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iAS-LA OpsPol1

To:
Subject: Mr Nick Pope

Dear R

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

First, it may be useful if | explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/ flying saucer'
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. The MOD examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might
have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the
United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations,
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide

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

With regard to Mr Nick Pope, | can confirm that he worked in the Secretariat (Air Staff), a former part of this

Department between 1991 and 1994, Mr Pope is now working in another unrelated area of the MOD. The views

expressed by Mr Pope on the subject of 'UFQOs' are entirely his own personal opinions and do not represent, nor
reflect, the views of the MOD.

I hope this is helpful.

das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

i3 Toe 2
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From: Info-Access3

Sent: 04 June 2003 10:19

To: DAS4A1(SEC); DAS-LA OpsPol1
Cc: Info-Accessé4

Sub'lect: FW: information verification

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

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

----- Original Message-----
From: S
Sent: une 08:04

To: info-access3@defence.mod.uk

Subject: information verification

Greetings -

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

Mr Pope is reported to had been involved in the study of unidentified flying objects.
Can you verify the existence of Mr. Pope and does he work for you?

Sincerely,

Rochester NY USA

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

04/06/2003



From: EECICIRONN

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 ¢———

Eastchurch

Kent Date
{4 May 2003

Dear

I am writing with reference to my earlier letter to you of 21 March 2003. I promised to respond
once I'd consulted other branches in the Ministry of Defence on “Project Insight”. T am sorry for
the delay in getting back to you. Iam afraid that, to the best of our knowledge, we are unaware of
any project with that name. In your letter, you said you thought it might have been an American
project and you might like to contact the US DoD at the Pentagon, Washington, DC 20310-0700.
I hope this is helpful.

\/O\NS frueare




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

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@de - 5

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 &

Date
21 March 2003

m

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

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

Finally, you enquired about a “Project Insight”. We are currently consulting other sections
within the Department to see if they have heard of any such project. Please be assured that we will
write to you again as soon as we have heard from them. 1 hope this is helpful.

oi\ég/k’:ﬂ/ G(’ ‘}‘,,)U /Y()L’\v'j S; Vf\Q,'/e,L)
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"AS:LA OpsPol1

nzrs

To: ‘3‘0\

Subject: The Rendlesham Forest File f 3

Security Label: Signed N IS
N>

lljsecion 40

Thank you for your message of 10 May conceming access to the papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident. Your
message has been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regard
'UFOs'.

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

I hope this is helpful.

das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

19th May 2003




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lo \%y\j /B-MAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To___ DAR (1 LA ) ¥ TORefNo __ SS577¢ . /2003

-

“ D& \M“’ | Date |3 .5 -<>.

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date (our target is
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

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

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

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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From:

Sent: 10 May 2003 07:15

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: "The Rendlesham File"

He||0, %

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

Reference: http://www.sky.com/skynews/article/0,,15410-12182835,00.html

Phone
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From: EECICIRCIN

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

QOur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date

Section 40| 12 M 2003

Thank you for your recent letter concerning access to information about ‘unidentified flying
objects’. This Department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
regarding ‘UFOs’.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no '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.

With regard to the files containing ‘UFOQ’ sighting reports, it was generally the case that before
1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in
the subject to metit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in
public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are now routinely preserved. Any files from the
1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by members of the
public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files
from 1967 onwards are routinely released to the Public Record Office when 30 years have elapsed
since the last enclosure on the file.

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



The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will come into force in January 2005, when it will
supersede the Code. As part of our commitments under the Act, the MOD has launched a
Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on the internet containing information the MOD

makes available to the Public. This includes classes of information on UFOs and if you wish to
look at these please go to www. foi .mod.uk and search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




HUL
TE

Dear sir/madam,
I am writing to you in the hope you can help me gain access to
information about UFO investigation, sighting’s or encounter’s under the “Freedom
of information act”. Thank’s
Your’s faithfully




Dear Sir,
I am writing to you in the hope you can help me to see documental evidence

of UFO sighting’s or encounter’s.
Thank’s your’s sincerel

DAS
L1t ., [
16 MAY 2003

AIE




From: EECIEIRGIN

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3 €&—

Staffordshire g %gfi-l-zom
e

Thank you for your letter dated 12 April 2003. @

Firstly, you mentioned a ‘UFO’ which allegedly crashed in Cannock Chase in 1974. 1 have
looked through our files from around that date and could not find any papers relating to any such
incident.

You also mentioned an alleged incident in the Berwyn Mountains in that same year. Please find
enclosed copies of sighting reports the Ministry of Defence received for the 23 January 1974 and
papers concerning enquiries made with various departments at the time. Personal details have
been removed to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with the MOD and MOD
employees.

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

With regard to your concerns about unknown objects penetrating the UK Air Defence Region, I

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


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


From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘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. Please find enclosed for your information a copy of the form
which is used to report sightings to this office.

Finally, as requested I enclose a hard copy of the document relating to the ‘Flying Saucer Working
Party’ in 1951. 1 hope this is helpful.

>/o wis  fia @QA‘B



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

Ministry of Defence

STAFFORDSHIRE Room 6/73
Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue
LONDON

WC2N 5SBP

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

Dear Sir,

RE: Information on Unidentified Flying Objects

Further to your recent correspondence (your ref. D/DAS/64/3, of the 9® April 2003), I would
like to thank you for your speedy reply to my request and for the information you sent on the
alleged UFO incident at Rendlesham Forest in December 1980.

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

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

In the course of my research 1 discovered information on an event that was alleged to have
occurred in my local area in 1974 where an alleged ‘crashed UFO’ is said to have been
recovered from Cannock Chase, in Staffordshire by the military, possibly in the same time
frame that another or part of the same UFO was removed from the Berwyn Mountains in
North Wales.

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

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

...In 1996...1 was contacted by a credible guy, a very credible guy as it turns out, who used to
work for ATV Television in the 1970’s...

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




)

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

....They managed to get out there, it was snowing that particular night, and when they got out
to the particular site, they found two guys sitting in a car by the edge of a field, and no less
than 10 troop carriers, army lorries, with about 100 troops milling around and basically all hell
breaking loose...

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

..Given the fact that the Ex Army guy said they had prior knowledge they were going to be
required and when I spoke to the ATV guy, he told me that the incident at Cannock Chase had



3)

not been reported but the two guys in the car who were just in shock. I asked him “How do
you explain that? and he said in his opinion the army had advanced notice that something was
going to take place.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

also.

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

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



S

Yours Faithfully

UFO Researcher



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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Roswell B?Ir)igt/‘%ze/%ce

i Date
NM 88202-0583 USA 22 April 2003

oo N S

I am writing with reference to your letter of 3 April addressed to the Ministry of Defence,
Ministerial Correspondence Unit, regarding the papers released into the MOD Freedom of
Information Publication Scheme relating to the “Rendlesham Forest” incident. Your letter has
been passed to me as this office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

With regard to the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest, all available substantiated evidence
would have been looked at in the usual manner by those within the Department with responsibility
for air defence matters. The judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the
United Kingdom’s air defences had occurred on the nights in question and no further investigation
into the matter was deemed to be necessary. Although a number of allegations have subsequently
been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 22 years which has
given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by the Department was incorrect.

A copy of the file containing papers relating to these events was released to a member of the
public in 2000 following a request made under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information. The documents are a compilation of papers which were put together on one file some
time after this event. Some are contemporary with the events and others are later correspondence
showing MOD staff attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer public enquiries.
The whole file was included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme in order to


rsimpson
Rendlesham file forgery
Letter from MoD to a US letter-writer 22 April 2003 notes that one document that forms part of the MoD file on the Rendlesham incident is “a forgery.”


make it more widely available to those who may not have been aware of its release.

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

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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arch, 1984

Fﬁfmﬁhé\axtention of Miss P;"TitchmarSh

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall, \ >
LONDON SW1A 2HB

Dear Miss Titchmarsh,

re: UFO Matters and Rendlesham Forest Sighting.

I enclose a copy of a letter which I received in January, together with

a copy of the front of the envelope which contained the same,
to receive your comments thereon.

Thanking you in anticipation.

Yours

and would be gratefu




EDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT . o L-/ -

~ corzzsronnence FroM [ENENRENN |
1. I attach a letter =3d attachments we recently received from a —
for your inf_ormation' and whatever _action You think necessary. o -

2. As you will See,—has sent us a copy of a letter which purports
to be a report of landing of a UFO crewed by several "entities" near RAF

Bentwaters in 1980. This letter is clearly a forgery. Although it is written

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

3. Haddressed.the letter to Mrs Titchmarsh, my predecessor in this
post, because he had spoken to her shortly after the News of the %World story

appeared: my phone number has become fairly well known amongst UFO spottérs. The
reference to DS8 in the text of the letter is also easily explained; anyone who
has received & letter explaining our policy on UFO reports would know that DS8
are the responsible division, although we do not, contrary to what the letter
suggests, carry out investigations.

L., By way of background, I attach a note explaining the limited extent of our

interest in UFO reports and the 2 recent PQS. I should, of course, be happy to
speak to you about this.

A MATHEWSON
Ds8
MB 7230 2638 B

~ REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

-~ a



**TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To__ s (LK) pip- TO RefNo LyZ2S /2003

« Date (1™ Aol 2eaz

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date (our target is
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 perlodlcally calls for a sample

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
&L‘"
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Roswell, NM 88202-0583 USA

3 April 2003

Ministry of Defence

The Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222

Old War Office

Whitehall

London SW1A2EU

United Kingdom

To Whom it May Concern:

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

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

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

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

Most sincerely yours,
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Roswell, NM 88202-0583

Tel. ERR Fr-i: EEEEE—

26 February 2003

National Security Agency
ATTN: FOIA Office (DC321)

STE 6248
Ft.

Dear FOIA Officer:

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

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

“Tape recordings were made on which the entities are heard

to speak in an electronically synthesized version of English, with

a strong American accent. Similar transmissions intercepted

irregularly by NSA since 1975. (See attached -- Flag A.)”

[No attachments in evidence.]

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

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

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

Sincerely yours,




NATIONAL. SECURITY AGENCY

CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE
FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20755-6000

FOIA Case: 42605
19 March 2003

Roswell, NM 88202-0583

Dear

This is in response to your 26 February 2003 Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) request, which was received by this office on 6 March 2003, for
informaticn rclating te a “reported sighting and landing of an unidentifiied
flying object in late December 1980 in the Rendlesham Forest region of
England, specifically near the former joint US/UK air bases known as
Bentwaters and Woodbridge bases, USAF/RAF.” Specifically, you requested
“any transcripts that you have of the type of tape recordings cited in the British
MoD document, or any other documents relating thereto.” Your request kas
been assigned Case Number 42605. There is certain information relatimgto
this processing about which the FOIA and applicable Department of Defease
(DoD) and NSA/CSS regulations require we inform you.

For purposes of this request and based on the information you prowided
in your letter, you are considered an “all other” requester. As such, you are
allowed 2 hours of search and the duplication of 100 pages at no cost. Smce
processing fees were minimal, no fees were assessed.

Your request has been processed under the provisions of the FOLA. We
are unaware of any such transcripts and/or tape recordings as cited irx the
" British MoD document you provided with your request. In addition, we
question the validity of the document as a true and legitimate British Mol
document. The National Security Agency/Central Security Service is
" responsible for centralized coordination. direction and performance of highly
specialized technical functions in support of U.S. Government activities te
protect U.S. communications and produce foreign intelligence informatiom. In
addition, NSA helps ensure the security of U.S. Government computers.

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



FOIA Case: 42605

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Chief
FOIA/PA Services
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From: SRS

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

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

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defi -

Your Reference

Our Refs
DIDAS/ G4 &

Staffordshire %) a}fpril 2003

Thank you for your letter dated 6" April 2003, in which you request paper copies of the
documents relating to the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Please
find them enclosed for your information.

yO e Ja e eﬁ




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

Room 8245

Main Building

STAFFORDSHIRE ' Whitehall
Section 40 | LONDON
SWI1A 2HB

Sunday April 6" 2003
Reference: JD/MOD/1/03

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to you today in the hope that you may be able to help me. I recently discovered an
article which I had kept from some time ago about the publication of various material and
documents relating to the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) on your website. As a
researcher, 1 was pleased to discover that such material was available particularly such
information as that relating to the Rendlesham forest incident which T am particularly interested
in, and the many other documents which were mentioned and the many others that were not.
Unfortunately I do not have access to Internet facilities and have not been able to view the data
which you have made available. I was wondering if there is any possibility of getting hold of
paper copies/printouts of the material which you have made available and published on your
official website as I would very much like to read it but as 1 said, simply do not have the
facilities to access the website and printout my own copies.

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

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

Yours Faithfully

UFO Researcher
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From: _

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 900
E-Mail das-laopspolla@defence. .

Your Reference

Qur Reference

Chester-Le-Street D/DAS/ 46—

Counti Diirhiil

Date
2 1 March 2003

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

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the MOD Freedom of
Information Act Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www. foi .mod.uk. A search under
‘Rendlesham Forest” will take you directly to these papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the
material on “UFOs’ included in the Publication Scheme, please search under ‘UFQ’.

I hope this is helpful.

%w& QiR




17" March 2003

Chester-Le-Street,
Co. Durham

Dear Sir,

I am writing in the hope that you would be able to
provide me with any existing information, documents or
memorandums relating to the unexplained aerial phenomena
reported in the Rendlesham forest area, near RAF Bentwaters
and Woodbridge on consecutive nights beginning 26"
December 1980. Any information would be greatly appreciated.

Yours Faithfully,




S
SC
From:

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

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

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference

Glasgow D/DAS/64/3
14 March 2003

Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Prime Minister regarding 'unidentified flying
objects'. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal point
within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

First it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFOQ'
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. We could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to the records of ‘UFO’ sightings reported to the MOD, it was generally the case that
before 1967 all "UFQ" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public
interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an
increase in public interest in this subject, ‘UFO’ report files are now routinely preserved. Any
files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by
members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TW9 4DU (Tel: 0208 876 3444 Fax: 0208 878 8905). Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely
released to the Public Record Office when they have reached 30 years old, in accordance with the
Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967.

Requests for information from files less than 30 years old are handled in accordance with the
Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the
provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual’s privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to
arequest. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under
one of the exemptions of the Code.



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

Finally, you mentioned UFO reports possibly held by the FB.I and C.1.A. Clearly this is a matter
for the US government. If you wish to request information under the US Freedom of Information
Act please look at the US Bureau of Administration’s web site at www.foia.state.gov/ which
shows material already released and gives details of how to make a request.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To VAS (A pqe- TORefNo 216 2 /2003

Date 2 7- 2 <%

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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! Dear WirBilair

i know that you are a very busy man & i don't wish to seem like a right pest but i -
‘was wondering if you couid possibly reiease aii the u.f.o. fiile's that the military appear to have -
aquired from ali over the couniry in the past 50 year's . | know that whenever anybody ask’s .
{the miiitary about the u.f.0.s that have ianded near & sometime’s right outside air base’s ali over
‘the country since the early 1950s & to show you what i mean i will give you a few exampie's.
: The exampies are

aircrew observed a ufo apparently following a Meteor jet fighter as it was comming in o iand .

(2) Tne West Maliing incident in 1953 when the two man crew of a Vampire jet night-fighter
‘reported observing a ufo whiie on a sector reconnaissance .

i3} The RAF pilots close encounter over Southend in 1954.
E{éi’} The landing at Broadiands in 1955 which at that time was the home of Lord Mountbatten.

{b} RAF BENTWATERSLAKENHEATH In 13/14 august 1956 when at least one uio was
tracked simuitaneousiy by no less than three ground based radars & one airbourne radar.

{b} The Wardie mystery of 15 February 1957 when a targe circular object was seen by
mdepedent witnesses & it even prompted an MP calied J.A. Leavey 10 tabie a House of
bommons question to the secretary for air requesiing an explanaiion. ‘

i7) HAF/USAF Upper Heyford 15 March 1983 when an unidentified object described as a
primary target by a US Air Force air traific controlier was tracked from about 5. 00pm to
9 15pm.

i have listed here in this ietter just afew oi the many sxghtmgs over the past 50 years &
aithough the cases that i have iisted here are aimost all from before the 1970s there are more
& more reports every year . There is also said to be a room where the air mmtstry is said 1o
have conducted top secret research into the ufo phenomenon at one of its offices in
Northumberiand Avenue, iondon . The report that | read stated that on the ninth floor of what
was formeﬁy the hotel Metropole, a top secret room --no.801--where aii reports of ufos were
coliected & studied by experts. I dont know if the room in questron is still bemg used by tne air
mlmstry to examine the uio reports that continue o get reported to the mmtary & pohce itis
said that at least 10,000 reports on file somewhere in Whitehall that cannot be explained by
conventionail phenomenon iike balloons, aircraft, birds or insects that make up about 90% of
ALL uio reports but there is still the 10% of reports that remain unexpiained that uioiogtsts find
mteresnng & if i recail correctly there are even more fiies hidden in the offices of the F.B.i that
are stil classified above top secret on the grounds of nationai secunty butthe U.S government

ciaims that ufos dont exist so the question arises how can something that does not exist pose '
a threat 1o national secumy 7. | know that you are a very busy man what with the commmg war
& all the probiems that you are navmg 1o deai with at the present time but perhaps you couid
even get Mr Bush to reiease ali ufo reports that are being heid by both the F.B.i & C.LA since
the C.I.A are rumoured to have started a group that deals EXCLUSIVELY with ufos that are
reporteti inthe U.S.. The group that the C.L.A are rumoured to have started are calied M.J.12
or MAJESTIC 1210 gwe it its full name & it was said to have been started in 1947 after the
infamous Rosweli crash . There wili of course be peopie who wili claim that there are no ufo
files in the government archives but there are fiies from the 1950s that refer 1o unexplained
itghts foliowing aircraft including one that fiew to within five feet of concorde when it was flying .

A SINCERELY
EE———— O S o S




From: EECIIRGN

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

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Reference

Bis kel —

Hull
East Yorkshire Ra&/elarch 2003

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

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

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




~Hull,

PR

East Yorks

Wit TR s e Y

Dear Sir/Madam Vhh fel

I am researching a case in the Hull and outlying area's which
occurred aroud last week of December 1980.

I appeciate this was some years ago, but feel you may be of help.
Firstly, this is not a 'Criminal' case, so does not infringe
anyones civil liberties, althogh, confidentiality is assured.
There was anomalous aerial activity on Christmas week, and

the following nights, the term U.F.0. has been used, though at
this time, it is the only term applicable. I have a number of
facts, and civilian witness testimony, and am trying to establish
that some of the 'Services' may have witnessed this event/s.

A book of the event is in process, and this enquiry is to further
solidify the accounts. If you could pass this query>on to your
retired staff, and others who may be able to elaborate, on an
already, very fascinating and enigmatic case, I would be very

grateful.

Yours Sincerely.
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 90
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference

— DIDAS/64/3
essle ate
East Yorkshire 11 March 2003

Dear ST

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the Board of Inquiry file into the aircraft accident
involving Captain William Schaffner USAF. 1 will answer your questions in the same order as
your letter. ’

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

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

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

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

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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‘DAS-LA-Ops+PoI1

From: Info-Records1

Sent: 05 March 2003 14:29

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

On collection there is a delay of 70 days (I assume that this is so the part of the PRO that collected the records has time to tell
all the other departments at Kew that the record is there! I kid you notl).

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

Sent: 05 March 2003 14:02

To: Info-Records1

Subject: RE: Request for information

Than !5@ my ignorance, but can the Public look at these as soon as they are transferred, or is there any
delay between transfer and public access?.

----- Original Message---—-

From: Info-Records1

Sent: 05 March 2003 13:14

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

Your two questions:

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

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

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

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 04 March 2003 10:20

To: Info-Recordsl; AHB(RAF)-Head of
Subject: RE: Request for information

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

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

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

1



From: Info-Records1

Sent: 04 March 2003 07:24

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt; AHB(RAF)-Head of

Subject: RE: Request for information

The endorsement on the file - Destruction 2022 - is probably a Records 1 review decision. Ef.a 044-7{ FS/
7 3yo/70

As [previously discussed I am quite happy to overrule this decision and endorse the file for the PRO, subject Ceuk bo

to a final check on any potential sensitivity (I expect none). DASC need not get involved. Q ! ,

Please let me have the file and I will arrange for a final review, and probable transfer tom the PRO. "17’/ wo3

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

Sent: 03 March 2003 17:03

To: AHB(RAF)-Head of; Info-Records1
Subject: RE: Request for information

- m files belong to DASC and | have only become involved with this one because

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

F loRodwe have to approach DASC with this suggestion, or can you/your staff mark the file for
retention? Also it would appear that these files are generally closed for 50 years, so could it be
released to the PRO before 2022, as ¥ uggests?

From: AHB(RAF)-Head of

Sent: 03 March 2003 14:24

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1; Info-Records1

Subject: RE: Request for information

TY t | suggest to you both that, with the amount of interest which this incident

has generated over the years, as well as a BBC documentary an dusggestions of
disinformation, we should simply place the BOI file in the PRO and refer enquirers there?
What think you both?

8
o

----- Original Message---—-

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

2




Subject: RE: Request for information

n 4

o

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

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

From: AHB(RAF)-Head of

Sent: 24 February 2003 11:25
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Cc: AHB3(RAF)

Subject: RE: Request for information
Importance: High

We hold the original of the accident card and a computer printout from Flight Safety,
but not the BOI file. If HAyes do not hold it then it was in all probability destroyed,
but we will check the PRO's holdings as well, since it is older than 30 years oid.

