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As discussed, a copy of a letter regarding Ui'Os!

I would be very grateful for a line to take on the section as indicated, if
possible, by the end of today!

| Many thanks for your help.



The National Archives
Belgian UFOs
Copy of MoD file on Belgian UFOs. This contains correspondence between UFOlogists and the UFO desk officer at MoD during 1993-94.


| BUCKHAVEN HIGH SCHOOL

" REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

Methilhaven Road, Buckhaven, Leven, Fife K!! '!l

Teleph - F l
elep one SRS a 430d 329‘% \Ci‘m

”?f;t)ear Prime Minister,

" { am a Modern Studies teacher in Buckhaven High School, currently teaching 2nd Year .
- pupils about democratic rights and freedoms. They have shown a lot of interest inthe
- topic, and, as part of thelr course, have written letters to you about a wide variety of
issues. | may say that for some pupils this has been a very stimulating exercise which ‘~
they have found easy to cope with; for others to get them to even write & letter has been
~ a major breakthrough (many have learning difficulties), of which they and | are justifiably
- proud.
i realise that you must receive thousands of similar requests, so, although | have en-
- glosed, at rhe pupils' request, all their letters, | have selected below some of the most
©gommon questions asked.

| Can you explaln the Government's position on the banning of handguns after the
Dunblane massacre? '

" What can be done to make schools more secute?
e What do you think about the possibility of a Scottish Parllament?

" \\/. One pup!l unusually asked whether the Government Investigates UFOs and, If 80,
~what concluslons it has come to about themill

Y trust that one of your staff might spare the time to respond to these questions as it
" would relnforce the idea that learning about government need not be just a classroom-
- "based activity, and that contact can be made with people in power.

| l look forward to receiving a reply in the near future.

- Yours sincerely,

PT Social Subjects)
behglf of the pupils of 2BT and 25M

FIFE COUNCIL



CONFIDENTIAL
UNCLASSIFIED
LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
24 oct 96
Parliamentary Branch 9k
Copy to:
PS/Sofs . Head of CS(RM)1
APS/Min(AF)¥ DPO(RAF)
APS/USofS ¢ DPR(RAF)
PSO/ACAS CS Logs Cmd
DAO - AOAD1 CS PTC
DDI Sec
MARTIN REDMOND PQOs - 'UFOs’
1. I attach substantive draft replies for the raft of POs tabled
by Martin Redmond last week relating directly, or indirectly, to
'UFOs'. So far as the latter is concerned, Annexes A and B are

letters for Minister(AF) to send to Mr Redmond; Annex C deals
specifically with 'UFO' matters and is for USofS to send to the
MP. '

BACKGROUND

2. Abnormal phenomena and 'UFOs' have been something of a media
fashion this year, partly stoked by a book by a MOD employee, Mr
Nicholas Pope, 'Open Skies, Closed Minds'. The book seeks an
investigation into so-called 'UFOs’. It may be that Mr Redmond is
seeking to establish if the MOD has taken note of Mr Pope's
concerns. Mr Pope is now writing a follow up book on 'human
eéncounters with aliens' and we might, therefore, expect
Parliamentary and media interest to continue.

DEFENCE INTELLIGENCE MATTERS

3. At Annex A is a draft reply for Minister(AF) to send to Mr
Redmond in response to the five Questiong seeking information on
Defence Intelligence branches. They do not specifically mention
'UFO0s*'. )

4. DI55 is the branch responsible for studying aerodynamic
missiles. It is known publicly that they are also consulted by
Sec(AS) from time to time on aerial phenomena. The other Defence
Intelligence branches referred to in Mr Redmond's questions have
ceased to exist, some of them many years ago. They may have been
identified by researchers from files in the Public Record Office
which included details of a DIS reorganisation.

CONFIDENTIAL
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REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

RAF RUDLOE MANOR

5. At Annex B is a separate draft reply for Minister(AF) to send
to Mr Redmond about the role of RAF Rudloe Manor. Again, there is
no specific mention of 'UFOs' in this question and we believe it
appropriate, once more, to avoid creating a link not made by the
MP. Although the Flying Complaints Flight, based at RAF Rudloe
Manor was responsible until 1992 for collecting ‘'UFO' reports made
to RAF stations and passing them to Sec(AS), the 'UFO° lobby
continue to misrepresent RAF Rudloe Manor as a 'UFQ° investigation
unit, despite numerous attempts by the Department to dispel this
myth. The extent of Rudloe Manor's involvement in the 'UFO°
reporting process these days, in common with all other RAF
stations, is to note down the details of any reports made in its
local area and forward them to Sec(AS).

MOD 'UFQ' POLICY; DISCUSSIONS WITH OTHER GOVERNMENTS; ARCHIVED
RECORDS; RAF FLYING COMPLAINTS FLIGHT (FCF)

6. At Annex C is a draft reply for US of § to send to Mr Redmond
in response to the remaining 15 Questions, all of which include
reference to 'UFQO' matters. We have grouped these in logical
order. Although Question 14 does not specifically mention 'UFOs‘,
examination of the letter cited by the MP reveals 'UFOs' to be the
subject matter.

7. For completeness, I attach at Annex D, three guestions tabled
by Mr Redmond which are being answered by the FCO.

Head of Sec(AS)

UNCLASSIFIED

CONFIDENTIAL



ANNEX A TO
SEC(AS)/64/4
DATED OCT 96

DRAFT REPLY FROM MINISTER(AF)_ TO MARTIN REDMOND MP

D/Min(AF)/ October 1996

I am writing as promised in my answers of 17 October to your
questions (Official Report, col 1092, copy attached) about the
functions of a number of Defence Intelligence branches.

-~
-

It has been the policy of successive Governments not to provide
information on the functions of individual intelligence branches
when this discloses the more recent nature of their duties.

I shall arrange for a copy of this letter to be placed in the
Library of the House.

THE HON NICHOLAS SOAMES

Martin Redmond Esqg. MP
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(3) what research has been conductad on behalf of his

Department by the national poisons information service
into the causes of Gulf war syndrome. [41292]

Mr. Soames: I will write to the hon. Members and 2
copy of the lenter will be placed in the Library of the
House.

Mr. Nicholas Pope

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secrstary of State for
Defence to what post Mr. Nicholas Pope was appointed
by his Department after his tour of duty with Secretariat
(Air Siaff) Department 2A: and if he will make a
statement. [40920]

Mr. Soames: Mr. Nicholas Pope was posted on
promotion Iwo vears ago o a general finance policy
branch.

Uranium-tipped Shells

Dr. David Clark: To ask the Secretary of Stare for
Defence what assessment he has made of the current risk
posed to civilians from exploded depleted uranium-tipped
shells in Kuwair. [41101]

Mr. Arbuthnot: My Depantmen: has conducted no
formal assessment of the risks to civilians from exploded
depleted uranium-tipped ammunition in Kuwait.

Dr. Clark: To ask the Secretary of, State for Defence
if he will make a statement concerning the risk to soldiers
of handling depleted uranium-tipped shells. {41100}

Mr. Soames: Depleted vranium has a very low level
of radioactivity and the risks attached 1o the handling of
depleted uranium ammunition are minimal.

Dr. Clark: To ask the Secretarv of State for Defence
what assessment he has made of the 1991 Atomic Energy
Authority report on industrial technology concerning the
risk of exposure to exploded depleted uranium-tipped
shells. [41102]

Mr. Soames: I refer the hon. Member to the letter sent
by my noble Friend the Under-Secretary of State for
Defence to the hon. Member for Blaenau Gwent
(Mr. Smith) on 7 August 1996, a copy of which has been
placed in the Library of the House.

Dr. Clark: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence
how many depleted uranium-tipped shells were fired by
British forces during the Guif war; and what assessment
he has made of the number of exploded shells remaining
in Kowait. {41099}

Mr. Soames: British forces fired some 88 depleted
uranium shells during the Gulf conflict. The Ministry of
Defence has made no assessment of the number of
exploded shells remaining in Kuwait, as we judge the risk
to human health posed by DU rounds to be negligible. It
is likely, though. that a large proportion of the 88 shells
was expended in Iraq rather than Kuwait.

Mr. Lilew Smith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what studies have been conducted by his
Department into the nephrotoxicity of the inhalation of
uranium particles. [41296]
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Mr. Seames: I will write 10 the hon. Member and a
copy of the letter will be placed in the Library of the
House.

Married Quarters Estate

Mr. Spellar: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence
what are the locations of the houses from the marriad
quarters estate that have been released to Arrington
Homes for immediate use by the private sector. 140931}

Mr. Arbuthnot: I will write 10 the hon. Member and
a copy of the letter will be placed in the Library of the
House.

RAF Rudloe Manor

Mr, Redmond: To ask the Secretary of Stat= for
Defence what work is currently undertaken ar RAF
Rudloe Manor; what work was undertaken in the jast
10 years; what was, by rank, the establishment for the last
10 years; and if he will make a statement. 140823]

Mr. Soames: I will write to the hon. Member and a
copy of the letter will be placed in the Library of the
House.

Defence Intelligence Branches

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secrstary of St for
Defence (1) what is the current function of DISS SIG:
what was its function (a) five vears and (b) 10 vears ago;
and if he will make a statement; [41040]

(2) what is the current function of DI&5B: what was its
function (a) five years and (b) 10 vears ago; and if he wilt
make a statement; {41038)

(3) what is the current function of DISS; what was its
function (a) five years and (b} 10 vears ago; and if he will
make a statement; (21041]

(4) what is the current function of DIGIE; whar was its
function (a) five years and (b) 10 vears ago; and if he will
make a statement; 121037}

(5) what is the current functon of DI10; what was its
function (a) five years and (b) 10 years ago; and if he will
make a statement. [41039]

Mr. Soames: [ will write to the hon. Member and a
copy of the letter will be placed in the Library of the
House.

Unidentified Flying Objects

- Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of Staiz for
Defence (1) what consultation has taken place in each of
the last five years by his Department with the French
Ministry of Defence Centre National d'Etudes Spatiales
in-respect of unidentified flying objects; and if he will
make a statement; 121048]

(2) if a lodger unit housed within his Department’s
Flving Complaints Flight specialises in unidentified flving
object investigations; and if he will make a statement:

{1036}

(3) how many records currently held by his
Department’s Scientific Intelligence Branch are under
extended closure for (a) 50 years, (b} 75 years and (c; 100
vears; how many of these records refer to unidentified
flying objects; and if he will make a statement;  [20911]




ANNEX B 'TO
D/SEC(A 64/4
DATED OCT 96

DRAFT LETTER FROM MINISTER(AF) TO MARTIN REDMOND MP

D/Min(AF)/ : October 1996

I said I would write to you in response to your recent
Parliamentary Question (Official Report, 17 October, Col 1092,
copy attached).

RAF Rudloe Manor consists of a parent unit and five lodger units:
No 1 Signals Unit - providing voice and data communications

for MOD, RN, Army and RAF establishments throughout the
country.

Detachment of 1001 Sianals Unit - operatlng the UK military
communications satellite system. No 1001 SU comprises
several sites, one of which is located at RAF Rudloe Manor.

Headqguarters Provost and Security Services (UR) - a RAF unit
commanding the six geographical P&Ss Regions within the UK.

Headguarters Provost and Security Services (Western Region) -
providing specialist Police and Security JSupport to all RAF
establishments within the West Midlands, the West Country and
South and Mid wales.

Controller Defence Communications Network - a tri-service

unit controlling world wide defence communications.

Rudloe Manor also has a parenting responsibility for Bristol
University Air Squadron and No 3 Air Experlence Flight, which
operate from the airfield at Colerne.

B-1



The role of the station over the last 10 years has not varied,
although some of the lodgef units have changed:

a. No 1001 Detachment formed in Oct 91.

b. No 1 SU came into existence in Apr 93, forming from a
staff organisation which originally arrived in Nov 85.

c. HQ P&SS(WR) formed in Apr 93, and HQ P&SS (Southern
Region), which was then at RAF Rudloe Manor, moved to RAF

Halton in 1995,

d.” No 6 8SU, a message switching unit, closed in
Oct 94.

Information on the establishment of the Station is not available
for security reasons in theé form requested. However, I can tell
you that it comprises 557 Service and 225 civilian personnel.

I shall arrange for a copy of this letter to be placed in the
Library of the House.

THE HON NICHOLAS SOAMES

Martin Redmond Esq. MP
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{3) what research has been conducted on behalf of his

Department by the national poisons information service
into the causes of Gulf war syndrome. [41292]

Mr. Soames: I will write to the hon. Members and 2
copy of the letter will be placed in the Library of the
House. : :

Mr. Nicholas Pope

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence to what post Mr. Nicholas Pope was appointed
by his Department after his tour of duty with Secretariat
(Air Staff) Department 2A: and if he will make a
statement. {40920}

Mr. Soames: Mr. Nicholas Pope was posted on
promotion two vears ago to a general finance policy
branch.

Uranium-tipped Shells

Dr. David Clark: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what assessment he has made of the current risk
posed to civilians from exploded depleted uranium-tipped
shells in Kuwait [41101]

Mr. Arbuthnot: My Department has conducted no
formal assessment of the risks to civilians from exploded
depleted uranium-tipped ammunition in Kuwait.

Dr. Clark: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence
if he will make a statement concerning the risk to soldiers
of handling depleted uranium-tipped shells. {41100}

Mr. Soames: Depleted uranium has a very low level
of radioactivity and the risks artached to the handling of
depleted uranium ammunition are minimal.

Dr. Clark: To ask the Secretarv of State for Defence
what assessment he has made of the 1991 Atomic Energy
Authority report on industrial technology concerning the
risk of exposure to exploded depleted uranium-tipped
shells. - [41102]

Mr. Soames: [ refer the hon. Member to the letter sent
by my noble Friend the Under-Secretary of State for
Defence to the hon. Member for Blasnau Gwent
(Mr. Smith) on 7 August 1996. a copy of which has been
placed in the Library of the House.

Dr. Clark: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence
how many depleted uranium-tipped shells were fired by
British forces during the Guif war: and what assessment
he has made of the number of exploded shells remnaining
in Kuwait. [41099]

Mr. Soames: British forces fired some 88 depleted
uranium shells during the Guif conflict. The Ministry of
Defence has made no assessment of the number of
exploded shells remaining in Kuwait, as we Jjudge the risk
1o human health posed by DU rounds to be negligible. It
is likely, though, that a farge proportion of the 88 shells
was expended in Iraq rather than Kuwait.

Mr. Llew Smith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence whar studies have been conducted by his
Department into the nephrotoxicity of the inhalation of
uranium particles. [41296]
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Mr. Soames: I will write to the hon. Member and a
copy of the lemer will be placed in the Library of the
House.

Married Quarters Estate

Mr. Spellar: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence
what are the locations of the houses from the married
quarters estate that have been released to Arrington
Homes for immediate use by the private sector. {40931}

Mr. Arbuthnot: [ will write to the hon. Member and
& copy of the lenter will be placed in the Library of the
House.

RAF Rudloe Manor

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what work is currently undertaken at RAF
Rudloe Manor; what work was undertaken in the last
10 vears; what was, by rank, the establishment for the last
10 years; and if he will make a statement. [40823]

Mr. Soames: I will write to the hon. Member and a
copy of the letter will be placed in the Library of the
House.

Defence Intelligence Branches

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) what is the current function of DIS5 SIG;
what was its function (a) five years and (b) 10 vears ago:
and if he will make a statement; [41040]

(2) what is the current function of DI65B; what was its
function (a) five years and (b) 10 vears ago; and if he will
make a statement; [41038]

(3) what is the current function of DIS3: what was its
function (a) five years and (5) 10 vears ago; and if he will
make a statement; [41041]

(4) what is the current function of DI61E; whar was its
function (aj five years and (b) 10 years ago; and if he will
make a statement; [41037}

(5) what is the current function of DI10: what was its
function fq) five years and {b) 10 years ago; and if he will
make a statement, (41039]

Mr. Soames: [ will write to the hon. Mcrﬁber and a
copy of the letter will be placed in the Library of the
House.

Unidentified Flying Objects

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) what consultation has taken place in each of
the last five vears by his Department with the French
Ministry of Defence Centre National d'Etudes Spatiales
in-respect of unidentified flying objects; and if he will
make a staternent; {41048]

(2) if a lodger unit housed within his Department's
Flying Complaints Flight specialises in unidentified flying
object investigations; and if he will make a statement;

[41036]

(3) how many records currently held by his
Department’s Scientific Intelligence Branch are under
extended closure for (a) 50 years, (b) 75 years and (c) 100
vears; how many of these records refer to unidentified
flying objects; and if he will make a statement; 140911}




ANNEX C TO
D/SEC(AS)/64/4
DATED OCT 96

DRAFT LETTER FROM US of § TO MARTIN REDMOND MP

D/UsSofs)/ October 1996

In response to a number of Questions You recently asked about
'UFO' matters (Official Report, cols 1092-1093 and 1095, copies
attached) Nicholas Soames said that he would be writing to you. 1
am, however, replying as the Minister responsible for these
issues. A full list of the Questions is attached at Annex. T
have added a separate number sequence from one to fifteen and use
this in the following paragraphs for ease of reference and

clarification.

The MOD's interest in 'unexplained' aerial phenomena
(Question 1) is limited to whether the UK Air Defence Region might
have been compromised. Unless there is any evidence that this is
the case, and to date no sighting has provided such evidence, we
do not investigate further or seek to provide an explanation for
what might have been observed. We have no expertise or role with
respect to 'UFO/flying saucer' matters and, so far as the
existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms is concerned,
we remain open minded but know of nothing that proves they exist.
Our policy in this respect has not changed during the last thirty

years.

RAF Standing Instructions (Question 2) require all RAF

Station Commanders to forward reports of all 'UFO! sightings



whether made by members of the public or on-duty service personnel
to the Secretariat (air Staff), Branch 2a. Sec(AS)2a look at all
'UF0' sighting reports (Question 3) whether military or civilian
reported. Reports are assessed in consultation with other MoD
branches as required to determine whether there is any defence
interest in what has been reported. Over the last twelve months
there has been one instance of an on-duty member of the services
reporting an 'unexplained' aerial sighting, and this was not

judged to be of any significance.

We .have no evidence (Question 4) that any structured craft of
unknown origin has penetrated the UK's Air Defence Region. I am
unable to provide the information you seek about reports of
alleged landings (Question 5) since records are maintained only of
'UFO' sighting reports which are not broken down further into

specific categories.

You ask at Questions 2a, 2b and 6-12 about collaboration and
consultation with a number of foreign governments. My Department
has regular discussions with a number of countries on a wide range
of topics of mutual interest but such discussions have not
extended to 'UFO/flying saucer' issues or the existence or

otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms.

I can confirm (Question 13) that my Department's Scientific
Intelligence Branch holds no records under extended closure for
any period in excess of 30 Years. So far as the information
sought at Question 14 is concerned, the PRO has confirmed thaf the
class list giving details of preserved records is available to

researchers at Kew.



Finally, I can also confirm (Question 15) that there is no
unit within the Flying Complaints Flight (FCF) based at RAF Rudloe
Manor (or anywhere else) specialising in investigations into
unidentified flying objects. I should add that despite continuing
misunderstandings about the role of RAF Rudloe Manor in alleged
'UFO! investigations, the Station is not and never has been

involved in this way.

I shall arrange for a copy of this letter to be placed in the

Library of the House.

The Earl Howe

Martin Redmond MPpP
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Unidentified Flving Objects

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretarv of State for
Defence (1) whar consultation has taken place in each of
the last five vears by his Department with the French
Ministry of Defence Centre National d’Etudes Spatiaias
in"respect of unidentified fiving objects: and if he will
maks a statement: [<1048;

unit housed within his Degartment’s

Flight specialises in unidentified flying

will make a scatement:
[41036]

(2) if a lodger
Flving Complaints
object investigations: and if he

(3) how many records curreatly  held by his
Department’s Scientific Intelligence Branch are under
extended closure for (g, 50 vears. (b 75 years and (¢ 100
years: how many of these records refer to unidentified
flving objects: and if he will make a statemen: (40511}

Wrirtten Answers

Mr. Nicholas Redfern

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence if he wiil list the utles of the records of the
Ministry of Defanes's scientific intefligence branch in
respect of correspondence sent 10 Mr. Nichoias Redfern
by the Public Record Office. Kaw on 21 September 1990.

f50889}

Mr. Soames: [ wijl write 10 hon. Member and 2 copy

of the lerter will be placed in the Librarv in the House.

1.

.
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(4) what consultation has taken place in each of the last
five vears by his Department with the Roval Australian
air force in respect of unidentified flying objects: and if
he will make a statement: {4104z,

(5) what consultation has taken Place in 2ach of the Jas
five vears by his Department with the Spanish Ministry
of Defence’s intelligence section of the Spanish air forces
air operations command in respect of unidentified flying
objects: and if he will make a Staternent: {41050}

(6) if he will make Siatement on his Depariment's
policy towards unidentified flying objects and on how this
has developed during the past 30 vears: {40913)

(7) what co-operation there is berwesn the Royal Air
Force and the United States air force in respect of
establishing the facts relating to unidentified flving
objects: and if he will maks a statement; [40918;

(8) how many alleged landings by unidentified flying
objects have been recorded in each year since 1980 and
this year to date; how many have besn investigated by his
Department's personnel: which of these had been traced
by radar and with what result: and if he will make a
statement; 0821

(9) what consultation has taken place in each of the las:
five years by his Department with the Italian Ministry of
Defence air force general staff (2. Department) in respec:

- of unidentified flving objects: and if he wii] make 3

statement: [410291

(10) what instructions have besn sent 1w the
commanders of Royal Air Fores stations to collect reports
from air crews ‘having allegedly sighted unidentified
flving objects; what inquiries have besn held following
such sightings: to what exzent there has been collaboration
berween his Department and departments in /a; Canada
and (b the United States of America on this problem; and
if he will make a statement: {20917]

(11) what consultation has taken placs in each of the
last five vears by his Department with New Zealand's
Ministry of Defence in respect of unidentified ying
objects: and if he will make a statement; (4104

1]

Led

{12) what consultarion has taken place in each of the
last five vears by his Department with the Portuguese
Ministry of Defence's joint staff of the armed foress
intelligeacs division in respect of unidentified flving
obiects: and if he will maks a statement: [21051]

(13) how many instances of unidentified flving objects
have been reported on by the defence services of the
United Kingdom during the last 12 months: what steps
are taken 10 co-ordinate such observations: and if he wil]
make a statement: (30910

(14) if he will list by vear for the last 30 vears how
many structured craft of unknown origin have penetrated
the United Kingdom's air defencs region: and if he wiil
make a statement. [£0919]

Mr. Soames: [ will write 10 the hon. Member and a

copy of the letter will be placed in the Librarv of the
House. :




921 Written Answers

Dr. Liam Fox: The Minister of State, Foreign and
Commonwealth Office, my right hon. Friend the Member
for Richmond and Barnes (Mr. Hanley), shall write to the
hon. Member shortly. Copies of the letter will be placed
in the Libraries of the House.

