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AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION T

Applicant:_

Case Number: 26-11-2007-085625-001 Expiry: 24 Dec 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copy of MoD responses to FOI requests 08-10-2007-090830-001 and 07-11-
2007-155411-001

Case for release of information

There is no objection to the release of this material.
Some personal information has been withheld under exemption s.40

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to release the aforementioned information




From:%
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial} 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office@maod.
Our Reference
Merton Abbey 26-11-2007-085625-001
London Date
20 December 2007

peor EEETRD

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 25 November 2007 asking
for copies of the MoD responses to FOI requests 08-10-2007-090830-001 and 07-11-2007-
155411-001.

I attach copies of the relevant responses. You will note that some personal details such as names
and addresses have been withheld under exemption 5.40 (Personal Information) of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apRly for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://'www.informationcommisgioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































=UUTTRERLY 19

ATIN OF:

SUPJECT:

10:

. found where the object had been sighted on the grounc.

. cD

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE AT
HEADQUARIERS B1ST COMSAT SUPPURT CRCUP (USAFE) -'}":4'3 ‘-@lr'i-ir'%‘a.'f':\.
APO MEW YORX 07758 f\. s

-y -‘-- o

Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC _
. Eariy in the morning of 27 Dec 80 tapproxima;ely 0300L), two USAF

security police patrolmen saw unusual 1ights outside the back gate at .
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have-crashed or been forced :
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief respended and allowed thres pztrelmen o pro-
ceed on foet. The individuals reported seeing 2 strangs glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three ma2ters across the
basc and approximztely two meters high. It jl1luminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had 2 pulsing red light on top and
a bank{s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the patrolmen approached the cbject, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappaared. At this time the animals on a nearby ferm went inlc a
frenzy. -Th2 object vias briefly sighted approximately an hour laler nzer
the back gete. :

Lol 1]

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" in diametar were

The follewing
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Ueta/gamuma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgzns were récorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A nezrby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the sice of the tree

toward the depressions.

3. Later in the night & red sun-like light was se2n through the trees.

It nmoved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off glowing
particles and then broke into five separate white obiects end then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like chjecls were noticec

in the sky, two objects to ths rorth and one to the south, all of which
were about 100 off the horizon. The objects wioved repidly in sharp énguler
movements and displaved red, green and bluelights. The cbjects to the
north appeared .to be etliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circlies. The objects to the.north rémained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time.to tine. HNumerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aetivities in paragraphs

2 and 3.

CHRARLES 1. BALT, Lt Col, USAF
Depuly Case Commencer
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REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT]
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The Lord Hill-Norton - ~ To ask Her. Majesty's Government

whether the Ministry of Defence
replied to the 1981 memorandum from
Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, which
reported the presence of an
unidentified craft that had landed in
close proximity to RAF Bentwaters and
RAF Woodbridge, witnessed by United
States Air Force personnel; and if
not, why not. ([31st July]

The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government how
the radiation readings reported to the
Ministry of Defence by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt in his memorandum
dated 13th January 1981 compare to the

normal levels of background radiation
in Rendelsham Forest. [31lst July]

ANSWER
(The Lord Gilbert)

The memorandum, which reported observations of unusual lights in
the sky, was assessed by staff in my Department responsible for
air defence matters. Since the judgement was that it contained

nothing of defence significance no further action was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the radiation
readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt. From a Defence
perspective, some 16% years after the alleged events, there is no

requirement to carry out such an assessment now.

Ministry of Defence

August 1997 0861I1/08621
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From: RSN L

Sent: 09 August 2007 14:33

To: TGN

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST - 06-08-2007-142629-001

Do SESTERED

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 4 August 2007 asking whether
the internal review into a Freedom of Information request from a member of the public (as
mentioned in an e-mail of 29 November 2006) upheld the original MoD decision.

I can confirm that it did.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be

<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> "

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
London

SW1A ?HB

09/08/2007



Page 1 of 2
Ob— O ZopR — g2 629~ I

| ecionio | “r Tdp 7

From: T

Sent: 04 August 2007 09:07

(O cion 0|

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 03-08-2007-110116-004

Thank you for this reply, stating that Section 40 (Personal Information) preiludes release of the response to

the internal review mentioned in your 29 November 2006 (11:35) email to Without releasing
a copy of the response itself, are you able to say whether or not the review upheld the original decision, or led
to the release of any further documents? If so, please let me know. But if you believe this too is covered by
Section 40, | shall take the matter no further.

 look forward to hearing from you in due course on the other matters raised in my emait to you dated 3 July
2007 (15:22). While the overall aim of this email was to set up a consistent and mutually-convenient
consultation process in respect of any FOI requests that might be categorised as "personal requests”, | am
not sure | entirely agree that these matters were not themselves RFls. To clarify, if any further FOI requests
have been received that fall within the scope of paragraphs 3 and paragraphs 4 a, b and ¢ of my 3 July email,
| would want to see copies of them and of any related documentation.