The computer printout does make reference to the exchanges between the pilot and
the ground controllers, but it is not a verbatim transcript.

| am out of the office from 1130 today until Thurs 0900. [f you need copies of the
card and the printout before then, or any other info please talk tgx

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 21 February 2003 15:05
To: AHB(RAF)-Head of
Subject: Request for information

You may recall that last November the BBC made a programme about the loss
of a Lightning aircraft on the 8 September 1970 which resulted in the death of
the pilot,

Captain William Shaffner USAF. | have been asked some questions by a
member of the public concerning the Board of Inquiry file and | am trying to
locate it. There are some BOI files in the PRO catelogue but these only go up to
1968. DASC say they send their files to the archives at Hayes, but while Hayes
have got some BOI files, they can find no trace of this one. Therefore please
could you let me know if AHB holds the file? | know a copy of the aircraft
accident card, some photographs of the aircraft and the transcript of the RT
between the aircraft and the ground controller were given to the Shaffner family,
but | do not know whether they came from the BOI file, or were stored
separately.

| am grateful for any assistance you can give.

ggg-!%-gps&PoH
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. Search Results

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

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

PRO Reference Title/Scope and Content Covering
Dates

AVIA 101/677 M@M&M@M 1965
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/678 Buccaneer XK 524 at Hohem_hwg__—mm\@ﬂw@g 1965
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/679 Lightning Mk3 XP 739 near Wattisham RAF station, Suff on 29 September 1965: 1965-1966
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/680 Sioux XT 125 Helicopter near Musaymir, Aden on 6 December 1966: AIBand  1966-1967
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/681 Lightning T4 XM 971 near Coltishall, Norf on 2 January 1967: AIB and RAF 1967
repotts and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/682 Lightning Mk 3 XP 699 near Wattisham, Suff on 3 March 1967: AIB and RAF 1967
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry :

AVIA 101/683 Vulcan B2 XL 385 destroyed by fire at RAF Scampton, Lincs on 6 April 1967:  1967-1968
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/684 Gnat T1 XM 707 near Kemble Glos on 30 June 1967: RAF and AIB reports and 1967
proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/685 Shackleton Mk 3 XF-702 near Lochailort, Invers on 21 December 1967: AIB and 1967-1968
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/686 Vulcan B2 XM-604 near Cottesmore, Rutland on 30 January 1968: AIB and RAF 1968
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/687 Hunter TYA XL-611 near Salisbury, Wiltshire on 14 May 1968: AIB and RAF 1968
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/688 Lightning T5 XS-418 on transit flight to Stradishall, Suffolk on 23 August 1968: 1968
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/689 Lichtning T6 X5-896 at Tengah, Singapore on 12 September 1968: AIB and RAF 1968
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 13/1380 Data and photographs presented at board of inquiry into accident to Breguet 1968
Atlantic 43 aircraft at Farnborough on 20 Sept together with associated

information

Sort results by covering dates.

Sort results by former reference.

Sort results using relevance ranking.
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http://catalogue.pro.gov.uk/SearchWithinHits.asp?ﬂdLettercodeRef=AVIA&ﬂdDivision 14/02/2003



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

Telephone: (Direct dial
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

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

FAX MESSAGE

TO: General Section — DR2 Hayes
SUBJECT: Location of file
DATE: 18 February 2003

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1

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

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

was killed.

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

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

1&No. ... “
GG Fre 2003
DAS (Lower Airspace) FEE .
Operations & Policy 1, —
Ministry of Defence, East Yorkshire. o

Room 6/73 Metropole Building, _

Northumberland Avenue,
London. WC2N 5BP.

Dear

Sorry for the long delay in replying to your letter of 5 November 2002.
Thanks for the enclosures of the Aircraft Accident report and the Accident card for -
the tragic events involving Captain W. O . Schafther on 8 September 1970; these were
very much appreciated. I note that some photographs and a transcript of Captain
Schaffher’s last communication with RAF Patrington featured on the BBC InsideOut
website, are these a part of the Board of Inquiry report?

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

1. Does the Board of Inquiry report. for the Captain Schaffner air accident exist in
it’s entirety, are any parts missing or destroyed?

2. How thick is the Board of Inquiry report of the Captain Schaffner acc1dent‘7
(Several UFOlogists, authors and others, who claim knowledge of it state
different values for the thickness, one UFOlogist said it was 11 inches thick
and another stipulates over 4 inches thick). Knowing the approximate
thickness would be useful in further deconstructing the mythology.

3. Inyour last letter you mention that a copy of the report is ‘earmarked for .

~ preservation in the Public Record Office in the near future.” Can you glve any
indication when that report will be accessible?

Thanks again. Looking forward to your reply, I remain
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Sent: 13 February 2003 14:12
To: DAS-LAOpsPol1 a@defence.mod.uk

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

Thank you for replying. The problem is that the met office have no record of unusual weather on this occasion

and so this is what has made me extremely curious.
After having E-Mailed them | have sent the same message to several authorities just to see if | can get an

explanation thoughitis looking like it will remain a mystery.
Once again thank you for your time)

. te 643
@oss LA Opsrolta i
From: ’f’*’?‘z :?— .

----- Original Message--—-—
From: DAS-LAOpsPolla@defence.mod.uk [mailto:DAS-LAOpsPoIla@defence.mod.u\k]
Sent: 12 February 2003 11:46
To
Subject: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Your e-mail of 9 Feb21:55t0 public@ministers.mod.uk concerning strange weather conditions
over Leyland in Lancashire on 3rd Feb, has been forwarded to this office, which is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects’.

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

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

%gg!gps&mn a

14/02/2003



rage i ol i

e

@DAS-LA CpsPolta
From: DAS-LA OpsPolla
Sent: 12 February 2003 11:46
To: Section40 |
Subject: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Signed By: das-laopspol1 a@defence.mod.uk

Security Label: Signed
Dea

Your e-mail of 9 Feb 21:551t0 public@ministers.mod.uk concerning strange weather conditions over
Leyland in Lancashire on 3rd Feb, has been forwarded to this office, which is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying objects’.

Considering the content of your e-mail, it perhaps might be more appropriate for you to contact the
Meterological Office. Their address is: London Road, Bracknell, Berkshire, RG12 28Z (Tel: 0845 300 0300
Fax: 0845 300 1300). Alternatively, you can e-mail them at enquiries@metoffice.com

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

g%!g!gps&%“a

12/02/2003



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

.. #%*TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

\ smi R‘O'? /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Ihﬁﬁfgg) Qﬂ TORefNo ISUL, /2003

Date | ™ Fobo oo

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

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

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is ¢

ontained in DCI(Gen
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

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

#%» ALIRMOTIEd HOTH V NHAID HE OL »x

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

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

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
élf: !

§

}‘/\

F\'«(&‘

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5™ August 2002
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Ministers

From:
Sent: 09 February 2003 21:55

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Wierd Weather 777
Dear Sir or madam,

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

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

On speaking to others they were saying the same thing ? | know for a fact that this also occurred at the same

time as far away as Royton, which is the other side of Manchester.
| have never in 51 years known it to either thunder or lighten whilst snowing and this did not seem like either

of those things.

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

Can you shed any light on this subject.

Yours faithfully

!ey‘an! -

Lancs

10/02/2003
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From: IR o

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

E-Mail das-laopspolta@def: :

Your Reference

Bibeles

Date
\\ February 2003

Middleton
Manchester

N
\) Zav

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

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

Yours Siacericliy




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

¥* TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** Wro_s

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS LA FfFf TORefNo 1(R2 /2003
Date 6"d T=hn 200F,

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

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

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

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

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

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

»» ALTHOTIId HOIH V NHATD HI OL *=x

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

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

g CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Yy &

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002
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Dear

-~

MIDDLETON

MANCHESTER .

Sir/Medam.
I believe the U F.0. sighting

Rear R. A, F. Weodbridge of mere then 20yrs
8ge has been released by the gaveﬁ?ent
under the freedem eof infermatien aet. I am
refering te the M, 0. D.ss restrieted
(Rendlesham file) in which a glewing triag?lar
object was diseribedin the woods, this file
ie noew released ag part of the opening of the
inner workings ef Whitehall. I weuld
&ppreciate an actual aeeurate copy eof this
file. =2né alse the statementsz of the AMERICAN

army persenell whe emtered the weod andhad a

clear ebservation of this phenomenen, er is

that 3till classifiéd.
(Thamk yeu.)

- —— - —
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From:_ ,

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard)
(GTN)

Your Reference
Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Hull Date
East Yorkshire 4 March 2003

T'am writing with reference to your request for a copy of file D/DS8/75/7 — Unidentified F lying
Objects- Satellite Debris. '

I 'am now in a position to provide a copy of the file, which is attached. Personal details such as

names and telephone numbers have been removed in accordance with the Data Protection Act
1998.

Yours sincerely,
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The National Archives
UFOS & Satellite Debris
Copy of a MoD file on “UFOs and Satellite Debris” from 1979 released to a UFOlogist in East Yorkshire during 2003. These papers include a copy of a Home Office briefing on satellite accidents circulated to police and emergency services following an incident in 1978 when a Russian satellite powered by a nuclear reactor disintegrated over northern Canada.
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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

With Compliments

F6 Division
(Emergency Services)
Home Office

Queen Anne's Gate
LONDON SW1H 9AT

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




SUBJECT 1 SKYLAD RESHTRY

*REF: STATE 128102

1, SUWi¥ARY. A4S FoLLovw-gpP 7T !
USE If CCHHNECTICH VITH FCSSIBLE GVERSTAS IMPACT CF SRY
CUTLINED BELGY ARE FROCEDURES RELATING TO AVIATIOHN &v
TRAFFIC CGHTRCL, WHICH US FEDLRAL AVIATICH AD@IiIsST:
IHTENDS TO USE. SXYLAB ACTION CFFICERS AT ALL PLSTS Shan
KOTE THAT PARAS 7 AKD 8 BELOY ESTABLISH SIMILAR..FROCEDRURES
YHICH VILL BE USTD BY THE DEP RTHERT'S SKXYLAB CONT INGEMNCY
YCREING GROUP I ConVEYING 14

RUATION ON SKYLAS'S FIHAL
€IBITS AKD REENTRY TO PgsTs,

]
KD SUnMARY,

2,1k ASSESSING TYZ RISK TO AIRCRAFT FRCY THE REENTRY &F
SKYLAD FRAGMENTS, TIS FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION HAS
DECIDED THAT THE RISK, ALTHOUGH HOT LARCGE, ISAVOIDABLE

KD THEREFORE THAT- CcRTALN ACTIGNS ARE APPROFRI-
KTE 1l US CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, THKE FaA IHTEWDS TG USE ITSs
AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM TO SEQUEHTIALLY CLose eLCCKS oF

D@IESTIC AIRSPACE LYIHG UNDER POTENTIAL REZNTRY DESR IS

TRACKES &4HD TO DIVERT AIR CARRIERS FRQY ENTERIRG THESE BLGCHS
FCR PERIGDS ON THE €RDER GF TWENTY HINUT-S PER BLOCK SHGULD

-
’

1

{ THE FREVICTED FINAL REEHYRY CRBITS THREATEN AT AIRSPACE;

CHAL CIVIL AVIATIGHN ORGANIZAT Ion (ICAEd, THE Fak

, vl O IHTERMATIONAL CLASS 1 ¥OTICE TG AIRWMEN

} VAT AN) BUMBER 72149, JUSE 7 FOR YGALD-VIDE DISTRIBUTICH

3 TG IRTEREATIOHAL HOTAM OFFICES ADVISI®NG (A) oF iHNTZEDED

] us sCticus VITH RESPECT YO CIVIL AIRSPACE UWDER US CONTR L
FID (B) THAT YTHE FAA INTEEDS TO MAKE AVAILABLEY Tz IRFT A~
TICH &ZCESSARY 70O FERFORM SUCH PROCEDURZS IF SINILAR
ACTIONS ARE DEENED NECEZSSARY BY OTHER COUNTRIES,

] 3. It ACCORDANCE ITH FAA RESPONSIBILITIES WITHIN THE
: 5T

4 A« ALTHOUGH THS EXACT TIME ARD LCGCATION ©F SXTLAB REENTRY
CLENGT BE ACCLRATELY PREDICTED, THE-APPROXI®ATE TIME oF
LIKELY REEKYRY, CCORRESPONDING TO FANILY GF CONSEZCUTIVE
CRBITS, CaN BE DETERMINED YWITK ISCREASING CERTAINTY AS THE
TIME GF REENTRY IS APPROACHED, BASED Urox PREJECTIONS T35

IE PRGVIDED TO 1)< FAA OF =THE TIME 4xD SECIRAPHIC LOCATIOY
CF THE SATELLITED DURING THE FlMAL PEEuTRY PHASE, THE FaA
VILL TRANSMIT, VIa INTERNAT IONAL HOTAM, THE GECGRAPKIC
CGORDINHATES oOF AIRSPACE BLGCXS ¥WITH CCRRESPCIDIKG TIMES SUR-
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’;';Z&G YHICH TH BLGCKS ARE FOTERTIALLY VITRIE THE IMPacCT E
' FCOTIRIUT, THZ DIMENSInNS oF THEISE ELgCus vILy Be. APIFRaXl -

MTLLY 2,000 11 X 200 K4 EXTENDING IR ex Gieywd LEVEL UPp,

e T L
.
’

HG THE FIBAL 24 KSURS FRISY 76 REENTRY, A SERIES oF
OTAS VILL LE YRANSHITTED. THSSE UILL REFLECT THE
LNCREASING CIRYALNTY WIT)i UHICH THE ACTUAL REFfirdy (2RITS.
PAY EE LETERUINZL,  THE PLANHED HOTAN TRARSNISSICH AND Cole
T84T ARE AS FULLGYS: R, L

Rk omeiiod A

R e e T R
e,

‘REERTRY TlxE tUH ERSCCRED) MESSAGE CGNTEMNT (UNDER SCCRED)

T HINUS 24 mis, - - PREDICTED TINEFRANME FER REEKTRY
T Bitus 12 1®s, - ' FREDICTED TIEFnanzE FeR HEENTRY
T BIKUS 6 KRS, - PREDICTED TIMEFRAME Fox REENTRY,
.- C =. - . IKFGRMATIcH oy NIRSPACE BLOGCXS .

- : ACTUALLY: AFFECTED
s ADVISCRY THAT SKYLAB HAS REEN-
- TERED AKD HG FURT)=R TRANSHIS-

R I ORI T

R Oy TP T

T G > s won e -

2 Rl T JINOR

) SIGNS 1AY EE EXPECTED,

€ THE INFCREATION 1IN PRRAS i-4, ALCYG YITH A SAGFLE NGT AM
‘FCRMAT, IS BZIHG TRAXSHITTED BY THE FAA T6 ALL CLASS |
INTEREATIGNAL HOTAN RECIPIENT COUNTRIES. THIS CUTL IRE ¢F
FAR LCTICN ALD INTEuTICNS 1¢ FREVIDED FER YGUR USE AS
APFROFRIAYE 1y ADVISI®G - HOST CGUNTRIES' SKYLAS CONTACT POILHT
GF SKYLAB STATUS_&HD CCHTINGEHCY ACTICHS BZ ING TAKEH BY Faa,

ARY BECISICH REGARDING THE CLOSIEG ©F €R DIVERSIOH CF AIR~
C@RAFT FLICHTS ooy THE BELCCKS 8F AIRSPACE TG o IDENTIFIED
I THE Faa ECTAMS 1S-SOLELY THAT COF TET COVER EMENT MAVIHG
RESFCHSIBILITY FOR THAT AIRSPACE, P2STS SHaULD RETCRT AHY
SIGRIFICANT FRECAUTICKARY FREPARATIONS BY LOCAL AVIaTION

AUTHCRITIES THAT CoME TO THEIR ATTEHNTION, :

v emremmp——— - -

7. ALL POSTS wILL B FioVIDED WITH INFCRMATICN TO PASS ;
T9 NOST COUNTRY AUTHERITIES ON THE PROJECTED REEHTRY PARA- :

VETERS OF SXYLAB BEGINNING AT T MINUS 48 HOURS, SUCH MES- :

SAGES VILL KQT IDENTIFY jSPECIFIC ALRSPACE ELOCKS BUT VILL

PROVIDE SUFFICIENT INFOAMATION TO ALLGY IDERTIFICATION oOF

THE FROJECTED REENTRY TRACK AwD ASSOCIATED DEf 1S FooT -

FRIRT, PREDICYICH UPDATES WILL BEF FRCVIDED BEGINHING AT 48

sOURS EEFQRE EXPECTED REENTRY (T HINUS 48) AiD AT T HIKUS

36, T MINUS 24, T KINUS 18, T HINUS 12, T MINUS 6, T MIHUS

2 AID AT T, THE HESSAGE AT T YILL LE FOLLOJED BY A KESSAGE

CONF'IRMING THE RELKTRY AS S6QM AS COLFIRMATCRY REPCATS ARE

RECEIVED. THIS CGULD OCCUR FREH ONE TO SIx HOURS AFTER

REELTRY. .

8. DEPARTMENT INTEHDS TG PROVIDE POSTS WITH MAPS ON VHICH f

RE PRIKTED CODED TRAJECTORIZS OF SKYLAE TO PERMIT FASY -
IDEKTIFICATION OF THE FROJECTED TRACK. IF DISTRIBUTION OF
THE MAPS SHOULD NCT BE CCNPLETED BGEFCRE REENTRY THE TRACK

VILL BE IDENTIFIED BY TINE IN GREENYWICH MEAN TIME (GMT) ;
. FLONG VITH THE CORRESPCKDINS LATITUDE AND LONGITUDE POLNTS :
3 OF A STRAIGHT LINE APPROXIMATION TO THE APPROPR LATE SEGHMEINT ;
OF THE TRACK, .
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9. IT 1S EMPHASIZED THAT THE RISK TO AIRCRAFT IN FLIGHT IS i

/; CORSIDERED MINIMAL AND THAT THE ACTIGH PROPOSED BY THZ Faa :
j IS IKTENDED TO AVOID EVEN THAT Winisal RISK, LR _ {.
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MEMORANDUM

To ‘SQ\’ i i'
we DS BC  MB.
L1

Your ref

I wderstapny .Y |
JM ashaal Ny
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Official communications vo be addressed to the Chief Superintendent

NORTH WALES DIVISIONAL POLICE HEADQUARTERS
- BODHYFRYD R
POLICE
WREXHAM
COUNTIES OF CLWYD AND GWYNEDD CLWYD

LL12 7BW.

TEL. No. (iD

Ref: D/2/8T/DR. Your Ref: Date: 22nd June, 1079,

'
Ministry of Deferce (D.S. 8¢),
Room 8241, The Main Building,
Whitehall,

LONDON,

SW 1.

v
’-

Dear Sir,

Unidentified Debris - Saturday 16th June, 197¢ -

At 5 a.m. on Saturday, 14th June, 1077 Mis= (NP ot the above
B wo¥an up hy the sound of rorething fallsin

- QIR vent outside 2nd found twenty piece £
Leen czused to the house. \’-Qc- was concerned becszurse
"

iq

on the ro2f of her

[OIR¢
o]

4
¢ not like any substance in, on or z2round the hous~ snd helieved
come from the sky, verhaps the sky lab satelite.

2 por. on Tuesday, 10+th June Miss—f- revorted this incident +op
e at T.langollen Folice Station, and 23 a result vou
ormed by telephone,

I now attach the sample you reaussted.

The debris collected was divided into three samwnles snd placed into
[=]

1
marked sealed volythene bags. The other two samples have been retaired a2+
Tlanrollen.

. Yours faithfully,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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UK CONFIDENTIAL

@

D/DSTI/17/9

DS 8¢ Sqn LarClNNEED

DEBRIS FROM SPACE

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

1. I attach a copy of the Home Office circular on satellite accidents which you
requested,

2. On the matter of the BBC TV documentary and Ms— request, we arranged
for the object which supposedly fell on Eastbourne golf course to be examined with
a view to determining its origin. Qur investigation has led us to conclude that
it is simply a piece of molten scrap métal., There is noc positive indication that
ifcame from space. Consequently 1t has been diSposed of. I suggest you inform
the 3BC that the object is no longer available and furthermore, prior to disposal
MOD Research Staff were unable to positively identify it as an object from Spaces

No mention should bé made of the potential inteélligence TM/L—LJMWE‘C

the time of discovery of the object.

DI 54
18 June 79 Met

UK CONFIDENTIAL

. UNCLASSIFIED - -




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

N

L™ (e, VZ‘&L

1t

v, Lty E—

20 [(z,\ma - [,V s el kg ¢

571‘ bn ”éfz%

detiy b,

<72R/7~7)

#Z‘M Ali pediniy

3 M’Q’*’D
\

//\74,({ D 2 >
5 A 79 :
SV Coene,

2

MNM\“A

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

DY advead gt el w2yl /9




RV

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

®
LOOSE MINUTE o ‘

D/sk(Air)8/1B
DDSTI

Copies to
DISk
DIS55

1. You spoke to me in March about the increasing interest in debris from Epace
and the circulsr which, at your request, the Home Office would be sending to
Civil Police Forces to enaure that any debris found by the public was reported
to MOD. I agreed that as ©y branch (then kntwn as Shf(Air)) slready handleqd
coriespondence about UFOs, it might be quoted in tho circular zs the address to
which the Police should write. So far we have had no letters or telephone calls
from the Police or thig subject.

to
Squadron Leagder I fcbbed her off but
she will probably ring again and I should be grateful for urgent advice on the
ansver she should be given.

3¢« I am 8till not clear how she got my name unless it wvas quoted by the
Esstbourne Poljce, Incidently, I have not seen the Home Office circular. Do
you thirk I could have g copy?

13 Jun 79
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HOME OFFICE
Queen Anne’s Gate, LonpoN, SW1H 9AT
Direct line: o1-213
Switchboard: o1-213 3000

Our reference:

Your reference: 6. June 1979

The Chief Executive

County Councils )
District Couneils ) .

London Borough Councils

in Bngland and Wales

The Director General, the Greaster London Council
The Town Clerk, City of London

Chief Officers of Police ;

Chief Fire Officers in England and Wales

Dear Sir
Satel C = SKY
The United States space laboratory "SKYLAB" 4g expected to descend

from orbit within the next .few weeks., A note is enclosed giving information
about the situation as et present known or foreseen. This may be used in

answering enquiries from the public.

2. The special arrangements described in
will not be applicable, since SKYLAB o

PN

3¢« The risk of injury or damage by debris from SKYLAB falling in this

country is extremely remote, In the unlikely event of an incident occurring,
the nornal emergency services (fire, ambulance, police) should be able to

handle the situation within their normal resources,

4. 1If, despite the probabilities, debris does land in this country, the
police are likely to become aware of the fact locally. Chief officers of
r8 of any confirmed landing of debris as

police are asked to give particula
promptly as possible to Mr

Head of S4 £ (Air), Ministry of

Defence, Main Bu;.lding, Whitehall, London SWiA 2HB, preferably by telephone
L)

(no. .