Unidentified Flying Objects

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs (1) what consultation
has taken place in each of the last five years by his
Department with the French Service de Documentation
Exterieur et de Contre-Espionnage in respect of
unidentified flying objects; and if he will make a
statement; ' [40970]

(2) if he will list by month for each of the last 10 years,
and this year to date, the number of occasions that MI6
has monitored unidentified flying objects investigations:
and if he will make a statement; (40981}

(3} if he will list by month for each of the last 10 years
and this year to date the number of occasions on which the
Govermnment Communications headquarters has monitored
unidentified flying object investigations; and if he will
make a statement. 409223

Mr. David Davis: I shall write to the hon. Member
shortiy. Copies of the letter will be placed in the Libraries
of the House. :

Consultants

Mr. Milburn: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign
and Commonwealth Affairs what are his latest estimates
of the expenditure on all external consultants, including
management consultants, for each year since 1992, in
1996 prices, for his Department and its agencies; and what
are the quantified annual cost savings which such
expenditure has resulted in. [41178]

Dr. Liam Fox: The Minister of State, Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs Office, my right hon. Friend the
Member for Richmond and Bames (Mr. Hanley), shall
write to the hon. Member shortly. Copies of the letter will
be placed in the Libraries of the House.

New Buildings and Premises

Mrs. Bridget Prentice: To ask the Secretary of State
for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what was the total
expenditure on new buildings and premises by his
Department and its agencies; and if he will indicate the
square footage of new office space purchased or newly
rented in each of the last five years. [41144]

Dr. Liam Fox: The Minister of State, Foreign and
Commonwealth Office, my right hon. Friend the Member
for Richmond and Barnes (Mr. Hanley), shall write to the
hon. Member shortly. Copies of the letter will be placed
in the Libraries of the House.

Telephone Interceptions

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs if he will list for each
of the last 12 months the number of {a) interceptions and
() monitorings of telephone calls (i) entering or
(ii) leaving the United Kingdom, through the joint
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Government Communications headquanersmNaﬁona;
Security Agency agresment: and if he wil] make 3
statement, [40972j

Dr. Liam Fox: The Minister of State, Foreign and
Commonwealth Office, my right hon. Friend the Member
for Richmond and Barnes (Mr. Hanley), shall write to the
hon. Member shortly. Copies of the letter will be placed
in the Libraries of the House.

Nuclear Weapons

Mr. Austin Mitchell: To ask the Secretary of State for
Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what assessment he
has made of the implications for United Kingdom policy
on the use of nuclear weapons of the decision of the
International Court of Justice on nuclear weapons.

: [41224]

Mr. David Davis: I shall write to the hon, Member
shortly. Copies of the letter will be placed in the Libraries
of the House.

Combined Heat and Power

Mr. Battle: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign
and Commonwealth Affairs what capacity of electricity
used in his Department’s buildings is generated in a
combined heat and power plant; and what plans he has to
increase that capacity. 4i321]

Dr. Liam Fox: The Minister of State, Foreign and
Commonwealth Office, my right hon. Friend the Member
for Richmond and Barnes (Mr. Hanley), shall write to the
hon. Member shortly. Copies of the letter will be placed
in the Libraries of the House.

DEFENCE

Religious Discrimination (Caterick Camp)

Mr. Gabraith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what reports he has received of religious
discrimination at Catrerick camp during June and July;
and if he will make a statement. [40766)

Mr. Soames: There have been no reported incidents of
religious discrimination at Catterick Camp during June
and July. However, we treat any allegations of
discrimination  extremely seriously and if the hon.
Member can provide any information which suggests that
religious discrimination has taken place at Canerick Camp
it will, of course, be fully investigated.

Suicides

Mr. Galbraith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence pursuant to his answer of 16 May to the hon.
Member for Scuth Shialds (Dr Clark), Official Report,
column 559, if he will break down the number of suicides
in the armed forces by (a) year and (b} service for each
year since 1991, [40767]

Mr. Soames: Since January 1991 the total number of
service personnel who have been confirmed as
committing suicide is 130, which is broken down as
follows:
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24 January 1996

PS/Minister (AF)

Copy to:
APS/S of S
PS/US of 8
PS/PUS
PS/2nd PUS
DUS (RP&F)
AUS(GF)
D—-INFOD
Head Sec(AS)

BOOK ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

The Minister ought to be aware that an official of the
Department (a Mr Pope in this Division) has written a book on
unidentified flying objects (UFOs) which is due for publlcatlon
in June this year. Since the handling of UFO reports is a
responsibility of MOD and the book draws in some measure on the
author's experience while handling such reports in a previous
post, the text needed official clearance. This has now been
given, with a number of agreed amendments deSLgned primarily to
avoid any apparent criticism of the Ministry and its staff. The
book makes clear that the views expressed are the author's own and
have no official status.

2. It is possible that publication and the PR activities running
up to it may arouse interest in the press and media. Mr Pope has
however undertaken to keep line management informed of his
promotional activities, and I shall be monitoring them.

[Signed]

Head of GF

A/Head of GF
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Head of fc?/c Lp,/gt\)—z'/
Copy o~ ma [l

I attach letter(s) which the Secretary of State has received
from members of the public, and which have/have not been
acknowledged by this office.

2. 1 should be grateful if you would arrange for the appropriate
. action to be taken, including a reply as necessary. 5Since the
Secretary of State attaches importance to such letters addressed to
him being answered promptly, any reply should be sent within two
weeks of the date of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should

prove impossible an interim reply should be sent within the sanme
timescale.

3. The Open Government Code of Practice came into force on 4th
April 1994. You should ensure that all replies to members of the
public are provided in accordance with the procedures as set out in
the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained

in DCI(Gen) 1S s95; further Jjoforaation is available from
oM telaphone extenslion E

LA ¥y ,
iir APSiSecTe ary of State

N

ther 1965.
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I would
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Cranbrook f

tent. NN

16th November 1995,

Dear Sirs

I wrote to you on the 24th July requesting authorisation to reproduce
copies of letters from various members of the Ministry of Defence in a
forthcoming book that I have written.

[ received a prompt reply from you in the affirmative.

Your letter has been sent to a literary law adviser where legal advice

is being sought on my manuscript.

I do however,need another copy of your letter most urgently. I would

request this at your earliest possible convenience.

Your prompt reply would be appreciated.

Yours faithfully.
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v/ 'f
(i7 f? e Cranbrook
7

Py
7 Kent.“
e 24th July 1995,

Dear Sirs

I have recently completed a nanuscript which is an investigative report
into the implications of positive radar detections,of an object that

appeared above Belgium in November 1989 and March 1990,

In the course of my enquiries, have received correspondence on this

subject from (NS, SEENNNNNERES .- cory of 2 reply to N
RN (o~ the Secretary of State for Defence the Rt Hon

Malcolm Rifkind MXP. and & reply from on behalf
of Malcolm Rifkind.

I would request your authorisation to reproduce copies of these letters

in my forthcoming publication.

Yours faithfully
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“ OSE MINUTE
D/CM(Policy)38/7

[ october 1994

sec(as)za - (NN

Copy to:
APS/Secretary of State

CORRESPONDENCE FROM MR —

Reference: D/Sec(AS)12/1 dated 14 Oct 94

1. Under cover of the Reference you passed to this Division a
letter from . I accept that “agreed to reply on
behalf of the Secretary of State, and we have now written to’

. Having seen his letter, however, I am very much of the
opinion that his comments have little to do with Civilian
Management in the Department, other than his vague notion that
he would like to be employed by us in some position that would
allow him to indulge his interests. T am absolutely certain that

his letter has nothing whatsoever to do with our work in -

CM(Policy).

2. We are not a recruitment authority and have no knowledge of
particular recruitment campaigns, whether in the MOD mainstream
or the more exotic areas of the Department (or FCO ?). I would
therefore suggest that CM(S)2 or CM(Pers) (F&S) might be a more
suitable action addressee in any future correspondence. I cannot
help but reflect, however, that in the two letters we have seen
from ' his claims about the work MOD is supposed to be
carrying out - and our "failure" to recognise his abilities and
employ him on such work - have been fantastic. In his earlier
letter he wanted a career in the Security Services; in his most
recent appeal he would like to become our UFO expert -~ and
"control the panic situation". This is hardly the stuff for CM!

3. 1 attach a copy of our (intentionally) short reply to Ul
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BRITAIN Phone/Fax Wi

International cooperation against the suppression and denial of UFO evidence

PRIME MWKS""& 'S

CORRESPONTINCE 8ECTION

Rt Hon John Major ™ Writer in Uﬂ!“ Coardetier SeeH
Prime Minister e umwarey i,f?“r“

House of Commons ES

London (JfFCD

SW1A QAA October 9th 1995
L ()()j

Tomorrow, October 10th 1995, members and supporters of the British branch
of Operation Right To Know, are staging another public and political UFO
secrecy demonstration at the House of Commons. This is our third such event.

Dear Mr Major,

ORTK Britain is seeking, through parliament, freedom of information on
the UFO issue. We believe that both the Ministry of Defence and the Civil
Aviation Authority are in possession of information on UFOs (collected
via pilot reports and including radar confirmations and probably gun camera
photographs) which if released to parliament and the public, would allow
informed discussions on the UFO issue to take place. The civilian scientific
institutions generally appear to be ignorant about the validity of the
UFO issue as probably the most interesting and important issue of modern
times. Many of us involved in the subject believe that the MOD continues
to deny public access to this information as a deliberate policy to suppress
open scientific debate. There can be no moral justification for such a
policy.

L&, I have written to you.before about this issue. I received an invitation
from Sir Andrew Bowden MP, earlier this year, to discuss the subject. We
chatted at some length on the many issues involved and I believe he shares
my view that the MOD and Civil Aviation Authority should both come clean
on what they know about UFOs. Nick Pope, a serving MOD official, also shares
this view point,- and his book 'Open Skies, Closed Minds - Official reaction

to the UFO phenomenon" is due to be published next year.

I know you will merely pass this letter on for comment by others, but I

ask you to seriously consider why ORTK feels such actions as holding public
demonstrations against UFO secrecy and denial, are necessary.

Yours sincerel

lor the

(UK coordinator) International Roswell Initiative g@

(enclosures: October 10th releases) -

USA

ninsdy

ORTK USA mailing:\@

Fmail:
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DID YOU KNOW ?

S

(1)That over 3500 fully documented reports from military and civilian pilots
world wide, confirm the operation in the Farth's atmosphere of intelligently
guided UFOs, of a nature and technology clearly non-human.

For example: On the night 30th/31st March 1990, the Belgian Air Force flew
two F16 fighters in response to radar images of a UFO recorded on 4 separate
ground radar systems, and in response to visual observations of the UFO
" reported by the Belgian Police and scores of civilian witnesses. The Belgian i
aircraft briefly obtained radar lock-on. ‘ '

i s

On July 11th 1990 Colonel W DeBrouwer, Chief of the Belgian Air Staff,
made these televised statements.

"On the night 30th and 31st March, we had an observation on the radar
and in addition a visual observation on the ground confirmed by the Police.
What the pilots detected was well outside the normal flying envelope of an
aeroplane. Sometimes they had what we call lock-ons, which gave a parameters
varying from speeds between 150 knots to 990 knots, an acceleration which
occurred in a few seconds. The speeds would be impossible to tolerate for
a human being, that's the first point. The second point is, the visual
observations always describe a system, a machine, which hangs and hovers
above the surface at quite a low altitude without making any noise. Now
with the current technology that would be impossible” ’

(2)That UFOs have now left over 4000 documented landing traces world wide,
including ground disturbances consistent with the actions of structured
objects.

(3)That UFOs have generated hundreds of reports world wide of interference
of electrical systems, including numerous car engines, television and radio
sets, lights, and other equipment.

(4)That thousands of video recordings of UFOs have been taken during the
last 5 years, many in day light and involving multiple witnesses.

The physical reality of UFOs is documented fact

Operation Right To Know requests freedom of information on UFOs. We ask
that the elected government implement proceedings to enable all files on
the UFOs issue, held by the Ministry of Defence and the Civil Aviation
Authority, to be made public. Disclosure needs to be full, including all
conclusions, assessments and recommendations, so that members of the public,
those in authority, and civilian scientists can all make informed opinions
about the current UFO situation.

PRESENTED OCTOBER 10th 1995
HOUSE OF COMMONS UFO SECRECY DEMONSTRATION

For information: ORTK Britain, ' Ripon, N.Yorks.
Tol/Fox RSN Ereil:

USA mailing: ORTK, ¥
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International cooperation against the suppression and denial of UFO evidence

SEPTEMBER 11th 1995 - FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:

‘ "OPEN SKIES CLOSED MINDS" ‘
ANNOUNCEMENT OF A MAJOR UFO AWARENESS DEMONSTRATION

At 11.30AM on Tuesday October 10th 1995, members and supporters of the
British branch of Operation Right To Know, will begin a public demonstration
and lobby at the House of Commons, London (St.Steven's entrance). We support
Nick Pope, a serving Ministry of Defence official (formerly Secretariat
Air Staff 2a), and his forthcoming book, to be published 1996, titled "Open
Skies, Closed Minds - Official reaction to the UFO phenomenon" and ask:

(1) That members of the public make themselves aware of the evidence for
the reality- of intelligently operated UFOs of non-human technology and/or
science,

(2) That all Members of Parliament do likewise.

(3) That the elected Government implement proceedings to enable any and
all files relevant to the subject of UFOs, held by the Ministry of Defence
and the Civil Aviation Authority, to be made public. Disclosure needs to
be full and without censorship, including all conclusions, assessments,
and recommendations. '

In consideration of the above:

An excess of 3500 pilot reports, both military and civilian, confirm the
existence of structured UFOs purposely operated. For example:

"On the night 30th/31st March (1990) we had an observation on the radar
and in addition a visual observation on the ground confirmed by the Police.
What the pilots detected was well outside the normal flying envelope of an
aeroplane. Sometimes they had what we call lock-ons (aircraft to UFO radar)
which gave a parameters varying from 150 knots to 990 knots, an acceleration
which occurred in a few seconds. The speeds would be impossible to tolerate
for a human being, that's the first point. The second point is, the visual
observations always describe a system, a machine, which hangs and hovers
above the surface at quite a low altitude without making any noise. Now
with the current technology that would be impossible."

Colonel W DeBrouwer, Chief of the Belgian Air Staff, July 11th 1990.

Common sense reasoning-wholly suggests that the Ministry of Defence knows a
lot more about UFOs than it is publicly prepared to admit, and continues
a policy designed to suppress public and political discussion. On October
10th ORTK will hand deliver a letter about. ORTK's world wide effort to
bring about open political and public debate of the UFO issue, to the Prime
Minister and the Defence Secretary.

CIRCULATION: PRESS, RADIO & TV
CONTACT:

‘UK coordinator)
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Ok\% 18th July 1994,

Cranbrock. Kent

Thank you for your reply to my letter of the 26th June to the Secretary of
State for Defence,concerning unidentified NADGE radar detections over
Belgium.

I would advise that my letter to the Secretary of State for Defence,was
simply because he gemneralises with platitudes. He does not seem to have
taken into account the relative facts which are incontravertable.

Sadly your letter is in the same vein.

Please do not think me patronising i1f I list the following facts.

1) Radar will only detect its own reflection from an object of opacity and
substance.

2) Highly skilled radar operatives are easily able to distinguish between
true and false returns,

3) Positive radar detections were made by five WADGE radars. Four in
Belgium and one in Germany,

4> These were made by highly skilled operatives who were unable to identify
their detections.

5> Vhen NADGE radar operatives are unable to identify an intruder,it is
classified as hostile,

6) Strict parameters of identification are laid down by the Belgian Air
Force before any interception can be attempted.

73 The final parameter is that if an intrusion is not identified,it is
declared hostile.

&) The FWADGE radar operators declared this intrusion hostile.

92 The Belgian Air Force carried out interceptions for | hour and 5 mins
on an unidentified radar detection that was deemed hostile.

10)0n the night of March 30/3ist 1990 at 22h 30m two F-16 alrcraft were in
persuit of this unidentified intruder: many interceptions were made.
Radar lock-on was achelved by one aircraft on 13 occasions.

1D 4ircraft were vectored to their target by NADGE radars on all these

occasions,
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Cont:

12y At 22h 39m, this unidentified radar intruder that was deemed hostile,was
over Wavre-8V of Brussels-and closing on British air-space at 1000
knots,

13> Time is the most important factor in terms of national defence.This
possible ivtrusion was 6 minutes from our national boundary.

14> OUR radar is part of NADGE (an 80 station radar complex that covers all
Burope).

187 Admiral Lord Hill-Norton who,as former Chief of Defence staff and
Chairman of the NATO Military Committee-the highest military office in
the UK and Alliance~has said that it is inconceivable that we were FOT
informed of these detections,or that the Operations Division of SHAPE
at Mons-were not aware of them either!

16> Az the Belgians could not identify theilr radar detections,it would be
inpossible for them to assume that they did not constitute a threat.

17y In view of item 16,the statement by the Hinistry of Defence that ’in
answer to your speci{fic guestion, 8ir Defence experts concluded that the
Belgian UFO sightings posed no threat to the UK because there was no
evidence of any such threat’.is campietely untenable.

18> In spite of our radar defence system five letters were written to the
Hinistry of Defence before it was admitted fthat radar would only detsct
ite own reflection from an object of opacity and substance.

19> The Ministry of Defence have stated that thers have never been radar
detections by our own systems that could not be identified. This is

untrue; NADGE iz cur own system; their detections were not identified.

This evidence cannot be retfuted. The statement that the UK was not made-
aware of these detections,is either a censure on our own radar detence
systems,or a deception that is highly suspect. Items 16,17,13,19 would
strongly indicate deception on the part of the Ministry of Defence.

I cannot accept an explanation from the Hinistry that is flawed in so many
ways; this has been my main reason for a successiul appeal to the European
Parliament.

Yours sincerely,
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SECRETARY OF STATE

MO 9/18G 14 guly 1994

v

Thank you for your letter dated 26th June to the Secretary of
State for Defence, concerning UFO sightings over Belgium. You have
asked two specific questions, both of which have been answered before,

however I will try to answer them again as fully and clearly as
possible.

First, why were we not advised of the sightings. It remains the
Ministry of Defence's view that the Belgian authorities were best
placed to make a judgement on these reported UFO sightings. In view of
their location and the lack of any indication that any threat was
posed, the Belgians decided not to notify any other countries. It is
correct therefore that the UK was not made aware of these detections.
They occurred outside the UK Air Defence Region and there is no record
of detections having been made on any British system. The Belgians
took the decision that, in the light of the circumstances, there was no

threat to the UK. The relevant British authorities are content that
this decision was correct.

Second, why are we not concerned at the lack of a radar detection
by our own radar defence system. There is no evidence that any
sightings or radar contacts occurred within the expected coverage of
our own systems. We would not, therefore, have expected to detect

anything and were neither surprised nor concerned at the fact that no
contacts were detected.

Craﬁbfook
Kent
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The sequence of events has been explained in previous letters, and
the various questions which you have raised on this issue have been
dealt with at some length. I do not therefore see any useful purpose
in a continuation of this correspondence.

b }’\:\Q.A/‘J:‘QJ

Private Secretary

R——————
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L.LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/4

a\®
13 Jul 94

APS/S of s

Copy to:
APS/Minister (AF)
APS/US of S

Reference: MO 9/18 dated 4 July 94

errence you asked us to draft a PS reply to il
' s latest letter on UFO sightings over Belgium, and I
have attached a draft.

Sec(AS)2
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1. I should be grateful for your advice on the attached

communication from .. , g
‘dated .sf%%i.:2%4%@..?&&.......L together with a draft reply, if
'apé;gpriate. Other Departments or MCD Di$§siohs should be

consulted as necessary and the attachment should be placed on a

Departmental Registered file.
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prepared on .CHOTS and sent by electronic mail to S of S PA
Group Role.

3. I am sending copies of this minute, together with the

attachment, to:

44 UL DIANIDIIT 1Y IAJdLILNLKY
TO BE GIVEN PRIORITY AT ALL TIMES

g
< B % % 5 % & 5 ¥ 6 & & 8 T T I S T SN N R BN Y ) L AT R SR OEE N I B I
ﬂ L]
Z - . . e % % w m " B 2 & & % 4 s e 4 8 B 5 % % ¥ # ¥ 5 I3 s 0w
2
5 ® a4 ¥ ® 3 ¢ % & & & o & B . & o & 8 * * & @ £ O & @ 4 2 ¢ ¥ @ % T & & 2 & & O %
n & 4 & % ¥ 4 & ® & & - - - LR 2 - % & & LI I . & & & 5w ¥ m
3 &
j . & LN e ¢ 8 e 4  ® ®» 5 e B * - - ® % ® 0 & o L L R IR m
-

i “a oo e . o
- T | =
> & ® ® 6 5 % 8O & G E® O e e B e B @ O O &0 & BTIH srEssesrertee S
g
- 4 The © G é&
' . - pen Government Code of Practice came into force on 4th
:j Aﬁ;;} 1994, You should ensure that all replies to members of the E;
< gﬁe écda‘e provided in accordance with the procedures as set out in
oo ch(gén)A'lel e;gian;tlog of the Code of Practice is contained §§
) i further information is availab

Man S(Or )1 telephone extension! able from =

S. L A V}ML\M\( N fo K

i} N . / - ~ H £

OV A AR IR N AV e o f]

Fea O PQLhU)}Mg, mﬁf’zigw}\g¢~

pDate: ; 5 : / s : ] 3
Tk S A gy

~ a
- S

o N -l
Lo . U4
7 / / ; ’;(_;1 ;

MINISTERIAL BUSINESS: TO BE GIVEN PRIORITY AT ALL TIMES |



REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

Dear Mr Rifkin. 26th June 1994.