Best wishes,

Sent: Friday, August 03, 2007 11:35 AM
Subject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 03-08-2007<110116-004

Deor SRR

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 3 July 2007 asking for copies of the
response to an internal review undertaken by the Directorate of Information Exploitation into a
Freedom of Information request from a member of the public, as mentioned in an e-mail from
DAS-FOI dated 29 November 2006. You also raised a number of other matters that were not
requests for information. These will be dealt with separately in due course.

The Freedom of Information Act 2000 is designed to cover information held by public bodies.
However, the results of any internal review conducted at the request of a member of the public, are
a private matter between the MoD and the individual. The information you request is therefore
withheld under exemption s.40 (Personal Information).

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting
the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitchall, SW1A 2HB
(e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made
within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to
an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.

06/08/2007
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.Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal

review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk <http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> "

Finally, please accept my apologies for the delay in responding to your request. It had been hoped
to respond to all the matters that you raised in your e-mail in the same response, but unfortunately
this has not been possible due to pressure of work, hence the delay.

DAS-FQ
05-H
MoD Main Building
London

SWI1A 2HB

06/08/2007
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From: TR

Sent: 08 August 2007 16:02

Subject: Release-Authorised: FOI Request - 07-08-2007-101513-001

i am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’ seen on 4 August 2007, and your
request for information on this particular sighting. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence
for correspondence relating to ‘UFO’s.

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

The Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFQ/flying saucer’ matters or the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally open-
minded. | should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these
alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, and the guestion of ahy other member of the public reporting the
incident to this office, | can confirm that no other reports were received regarding your incident, but one other
report was received for the same date from Hemel Hempstead in Hertfordshire.

| hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. if informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the Director
of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD @ mod.uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which
the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been completed.
Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's
website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1
5t Flgor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SWi1A 2HB

E.mail - das-ufo-office @ mod.uk

08/08/2007
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From:

Sent: 07 August 2007 10:18

To:

Subject: : ritten request PS 07-08-2007-101513-001
Categories: FOI Information Request

RFI aSsigned as requested.

Regards

FgI He!pgesk

————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.ukl]
Sent: 06 August 2007 20:26

To: Info-Access-0Office
Subject: FOI written request PS 07—08—2007-101513-001”

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday, August &, 2007
at 20:26:04

txttitle:

txtfirstnam

txtlagtname:

txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: Sheffield

txtstatecountry: South Yorkshire

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I am sending this to yvou as not sure were else to send it, have e-
mailed 2 local radio stations but have had now response.

We live in Shefield and on Saturday 4th August around 10.45 we spotted 2 strange
obie i sk followed by 3 offiers. We can only describe them as very bright
fire coloured, spinning and moving very fast across the gky, when locking through
binocculars it was like looking into a light shade and seeing the bulb.

There was no engine noise at. all.

We are genuine people and were very curious. We wondered if you have any other. reports
for the game evening.

We would appreciate if this is not the correct department, that you forward it on,
Thank You. '

We wait in anticipation




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION \bg:,. i
Applicant: BTN
Case Number: 24-07-2007-124317-002 Expiry: 14 Aug 07

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copies of sighting reports and correspondence for UFOs in Scotland 1999-
2007

Case for release of information

There is no reason to withhold the information.

A small amount of information that could identify the individual has been
withheld under exemption s.40(Personal Information)

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to release the aforementioned information to the
Applicant.




From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephcne {Direct dial) 0207218 2140

{Switchboard)
{Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.

Qur Reference
24-07-2007-124317-002
Date

8 August 2007

Further to my letter of 26 July 2007 enclosing copies of photographs of alleged
UFOs, please find attached the remaining letter that I promised.