5« Any enquiries about the

Home Office, F6 Division (Mr tel. no. Mr
tel. or Mr tel. no, or by telex
(no qmluteide rormal office hours the duty officer may be

contacted, tel. no.

Yours faithfully

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

Home Office Circular No ES 5/1979
: . 3 1

subject of this letter may be addressed to the




TEE AMERICAN SPACE STATICK SEITAB

SKYLAB was launched as a spaeca laboratory in 1973 and was mamed
until Pebruary 1974. I% hes row come to the end of iim iife and
is expected to fall to esarlth lowarls the end of June or the first
half of July 1979.

The satellite is aboui 1G5 fest long by 20 feet wide and vweighs
about 70 tons. It confaina no muclear material, It is fiited

with gas jets by which its attltude in space can bs corrected, but
it has no propulaion system which could take it away from the earth,
nor can it be destrxeyed. 48 it gradually loses speed it falls
closer to the sarth, and vhen it enisrs ths outer stmoaphere this
will happen more quickly. It is sxpected that eventually friction
with the air will csuse it to break up, probably into some thousands
of pieces most of which will be burnt up before they reach the
earth's surface, but it is possible that many pieces could survive
and strike the ssrih over & wide area,

The descent of the satellile iz being contimuously monitored and

the US authorities ars making informaiion regularly available to the
media. But the time of its fall is unlikely to be known more
accurately until about 10 days befors it happens, and an indication
of the aree in which the dsdbris might land will probably rot be
available until a few hours im advance,

SKYLAB cirecles ghe ﬁaf%hbia an orbit which lies between the
latitudes of 50°F amd 50°83. This just crosses the southern-most
part ¢f Cornwall, bui if it breaks up the pieces might be scattered
up to about 50 miles each side of the orbit and the area in which
fragments might land includes most of Cornwall, southern Devon and
Dorset, the Isle of Wigh% and the coastal areas of Hampshire and
Sussex., If any pisecea should drop here they are far more likely to
fall comparatively harmlessly in open country than to cause any
injury or damsge %o buildings. It ia extremely unlikely, however,
that any debris will land im this country, having regard to the
small area affected comparsd with the area of the eerih traversed
by the satellite'’s orbiis,

Even if a forecast can bs msds, nearer the time, as to the area

in which SKYLAB may come down, it will be quite impossible %o

say where any particulsr piece would land, The emergencry cervices
(fire, ambulancs and police) are accustomed to dealing with accidents
causing damage or injury. If suyome should suffer {rom SKYLAB's fall,
any claim for compensation would be dealt with in aacordence with

the appropriate iatermaticpal convention, under whichk the launching
state would be responsitle for settling claims.
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HOME OFFICE f LALERECEVEL 1y
Queen Anne’s Gate, Lonpon, SWikl 9AT P 54
Direct line: 01-21 3 g 23 APR 2

Switchboard: o1-213 3000

Our seferencer

Your references ' 20 April 1979 L C
For Action: Chief Officers of Police in England and Wales
For Information: Chief Fire Officers in England and Wales

Chief Executives/Clerks of -

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

The Common Council of the City of London,

London: Borough Councils and all District Councils
in England and Wales . '

Dear Sir

Home Office Circular No ES 5/1979

Satellite Accidents

Introducticon

‘Following the descent of a nuclear-powered Soviet satellite in Canada on

2k January 1978, consideration has been given to contingency arrangements
for dealing with the possibility of a similar incident in the

United Kingdom. It is recognised that the likelihood of such an accident
is remote. Moreover, the additional hazards to life from nuclear-powered
satellites are very smuall and are limited to potential exposure to
radicactive debris following accidental re-entry. Nevertheless, the
special considerations that affect the use of nuclear materials and the
safety standards applied to them make it rrudent to desvise plans to deal
with such an incident on United Xingdon territory, should it ever occur.

2+« A crash involving a satellite which was not powsred by nuclear fuel
would present problems whica would fall to oe dealt with through norumal
major accident procedures. This circular is therefore concerned only with
contingency arrangements for dealing with the crash of a satellite which is
known to be nuclear-powered or whose energy source has not been estzblished
(but see paragravh 21 for reporting arranzements for non-nuclear space
objects). Similar circulars are veing issued by the Scottish Office and
Northern Ireland Office.

Features of a Satellite Accident

3. In the absence of extersive experience it is difficult to rake. any
firm assumptions about the seatures of a satellite accident. A major
proolem is that the prediction of the location of a satellite's point of
return to earth is very difficult. Although it is likely that knowledge

-
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of changes in the orbital pattern which might lead to
premature return to earth would bs availsble nsny hours
or even days before re-entry occurred, it would not be
such that & reasonably accurate prediction of the final
orbit over the earth could be made until 12-24 hours
before impact. Even then forecasts of the pracise point
of re-entry alorg this track night still be in error by
thousands of iilometres., It is therefore vrobavlie that
accurate werning would rot te available until a Yew minrutes
before impact, &nd it is possidle that there wight be no
warning at all,

4o On re-entry into the earth's atmosphere, the behaviour

of the satellite would largely be determined by its mechanical
construction. Some satelliites are designed in such a way that
they will disintegrate on re—eniry; others are so designed
that fairly large components will remain intact on entering
the earth's atmosphere. The debris from a crashing satellite
might thus vary from minute dust rarticles to heavy and
slzeable objects, and the latter might include the raedioactive
gsource ~ but any part might be radioactive.

5« Although the parametors of the orbit of =z creshing
satellite can be fairly closely definsd, debris might Tall
over an area 2000 kilozetres lonz oy 200 kilouetrss wide. It
would not thererore be possibie to alert volice forces on a
selective vbasis; in the event of a warning that a satellite
might crash in or nesr the United Xirgdom, all police forces
would have to be alerved.

6. The crash of a nuclear-powered satellite would present
particular problems such as -

a. there would be a possible radiastior hazard,
the degree of which could not be determined in
- advance;

b. debdris from the crashed satellite might be
scattered over a very large area, ferhaps the greater
part of the country;

€+  individual pieces of debris might be very small,
yet each might present & small radiation hazard,

There would be no explosion of the type associzted with the
~detonation of an atomic bomb, .

Continzency irronzexents

Ts  If the malfunctioning of a satellite becarz knounbefore
it ceme out of orbit the Hinisiry of Defence (10D) would be
responsible for arranging for ths preparation of an assessment

-2-
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Chief Officers will no doubt wish to consider irn advance
what procedure should be instituted locally to allocate
reference mumbers to firdings., Ons way would bs for the
force operationsi neadquarters to allocate & unigue serial
numbsr to each finding ss soon ss there is reasoa to
believe thet it may nave come frou a satelliie. Bsch
reference nuuber should consist of two letiers identifying
the police forea concerncd followed by a number allocated
locally (e.g. ¥P7), Following are the letters to be
ircorporated in thase refersnce rumbers:

Avon and Scmerset AV Lincolnshixra
Bedfordshire BB Herseyside
Cambridgeasnirs CA - Metropolitan
Cheshire cd Norfolk
City of London CcY Rorthamptonshire
Cleveland cv ~ Yorthunbria
Cumbria ' CH North Vales
Derbyshire DB North Yorkshire
Devon and Cornmwali DC 4 Nottinghamshire
Dorset = DO ' South Vales
Duzham hli) South Yorlshire
Dyfed-Powys DP Staffordshire -
Egsex BX Suffolk
Gloucestershire GL Surrey
. Greater Manckester GH Sussex
Gusnt | GW Thames Valley
Hampshire HA . Warwickshire
Bertfordshirs HB Hest Herecia
HRumberside HU Yest Midlands
Leng KB Yest Yorkshire
Lencashire LA Wiltshire
Leicoetershire B
-2 -
__UNGCLASSIFIED
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of the possible risks to the United Kingdom., A Covernment
decision would then bte sought on whether the poiice should

be alerted ard whether a public statensnt should be made,

If such action were decided on, overall responsibility for

the measures to deal with an ircideni would bte exercised

fron a central control point in Whitehall, in e nmammer
similar to procedures already established to handle a
terrorist incicent and wita sirilar Hinisterial and senior
ofiiciel represcntation Tfrom all the Government Departuments
concerned. Varning to the police would be given by means

of a broadcast over the Police Fational Computer (FHC) systenm.
The focal point for the collection of scientific data would
be the Atomic Weepons Rescarch Establisnment (AVR2),
Aldermaston, which would ir conjunction with the National
Radiological Protection Boerd (WRFB) arrenge for eppropriate
secientific and tecnnical advice to be nade aveiladle to
central Government and to police forces who might be involved.

8.. On receipt of the warning message, police forces should
arrenze to gather reports of debris. Chief fire officers
should be infornesd of the warning and asked to notify the
rolice prompily of any roports which they may recsive. Fire
service personnel are traincd to fight fires involving
rediocactive sources and have a limitsd range of equipzent for
the detection of radiation; they are able to confirm the
Presence of sonie vut not all types of rzdiosctivity, and are
not able therefore to say authoritatively that debris is not
radioactive,

9. VWhen reports of suspected or actual locations have been
received, the police should teske such steps as may be needed
locally to prevent people entering areas which may be dangercus
because of radiosctive material (see also varagrapn 15 balow).
For edvice as to the dangers of radivactivity and for the
exanination and disposal of suspect material thay should call
upon the National Arvergements for Incidents involving
Radioactivity (the NAIR schene). Under this the irmediate
attendance of the Stage 1 confact is requested, followed if
necessary by calling out the Stege 2 establishment

(Eore Office Circulers BES 7/1972 and ES 3/1977). The NAIR
representatives shouid sdvige local police on their owm
initiative until contact is estavlishzd with, and scientific
and tectnical advice received Trom, AVRE and/or IRFB under the
arrencenents described in paregraph 7. All persons should ba
told to Xeep well away from possible radioactive debris.
Although highly unlikely, soue large pieces of debris might
heve radiation {ields of significance over distances of the
order of 100 neires, end some limited evacuation mizht be
necessary; widespread continuous contemination is, however,
unlikely. Advice on the degree of evecuation recuired would
be available in the first instance from the WAIR representatives

-3 -
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and subsequently from representatives of ths AVRE and the
NRPB, In the case of daragse requiring rescue or firefighting
operations, the possivle nhazard from radioactivity should be
borne in mind and existing disaster plans rolating to rescus
operations in such circunstances should be inplementud as
appropriste,

1, 10. Details of all findinzs of materisl which the police

have reason to believe is satellite debris should bte reported
immediately, together with a brief outline of the action taken

- and quoting g tnique reference nusher ldentifying the police

force concerned. Such reporis should be sent via the FiC

syetem to New Scotland Yard (from where they will be passed to
the central control point) in accordance with standard proforma
headings - gee dnnex A. This will ensble g nationwids picture

of confirmad sightings to be built up ang consideration to be
given to the need for specialist dssistance. The central

control point will pass the reports received to the scientific
data centre at AWRE (paragraph 7 above), If debris is expected
OVer a congiderable area of +he country it may be neceasary to
set up a field operations centre to provide overall direction

of both land and air searches, and thig centre would operate
within general directions provided by the central coatrol point.
Special cormunications eguivpment available at the central control
point could be deployed locally if there wora a nesd to reinforce
facilities in particular areas.,

1. If the warning time was enly a matter of ninutes, it would
not be possidble to alert police lorces before reports of falling
debris tegan to come ir. A FVC broadecesst wouléd, however, be

sent as soon ag possible and a subsequent messeage would confirm
that the central control point arrangements hagd been established,
The reports required under parazraph 8 above ghould then be
Passed immediately to the control point,

12, If no varning at all were received, the first indication
that a satellite had crashed might be reporis to the police of
debris, 1In Lany cases such reports micht prove to be false or
it might be Tossivle to establish immediately that the debrig.
could not have come from & satellite. lrenover a revort of
debris has been confiraed, however, and fhere ere no valid

Fasons for believing that the debris could not have forzsd

rart of s Satellite, the action outlined in paragrarn 9 above
should be taken and the central contiol point chould be rotified
immediately, The epmopriate contact is +re Duty 07ficer on

01 or Q. Action would then te taker to trinz tha
central control roint arrengements into operation if necessary.

Sesrch fo-r Unrerortad Freoments

13. Since much of the debris would te very srell many of the
fraguents wouid not be sighted ari umneticed irradieted detris
right be scattered over en area of thousandsg of square

-4-
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kilometres. A major search operation wight have to be
- mounted to locate radiocactiive fragmsnte, Whather to
mount a search, .ard if so vhat arsa should be covered,
would be decided by the central control point.
Arrangemants would be mads to deploy, using the
framework of the NAIR scheme, the resources of evary
available technical support service, including teens from
¥OD, NRFB, United Kingdom Atomic Bnergy Authority (UXARA)
British Nuclear Fuels Limited (BNFL) and the Bloctricity
Generating Boards, using svecialist sircraft snd vehicle
search techniques, In rural areas the rost effective
initisl search to locate major sources of radioactivity
might be from the air. Folice forces would then be asked
to organise ground searches of specific areas under
arrangements by the central control point or forward

operations centre and with the advice of AYRE and NRFB
staffs,

Recovery of Frogments

14, Special arrangements would be made centrally.under
AVRE advica for the recovery of all fragments, when they
had been located and sxamined, and these would bs notified
to the police forces corcerned. ¥here, in the interests of
public safety, and on seientific edvice,a fragment

is removed from the point of impact, the central control
point should be informed where it is to be stored while
avaiting recovery. '

15 It is for the Government to decide whether, end if so
by what means, a public warning of danger fronm radiocactivity
should te given. In reachirg that decision, the need to
Prevent unnecegsary elarm would be carefully considered.
Chief Officers should therefore ensure that rothing is done
locally to anticipate a Government statement.,

Press and Publicitr

16. It is essential that those dealing locally with a
satellite accident and the Government ‘eam in Whitehell
should not issue inconsistent statements. Chie? Officers
should ensure thet all loceal press onquiries are directed

to a senior officer at force headquarters, who is briefed to
deal with them, workinz in close liaison with Government
Information Officers who would make aporopriate arrangements
to co-ordinate the national dissemination of information
from Vhitehall.
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Extra Costs ; {

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

Claims Procedure

18. The Government is under an obligation to consider claims
from the general public for injury or death following & nuclear
accident and there is already a registration procedurs in
existence for this purpose. In the event of a nuclear powered
satellite accident a Government announcement would be published
~about how to obtain registration forms to provide information o+
assistance in looking into claims for compensation by thos2 in
the affected area at the relevant time,

Communications

. 10
19. As indicated in paragraph g, reports will be sent via the
PNC terminal in New Scotland Yard and from there, depending on
the volume of traffic, by Telex or by courier to the central
control point. Any general directions issued by the control
point will be sent by these means.

20. Messages addressed to the central control point should be
confined to operational matters concerning the search for debris,
public control, etc. Any enquiry about subsidiary administrative
matters arising in consequence of the operations envisaged in

this circular should be addressed to the Home Office, F6 Division -

by telephone to Mr (tel no (ANINNNND) o-
Mr — (tel no ) or by Telex message. The

normal Home Office Telex number is . The additional
number @l (answer back code QD) ray be activated to
handle such messages exclusively when the need arises

Non-nuclear debris from space

21. As indicated in paragraph 2, the contingency arranzements set

out in this circular are applicable to the crash of a satellite known
or believed to be carrying radicactive material. Nuclear powered
satellites are few but many non-nuclear satellites and other space
debris are in orbit and there is continuing likelihood of such objects
falling from space and parts ef them surviving re-entry to the
atmospnere and landing on the earth's surface. Though the likeliihood

-6 -
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RESERSSIFED

is smgll the police may become aware of such debris if th

fall is observed and reported to them. In that eventl':'e

g:f:igreciazid if chief officers would inform the Hi;i:;rﬁozid

pete °€ S0 that the object may be examined and 4f {ble

;ge;tlfled. The Eoint of contact at the Minril:t:‘; i?sgzgiice

Main.er, Head of‘s:{»f(!fir) 1 Ministry of Defence ‘
18y Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB (tel no’~)

Yours fai thfully

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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ANNEX A
SATELLITE ACCIDENT REPORT PROFORMA

To be reported viz the Police National Computer terminal in
New Scotland Yard to the Government Central Control Point
(see paragraph &) [0

ADDRESSEE ~ 02B6 SATELLITE

Iiem
ALPHA ~ Pron (state nams of force).,
BRAVO Data/Time (state ONE, tims of sighting;

TWO, time report submitted).,
CHARLIE Faference No (state local unique ref no *),

DELTA Exsct location of debris (giving grid reference
end rap sheet numberp whero possible; otherwise
by direction ang disteance from easily identified
proint on Ordnance Survey map).

BCHO Dogoription (state rovgh size ard shaps, material,
whether radisactivs),

FOXTROT Casualties/Demace (briof description of dead/

o seriously injured ang damage tokproperty).

GOL# RV (state location, televhore number if available,
of guide to lead investisstor to incident),

HOTEL Action (state what action taken locally or
proposed and any other relevant information),

INDIA Assistance already at or ordered to scene, other
than polics.

JULIET Assisiance Required (state type and approximate
numbar).

* It will ve very important, in making initial reports ard

to assist subsequent action and enguiries, to identify eaen
firding of Possibly dangerous devris by r2ans of a refersncs
rmuber unique to that finding, Tas rsference nunber, when
allocated, should be notified to those concerzed with action on
the spot as well as to the central governuent control point,

-1 -
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7/
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE D38¢ . C/
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

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

The Chief Superintendent,

s s . - - Your reference
Divisional Police Headquarters

2 VLS 1O D/2A7/DR
}?Qéng‘:‘ f LD Our reference
Clywd, L112, 7BW _b/s4(air)E/T

28th June 1979

Dear Sir, /Cﬂ

Receipt of your letter of 22nd June, together
with debris samples passed to you by liss _

of Llengollen, is acknowledged.

Thank you for advising us of this incident
and for forwarding the samples,

Yours faithfully,
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DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: Sec(HSF)1a

Sent: 04 March 2003 12:59
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Release of file

Yes, | can confirm that | am happy for it to be released.

----- Original Message--—-

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

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

Section 40 |
DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1




LA,

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

G
(GTN)

Your Reference
Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
u ate
East Yorkshire 12 February 2003

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

Please find enclosed a copy of file D/DS8/76/6 — Unidentified Flying Objects — TV Discussion.
You will notice that personal data has been removed. This is to protect the privacy of those who
have corresponded with the MOD and MOD employees.

With regard to the other file you requested (D/DS8/75/7 — Unidentified Flying Objects -

Satellite Debis), we are currently consulting another department about the release of these
documents and as soon as we have a decision, I will write to you again.

Yours sincerely,



From o
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1 :
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE }
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP :
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 21 40
(Switchboard) 020 721
(GTN)
Your Reference
8?‘1?%5%27‘%“
ate
Hull 7 January 2003

Thank you for your letter of 6 January in which you made a request under the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information for copies of two Ministry of Defence files. These files are

currently held in archives, but they have been recalled and when I have received them, I will write
to you again. In the meantime, you asked what charges may be incurred.

The Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information
and this means that we are committed to providing you with the information you require, as long
as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure that this does not create an extra burden
on the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more complicated requests. If a request is likely
to require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged
at £15 per hour. These cost include locating relevant material, photocopying, and the removal of

personal details to protect the identity of MOD employees and those who have corresponded with
the MOD.

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

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




(occion 0§
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Ministry of Defence
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Hull.
Northumberland Avenue, London. East Yorkshire.
WCEN 5BP Secton 20|
DAS
6 January 2003. 102NO. snvmemmmrsssssce
-7 JAN 2003
Dear - T

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

D/DS8/75/7: UFO Satellite Debris

And:

D/DS8/75/6: UFO: TV Discussion.

In anticipation of your reply.
Yours sincerely

Flles requanted fwim Hu/m 7;\(?&5@'
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The National Archives
UFO Yorks TV Programme
Copy of a MoD file on a Yorkshire TV programme covering UFOs in 1979 that featured an interview with the head of the MoD branch S4 (Air), Patrick Stevens, who was at that time the most senior official responsible for UFO matters. A copy of this file was released to a UFOlogist in East Yorkshire during 2003.
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Report No...MD.8BL.. ... ‘ Transmitted on..Yorkshire. TV..~. "Tuesday Calendar"
Length..... . 30.mins.  Date.......23xd . January, 1979, ... Time...3,20.p.m.
Shont Title.............. LJF 0S8 oo

.

'Richard Whiteley: Hallo and welcome to "Calendar Tuesday" whoever you are and

indeed wherever you are. Well, I say that because this afterncon we're going to'ésk
some rather ... well, rather disturbing questions like - dc 'U.F.Os exist? Should we

believe people whu claim they've had a close encounter of the third kind? H:ave

the world's governments conspired in a galactic cover-up as indeed certain

members of the House of Lords seemed to indicate last week, or is the whole thing
just plain and simply 'in the mind'? Well, with us to try and answer those questions
are the Reverend Ray Nielsan who is the Secretary of the European Headquarters
of the Aetherius Society which believes very much in the existence of U.F.Os. -"'_We
have Mr.Brian Straight, a co-ordinator of Chrysis, that's the U.F.O. reseaféh
organisation based in Cleveland County. We've got Miss Heather Coopef; “an
astronomer and lecturer at Greenwich Planetarium in London and in our Loh.don
studio Mr.Patrick Stevens, who's the -Assistant -Secretary in the Air Fbrce
Department of the Ministry of Defence.

Well, before we actually gct involved in that discussion, let's first of all see
for ourselves films of reported U.F.Os shet recently in Italy and in New Zealand
sightings like these led to the debate in the House of Commons... or rather the
Hause of Lords last week. |
(Filmed extracts)

Well, as the man said the chances are a million to one, but still they come.
Let's find out if people believe they really are coming. Let's ask you, first of a’ll
Reverend Ray Nielsen, can I hear it first from your own lips, you personally are
100%, nay, a 1,000% convinced that U.F.Os do exnst”

Rev. Nieclsen: Yes, I have absolutely no doubt whatsoever, after studying the
. subject very thoroughly, mind you, since 1960. 1 believe that flying saucers are
here, they have becn coming here for centuries and the fact that there is a

controversy is due that certain information is not released, so therefore there is

argument and 1 think that information should be made Apublic by aill world
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Report No.MD.81 ) : ‘ Continuation No.1,

governments and 1 égree absolutely wholeheartedly with the Lords debate. ;
R. Whiteley: Okay, now you're holding a model of a U.F.0., we would call it a
flying saucer, you believe, do you, that U.F.Os look like that?