= k has advised me of vour reply to his letter of the
17th May.
The actual presence of flying objects above Belgium in 1988/90 is not in
doubt:neither is the fact that they were unidentified. These facts were
confirmed to me by Guy Coeme the Belgian Minister of Defence at that time,
and endorsed by Leo Delcroix the present Belgian Minister of Defence.

This being so - and the actions of the Belgian armed forces would confirm
their apprehensions -~ as they did not know what these tlying objects were,
how could they possibly state that they did not constitute a threat?

There now also seems to be a subtle alteration to the chronology of these
events that I do not understand.

On the 26th Tovember 1993,in a letter Ref D/Secas 12/3, [N of the
Ministry of Defence stated in his last paragraph 'In answer to your
specific question, Air Defence experts copcluded that the Belgian UFC
sightings posed no threat to the UK because there was no evidence of any
such threat:’ é does not say that the reason that there was no
evidence of any threat was because opur Air Defence experts were not aware
p¥ these detections at the time.

Your ietter Ref MO 9/18M of the 1lth June 1994 to Admiral Lord Hill-Norton
confirms this fact by stating that ‘our Air Defence experts were not
notified at the time of the Belgian radar detecticns': in fact you state
that they only became aware of thesze sightings through UFD literature and
approaches by members of the public.’

This establishes beyond doubt that our 4ir Detence experts could not
possibly have been in any position to ascertain the nature of these
phenomena at the actuazl time of these detections.

FIVE radar stations(a migture of Array type and Multi-purpose impulsion
systems): four in Belgium;&lmna,Bertem,Semmerzeke.St Hubert - and one at
Vedem in Germany - all established confirmed radar detections by bighly
gkilled operatives over Wavre SW of Brussels. These unidentified detections
- possibly hostile - although 100 miles from our national boundary,were
closing on our air-space at speeds in excess of 1000 kte. This represented
a contact time of only six minutes.

It is abvious that we do not wait until an unidentified intruder is only
six minutes from our national boundary to be advised by another country if
they consider this intrusion to be a threat to our national security!

This being so - and the observations of Admiral Lord Hili-¥orton {(who helz
the highest military office in the UK and NATD) that ‘it was Inconceivabie
that we were NOT informed through NATO of these radar detections' - I would
ask again WHY we were not advised of these detections and WHY vou were not
concerned at this lack of radar detection by our own radar defence system?

Yours sincerely,

Rt
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MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

LLOOSE MINUTE
D/MIN(AF)/JH/94/94
13 June 1994
Sec(AS)2

Copy to:

APS/Sofs

APS/USofS

PS/CAS

DA Brussgls

BELGIAN UFOS

Minister(AF) was grateful for your D/Sec(AS)12/1 of 8 June,
the contents of which he has noted.

APS/Minister (AF)

&9

Recycled Paper
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SECRETARY OF STATE

MO 9/18M '/ June 1994

Thank you for your letter dated 17 May concerning the UFO
sightings that occurred over Belgium in March 1990.

I am grateful to you for alerting me to this problem, and I am
aware that ST TNy attempt to create a public fuss. However I
am satisfied that correct procedures have been followed that all
relevant information has been passed to il

no
purpose would be served by continuing the correspondence with him.

You will know that our sole reason for examining reports of UFO
sightings is to establish whether or not there is evidence of any
threat to the United Kingdom. The Belgium authorities have indicated
that they did not notify us of these sightings at the time because
there was no evidence of any threat, and because they occurred over the
central part of Belgium. I should add that notification of NADGE radar

detections is at the discretion of the operators, and does not occur
automatically.

Fordihgbr
Hampshire

€3

Recycled Paper
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We subsequently became aware of these sightings through the UFO
literature and through approaches from members of the public such as'..'
_ On the basis of the information now available our own Air
Defence experts have confirmed that they would not have been concerned
with these UFO reports, and that they saw no reason why the Belgians
should have notified any UK authorities. I am sure it goes without
saying, however, that any unauthorised penetration of the UK Air

Defence Region would be detected by our Air Defenders, and dealt with
as appropriate.

It is clear to me from the papers I have seen that the position

has been explained in great detail to (NN 1 -n avare of one
television programme on the subject, a Central TV production to be

shown on 18 October. The MOD desk officer responsible for UFOs was

interviewed for this programme and was able to set out the MOD's policy
on UFOs.

I hope this has explained the situation satisfactorily.

Malcolm Rifkind
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)12/4 \\\qb
> gun ss C\\

APS/S of S

Copy to:
APS/Minister(AF)
APS/US of S
DDGE/AEW

LETTER FROM ON UFOS

References:
A, MO 9/18 dated 23 May 94
B. D/Sec(AS)12/3 dated 10 May 94

1. At Reference A you asked for advice on the letter from?
9concerning UFO sightings over Belgium, together with a
dra reply.

2. is raising concerns put to him by‘
, b a UFO researcher who is very well known to this
division. first approached us in January 1993, and
my staff have now written ten letters to him. I have attached
(NOTAL) copies of this correspondence, together with copies of the
three liamentary Enquiries that have been generated by
& approaches to Sir Keith Speed MP. I think it is clear
that although we have done our best to answer all § s
questions, the correspondence had reached the point where nothing
could usefully be added.

3. A detailed summary of the case is set out in D/MIN(AF)/94/94
dated 14 March 1994; essentially, a wave of UFO sightings was
reported over Belgium on 30/31 March 1990. As well as visual
sightings, some radar returns were noted, and as a result the
Belgians decided to launch two of their aircraft to investigate.
These aircraft did attain some radar lock-ons. As with the
returns recorded by ground based radar, this does not necessarily
mean that any structured craft was present, although we
understand, informally, that the view of the Belgian Air Force is
that a craft of some sort was involved and that they maintain an
open mind on the sightings, which remain unexplained.

4. The key point in all this is that the MOD's only role as far
as UFOs are concerned is to ascertain whether there is evidence of
any threat to the defence of the UK. The Belgians have confirmed
to us in writing that they found no evidence of any threat, and
that as a result they saw no requirement to inform any other
countries or agencies. Given this, and given that these sightings
occurred outside the UK Air Defence Region, the whole question
goes beyond our remit. /

5. Notwithstanding iR < connents, it is not the

case that the UK would n‘CQSsafiiy be informed of unidentified

A
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T . . . .

-%%turns picked up on NADGE radars in Belgium. Only if radar
- uperators believed there was evidence that a unidentified craft
was moving towards the UK would such action be taken.

6. *has a long-standing interest in UFOs, and
has approached the Department on this subject before, in 1985,
when he wrote to the then S of S about a well-known UFO sighting.

He was a member of the (now defunct) House of Lords All-Party UFO

Study Group, and has written forewords for two books on the
subject.

7. : is writing a book on these Belgian UFO
sightings, and is doubtless keen to build up a large file of
correspondence to be used as part of this enterprise.

8. We believe that NSNS s conrents about a public
uproar seriously overstate any likely reaction. The Belgian
sightings are well-known among UFO researchers, and while they are

likely to be mentioned in any documentary on UFOs, they are,
effectively, old news. Hmentioned the
demonstration against perceived government secrecy about UFOs,
held outside Main Building and Parliament on 23 May (notified to
Ministers at Reference B). This was a low key affair; there
appeared to be only around a dozen protesters, and there was
little media coverage of the event. Although every MP was given a
document, which among other points mentioned the Belgian
sightings, we have only received one Parliamentary Enquiry since
then, and it is not clear whether this was prompted by the
lobbying. I should add that in informal contacts with my staff a
number of UFO groups and researchers have disassociated themselves
from the group which arranged the demonstration. :

9. also mentions two television programmes on
the subject. One of these is a Central TV production, due to be
shown on ITV on 18 October. The desk officer responsible for UFO
matters was interviewed for this programme, and was able to set
out the MOD's policy with regard to UFOs. The Belgian sightings
were briefly raised during the interview. We understand that (EEEEN
_Y has also given an interview. We cannot positively
identify the second programme, but it may be either the James
Whale show (whose recent request for an MOD representative to
appear in an item on UFOs was declined), or a programme in LWT's
Strange but True series.

10. The attached draft reply is self-explanatory, and has been
cleared with D Air Def's staff. Given 's
familiarity with our policy on UFOs and with the specifics of this
particular exchange of correspondence, I have kept the draft reply
short, and avoided going into detail over points which have
already been explained in previous letters.

SR
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/1
8 Jun 94

_PS8/Minister (AF)

Copy to:
APS/S of S
APS/US of S
PS/CAS

DA Brussels

BELGIAN UFOS

Reference: D/MIN(AF)/94/94 dated 6 Jun 94
1. Thank you for your Minute at Reference.

2. The quote attributed to (RN i< correct,
although it should be noted that he was not the Belgian CAS but
the Chief of Operations in the Belgian Air Staff.

3. The quotation was made at a press conference dealing with the
wave of UFO sightings reported over Belgium in 1989/90,
particularly on 30/31 March 1990, and was simply stating the facts
as known. We understand informally that although it is possible
that the radar returns were spurious, the Belgians do not consider
that to be the case, and believe that a craft of some sort was
involved.

4. Given that the Belgians found no evidence of any threat, when
media coverage of these UFO sightings became too intrusive they
decided to pass all the information to a civilian research group,
and not to answer any further questions on the subject The
sightings remain unexplained, and the Belgians remain open-mlnded
as to what occurred.

5. In the absence of any identified threat, and given that the
sightings did not occur close to the UK Air Defence Region, the
Belgians saw no requirement to notify UK Air Defence authorities
of these events. They have confirmed this in writing (copy
attached). Our own Air Defence experts have confirmed that under
these circumstances there would have been no reason for the
Belgians to have informed them of the sightings.

6. Given the formal Belgian position, and our clearly stated
policy that our sole reason for examining UFO reports is to
ascertain whether there is any evidence of a threat to the defence
of the UK, I believe that we should maintain our line on these
sightings. They are a matter for the Belgian government, not for
us. ' ik :
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Scetion Relations Publiques

Quartier Reine Elisabeth
Ruc d'Evere - 1140 BRUXELLES

Tél.: 02-701.49.39
Fax.:02-701.30.27

,Refe'rence: Your D/Sec (AS) 12/3 dated 12 November 1993

" Dear Sir,

Your letter in reference concerning unusual sightings
over Belgium was received, through the office of Group Captain
on 25 January 1994.

Relating to your questions I can confirm that 2 F-16
have been scrambled on 30 March 1990, as a reaction to both visual and
radar observations. The scramble was co-ordinated with and authorised by
the Sector Commander of the NATO Air Defence System.

Reports to other agencies or adjacent countries have
not been made since the events ook place in the central part of Belgium and
no presumed activities of any hostile or aggressive nature were registred.

A press conference on the findings of the radar
observations has been given in July 1990. At a later stage, since no more
additional military interventions took place and with the intend to contain
the growing aggressiveness of the media, the Minister of Defence and the

. Chief of the General Staff decided on an information stop on the subject.

I hope that the above information will be helpful to
answer the guestion on the non-involvement of the UK Air Defence System.

Yours sincerely,

izmm—l el
Chief Public Affairs

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2 a, Room 8243
Ministry of Defence
Main Building Whitchall
London SWIA4 2HB
UNITED KINGDOM
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. .SSIFICATION: \,\lC_,

PRIVATE OFFICE REFERENCE: M\ O C{lig :
Head o! e C_h>
U£Os

1. I should be grateful for

communication from ..

dated .....JTI.A44@2}..!¥Z.....L together with a draft reply, if

appropriate. Other Departments or MOD Divisions should be
consulted as necessary and the attachment should be placed on a
Departmental Registered file.

2. Please submit your advice by no later than ...l.f???@?%f??{..

In addition to the hard copy, drafts should, where possible, be

prepared on MOAST and sent by electronic mail to "SofS PA2Y,

-’

&
3. I am sending copies of this minute, together with the
.
attachment, to:
3 .
» - * . & » - “ ® &8 & & 8 8 5 & %86 »a e W e s e * B @

4. The Open Government Code of Practice came into force on 4th

Apri} 1994. You should ensure that all replies to members of the
public are provided in accordance with the procedures as set out in
the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained

in DCI(Gen) (12 /94; further information is available from
Man S(Org)l telephone extension

Date: L}(B/ /‘hf . h -

TO BE GIVEN PRIORITY AT ALL TIMES

.
L]

MINISTERIAL BUSINESS

MINISTERIAL BUSINESS: TO BE GIVEN PRIORITY AT ALL TIMES
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PERSONAL

The Rt Hon Malcolm Rifkind MP
Secretary of State

Ministry of Defence

Whitehall

London SWl4 2HB

17 May 1994

WL&,, A,

I have been approached by a- of Cranbrook, Kent, who has asked me
to help him to obtain a satisfactory response from your Ministry to an enquiry he
initiated a year or more ago. I enclose a copy of his letter to me dated 16 March 1994,
which sets out his request and his complaint, This is a small part of a quite lengthy
correspondence,

He had earlier approached his Member, Sir Keith Speed, and I have seen several
letters which have been exchanged between Sir Keith and and also your
officials. These letters do not answe F enquiries, and he finds thenm
unsatisfactory. I am bound to say that I share that view, in the light of all the
circumstances,

There is no need for mwe to rehearse all that has already been written in these
exchanges, In short, detections were made by three NADGE radars in Germany and Belgiunm
in March 1990, air defence aircraft of the Belgian Air Force were scrambled to intercept
but although the objects were detected and held on the radar of these aircraft as well,
no identification, or visual contact was made, There is no dispute about these facts,
which have been confirmed by the Belgian Minister of Defence in public statements,
repeated in writing to . I have advised that, unless the
procedure has been changed since I was Chairman of the it is
inconceivable that the UK would not be informed (probably automatically) of a possibly
hostile, certain unidentified, detection by NADGE radars,

has been brushed off with the standard MOD response to all reports
(of which I have seen a great many) of UFO activity, which briefly put amount to "......
no threat was perceived to the UK so no notice was taken or record made of the incident
«wa's  In this instance this has, in separate letters, been complicated by written
statements by your Ministry that no report of the Belgian detections was ever received
in the UK,

asks, reasonably enough, "If, as Ministers assert, they had no
knowledge of the Belgian events how could their Air Defence experts possibly conclude

that the phenomenon did not constitute a threat, as they had no knowledge of it?"
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I fear that- may well make a damaging public uproar about all this.
He has already had a petition to the European Parliament upheld, and his dossier has
been formally remitted to the relevant Euro Committee. A public demarche, so he tells
me, is planned for the MOD, the House of Commons, and simultaneously at the Pentagon
on 23 May., At least two television programmes in this country will carry his story
within the next few months, and this may well not be the end of it.

I strongly recommend that you should take a personal interest in having the
whole matter re-examined, so that a more satisfactory and convincing reply may be
given to question, before the matier gets out of hand.

Akl
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Cranbrook
ent Y

16th March 1904.

have been informed or the fal lowing facts in a letter dated 26th May
1993 from the Belgian Minister of Defence.

detecticons were mads by

That on the 15th and 16tk Derember 19499, radar
flying objec fs aver Eupen in

Semmerzeks (Belgiumd and Vedem(Garmany> of
Eastern Belgium,

On the nlght of 30/31st March 1090, dstections were made by Semmerzeke
and Glons CRC(NADGE) radars of the Belgian Air Force,and Vedem in
Germany,of an apparent airbourne infrudar in the vicinity of Brussels in
Belgium. Aircraft of QRA T Wing of the Belgian Air Force were involved.
These defections followed visual chervw+1ons by many thousands of
witnesses, of whom 75 were members of the Belgian Gendermerie.

A report was received dated I5th August 1993. It was made by Major
Lambrechts V3/3 Ctl-Met 1 of the Belgian Air Force. It states that the
Belgian Air Force scrambled two F-16 interceptors (Nos AL 17 and AL 23)
from the base at Bevekom.

These tighters were vectored to their targets by Glons CRC NADGE radar.
This incident caused a major security It lasted for over 1 hour.
At 22h 39m an interception occurred during which radar 'lack-on' was

[aT}
bt
471
1>
ot

acheived by both aircraft. This lasted for 45.9 secs.
At this time the target was travelling on a Vesterly heading towards UK
airzpace at speeds in excess of 1000 knots.

Ihe Belgian Minister or Defence at that time .
Eelgian Parliament on the 3let December 1939 that; - 'All hjpotthes can
be excluded, the Minister could not tell what these flying objects were.'

4 report has been submitted to the European Parliament for an enquiry
=

into thess incidsnts. It ie No 990/93. It has been accepted for
consideration by the Petitions Commlttee.

NATO and the Belgian agencies have pzov;d #d conclusive proof of these
detections. How is it that [ was informed by- af the Ministry
of Defence in a Letter D/8ecdA5)12/53 of 13th October 1993, that there is
no record in the UK of this incident and, despite the track having come
to within six minutes of Kent,it could not therefore have been
considered a threat to the security of the UK?Y

Your comments would be appreciated

Yours sincerely,




Letter by Fax

Et. Hon Malcolm Rifkind QC MP
Secretary of State for Defence
Ministry of Defence

Whitehadl

London SW1A 2HDB

9th May 1994

Dear Sir,

We are currently in the process of producing a programme or.
U.F.O.s for the ]ame*z Whale show; "Whale On", ‘which shall he
recorded on 16th May 1594

!‘

Cur guests will include Timothy Good and Fhilip Mant
of Investigations at ‘he Bmish LJ F 0 iiesearch Assoc

Dhrector
part to explain the official poiicv tawarda ‘U F. {L} E a sul

which, as you know, tae American Government takes serio
If this is not possibie, w. would be most gratetul 1f veu
provide a statement of policy in order that we may iearn nos Th

Bﬂﬁ@h {JGV ernment handles the Shb"e’* g

We look forward to hearing from you.

Yours Faithfully,

‘Associate Producer | | -

BT D ARNABY STREET, LONDON, WIV IPG. TEL:O71-494 3061, FAX:O71-494 3057 TELEX:R48%
\3 CHRISTOPHER WREN'S HDUSE THAMES STOEET WIMDIOR BERKS SL41PX. VAT NG 412136532 COWIANY

\ Bl mme Bt 4w i e Coee e




MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

BSection 40T TN

071-218 9000 (Switchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

s
D/MIN(AF)94/94 2( April 1994

A\,

Thank you for your letter of 2 April, enclosing a
further letter from your constituentH of
Y 1 venden .

The Belgian authorities have advised that since the
sightings took place in the central part of Belgium and there
was no evidence of any threat, reports to other countries
were not made. Our own Alr Defence experts have also

confirmed that they do not regard these Belgian UFO sightings
as having posed any sort of threat to the United Kingdom.

~In the circumstances, I am afraid that there is little
else that I can say in this subject.

T (et thD c.«rr‘Tu\,a.,_.R
M(—Q ‘e"-’-—uo.. »

A St}

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP

o

&5

Recycled Paper
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- : From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

g
SR
¢ o

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIAQAA

2nd April, 1994

Dear Jeremy,

T enciose a further letter I om—‘

108
regarding the UFO sightings declared over Be.gi
some -g years ago. Could you piease answer the
question in his last paragraph.

~
~
<

Yours sincerely,
dictzted by Sir Keith and signed in his absence

~

Jeremy Hanley, Esg., MP,

Minister of State for the Armed Forces,
Ministr of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitenszii, - \
London, N N NP v
SW1a ZHB

P c ¢ GN»\ X
S LO:‘SB g

Please == 1o strood House. Rolvenden. Cranbrook. Rent TN 4L
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Dear Sir Keith

]
3
ot
o
i
D
o
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o
3
i
i

Thank you for your prompht reply

a
from the Minister of State r1or the Armed Forces.

Cranbrook

Kant.

AV
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letter D/MINCAF)/94/04

et AT
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The Ministers compent that the Belgiane 413 not naotify any other countries
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understand rrom a NiTO source thas undsr the NADGE defensive systen, it

would have been inconceivable thzt UK radar would net have besn advieed of

DETECTIONS
OEJECTE QF

THE BELGIAN STATE, WHY, AT Z2h 3Gm 2¥

PHENOMENON ONLY SIX MINUTES Faly U7X
HCLUDE THAT THERE WAS NO THREAD 1o
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephon irect Dialling)

071-218 9000 (Switchboard)
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THE ARMED FORCES ) L{‘] .

D/MIN(AF)/94/94 March 1994

Crey 7o (B8

[NIATCE

Thank you for your letter of 1 March, in which you

requested a synopsis of the correspondence between my Department
and your constituent of “

Rolvenden.

-

ey Fs first letter was forwarded to us in
January 1993. He asked what we knew about a wave of UFO
sightings that had occurred over Belgium in late 1989 and early
1990. My official explained that our involvement with the
subject of UFOs .is very limited, our only interest being to
ensure that there is no threat to the defence of the UK. They
also pointed out that this was, of course, a matter for the
Belgians and not for us. 1In an attempt to be as helpful as
possible, it was suggested that contact the Belgian
Embassy, together with a number of UFO societies who were
actively researching these UFO sightings.

over the next few months [ NNGEEEE wrote a2 steady
stream of letters.asking about our policy and. views on the UFO
phenomenon, and again, my officials provided him with full and
helpful answers to all his questions. [EENSEENEN ontinued to
focus on the Belgian sightings, and asked a number of questions
about radar systems in an attempt to prove that because some of
the UFO sightings coincided with some radar returns there must
have been some sort of solid object present. My officials
explained that there are a number of circumstances such as
unusual meteorological conditions or interference between
different radar systems, where this is note necessarily so. [l

)expressed concern that these sightings were

sufficiently close to the UK to pose some sort of threat, but was
assured that this was not the case, and was reminded of the
effective way in which the RAF detected and intercepted Soviet
aircraft probing our defences during the Cold War. HEENIEERT.
asked whither the Belgians informed us about these UFO sightings,
and if not, why not. The fact is that the Belgians did not
regard these UFO sightings as posing any sort of threat, and for
this reason did not notify any other countries.

&

Rgcycied Panar
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I can assure you that every effort was made to be as
helpful as possible to However, by the time he
wrote his tenth letter in December 1993 it was clear that no new
points were being raised, and he was duly informed that there was
nothing that could usefully be added to the very comprehensive
answers that he had already received.