A small amount of information such as names, addresses, and telephone numbers has been
removed under exemption s.40 (Personal Information). I have also withheld other personal
information that could be used to identify the individual under the same exemption.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
_your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
'possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may ap}ﬂly for an independent internal review by

contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,

SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must

be made within two calendar months of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution

has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,




|REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT]

Sir;

I have been browsing here and there in your much publicised 400 page
“Freedom of Information™ and feel impelled to comment, after MANY years of
actual involvement one to one...with what we still call “UFO™s

although I now feel that “The Visitors” would be a more apt

description. _

In March 1960 I was a humble ' GEESEEE® : on my local GERE——S
@y debit”,and crossing a railway bridge in the town. My left eye

was caught by a glint in the bright, clear, cold, and windy sky.I looked

at it and saw a “cigar” shaped object apparently hovering at about a
thousand feet. T looked hard at it and decided it was an aircraft

fighting a very strong wind from the north east.A young man passed by,
pushing his bike. I asked him if he thought the object was a “plane. He looked,
and said ves,it WAS a “plane. Satisfied,] walked on. The word “flying
saucer” has flicked across my mind but was dismissed. I'd read about such
in the press etc,,bad an open mind about it. Five years in the wartime

RAF had given me much food for thought subsequently. Why not? 1

had been, still am, an “expert” on aircraft recognition. Prewar 1 was

in the AIR TRAINING CORP and stationed on an aircratt Factory

roof at Fareham,|where I worked at 16,as its “spotter”, during the early
war years, 1 pressed the buzzer and got some 100 workers into our shelter
as the sound and then the brief glimpse of two Junkers JU 88s breaking
low cloud was followed by bomb explosions and then AA batteries. ..too
late! HMS COLLINGWOOD was a huge naval training base just a mile
or so.away. We learnt, later that a number of Wrens etc had been lining up
for their Friday payday. Identification had been too late. Not unusual
confusion with our own Blenhiem Bombers. The death toll was appalling.
T actually lived just a few hundred yards away from the establishment.

Relevant on that 1960 March morning? As I heard the roar of jet engines
thirty minutes after my initial sighting while talking to a client [ ran to

a vantage point as two Meieor jets hove into view low over the roofiops,
heading up where, to my amazement, the “plane” was still hovering. 1
KNEW then it was no aircraft! Those jets had been “scrambled” from a
nearby airbase. As the aircraft drew near the object, it lazily turned on end
in the clear blue sky and vanished! I ran into a nearby phone box. Found
the number for Thorney Island Airbase,got the control tower officer, gave
him my name and address, asked him what was the object those two Meteor
jets were chasing?

His answer changed my life, at 30 odd



REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT| ®

years of age. ~You saw no object, you

saw no jets’ I tried again. Precisely the same answer. 1 left that phone box
my mind in a whirl. Cold War Russian surveillance aircrafi? It had been over
a very sensitive Admiralty Air Surface Weapons Establishment, (ASWE)

Next day my then brother in law called in on a social visit. Coincidence?
Much later in life | LEARNT about “coincidences™> Jung called them
“synchronicities”.

My wife went out to the kiichen to make a cup of tea for our visitor. WHO
WORKED AT ASWE! Indulging in “small talk” I said; * You had some
excitement over your place yesterday morning’ His face went grey. Then
WHITE.His mouth set in a grimline. He never spoke. NEVER DID!

I changed the subjeet,

On subsequent visits over the years he never brought the subject up as my
“library” of “flying Saucer” books grew and even when I appeared on
Southern TV speaking on “flying saucers™.

So,you see,all is relevant. All is “connected”. I mean, WHO did I go to
in authority after that on the spot refusal? But I KNEW! For ever! To

this day.The photographic proof lies in your hands. YOU don't want it.
YOU KNOW. But SCARED TO TELL US...the PEOPLE,THE WORLD,

My 400 page manuscript lies in my dusty bookcase. Another 400 pages
will say “THE END”.Or WILL IT? That 1960 incident appeared in top
author Nick Redfern’s splendid FACTUAL best seller in 1997 under
*A COVERT AGENDA”... FACTS from the OFFICIAL REPORTS.

He has written others. None equal that first one. He wrote in it at a book
presentation; “To @ Hope you enjoy the book and thanks for your help’

MY HELP? Of course, why not? He was telling us.me, there were many
others having the same experiences. He put me on to his publisher.

No joy there. You see, by then, 1997, I “d had MORE sightings..afresh in
1977 and 1978 One with other witnesses five miles away. Another that

I didn’t recognise with my then wife in 1978...also with a close by neighbour
whose story appeared in my local Southampton Daily Echo. The last of
THREE in that January 1978 period I was given a swift trip around the

Solar system! Funny, I thought! Odd too. I started my own small UFO
Group...two ladies and myself. Applicants HAD TOHAVE HAD ACTUAL
EXPERIENCES. Together we had many more, cven stranger. Odd dreams,
I “became” a “healer.. We had “spiritual” experiences. “Sittings” and “spiritual”
visits to church or churches produced more awesome

incidents. I spoke in public,on radio, TV, on such. Read books that equalled
in content what I was going through... AFTER I'd had them.