Rev. Nielsen: I believe that a certain type of fiving saucer is like this one, thls is
what we in the Aetherius Society refer to as a scout craft, it's the type of
craftwhich Adamski* photographed, indeed Stephen Darbyshire of the Lake Dlstl‘lct
photographed twenty years after Adamski. It's been featured in almost all
government reports as being widely reported in newspapers, all over the W'orfd
especially by papers like the Brazilian Press, for example, who published fully all
the photographs taken by their Brazilian Navy any, many years ago and this type
of craft is, shall we say, a very commonly seen craft. .
R. Whiteley: Okay, well, you've made your position perfectly clear, thank you very
much indeed. Heather Cooper, as an astronomer, what is your view?

Miss Cooper: My view is that perhaps 95% of UFO sightings can be explained by
other phenomena such as meteorological phenomena,. natural phenomena in the
atmosphere and manmade things like balloons. There is perhaps a residue, 5%. of
sightings, which haven't been explained and those are the ones we should be
interested in. Now there has been an attempt to do this, Professor Alan Hemek*, a
very distinguished astro-physics Professor in the States, has been analysing the

small minority of sightings which haven't been explainad by other means. H,es

- whittled it down to about 2% now and those 2% haven't yet been explained. But I

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

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

don't see why we have to start recoursing to imagining people from o'théf_.

civilisations are coming to contact us and I'd like to describe my thoughts on that a

bit later.

R. Whiteley: Yes, okay, well, lots of fascinating points there, but let's go straight
to you, Brian because your job at Chrysis is basically when you hear of them you go

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

sighting and you nip off straightaway and have a look. Is that basically what you
do?

-



Report No. MD.81 Continuation No.?2.

Mr. Straight: Not really, no, it depends very much on how important we consider
the sighting is. If it's just lights in the sky, or something like that, w2 won't

bother. If we get a sighting which is obviously of an unusual object , say, close to |

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

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

present absolutely no scientific evidence for the existence of U.F.Os, however

there is .. after scientific analysis has been applied to UFO sightings a disturbing
residue of cases which are left unexplained. We are more interested in looking at
these unexplained cases in an attempt to try and explain exactly what they are.

R. Whiteley: = Well, Patrick Stevens in London, you've heard there the view of the
people in the studio here. Can I ask you then what - if I may put it this way : the
professicnal view is of the existence of U.F.Os because one of your jobs is to deal
with U.F.Os. o
Mr. Stevens: Well, I can tell you what the Ministry of Defence view is and that is
very similar to Heather Cooper's, that there's no doubt at all that there ‘are
extraordinary phencmena in the skies that can be seen and there's no doubt in qu
mind that most of the reports come from eminently sensibie and respohsible pedp'l_e;
The only question is what is behind those phenomena and what worries us is the way
people immediately transfer the term UFO, they've seen something whicﬁ is
unexplained and unidentified and they imrnediately turn that into a flying saucer
and they immediately transpose that into alien spacecraft. There is no evidénf;e
for this whatsoever. : - |
R. Whiteley: What about this 2% that Heather says is unexplained? o
Mr. Stevens: I think Heather made the point there that there are a great many
extraordinary ... there are very many strange reasons to account for the phenomehé
and there may well be a residue which cannot be explained because you haven'tAg_o_t
sufficient detail, or because you get a conflict of evidence sometimes and
sometimes the situation is very unusual, the atmospheric conditions are rare and
you can't quite explain what it is. It's rather like a mirage, if you look and see
something in a mirage you cannot possibly know what is the other end of t.ha.t
mirage unless you have independent evidence. .




Report No. MD.81 ' ‘ Continuation No.3.

R. Whiteley:  Just again, I'm anxious to get things quite clear, can I hear 'it fro.m
your lips, that officially the Ministry of Defence is not saying U.F.Os do not exnst'7

Mr. Stevens:  What we say is there are strange things to be seen in the sky, what
we say most emphatically is we don't believe thar those represent alien spacecraft,
we don't believe there's been a single alien spacecraft in our sky. '
R. Whiteley: Ah, well, you, Ray Nielsen, probably wouldn't agree with that?

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

L

people around the world who wouldn't agree with that for the simple reason that if
you research this subject very, very carefully and, Mr.Stevens, I remember a case
in 1962 where we're not talking about a thin pinpoint of light in the sky, we're
talking about an encounter that a member of this country had and he was seven'ty‘~
five feet away from an object which he described perfectly as a craft of thxs
nature. That man released his information after his experience and his account was
published in the daily Press with a full explanation from your Department saymg
that what he'd seen was the reflections of his headlamps off a low flying cloud and
yet your Department did not investigate that man until the day after you released
that statement. Now that is the kind of treatment I think that this ... the pe(_)'p.l_e
in this country are fed-up with, is the too simple explanation of something wh:i'ch
obviously is an encounter of a very unusual kind. :
R. Whiteley: What you're saying is that it's too easy to laugh it off, what .y_‘ou ’
would call is a sighting? -
Rev. Nielsen: Yes, absolutely, especially one of that close proxirnity. -
R. Whiteley:  Well, Brian Straight ... I mean Brian Straight is not laughing it off
vou don't laugh off every claim that's made do you? ',::
r. Straight:  No, certainly not, but Chrysis itself has recourse to a number of
people with university backgrounds in everything from astronomy through phys"gés
to psychology and our researches have indicated very strongly that the UFO
phenomena is very much connected with the psychology of the witness. We think
that this is very important, in that if you examine - as Ray said UFOs have be’én

seen for hundreds of years, if you look at the sightings, the UFO itself always

‘mirrors the level of technology of the society in which the witness exists......
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Report No. MD.81

Continuation No.4.

R. Whiteley: Are you saying basically.... are .you saying that a ‘person who
actually wants to see a UFO probably wili? ‘ i

Mr. Straight: No.
R. Whiteley: .. because of that state of mind.

Mr. Straight: No, I'm not saying that, what I'm saying is that there abpeaps to be

some external phenomenon which is very badly undérstood which witnesses
interpret in certain ways, exactly what that exiernal phenomenon is.,is of course
very difficult to say, as I say Romans saw flying. shields, Americans saw steam-

Powered airships, people nowadays see spacecraft.

R. Whiteley: Yes, but I mean the design hasn't actually changed, ‘I 'mean they're

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

Rev. Nielsen: Well, I think logic tells you that if - and I'm not being dogmatic
here, I'm just saying what we believe and other people too - if we believe that these
are intelligently controlled, and I believe they are, then whoever can manufacture a

craft that can transverse millions of miles of space and stiil be that size must be
pretty well advanced.

R. Whitelay: Lady and gentlemen, just hold it there for a couple of-.fninutes, I

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

Mr. Cass: UFOs are a visual phenomerion. Things seen in the sky. Voices or radio
signals of unknown origin are an audio curiosity which nevertheless have interesting
parallels with UFQs., Dregent day UFQ investigators arc divided now between the
nuts and bolts theory, that is extra-terrestrial craft of a tangible nature and a rival
and revolutionary hypothesis rapidly gaining ground that the UFOs are non-physical,
possibly projections from the collective unconscious of mankind.
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R. Whiteley: Well, Mr.Cass there posing a couple of questions, but he goes on to
claim that he has in claim recorded unexplained abnormal voices speakir\'g';in
polyglot, that's an element where two or more voices are combined in one ée,'t,‘of
speech. Listen to this. o
(Extract) , _ ,

Well, Mr. Cass reckons that he's recorded that polyglot far out in épace.
We've listened to it again and again and again and it seems to be a combination of
sort of German, but we thought we heard the word a couple of times "Elvis", now,
you know - I'm being serious, we thought we heard the narne "Elvis". Now... we're
all laughing away - you're not.

Rev. Nielsen: I'm not.

R. Whiteley: No, because you believe that but can [ ask you, Mx‘.Stevens;in
London, what do you think about this polyglot claim, recording voices from out of
space? , '
Mr. Stevens: Well, it's very difficult. All I got there was a bit of atmospherics .a."w.d_
a couple of words which might have come from anywhere and I've no idea what they
were, or what was said and I can't really comment seriously on that, but [ wi}{
comment on what was said earlier on, whiph is that .. this idea that these alien
spacecraft are not material and you find that the ufologists get forced more and
more into these extraordinary explanations. They suggest that there are tens of
thousands of visits every year, it's inconceivable that these can be fresh visits from
distant ., some perhaps ten hundred light years away, so they must be hid_ihg
somewhere and when it can be proved that they aren't hiding it somewhere, people
have to invent the kind of paranormal explanaticn, that they come from other
Space time continuance. :

R. Whiteley: Heather Cooper, [ wonder why don't these people land?

Miss Cooper: Well, there are two wonderful paradoxes which Patrick has br'oug'ht
up: astronomers believe that we are very, very common in the universe, that life is
probably very likely to be common, we're made out of the most widespread
chemicals and elements and that sort of thing. Okay, so life is common ‘in the
universe then.why on earth are all these people corhing to look at us, are we some
sort of celestial curiosity. So if all these things are indeed artifacts of another
civilisation coming to look at us, why are they doin‘g s0? On the other hand if iife

isn't common in the universe then why do we see so many UFQOs?
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R. Whiteley:  Why don't they land then? S

Rev. Nielsen: Well, they have. The Answer very simply, Richard, is that they’Have
landed, that at the moment they are unable to land openly as many people .would
like them to, for example, in Central Park op Hyde Park. -They ére governed very
strictly by a law we believe which 'unables' them to directly interfere with our_' free
will, in other words their introduction into our atmosphere js part of g cc'mtr_oued
Plan, something which has already been planned tg help mankind, if manking. wants
to be helped, but jf he treats the subject with ridicule, with ciontempt,ﬁ ‘with
scientific and intellectua] narrowmindedness, then théy can only help ys -tﬁ_’ the
degree that we accept them. | o

v

R. Whitelex: You're taking the brunt of this I think really, but never imind. _Most
of the photos we see of flying saucers ... -‘

Revy, Nielsen: ... are blurred.
\‘_.

R. Whitelez: Yes.

Rev. Nielsen: Out of focus. _"'.'{- ;
:

tele vision and sg on, why ... o
Rev. Nielsen: I've gone into this very, very carefully, as you can well imagiﬁe,
and a lat of Photographs have been taken to general film in Hollywoced, Kdd_ak
€xamines an awfy] lot of them, and it's the same not only with flying sadée'r
Phenomenon but with an awful lot'-of terrestriaj phenomenon. It's very, veffy
difficult to Photograph a clear picture of Phenomena of thig type. I believe th:at

around each of these Spacecraft that visits this earth is what we cal] 3 field or '

nat

force field and this interferes, or interrupts with the emulsion on th

3 e
154 fuln

30 ¢
YOU cannat get an absolutely clear-cut .... as a matter of fact,..,
R. Whitelex: What's your view on that, Brian, do YOU agree with that? L
Mr. Straight; Well, no, it's Very .... obviously one hesitates to say that all the
photographs that have been handed in to YOU .. research groups and governmeh't:s
are fakes, in fact. [I've never yet seen g photograph which could not be faked in
SOme way and to me that means that the photograph Is, therefore, devalued. What
interests me much more is why people need tg think that these photographe are of-
e\xtra-terrestrial objects. Yoy know, I think that there's a Very.... in modern m;j'é\h
there is some sort of need to believe that these things are extraterrestrial and

they're brothers from out of Space wha're coming to save us. It seems to me that's
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a8 much more interesting thmg to lock at than actually to take the PhOtOgl‘aph‘
apart, because you can't ever really prove when it comes to the sort of nth degree

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

R. Whiteley: Well, what I'm able to do now actually is to introduce you to some
exclusive "Calendar" film which we managed to take the other day, have a look at
this.

(Fiim)

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

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

that say anythmg to you?

" Rev. Nielsen:  Not really, no, to be really honest with you, I mean I'd have to’ soe

it in freeze frame and identify it, the same way that the New Zealand Government
is taking the trouble to examine the film there. ;

R. Whiteley: Yes, okay, it was a difficult condition for you to see it in the bright
lights of the studio on the monitor. Heather, did you have any theories on that?
Miss Cooper: Well, I thought it was a frizby but I'm not saying anything more!
R. Whiteley: Well, actually that's very good because .. what a clever girl yoﬁ_‘ére,
because we have to come clean. We shot that yesterday afternoon in the garden
outside the studios by tossing a tureen ... covers a dish from the canteen up in the
air.

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

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

indeed the House of iLords said on Tiwrsday, governi ts - certain governments ara
hushing up the whale questicn of U.F.Os, so let me first ask you if you, very briefly,

go along with that?

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

York where 1 met Sir Eric Geary*. who's leading the delegation to the United

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

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

idea that everything's in the open. I'm afraid that there is a cover-up, the’ big
powers do not ....

R. Whiteley: You call it the Cosmic Watergate I see.
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Rev. Nielsen: Yes, that term was coined by a nuclear physu:nst by the name 0f~
Dr.Stanton Cleeton*....

R. Whiteley: Okay. Well, let's ask Mr.Patrick Stevens of the M.O.D., he is the
man who'll be called upon to defend us from these things eventually: is the

government covering up on these things, I mean do you know that they exist but
you're sort of saying... the government's saying 'monsense, they don't exist', when
you really know they do exist? '

Mr. Stevens: It's total nonsense the idea of a cover-up and this is a thing which the
ufologists keep coming back to, they know that if there were visits from alien

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

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

‘about alien spacecraft ever having arrived, the ufologists promptly say it must be a

cover-up, but there really isn't any cover-up, there's nothing to cover up, there
never have been any alien spacecraft here and all the evidence, including the vefy
extensive scientific studies done by the Americans, indicate that there's nothmg at
all in the way of alien spacecraft visiting here. UFOs there are, in the sense of
things which are seen in the sky and require explanation, but there are perfectly
sensible explanations for them. .
R. Whiteley:  Well, cf course Mr.Nielsen thmks that they are friendly, but I- ]ust
wondered if you gentlemen in the Mmlstry of Defence are takmg precautlonary
steps in case thcy do exist and in case they're hostile.  Are there’ any defence
systems we have to use against them? ! .

Mr. Stevens: No, at least to use against curious phenomena in the sky, you don't
need any defence systems. [ don't know how I can convince somebody who really
believes that there's a cover- up. l.ord Strabolgi said in the House of Lords the
other day, speaking on behalf of the Government he said 'really there is no cover-
up' and he gave his total assurance. What evidence can | produce?

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

mean the Earl of Kimberley and I were discussing this the other day and he doesn't
regard the House of Lords debate as being a defeat. You don't expect somebody to
turn round and say - 'oh yes, yes, you're right, all these years we have been

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

least ten governments now who have told the U.N. that they are willing to submit




(SN

Report No. MD.81 ~ Continuation No.9.

evidence that they have collected over the years, let's hope that gradually when
this cornes out in the open, more governments will follow suit and say - there ‘yvo'u
are, there's the evidence, you make up your own mind. -
R. Whiteley:  Heather, I know you haven't said, you know, that you don't believe...
you're prepared to believe the 2%, but is there one thing would convince you as an
astronomer that they exist. Would one have to land basically in Hyde Park and
chaps get out of it for you to believe .... ' - S
Miss Cooper: I'd like that very much indeed. I want physical evidence which can
be analysed in the laboratory basically, I want ... |
R. Whiteley: A bit of metal or what? :
Miss Cooper: A bit of metal, if it ha¢ an unusual composition, if it had unusqéi
radioactive proper'tieé or something like that. I would like perhaps to ... for more
astronomers to see UFOs, it's very strange that astronofners don't see UFO-‘s;
they're the chaps who're out all night observing. Peoplé who're out at night don't
tend to see USQs, it tends to be - and can I come back to your psychological poi.nt'.-
people perhaps who want to see UFOs do see them.

R. Whiteley: Very briefly because we've only got thirty seconds left.
Rev. Nielsen:  Well, in the House of Lords it was menticnad that a Ministry cjf

Defence document was published where it listed eighteen people who had had
contacts over the last two years.

Mr. Stevens: I've got that document in my hand ... I have that document in nﬁy
hand .... | ‘

R. Whiteley: (interrupting) Well, we're focussing on it, we can see a jolly good....
Mr. Stevens: 1 can ieii you siraightaway thal it is nothing iike ... remutely like an;
Ministry of Defence document, it's got these alleqged sightings, but anybody who
knows anything about Ministry of Defence documents could tell you that's a fraud.
(interruptions) Refer to anybody who knows anything about the Ministry of

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

j R. Whiteley: (interrupting) Thank you very much irdeed. All of you in the studio

thank you very much.

...00000...

¥ denotes phonetic spelling
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© FLYING SAUCER NEWS

- :Slghflngs-confiﬂue unébafed, appealing to newcomers; old hands tend to skip
“them; veterans reallse Thaf Govcrnmenfs knew In 1947 that Saucers were real and
had made conTacT B

Ui 1947, ALl fhe Iles, lnvesflgafrons, ponTlfuca+lons of the pa=T 31 years
'have been a ‘cynical’ cover-up. Let's face that.

- . Let's please; too, spare a thought of thanks to the Space Peoples for the
prodlglous effort of providing constant/worid-wide sjghtings, and SeT's be grateful
. for the progress we earthlings have made in truly opening our minds,

_ so that the Space Peoples can Increase the repeat-visits-to-the-same-ares -
"because we all now welcome/accept thelr quiet help, and our group aura has Ilghfened
enough to

_ralse the frequency of contacts.

= HOME NEWS
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UFO/45/MEMO/666/78 o mrmesty e s e CoPY 17/ .75

"MINISTRY. OF DEFENCE DEPARTMENT OF AERIAL STUDIES
*%* CLASSIFIED TO ALL PERSONNEL BELOW. AGDO 2-

. GONTACTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 22/2/78 (23) AS FOLLOWS: i
23/ 5/77 €935

K5634 LEICESTER  559/7C  CLASS 5

~K5635 "BRADFORD - * |1A/?2 CLASS 5 24/ 5/77 1116
K5636 - LONDON -(SW): 559/7C  CLASS 3 16/ 6/77 0600 .
K5637 s . C ‘
K5638 LONDON (SW) "559/7C  CLASS 5 23/ 7/77 1755

T K5639 FALMOUTH _ * 558/0'X  CLASS 20 23/ 7/77 1721
K5640 - LLANELLI ~ -555/C45  CLASS 5 1/ 8/77 093l
K5641 SOUTHALL 640 OKW/2 CGLASS 16 11/ 9/77 1159

im0 K5642 LEEDS 559/7C.- CLASS. 5  18/10/77 0445

K5643 BELFAST =~ 088/23 ' - CLASS |6  22/11/77°2350
K5644 . ABERDEEN 088/23 _  CLASS 6 .23/11/77 0020
K5645 SLOUGH 559/7C" CLASS. 5. 14/12/77. 1807
K5646 BELPER H6/44/46  CLASS 16" . 23/12/77 2300
K5647 DERBY . 559/KW 7 ' CLASS "5 . 31/12/77 1305 .
"K5648 TRURO 556/27- "1 "CLASS '8 .72/ 1/18 0430

'K5649 " - SELBY 1080/46 " CLASS 16 . 23/ ,1/78 1056
K5650 GLASGOW 559SERIES CLASS 5 ° I/ 2/78 0945
K5651 LONDON (E)  7A/7C. CLASS 23 22/ 2/78 1201
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CLASSIFICATION NOTIFIED TO THE FOLLOWING DEPARTMENTS:

METRPOLITAN POLICE

. DEFENCE (ALR FORCE)

DEFENCE (CIVIL)

SPECIAL PATROL GROUPS

B.B.C. (INTELLIGENCE BRANCH)

SUB-REGIONAL CONTROLS -

COMPUTER DATA ‘SECTION

MICROKAVE COMMUNICATIONS NETHORK

/¥ENDLIST ST S

FURTHER CONTROLS AND DATELINE NETWORK CMDAR VIA NDHQ. CHELTENHAM

OPERATION 25 NOTIFICATION TO SECTIONS B H W Z  VIA NDHQ CHELTENHAM
* NORAD CYBERTECH LINKFG

DATA COMPILATION NETWORK SECTIONS . H KW

,FURTHER NOTIFICATION FOR ACTION TO BE TAKEN VIA COMM. 46 (78)
'RLD  ClA NORAD UFO 23 ’ .
- ¥¥% | ISTED AND CLASSIFIED

/¥END COPY |7/ 75 CLASSIFIED 2298/44/C/AQDO 2/23M
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" would like fo mentlon fo you what a wonderful sight my husband and [ .
about four weeks ago. |1 was one whole field covered in Angel Hair. The flelu 15
grown for hay so there is clover and lots of tufts of grass and it was on & Sunday

morring at 7.15 a.m. © it was a lovely morning, so peaceful and quiet and nobody
was about, only us and we always take Simba, our dog, on thls figld. Then we saw
iT - it was lovely, everywhere was this Ange! Hair. | was picking it up on my

hands and as it was melting, Simba was !lcking it off like |ittle droplets of
water and on every tuft of grass they looked Iike little.silvery domes and they
glistened in'the sunlight. The whole ficld was covered. Now they can'+ say It was
spiders' webs because.it would have taken miliions of splders fo-have done that in
one night. Even my husband said that, it was so thick. I+ was a lovely sight.""

Mrs AN Fovershom, Kent.
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Kent and Sussex Courier 23.6.78 '(credif C.E.Woodcraft)

" '} could not belisve my eyes,' said 34 year old Mr.—, who is !

carrying out a geology survey for the Southern Water Authority. 'i was looking down )
~the valley towards Lady Castle Stewart's esfate when | just, saw something silhovetted
against a high bank of fir trees. The forest aroufid +he radio station is something
ITke 600 ft+ above sea level and ! was sort of looking down on It. [+ was 500 to

600 yards away and about 50 to 60 f+ below me, but about 100f+ above the ground.”