Clearly these sightings were very interesting for UFO
researchers. However, given that there was no evidence of any
threat, and given that the sightings occurred outside the UK this
is not a matter for the Ministry of Defence.

I hope this is helpful, and has explained the situation.

- " Jor. . .

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP
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From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

@
O

HOUSE OF COMMONS. J)

LONDON SWiA 0AA §
1st March, 1994 ' /

Your Ref: D/MIN(AF)/94/94

Dear Jeremy,

Thank you for your letter of 20th February about

my constituent B and his query on UFO
sightings over Belgium. While I appreciate your
Department's patience may have run out after 9
letters, I myself would appreciate a synopsis of the
replies, since I have no idea, apart from your letter,
what your Department's view about this matter is.
Perhaps you could let me have such a synopsis as soon
as possible, so that I may reply fully to my
constituent.

You refer to my letter of 3ist January, this was of
course a follow up to my original letter of 16th
November, which apparently went astray in your
Department.

Yours sincerely,
dictated by Sir Keith and 51gned in his absence

i(Kei h Spee

Jeremy Hanley, Esq., MP, (>TCJf\szv£3LJIZDaﬁch 2 ]fé
Minister of State for theArmed Forces,

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall,
Londen,
SW1A ZHB PCC l;L.. qﬁk(‘ﬂqf

W o
Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, C Cranbrook, k nt TNIT 4]
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone Direct Dialling)
- Switchboard)

D/MIN(AF) /94,94 ¢:Zesf§;;;uary 1994

MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

Coem +—o

Sec (as) 2 .

A s,

Thank you for your letter of 31 Januar enclosing
cocrrespondence from vour constituent ) of RS
’ # Rolvenden. ad asked
about a wave of UFO sightings that occurred over Belgium in 1990,
and you asked for my views on this.

My officials have already exchanged a number of letters
with IR on this subject over the past year, and wrote
most recently to him on 9 December 1993. There really is little
that I can add to this correspondence. While we are aware that
there were some unusual occurrences, as your constituent says,
this is a matter for the Belgians and not for us. There is no
evidence that these UFO sightings posed any threat to the defence
of the UK.

A rare - j_ﬂ-&f&m Mtd.hunag.

e

JEREMY HANLEY

Sir Keith Speed RD MP

Recycled Paper
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From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P,

SJESE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OO (C)‘:}(j{/;s LONDON SWwiA OAA 31st January, 1994,

Dear Private Secretary,

radar detections and airborne interceptions in 1990.

Sir Keith wrote to Me¢ Hanley on the 16th November

sending a copy of a letter he had received f‘r'omm

oo S

is in constant touch

Rolvenden. s
with Sir Keith on this matter and annoyed that he
has not received a reply yet. Sir Keith requests

that an answer is sent as soon as possible please.

Yours sincerely,

private Secretary to
Jeremy Hanley Esg., MP.,
Ministry of Defence,
Main Building, »
Whitehall. A

London. . FDCE C%kf{ ‘{(4:

SW1A 2HB.

Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook, Kent TN17 4]7.
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FOR THE ATTENTIONPLEASE OF THE assistant Private Secretary _
from Private Secretary to Sir Keith Speed. Fax -Three pages}.

pear (EED,

Thank you for your telephéne call. s sent 2
number of letters mainly about tabdbling questions, and I have
tried to condense the relevant parts. As you know his
eriginal letter was forwarded on the 16th November.

Hope this is helpful Thank you

%va\}w ~ OV M@“f\w”
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Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvehden, Cranbrook. Kent TN17 4). Tel. (0580) 241269. Fex. (0580) 241964
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Letter dated 7th November. c.c. Robert Ramsay, DG, Europear - . .,)
/ Parliament. on 30th March, 1990 there was a major- security

From Sir Keith Speed R.D, M.P.

alert over Belgium when interceptor alrcraft went after

. unidentifieqg flying object., Object was heading west

/ twards British aip Space at speeds in excess of 1000 knot

, 3 of this, did our armed forces

| or those of NATC deem there was no Security risk, and if
30 on what premise was this decision made.
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. Please reply to:
16th Fovenber, 10073 4

s2nbroolk,
Kent,

18th Hovember, 1993

Peary

Thank vou for your vecent lett airborne
interception o wridenti Fiag abjects ovep Eelsium,
The questions

er fenst Dear z~:»unw1.
¥ pose arg not mcwwmwha.waaw,
technical reasons, ko ha Ltablad, »2nd in any evenk

they camnot he tabled beébre 25ty Yovatber., | have,
hovever, written to the Minister at thg Ministry of

Dnfence, with a copy of wvour letter, and as s00N

as 1 receive 3 reply I shall be {n Louch with you
argain.

REDACTION ON ORISINAL DOCUMENT

Y8ors sincerely,

u wo=1m» ’
signed for Sir. eith in his absence

Faith Speed

Private ecretary

daremy Hanleoy, Esq., MP,

The Minister 6f State for the Armed Forces,
Ministry of Defence,

)

-

Matn Building,
Cranbraok whitehall,
3 Rent, . London,
) TR

SWIA 2HB
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26th December 1903,

-

Reference: Question to Minister of Detence - CC European Parliamentary
Petitions Committes,

Dear Sir Keith
I apologise for a degree of persistence,

I specifically requested a question 1o be tabled in the House bacauvse I am
not satisfied with the obvious evasions that [ am getting from the Miznistry
of Defence.

It i=s obvious that @ny answer from the Minister will be as a direct result
of consultation with +he Ministry of Dofence whose answere are not
comnensurate with the facts,

I a%tach uncorrected pages 114/115/118 of a book manuscript that I am
writing on the Belgian Phenomena: thiz i a copy of a letter wriitten on the
Oth December 1593 to the Ministry or Datence. -

Their contradictions fornm part of this book. .
I trust they will give you some idea of ithe complexity of the sitvation.

If the reply given vy the Minister is as indicated, ] would then request a
tabled question as originaily sought.

It is essential in my application te the Fetitions Commitiee of the
European Parliament that [ obtain & clear and detailed explasation on the
positive NADGE major alert in Belgium and the opinion of the British
Hinistry of Defence gir Vefence Experts that thers was no risk to our own
national security, ‘

Could you please advise me what the ’fechnical reasons’ are for not raising
& question in the Houyge.

Yours sincerely,




, Y TOM SN, Sccretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 8245

REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone  (Direct Dialing)  071-21-82140
(Switchboard) 071-21-89000
(Fax) 071-21-8

Ellg

Your reference

Qur reference

Cranbrook ‘ D/Sec(AS)12/3
Kent Date

9 December 1993
[

Thank you for your letter dated 6 December. -

I am afraid that there is nothing that can usefully be added to the replies you
have already received on the points that you raised.

}/M/ S 5’( )
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Cranbrook

Kent

8th Decenber 16G63.

Thank you for your letter dated 26th November,

I note your observation fhat [ am being selective with quotes from your
letters, On the contrary,l would suggest that in your last letter,the
selectivity is yours.

Allow me to refresh your memory. Whilst you have previously stated all the
reasons quoted in your letter to illustrate that a radar return does not
necessarily indicate the presence OI structured crait,you have omitted to
say that you qualified these reasons at the conclusion oi the paragraph by
stating(your leftter D/Sec<AZiiarsd, Les2/93) ‘it is easy for sxilled
operators to distinguish between these scrt of returns,and the track made

isQ

¥

by a sclid object such as an aircrait,

.

s the
agree th:
opaciiy
are yours and not mine. .

The detecticns made by the NATO Air Defence Ground Environment radars at-
nnt one, BUT THREE!~ radar stations at Semmerzeke and Glons CRC in
Belgium,and Vedem in Germany, were made by highly skilled operatives well
able to distinguish between the anomalies that you quofe and true radar
reflections, I[ndeed two F-16 interceptors of the Belgian Air Force would
hardly have been scrambled on fifteen seperate occasions if the radar
operatives had not been SURE of their detections (these were also confirmed
on 13 occasions by radar lock-on by the persuing aircraft.’

The overwhelming evidence of the NADGE detections prove your point tkat
skilled operators are able to distinguish between false and true returns
and must be taken as positive confirmation of the presence or unidentified

flying objects orf opacity and substance.

<
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~

5
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3 29/9/93) states ']
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ins of your letter D/Sec(A3)
¢ radar will only detect a radar wavel
¢ 1 can hardly be accused o
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ivity, these words

¥
]
0,
i
[
o
0
o+
N
5
Cy
)]

In view of the above,l 4o not understand your consequent retractioms which
are not commensurate with the facts.

The Tact that these radar detections were confirmed by NATO, the Belgian
Minister of Defence and the Belgian Air Force,would prompt me to ask 'IF
FADGE CONSIDERED THE RADAR DETECTIONS ABOVE BELGIUM ON MARCH 30/81st 1890
70 RE CONCLUSIVE PROOF OF OBFECTS OF OPACITY AND SURSTANCE AND A4 THREAT TO
THE NATIONAL SECURISY OF THE BELGIAN STATE, VHY DID YOUR AIR DEFENCE EXFPERIS
CONCLUDE THAT THERE WVAS NO THREAT TO THE SECURITY OF THE UE?
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Cont;

In view of the conclusive proof now obtained Ifrom the NATO and Belgian
Agencies,the answer from your Air Deifence experts that "there was no threat
to the UK because there was npo evidence o0f any such threat' simply will not
suftice. NATO and the Belgians say that there was a threat,and your Air
Defence experts say Lthat there was not.

1 would request a detailed answer that takes into account the NATO and
Belgian detections and observations.

Tour statement in letter D/Sec(ASy12/3 of the 12th November 1993 that
'4lthough these UF0 sightings did indeed occur close to the UK,' is your
comment and not mine.

I would refer you to the whole context of your letter which discusses why
your ministry did not know of the Belgian sightings, it quotes 'that they
did not occur within UK airspace. Although these UFD sightings did indeed
pocur ciose to the UK, we would not have been npotified unless the Belgians
believed there was a threat.’

As stated at the beginning of this letfer fhu question of selectivity does
not arise, I am only able to comment on the words that you have written.
The wording of your leftter could only bhe 1nteroreted by the world at large
as & clear indication that there was a detectiion of an entity of apacity
and substance in the skiss above Belgium; if you now choose to amend them,
then that is your prerogative,but this now strongly implies evasion on the
point at issus.

Yours sincerely,




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
A oLR

i iiding Whitehall Lond W1 i .
B e oo 2148 EDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |
(Switchboard) 0671-21-89000

(Fax) 071-21-8

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date
26 November 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 20 November.

I have to say that the extracts that you quote from my letters are selective;
for example, you will recall that I have explained to you on a number of
occasions that a radar return does not necessarily indicate the presence of a
structured craft; radar returns can be caused by clouds, computer error,
interference between two radar systems, Anomalous Propagation, or even by flocks

of birds.

In view of the above, your assumption that we have accepted the Belgian UFO
sightings as being "unidentified flying objects that are of opacity and
substance" is not correct.

In answer to your specific question, Air Defence experts concluded that the
Belgian UFO sightings posed no threat to the UK because there was no evidence of

any such threat.

XM? 5 ,m»ff}/
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cranbrook
Kent.
20th Novenmber 1083,

o

/

of 12/11/93,

LX)

Reference: Your letter D/Sec(&3)l
Dear |
Thank you for your letter dated 12th Hovember.

I note your chbservation that we have now reached -the point where there is
little more that you can prQVLde on the questions that I have posed to

date

I suppoee that to a degree you are correct. V¥e have come a long way since
your original letter D/Sec(aH12/3 of the 2Z4th Fébruary 1953 in which you
stated ‘the key consideration Is evidence,withaut which a threat to

pational security caanot be Judged to exist. Keports of lights or shapes In
the sky cannot be clazssed as svidence,even ii the sightings cannot be
positively identitieq’

Your admission in letter D/Sec(AZ)12/3 of the ZOth September 1963 that
"radar wull only positively detect a radar wavexengtﬁ or an object of
opacity and substance’ comiirms that the NADGE radar detections above

ns, and Veden radars, were indeed
al phencmena of copacity and substance.
d confirm that fact.

st a
Belgium in 1985/90 by Semmerz L ,Gla
contfirmation of an unidentifisd aeria
4 simple telephons call to HAIO woul

Your recent statement in letter D/Sec(A /3 of the l2th November 1993
that ‘dithough these UF0 sighiings did eed occur close to the UK'
finally qualifies the fact that the Minlstry of Defence-when these two
statements are taken in conjunction-have novw accepted (as have the Belgian
government),the authenticity of the PBelgian phenonena as being unidentified
fiying objects that are of gpacity and substance.

Lx

Having,by a slow process of reason,finally reached this conclusicon-and as I
am quite sure that this is not a quesiion that would confravene national
security-I would ask my penultimate question. :

It is simply 'By what premise have your specialist Alr Derence advisers
reached the conclusion that these phenomena are NOT a threat to national
security? )

I would advise that you should inform the Secretary.of State for Defence of
this correspondence. [ have requested Sir Keith Zpeed MP to table this same
question to ithe Minister in the House of Commons.

For your interest; I Prnbidant of the
European Parliament,that sk
phenonsna has now been rorwarded to t
congideration.

= feﬁltlmnw uammlttee for th91r

Your reply would be appreciated.
Tours sincerely,




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

o 140 —_—

Teleph D Dialli 07 -21-82

oone ) 71218 w0 |REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
(Fax) 071-21-8

Your reference

Our reference
Cranbrook D/Sec{AS)12/3

Kent , Date
12 November 1993

Do

Thank you for your letter dated 23 October.

You asked why the Ministry of Defence did not know about the Belgian UFQ
sightings, and had not seen any official documents relating to them. The simple
answer is, as I have explained before, that they did not occur within UK
airspace. Although these UF0 sightings did indeed occur close to the UK, we
would not have been notified unless the Belgians believed there was a threat.
For obvious security reasons, I will not enter into any discussions about the
range and capabilities of our Air Defences. What I can tell you is that I have
sought specialist Air Defence advice when ansvering your letters, and have been
assured that there is nothing that you have described that would be regarded as
a threat to the UK.

Although I would be happy to answer any new questions you may have, I think we
have now reached the point where there is little more that I can provide on the

questions that you have posed to date.

wa Sheg /é/
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23rd October 1083.

Eefere;ce: Your 1etter D/ Sec QAS)VLB/S af 13%th JotobeT 1993,

Thank you far youTr reply of the 13th October OO pehalf of ycurself and the
Zecretary of State TOT Defence: o

1 would 1ike tO comment on the maln paragraph of your letter-

1 wonder why the Ministry of Defence gid NOT Eno¥ pf the pelgian sighting®
when they were 80 widely reported in the cmnﬁinental press

i also wonder why the Ministry of Deience pave not geen any official
document® relating ty these incidentsf 1 have obtained an abundance of
these withoiut any problass from the Belgial pefence Minister.the pelgian
Ministry af Deience,and ihe Belzian air Force:

1 find the fact that the Winistry of Defence nave nob been paesed any
infofmation relating o thes? detections as extremely pdd.

Glons CEC (WADGE? radar was on & major alert jnvolving F-16 jnterceptor
aircraf®. WE ARE PART OF NADGE (NATO AIT Defence ground Envircnment).
This aobject wWas six minutes from oul air epace and closing at + 1000 kts.
Wot only would 1 bave thought that notification pf some kind was
obligatory,but 1 wondel why the Ministry of Defence do not §OW query this

omission?

21though & NADGE detection was spvolved in @ full aler® only si¥ minutes
away, oy what premise wgas it that HATO considered that thel® was NO threat



Ry

P,

that Fou are ﬁ@f’adviged o0 all radar detections Unlegg they are Considereg
& threat 10 the UK by the miljtary autboritie&?

It wopig Seem that your Position ag a Minis;ry 0f Defence Spokesman on
radar Matters i¢ seriously COmpromigeq by other crganisaticns.

One Yondere Waether the Vato Air‘i@fénce GCroung Ehvironment IS more
invoIVSd in {ais Situatipn thar they Would care to 2dmi 7

Your COmmentg would be appreciated,

Tours sincerely,




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone  (Direct Dialing) 07121240 REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

-~

(Switchboard) 071-21-89000
{(Fax) 071-21-8
Your reference
Qur reference
Cranbroo D/Sec(AS)12/3
Kent Date

13 October 1993

Do

Thank you for .your letter dated 2 October, copied to the Secretary of State for
Defence. Please treat this reply as the response to both letters.

I was interested in the information that you provided, but I have yet to see any
official documents relating to these UFO sightings. We have no record that the
Belgians (or anybody else) passed us any information relating to these
sightings, and I can only assume that the appropriate military authorities did
not believe that there was any threat to the UK.

i can assure you that the Air Defence of the UK is taken very seriously; you may
recall from the days of the Cold War that Soviet aircraft used to test our
defences on a regular basis, by attempting to penetrate the UK Air Defence
Region. You may also recall the very effective way in which the RAF detected

and intercepted these aircraft.

| Yt’wj )Y .'mci’,’ff/(/L )
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é’:"/ Z/ S i Bor 7 LA

Z2nd October 1963,

Ref; D/Sec(A3)12/3 of the 29th September 1863,

Thank you for your very welcome letter of confirmation that
radar will only positively detect a radar wavelength or an object of
opacity and substance.

This is also the opinion of the Belgian Air Force and the Belgian Minister
0f Defence.

As you apparently have no knowledge of the Belgian incidents, I trust that
you will not think it patronising if I give you details of one of these.
On the night of the 30/31st March 1990 at 23k.00. (local time) in the
vicinity of Wavre(SW of Brussels),many witnesses reported a configuration
of ligbts in the sky.

As a result of these reports and their confirmation by menbers of the
Belgian Gendarmerie, the Belgian radar stations at Semmerzeke and Glons were
alerted. They confirmed a strong signal where indicated by witnesses.This
was also confirmed by the German radar station at Vedem.

These confirmations by three main radar stations were considered to be a
threat to Belgian national security.

The Belgian Air Force were alerted to scramble twa F-16 aircraft to
intercept these targets.

These two aircraft were vectored to their targeis by the two Belgian radar
stations involved. .

13 interceptions were made. Radar lock-an was acheived on each occasion,
times varying from 0.1 sec to 45,0 secs.

Video film is available of on-board radar confirming these interceptions.
Accleration figures were recorded of this object from 150kts to 1000kts 1n
+/- % sec,and a rate of decent from 10,0005t to 4000ft in 2 secs.

Persuit and interception continued for over 1 hour.

2600 witnesses provided statements. 75 of these were Belgian Pelice
pfficers.

The Belgian Minister of Defence “, admitted the existence of these
flying objects; he stated in the Belgian Parliament that ALL hypotheses
could be excluded-he did not know what these flying objects were. This was
confirmed on the 26th May 1993 by_tha present Belgian MHinister
of Defence.
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At one period of interception, both F-16 aircrarfi were in persuit of this
unidentified object which was on & Westerly heading towards UK airspace at

speeds of +1000 knots per hour. B
This incident was regarded by the Belgian authorities as a major alert

Actual time to infringe UK airspace would have been less than six minutes.

I note your observation that because the Belgian detections were ocutside UK
alrspace they were beyond your area of remit.

¥hilst I acknowledge that this was so,] do not see how it is possible to
ensure UK security by such rigid parameters.

¥hen an unknown object of some substance-itreated as a threat to national
‘security by the armed forces of a fellow nmember state-is only six minutes
from our national boundary and is being persued at speeds in excess of 1000
kts per hour by two interceptor aircraft,then it is not practicable or
possible,in the interests of security,to impose statutary limits involving

national boundaries,

I have discussed your observations with a NATO colleague,and find it
difficult to accept that-as you say in your letter-even though we are part
of NATQO Air Defence Ground Environment and are covered to some extent by
AVWAC aircrarft,that there are occasions when we are not advised by the NATO
B0 radar station complex,or possible intrusions into ocur airspace.

It would seem however,that because this incident was regarded by the
Belgian military as a major alert,that we should have been notified by
Glons CRC(HADGE) oif their radar detection.

There would seem little point of a radar derfence system that did not do
this. : : .

It would seem incredible that the Ninistry of Defence were not aware of
this imminent infringement of our national security,particularly when an
event of such magnitude was being enacted only six minutes away.

Your comments would be appreciated.

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

Telephone {Direct Dialling) 071-21-82 1
(Switchboard) 071-21-89000
{Fax) 071-21-8

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date
29 September 1993

Cranbrook
Kent

Ve

Thank you for your letter dated 27 September.

I agree that radar will only positively detect a radar vavelength or an object
of opacity and substance, although it is important to remember that a radar blip
does rot necessarily correspond to the location of an object; as I explained in
my letter dated 18 February, the phenomenon of Anomalous Propagation can give an
indication that an object of some sort is in the air, when in fact there is no
such object; the radar will be picking up a natural feature such as a coastline.

L am not aware of instances where radar operators have detected an object,

judged it to be solid, and not been able to identify it; if there have been such
cases then they probably relate to weather balloons. The point I was trying to
make in my 18 February letter was that we have never detected a structured craft

flying in UK airspace, that has remained unidentified,

Although, as you point out, there is a chain of radar stations stretching across
NATO, it is not the case that they all automatically exchange data, so it is not
correct to say that the Ministry of Defence must have been aware of radar
detections that occurred during the 1989/90 UFQ sightings in Belgium. When T
said, in my letter dated 24 February, that I remembered only one reference to
radar sightings, I made it quite clear that this was a personal recollection of
comments made in. Timothy Good’'s book, "Alien Liaison".

I really must stress again that while the sightings that you are researching are
doubtless very interesting, they occurred outside UK airspace, and as such lie

outside our remit.

I wish you the best of luck with your continuing attempts to get to the bottom
of this mystery.

)/m; f;naf;af&/z
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Cranbroaok,

KEWT.

Z7th September 1983
_ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Room 8245.
Ministry of Defence, ..
Main Building,
Whitehall,
. London S¥1iA ZHB.
pear Y
Tou may remember that earlier in the year we had some correspondence
concerning unidentified radar returns.
Your observations rezer; 'There are certainly no instances where solid
objects have been detected but not identified' (Ref;DrSec(A8)>12/3) and on
the subject of Anomalous Propagation of radar 'it is sasy for skilled
operators to distinguish betwesn these sort of returns,and the track made

by a solid object such as an aircrait.’' (Ref; D/Sec(AS8)12/3)°

I was recently invited by BBC radio,to discuss an application that I have

made to the Eurcpean Parliament for an enquiry into the Belgian incidents

of 1989/90.