To sum up what is an ongoing and LONG LONG LONG story. Although
1 believe the end, the conclusion,is not far off. Why?How?



IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT] @

Cast your eye over a selection of photos. Remember our UFO group has
had videos shown to the MOD top man Sir Lewis Mooney a few years
back,made into a very good BBC HORIZON “Paranormal” series, featured
our local Police Spotter plane encircling (twice) a strange object hovering
and moving over Southampton Water in 2001 and 2002 with dates almost
to the same day. Totally denied first of all by ALL local authorities.
Eventually confirmed by Police Spotter unit,times,locations,confirmed.
However, the crews “saw nothing™. “Possibly Jupiter." Which I thought
was pretty good technology for a humble spotter plane,and said so.

Later certain matters confirmed the TRUTH as we knew and filmed it.

*Course,you may not KNOW all this. Then again........................ ?
OK Had enough?

T'll just leave you to ponder. Much as the total SILENCE from the media
...even from dear old R whose first wad of photos earlier this
year he thought "fascinating’ but the very recent ones...particularly

the “humanoid”™ has brought WEEK.S OF NO REACTION. I suggested
‘awesome” might be more apt this time.

Sincerely

PS; Oh,yes...mustn’t forget the 12 abductions accompanied (3) witnessed (3)
and“visitations”1932, then 1978 and onwards,last ones June 04, scars and photo of
two still visible or on photo.

1ale|ob




From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dlal) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 3000
{Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office@mod!

Our Reference
24-07-2007-124317-002
Date

26 July 2007

T

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 27 July 2007 asking for
copies of any photographs of alleged UFOs held by the MoD for the year 2006. Additionally, you
asked for copies of any related reports or correspondence.

Please find attached copies of photographs and relevant correspondence. I have not included
newspaper cuftings that members of the public have sent us. You should note that the MoD) does
not hold the copyright on these photographs which may actually lay with the individuals that sent
them to the MoD and if that is the case, you should take all reasonable steps to protect that
copyright, particularly if you intend to publish or disseminate them further. You will also notice
that two of the photographs feature individuals whose faces have been obscured in order to
comply with the Data Protection Act 1998.

A small amount of information such as names, addresses, and telephone numbers has been
removed under exemption 5.40 (Personal Information). As you have made it clear that speed is of
the essence, I have withheld a letter from a member of the public whilst I seek advice on its
correct handling under the Freedom of Information Act. This matter will be resolved within the
deadlines imposed by the Act, but I did not wish to delay sending the rest of the information to
you.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may ap]ﬂly for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SWI1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within two calendar months of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution
has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”




Yours sincerely,




REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

From:

Direttorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE MB
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9
o0 Sccionag
e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.
R Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
12 July 2006

Dear DY

I am writing in response to your letter dated 19 June regarding the release of the Ministry of
Defence report entitled “Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region” and your
comments about your own UFO sightings.

As you will be aware from previous correspondence, the MOD does not have any expertise or role
in respect of 'UFO/{lying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. We do not doubt that
individuals observe phenomenon that they are unable to identify, but believe that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them. It is not,
however, the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could
not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence
remit.

With regard to your comments about the content of the Ministry of Defence UAP report, I can
advise you that the study was conducted purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports
received by the MOD were of any value to the Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) and whether there
was a requirement for the DIS to see them in the future. Given the conclusion it was decided that
there was no such requirement and, since December 2000, UFO reports have not been forwarded
to the DIS. We appreciate that there may be those who disagree with the report’s findings, but
the MOD is satisfied that its conclusions are sufficient for defence needs.

Yours sincerely,
A
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[REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT] Sk

IR IS )

J am writing conceming your cmail of 8 May regarding ‘unidentified flying objects’.
Your message has been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFQs.

It may be helpful if T explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in
respect of 'UFO/ilying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise
of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded but to date the MOD
knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.
The MOD examines any reports of '"UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what
was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any
evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile
or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat 1o the United
Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting.
We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft li ghts or natural
phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide
this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public
funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular obscrvations, we arc satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace has been
breached by unauthorised aircraft.