It was flying down the valley Towards Nutiey and | would have only seen it because -

11 was outlined against the trees. |+ moved on over the A22 and vanished In the
horizon. From where my mate, (D, -nd | picked up seeing [+ we reckon it
covered about four miles in three to- four seconds. . o

| 8m colour blind but my mate tells me it was |lght coloured underneath and .
red or wtop. " The-first glance, the first instant impressicn, was of the shape of a
high-powered 'speed boat, the sort that race in the channel. There was no enging
nolse and | coutd not Imagine anything like a plane travelling that fast and that -
low. " 1+ was moving too fast for a crop spraying machine, and anyway there Is ’
nothing to spray there. 11's just forest. | contacted the poiice in the hope that
.someone else might have reported seeing it. I+ was about 2.30p.m. on Tuesday
June 13, and as the object went over the big lay-by on the A22 | thought a lorry
driver or someone who stopped there might have seen it or could have corroborated
the sighting. . . . :

" 1 suppose a couple of seconds had passed before | tapped my mate on the
shoulder fo draw his aftention to the object. He agreed with me that we could not -
see wings on It. It was about 20 to 30 feet long.. | could not get a true shape
of its depth because | was looking at It sideways and on top and it. flew diagonal by
across our view. | had the imoression it was wedge shaped with possibly a slight
rise in the middle. If was very eerie because it moved at such a fantastic speed,
300 to 500 mph, we worked out, and very low to the ground. : -

I have never seen anything like It. When the Biggin Hill air show is on we .
always hear the noise of the jets as they scream over the hill, but this was

. completely silent. | suppose we mlight have heard a murmur if we had not had the

rig running. | just could not explain it.. I+ was good daylight and | don't drirk.
I+ could not have been an aeroplane. It just did not click with anything | had

ever seen before." . )
()()()()()()() (GG ()()()(?()()K)()()
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Wythenshawe Express and Recorder 2.6.78

u and B <re valking along Nearbrook Road, Benchitl . -
“looking for s sister when a strange object suddenly appeared Just above the -
rooftops as they approached Broadoak Road, shaped like a world war fwo tin helmet.

‘aged 13 said: 'It was massive, bigger than a jet plane. There were lights
gll around it and two besms coming out from it.' . : :

: IR 2ged 14, added: 't wes low down, just above the house, and it hovered
for a ccuple of minutes and +hen disappeared. We ran towards i+ trying to get a
closer look.” I+ wes s second ciose encounter., Once when he was on holiday in
Wales, 'he saw '"two bright.things’ flash across the sky. - 'There was no explanation

R N
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- MULTI-COLOUR
UFQ SIGHTED J
BY: POLICEMAN

‘Q‘ A former Royal _Observer
! Cﬂlp; memher and ~ RN PN
told  vest .
coloured 4
object wh
Wednesda
Inwood, |
" Craggs, 21
said the s
n

-

D e ¥

. . . ; -
MULTI-COLOUR -
T Y N M r A
UFO SIGHTED
Bl/ ]’OI i(,L\f 3\
) \
onmor -md‘ O cer
Zorps member and a poli ccn};rtz.
old  yesterday of a mvlu-
oloured  wni vk‘ntlfed flving
)bj(‘Ct which both watched on
:cduc:da» night.  Afr Peter
n\\ood 50, and Pc  Aln
,-lrsémtf‘;, 2L4 Jb(())lth of Ach, Surrey,
al 1C U was ove
and Hampshire. ) Surley
At the same txme
Mdu:een Slatcr 36, of nea'bv
Farnborough, Hanls, her son
and two of his fr; ends saw a
. cigar-shaped UFO  which
: hovered close to the « ground at
a lgcal}xl”ctir%a’mn ground. She
said it had flashinz b :
and red lights ¢ Dlue, green
. Meanv»hnle a police
in the }\n%tand.ng
Ashdown  Forest
Grinstead, Sussey, fox
which was reported by a iocal!
resident {0 have .sef fire to
~ heathland on Wednesdav  was
¢ called off yesterday after noth.
mg was found

Mrs

search
area of
ear FEast
a UFO;

mf-u

‘
farm repofu‘d -a. m ystery
object which fell from the sky
and broke in two as it hit thn

ﬁ% bm& RO

FARY L ¥ dd
corpbral ag RAF West Drav-
ton, rang his old bass. where
xt was coniraied that the RAFR

and Har
“At thi
Maureen ! .
Fambnro B@\& -E
vn in
cigar-sha
‘hﬁaeredf By Ian Morton

. a local re  POLICE were searching
53‘(‘} it dh? part of Ashdown Forest
Mesnw  in Sussex and carrying

. : . out radioactivity checks
1 in the 1]

"y Ashdown = today after a UFO inci-
B Grinstead .dent in which grorse was
<. which wi set on fire.

3 resident ! In a separate mr‘xdent two
hicathlané men walched a multi-ccloured
called o UFO for more than an hour
ing was near Aldershot and a Farn-

. -‘ Jborough woman reporied tus.
< tier younc sun  had  been

frichtened by a UFO.

The sightinzs are the latest
in a series of UFO repoits in
the Surrey and Sussex areas,
some of tnem by peopie with
experience of  aeronattical
matters.

In the Kingstanding area of
Ashidown Forest a 10-strong
police squad searched the

rournd for a UFO said to

ave seb fire to gorse ag atout
10.30 1ast nizht,
A resxdem at a nearby

ground, causing the fire, bnd had no knowledge of the
In\vecwr Pat Regan, of East object,
Grmstead JAL the same time 2 -\on;.an
vorot ice
Firemen put cut the blaze. T~ sf:n e‘f°xoj;3 sg%n:adpgcén
Police ~were —checking 10r flishitenad by an onlecs in che
nt « KL= i
possible radioactivity as well 0 Which

as_evidence of the {fallinx
object.

Red: white, blue

A policeman at Ash, Surrey,
\»ho was formerly in the ALY,
said he watched a multi -
cnloured DFO for more than

n Craggs was called
to Ash Walsh School by tha
caretaker who had been

watching the object for more

than an hour.

Both mecn saw the UFO
change colour from red to
blue to white and finaliv to
green, It nioved erratically in
the sky over ’I.»es.erxo.‘.n,
Aldl.rsnot tm\ehmv north.

_ Craags, _ one-time

gave out bv l"”‘lt
golden flishies as it. hovered
over Dhrsinz fields.

O LOS ANGELES: What 2D~
peared to be a meteor ‘hsned
across xhe sky above Los
Angeles leating a tiunil of brii-
lian: Hent and promipiing hun-
c"eds oi te!‘;.ncne salls (UP‘



- ‘ . R:ZPORT OF A¥ UNIDENTIFIUD I‘LYI’N" OBJZCT

A. Date, time and duration of 3ighting. (Local times to be quoted).

Y 4 W @7{ 7L pan — (o 10 prm

®. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
vrightness, sound, smell etc).

: 3 gL,M K% cenre t
%&//41{ Vé\fu %6,@/{/[; at ol o A ¥ /ékﬁ re G,

C. wxact vozition obaserver. (Geogra.phical location. Indoors or outdoors.

Stationary or moving)..
ny N géwm &
M&\; s

D. How observed. (Naked-@ye, binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera). . -

E. Direction in which object was first seen. (A landmark may be mofa usefui
than a badly estimated bearing).

F. = Angle of sight., (Estimated heights are unreliable).

/"

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible).

—

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

-

J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze
nist etc). . '




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

-ﬁv objects. {Telephons lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake
.aap or marsh: river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires,

"4V or radio masis; airfields; geonerating plants factories, Ppits or other sites
with flood-lights or other nigat lighting).

L. To whom reported, (Police, military organisations, the press e c)

Seelas)
M. Name and addr ' .

ess of informent, a . S : o
. é/cw(f« Iz

N. | Any background on the informant that may be volunteered. /Q&V“éj

A

- 0. Other witnesses.

P, Date and time of receipt of report.

14 e /77

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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‘ . REPORT OF AN UNYIENTIFL:D FLYING OBJZCT

A Date, tlme and duration of 31.»'«*?1‘..).01;o (Local times to be quoted).

d,//d/b(’ [(77f - %’LM»— 930 = /0;/0‘/7144 .

B. Deocmptlon' of object. (Number of objects, size, sha.pe, colours,
origatness, sound, smell, etc). ‘

Lo o e Apii- 'Lhza&f v — ' edons fo_
lh/u}@% Ml -1l -Greom W&Oﬁ/w NZZC;A

C. zxact nosition observer. (Geographica.l location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).. '

A car CZMCM;@@ ﬂ/eaﬁ( Grzes

D. How observed. (Nakydm;!e', binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera). )

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

z;@«/«, %:\rrwé Lo ol (z&ze)

F.  Angle of sight. (Estimated heights ave unrelisble). =~

Dzu e~ %7

G. Distance. * (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible).

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

/

-

J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze
nlst etc) . :




M.

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT ~ ***’

iy objects. (Telephohe lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake
.&ap or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires,

4wV oor radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other aites
with flood-ligh’cs or other night lighting)

. Name and address of informant..

. To whom reportéd; (Police, military organisatlons, the press e c)

S’t{ ,C/é’\?)

1Y) 52

Any background on the informant that may be volunteexed.

Other witnesses.

Date and tlme of receipt of report.

//30 c*% 7/&(/7f

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOQUMENT\




- ‘ ‘ RZPORT OF AN UNIIFNTIFIUD FLYING OBJZCT

CA. Tate, tlme and duration of 31r-ht1nfo (Local times to be quoted).

fl‘( 0«//)/’\(7 (§>f e hoee 7-—70/4yn_

2. Description of object. (Nmn’oer of objects, size, sha-pe; colours,
orightness, sound, smell, etc).

Lk o M liplT — ke d Atans € /‘@‘/W Y
oo d  _fad A /Mﬂv@wﬁ/ ~

C. oxact nosition observer. (Geogra.phica.l location. Indoors oxr outdooxrs.
Stationary or moving).

U/ Al C\/Wa(xwf wﬂ(/m/a

o

D. How observed., (NMAbinocuus, other optical device, 3till or

movie camera).

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

F. = Angle of sight. (Estimated heights are unreliable).

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible),

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

J. - Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze

mlst atc). o




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

¢ objects.  {(Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

. ump or maxsh~ river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steaples, spires,
1V or racio masis; airfields; generating plants factories, rits or other sites
with flood-lights or other nigat lighting).

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

S f“(m) o Q\m}&, Syaprfenz .
M.  Mame and address of informant. ' a |

e,

Lmete. 6 IIM

N, Any background on the lnformant that may be volunteered.

0. Other witnesses.

B&O@ﬂ D o V;'. -.  B

P, Date and time of receipt of report.

g4r/% y%4Z.

+ . REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

THIS REATLY TS NONSENS®, THERE'S NOTHING 70 COVER ‘o oo
ALL THE EVIDENCE AVAILABLY TO MOD, WE DON'T B§§¥§§E“¥H§§8“
§$§N§V?§O§g?§ AN ALTEN SPACR CRAFPT HERE, o
T FURD STRABCLGI, SPRAKING IN THE HOUS® OF LORDI Tae
?gﬁgéUG%g%'AN ASSURANCE THAT THERR WAS HO GovnRNm§§?°c€$§§ Up
[ B DON'T TELTEVE HIV, T DOR'T K T Yo HVIHCE vern o °
Fon o » I DOH'T KNOW HOW T0 COHVIHbL YOU.
SECOND:  THE ARRIVAL CF UNE ALIEN SPACE CRART WOULD BR 4
STUNATNG EVENT, THE SKIE3 FULL OF ALTRN SPACE CRAFT, ig THRE
UFOLOGI §TS CLAIM, COULD NREVER BE KaiT HIDDAN FROM pHu
SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY RVEq IF THE GOVERNMENT WISHED., ANY

IDEA OF 4 COVER UP IugT INCLUDE THZ SCIENTIFIC COMMUNI 7Y .

AND ANYON® WHO BELIEVHS THAT WILL BHELIEVE ANYTHING, ’
ZHIRD: I'LL TELL YoU PRECISELY WHAT H4PPang ABOUT UFO

- REPOHTS IN KoD. I HAVE ONE LADY wHO SPENDS A SNATIL PART

OF HER TIlR DEALING WITH UFO ENQUIRIES. UFQ REPORTS ALE
SENT TO THE OPERATIONS AND SCIENTIFIC STAFFS. a7 EACH PLACRH
gg?}EERSON, PART TIVE, LOCKS AT THEM TO SEQ IP THIR® 1S Any
G OF DHFINCH INTEREST., NOTHING HAS EVER SUGGHSTED 47+
SPACE ORApe. S L GUESTED ALIRN

TS PAPER SHOVS THE TENGTHS 70 wHTos SOI'E PROPTE
CONVITICS OPHRRS THAT THE 10D DO3s SERTOUS UPC REIWARCH.

LT PRETENDS TO B A LIST oF paoprs CONTACTRD BY 10D ApQyum
UR0s, &%&ﬁaﬁESEEGEEE:ﬁ@%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%¥mﬁ0@uAROU?#GPGS ~ NUIFRIRS
K5643 to K5651, ANYONT FNOWING ANYTHTNG ARCUT FOD CaV EXPLATY
IT TS TUONRY, THWRT TS No DIPARTITENT OF ANRTAT, STUDTRS Ty o
9B LAYCUT TS RUBBISH, THWRE TS To PROPER CLASSIFICATION Anp
S0 ON. IT TS A PAFE.  Fons BLUNTLY, A LIB. BUT T Supposs
SONE PEOPLE BWLT®VE TT, . | o

GO TOo

= i

THIS 1% HONSENSE, UFOLOGISTS KNOwW THAT TF THERE HAD BRaEE
ACTIVITY on ANYTHIRG LIVE 9H= SCAL® THRY CLATF, I7 MUS® HAVE
COME T0O 7HR NOTICH OF qov EPTMERTS,  WHEN GOVERLFENDS DENY AT
T N ¥ 2] AR 2y by £, Ty T o Y ™ J o b . ; -
KNOYLEDGE OF ALTRN SPACHE CRAZRT, UFOLOGTSTS DOF'D BEITIDVE IT,

13.1%

Laknias TN v - P v -

rﬁhFARS “E IN MOD ARR PARTLY 70 BLAFE, VE HAYE TAVBN THD

BASY WAY CUT AND Jusy SATID "THER® IS NG &Vip= CE THAT UROS POSH
N s N Tt o AVET 118 Torar it L it

A THREAT 70 DEFRNCRY, THAT HSS SAVED US FRCE ARGUNRNTS ., WHaT

m o1
W SAY NOW IS VMORE TO THE POILT - UFOS HAVE Na9URAL EAPLANLTICHS
LIXE FIREBALLS AND 80 ON: THEY ARE NOT ALIEN SPiCRH CRA/FT,

YE GET Sopm REPORTS WITH pHTS DEISCRIPTION AWD THIRE CCULD
BE A TUMRER OF S{PLANADT O, OFE POSSIBLE BXPLANATION IS
ﬁIRCRAFT SEBN HTAD-ON AED_THEREFORE APPHARTNG TO BH STATTOHARY,
*HICH THEN TURN AT AN ANGLE AWD can THEREFORE BAE SREN 7C BB
FOVING AT spuzp, IT IS 3TRANGT 10w DIFFICULT I7? TS 70 JULGT
DIST:NCG, 1ago YIAR TS GOT MANY REZPORTY OF A KUCHN SATELLITH
RE-EHNTRY, BUT ONZ DESCRIBIN "4y OVAL THING WTTH & WHITR® COCIPIT
YHICH HOVERED AlND THEN SHOT OFF A7 GREAT SPnwD",

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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NTERNAT, j THERE IS SOMSTHING EXTRAORDINARY ABOUT THZ CLATM OF HUGE
WOChST

OVER SO MANY DECADES, TO

CSISTENCINS /}NUMBERS OF SIGHTINGS., VHAT IS THE POINT OF ALL THESE VISITS
/
[.’

NO APPARENT PURPOSE? ©£O “THEY" pinip

BETNG SREN OR NOT? IF THREY DON'T, WHY HAVE wTHRwyw NEVER
COMFUNICAT®D WITH GOVERNITENTS? YWHY IS THERE NO EVIDENCE ON
RADAR FOR THIS HUGR NUFRYIR OF VISITS? WHY HAS FONRAT, BAWK
RADIO TZELESCOPR HBVAER POUND ANYTHTNG RRFOTWY RESEFBLING 4y
ALTEN SPACE CRAFT? VHY HAVE NO ARTEFACTS BETN FOUND, wo
BROKZH BITS OF SPAGY CRAFT? WHY IS THERW NOT A SIHNAL®
CONVINCING PHOTOGRAPHYS OF ATTRN SPACE CRAFT?  ASSUNMING 2ACH
SIGHTING IS NOT A VISTT FROM ANOTHYR ST4R, WHERE ARRE THRY

HI DING?

UFOLOGISTS HAVE TO THVRNT MORR EXTRAORDINARY STORITS 10

EXPLAIN THE DICR®WPANCIRS.

THE ALITNS ARE HIDING TN A HUGE

HOLE IN THE BARTH? OR THR BARTH IS HOLLOW, OR THSY ARR

IN THE DEPTHS OF THE SHA,
TIIE CONTINUUM", TIT ISN!
SPACE CRAFT. UFOLORISTS

OR THEY COME FRCF "ANOTHER SPACE~
T JUST A OUESTION COF VISITS PBY ALTEY
ARE FORCED THNTC BYPLANATT OHNS THAT 4R%

ALWAYS WORE TXTRAORDINARY AND INCAPABLE OF BEING RITHRR PROVED

OR DISPROVED,

L HAYE SETY A PEOPLE SAY "I HAVE SEE

O SPECIAL KIND OF THING UP

AN ALIBN SPACE CRAFT.

THAT YWAS A CLASSIC DRSORI
BIT SHE SAID "HO, TT “AS

THE NAM% UFQ STICKS.
TITANASCITY N 1A
Rovusniio®,

¥ A UFO", AS THOUGH THERE IS ON3
THSRE. BY DEFINITION IT IS

UNIDRHTIFIED, JUST AN UNZXPLAINED PHIHOMNZKOY. THRY TRANSPOSE
"UFO" TKTO "FLYING SAUCER

", AHD BHFORE YOU KNGY¥ IT Ha§ BECOVE

1 “AS TALKING T0 A LADY ABOUT UFOS, AND SHR SATD "AH, EUT
I'VE S®EN A UFO'. SHE D3
BEIGH, GLOYIN®, MOVING IRR

SCRIBED IT - JUST AFPDER DUSK, VmY
HGULARLY ABOUT THE SXY. T TOLD HW
PTICN OF A METZOROLOGICAI. RALLOOL. .
A UFO",

BUT IT JUST MRANS SOQFSTHING YOU BON!'T

" NO_WIPLRTS Wiy IT DEPENDS WHICH WAY YOU TACKLE THR PRORL®M, TIF YOU SAY

) CCMPT DRT "BVERYTHING STRANGE TN THR STY IS A UFO, AND EVERY UFQO IS AN
ALTEN SPACE CRAWT, THEN YOU aR® TN TROURLE, TIF YOU SAY "THERE
ART STRANGE PHSNOFENA, WHAT AR® THE PCS3IRLE CAUSTIE! YCU

FIND THERE ARE PLEITY OF

SENSIRLE CAUSES. THEN THERE T8 N

NEED TO INVENT THE FANTASTIC BXPLANATION OF ATTEN SPACS GRAFT -

FOR WHICH THRRE IS NOT OH

E JOT OF DIRECT RVIDRNCE.

BESIDES, WHEN YOU LOQX AT THE SUGSRSTTONS ABOUT ATIEEH

SPACE CRAFT, YOU FIND TiiZ

"
ffw\,f/ /C‘/n;(/p , ';[/L,_jq W,
| é}dp@' oéjgﬂvbﬁ _

Y ARE FULL CF INTERNVAL INCONSISTINCIT

(he0 /7
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HAT EXPLANATTONS

TRAGE ETC

PHCIAL PHENONRNA

o

%
Lo
0

|

STRONAUTS

e v S

THERE TS NO DOUBT THAT THRRE ARE PLENTY OF STRANGER
THINGS TO SER IN THZ SKY, REPORTED BY RESPONSIBLE PROPI®
THE ONLY OUSSTION IS WHRTHER THRSE SICHTINGS REPRESEND
NATURAL PHENOVENA OR ALIEN SPACE CRAFT. 4B SAY THERE ARRg
NATURAL EXPLANATIONS - FIREBATLS, MET BALLOONS, ATRCRARY
LIGUTS, MIRAGRS AND SO ON. THEA% IS NO NEED TO INVENTD
ALIEN SPACE CRAFT,

WE DON'T BELIEVE THERE HAS EVER BERN A STHGLE VISIT BY
AN ALIEN SPACE CRAFT., THERE ARE LOPS OF STRANGE PHENOMENA

IN THE SKY, BUT THERE ARE PERFECTLY NATURAL EXPLANATIONS
FOR THEH,

THERE ARE MANY DIFFERENT EXPLANATIONS. HUGE QUABTITIES
OF SPACE DEBRIS ENTER THR ATI'OSPHERE, AS METEORS AND FIRE~-
BALLS; BRIGHT PLANETS AND EVEN THE MOON HAVE BEEN REPORTED
AS UFOs; SATELLITE DIBRIS (600 BITS REB-ZNTER EVERY TEAR);
ST ELMO'S FIRE, BALL LIGHTNING, CURIOUS CLOUD FORMATIONS
BT BALLOONS, AIRCRAFT LTIGHTS, AND LANDING LIGHTS; FITES;
EVEN BIRDS; CAR LIGHTS ON DISTANT HILLS. A STUDY BY THE
COLORADO UNIVERSITY REPORTRED 50 BXAMPLES — AND ADDED THAT IT
WAS IMPOSSIBLE TO LIST THEM ALL, THERY WEREZ STIIOLY 700 LANY.