A direct result of that broadcast were several letters and telephone calls
trom airline pilots,who had indeed been alerted by radar stations,of

objects that had besn detected on converging courses,and who had witnessed
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together with other crew members,the detected object/objectis passing where
indicated. A telephone conversation with a radar operator also confirmed

similar incidents.
4 conversation with a radar technologist alsc confirmed that 'radar will
act in much the same way as a wavelength of light., It will only detect
another radar signal or its own ;efleétion from an object of reflectability

in the latier case an object of some substance or opacity’

Wote+ This must be the case-or there would be no point in radar detection.

I have had considerable correspondence with the Belgian Air Force,the
Belgian Minister/and Ministry of Defence,and the Belgian Prime Minister.
Their camments are,that because the credibility of the Belgian armed forces

and Ministry of Defence are involved,that my report be forwarded to:

President or the European Parliament,
Belliarstraat 97-117,

1047 Brussels, Belgium.

I have also been informed that detection was made by Belgian-Semmerzeke
radar(array type-military), Belgian-Glons radar( multipurpose impulsion

type) and German-Vedem-radar., All observations were made by skilled

operatives.

These radar stations are part of an 80 station radar complex that extends
throughout Burope and are part of the North American Treaty Organisation
Air Defence Ground Environment.

All of the detections of these radar stations are coordinated.
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Ve are part of the Horth American [reaty Organisation Air Defence Ground

Environment and of the same radar complex. =

The Ministry of Defence must therefore have been aware of the many radar
detections by these three radar stations,and of the 13 contacts made by the

F-16 interceptor aircraft which were vectored to their targets by the three

main radar stations involved.

In view of:- 1) the statement by the radar technologist involved stating

that radar will only positively detect a radar wavelength or an object of
opacity and substance.
£) The statement concerning - on two occasions - prior

warning by radar to a civil airliner,of an object that was witnessed by

three aircrew nenbers

3) I would be interested ip‘your obgervations as to whether
you agree with statement 1. Whether you will confirm that the MOD have
never had an unidentified radar return as advised in statement 2) And how
you would qualifylyqur comments in your letter D/Sec(AS)12/3 of the
24/2/93) that-concerning the Belgian incidents and the detections by tﬁree
ﬁAfO radar stations thét - "there was only ONE.fefefencé to radar'

-3

Your comments would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely,
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Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct Dialling) 071-21-82140

(Switchboard) 071-21-89000

{Fax) 071-21-8

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

ranbroo
Kent

Do

Thank you for your letter dated 24 February. The answers to your nine specific
questions are as follows:

D3 March 1993

1. Yes.

2. Ve actually co-ordinate UFQ reports. Radar returns may or may not be a
feature of this, although in my time in this job (over a year now) they have not
been.

3. Yes.

4. Yes, although you will wish to bear in mind the factors that I listed in
the third paragraph of my letter dated 18 February.

5. Yes, although the only security angle to this question is the fact that
we do not want to give out any information relating to the range and '
effectiveness of UK radar systems.

6. Yes.

7. No UFO sighting to date has been judged to present a threat to national
security. Ve look at sightings on a case by case basis, and the situation is
therefore kept under constant review.

8. Yes, with the exception of the files that I told you about in my last
letter. The Public Records Act does not require files to be kept; it lays down
the rules relating to public access to files that are kept. There was a wave of
UFO sightings in 1967, and this led to increased public interest in the subject.
I suspect that prior to 1967, due to the low level of interest in UFOs, it was
felt that retaining these files was not justified.

9. Yes.

Finally, you mentioned Viscount Long’s decision about releasing UFO reports. I
have managed to track down the Hansard extract relating to the comments that
Viscount Long made about UFQ reports during questions raised in the House of
Lords in 1982 - I apologise for the poor quality of the photocopy. The position

€9
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witlh regatd to ine Illes 1s as 1 described in my previous letter. We are able
r- Lo respond to specific requests from individuals or UFO societies about
(" particular UFO incidents (if we have the files in this office - ie files from
~ approximately 1985 onwards) and to offer them such information as we have on

. these incidents.
I hope this is helpful, and has answered your questions.
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Thursday, 4th Muarch, 1952,

The House met at three of the clock (Pravery neving
boen reud carlice at the Judiciel Sittine by e Loed
Rishop of Doerkyy: The Lorn Chascirior on o the
\‘r\m!\d’ck .

.

bt
f
)

ask the Ono-reen wheeh ctands in ms pame on
! Orde: Puper.
The Juestion wis o~ follows.

Te ask Her Majesty's Government how s
j repor - have bheen received by the Munsty
. Dofen o on unidentificd flying objects (U0 o
i cach ot the Jast foar years, and what actier has beea
: Laker 10 cacht case.

Viscount Long: My Lords, in 1978 there wure 730
~sightigs: an 1979 there were 580 sightings. w1930,
©350 sightings; and in 1981, 600 sightings. Al UFO
1 reports are passed o operations stafl who examine
themt sofely for possiode Jorcace imphications

The Earl of Clancarty: My Lords, while thanking
the noble Viscount [or that Answer, may [ ask him
whether or set o« T Cthat over D000 auther:n . eo
UFO reports were published. iast year n the national
press” 1M so, were they accepted or passed on to the
Ministry of Defence? An)if\\)hat happened to them?

. F

Viscount Long: My Lp’rd;f they did not all get to
the Ministry of Defence. I hase just inforined your
Lordships of the numbers sighted. If the noble Earl
js suspicious that the Minisi+  of Defence is covering
up in any way, I can assure buy 7 4t there 1S no reason
why we should cover up the tiguics which he has
mentioned if they are true. The sole interest of the
Ministry of Defence in UFQ reports is to establish
whether they reveal anything of defence interest—for
example. 2 Russian aircraft or an unidentified aireraft
—which might have breached our security systems.
That i~ the sole reason whi) we are interested in the
reposts ’ ) \ ’\x .

Pard Wynne-Jones: My lLotds, does the Answer
wive  mean that since there has been a Conservative
Government the UFQOs have done a U-turn and
3 departes?

§ viscount Long: “ot according to my reading, my
I ords

The Earl of himberley: My Lords, a5 iy nohbie
friend said that 600 U FO~ had been othciath roported
or acknowledged by the Ministry of Daieave w el
may I ask him how many of those sightings ~ull fonns
unidentified and were not subject 1o seourity, o wory
Russian acroplanes, or anything like thut?

1371 Unidentified Flying [LOR,

Viscount Long: My Lords, I do not have those
figures. They disappeared into the unknown before
we got them.

Lord Strabolgi: My Lords, may | ask the noble
Yiscount whether the present Government adhere to
the view of the previous Government which [ put
forward when | replied to the debate three years ago
in your Lordships’ House, that most ol these so-called
sightings can be accounted for as nutural phenomena?

" Viscount Long: Yes, my Lords, they can be. Many

of them urc accounted for in one way or another,
sut nobody has got a really constructive answer for
aif ot them.

{ord Hill-Norion: My Lords, may 1 ask the noble
Viscount whether o not itis truz that all the sighting
repovis receiead by the Ministry of Defence before
190 were destrosed because they were deemed o
be of mo anterest 77 And i it is true, who was it
who decided that tney were of no interest?

Viscount Loag: My Lords, my reply to the noble
and galiant Lord -1 was wondering whether he was
going to say that the Royal Nusy had many tmes seen
the Loch Ness monster— i~ that sinee 1967 all UFO
reports have been proserved.  Before that time, they
were generally destroyed after five vears.

Lord Paget of ."»-urth;xmpx{)n: Ny L s, can the noble
Viscount tell us whether, out of these thousunds of
sightings -which ¥ has menvoned  there has been 2
singic one which suggested any menave Lo our defences?
In the circumistances, is not an awiul fot of time being
wasted on this nonsense?

Viscount Long: My Lords, | think Her Majesty’s
Government are waiting for an invitation from them
to discuss these problems.
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ranbraook,
Kent.

28th February 190963.

Your reterence D/SectaS»12/3 dated 24th February 1993,

Dear
Thank you for your explanatory letter of the above date and the

helptul intormation contained therein.

[t would be of great assistance to me to summarising your previous
correspaondence, and I would ask for your confirmation of the following
facts: -~
i) That the Ministry of Defence does recieve and co-ordinate reports of
UFO sightings; there were 147 such reports in 1992 of which there were a
small percentage that would seem to defy explanation.

2) Although you co-ordinate unidentified radar returns,you do not have
any figures on these.

3 There have been instances of ghost returns where blips have appeared
Oon screens ror short periods of time but it is easy for a skilled radar
operator to distinguish between these and true readings.

4> That radar,as a general rule, behaves as a wavelength OI light and will
only provide a return from an object of some opacity.

5 fou are not able to state, because of the time factor and for security
reasons, whether the spate or UFQ sightings over Northern Belgium in 1989/90
were detected by British radar. o

&) On the subject of national security,the key consideration is evidence,
without whick a threat to national security cannot be judged to exist.
Reports of lights or shapes in the sky cannot be classed as evidence,even
if the sighting cannot be positively identified.

7 As Unidentified radar blips,unidentified objects,unidentified lights
in the sky,cannot be classed as evidence,then there cannot possibly be a
threat to national security.

& Despite the Public Records Act which ensures that public records are
protected for 30 years after their last use,all UFO files prior to 1967
were apparently destroyed. :

Q) Some files from the fifties apparently were not destroyed and seven of
these are held at the Public Record Office at Kew.

As these above factors now confirm that these phenomina are NOT a
matter of national security and are consequently NOT classified,could you
please answer and comment on my enquiry,that a decision to release MOD
tiles on UFO reports was made by Lord Long in 1982,but implemation of this
was delayed by the Falklands war. This war has now been over for some years
and I would enquire if it would now be possible for me to have access to
any tiles that I would require from 1967 onwards?

Thank you for your help,
Yours sincerely,
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(ﬁ% MINISTRY OF DEFENCE REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

> % Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
} Telephone {Direct Dialling) 071218 2140

(Switchboard) 071-21-83000
(Fax) 071-21-8

Your reference

Our reference
Cranbrook D/Sec(AS)12/3
Kent

[;éim

Thank you for your letter dated 21 February.

D
%4 February 1993

In answer to your question about national security, the key consideration is
evidence, without which a threat to national security cannot be judged to exist.
Reports of lights or shapes in the sky cannot be classed as evidence, even if
the sighting cannot be positively identified. It is not our practice to name or
give details of those individuals or departments involved in looking at UFQ
reports.

You mentioned sightings that took place at RAF Lakenheath-Bentwaters in 1956. I
am unable to comment on the point you make because, while I recall reading about
this in Timothy Good’s book, "Above Top Secret" I am not aware of any official-
papers concerning this alleged incident. This ties in with your point about
access to our UF0O files; it was generally the case that before 1967 all UFO
files were routinely destroyed. After this date, files were kept, but - like
all government files - they are covered by the terms of the Public Records Act,
and remain closed for 30 years after the last action. A fev files from the
Fifties did escape the destruction process, and are available for viewing at the
following address: Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TW9 4DV. The references of these surviving UFO files are as follows:

AIR 16/1199 AIR 20/9322
AIR 20/7390 AIR 20/9994
AIR 20/9320 PREM 11/855

AIR 20/9321

I think we will have to agree to disagree about detectlng the Belgian sightings
on radar; from what I recall reading about this in Timothy Good’s book, "Alien
Liaison”", there were many visual sightings, but only one reference to radar.
The definitive position on this will have to come from the Belgian government.

With regard to any questions about civil aircraft’s radar returns, I suggest you
write to the Civil Aviation Authority, at the following address: CAA House,
45-59 Kingsway, London, WC2B 6TE.

I hope this is helpful.

&
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Cranbrook,

kent ARSI

21lst February 1993.

Ref: Your letter D/Sec(AS)12/3 of 18th Feb.

Dear EENENN

Thank you for your informative letter and various enclosures.

1 appreciate and agree with your comments that the vast majority of
UFO reports may be attributed to natural phenomina. I am however, interested
in those that are not. I am pleased to note that you do have on record
instances that appear to defy explanation.

1 would appreciate a reply to my questionde) in my letter of the 7th.
I would repeat this question; 'l am most interested in your comments on
national security. As to date it would appear that there is a general
admittance that although a phenomenon of some kind exists,nobody knows what
i1t is(Your letter 1/2/93 'Clearly there are a small percentage of reports
that seem to defy explanation') This being so,how can this phenomenon be
assessed as to national security,when it is not known what it is?

I would like to add a further question on this point. Who and what
department is it that-on this matter-would presume to issues dictates on
matters of national security?

Your comment that ‘'There are certainly no instances where solid
objects have been detected but not identified’ I would draw your attention
to the RAF Lakenheath-Bentwaters incident on the 13th and 14th of August
1958 which would seem to contradict your statement.

1 would query your observation on whether the Belgian sightings were
detected on UK radar. You say that it is not possible to say,this long
after the sightings! These occurred less than three years ago and continued
tfor a period of six months! ! They were witnessed by thousands,were
recorded on Belgian radar,were shown by the media and were discussed in the
Belgian parliament. I find it difficult to relate your comments to
sightings of this magnitude.

¥ould you please give me your comments on the above queries and
advise me if records of on-board radar returns on civil aircraft are
recorded by any civil authority?

I have been advised that a decision to release MOD files on UFO
reports was made by Viscount Long in 1982,but implementation of this was
delayed by the Falklands war. This war has now been over for some years and
I would enquire if it would now be possible for me to have access to any
files that I would require?

Yours sincerely,

MOTLYLICUW & g
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Tslephone {Direct Dialling) 071-21-8 2140
{Switchbaard) 071-21-89000
(Fax) 071-21-8

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Cranbrook
Kent

% February 1993

p@bv'

Thank you for your letter dated 7 February in which you asked some further
questions about UFOs and unidentified radar returns.

Firstly, you asked if I could let you have details of some UFO reports that do
not appear to be easily explainable. I have attached a few examples from our
files, which should give you an indication of the sort of reports we get. Most
of the reports we get do relate to little more than a light in the sky. Many of
these reports would appear to have fairly simple explanations: sightings
involving green and red flashing lights, for example, will almost certainly be
attributable to aircraft lights. Even when a report would appear to defy
explanation, it does not of course follow that what vas seen was anything other
than an ordinary object or phenomenon, perhaps seen from an unusual angle. It
is simply that it is not possible to be certain what was seen. While all UFQ
reports are looked at, we do not attempt to investigate sightings in the absence
of any evidence of a threat to the defence of the UK.

With regard to your second question in which you asked for examples of
unidentified radar returns, I am not able to provide any.data. There are
certainly no instances where solid objects have been detected but not
identified, although thére have been instances of "ghost returns" where blips
have appeared on screens for short periods of time. This phenomenon is known as
Anomalous Propagation (ANAPROP). These blips can be caused by a number of
factors: some result from changes in air density which can result in an object
outside the usual range of the radar being seen. An aircraft, or even a natural
feature such as a piece of coastline, can therefore produce a situation where a
blip is seen which does not correlate with the position of an object. Clouds,
under some circumstances, can also give a return, and on some occasions a return
can be caused when two or more radar systems interfere with each other. Having
said this, and in answer to your third question, it is easy for skilled
operators to distinguish between these sort of returns, and the track made by a
solid object such as an aircraft.

You asked whether the Belgian UFO sightings vere detected on UK radar. It is
not possible to say, this long after the sightings, whether or not anything was
detected. Radar tapes are routinely wiped and re-used, and any tapes dating
from the same time as the Belgian sightings will not have survived.

Oy
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mlsecug;{y is that I d}d not want to get into any discussion about the range and
:capi ility of the UK’s radar systems. There is certainly no national Security
rangle to the UF0 controversy, and T apologise if I have given this impression

+ hope this has clarified our position.
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Telephone {Direct Dialling) . 071-21-8 2140
(Switchboard) 071-21-89000
(Fax)} 071-21-8

Your reference

. QOur reference
Cranbrook D/Sec(AS8)12/3
Kent '

b .
mi February 1993

p&w

Thank you for your recent letter in which you asked a number of questions about
radar and our handling of UFO reports. I will answer your questions in the
order in which they were posed.

The Mlnlstry of Defence does receive reports of UFOs; last year, for example, we
received 147 reports. Hav1ng said this, we believe that nearly all of these
sightings can be explained in terms of known objects and phenomena. Examples
that spring to mind include aircraft lights, lasers or searchlights reflecting
off clouds, meteorites and satellite debris entering the atmosphere. Clearly
there are a small percentage of reports that would seem to defy explanatlon, we
hold no deflnltlve view on these. :

I do not have any figures concerning unidentified radar returns, but any return
of potential significance is looked at, and the appropriate action taken. I am
sure that you are aware that from time to time aircraft have flown towards UK
airspace, and have been intercepted by the RAF.

It is not strictly true to say that a radar vill only detect something of
substance, because there will always be spurlous returns:

Any questions that you have about radar systems should be directed to this
department. I am sure you will understand, however, that for security reasons ve
are not able to go into much detail about the range and capability of our
equipment.

All UFO reports are examined carefully by us and by departments responsible for
the air defence of the UK. Sightings are then assessed on the basis of military
expertise and an analysis of the available information. To date, no reports
that we are aware of have been judged to present a threat to the defence of the
UK.

xplain our position c¢n the

I hope this has answered your questions, and helped e
se let me know.

subject. If you require anything furtherj plea
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BMNISTRY OF DEFERC:
l Sec.(AS)2

11FEB 1993

gy,

Cranbrook,
Kent. @

e i——— 7th February 1993.

Your Ref; D/Sec(4S8)12/3.

Dear QRSN

Thank you for your interesting reply to the four parts of my
previous letter.

Whilst in the first instance [ am particularly interested in actual
unidentified Radar returns,your observation that you have some UFO reports
that would seem to dety explanation are of great interest to me.

a) Would it be possible for me to obtain details of these?

As you apparently take appropriate action on any unidentified Radar
return of potential significance,

b} would it be possible for you to quote/send me an exanple, of where
an actual Radar return has not been identified and defies explanation?

We must agree to differ on my observation that Radar will only detect
something of substance. As Radar is purely an ultra short radio wavelength
of either an orbital or linear origination,it will behave in much the same
way as any wavelength of light and will not reflect back from any object
that is transparent-glass being an example. Uther anomalities that could be
construed as false signals is the scatter induced from inclined surfaces as
with the stealth aircraft and false returns from other extraneous sources.

¢) Would you agree that any normally proficient Radar operator could
easily distinguish between a true return and a spurious one?

I feel that my question as to whether the Belgian phenonina were
detected on our Radar is not really a matter of national security and
purely a simple 'yes' or ‘no' would sutffice, particularly as Radar returns
could have been registered by any civil aircraft in the near vieinity.

d)> Do you have any further observation to add to this?

I am most interested in your comments on national security. As to date it
would appear that there is a general admittance that although a phenomina
of some kind exists,nobody knows what it is(Your letter 1/2/93 'Clearly
there are a small percentage of reports that seem to defy explanation'.

e) This being so,how can this phenomenon be assessed as to national
gsecurity,when it is not know what it is?

As 1t is important that I have true and accurate information for my
book, whilst I am most appreciative for your kind comsideration and prompt
replies, I trust that you will not take offence if I feel that in order to
attain these ends I must persue these points through the Minister and my
local member of parliament. ‘

Thank you for your help,

Yours sincerely,
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Cranbroak,
Kent,

Your Ref; D/Sec(AS)12/3.

Dear (NERE.

Thank you for prompt and most helpful letter of the 26th instance.
I have already been in contact with the Belgian Embassy and-through
them-am in contact with a Belgian press agency to obtain all information on

the sightings as discussed.
Your suggestion that I contact SOBEPS(who have produced a lengthy

report on the wave of sightings) is particularly helpful and I will be
writing to them shortly.

I find your letter intriguing and would request clarification on
several points.

a) The fact that your office has been established in the Ministry of
Defence to co-ordinate sightings would imply that there are in fact
sightings to co-ordinate,would you confirm this?

b) I wonder if you could give me some gemeral indication as to the number
of genuine UNIDENTIFIED radar detections over the last five years?

¢) Would you confirm that Radar will only detect something of substance?

d) The actual distance to the area of the Belgian sightings is only 130

miles. As our radar would seem able to detect incoming intercontinental

nmissiles,could you please advise me of the appropriate department in the
Ministry of Defence who could give me the appropriate information that I
require?

e) As the MOD's only interest in unidentified flying objects is to insure
that there 1is no threat to the defence of the UK,I would be interested as
to how this is ascertained? :

Your kind assistance on the above five points would be
greatly appreciated.

Thank you for your help.

Yours sincerely,




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
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(Switchboard) 071-21-89000
{Fax) 071-21-8

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(4S)12/3

Cranbrook
Kent
0356 January 1993

Your letter to RAF Vest Drayton concerning the wave of UFO sightings over
Belgium in 1989/90_has been passed to this department, as we receive and
co-ordinate sightings and enquiries about UFOs.

I am afraid that we do not have any relevant information, as we are only
concerned vith UK sightings - the MOD’s only interest in UFOs is to ensure that
there is no threat to the defence of the UK. T wvould think that your best
course of action in trying to obtain an official view on the sightings would be
to approach the Belgian Embassy for advice; their address is as follows: 103
Eaton Square, London, SW1W 9AB.

I am aware that a Belgian UFO group, SOBEPS, has produced a lengthy report on
the wave of sightings. Their address is Avenue Paul Janson 74, B-1070
Bruxelles, Belgium. '

You might also like to contact some of the UFQ groups in this country, who may
have some information. I suggest the following organisations:

British UF0O Research Association

Harpenden

Contact Inteiii i onal (UK)

Oxford

fel ro. T
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I am sorry not to have been able to provide you with any material myself, but I
hope that the addresses I have given you will prove useful. I wish you the best
of luck with your project.

Skipton
North Yorkshire

{
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Cranbrook,
Kent.

17th January 1993,

Dear sirs,
I am an established author and at present am in the process of

compiling data with a view to writing an account on the Belgian sightings
of unidentified tlying objects that took place throughout Eastern Belgium
during the period from November 1689 to April 1990,

I am anxious to obtain a complete record,not only of actual newspaper
cuttings but of television reports and details of the statement made by the
current Belgian Minister orf Defence to the Belgian government at that time,

It would appear that these objects were registered on Belgian
radar, both onboard and ground based. I would like to enquire whether you
had any radar tracings of these sightings{either onboard or ground
based), 1if not I would appreciate details of either the correct government
department for me to contact obtain this information, or any agency that
could fulfil these requirements.