If you wish to see information about UFOs which has been released to the public from
MOD records, please look at the MOD website
http://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomOfInformation/PublicationScheme
There is also information available for public viewing at The National Archives.
Details can be found on their website at http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Aier of Information

5th Floor, Zone H
Main Building
Whitehall
LONDON

SWI1A 2IB

e-mail:das-ufo-office@mod.uk

26 May 2006




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

" TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To D‘FDYS ((ﬁ) P% P

C

TORefNo  2242—. 12006

Date o - g. o6 .

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his
perusal.

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request
for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence
requests mformation which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see
http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by
DG Info.

It 1s vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. .

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

SRR Di: Ministerial Correspondence; 4

Detaited guidance on handling TO Comrespondence can be found on the Defence Iniranet at hitp:/imain.defence.imod.ukimin_parl/PariBrch/ TOGuid fitm

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Q.

SNVIRTOR 1% I

Revised January 2006
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Fom:
Sent; 08 May 2006 18:58

To: public @ ministers.mod.uk
Subject: ufos are intelligently driven craft and are not man-made

Dear Minister

It is a fallacy for the government to assume that these vehicles aren't piloted by intelligences. These photos
were taken by me and my husband. On both ogcasjons, the crafts were invisible. The reason that I knew
where they were as I sensed them and was di d where to point the camera. Natural phenomenon is
incapable of that sort of communication. The one over the church tower was taken in the middle of the
afterncon over St Saviours Church, Magdalene Street Norwich and there were plenty of people who could
have seen it had it wanted to do so.

The second one was taken over my flat. The pink shield like object at the bottom. I sensed the craft was like
a living organism, but intelligences were inside of it, (biomechanical).

1 have had experiences with these craft and their occupants from the age of four. I remember seeing the
greys, and having thought I imagined them by the bed. It wasn't until I woke up the next morning with a
small pin hole in my navel and it leaking that I knew something happened. 1 was married to a man in the
military at the time and I had to military officers, who were doctors questioning me at length demanding to
know who done the surgical procedure on me. As far as, I am concerned, I just lost a little bit of dna with
that encounter. No real harm done and no long term psychological damage. I was much more distressed by
the military doctors abrupt questioning than the incident itself.

I have always come back intact. However, I have developed a sixth sense, as it were, or they somehow
communicate to me where to point the camera. Two days before the photograph of the craft over the
church, I had had a dream inferrupted where a tall, white being communicated to me,

There is no hostility associated with their presence in our atmosphere. Then again, we did invite them with
the Voyager craft in the 70's.

However, I don't like my Intelligence being insulted by telling me that these beings do not exist and they are
not visiting. We send craft out there; is mankind's ego so big that it can't handie visitors taking an interest in
our planet.

Earth is a beautiful planet and is a living organism in itself. It is a contrast to see the beauty marred by
violence, bloodshed, hunger, rape, etc, etc. The bombs used in warfare are as detrimental to the
environment, as the carbons emitted by cars. By warring with each other, we are not only destroying
ourselves, but our planet. Global Warming can't solely be blamed on pollutants, cars, and toxins. Weapons of
war contribute to the planet's health,

Besides, if we have any hope of reaching the furtherest planets and meeting our neighbours outside of our
solar system, then we need to take into account that if we are to achieve that goal that we must unite in
peace and find a common goal.

They are visiting us without interference, or hostility. Would we be so peaceful, or we would just go at take
whatever we want from another civilisation and strip it of it's minerals and destroy it's people and it's
environment like we are doing to our own.

thank you for taking the time to read this.

My full address is at the bottom of this email.

09/05/2006

V


The National Archives
UFO experiences
Letter to MoD from a woman in Norwich describing her experiences with UFOs and their occupants since the age of 4
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pear (NN

I am writing in response lo your e-mail of 23 March concerning lights seen near your home
over the past three years. Your message has been passed to this department as we are the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about Unidentified Flying
Objects. | apologise for the delay in responding.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or
role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise
of extraterrestrial life-forms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date we know of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. The Ministry of
Defence examines any reports of 'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish
whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any
evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdomn
from an external source, and to date no 'UFQ' report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that
rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them,
but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We
could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific
defence remit.

I can assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved
by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a centinuous
real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be
handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate,
involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports
provided to us of ‘'UFQ’ sightings are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and
others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach
of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a
handful of reports in recent years have warranted further investigation and none revealed any
evidence of a threat.