ALL THOSE PHENOMENA CAN BR MISTNTERPRETRED IF SEREN
UNEXPRCTRIOLY AND BRISBFLY. WITH DISTORTICHS OF LIGHT, 3VEN
MIRAGES, THE MOST ORDINARY THINGS ARE QUITE UNREOOGNISABLE,
AS ANYONE WHO HAS SEEN A FTRAGE IN TH? DISERT CAN SAY,

FIRWBATIS: ARE VEHRY LARGE IZNTRORS, VARY DIFFRRINT FROM THE

RN AN T U R
USUST "SHOOTTHG STARM. THEY HAVI VIVID COLCURS, 4ND COLOUR
CHANGES, THEY MAY BREAK UP, wITn FRAGIMENTS CIRCULING OR
FIXING AS IF "IN FORMATION". TEIY ARE SO BRIGHT THAT PEODLE
OFTEN UNDERESTIMATE THE DISTANCR.

SOME OF THET PHENOMANA AR VERY STRANGE. FOR HLANVPLY:,

A GLOYVING BATL THE STZE OF A FOOTBALL, WHICH DRIFTS NZAR THHE
GROUND, OR BVEN HIGH TN 7HE AIR, TIT HAS BREN KHOVN 70 DRIFT
AT.OEG POWSR CARLES AN TELEPHONE LINRS.

SUNDOZS, ARE RIFLECTIQNS OF THZ SUN WRCI I.AYERS OF ICR CRYSTAL
IN CLOUDS. I7'S RATHIR LIKZE BEZTHG THE SUN TN A CT.CUDY MTRROS
YOU ALSO GBT MOON-DAYS. :

SATETIITE DENRIS CAN OFTEYN PRODUCE DRAMATIC PHENGMRNA WHEN IT

BURKS UP O RE-ENTRY, SOMBPIVES SPLITTING UP,

BALL LIGHTHINR, STRANG? BLECTRICAT PHENCIENON, YHEN YCQU GET

OF COURSE THERE ARRE "UFQ"s, IN THE SENSE OF UNIDENTIFIED
THINGS IN THE SKY. THE TROUBLE IS THAT S0MS PEOPLE
IFIEDIATELY TRANSPOSE "UrRO™ INTO ALIEN SPACE CRAPT.

SOmME T ES FLYir: G SN ¥,

THE 1968 COLCRADO STUDY LOCKED AT TiE CLAIIY THAT ASTRONAUSS
HAD BEPORTED UrQS. THE ASTRONAUTS HAD REPORTED MANY STRANGH
PHENOMENA, BUT ALL B{CEPT TIREE WERE EXPLAINED., THERE WAS
NOTHING TO SUGGRST THAT THR UNSAPLAINED SIGHTINGS WARRE !
SPACE CRAFT. RENEMBER THAT SPACE CRAFT USUALLY HAVE SKALL
AND SMEARY WINDOWYS.



RADAT™ - RADAR TS TN SOMT YAYS LORE PALLIBLE THAN TEE HUn g 373,
, , MANY TECHNICAL PROBLEVS PRODUCE PALSH ECHOES, &° pygh, FLOCKS
where [he CF PIRDS, ATNOSPHERTC CONDITIONS. A COMMON ONE IS KNOuN as
ulses bawnce  ANOMALOUS PROPAGATION,.L ANYWAY TT DORS NOT FOLLOY THD VISyar
off layess in AND RADAR SIGHTINGS ARE OF THE SAME PHENOMENA,
fhe a_t*}mcsphere

DIFFICULT CASES SOVME CASES ARE DIFFTCULD TQ EYPLAIN, BT

BYT CAUSE 7Hm
DESCRIPTION IS TOO VAGUS OR THE ZVIDENGTZ 700 REMOTE, COUPLRD
AITH BXCEPTIONAL CCHDITIONS. IF ONE AGOEPTS THAT NATURAT
EAPLANATIONS COVER MOST STCHTIIGS, TT 18 Ax ENORKFOUS &Np
LRRATTONAL JU¥P TO CLATF THAT THZ RESTINR CONSTITUTE ALIRY
SPACE CRAFT VHEN THERE IS NO POSTTIVE BVIDMNCH THAT THRY ART
ALIEN SPACE CRAFT.

DETATLED REPORTS ALVAYS UNYISE TO BVALUATE SUCH REPORTS WITHOUT THS FIR3T~-
HAND FVIDENCE, UFO STORIES ARE LIABLE 10 B BEMBELILISHED T TH
BACH SUCCESSIVE TELLING, TO0 AS3SESS THEM OFY WJQULD HAVE 10
READ THE STATRMRNTS OF WITNESSES, AITD EHQW PRECISE DIRACTIONS
TIHRS, ATIMOZPHSERIC CONDITIONS AND S0 ON. wOME  ST0tn pge
VER  §rpars:s . ON £ RECER )7 Ty PROGEEM M s PEsfLE
FUgE Glowins SFeicn Somry THAT SRS OVESY Low EVER M EST
WOOME 785 wre LCriSadt S T

UNCRITICAL MANY UFOLOGISTS SZEN TC ACCEPT UFO REPCRTS ULCRITICALLY,

) THE COLORADO REPOXT BXAMNILED TW0 FANOUS CASES QUOTED =y
LEADING UFOLCGISTS. ONE WAS AN QLD MANUSCRIPD DESCRIBING
A UFO SRZH IN THE CHIRTEEHTH CENTURY: IT WAS A FAKE BY
THENDIWTY CENTURY SCHOOLBOYS. IHR OTHER WAS THS SO-CALLED
TULLI PARYRUS REFERRING TO UFCS IN THE TIMS OF THE PHAROAH
THUTHNSE YIT: THEY ASSESSED THAT A PAXE T700. ANYVAY NC-0LE
CAN PRODUCE THZ PAPYRUS. X

ey X

LN RN vl PR Y
V";?Q\;" \"—:C\ll")-)‘: %

GRS R STy sy afipa S
IN 1968 THR US AIR FORCE GOT COLORADO UNTYVERSTTY TO D0 AN

1 LHDEPRNDENT STUDY, THELR VERY DETATLED SCIBLTIFIC AWALYSIS
|
/

TSN .

WAS PUBLISHED, AND ITS VATN CONCLUSION WAS (I QUOTR): "NOTHING

-G, Wt} HAS COVE FRCM THE STUDY OF UROS IN THE LAST 21 YEARS THAD HLS
ek e ADDED T0 -SCIENTIFIC KHOYLEDGR" . THE REPORT WAS ENDCRSED BY

N . A B
g N d e A PANEL OF THm NATICNAL ACADEVY OF SCIENCES, THE ADVICE W2
RS HAVE HAD Is pmim NOTHING HAS HAPPINZD SIKCE THEN T0 CAUSE THE
et UNITED STATES AUTHORITIES TO CHANGE THEIR VIEWS.

FRENCH IT IS OFTEN CIATIMED THAT THE FRENCH FINISTER OF SPENCE, I
A 1974 BROADCAST, SAID THAT UFOs WERE RBEAL., I HAVE RELD THE
TRANSCRIPT., =B SATD THAT THE rHBNOMENA VERE GINUINE AND
AEPORTED BY SENSIBLE PHOPLE. BUT NOWERRE DID HE SAY THAT UFOs
WERE REAL IN THE SENSE OF BEING ALIEN SPACE CRAFT. '

’ 104 - e o8 ' 2 LN~ SV A RIS ;‘7:
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FINOERY Frbing N . TClow) Rrl TSox Ay p AT
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CRTrsL m:/“ 02 THE (ORFILK RECINEN T 7§>‘U‘/ .5’7;/75:7‘//’,;%‘ Ly FPE
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JHZRE THSRE'S SVOFE  THE UFO TNDUSTRY TS MAKING A GREAT DEAL OF SMOXE, g PHE
THenal Fiom CONFUSION CF CCHMMON SENSE /AKD TO IT3 Oy SUBSTANTIAL PROFIT

»

LORDS DIBATE VER LONG DEBATB. ABOUT THRES HOURS. RARL, OF HALSRURY,
A SCIENTIST, MADE SONE TELLING POINTS ABCUT TE PHELONENS
(ITHAT GET CALLED UFOS (SUN DOGS, GREEN FLASH). LORD HEWI 37D
Va5 BRIEFED FOR THE DYBATE BY SIR BHRNARD LOVELL, fi3 505
' JODRELL BAUK RADIO TELESC0PE HAD BIuy oo WATCH FOR 30 Ygaps
\AND NEVER SEES ANYTHING THAT COULD 2OSSTBLY BE AN ALIEN SPACH
| CRAFT,

NEW YEAR SIGHTTINGS THE SIGHTING CVER RNGLAND ON NEW YE4RS EVE Was ATTRIBUTHED
TO THE RE~ENTRY GF THR LAUKCHER OF A RUSSTAN SATELLITE, COBILC
1068, TLAULCHID ON 26 DICHEBAR, NRARLY ALL 70% 100 R=EPORTS
RECEIVAD I# 1MOD WERE CCELISTERT WITH RE-ZATRY OF SPaCcy DERBRIS.

THE NBY ZEALAND SICHTIIGS &TTRACTED SUCH WIDg PURLICITY
SHAT THE NY 22ALAND GOVERLIENT LAY DAY+ AN ANNOUNCHRIZZED,
THE ADVANCE TNFORIATION FROM OUR HIGH COMIISSICH THERR LBAVAS
LITTLS DOUBT THAT THERT WILL B 4 NATURAL BXPLANATI O,

THE PACT THAT THRRY W3IRT BOTH VISUAL AND RADAR SIGHDINGZ
CONRUSRD gOnm PROPLE, Y8 ALRIADY FNOY THAT CONDITTONS L%D T(
WHAT I8 KHOWT AS AFNCIFAT.QUS PROPAGATICN, WHERRT RADAR PULSRS
BOUNCYH OTFF TLAYSRS TH THE ATFOSPHBRS: AND 1O IS 1C? YEP SHOUH
THAT THE VISUAL AND RADAR SIGHTINGS WRRT OF YHE SANE DHING,

DAL _INVESTIGATION  THT REPCRIS ART MATNLY LOOE™D AT BY 7HR OPWRADTONS §PAFR
R 1AL TansCHSIPLR FCR ATR DEFANCEH.  THTS 18 O PL.AGE 70 64 THTG
DETAILS CF ATR DEPENCH, BUT MHI FATH muTuad ang ORVIQUS ~ Aoz,
INPRODERy ATRORAFT: SATSIITTA DRBRTS T3 8039m11img INTHRASTING
O VANY ART 7B DON'T INVESTIGATE T THE POTNT WHERE DOSTTTVE
™

B

SHAPTATIHAD INVESTIGATI O IS WADRE, BICAUSR va CNLY T.00¥ = :

IFPIICATICHS: ONCE THZ ARRSEEIESEIE STAFR ART SATISFIE
ARE NC SUCH IMTLICATICNS, NG FURTHIR INVESTIGATIONS ART 171DR
KOD USED TC BNNUIRE A BTD FURTHAER SOVE YEARS AGO, AND THEY
ABOUT 10 PER CENT WERE UNIKPLATHED. EUT THEY WERZ ONLY
UNEXPLAINED BECAUSE THE DEDATIS WERE VAGUE,

PFTCT AL SECRETS ALL GOVERNIENTS PAPARS ARE COVERED EY THE OFFTCIAL S BCRITS

i ACT, BUT RELEASE OF LOCUMZNTS CAN B3 AUTHONTSHD. 05 OILY
Z2450K CUR UFO SIGHTTNGS ARE NOT MADZ PUBLIG 1S TETH LT
CORRESPONDELCE WITH THE PUELIC T CONFIDBXTIAL BATWELH OUR-
SELVES AND Til# URITER., WE CCULD KOT RE1BASE Ir WITHOUY BTTHER
CETTING PERMISSION FRCI EVERY WRITHR OR DELATING Pis NAMES ANT
ADDRESSES 10 PRUSERVE THE WRITED'S PRIVACY.  YOU WOULDH'T LIK3
1T IF YOU YROTZ TO A GOVERNIENT DEPAXTLANT AND THEY PRCIPTLY
PUBLISHED YOUR LETTAR.

NOW; I HAVE ONLY OIS LADY PART TIF® ON UFOS. I COULD gOTW
SPARE HZR FCR A COUPIT COF FONTHS EDITING THOSE PAPERS. AhYVaf
WVHAT'S THS POINT? WE HAD 800 REPORTS LAST YRAR, (A%D I Dggvgn'
SUPPCSE THEY DIFFER MUCH FROM THRE THNS OFfTHOUSAHQS OE R?RS“L
RECEIVED BY UFOLOGISTS - R{CTDT THAT 1FOST pFAOUR,BERQRfS,éQ?
GIVEN ON CT.RAR PRO-FCORITAN. GIRRATTEI L N S S
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,4-A; Uate. time and duration of 31nht1ng, (Local times to be quOued)

r . N BN SSOSTE

e N | REPORT OF A¥ UNYISNTIFID FLYING OBJECT

5.4 .7%
2..\5&.5(\\&

B. Description of object. (Mumber of objects, size, shape, colours,

‘?goj‘bness, sound, .smell etc) ﬁ»’cm)\ Ml*“lwb‘b’,ﬁm& a’,,jg

C. Zxact position observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving)..

D. How observed, (Nakqd’§§:: binoculars, other optical device, 3till or
movie camera). .

E. Dlrectlon in which object was first seen.v (A 'landma.r':k may be mora useful
than a badly estimated bearing).

T~

F. Anzle of sisht. (Estimated heishta are unraliable),

T~

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible),

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

~—

J }‘Teteorolop;ical conditions during obuervations. (Moving clouds, haze
nlst ete). :

™~
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’/ objects. {Telephone line3° high

_ ~4ap or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chlmneys steeples, 8pires,
1Y or radio masts; airfields; generating Plant; factories,
with flood~lights op oth

er night ligh'bing)

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

"Pc,/q_ ot Qleberrshot=

. Mame and address of 1nformant.

M.

» U e, . o »
N. Any backzround on the ififormant that may be volunteered

T~

0. Other withesées.

B _‘ . .. ‘ ; 4. V .‘ . ‘ b
.bc;koold\d!cux\. » Ieo.cQ_Q/. &CLFQA\W oo leed — .
P.  Date and time of receipt of report, | . '

b- S; R '”§555l5L~S§\:N\SL codX Yo filxéyéluf)

. COXng_ é*x\é\ \g:%u»Q_ §;§<53§§£Q}Qr; c»e“:éx \f#%?S?(Z]Q\ '49Q<§:»§;ubkahlﬁi
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From

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial)
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)
CHOts DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
E-Mail das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk
Your Reference
D INFO(EXP)R 1c Qur Reference
R(l)é)m 012 B/It)AS/64/ 1
Old War Office ae
Whitehall 11 February 2003
London
SWI1P 2EU

RELEASE OF INFORMATION - FILE AF/584 AIR 2/19083 — UFQ REPORTS —
JANUARY 1974

Copies of the contents of the following folders in this file have been released today to a member

of the public in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the
Code).

Folders 584/1/13
584/1/14
584/1/15
584/1/16 ~
584/1/17

All personal details were removed to protect the privacy of those corresponding with the MOD
and MOD employees.

The Code states that where information is released it should be noted on the minute sheet of the
file, but as this file was requisitioned from the Public Record Office, in accordance with your
instructions, I have not added anything to it. You may of course, wish to add a copy of this letter,
but I will leave this to your discretion. The request for information and copies of the papers
released have been placed on file D/DAS/64/3 Part Z Enclosure 23 which is held in this office.
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To R

Records Requisitioned from the Public Record Office

The enclosed records were requisitioned for you from the Public Record Office (PRO).

They must not to be mutilated, altered, annotated or added to in any way; and on no
account must they be passed to any other authority without written perrmssmn from this
branch.

You will be held personally responsible for this material whilst it is on charge to you, and
accountable for any breach of the above instructions.

THESE RECORDS MUST BE RETURNED TO THE ADDRESS BELOW BY:-

16™ MARCH 2003

DO NOT RETURN DIRECTLY TO THE PRO

D INFO(EXP)RECORDS 1c
Room 012

Old War Office

Whitehall

LONDON

SWIA 2EU

Please sign one copy of this receipt and return it to the address above.

Received:  AIR 2/18873
AIR 2/18903 ~#oeeed 29/,/e — W iomgy e Reenk
g ch‘o(

AIR 29/4200 ~ RAF Opperabions

Rank 1> Branch DAS - LA - Qs + 3]/

pae 21 acez oo
Oéh*?/ M (jo &W M n ﬂ/‘lz Z/'?S’?E o AR ZQ/Z;ZOO.

refined 12f2 [ 2003
4
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85ccion 40

Record Requisitioned from the PRO

The enclosed piece, was requisitioned for you from the Public Record Office (PRO)

Tt is not to be mutilated, altered, annotated or added to in any way and on no account is it
to be passed to any other authority without written permission from this branch.

You will (be held personally responsible for this material whilst it is on charge to you,
and accountable for any breach of the above instructions.

THIS RECORD MUST BE RETURNED TO THE ADDRESS BELOW BY:-

19" March 2003

DO NOT RETURN DIRECTLY TO THE PRO

Return to

D INFO(EXP)R 1c
Room 012

Old War Office
Whitehall
LONDON

SWI1P 2EU

v

Please sign one copy of this receipt and return it to the address above.

Received:  Air2/19083 — Fi(e rctionedd 1222003

Rank © Branch "Df’*i-LA»Op&rPa/{(
Date_[2 2003 et No_ MM

CO(:?% fff /O'(o(ué S34(i]13 neleconed - “/2/2003
S8(1f1y
S%Q/l/lf
Sul1]/6
S[1ft)




From SEETIETNN

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Our Reference

Leyland B[lt)AS/64/3
. ate
Lancashire 11 February 2003

I am writing with reference to your request for the release of documents concerning the alleged
‘UFO’ crash in the Berwyn mountains range in Wales on 23 January 1974.

Please find attached copies of the sighting reports the Ministry of Defence received for the

23 January 1974 and papers concerning enquiries made with various departments at the time.
Personal details have been removed to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with
the MOD and MOD employees.

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

I hope this is helpful. @

Yours sincerely,


The National Archives
UFO Berwyn Mountains
Copies of MoD papers covering sightings of unidentified aerial phenomena on 23 January 1974 at the time of the Berwyn Mountains incident in North Wales, released following a request from a UFOlogist in 2003.


C vf’f\, ﬂ.,o.)- Al:/7'+(9'+ i%l
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.. shE(ALr) 584 /1/13

15 Harch 1974

Dear Mr IR

Thank you fof your letter of 40 Ilarch, the
contentn of hhlc‘l have been noted.

Yours faithfully

A
Ar/7qeu/7l founk T

Ao 2[18374

UES &1’@,.;63 (A7 -73
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SUNDAY MARCH THE TENTH I974 LONDON U.K. TIME 14,52

Thank you for your letter dated February Itth, the information it contained
was interesting and of valuc particularly when one discovers that the five
reports you passed on of sightings on the eiﬁing of January 23 come from
locations which, when plotted, all secem to lie along the same North to South
or South to North track. The object that fell close to Corwen in North Wales
on that evening, since POSITIVELY verified in all aspects except location,
however lies not upon that track so one has to assume that either it was not
the sky object common to the eyes of the five observers or that it was and
that it changed course. That point of'analysis however can await further

investigation.

That 'something' came down in the Berwyn mountains on that night I am certain.
A visit to the area within 96 hours went on to include many interviews with
local residents many of whom saw a ball of incredibly bright white light come
in and hit the reverse side of Bwlch y Gaseg, a hill spot heighted at I805 ft
or therabouts. The point of impact laying on the reverse side of the hill
allowed only the flash and strong tremor together with the immense bang to be
observed, felt and heard by those near enough to be affected. My point being

that even though some local residents did not experience all three reactions,
they occurred. And they occurred at the same time.

It is certain to the minds of both my friends who came with me and to me

that we were visited by an object that evening. It is a shame that reaction

to this highly important piece of news was met with such lack of enthusiasm
by those who could have helped so much to further mankind's knowledge for may
I humbly point out that there are only two ways at the moment that man's
knowledge of the universe is extended. One by light and two by meteors placing
aside for the moment the achievements of NASA.

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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PACE TWO.

May I humbly make reference to your sentence, " Help to a private individual .

is a different matter again however..."

Please be kind enough to understand that I seek no action from your

department or in fact assistance from any source whatever purely for my
own enlightenment.

If the logical application of a good idea, regardless of where or from

whom it originated, results in the knowledge of mankind being extended then
obviously it is beneficial for us all. Hopefully (!) somewhere along the way
we are all 'private' individuals. We are certainly individuals. One hopes
that the country's defence system is not controlled by some mammoth, nerveless
uninterested computer. Well may it be that it can tell us how, can it tell us
why though ?

No, each idea, whether submitted by civilian clerk or NATO General, market
gardener or me is worthy of consideration on one level only. Is it a good
idaa and worth acting upon, not whether the individual submitting it is @8
classified as being 'private' or not. let us try and use the immense
technological sumit now reached by man for the extension of knowledge and
not the termination of life as has been the case up to now. War is over so
it might be a reasonable idea to find some new ways of using all our
glistening objects of war. Phantoms included.

Enclosed a cutting from the London Evening Standard for your attention. And
perhaps the Ministry of the Furthering of Man's Knowledge could see it in
their heart to alert RAF Coningsby to the possibility of their being another
such visitation and if this is the case then the immediate scrambling of one
of their Pehntams would be much appreciated !

Thanks for all your help so far, I leock forward to meetigg you one day. Perhaps
when e to get a job we can lunch together.
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MINISTRY OF DEFEMNCE
Main Building \Whitehall London SW1A 2HR
Telephons 91-218 (Direct Dia!iing) ’

01-218 90C0  (Switchboard)

. Your reference

Qur referenca

AF/7484/72/542(4ir)
Date

. : | U} Mazer 1975

pea R -
-~

<
Thank you for your letter asking for informaticn abecut the incisent thst ceourred
in North Walez on 23//4 January 1974,

I should ~erhaps f*rﬂt explain that the Ministry of Defer

(D

e investigstes reports
b

unidertified flying objects (Uros) solely to ses if there are any defence imy z
Vle cannot nornzlly pu*que our research, other than for 2zfence reasons, to a point
where positive correlstion with a kKnown object is es stablished, nor to advise cbservers

of the nrcb—;‘:le identity of the object seen.

s

Witz vegzard to the svents of the evanirg of 23 Janusry in the Berwyn Meountaing) we
did reccive a number of reporis of an unusual object seen in the sky just belors
iC.00 rm on the evening in guestion. These czme fron Willesden, Greenford in
Middlesex, 1Mi11 Hill, Dos%en in Lincolnshire and Chigwell Row in Suss <. They
described a bright lisht seen in the nerihi~west which apreared to be f allinz towaxds
the borizon., One rsgor: gave the time precisely ae 9,57 v, and another szid that
the object appeared ic bresk up fellowing 3 brililiant flaeh of light, Later on
rersonnel of the Hoyal alr Force Lounua~ﬂ Zescue Team particinatsd in a search of tha
ares where the ¢bject was thoughi to have come down, bu¥ ag U probably know nothing

was Tound.