Thank you for your assistance.

Yours faithfully,
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efence Secretariat 8

linistry of Defence,

fain Building., U138
'hitehall,

.ondon, SW1A 2HB

Nottingham,

Date: Jan. 11th, 1990
Ref: 90-0111/6

ear Sir,

5 a reserch physicist I have been studying the UFO phenomena for

everal years. I am enclosing a copy of your released material with
egards to the UFOs.

ould you please provide me with a copy of similar report of the years
388, 1989, which would enable me to further my research project
ertaining a global number of sightings.

nilst thanking you in

advance for your consideration, 1 look forward to
zaring from you.

B s
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"{E_DIRECTOR OF RESEARCH "PROJECT O.R.I.0.N."

T0: MR GEORGE YOUNGER DEFENCE SECRETARY

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, WHITEHALL

8th June 1987

SUBJECT: MAJESTIC TWELVE (MJ12)

SOURCE; The Observer ~ Sunday 3lst May 1987

Dear Mr Younger,

In respect of the above named subject & source.

Many members of .the general public viewed this article with interest. Many were of

course extremely disturbed.

Is there any truth in the matter, and has the Ministry of Defence any knowledge of
such an organisation. Several members of PROJECT O.R.I.0.N. have indeed seen such

documentation acquired by Mr Timothy Good. There is much evidence to suggest the

papers are authentic and revealing.

If these documents are genuine, they would suggest that a covert operation was in
hand to conceal the existance of dead alien bodies, and an advanced craft, from the
public in America. Since this is the case, it would suggest that perhaps Winston

Churchill had at least some facts kept from him,

We feel it is in order for the British Government to comment upon this information.

An explanation or denial would be in order.

MAJESTIC 12, is a very real organisation, which probably exists under another code name,

perhaps '54-12'. Can you assist in any way?

Ref. ¢¢3/8%
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SWIA 2H8

Telephon '

& (Direct Diathing)

01-218 9000 (Switchbeard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR THE ARMED FORCES

D/US of S(AF)DGT 620 (49 June 1985

e

You wrote to Michael Heseltine on 1 May 1985 about the sighting
of an unidentified flying object near RAF Woodbridge in December

1980. Michael has asked me to reply as UFO questions fall within
my responsibilities.

I do understand your concern and I am grateful to you for having
taken the trouble to write. I do not believe, however, that

there are any grounds for changing our view, formed at the time,
that the events to which you refer were of no defence significance.

You may recall the House of Lords debate on UFOs in 1979 (Hansard,

.« 19 January 1979). I attach an extract of what I said on that
occasion. Whilst I respect the views of those who differ from me
on this matter I am bound to say that nothing I have seen since
then has led me to change the views I myself expressed.

Lord Trefgarne
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7 June 1985

APS/US of S(AF)

Copy to:
APS/S of §
D Air Der

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING ORJECT: WOODBRIDGE, DECEMBER 13§9

1. I understand
would reply to
sent to §

raft reply accordingly, The events. to whieny
Jrefers are, of Course, thoge in your file
4884 in Which US of S(AF) is in Correspondence
MP., US of S(AF) to1d My Rees in hig letter
February that those events were of no defence significance.
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public.  Finally, I should [ike to thank
your Lordships for your kind attention,
and I beg to move for Papers,

7.29 p.m.

Lord TREFGARNE: My Lords, 1 am
bound to say that [ face making this
speech  with some  trepidation, | had
wondered whether we could justify the
helding of what is in efiect a full debate
on this matter; but having seen the
audience we have tonight, and indeed
having heard the speech of the noble Earl,
Lord Clancarty, I can sce that that sort
of thought would not 2o down too weil,
I'may well be shouted down before [ finish
anyway, but let us see if we can avoid that
right at the start.

The noble Earl asked us in his Motion 1o
support a proposal particularly for an
intra-governmental study—I suppose he
means, as indeed he Hhas described,
between Governments. No doubt he
would wish to see the co-operation of the
United States. But | should not want to
support that kind of proposal. I do not
think the time has Yet come when we can
view this matter with sufficient certainty
to  justify the expenditure  of public
money on it,

I certainly agree that the numercus
voluntary bodies, including those with
which the noble Earl js associated, ought
to be encouraged, and indeed I should not
be opposed to informal links between
those bodies—or, at least the responsible
ones—and others, such as the Ministry
of Defence. But I am ashamed to say,
in the midst of all this faith, that I am not
myself a believer in UFOs described, as
I believe they are, as objects or vehicles
from another planet or from another
universe, '

I have some 2,500 hours as a pilot.
I have flown across the Atlantic a few
times as a pilot, But, usnlike with the
aircraft reported by the noble Earl, I
have never seen one. I presume-—indeed,
I believe—that a good many of the
sightings can be explained by logical
scientific theory and I am, so far at least,
convinced that those that cannot so far
be so explained could be, if our knowledge
vere more advanced or if we had more
informationabomthcsx’ghtingsinquestxon.
It is these unexplained sightings upon

{ ¥ i S Aryg ; i L. My 1 .
which ufologists rely so heavily in ISLNE 4y fvain from the wp 0 the bottom; and the

US 1o accept their theories. But | beljeve,
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as I sy, that these unexplained sightings
could be—and, indeed, would be—ex-
plained, if we had more knowledge about
them; for example, better photographs.
How many clear photographs of UFQs
have your Lordships seen? All 1 have seen
are hazy, fudgy photographs which could
or could not, be genuine.

Ufologists often rely upon radar infor
mation for evidence in their case, but |
must tell your Lordships that radar plays
more tricks even than the camera, and |
do not believe that radar information, in
this context, 1s valid. For example, the
recent sightings in New Zealand, which
were widely reported just before Christmas,
including “some rather strange-looking
photographs which appeared on television,
were also said to have been confirmed by
radar information which was available
to the aircraft in question.  But [ know
from my own experience that radar is
frequently used, and, indeed, is so designed,
for detecting anomalies in atmospheric
conditions and in weather patterns, and
I 'am not persuaded that radar is a valid
supporting argument in thjs case.

Since time immemorial, man has as-
cribed those phenomena that he could not
explain to some supernatural or extra-
terrestrial agents. Eventually, as scientific
wisdom has advanced, these phenomena
are understood more fully, unitil now,
today, no one takes witcheraft seriously
and there are no fairies at the bottom
of my garden. It is not so long ago that
magnetism, as it occurs naturally in the
form of lodestone, was thought to be the
work of the Devil, as indeed were some of .
the hot springs found in Iceland, Australia
and elsewhere.

An eclipse of the sun or the moon,
now fully understood, was once thought
to be an expression of the Almighry’s
displeasure. Perhaps this derives from
the description in the Gospels of the events
following the Crucifixion. 1 recall the
44th and 45th verses of the 23rd chapter
of St. Luke’s Gospel, and I shall read
it if I may:

“And it was about the sixth hour, and there

was a darkness over all the earth until the ninth
hour. -

And the sun was darkened, and the veil of the
temmple was rent in the midst

St. Matthew described it rather well also:
" And, behold, the veil of the temple was rent

carth did quake, and the rocks rent "
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Novone would now seriously doubt that
those happenings were, in fact, an eclipse
of the sun and an earthquake respectively,
I would not deny that there may have been
divine intervention in respect of the timing
of those events, but certainly 1 would 58y
that they were caused by terrestrial forces
which we now fully understand.

Without wishing to pre-empt anvthing
that the right reverend Prelate the Bishop
of Norwich may say, perhaps I may
pose the question as to whether the exis-
tence of another race or races outside our
universe is compatible with our Christian
principles. I speak only as a simple
member of the Christian faith, but I
think I believe that He loves us and us
alone. I am not aware that there is any
suggestion in the words of Christ or in
the words of the Almighty, as recorded
that we must share his goodness with
people from another universe. There is
no suggestion that there is, indeed, any
other such people. [ acknowledge, how-
ever, that, for example, the works of
Darwin were once thought incompatible
with the Christian faith, and so perhaps
my view of the credibility of these things,
from a Christian point of view, is open to
correction.  Perhaps the right reverend
Prelate will be able to help us when he
comes to speak.

I emphasise that 1 do not for a moment
doubt the sincerity and conviction of those
who believe in these objects, who believe
that they are visitors from another universe
or, at least, some supernatural force
beyond our reason. I simply do not
happen to agree with them. 1 certainly do
not agree with the learned professor,
speaking on the radio the other morniag,
who said: “ Anyone who believes in
UFOsisaloony ™. But as for the sugges-
tion that an international study group
should be set up, I do not think that [
could countenance that as a serious
proposal at this time. 1 emphasise,
however, that T would be happy to
encourage informal links between, for
example, the RAF and the very worthy
groups who believe differently from the
way | do.

Before I sit down, I should just like to
say how much I am looxing forward to
the maiden speech of my noble friend
Lord Oxfuird, who is to speak later in
the debate. His name has, of course,

{LORDS ]

A

Flying Objects 1255 M
appeared on the Order Paper befor, -
today, and I hope that it appears on the
list of speakers a good many times in the
future. The noble Earl, Lord Clancarty
has done us a service by bringing this
matter forward, but I would Counge|
caution and care,

et etk

7.38 p.m.

The Earl of KIMBERLEY: My Lords
as the noble Lord, Lord Trefgarne, hag
said, the majority of noble Lords in this
Chamber will be greatly indebted to the
noble Earl, Lord Clancarty, for raisin
this fascinating and controversial subject
this evening. Before I begin, perhaps ]
should say that 1 have an interest in it
because I am a director of a company
which is to make an identified flying
object—a thermo skyship, which is saucer
shaped. 1 shall not ger that muddied up.
But in spite of sceptics, such as the noble
Lord, Lord Wigg, the other day in 3
newspaper, and Sir Bernard Lovell from
Jodrell Bank, who says that UFOs do
not exist, we must agree that they do,
because otherwise there would be ng
unidentified flying objects, Furthermore,
we should not have throughout the world
radio telescopes listening to try to pick up
signals from intelligences in outer space,

As the mnoble Farl, Lord Clancarty, -
said, UFOs are not products of the 20th
century imagination. They have been
observed here for years—by the North
American  Indians, by the monks of
Byland Abbey in 1290, who were terrified
by the appearance of a huge silver disc.
Right through history up to today,
millions of people have seen UFOs, and
I will go so far as to say that I am the
first to admit that the very large majority
of them can be explained as natural or
man-made phenomena—rmeteorites, satel-
lite débris, weather balloons, military
flares, et cetera. But there are still many
which are completely unexplained.

It has been reported that the United
States and the USSR signed a pact in
1971 to swop UFO information, but the
pact stated that they were to keep the
rest of the world in the dark. 1 believe
that the pact was signed so that neither
super-Power would make mistakes about
UFQOs being atomic missiles. I am also Jed
to understand that quite recently the three
United States balloonists who crossed
the Atlantic were followed for up to 12



Cm

T
?
.
L

1271 Unidentified

{The Lord Bishop of Norwich.]
which can cause serious distress to them
and to their personal life. That is my
anxiety. I may be wrong, but I put 1t
forward with some care, having thought
about it and studied it a good deal.
Therefore, my third anxiety—and I am
sorry to be negative but it is important to
share both the light and the dark sides
—is the danger of the religious aspect of
the UFO situation leading to the obscuring
of basic Christian truths. When all is
said and done, Christ himself is the agent
of God in the creation of the world. I
quote from Colossians:

* Christ is the image of the invisible God, the
first-born of all creation: for in Christ all things
were created in heaven and on earth, visible and
invisible—whether thrones or dominions, or

principalities or authorities . . . Al things were
created through Him and for Him ™,

This fascinating chapter in Colossians,
which is perhaps one of the highest levels
of Christological teaching, speaks of
Christ being before all things: * by him
all things consist”, as the Authorised
Version put it. All things hold together;
He is the great unifying, holding-together
principle of God’s universe.

I say this in this debate recognising the
danger of, as it were, preaching a sermon.
However, 1 do not think that is true in this
case because the very subject we are
debating is helping to widen our horizons
—and the noble Viscount, Lord Oxfuird,
stressed this point of looking far out in
his maiden speech. 1 believe that Christ
has not only a terrestial, not only a cosmic
significance but literally a galactic signi-
ficance, I believe that He is God's vice-
regent concerning His great creative
world. It is good that our minds and
eyes should be stretched further out
because [ do not believe that at any point
of the universe we get beyond the hand
of God. Therefore, it helps us to under-
stand the majesty of the Godhead when
we begin to stretch our minds to reach out
to the far corners of creation,

Lord TREFGARNE: My Lords, will
the right reverend Prelate allow me to
intervene? Is he actually offering eccle-
siastical authority for the existence of
another race of people in another uni-
verse? Is he saying that the existence of
UFOs, together with their inhabitants
such as are so often described to .us, is
compatible with Christian faith?

[LORDS ]

e i T v o st i s i s ot .
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The Lord BISHOP of NORWICH:
My Lords, I thank the noble Lord, Lord
Tregfarne, for his interjection because it
shows that he must have been Iistening
carefully, because the next thing on my
notes is, ‘* Say something about Lord
Trefgarne’s remarks . However, there
are about 20 seconds to go before I get
to the noble Lord. Perhaps in the mean-
time he can have a glass of water from
Lord Davies of Leek, or something, but I
am almost with the noble Lord. I am glad
for that interjection because I obviously
was not getting right what I was trying to
say. I believe that all the far corners of
the creative world, right out further than
we can ever see or even know by radio, are
within the plan of the Creator. I believe
they are within the majestic purposes of
God. 1 believe that Christ, as Creator
under the Godhead, is concerned with it
all.

Now may I come to the noble Lord’s
particular question a few minufes ago.
His question went something like this:
* Do we believe in the existence of another
race? Is it possible that there is another
race further afield? " 1 must say that [ do
not know. I believe there is a place for
reverent Christian agnosticism concerning
what is not revealed to us in scripture and
by our Lord. Having said that, T believe
that God may bave other plans for other
worlds, but I believe that God’s plan for
this world is Jesus. That at least is how [
view the question. The emphasis in
scripture is most interesting on the fact
that there never seems a point beyond
the revelation of scripture where there is
not God.

I quote, if [ may follow Lord Trefzarne
once more before finishing what I had to
say, from the most majectic opening letter
to the Hebrews.

*“In these last days, God has spoken to us by

his Son, whom he hath appointed heir of ail
things, by whom also he made the worlds., He
reflects the glory of God. He bears the stamp of
his nature, upholding the universe by his word
of power .
My point is that the danger of getting the
UFO thing linked with the religious thing
is that it obscures the fact that Christ is the
image of the invisible God, and that :a.H
God’s purposes and plans for Humanity
are in and through his Son, our Lord.

This is not popular. This is not agreed
by dozens of people. Plenty of people
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[The Earl of Cork and Orrery.]
of it. If this represents all that the
Conservative Party can produce in the
way of thinking on what is undoubtedly
a serious subject, whatever your opinion
about it may be, then this is deplorabie.

If the ncble Lord really thinks that
there is no serious interest or belief taken
nowadays in witcheraft, perhaps he does
not read the right newspapers, but I can
assure him that this is far from true. He
is not a believer in unidentified flying
objects. “T am no believer in UFOs "
he said. I do not know how you can not
believe in UFQOs. You can take it for
granted, if your mind takes a leap ahead,
that by an unidentified flying object
something is intended that is supposed to
have originated in outer space, and you
can say you do not believe in that. But
I do not know what it implies to say that
you do not believe in an unidentified
flying object. You do not believe in the
object? You do not believe in its flying?
You do not believe it is unidentified?
There are things that are unidentified.
Perhaps we are not trying. I do not think
it is reasonable to say that they do not
exist.  Nobody, except my noble friend
Lord Hewlett, has seriously contended
that they do not exist. The question is,
what are they ?

Lord TREFGARNE: | am pleased my
noble friend has allowed me (o intervene,
my Lords, because he has been very caustic
about what | had to say. I do not deny
the existence of unidentified flying objects,
I simply say that most of them are iden-
tifiable, that some are not objects at all
but simply a trick of the light or a meteo-
rological phenonemon—1 think that is so
in many cases—and that | agree ong
cannot deny the existence of unidentified
flying objects. It is simply a question of
how we identify them.

The Earl of CORK and ORRERY:
My Lords, I take my noble friend’s point.
I am anxious not to misquote him, but he
also said that ufologists—it is difficult
not to use that word—referred to un-
explained sightings which would be
explained it only we had better evidence:
that was the gist of one part of my noble
friend’s argument. In other words, if we
had better evidence we should be able 1o
explain those sightings. That is the sole

point on which the noble Ear initiated |

[LORDS ]
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this debate. That is what he is asking for:
he wishes evidence to be collected,
collated, exawined, evaluated and reported
on as to what these things are, and it is
notable that he himself did not say what
he thought they were. Other noble Lords
have spoken as though he had said they
were fairies or I do not know what, when
in fact he said no such thing., I believe he
is a leading authority on these matters—
certainly he has studied them more closely
than anyone else of whom I have heard—.
and he must have exercised very great
restraint in this matter, and he is to be
congratulated on that as well as on
initiating the whole debate.

I once had an ancestor—I stil] have
him in a sense, in that he is still my
ancestor although he is dead—called
Robert Boyle who founded a society
called the Royal Society. I feel that if he
returned to the rooms of that enor-
mously prestigious society now and found
that the present Royal Society contained
Fellows of such erudition and charm as
the noble Earl, Lord Halsbury, he would
feel entirely at home: a man of the most
agreeable and totally non-sceptical nature,
even if he did write a book called The
Sceptical Chemist.

The noble Earl has done a service by
displaying before our very eyes the
scientist-philosopher who knows precisely
the limits of science and makes no effort
1o go beyond them. Nor does he point the
finger of scorn at anyonc else. He must
know, as others kunow, that it is impossible
to prove anything by negative evidence.
If you wish to prove that something is not’
§O you can do it only in logic—by proving
the existence of something that is so that
makes that first premise impossible., Thus,
You cannot prove that any particular type
of flying object does not exist, and with
respect to my noble friend, the fact that
the Jodrell Bank telescope has not seen
something not only does not prove, but
is not even particularly good evidence,
that it was not there. 1 am prepared to
accept, if told, that the Jodrell Bank
telescope has been operating on a fre-
quency suited to the observation of
UFOs of one kind or another for the
last 30 years. but, until [ am told that, [
shall be sceptical in that matter.

Lord HEWLETT: Let me be quite
clear about this, my Lords. | did no
sav other than thar Ladeall Rawl tond weadds
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The National Archives
Letter
Letter to Defence Minister Michael Heseltine, 1 May 1985, on the Rendlesham forest UFO incident. This incident is described as ‘a potential banana-skin’ for the MoD.
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The Rt. Hon, Michael Heseltins v st May, 1985

USAF p=rsonnel st an important base in British territory are capahle

of serious misperception, the conssguences of which micht be grave

in military terms., It seems to me advisable that you should bs briefed
on the case in view of the likelihood of continued public intersst in
it, and that your officials should be rezady to demonstrate a mors
serious concern with its implications than they havs so far manifested,
There seems to be a head of steanm building up on this matter, and I

can see a potential 'banana-skin' looming,

1 was able to sez the Cable News Metwork documantary at
their london office by courtesy of their Amarican Headguarters. But
I have no doubt that they would he very ready to show it to you
personally, or tc a small group of vour officiasls, if you felt ithat this
would be heipful in briefing you,

Hows, Suantuns

e g
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28 May 1997
Sec(AS)2
Copyto:  AOADI

PSO/ACAS

DAO

Hd Sec(AS)

DPR i

AD/DI 55 2[e (1

UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL PHENOMENA - POLICY

Ref A: D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated 13 May 97.
1. Thank you for your minute and your observations.

2. UFO/UAP. 1 note that you will continue to use the term "UFO" and
appreciate your logic. We prefer to use the term UAP internally to DI(ST) since I
believe that it more accurately describes the topic.

3. DIS Interests.- Your existing policy statement is already classified
RESTRICTED - POLICY and I believe that this is adequate to cover my suggested
minor amendment. In dealing with the public I would €Xpect you to continue to use
the expression "anything of defence significance".

4. Archive. By archive I meant your UFO report files since I assumed that you
retain files to assist in answering questions from the public. My proposal was meant
to indicate that once the database was established we would not retain any paper
reports. I donot envisage that this practice would impose any additional work on
your department.

5. Database/Customers, DSc(Air) TG 3 and 4 strongly support our proposed
initiative. If DAO still have no interest in any data-basing of material then I will
support the minor costs involved from within my own budget. Iam still prepared
to include any minor DAO requirements if they do not have a significant effect on
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COsts.

6. I hope that my comments have assisted in your understanding of my
intentions. Ihave no wish to "send the public a misleading message" and I will (as

always in the DIS) take appropriate steps to ensure that the public do not become
aware of this minor project.
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Loose Minute
D/Sec(AS) 64/1
13th May 1997
DIST

Copy to:

PSO/ACAS
DAO
DI Sec ,gK

DPR (RAF v
Head Of Sec(as)
AOAD1

AD/DI55

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS' - POLICY
Reference: D/DIST/11/10 dated 25th April 1997

1. Thank you for your minute at Reference setting out the DIg
interest in 'uro! reports.

2. I was grateful for your detailed comments. I think it might

be helpful if I Iist my observations on them in the same order
(paragraph numbers in brackets in bold refer to your minute):

a. You say that you would prefer the term 'uap:’ rather than

'UFO' (para 2). Presentationally this would give us some

problems. To the vast majority of the public - and it is the

public we deal with - 'UFQ' with all its 'extraterrestrigl"
connotations is the only one they recognise. Most are not

interested in the difference and, to avoid any more confusion

in their minds, we shall continue with 'UFO"'.

b. You suggest (para 3) amending the policy statement on
MOD's interest to include your own specific areas of

interests. However, the current wording 'anything of defence

significance' has been couched in fairly general terms so
that it can be used in response to PQs, letters from the

public, the media etc. We need to be quite sure that there

dre no hostages to fortune in saying anything more detailed.

Are you content to have your interests promulgated more
widely given the inevitable questioning that will follow?