With regard to your comments concerning the presents of low flying military helicopters in the
vicinity shortly after you saw an orange light, | should inform you that low flying training takes
place throughout the UK and is not connected to UFO sightings. One of the main roles of
military helicopters is to provide close support to ground forces. In the event of conflict
helicopters would have to fly at very low levels to reinforce troops in the field undetected by
highly developed radar systems. Low ievel training for helicopters generally takes place at
heights below 500 feet down to ground level. Helicopters are vulnerabie to ground fire and
one of the vital skills which must be acquired by the pilots is flying as closely as possible to
the nap of the earth so that the aircraft is shielded and camouflaged by the features of the
terrain. This is a perishable skill that needs to be practiced regularly. This type of training is
therefore spread as thinly as possibie throughout the UK s0 as not to concentrate activity over
one are and to keep disturbance to the public to a minimum. 1am sorry if this training has
caused disturbance to you.

Yours sincerely,

T
Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information
5th Floor, Zone H,
Main Building
Whitehati!
LONDON
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS LR G TORefNo 2 L 1> /2006

CC. ? . .
Date 7 — >~ ¢ &

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

Ministers attach great importance to cotrespondence being answered promptly, and your reply
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM’s behalf for his
perusal.

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information — even if it is only a request
for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see
htip://aitportal/defauit.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by
DG Info.

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

— Ministerial Correspondence; €: —

Detaited guidance on handling TO Comespundence can be found on the Defence Intranct at htep:simin defenee.mod whimin_parl/PartBreh: TOGud hin
If you do not have access to the Intranel, piease inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

" Delete as appropriate.
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From:

Sent: 23 March 2006 08:24

To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: Disturbing Lights and Craft

1]

UFO's and Aliens

(28).jpg {1 M... . ) o , .
Please take notice of this message as it is wvery sericus ana 1 feel has
very much importance.

Dear MOD

I have witnessed some strang;:}nd disturbing aircraft in the vicinity of my home in
the past three years. I have’ seen strange triangular craft, strange fleets of small
lights and light balls and most recently a strange orange object that seemed Lo appear
behind me out of nowhere. I am concerned that these are not aircraft owned by the RAF
and would like to know what they are. Do you own Triangle craft that make no noige of
an engine? I would like to know because as a British citizen I have a right to know. I
know that you know there are strange things in the skles as when I sighted the orange
light shortly after the military was here as I saw two low flying helicopters pass
over at a very very low altitude you would think the helicopters were landing in my
back garden with the sound made. As the MOD you should tell us what is going on
outaide our very own homes. If you wish to contact me further te discuss this issue
please do. I have encolosed one of my pictures of a light ball craft i have witnessed

i think you will agree how amazing the picture is.

Regards,



The National Archives
Lights over Glasgow
Still from video showing lights in the sky over Glasgow in 2007
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From: GGG

Direciorate of Alr 8iafi - Freedom of Information
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

50 Ficor, Zone H, Msin Building, Whitzhall, London SWiA 2HB

Teiephona (Direct cliaf)
(Switchboard) 020 7218 B00C
{Fax)

a-mail das-uic-office @ mod . 0k

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date

28" September 2006

Dear W

I am writing in response to your letter concerning lights that you have seen over Glasgow. I
apologise for the delay in replying,

The MOD examines any reports such as yours solely to establish whether what was seen might
have some defence significance:; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity, Unless there is
evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, we do not attempt
to identify the precise nature of each reported si ghting. We could not justify expenditure of public
funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit

I have viewed your video and am content that it contains nothing of defence concern but it has
been placed on file.

Yours sincerely,
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ear
v@p?“

I am writing with reference to your e.mail dated 2 September 2008, for which you sent to our
ufo-das-office e.mail address.

With regard to the UFO photographs, thank you, but as mentionad in previous
correspendence, we do not attempt to identify pictures of UFOs, and do not investigate into
sighting reports that we receive. However, | did take a look at the photographs, but could not
make out as to what the images could be. As stated before, some sightings could be put
down to natural phenomena.

Finally, you mentioned that you had not had a reply from your previous FOI request dated 23
August. This office has 20 days in which to complete requests and sometimes questions
require investigation, so c¢an take longer. You will receive a reply in due course.

Hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of information 1
5" Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office @mod. uk

Ha\de
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From:

Seni: 02 September 2006 18:52
To: DAS-UFQ-Ofifice
Subject: Fwd: Ufo photo's

These were forwarded to me by an associate of mine. These pictures were taken over Heathrow Airport
last Halloween, it lasted for a few hours. Would it be possible for you to have a lock and tell me what you
think of them? P.S. have still had no reply to my last FOI request?