Thece rzporis of 5 bright light apgarently falling towands the horigen and then
expleding eould wsll have been caused by the descant ¢f 2 meteor through the atmosphere
burning wp ag it went ard finzlly disintegrating before it rescrned the grourd, Such

a hypothesis would alse explain the sbsence of gty siagns of impact. I Sas 2lso beez
suggested thns ab-u+ an houx and a kalf eszvlier a4 5332 i thers wus an eavih Yremow

in the Barwyn Uouniains whick nroducsd a landslide with ncisse like 2enctations,

This latter asrent of he affair however is cutside the fleld of the 4i» Porcs Depari~
ment; and is net considersd to be connscted with the revorts refewnad te shove,

I bhope thnis
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Hidden copy to:
DS8b
Met O 9

eay wir

when we spoke on the telephione I proaised to leb you have 4 suansxy
of the verious reports wo have received of an uﬁusualﬂgaaags seen

in the sky on the evening of 23 January. These were live i1n nwaber,
fron willesden, Creenford in Middlesex, I1il11 :Hill, Boston 1n
Lincolnshire and Chigwell SZow in (ussex, (we received no reports
fros North weles). in each case the time of observation was siated
<o have been either 10.00 pam or during tue precceding quarter i za
~our. In one case it was specified precisely as 9.57 pa. 48 1o

ti:e pature of the object seen, we were given tie following detailsi—

SDDERTANce

i. Cone-shaved, sent off sparks, yellow;
ii. Whitighegreen lignt;
iii. white vertical track in sky, followsd by green flsashy

iv. Brillisnt flazsh of light, object zppeared 1O Lreak wp;
v. Oreen with long tall.

virvection of Ubservation

. M P R RS Y RN U
$. Lastwerds (looxing towards Hilburn frox willesden);
ii. HNorthwards;

iii. Sorth-westwardss;

) . . R
iv. "Compass heeding of 3707

therefors presunably
north-westwards);

Va Yot provided.

v
i
O
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Lirection of lioverent

ie Yalling to earth;
ii. #alling to carth;

iii, Falling to earti;

v. ‘ravellingz frou cast to west.

it is intercsting thab reporss turee =nd four both descrite = falling
abject walch disappeared in a f£lasu. This could have been & "bolide'
or meteor that disinteprates during its passage through the atmosphere.
Jigintegration would be agsociated with an air explosion which could

He audible up to a distancs of 50 niles.

I aa sorry if I sounded comewnat unenthusiastic on the telenhions
about your suggestion thal “AP mircraft be used to idenltify any
naterial froam the object walch may heve Teached the ground. I should
explain that the interest of the ilinistry of Defence in unidsntifiled
fiying objects is directed towands any izplicsbions they 2 nare fov
“ational defence, and tual we bave a0 jnterest in then from » puraly
scadeaic or scientific point of view. w»e are of course severely
1iaited (not least by farliacent) in tne uses Lo which we can put
rasources provided specificelly for dafence. <here are certain fi2lds
L wlich it is a recognised practice (coastal ssarch and rescug 1is
ons such area) for us to assist otner Governuent Jepertaents, there
are certain other aress in wiich (subject to a cods of rules) ws ¢an
ive assistauce to otber recognised agencies Or vodies ir both the
seblic ard privale sectors. Telp to a private individuel ia =
Cifferent matter sgaln NOWLVEl, =nd requizres vexy dztailed congldera-
~ion OO £ case by case bagis, which, almost by definition, mekes a
gwift{ response unlikely. I snould in short be at feult if I were to
loave yoa with tle iapression that Oon =ay futuce occasion sesictance
~ould autonatically be made svailable.

i enclose a suimary of &1l UFC reporte received in tne fdristry siunce
1352 catezorised according to our cgtimstionof the likely cause, in
t'2 tope thet you mey firnd it of some interesi.

Yours faithnfully

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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AT 868/73/Met 0 9
SLF{Air)

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

Reference: A

A, S4F(Air)s84/1/12 dated 29 January 197k.

1. With regard to the 4 reports forwarded with reference A it would appear that
Mrs P s sichting (note time, description and movement) was not related to
the others. A copy of a fifth report, received via Met O 7, is attached.

2+ 1In all cases weather at the time and location of the reported event was dry
with small amounts of clcud and geod, locally moderate, visibility. ERarlier, rain
associated with a cold front had moved eastwards across the area but by 22C0 hours
only the extreme SE of Kent was still affected. Winds in the Jowest 50,000 ft of
the atmosphere were from W'ly points. Also, no radio~sonde or meteorological
research balloons were launched in the vicinity near the timesof interest,

Je No satisfactory meteorological explanation can be offered to account for what
Mrs-observed but, if not an aircraft, it might have been due to light
reflected from objects above the flats, eg light from a vehicle which was at first
stationary and then moved.

L. The passage of a metecor could previde 2 reasonzble explanation for the
sightings. This need not have becen & meteorite, which would have reached the
earth's surface, but may have been a "bolide' the destruction of which in the
atmosphere would be associated with an air explosion which could be zudible up to
& distance of about 50 miles. If ncthing is found at ground level then a bolide
would appear to provide a possible answer - Dr 'socomment concerning the
green flash and the object disappearing whilst still 20~ above the horizon is

noteworthy,

Het 0 9
Room Ext
HQ Met Cffice
Bracknell

EB

te
t

£~ February 1974

P
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T ARAES L e

MEMORANDUM

TCC »i\"v‘g(““‘% < From ofe{ */ 2 (@ 1)
: MR ECag M-

Ref. ¢t 1522 /77_ " Date 3’04&74, Tel.

Subject. M SErnTIed Fhjge Siient

QL\Q«%\\Q) . %«R——‘- C & ’é) Q q,f { daked oo q Ciau 74—* . -
4 ‘
\ NP p oo L./ M. oX e;\k)s,'\:@.v\ e ,W\L D W\K_
*Qi JEO W\\D\‘ka o va JL\M\ SUA S "\‘“@Q"»\\‘X\m s
: ‘YO $&f“*\\%\'\q}‘f 2\5‘9\ . . Q\ Cd W ‘\ C\‘\\\\} wd “\\-«.,A e t{

n ~ i 3
CaAA, w\‘x ol W o don, 1”\ tAQ &"-\‘.«\%: k3 %‘{\3«.\
. * } ’

A

Appointment block lstters. ... Signaturel

Complete this form in manuscript unless there are special reascas for typing.

S—

PG, 56-2368

|REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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MOD Form 4A
MEMORANDUM
To ¢ o F (/hfl) From S7¢¢C
Ref. Sfcu:/ 'Lu/o/'s R Date Tel. ™ /56 Ext.-
w. b o,

Subject

ga‘r V LewosE miwacd  SE F(Hsd} 5<% /l /;3 dolsf

Hoee by odeil mosri e oo

o ke aiea  Agauted sffres T Coifrn

Ak s obpet ace s a wdlet
cnbivimg o ath o fhoe.

Recame § e Binn o nevennt

—eart €& Qest - AL At C.M:dzm.l ot

Sk e & QWL’& "“"‘*ﬂ«

Rank/ Name in .
Appointment block letters... ... Signature...... e

Complete this form in manuscript unless there are special reasons for typing.

J.-P.L4d. 56-2365

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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LOOSE MINUTE

S#f(Air)584/1/1’g

STCOC )
GE)2(RAF \ \\73 J

DIS55b \

STCIC o % S

:

(O}
et N w\ . 5\ -\\
.\\'\

All appear to refer to the incident reported

in the tional press and on the radio and
television on 24 Jan. It was then suggested
that this might have been a meteorite, but (so
far as we know) this has not Yet been confirmed.

2. In order to assist us to analyse reports
for statistical purposes, any suggestions as
to the possible identification of the object
seen would be helpful.

&C( Jan 74

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




. REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIiD FLYING OBJECT

A.  Date, time and duration of sighting., (Local times to be quoted).
=SSN N V8 D2.00 hoy

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightnesa, sound, smell, etc). :

. S.LZLQ_ c‘% M& W OO - @“—Q‘QJ\/\“\\ QJ@Q()\A,U\, LOV\i j‘Q\,\,Q

C. Exact position observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).

M \‘\QW\O\7 -\\'\é(‘)o\j\&

D. How observed. (Na.ked eye, binoculars, other optical. dence. 8till or..
movie camera).

Nvﬂ&b &A\@\ _ v

E. Diroction in which iject‘wae fi‘rst. seen. . (A landmark 'méy."t;e more useful
than a badly estimated bearing). ' )

—

-

.

F. Angle of sight, (Estimated heights are unreliable).

/

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible);

[ . /

H.  Movements. (Cha.nges in E, F and G may be of more use than estimatea of .
course and speed).’

/ﬁmm-\kx &V‘é"\ &b\)' \)'b J.\»J&u\'

Je. Meteorologicé.l conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze.
wist etc)., .




‘0

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

K. Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltase lines: reservoir, lake

or damj owamp or marohs rivery high buildings, tall chimneys, steeplos, spires,
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

Nb ebva A r o wy\
L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etc).

Jud. Roomn St Vo) ExT3ny
oy \5\0 DY VY

M. . Name and address of informant.

ej/\\oamm QOVO g?(

N. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

0. Other witnesses.

/

P, Dafe and time of receipt of report.

oh-17y Koo

ALY
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT .

A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to.be quoted).

Copyprc = (0 d’m- C;%('(’N

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, eize, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc)

130:0% wtrtteal to o JL}? G &mc
vecerbed  Afae U o(»«xmawu( e A m«u

C. Exact position observer. (Geographical 1ocation.. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving)., o : ‘

e MU - dininy Aewamrts W,

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical.device, still. oxr..
movie camera). ' . :

E. Direction in which object wasg first seen., (Aliéndméfkﬁméyfﬂe more useful

than a badly estimated bearing).

Lot M»é(wu

F. Angle of sight,’ (Estimated hei are unreliable),

CUod™ LO° abwe  hagay ’-M/ A

Hid

eho 02/0 w@v\H lxl*“) " M«M q}—be,\ W occuit-ef

G. Distance. a(By referenc to a known landmark wherever possible), .

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

Y/

Je Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze..
mist etc), \\\S s -

e | » B \m‘g w\\\5

]




K.
ox damj swamp or marshy river; high buildings, tall chimmeyn, oteoeplos, spires,
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites

with flood-lights or other night lighting). o .

M.

N.

0.

P,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

. Vame and address of informant.

To whom reported. (Police, military organisatioﬁs, the press etc),

Mmod St (m) G-13 e

0. | =
€ od e L., Warts .

Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

Other witnesses,

\Pum W (é, '

Date and time of receipt of report,

Q " _: M\, . &q///j\(.l

N

[

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



" . REPOAT OF AN UNIDENTIFIUD FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times %o be quoted).

23074 G 4rSpg ~ 10:00 pH

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, ehai)e, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc). '

Q,o\/\&. - &\\t&\a&\c) Sed vv\,\\ )\Q \3_&”\5 cc‘r% &/‘>c~f\‘<’?\ — )\,\ QQ(M:)

M~ oM g aan

c. Bxact position obmerver. (Geographical location. ; Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).«, ’

AT : — )
A \/\300)\5 - »«Q’O—O—l{a\w% \\\J\o 'V\«)\V\\UCV\’J
D. How observed.. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or.

movie camora). _ v : ,

(\‘3 C\/\MB \wa

E. © Diroction in which o‘bject was first seen. . (a .lé.ndmé.fl.c'may.l‘de more useful
than a badly estimated bearing). o

. . el * e ‘ ' [

Lo R \/ o J S mé N WKy Rx\w\\/\ Q“X‘\m ~

F. Angle of sight. (Estinated ] haights are unreuablo)

-

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible),

H. Movements. (Cha.ng\as in B, F and G may dbe of.‘ more use than estimates of .
course and speed).’

U\metxb J3 T\Mz \Q«b\U\V\&fj; PETRN

Je Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze.

mist etc). §® N

&3‘9‘

\X\\B
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K. DNearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

or dam; swamp or marahi river; high buildings, tall chimneys, stoeples, spires,
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

/

-~

L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the presg'etc).

VoV

M. ¥ame and address of informant.

Nw

N. Any background on the at may be volunteered.

0. Other witnesses.

P. Date and time of receipt of report.

ublne 2en

~
~
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. REPORT OF AN UNIDEZNTIFIXD FLYING OBJZCT

4. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoied).

D311 TS~ f0i0p, .

B. Des:tiption of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc).

Lb—z\\s& N\r‘\\‘\-i.&L»Q\SJ\&m &"CAU-

C. Excct position observer. (Geographiéal location., Indoors or oui. oocri.
Stationary or moving).

j«—uv\W\(&' NS &\.\'\u’\gk '\hécem - JDG‘C»VQ\\:\Q\I

\\:_-\/OM&R; M\\«\\Cw\)4 D W sk ‘\‘3\'\)' \V\ NSO

D. How observed. .(Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, satill or
movie camera). -

N R ) 'y &

E. Direction in which object was first seen. (A'léndméik may'be mora useful
than a badly estimated bearing).

A L8 N
S K C‘X\Uv’i

F. Angle of sight. (Estimated heights are unreliable).

N \)\j Q‘S\V CEVNS

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possibvlie).

-

QU\* (,\\\)M

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

"

_ Aepawaad 1% b \%WN% 17 sontic . L

R
X R« N m&)quyJ\Vl\ .
J. Metecrological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze.

mist etc).
g >~
FWNS
AN
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K. Yearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

or dam; swamp or marshs river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires,
_ TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites

with flood-lights or other night lighting).

(\\(}X (’3\\};%

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

Mo D

M. . Name and address of informant.

NEB / \/\ u\b<5 X

that may be volunteered.

(ETLQJLV
N. Any background on the informan

—

0. Other witnesses.

%/////’

P, Date and time of receipt of report.

j-«»/)LP!- 1% (- 30 A
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIHD FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoted).

O(‘QO - "’;3"’7%.

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc).

Icampudios oxufw chped L Msee Ppht Lphts - At -
X <<24\~v~c/ ~ Cl{i1ﬁﬂ~ff(41 «435{7%37 zé]ﬁikﬂ\ Qe AR (V”\L/14f

c. Bxact position observer. (Geographlcal location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).

I o b fort o o e Tew gol

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera).

pabis ! 4’374 .

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

VZ‘N”L\.:(; ““éé?- S/( o

F. Angle of sight. (Zstimated heights are unreliable).

(17?/“2’V*L¢(1 it ,/¥> (1“147 ézthc* <ffc;évaJC' ) v O ‘)

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible).
o—"
H. Movements. (Changes in B, F and G may be of more use than estimates of

course and speed). _

Hiial- o ik pfemed A4 fx otakioay, dt
A A, < »oz(%[u«A 0l ol e Caungll) 9 bt
f{§ g g9 JU{QJ A

J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Mbving clouds, haze
mist etc).




K.

' REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

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 flood-lights or other night lighting). 3

M.

=]

¢e. G

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

pae)  SefFlay)

" Name and address of informant.

HEDDES DV
(e TS
Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

QOther witnesses,

Date and time of receipt of report.

G au. a7y

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




Page 1 of 1

Dg-LA OpsPol1

To: S

Subject: RE: Documentation

D SETEIEED

Thank you. | will send the documents to you today.

From

Sent: 11 February 2003 11:11
To: DAS-LA OpsPoll

Subject: Documentation

Thank you for looking up the relevant documentation for me.

My address is as follows:

Leyland

Thank you once again.

11/02/2003



DA!A-Ops+PoI1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 20 December 2002 17:09
To: AHB2(RAF)1

Subject: Request for Information

I have received a request for information about an alleged 'UFO' incident on 23 January 1974. | have reason to
believe that RAF Valley's search and rescue unit and possibly a mountain rescue team were involved, and there may

be mention of it in Valley's F540.

Do you have the F540's for this period and if so could you possibly send me a copy of the January 1974 extract from
RAF Valley's? | will not release any of it to the correspondent without consuiting you first.

Have a lovely Christmas and | will speak to you again in the new year.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1



DA’.A-Ops+PoI1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 20 December 2002 16:41
To: Info(Exp)-Records1
Subject: Request for files

I would be grateful if you could recall these two files from the PRO for me. They are due for release in 2005.
AF/7464/72 Part Il (AIR2/18873) UFO Reports 1973-74 /", ﬁa PR

AF/584 (AIR 2/19083) UFO Reports Jan 1974
Thanks. Have a very Happy Christmas.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

20 December 2002
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Dg-LA OpsPol1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 20 December 2002 17:23
To: Seciind0
Subject: RE: Request for Information.

Signed By: das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

-

We only make a charge if the work involved in responding to a request for information is likely to exceed 4
hours work. At present | would not expect your request to exceed 4 hours, but on retrieval of the files, if it
looks like this may be the case, | will advise you so that you may decide whether you wish us to proceed. Ifa
charge is involved the fee is £15 per hour for every hour over the first 4 hours.

From:

Sent: 20 December 2002 16:51
To: DAS-LA OpsPoll

Subject: Request for Information.

ocction 40

Thank you for your response.
If you have any documents that you can send me concerning the alledged incident in question, please

let me know and | will send you my address.
Would there be any cost involved and if so how much?

Best wishes

--— Original Message ——

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1
Sent: Friday, December 20, 32 PM

Subject: Request for information

pllScciion 40

I have been passed your message of 3 December in which you requested documentation concerning
an alleged 'UFO crash’' on the Berwyn mountains on the

23 January 1974. This department is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence concerning
UFOs.

Our files for this period are currently held at the Public Record Office awaiting release in 2005. |
have asked for them to be recalled and will write to you again when | have had a chance to examine
them. In the meantime, please could you send me your address, as these records are not held
electronically and if there are any we can send you, they will have to be sent by post. My e-mail
address is das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk.

Also, you may wish to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was
launched on the 29 November and can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take
you to all the classes of information on UFOs included in the scheme.

23/12/2002




padih opsPolt

To:
Subject: Request for Information
Dear

| have been passed your message of 3 December in which you requested documentation conceming an alleged
'UFO crash'’ on the Berwyn mountains on the
23 January 1974. This department is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs.

Our files for this period are currently held at the Public Record Office awaiting release in 2005. | have asked for
them to be recalled and will write to you again when | have had a chance to examine them. In the meantime, please
could you send me your address, as these records are not held electronically and if there are any we can send you,
they will have to be sent by post. My e-mail address is das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk.

Also, you may wish to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was launched on the 29
November and can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the classes of information
on UFOs included in the scheme.

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



DAQ_A-Ops+Po|1

From: info-Access3

Sent: 04 December 2002 09:20

To: DAS-LA OpsPol1; DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: (U) Request for Information.

Do you know what this refers to?
Would you like to respond - I've only been given an email address.

Grateful for your views

Information Exploitation Access
829 St Giles Court
1-13 St Giles High Street

London
WC2H 8LD

Email: Info-Access3@defence.mod.uk

Tel:
Fax:

----- Original M
From:

Sent: 03 December 2002 23:58
To: Info-access3@defence.mod.uk
Subject: Request for Information.

Dear Sir/Madam,
I wonder if you would be so kind as to release the documentation/information surrounding the alleged crash of a UFO

into the Berwyn mountain range in Wales.
The incident took place on January 23rd 1974 and involved the MOD and the Army.

Kind regards
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* 3

@ DAs-LA OpsPol

Subject: RE: Pilot Observation
Dea

The MOD operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the
Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to
defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonabie diversion of resources to
respond to a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one
of the exemptions in the Code. The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will gain full public access in January
2005 when it will supersede the Code.

With regard to your request for copies of 'UFO’ reports from Pilots for the last 5 years, | should inform you that
we receive reports from a variety of sources and they are filed on manual files in the order in which they are
received. No separate record is keep of any group of individuals. This means that the only way to identify
reports specifically from Pilots is to search all our files for the whole five years. Any found would then have to
be copied and all the personal details (such as Names, address, telephone numbers etc) removed to protect
their privacy. | hope you appreciate that this would be a very time consuming task for such a long period of
time and therefore such a request is likely to be refused under Exemption 9 of the Code (voluminous &
vexatious). We also have charging arrangements for more complexed requests requiring over 4 hours work,
so this could also attract a fee. If, however, you could narrow your request to a more manageable amount of
material we may be able to assist you.

Finally, you may be interested to see the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was
launched on 29 November 2002. It can be found at www.foi.mod.uk and is the first step towards the
inplementation of the FOIA. A search under UFO will take you to all the classes of information on UFOs
included in the scheme.

----- Original M -

From

Sent: 30 January 2003 16:00

To: DAS-LAOpsPoll @defence.mod.uk
Subject: Re: Pilot Observation

Thank you so much for youre reply.Regarding the pilot reports you handle is there any way that i
could get a copy ,say of the last 5 yrs, and would be most grateful to hear about youre policy on
freedom of information.