C. I can assure you that we too are always careful to say

that we have an open mind on this issue (para 4).

d. For the future we shall copy to you.(and DAO) only those v
sighting reports falling into the three categories set out in

my minute to AOAD1 of 2nd April (D/Sec(AS)/64/1) (para 5).
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e. You say (para 6) that you need an adequate reference
system for information culled from reports and intend a
database, albeit that you have not yet determined how it
might be achieved, and that incorporating retrospective
reports depends on the costs involved. But you also say that
you have to decide whether it should be 'DIg policy to retain
other reports or rely on our archive'. I am rather confused
about what this means. Are the 'other' reports those copied
to you previously which do not falj] into the three categories
(para d above), or those which will not be copied to you in
future? Either way, I am concerned that you favour relying
on our archive because you do not say what this might entail
and I am afraid there are no Sec(AS) resources to support
your work. If there is a DIS requirement for access to
archive material I think it makes sense for DIS to retain the
information.

f. Returning to the subject of a database (para 7), you
suggest DAO's requirements also need considering and propose
a single framework, sharing responsibility for data entry.
However, AOAD1 has said they have no requirement for a
database (D/DA0/1/13 dated 25th March, para 11) and, as I
made clear in my reply to him, Sec(AS) has no need of one
either. It would be helpful to know who else might be a
customer given Sec(AS)'s role as the MOD focal point for this
subject, and what 'shared resources' might be used to
implement the plan. Sec(AS) has neither staff nor money for
this purpose and, I think, DAO is similarly constrained.

3. I am sorry for the length of this note but we do all need to
be quite clear what, as a Department, we are doing and why. We
need to be very careful about expanding 'UFO' business and,
thereby, sending the public a misleading message about the extent
of MOD's interest. oOf course, should Government policy on this
issue change, we will review the extent of our involvement
accordingly. )

ec(AS)2

CHOTS: SEC(AS)2

UFOs/policys



LOOSE MINUTE
D/DIST/11/10 L

25 Apr 97

Sec(AS)2

Copy to:
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DAO

Hd Sec(AS)

DI Sec ‘ 15
DPR(RAFY 7
AD/DIS5

UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL PHENOMENA ( UAP) - POLICY

References

A. D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated 29 Jan 97
B. D/DIST/11/10 dated 3 Feb 97
C. D/DAO/1/13 dated 25 Mar 97
D. D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated 2 Apr 97
E. D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated 22 Apr 97

1. My apologies firstly for not responding sooner to your minutes at Ref Unfortunately it
took much longer than expected, at the time of my holding reply, to recover from a number of staff
changes and to give the subject sufficient attention against other priorities. I am pleased that we
should have this debate since at present there is a significant mismatch between our assumed

 responsibilities and our ability to resource them.
Policy

2. Referring to the policy stated in your initial minute (Ref A, Annex paras 1 & 2) an
immediate difficulty arises over the use of the term 'UFO'. This term is discredited in some circles
and I think that consistent use of UAP would be much more satisfactory. This would then avoid
an immediate association with ‘extraterrestrial’ phenomena and the difficulty which arises in trying
to distinguish whether events are 'extraterrestrial or not, a judgement which we are strictly
incapable of making. While analysis may enable MoD to identify some phenomena, those that
remain are by definition ‘unidentified’ rather than ‘extraterrestrial’.

3. You queried at Ref A, para 3a the extent of DIST interest in UFO reports. We agree that
MoD's interest has to be related to defence significance but this is not solely to determine whether
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the UK ADR is breached, as implied by the parenthetical text in your Annex, para 2. DIST’s role
in support of customer requirements is to assess all source intelligence on foreign weapon systems
and science & technology with military relevance. We have the responsibility to decide which
Sources are most appropriate and how they should be weighted for assessments, We regard UAP
as a source, akin in some respects to human reporting not least in that the phenomena are reported
by people and may not be fully appreciated or understood at the time. This intelligence interest
needs to be explicitly covered in the policy statement and we propose that your Annex, para 2
should read: ’

‘MoD’s interest in “UAP’ is limited to examining reported sightings to establish if such activity
might have a defence significance, viz:

a. whether the UKADR has been breached;

b. what intelligence is revealed on military capabilities of other countries;

c. w]aether scientific and technical information of military significance is revealed.’
Arrangements

4. Referring to your Annex, para 4, in the light of the above we do not consider that MoD can
have no interest in extraterrestrial matters and needs to keep an open mind on whether
‘unidentified’ phenomena may have significance. Additionally the lack of evidence to date in the
DIS on the extraterrestrial hypothesis has o reflect the fact that we have not carried out any
analysis. Effectively the UAP source is unproven for DIST purposes, a situation of concern even
if we never expect it to be as reliable or valuable as other sources. Two principles therefore arise:

Reports

5. Firstly DIST needs to continue to receive reports in order to make the judgements at para
3b and 3c above. It seems probable that only credible sources are likely to provide enough
information for a substantive analysis and we are therefore prepared to constrain ourselves to
receive reports in the categories at Ref D, para 2.

Analysis

6. Secondly DIST needs to have an adequate system in order to reference the information.
In line with developing practices for other source intelligence we need a reliable system for the
retention and analysis of data. Hitherto the paper records have been much too unwieldy for
effective action leading to the failing noted above. The proposed filtering of reports will reduce
the volume considerably and we need to take the opportunity to initiate a database now. How we
do this remains to be decided. Our resources are heavily over-bid but it seems essential that we
establish the database in order to reduce subsequent analysis effort to the minimum. The extent
to which we incorporate retrospective reports into the database depends on the resource Costs.
At best we would aim to apply the proposed filters in order to reduce the task o manageable

RS
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proportions. Concurrently we have to decide whether it should be DIS policy to retain the other
reports or rely on your own archive. I favour the latter. Once the database is established and
populated we would commission a limited analysis to determine whether reports possess any
intelligence, S&T value or discernible patterns (locations, features, performance) and establish the
residue of significant unidentified events.

7. This requirement for a database needs to be considered alongside DAO's interests and we
should aim to develop a single framework and decide how to share the responsibility for data entry.

Action

8. We therefore propose to:
a. plan in conjunction with DAO and customers how to achieve the database;
b. irpplement the plan, sharing resources if appropriate;
¢. conduct, in DIST, a limited analaysis of events;

d. review the situation once the database is accessible and no later than 12 months hence.
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LOOSE MINUTE
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DPR (RAF.)— 273

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO) POLICY ’

Referenées:

A. D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated 14 Mar 97,

B.  D/Sec(as)/e4/1 dateq 29 Jan 97.

1 Thank you for your letter at Reference a reminding of the

2, Following your earlier letter at Reference B, you will recall
our discussion of the topic. My views are unchanged. We have no
direct air defence interest in. UFO reports unless there ig
intelligence, reliable sighting or evidence that UK national
a;rspace, or the UKADR, may be, or has bgen, penetrated by

3. A majority of uro reports are tenuous in nature, are reported
at second hand or with a time lag, and frequently overland or at
night in areas where we have little radar cover. Those described
as at great height, if they exist, may lie above radar cover, as
only Fylingdales has tracking capabilities in the endo~atmosphere
and in space. Some reports descripe objects in terms of

4, There is considerable difficulty, therefore, in assessing and
pPrioritising these reports sufficiently quickly to provide, .where
warranted, an active response. Moreover, when interceptions may
be needed, we are constrained by reduced readiness following
drawdowns at the end of the Cold war and the considerable time lag
in responding from northern bases in the event of incidents in the
south, especially if access is needed to intensively usedq civil
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airgpace. Inevitably, interceptions are infrequently attempteg
against knowledge that, in the present benign environment, most
sightings are unlikely to be associated with threatening activity,

5. I would emphasise that such sightings have been few and far
between, with only Russia among potentially hostile bowers being
capable of penetrating Uk airspace at very high altitudes; while
no hostile power could reasonably be responsible for low level
sightings, because of the range or political risk involved, except
in the context of large civil register aircraft diverting from
flight plans (where we have had incidents).

6. Staffing uUro matters, however, is a time consuming concern.
As you are painfully aware, reported sightings are frequently
explored in the public domain, often by organised societies,
seeking extra-terrestrial explanations. wWhilst using best
judgement at the time, we are sometimes left accounting for the
inexplicable or investing large numbers of man hours to establish
rational explanations (as recently in the "Skegness sighting" when
the Service's professional competence was called into question in
an MP's letter to the SofsS). These frustrations are compounded by
supporting PQs of the sort "... on how any occasions have ., »
which require paper searches of long put down records. Neither do
explanations that "the cost of the search cannot be justified"
satisfy the public, for it only re-inforces their conviction that
if the truth cannot be found out there, it is certainly available
in the MOD. The MOD may eventually be caught out by cross
referring to previous answers and other information, cherished on
PCs and exchanged on "the web". The consequences are further
questions and ever greater care and time taken to ensure that we
do not contradict ourselves.

brings into service over the next decade high flying capabilities
such as Global Star, Dark Star, the X-33 and, should it come to
fruition, the manned spaceplane. Other nations will follow,
especially with UAVs, which may permit risk taking in unauthorised
penetrations of airspace. Activities of these sorts would clearly
require monitoripg and control by the MOD.

8. The extra-terrestrial business is also likely to boom,
exacerbating the staffing problem. Continuing discoveries of
planets, and emerging knowledge of circumstances needed for at
least non-intelligent life, lead to speculation that Planets and
life may commonly occur. With that change of perception, arguing
that our rock alone is a teeming and verdant speck in a vast and
sterile nothingness may soon be as unrewarding as the Church once
found in continuing to enforce the idea that the world was flat;
more so, with the knowledge that many suns are older than our own,

life, and allowing for barely imagined transit distances,

requiring unknown uses of physics, we cannot rule out entirely the
idea of extra-terrestrial observation/visitation, either covert or
overt. Our current policy to retain an open mind on these matters

9. It is a fine judgement whether UFO sightings are MOD matters,
or Government responsibilities best locatgd with other agencies
given the unproven nature of a vast majority of reports. I




REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

believe they should continue to be managed in the MoD because of
ipeyltable inter-weaving of terrestrial sightings, some of
military origin, with extra-terrestrial Pre-occupationsg. Moreover
any future concerns, terrestrial or extra~terrestrial, are likely'
to require national or international co-ordination responsive only
within Security alliances.

10. Whether we should set aside for further examination outside
the MOD unexplaineg phenomena, I leave others to decide, knowin
that political, scientific and cost judgements are associatedq with
their investigation. I am not wholly convinced, however, that
covert investigations would be the best way forwards. Wwhen
inevitably discovered, they lead to mistaken ideas that "contact
has been made" or that "government isg worried, knowing Something

we don't.? Should we decide regularly to investigate UFo reports,

for example, the targeted search of deep space for artificial =
signals which attracts little public Speculation. The downside,
of course, is "Roswell" with plastic kits ag visible proof of
alien capture and reverse engineering. What are US reporting and
investigation practices? ke

11. The UK air defence interest is Primarily to automate

reporting, handling and administratiop of inciden?s so that

practices necessary for handling flight safety incidents, and
botentially we could mimic them. However, a computer based system
is needed to Support accurate handling anqd recording of incidents,
and to allow €asy extraction of historical data for parliamentary
response or retrospective study. Such a system is not, per se, an
air defence requirement.

12. We therefore differ in view over responsibilities,
organisation and funding. These matters are not for the air
defence forceg alone to consider, or to utilise the output from.
Public reporting of phenomena is eéssentially government business

direct air defente interest and, on other occasions, to exclude
known air movements. Aas always, when tasked to respond, we do so
to the best of our abilities. However, PQs that ask what
similarities we have found between recent incidents and those of
years ago, or to count them, leave us embroiled in dusty
baperchases or inp making retrospective assessments of incidents
when we are not fully expert.



[ .
4

REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |




32b{ 2
REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

 UNGEESSIPIED @

oA 370/

17 June 1997

Cmd Sec(RAFLC)
Head of Sec(AS)

Copy to: APS/Secretary of State
PS/Minister (AF)
PS/Minister(DP)

PS/US of 8
Parliamentary Clerk

“lllllw,”/,AQPR(RAF)
: CPO
" \q(C, MO2 - S02 ICP/KP @

AOCIS
AOA(LC) /PR -~ CPRO
Station Commander RAF Rudloe Manor

ENQUIRIES ABOUT RAF RUDLOE MANOR

1. A meeting was held in Main Building on 29 May to discuss a
recent spate of letters from members of the public about past and
present roles of RAF Rudloe Manor, its underground complex and its
purported connection with UFO investigations. § ol l and

B BINY cpresented your respective or anisaﬁioﬁéwmﬁﬁfwéﬁmj;jﬁf
B W cttended on behalf of AOCIS and Mfor the Stn
Cdr RAF Rudloe Manor.

Aoy,

2. One of the two current correspondents, had
written broadly similar letters to § of S's office, Sec(AS) and
the Press Officer at Rudloe Manor. It was important to ensure
that MOD replies were properly coordinated and issued from as few
different offices as possible. On these subjects as on many
others, any apparent inconsistencies in the Departmental line
would be exploited.

3. It was agreed that Sec(AS) would continue to field all
correspondence relating exclusively to UFOs. Where guestions on
UFOs were mixed with other issues, Sec(AS) would normally reply on
the UFO portion and refer the remainder to the Cmd Sec for a
separate response. The two would confer when the demarcation was
unclear, and on how to handle items of Parliamentary
correspondence. A response to any request for media facilities at
Rudloe Manor would be coordinated by the Cmd Sec. AOCIS, the
Station itself and @ B @ would wish to see copies of
correspondence in any of these categories.

4, Private Offices, their Registries and other copy addressees
are requested to note these arrangements. It will be helpful if
any outgoing letters can avoid referring to other interested
divisions/departments, including mine!

UNCLASSIFIED -

aosiniCTED


The National Archives
Reports
‘Low-flying aircraft/UFOs’. Signals and reports of UFOs received by the RAF Air Defence organisation, 1990-94.
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/1
6 Jun 97

MOD Main Building Switchboard Staff
MOD Public Enguiries Office

DPR (RAF)
DPO(RAF)

AIS(Mil), LATCC West Drayton
DCMC Air Force Desk

DEDICATED TELEPHONE LINE FOR ENQUIRIES FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC
ABOUT "UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS"

Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated 19 Feb 97.

1. You may recall I wrote to you at reference (copy attached for
ease) informing you of the telephone number to be used for members
of the public wishing to leave reports of "UFOs" etc.

2. Action was taken to amend the MOD Director
dedicated telephone line for non-UFO business N and
a separate line listing the Public "UFO" enquiries telephone line
(0171 218 2140). Unfortunately we have today received our copy of
the new MOD Directory and have discovered that the Public "UFG"
telephone line number has not been included.

showing m

3. I should be grateful if you would continue to ensure that any
member of the public wishing to contact Sec(AS)2 about "UFO"
matters is put through to 0171 218 2140 only in accordance with
instructions issued at reference.

4. If there are any gqueries in resp arr
please contact me on h

Enc.

x'.{%\,
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec({AS)/64/1
19 Feb 97

MOD Main Building Switchboard Staff
MOD Public Enquiries Office

Copy to:

DPR(RAF)

DPO(RAF)

AIS{Mil), LATCC West Drayton
DCMC Air Force Desk

DEDICATED TELEPHONE LINE FOR ENQUIRIES FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC
ABOUT "UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS"
1. You will wish to be aware that with effect from 0800 hrs Thu 20 Feb, the

MOD will have a dedicated telephone line for handling enquiries and reports from
members of the public about "unidentified flying objects”.

2. Queries will usually be handled through an answerphone system, which will
briefly set out the MOD's fimited interest in this subject, and invite members of the
public to leave reports if appropriate. The answerphone will be switched on from
0800-1700 hrs and will be continuously monitored. Any "UFO" calls received
outside these hours must continue to be handied by the DCMC ir: the usual manner,
in the event there may be genuine air defence implications of a more terrestrial

nature.

3. The dedicated "UFQ" number will be: 0171 218 2140. All members of the
public wishing to be put through to the "UFO" desk should be connected only to
this number. Press enquiries should be directed towards the RAF Press Desks.
Although | will continue to oversee queries of this nature, the separate telephone
line | have acquired for handling the major part of my work {the non-'UFQ'-related
duties) must not be given to members of the ublic or Press enquiring about
"UFOs". Members of the public not content with an answerphone and insisting on
speaking to a member of staff should be firmly advised that "UFO" business is only
handled from the number given above.

4, Officials who wish to speak to a desk officer in Sec(AS) about "UFO"
business can of course be advised of my alternate number below. If you have

queries in respect of these new arrangements please contact me onl§
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ANNEX A TO \ST =
SOP 502
_TEPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT e
A. Date, Time & 192240Dec 92, first.sighting.
Duration of sighting 2000050ec 92 second sighting.
B. Description of Object Light with mustard coloured glow
(No of objects, size, Two distinct objects

shape colour, brightness)

C. “ Location, indoor/outdoor, Qutdoors
stationary, moving

D. How Observed {naked eye, Binoculars
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie}

First: N of Orion towards that constellation

E. Direction in which object Zig Zag by one object overtaking the other.
be more useful than a badly Second sighting: Reverse of first, west of
estimated bearing) ~ Mars hdg N. Covered 25% of sky in 6 secs.

F. Angle of sight (Estimated Estimated at 35,000 fi.

heights are unreliable)

AN TS R

G. Distance (By reference to a N/A
known landmark)

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

J Met Conditions during observations Clear
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, N/A
high voltage 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
floodlights or night lighting)

L. To whom reported (Police, . S :oinburgh police
military, press etc) Portobello Police stn.

Name and Address of informant
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Background of Informant that
may be volunteered

mateur astronomer.

Other Witnesses

No

Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR)

200100 Dec 92

Any Unusual Meteorological
Conditions

No

Remarks:

Police said informant was sober and
sensible.

Date: 20 dec 92

Distribution:

Sec(AS)2, Rm 8247 MB
AEW/GE, Rm 4217, MB

DI 55, Rm 7/17, Metropole Bidg
File AF Ops/2/5/1
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EPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, Time &
Duration of sighting

1421002 Dec (about) R
approximately 2 minutes .

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

pinky red, then brilliant pinky red,
changed to triangle shape

then round light, went vertical
and disappeared.

C. Location, indeor/outdoor,
stationary, moving

standing on the path outside

D. How Observed {naked eye,
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

naked eye.

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

Seen towards Mitcham from Croydon
&

F. Angte of sight (Estimated Low in sky
heights are unreliable} s .
G. Distance (By reference to a NK

known landmark)

H. Movements (Changes in EF & H
may be of more use than
estimates of course and speed)

Going in different directions then
went vertically upwards and
disappeared

J Met Conditions during observations
{Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

No stars, overcast

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,
high voltage 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
floodlights or night lighting)

Two chimneys , old Croydon power
station. Now lit by two yelliow lights -
on top

L To whom repoﬂed {Police,
military, press elc)

M. Name and Addreés of Informant

i?ixw

1o bid 1392

Only Alr Force Ops




Background of informant that

REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

aged en anything

Conditions

may be volunteered like it betore

Other Witnesses One other - GGG
West Croydon

Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR) 14214527 Dec

Any Unusual Meteorological No moon

Remarks: Sounded sensible chap, genuine
not drunk or anything like that.
Amazed by what he had seen
Date: 14 Dec 92
Distribution:

Sec(AS)2, Rm 8247 MB
AEW/GE, Rm 4217, MB

D155, Rm 7/17, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/5/1
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

ANNEXATO - { ‘5
SOP 502 \5 /

A Date, Time & 302000Z NOV 92.
Duration of sighting 302030Z NOV 92,

B. Description of Object Size of moon(football),not cloud, several shades
lighter,not bright, appeared to have appearance
of WWII searchlight but from above clouds.

C. Location, indoor/outdoor, Viewer in car travelling along B road between

stationary, moving Newport Pagnall and Tatallend. Stopped car and
watched frpm roadside

D. How Observed (naked eye, Naked eye

binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)
E. Direction in which object North from position.
first seen (a landmark may
be more useful than a badly
edtimated bearing)

F. Angle of sight (Estimated .70 degree to 20 degree.

heights are unreliable) ‘
G. Distance (By reference to a N/K
known landmark) -

H. Movements (Changes in E,F & H Movell right to left and straight up always moving in
may be of more use than straight lines, very fast..
estimates of course and speed)

J Met Conditions during observations Crystal clear night few odd clouds

{Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)
K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, None
high voltage 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
floodlights or night lighting)
L. To whom reported {Police, Asked Police who directed to AFOPS

military, press etc)




REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCU

Name and Address of Informant

Background of Informant that
may be votunteered '

Housewife.

Other Witnesses

.6 year old son who when they arrived home
immediately pulled out book and showed mum picture of
Haleys Comet. .

Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR) .302045Z Nov 92.

Any Unusual Meteoroidgical .None

Conditions

Remarks:
Date: 30 Nov 92
Distribution:

Sec(AS)2, Rm 8247 MB
AEW/GE, Rm 4217, MB

DI 55, Rm 7/17, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/5/1 ‘




k. TO WHOM REPORTED (Police, uilitary orgsnisstions, the press ste).

A.C. & Rasengssets

1. HNAME AND ADDRESS OF INFORMANT

m.

'
“
7 B

n. OTHER WITNESSES

Nodu

o, DATE ARD TIME OF BRECEIPT
23 nlsu

2.1 3=

be telephoned immediately to AIS (Military), LATCC on

The completed form is to be despatched to:

Ministry of Defence {AF0)
RAF Main Building ‘
Whitehall :

LONDON

SW1

- Manchester vt \fom‘\ufo.doc' 8.11.88
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c. EXACT POSITION OBSERV’KD (Geographical location, indoors or outdoors, stationsry or moving).

LT

8. DIRECTIOK IN WHICH OBJRCT WAS FIRST SEER (A landmark way be more useful than a badly
‘ L sstimated bearing).

qm.-..; cf Nowey v BLAAL(“Q..
FA&-GW( S :-g. GAsS

£. ARGLE OF SIGHT (Rstimated heights are unx.inbh).

oviA WeaAd

8. DISTANCE (By refersace to a known landmark wheraver possible).

Wit ¥ Bnuilos o Toweh
By - 7 My

h, MOVEMENTS (Chenges in %, ¥, G say bs of moxe ues than estimstes of course snd speed).