Kind Regards _

04/09/2006
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From: (Y

Sent: 26 August 2006 01:09

o

Subject: Uto photo's

Hey < its ‘' @@ here ufo hunter lets see if | can send these pics to you ok, let me know if they come out ok and indeed what
you think about the images, cheers (see how it changes shape from pic te pic)

04/09/2006
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From:

Sent: 24 July 2007 12:13 ‘

To: !%%!!é!!gE!II

Subject: : M OF INFORMATION REQUEST 18-07-2007-111138-006

Many thanks for your prompt response.

I am indeed interested in the alleged UFQ photographs for 2006.

I would be grateful if you were able to send copies of them to me - along with any
related reports or correspondence if possible.

Many thanks

i reporter (news
Edinburgh

Subject: FREEDCM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 18-07-2007-111138-006

Thank you for Freedom of Information request of 17 July 2007
requesting copies of photographs or videos purporting to be of Unidentified Aerial
Phenomena or Unidentified Flying Cbjects held by the MeoD for the period 1980-2007.
Additionally, vou asked for copies of any related reports or correspondence. It has
been passed to this branch to answer as we are the lead branch on UF0O matters.

If they are retained, (and they are often returned to owners) copies of UFO
photographs etc are stored on our normal paper files, together with any sighting
reports or correspondence, in the date order in which they are received. To comply
with your request would reguire a manual search of those records, the cost of which
would exceed the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of
Information Act and, as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is
not obliged to comply with the reguest. However, if you restricted your request to
one or two specific vears, we may be in a position to help. We have recently answered
a request for copies of alleged UFO photographs for 2006. If you are interested,
please e-mail a response and I will send you copies.

Additionally, as I mentioned in my response to your request 18-07-2007-110343-004, our
files for the period 1967-1984 have been transferred to the National Archive and it is
quite likely they contain alleged UFQO/UAP photographs.

If vou are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If
informal resclution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then wvou may apply
for an independent internal review by contacting the Director of Information
Expleoitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SWl1lA 2HB {(e-mail Info-
XDeEmad.uk). Please note that any regquest for an internal review must be made within
40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resclution has come
to an end.



Imaremain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Ir tion Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of
information Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate
the case until the internal review process has been completed. Further details of the
role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's
website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

I am sorry I could not be of more assistance.

DAS-FOI
MoD Main Building
London

SW1A 2HB

M Registered in Scotland no. SC015382 Registered Office:
lace, Edinburgh, EH3 7EG

Opinions expressed in this email are those of the writer and not the company. E-mail
traffic is monitored within Johnston Press and messages may be viewed. This e-mail
and any files with it are solely for the use of the addressee(s). If you are not the
intended recipient, you have received this e-mail in error. Please delete it or
return it to the sender or notify us by email at postmaster@ipress.co.uk
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From: ESSTII

Sent: 25 July 2007 14:58

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST FROM JOURNALIST

As a courtesy, | wish to inform you that | have received a Freedom of Information request from
a journalist for copies of photographs of alleged UFOs for the period 2006, together with any associated
correspondence.

As you will recall, in June 20086, you wrote to the MoD enclosing a number of photographs and cuttings from
local newspapers. Your letter outlined a UFO experience you had in 1960.

Under the terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, | am obliged to release copies of the photographs
and correspondence. The photographs are marked as being copyrighted by yourself and the journalist will be
informed of this in any response | send him. It is normal practice for the MoD to withhold the names and
personal details of people that correspond with us. However, in view of your position as
MIUFOG, | should be grateful if you would confirm that you wish your name to ,or

wish it to be released. Additionally, if you would actually like to contact the journalist, whilst | am
unable to give you his name for the same reasons of privacy that protect you, | am prepared to pass on your
contact details to him.

We also hold a number of local newspaper clippings that you sent us which also show alleged UFOs together
with your name and photograph. | should be grateful if you would inform me whether you are content for these -
to also be passed to the journalist.

{ should emphasise that the MoD will withhold your personal details unless you specifically tell us otherwise.
This decision is entirely yours and you should not feel in anyway pressurised one way or the other.

It would be helpful if you could make any response by e-mail.

Yours sincerely

05-H{EEn
Whitehall

London
SW1A 2HB

25/07/2007



From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
Your Reference:
Our Reference:
Wrexham 01-08-2007-105617-010
North Wales Date:
6 August 2007

Desc SRR

I am writing concerning your Freedom of Information request asking for any UFO reports and
information relating to North Wales over the last ten years. Your request has been passed to this
Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating
to ‘UFOs.’

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

With regard to your request for UFO reports/information relating to North East Wales in the last
ten years, I have checked my records so far for 2007 and there have been no sighting reports for
North East Wales and in particular — Wrexham. As to the last ten years, the Ministry of Defence
Freedom of Information website has a database which contains this information you require. This
can be accessed via the intemet at:

http://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomOfInformation/PublicationScheme, by searching
under ‘UFO’ reports.

Turning to your general request, to sighting reports in living memory from North East Wales, I
should inform you that MOD records are not held electronically, but are filed on paper files in the
order in which they are received and we currently hold records spanning a 25 year period. They
are not segregated by geographical area. To identify records specifically from North East Wales
and Wrexham, a manual search would be required, and the costs to do this would exceed the



ermitted £600 cost limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act, and as
provided by Section 12 of the Act, therefore, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply
with your request.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of
information about UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely
destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives.
A few have survived before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for
public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew,
Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving
information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet
at: http://www .nationalarchives.gov.uk.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach
informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please
note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal process
has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can
be found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely




From: Section 40

Sent: 01 August 2007 11:41

To: W

Subject: : itten request PS 01-08-2007-105617-01C

Categories: FOI Information Request

New one

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

esk

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 01 August 2007 09:32

To: Info-Access-0ffice

subject: FOI written request PS 01—03—2007-105617—010E

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Wednesday, August 1,
2007 at 09:31:40

txttitle:
txtfirstname
txtlastname:

txtoccupation: Reporter

txtaddressl:
txtaddress2:

txttowneity: Wrexham

txtstatecountry: Wrexham

txtzipcodepostcode: _

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I would like any UFO reports/information relating to North East Wales,
in particular the Wrexham area, over the past 10 vears or so and any with more than
one or two 'sightings' in living memory.
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From: ESINEOI

Sent: 06 August 2007 11:37

To: ?

Subject: Release-Authorised: FOI Request - 01-08-2007-1 05203-009

eer ETSTRNER

| am writing concerning your Freedom of Information request asking for the number and details of sightings
that have been made from Hampstead Heath/Parliament Hill, Primrose Hill, and Alexandra Palace/Alexandra
Park.

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

With regard to your request, for UFO sighting reports from Hampstead Heath/Parliament Hill, Primrose Hill
and Alexandra Palace, in the last few decades, | have checked my records for so far in 2007, and have found
no sighting reports for these areas. As to the last few decades, | should inform you that MOD records are not
held electronically, but are filed on paper files in the order in which they are received and we currently hold
records spanning a 25 year period. They are not segregated by geographical area. To identify records
specifically for the information from that areas that you require, would require a manual search and the costs
to do this would exceed the permitted £600 cost limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act,
and as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with your request.
However, the Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website has a database which contains UFO
sighting reports for the last 9 years, and this can be accessed via the internet at:
http://www.mod.uk/Defencelntemnet/FreedomOfinformation/PublicationScheme, by searching under ‘UFQ’
reports.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFQOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when
they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these together
with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at
Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also
have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on
the internet at: hitp://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

| hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handliing of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the Director
of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD @ mod,uk).
Please note that any request for an interal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which
the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been completed.
Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

06/08/2007



From: Section 40 |

Sent: D1 August 2007 11:53

To:

Subject: m request PS 01-08-2007-105203-009
Categories: " FOI Information Request

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

!!! !e!p!esk

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

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 01 August 2007 10:21

To: Info-Access-Office

Subject: FOI written reguest PS 01-08-2007-105203-009 E

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Wednesday, August 1,
2007 at 10:20:56

exceicre: NI 40

txtfirstname

txtlastname:

txtoccupation: Journalist

txtorganisation: _

txtaddress2: Hampstead
txttowneity: London

txtstatecountry: London

txtzipcodepostcode: -@

txtcountry: UK

txttelephone: !

txtinforequest: I understand the MoD is opening up its files on UFO sightings over the
past few decades. I would like to know how many sightings have been made from
Hampstead Heath / Parliament Hill and from Primrose Hill in north London. Details on
what was reportedly seen would also be useful. In addition, similar information about
sightings made from Alexandra Palace / Alexandra Park.

1
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Floor, Zone H
Main Building
Whitehalt
London
SW1A 2HB

E.mail - das-ufo-office @mod.uk

06/08/2007