JPTO




ANNEX A _TO
S0P 50
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Al Date, Time % 171700Z Nov 92
Duration of Sighting Approx 60 seconds

B. Description of 0Object One large, cross—shaped, yellow
(Np of ohjects: size, object with about 40 lights
shape. ctolour, brighitness) (slightly hazysl.

c. Location, indoar/outdoor, A417 Birdlip bypass

stationary/moving

D. How Observed (naked gye, Naked eye
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie

E. Direction in which object Retween Birdlip and Andoverford
first seen (A landmark may
be more uwuseful than 3 badly e
estimated bearing) )

F. Angle of Sight (Estimated 43 degrees
heights are unreliable?

G. Distance (By reference to a About 1 mile left of car, which
known landmark : was travelling south,
H. Movements (Changes in E. F & © 8till

may be of more use than
estimates of course and speed)

J. Met Conditions during Observations Clear night
(Moving «louds. haze, mist ete)

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, Possible radioc mast

high voltage lines, reservoir. lake and power lines

etc ov dam., swamp or marsh. tviver,

high buildings. tell chimneys.

steeples. spires, TV or radioc masts.

airfields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
flpodlights or night lighting)?




L. To whom teported (Police, Duty Officer at RAF Lyneham
military. press etc) ; and DCON at High Wycombe.

M. Name % Address of Informant

Cirencester

N. Background of Informant that Nil
may he volunteered :

0. Other Witnesses iZ2-year—-old daughter
é P, “Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR)Y 1721007 Nov 92
Q. Any Unuswal Meteorological None

Conditions

R. Remarks: Nil

Date: 17 Nov 92
Distribution:

Sec (AS)Y2, Rm 8247, MB
AEW/SE, Rm 4217, MB

DI 55, Rm 7/17, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/5/1




Date, Time &
Duration of sighting

071830 Nov 92
approx 2 - 3 minutes

Description of Object

Green glow, triangu!ar in

{No of objects, size, shape
shape colour, brightness)
Location, indoor/outdoor, Qutside

stationary, moving

Object moving E-W

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

Naked Eye

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

Above Craigshilt NT 0668
Sheet OS 65

Angle of sight (Estimated
heights are unreliable)

Thought A/C but no noise -
Angle not given

Distance (By reference 1o a
known landmark)

Not given

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

East - West

Met Conditions during observations
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

Clear, cold night

Nearby Obijects (Telephone lines,
high voltage 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
flogdlights or night lighting)

Clear of objects

To whom reported (Police,
military, press etc)

Police. Police relayed info to AFOps
as -\ot on telephone.

Name and Address of informant

one
Waest Lothian
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N. Background of Informant that None
may be volunteered

0. Other Witnesses None

P. Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR) 181710Z Nov 92

Q Any Unusual Meteorological None
Conditions
R. Remarks: About a week ago, a newspaper carried a report of

a "green glow" in the sky.

Date: 18 Nov 92
Distribution:

Sec(AS)2, Rm 8247 MB
AEW/GE, Rm 4217, MB ./
DI 55, Rm 7/17, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/5/1
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

i e M Vo

A. pate, Time %
puration of Sighting

1402927 Nov 92

farflpgseconds

Like half a tennis ball (yellow.
juminous) with stubby cone on the back.
Generally luminous yellow

B. pescription of Ob ject
{No of objects: iz,
shapes colouT brightness)
c. Locations indoor/outdoor:

stationary/moving

— -

Over Tyne river

D. How Observed (naked sye. Naked eye
binoculars, other pptical
device, still or mavie
E. pirection in which object Travelling North to South

first seen (A landmark may
be more useful than a badly
estimated bearing)

F. Angle of Sight (Estimated
heights are unreliablel

Slightly over the horizontal

G. Distance (By reference to 3 Difficult to assess — ob ject appeared
known landmartk to be over city
H. Movements ({hanges in E, F&§6 Travelling very tast
may be of more usg than
estimates of course and speed)
J. Met Conditions during Observations Clear night
(Moving clouds. haze, mist etc)
T Nearby Objects (Telephone 1ines: Nil “‘
high wvdltage lines, reservoir, lake
etc or dam, swamp OT marsh, river,

high phuildings. tall chimnays.

TV or radio masts, ' .

steeples, spires.
airfields, generating plant.
factories, pits oF other sites with

$lpodlights oT night lighting)?




Informant

M. Backgrauﬁﬁ'of;IﬁFormant that
may be volunteered

Taxi dtiﬁéf
Not drunk

O. Other Witnesses

2 passengéré[sam ob ject

Nov Oruwk wthty
P. Date, Time of Reteipt (in AFOR) 1513407 Nov 92
Q. Any Unusual Meteorological None
Conditions
R. Remarks: Nil

Date: 19 Nov 22
pDistribution:

gec (AS)2, Rm 8247, MB

AEW/BE, Rm 4217, MB

D1 55. Rm 7/17, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/5/1




S i s, Mmoo A 48 O e b e e o e et e i e

PO~ =~ - S~

. AT B, A AT I




-4

4 93"5 &

{15107

IKE HOT AIR BALLOOW.
SARTEN

B

- ..,‘,' v

BRIGHT
SUEBEX

HEoL

REA COH

12/01 15539

i



0

(e4e @2/ 1045 3OTLO4BY

AL 3
B GBbEhUER wlTNEqahD aF
GIMILAR TO THE NGRTHFh : INNER
VIBRATION
TQKENCHURLH PQHT
HAKET! EYE
E. NORTH L
F o HEIGHT UF ﬂkhIﬁL TOWER
. HALF A R

QRGR%UE‘_ o Hhﬁh

[LOKEN AGED 8 AND 9 YEARS




12/0% 15838

ﬁYﬁ@éﬁ 02/1128 30TCE549.

FUR Cvﬁ

T TS e, s e o

ot A i R N1 S VR i e At e T

i

&

3w ifz;*@ T0
o ‘E'Tfuéxﬂ‘( :
“ i..LF' ﬁF\ i::!(“(




REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

ANNEX ATO
SOP 502

Date, Time &
Duration of sighting

011840 Nov 92
approx one minute

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

one triangular-shaped black
object shrouded in a cloud

Location, indoor/outdoor, Stationary/Outdoors
stationary, moving (in garden)
How Observed (naked eye, Naked Eye
binocul*ars, other optical

device, still or movie)

Direction in which object South

first seen (a landmark may

be more useful than a badly

estimated bearing)

Angle of sight (Estimated N/K
heights are unrefiable)

Distance (By reference to a N/K

known landmark)

Movements (Changes in EJF & H
may be of more use than
estimates of course and speed)

Moved south to North at a
constant slow speed.

Met Conditions during observations
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

Slightly cloudy

Nearby Objects {Telephone lines,
high voltage 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
floodlights or night lighting)

Nil i

To whom reported (Police,
military, press etc)

Police then AFOR

Name and Address of informant

!u;!'or! e
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N. Background of Informant that
may be votunteered ' :

Nit volunteered

0. Other Witnesses

wie

P. Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR)

011920 Nov 92

Q Any Unusual Meteorological None '
Conditions
R.  Remarks: Pexpressed a
. esire to be informed if
the MOD couid offer any
possible explanation of this
sighting

Date: 1 Nov 92
Distribution:

Sec(AS)2, Rm 8247 MB
AEW/GE, Rm 4217, MB ,
D155, Rm 7/17, Metropote Bidg
File AF Ops/2/5/1
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYINS OBJECT é;(j’

e s o i s i e e S S 3 S o i o S o et S i 7 2 S S o s i i i S A o, SR S o /

e
A, Date. Time % 282210 local time Aug 2
Duration of Sighting approx 5-0 minutes
B. Description of Object Approx 20 to 30 hazry white lights

{(No of objects, size,
shape, colours, brightness)

c. Location. indoor/autdoor, Stationary/Outdoors
stationary/moving

D. How Observed (naked #yes Naked eye
binoculars., other optical
device, still or movie

E. Direction in which object N/K
first seen (A landmark may
be more useful than & badly
estimated bearing? .

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

. Distance (By reference to a Approx 100 yards
known landmark

H. Movements (Changes in E, F & 4 3Stayed stationary, then
may be of more use than disappeared svddenly.
estimates of course and speed)

L Met Conditions during Observations Haze
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, Nil

high voltage lines, rteservoir. lake

etc or dam, swamp or marsh, river,

high duildings, tall chimneys.

‘steeples, spires, TV or radio masts,
airtields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)




To whom reported (Police, PFolices then AFOR
militarys press etc) ,

REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

M. Name % Address of Informant
§ Iw St
Reading
Berks
N. Background of Informant that Nil Volunteered

may be wvolunteered

a. Other Witnesses , There were several other
witnesses including brother—in-law

P. Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR) 2822407 Aug g2

a. Any Unusual Meteorological NMone
Conditions

| R. Remarks: Brother—in—-law also saw same
' lights but he said they seemed
to follow him as he drove along
in his car and they stopped when
he came to a halt — then moved
on with him when he drove on again

Date: 28 Aug 92

~Distribution:

' Sec(ASY2, Rm 8247, MB
" AEW/DE, Rm 4217, MB
DI 55 Rm 7/17. Me

File AF Ops/2/5
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REPORT. OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING

08JECT

Date, Time &

162330 local time Aug 72

high voltage lines, reservoir,

etc or dams, swamp or marsh,
high buildings.
steeples, spires,
airfields,
factories,

A.
Duration of Sighting approx 10 minutes

B. Description of Object Brighthlight behind clouds
(No of objects. size, changed shape as it moved due
shape; colour, brightness) to line of sight

C. Laocation, indoovr/outdoor, Stationary in parked car and also
stationary/maving when out of car

D. How Observed (naked eye. Naked eye
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie

E. Dirvection in which object From Thatto Heath Reservoir
first seen (A landmark may towards St Helens
be more vuseful than a hadly
estimated bearing)

F. Angle of Sight (Estimated 35 deg to vverhead
heights are unreliable)

G. Distance (By reference to a From Thatto Heath Reservoir
known landmark to St Helens

H. Movemants (Changes in E, F & G West to East then hovered
may be of more use than East to West then hovered
estimates of course and speed) departed Easterly direction

. Met Coﬁﬁitinns during Observations Cloudy
{Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, Alongside Thatto Heath

Iake Reservoir

river,

tall chimnays.

TV or radio masts,
generating plant,

pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)




'St Helens
Lancs.

N. Background of Informant that - Computer Engineer -
may be volunteered

0. Other Witnesses

Helens

P. Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR) 170020L Aug 92

Q. Any Unusual Meteorolngical - None

Conditions
R. Remarks: ,Qjﬁl_ B Had been drinking (alcohol free

lager) with friend. Sounded a bit
L.arry Grayson ’‘ish.

Date: 1& Aug 92
Distribution:

Sec(AS)2:; Rm 8247, MB
AEW/BE, Rm 4217, MB

D1 535, Rm 7/17, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/5/1




(RPPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIE

o s 0

Date, Time % . ~
DU?ation*DP'Sighting*ﬁTw”r

162255 local time Aug 72
apﬁrQXjﬁ spconds '

pescription of ob ject
(No of objects. sizes
shape, colouT: brightness)

e —-—-—.———.——-—.—o.—.—.—.—.——-—“_.—.——.— e o o it

Location. iﬁdocr/uutdoor,
statinnarg/moving

Everything 1it up ~
MushrToom shape — oblong

et o 0 ....-—-—..-..—-a—‘.-_..-.a.—.-.-.—._..__.-.—.—.—m—.—-.—-.—-———c——-u———-‘—..—.

gutdoor—walking nome

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

Naked eye

pDivection in which object
first seen (A t1andmark may

be more useful than a badly

estimated bearing)

gauth to North

Angle of Sight (Estimated
heights are unreliable) ‘

Nagne given

pistance (By reference to a

Kknown 1andmark

NA

Movements (Changes in E» F &6 pNone given

may be of morve use than

estimates of course and speed)

Met Conditions during Onservations None given
(Moving clouds. haze, mist etc)
(Moving tlouds: haze, mist etec?

Nearby Ob jects (Telephone lines, Pitch black — Mo street
high voltage lines. reservoir, lake lights ovm anything

etc or dam, swamp or marsh

airfields, generating plant
factories, pits oT other si
Fluadlights or night lighting?

tes with

river:
high huildings. tall chimneys.
steeples spires. TV or radio masts,




N. Background of Informant that - gaw something similar late
may be wvolunteered last September which lasted
. S longer and went East to West

0. Other Witnesses None '

P.  Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR) 1623250 Aug 92

Q. Any Unusual Meteorological - None
Conditions

L\ : : B

1t disappeared behind hills
going towards Chester - must
have hit the ground somewhare.
It was not a UFO0. It was either
a satellite or meteorite burning
up in the earths atmosphere.”

R. Remarkg{;y,,

Date: 16 Aug 72
Distribution:

Sec(AS)2, Rm 8247, MB
AEW/BE, Rm 4217, MB

DI 55, .Rm 7/17, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/5/1




lL.ocations indoor/mutdaor, Outdoor
stat1onarg/mnv1ng

How Observed (naked eye, ‘ Naked eye

D.
binoculars, uther optxcal
devxcgg stxll or movze

E. Dxrection in whxch bJect v“"‘EaSt

F. Nonggiven

G. NK

H. Movements (Changés in E; F &?Gj Stationary
may be of more use than i F
estimates of course and speed)

J. Met Conditions during Observations Clear
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)
(Movxng clouds, haze, mist etc)

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines. Nothing

high voltage lines, resgrveir, lake
etc or dam. swamp oramarsh,‘ river,
' Jd1ngs; tall c 1mnegs, :

masts,

airt alds:”‘ ng p
factories,. . _,',ther sites mzth
Floodl;ghts or nzght 11ght1ng)
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ANNEX A TO
SOP 502

e T TNES DBJECT

A, Date, Time % 042345-030001 Aug 92 Local
Duration of Sighting approx 30 secs
B. Description of Object Very bright light -~
(No of objects, size, rather like a star
shape, colour, brightness)
€. Location. indoor/outdoor, Outdoor
stationary/moving
D. How Observed (naked eye. Naked eye
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie
E. Dirvection in which object South East
first seen (A landmark may
be more useful than a badly ;
estimated bearing) N
T
F. Angle of Sight (Estimated 43 degrees
heights are unreliable)
G. Distance (By reference to a- NKb
known landmark ~
H. Movements (Changes in E, F & & North West
may be of more use than
estimates of course and speed)
J. Met Conditions during Observations Slight cloud towards Oxford
(Mpving clouds: haze, mist ete)
(Maving clouds, haze, mist etc}
K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, Nathing
high voltage lines, reservoir. lake
etc or dam., swamp or marsh. river,
‘high buildings, tall chimneys,
. steeples, spires, TV or dio masts; I
-~ airfields, generating plant, ' e .
factories:, pits or other sites wzth % ‘f ‘ R

»flondlxghts or n:ght lzghtxng)




- * PO TR e . o oot ———t i 2o

‘L. To whom Teported (Police, RAF West Drayton
tary, press etc) ' =

REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

M. Name: % Addfess of Informant

N. Background of Informant that -
may be wvolunteered

0. Dthgrﬁwitnesses }Girlfriend

P. Date, Time af Receipt (in ﬁFDR) 031820L Aug 92

Q. Any Unusual Meteorological ~ None

Conditions
R. Remarks: In?ormant estimates object to have been hetmeen 8 and 195

ileS”high and calculates speed to-have been between

Date: 5 Aug 92

Distribution:

Sec(AS)2, Rm 8247, MB
. AEW/GE. Rm 4217,
' DI ’551
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ANNEX A5TO
S0P 502, 7 &
SR

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

anin e o A1 A dn S YO o o o A M e S TR € (b e SRAHS Db o AR e A et e S . b A S O . ST M s i

A Date, Time & 23 Jul =22 0022 hrs
Duration of Sighting 3-4 Seconds
B. Description of 0Object Four objects, parallel
(No of objects, size, Bigger than a star
shape, colour, brightness) Soft glow
<. l.ocation, indoor/outdoor, Butdoors on patio, stationary

stationary/moving

. How Observed (naked eye, Naked eye
binoculars, other optical
device, s%ill or movie

it

£, Dirvection in which object South East
tirst seen (A landmark may
be more useful than a badly
estimated bearing)

pa

s

Pra

F. Angle of Sight (Estimated 4'3 d%grees
Weights are unreliable)

G. Distance (By reference to a NA
known landmark

H. Movements (Changes in E. F % G Bouth East to NMorth West
may be of more use Than 435 toe 13% degrees

estimates of course and speed? Ervatic movements

J Met Conditions during Observations Clear sky
(Mowving clouds, haze, mist etc)
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines. Plane moving in the sky about
high voltage lines, reservoir, lake 15 degrees lower and much
etc or dam, swamp or marsh, Tiver, slower
high buildings. tall chimneys.
steeples, spires, TV or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)




REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

e o i v Ame S e i o o 44D 0 0 Sl S ot AR o B S Nt PR i B S o W i b | S s b
N s et e e S o S PO A NS S ok W i N P A o B At e Bk e i Wt .

To whom Teported (Police, East Midlands Airport
L military, press etc) RAF Coningshy
RAF Scampton

ﬂ‘ Name & Address of Informant
cunthorpe
South Humberside
M. Background of Informant that - Farmer

may be volunteered

Q. Other Witnesses None

P. Date, Time o0f Receipt (in AFOR) 2350120l Jul 92

a. Any Unusual Meteorological - None
Conditions

R. Remarks:

Date: 23 Jul 92
Distribution:

Sec (AS)2, Rm 8247, MB

AEW/GE, Rm 4217, MB

DI 55, Rm 7717, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/5/1
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} UNCLASSE I FIED é
: ”

FOR CYD
ROUTINE 22074072 JUN 92 C:M‘i?
.

Fron RaF WEST DRAYTOM
T FODLUK ALR

UNMCLASSIFIETD
GiL Z6F

SURJECT: AERIAL PHENOMENA.

§ A. 18 Jup ~ 2317.
| B. ONE QRJECT, CIRCLE SHAPED, ARBER IM COLOUR, INMTENSE ﬁRI@ﬁTNE§§,

? C. TWICKENHAM, INDOORS, STATIUOMARY. ) ?

. MAKED EYE. e

E. EAST. ; :

F.o1y - 26 NEGREES ) |
! H. FOUVEMEMNT - STATIOMNARY FOLLOWEDR RBY HIGH GREED DEPARTURE, BRIGHTHESS
O FaDED. i
Do, DLEAR WITH OCCASIOMAL DLOUn.

| D AND D RAEWEST LEAYTON, @
; | TWICKENHAR, -
0. NIL §

g FAGE 2 REDAID ¢06l UNCLAS
CF. 2L JUN F2. 2059

LOBRT
NIGTRIBUTION  Z&F
!ZT
CAR 1 SEC(AS) ﬂﬁTIgﬁ“(,SXJ 1 aFng o

LY (R ) GE/Avaaﬁg
LAV R L) i -
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s (a

R%%%RT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYINSG OBJECT

e o . i o i i o S St S T W S e g id D Ao W A ik AR T . o et e TR $e i W W h  r Somt

A.  Date, Time % 13 June 92 2000 hrs
Duration of Sighting 13 Seconds
B. Description of 0Object One obyect. Large tound ball, grey

{No of obhgjects, size.
shape, colaour, brightness)

Location, indoor/ocutdoor. Loddington on Porch of house
stationary/moving

[}

B. How Observed {(naked eye, Naked eye
binocwulars., other optical
device, still or movie

E. Direction in which object North
tirst seen (A landmark may
he more useful than a badly
estimated bearing)

s,

F. Angle aFusgght (Estimated 303 degrees
heights are unreliable)

&. Distance (By reference to 2 MK
known landmark

H. Movements (Changes in E, F & ¢ South to North dipped towards
may be of more use than horizon estimate 450 mph
estimates of course and speed)

J. Met Conditions during Observations Sunny & clear sky
(Moving clouds: haze, mist etc)
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

K. Nearby Obgjects (Telephone lines, Nil

high voltage lines, reservoir, lake
etc or dam: swamp or marsh, rviver,
high buildings, tall chimneys.
steeples, spires, TVY or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,
factoriess, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)’




REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

s whom reported (Folice,
military. press eto?

Civilian Police Kettering A Stn

M. Mame % aAddress of Informant

N Background of Informant that
may be voluntesred

Nurseryman. Long time aircraft
enthusiast. Father was in RAF

Conditions

0. Other Witnesses m
. Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR) 1322092 Jun 92
Q. Any. Unusual Meteorological - None

R. Remarks:

States is on flight path of low
flying a/c and is used to them
Ob ject made no sound

Date: =27 May 92
Distribution:

Sec(AS5)Y2, Rm 8247, MB

AEW/BE, Rm 4217, MB

DI 5%, Rm 7/17, Metropole Bldg
File AF Ops/2/35/1
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B

ANNEX A TO

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING O8JECT { ‘}3

A, Date, Time %
Duration of Sighting

_____ 1 ™y
Wiy
", o
27 May 22 1743 - 17350
2 Minutes f)

B. Description of 0bject
{No of obgjects, size,
shape, colour, brightness)

C. Location: indoor/outdoor,
stationary/moving

One object. 4" Diam solid orange
tylinder in shape

Princess Mary St Halton

G How Observed (naked esye. Naked eye then binoculars
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie

E. Direction in which object In line with Chiltern on A4011

first seen (A landmark may
be more useful than a badly
gstimated bearing?

F. Angle of Sight (Estimated
heéights are unreliable?

G. Distance (By reference to a
known landmark

Approx 2 miles

H. Movements (Changes in E,
may be of more use than
gstimates of

F &G

rourse and speed)

NE to SW curving towards Stoke
Mandeville

o Met Conditions during Observations
(Moving clouds. haze.
{(Moving clouds, haze,

mist etc)
mist etc)

Sunny & clear sky

K. Nearby Objects
high voltage lines.
ete or dam, swamp or marsh,
high buildings.
steeples, spires.
airfields,
factories,

{Telephone lines,
TResSETVOLIT,
Tiver
tall chimneys,

TV or radio masts,
generating plant,

pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)

None
lake




L. To whom reported (Police, PWHQ at 57C
military, press Etﬁf

EDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

M. Name % Address of Informant

M. Background of Informant that —- None given.
may be wvolunteered

a. Other UWitnesses
P. Date, Time of Receipt (in AFOR) 2717057 May 92
Q. Any Unusual Meteorological - <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>