31/01/2003



Page 1 of 1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 30 January 2003 13:19

To: Section40 |
Cc: ‘public@ministers.mod.uk’
Subject: Pilot Observation

Signed By: das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Your e-mails of 24-27 January have been passed to me by the MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

This section was formerly Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a. The Directorate was merged with the Director of Air Staff
and reorganised. We are now part of the Directorate of Air Staff and our new title is Directorate of Air Staff
(Lower Airspace) Operations & Policy 1. We are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regarding
‘unidentified flying objects’ and we also have other duties concerning Freedom of Information issues.

| hope this is helpful.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

30/01/2003




#* TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lon ‘C\AQ\E\) /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

g ’[,LAJPVF TO Ref No _| QO /2003

Date <L\ T\ 22,

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is ¢

i ion is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

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

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

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

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

9

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5™ August 2002
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s

. Ministers
From: ST

Sent: 24 January 2003 16:00
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: pilot observations
Is it at all possible to find out the workings of a section in the M.O.D. called ,secretariat (air staff) 2a.l have

come across this name several times in my reading ,and find myself asking ,if there is total denial why is it

there .thanks

27/01/2003
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Ministers

From: Ministers

Sent: 24 January 2003 17:35
To: Section40 |
Subject: RE: pilot observations

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your email to public@ministers.mod.uk. For a reply, please re-send your

message to this email address (Ministers@defence.mod.uk) and ensure that you add your full
postal address.

Alternatively, you might like to email lowflying@defence.mod.uk, or visit

the http://www.mod.uk/issues/lowflying/index.html webpage, as Secretariat (Air Staff)2a is
now part of DAS.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

MOM War Office Building,
itehall, London SW1A 2EU

27/01/2003
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. Ministers

Sent: 24 January 2003 17:46
To: ministers@defence.mod.uk

Subject: Re: pilot observations
Is it at all possible for you to tell me the workings and findings of a DAS section ,Secretariat (air staff)2a.| was

given youre details by the mod.thank you.

27/01/2003
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. Ministers
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From: Ministers

Sent: 27 January 2003 08:58

To: Section40
Subject: RE: pilot observations

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your email. For a reply, please provide your full postal address.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building,
Whitehali, London SW1A 2EU

27/01/2003
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. Ministers

Sent: 27 January 2003 16:21
To: Ministers@defence.mod.uk

Subject: Re: pilot observations

i would be very gratefil to hear youre reply ST o Sithton WYRRERS o ction 4[]

27/01/2003
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L‘-LA OpsPol1

To:
Subject: Freedom of Information

| have been passed a copy of your e-mail of 15 January in which you requested copies of documents held by the
MOD on UFOs. This office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regarding UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the MOD examines any reports of UFOs it receives solely to establish whether
what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the UKs airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is such evidence, we do not '
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations,
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide
this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go
beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to requests for information from our files, you may wish to be aware that our files are passed to the
Public Record Office when they reach 30 years old and are then open for public viewing. Requests for information
from records less than 30 years old are dealt with in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example,
cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources
to respond to a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of
the exemptions of the Code. The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will gain full public access in January 2005 when
it will supersede the Code.

If you would like to view information included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publications Scheme please go to
www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO.

| hope this is helpful.

das-laopspollgdl efence.mod.uk
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

D(B ( M)PW TORefNo S=O /2003

Date | T™ Jan 2oaz

The Prime Minister/SofSAVHTATVIMDP)SefS/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-PiviAvEimistes/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 penodlcally calls for a sample

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

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

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

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

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

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

!HOtS Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

+ " %% 7O BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

| @

INVESTOR IN¥ PEOPLE

Revised 5% Augnst 2002 °

Len a‘:)t\'kj / V%i:MAIL

’

#» ALTHOIId HOIH V NHATID HY OL »x



Page 1 of 1 .
'

Ministers

Sent: 15 January 2003 10:46
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: Freedom Of Information

To whomever it may concern,
| am writing to you to request copies of any documents held by the MOD relating to the sighting of UFOs under the Freedom Of

Information act 2000.

Thankyou for your time, and please send any information to:

Prescot
Merseyside

16/01/2003

B .
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DAS-LA OpsPol1 ' &

Sent: 29 January 2003 14:27
To: DAS-LA OpsPol1
Subject: Re: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

I'm afraid that I responded too quickly, as I have just found the documents exactly where you
said they'd be! (Can you imagine?) I guess that they just weren't obvious enough for my
unobservant self! Because my interest is very casual, and for my own personal edification, I
suffered no inconvenience. Again, thank you for your time and attention.

Sincerely,

—--- Original Message —--

From: DAS-LA OpsP
To
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 1:56 AM

Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

pl¥Secion 40 |

The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with
accessing the UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal
point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs.

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but | note you were advised to look at
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been
unable to access these records. | appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you.

If after trying again you stili have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk

Socin )

29/01/2003
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‘ DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 29 January 2003 14:00
To: DAS-LA OpsPol1
Subject: Re: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

Dear RN

Thank you so much for your reply! I was sent a list of the links to the reports, so I never really
had the URL's. The original e-mail looked like this:

Date Next version

¥ Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 (Part 1) 01/12/1980 n/a
) Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
— 11980 (Part 2) 01/12/1980 n/a
) Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 (Part 3) 01/12/1980 n/a
] Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
= 11980 (Part 4) 01/12/1980 n/a
] Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 (Part 5) 01/12/1980 n/a

I've had several friends try to access them also, considering my lack of expertise with
computers, but they all had no luck as well. Ilooked around at the site you mentioned, but
couldn't find specific references to these reports, although it's possible I missed them -- there's
a lot of information there! I will continue to try to poke around and see if I can’t call them up,
but in the meantime, would it be possible to purchase hard copies? Please let me know at your
earliest convenience. I appreciate your time and your assistance!

Sincerely,
Eosew“e, g! 48066-1625 USA

Phone
Fa

—- Original Message —

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1
To SRR
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 1:56 AM

Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

29/01/2003
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The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with
accessing the UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal

point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs.

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but | note you were advised to look at
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been
unable to access these records. | appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you.

If after trying again you still have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

29/01/2003
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#\S-LA OpsPol1
To:

Sui)ject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with accessing the
UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal point within the MOD for
correspondence concerning UFOs.

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but | note you were advised to look at
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been unable to
access these records. | appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you.

If after trying again you still have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk




.DAS-LA-Ops+PoI1

To: Ministerial Correspondence
Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

Reference Treat Official Correspondence 863/2003

Please note that the URL which you gave the correspondent in the above was incorrect. The correct URL is
www.foi.mod.uk (there should be no dot after uk). This may seem a small thing but means the link fails if a dot is

added.

| have advised the correspondent and would be grateful if you would note this should you get any other enquiries of
this nature.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To _DA;&Q_A/) PP TO RefNo B2 12003

Date ] | 02

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained

- nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department’”.

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

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

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on‘
Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

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

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Roo

CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/
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* Delete as appropriate.

S~

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002

()

by /;Iﬁ)/E-MAIL

%% ALIHOI)IJ HOIH V NHAID Hd OL »=




Page 1 of 2

. Ministers

From: SR

Sent: 23 January 2003 21:59
To: Ministers
Subject: Re: FOI publication

Dear Sir,

Unfortunately these links are not working either. Ihad a friend a bit more savvy with computers try
to access them, and he couldn't either, which leads me to believe that the problem is somewhere on
your end. I'd really like to see this stuff! If you cannot locate the file locations, would it be possible
to obtain hard copies? Of course I'd be willing to pick up any costs involved.

Thanks again for your help!
Sincerely,
Roseville, MI 48066-1625 USA

Phone
Fax

----- Original Message -----
From: Ministers

Toj
SeMw 23,2003 3:23 AM

Subject: RE: FOI publication

Date Next version

T@Urlidentiﬁed Flving Obiects Rendlesham Forest Incident
11980 (Part 1) 01/12/1980 n/a

%T'Unidentiﬁed Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
1 =11980 (Part 2) 01/12/1980 n/a

E”%]TUnidentiﬁed Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
,,,JL98() (Part 3) 01/12/1980 n/a

[~ [Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
1980 (Part 4) 01/12/1980 n/a

7@ Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
1980. (Part 5) 01/12/1980 n/a

i

Hopefully above will work OK (someone appears to have moved these from their original
location on our website!).

Regards,

24/01/2003
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Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building
Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU
email: Ministers@defence.mod.uk

24/01/2003
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Ministers

From: Ministers

Sent: 22 January 2003 08:54
To: Section40 |
Subject: RE: FOI publication

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your email to public@ministers.mod.uk. The links you are looking for can be
found via www.foi.mod.uk. For ease, they are:

Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 1)
Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 2)
Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 3)
Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 4)
Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 5)
Regards,

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

24/01/2003
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Ministers

From: I

Sent: 22 January 2003 02:42
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: FOI publication

Dear MOD:

After a quick search of your site, I am unable to find any information that I'm told was
recently released under the new FOI act on the subject of U.F.O.s. Was this information ever
actually published and, if so, is it somewhere on your site? I'm interested to see any official

reports that might be available.

Thank you for your assistance.

Roseville, M1 48066-1625 USA

Phone
Fax

24/01/2003
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From: DAS-LA OpsPol1 , g ‘
Sent: 27 January 2003 11:41
Subject: RE: more information

Signed By: das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed
Dea

This department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. We
know of no other UK government department with an interest in 'UFO' reports.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of
the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, 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.

The MOD examines any 'UFO' reports it receives solely to establish whether what was seen has any defence
significance; namely whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the UK
from an external military source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting.
We believe that it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be
found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide an aerial identification service. We could not
justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

The reports and correspondence we receive are placed on manual files and released to the Public Record
Office when they have been closed for 30 years (in accordance with the Public Records Act 1858 and

1967). The MOD also operates within the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code)
which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to
defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to
respond to a request. Information requested from these files is supplied wherever possible providing it does
not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.

For further details of our policy and to see MOD documents which have been released in the MOD Freedom
of Information Publication Scheme, please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFOQ.

| hope this is helpful.

From

Sent: 26 January 2003 03:38

To: das-laopspoll @defence.mod.uk
Subject: more information

greetings,

1 would like to receive more information about the procedure of the UFO matter. Could
you tell me wich department in the whole british bureaucracy who is the main database
of information or the main phenomenon inspecting expert.

regards,

Protect your PC - Click here for McAfee.com VirusScan Online

27/01/2003
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DAS-LA OpsPol1

To: Section40 |

Subject: can u help?

alSection 40 )

I have been passed your e-mail of 16 January concerning the Rendlesham Forest incident in December 1980. This
office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

You mentioned that you had read the papers on this incident and queried how we came to the conclusion that there
was nothing of defence concern. It may therefore help if | explain that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime
is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. Any threat to the
UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time and might if deemed
appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft. From that perspective, reports provided to us
of 'UFO' sightings are examined in consultation with air defence experts, where necessary, to determine whether
there is any evidence of a breach of UK airspace by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is such
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe that it is possible
that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for reports, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide an aerial identification service and we could not justify expenditure on investigations
which go beyond our specific defence remit.

in the case of the Rendlesham Forest ("Bentwaters") incident all available substantiated evidence was examined at
the time in the usual manner by those within the MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The
judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the UK's air defences had occurred on the nights in
question and no further investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of allegations have
subsequently been made about these events, nothing has emerged over the last 22 years which has given us reason
to believe that the original assessment made by this Department was incorrect.

In your e-mail you also asked about DI55 and DS8. DI55 are a branch of the Defence Intelligence Staff and reporis
of sightings were sent to them in case they contained any information of value in DIS's task of analysing the
performance and threat of foreign weapons systems, nuclear, chemical and biological warfare programmes and
technologies and emerging technologies. None of the UFO reports sent to DIS over a 30 year period yielded any
valuable information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in December 2000, not to receive these reports any
longer. DSB8 was a former name of my branch, which is now callled the Directorate of Air Staff (DAS). Our role is
to deal with all reports and correspondence regarding UFOs, in consultation with air defence experts where
necessary.

Finally, you may wish to be aware that the in November 2002 the MOD launched its Freedom of Information
Publication Scheme. This is the first step in the introduction of the Freedom of Information Act which will gain full
public access in January 2005. The Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk and a search under UFO will take you
to all the classes of information on UFOs included in the Scheme.

| hope this is helpful.

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

‘To__ DAD ( u\’)@n’ TO RefNo S\ /2003

Date >SN Jon 20653

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Buildin i 2EU

_CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/
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* Delete as appropriate.
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Ministers

From: SR

Sent: 16 January 2003 21:54
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subiject: can u help?
i recently read about the bentwaters incident and was curious about a couple of things.

the report admits something happened, but the object was not tracked on radar.
the m.o.d states it did not present a threat to national security so was not investigated further (even though

the official line is "the m.o.d does not waste public funds etc on such matters)
surely then, if something happened that could not be explained and was not tracked on radar then this must

constitute a breach in air defence?

my second query is during reading those documents there were mentions of two departments DI55 and DS87?
what do they do?

i am not looking for a smoking gun or anything i am just interested in the subject, more so from a technology

point of view.
i also appreciate that the subject matter is not as black and white as it appears.

knottingley
west yorkshire

17/01/2003




From I It
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) -
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Reference
g/DAS/64/3

ate
15 January 2003

Thank you for your recent letter regarding your research on ‘unidentified flying objects’. This
department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding UFO
matters, but you may wish to note that our title and address have changed to those at the head of
this letter. '

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

If you wish to see papers on UFO matters released as part of the MOD Freedom of Information
Publication Scheme, please look at www. foi .mod.uk and search under UFO.

I hope this is useful.

Yours sincerely,




g o PRATIERET

To Whom It May Concern:
I am a Graphic Design student studying at The Surrey Institute of Art and
Design. As part of one of my modules I am researching the phenomenon of
Unidentified Flying Objects.
1 would be very grateful if vou could answer the following questions:

Do you regard UFO’s as extraterrestrial?

Do you regard UFQO’s as a national security risk?
What is your opinion on the UFO phenomena?
What makes a credible witness?

® @& ¢ o

Answers to the above questions and any other relevant information would be
gratefully received.

Yours Sincerely
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To: 1
Subject: RE: http://channels.netscape.comlns/atplay/content.jsp?fi|e=alien9.inc A *’Z’;/
Egﬁﬁtﬁ?f

S —

Since the launch of the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on 29 November,
there have been a number of misleading press reports concerning our release of papers
concerning an alleged 'UFO' sighting in Rendlesham Forest in 1980. It may therefore be
helpful if I clarify the situation.

As is the case with other UK government files, Ministry of Defence files are subject
to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament
states that official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years
after the last action has been taken. The MOD does, however, operate in accordance
with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which
encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example,
cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an
unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information requested
from closed files is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one
of the exemptions in the Code.

The MOD "Rendlesham Forest file" consists of over 170 pages which were not originally
on one file, but were gathered together sometime after these events. Some papers are
contemporary and others, later correspondence between members of the public and the
MOD. A copy of the Rendlesham file was first released to a member of the public in May
2001 following a request made under the Code. Five papers were witheld under
exemptions of the Code, but these were later released on appeal. Since May 2001, 22
others have requested and been sent copies of the file.

On the 29 November the MOD launched its Freedom of Information Publication Scheme.
This is the first step in the introduction of the UK's Freedom of Information Act 2000
which will gain full public access in January 2005, when it will supersede the Code.
The FOI Publication Scheme has given us the opportunity to make the Rendlesham file
more generally available to those who may not have previously been aware of its
release. If you wish to view the Publication Scheme, please go to www.foi.mod.uk. A
search under "Rendlesham Forest" will take you straight to these documents, or
alteérnatively, if you search under 'UFO' you will be able to find all the UFO classes
of information in the scheme.

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

Original Message
Sent: ecember 2002 10:51
To: das—-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk

Subject:
http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc

I would like to know what you have to say about the subject

matter http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.1inc.
By the way my school Kellogg is the number one graduate business school in
the world because of the best ethics in the world and other stuff as
reported by Business Week. See your own "Economist™ ratings

at http://education.guardian.co.uk/higher/news/story/0,9830,809623,00.html
which placed Kellogg numero uno and your Oxford and Cambridge in 72nd and
74th, probably because one of them accepted sleezy Bill Clinton as a student.
I am not a "yuppy-puppy", my expertise lies in a totally different area, a
scientific field.

Your mod.uk site seems to be silent about the 20 or so reports you

1



¢

.repor » ly have released on the subject. I do not believe in UFO's, but
your ‘ence is defeaning and probably unneceasarily suspicious. About time
you take the pith helmets off your heads so you hear the questions if for
nothing else cause we (or at least my adopted country) saved your butts in

WWII while we lost half a million soldiers.

Cheers,

g LT e occion40 |

Philippines
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Are There Aliens Among Us?
. British Military
'Suppressed UFO Info'

The British government tried to
cover up one of the country’s
most famous sightings of an
;a8 unidentified flying object, a

! parliamentary watchdog ruled

Tuesday.

i The "Rendlesham Files," which were finally

published on the Internet Sunday, contain
eyewitness accounts by U.S. Air Force officers at a
military base close to Rendlesham Forest, near
Ipswich in eastern England, who saw a brilliantly lit
object land in the forest in December 1980.

The incident is widely
regarded as one of the
most significant UFO
sightings — the British
equivalent of the 1847
incident in which a
spacecraft supposedly
crashed at Roswell, New Mexico, with aliens aboard.
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Several people had complained to the British
parliamentary ombudsman, Ann Abraham, that the
Ministry of Defense had refused to divulge full details
of the Rendlesham witness accounts. Abraham ruled
the ministry had "withheld three documents relating

i to reported sightings of unexplained aerial

phenomena in 1980 — the Rendlesham Forest UFO
incident."

A ministry spokeswoman said the files had not been
deliberately withheld and had always been available
to anyone who asked.

In late December 1980, U.S. officers investigating
what they thought must have been a crashed plane
in the forest saw a triangular "strange glowing object”
that sent farm animals into a frenzy.

"The object was described as being metallic in
appearance and triangular in shape, approximately
two to three meters (seven to 10 feet) across the
base and approximately two meters (seven feet)
high," reads a report in the file by Deputy Base
Commander Lt. Col. Charles Halt.
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. "It iluminated the entire forest with a white light," he
added. "The object itself had a pulsing red light on
top and a bank of blue lights underneath. The object
was hovering, or on legs.”

Skeptics say the witnesses were merely seeing the
beam from a lighthouse on the nearby coast.

But the report adds that the next day three
depressions seven feet in diameter were found in the
grass and that readings of beta and gamma radiation
were 10 times higher than normal. Disturbances
were also noted on air force radar at the time.

Later in the night, a second UFO was seen,
described as a red sun-like light. "At one point it
appeared to throw off glowing particles and then
broke into five separate white objects,” said the file.

A Ministry of Defense memo in the file notes that:
"No evidence was found of any threat to the defense
of the United Kingdom. In the absence of any hard
evidence, the MoD remains open minded."

Until last week, only around 20 members of the
public had seen the file. The government said it
would also be publishing other files on reported UFO
sightings on www.mod.uk.

The Rendlesham File contains a Ministry of Defense
memo suggesting British requests for audiotapes
made by the American officers at the time were
brushed aside by the United States. Later reports by
UFO enthusiasts claimed that photographs and
tapes were taken away by senior U.S. officers.

Back to UFO Main

HOMEQWHNERS: WANT 10 LOWER

@Play Home | Jokes | Horoscopes | Games | Puzzles | Trivia | Comics | Lottery | Odd & Fun
Help | Terms of Service | Privacy Policy | Download Netscape 7.0
© 2002 Netscape Communications Corp. All rights reserved.
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Directorale o! !ir !taff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Liverpool

Your Reference

§%§§5§2‘7’3‘“

ate
2 January 2003

I am writing in reply to your letter of 24™ December 2002, in which you requested a detailed map
of RAF Woodbridge and the section of Rendlesham Forest where it is alleged a ‘UFO’ was

sighted.

All the papers the MOD holds on this incident have already been sent to you and are also now part
of the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which can be found at
www.foi.mod.uk. We do not hold any maps of the area and are therefore unable to provide the

information you are seeking on this occasion.

Yours sincerely,




Director of Air Staff ( Lower !uspace !

Operations & Policy 1a
Ministry of Defence

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

WC2N SBP

24th Dec 2002

iverpool

Merseyside
pWSccion 40 |

I am wrighting this letter to respectfully ask for more information on the sighting
of a U.F.O near R.A.F Woodbridge. Would it be possible to provide me with a detailed
map of R.A.F Woodbridge and the section of Rendlesham Forest where the sighting is
said to have taken place.

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.




From: ‘ 5
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a

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

Telephone ’ (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax) )

E-Mail das-laopspolta@def .

Your Reference

Winsford Our Ref
Cheshire D?IS Ag /gze/%ce‘/

Date
22 December 2002

Dea

I am writing with reference to your letter of 8 December 2002 in which you request a copy
of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Your
letter was passed to this office by the Public Record Office, as we are the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects’.

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the MOD Freedom of
Information Act Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www. foi.mod.uk. A search under
Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the

material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme, please search under UFO. 1 hope this is
helpful.

MWG g’;/\@/e/(:)




C i ESHIRL

L ] ;
. Ty
Cl e
A ] ATV 5
Steny,,,
“ z _
%

B /12 ]2ce

TDQC\F S‘ roor W\ G\C)C‘mq ) | | 3
il Cu*r\“ Lo H i J “te j CLr " citice

H: \/0’&1 CJ‘LUQ e o L nfﬂ BRI aYa i cn ¢ h lC Cc ”((,(

;P ‘h€ R € 'n(J )GS Jq Corvl Ft }6 C«f"f'ﬂ'ﬂ C. Inc ic:"f@n oot Decem é(’r

| Cf QU Conin€ ten MY C D i ice C'\S‘kmg Please CCn (o

)D C\'y one cr _Hwe ir l\ s C}"’ ‘\(“__:i’“ é/f’)")'&i“ J men Jf \/\6?6’(_:!{ 40

Whow C/L[)ouj' ’/f/Lcw )x, yagb V”j Y%CJO’S

'\d%ﬁb‘fs SNU’XCG(“G /(0,]




® RECORD {25
Our Ref: SR 1/1B ' OFFICE Noehy

- V2 o0l The National Archives

\_DQ/DJ 6/\“4\

We are forwarding the attached letter, since the subject appears to be more appropriate for
teply by you than by this Office.

We have not informed the writer of the disposal of the letter.

Reader Information Services Department

2
N7 ‘&'
% }’j Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU, United Kingdom
) P4
S~ Tel: +44(0)20 8876 3444 Fax: +44(0)20 8878 8905 Minicom: +44(0)20 8392 9198

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE Web Site: http://www.pro.gov.uk/  E-mail:




From: : ' Z
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE -
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard)
(Fax)
(GTN)
- Your Reference
: N
Date
20 December 2002

I am writing with reference to your recent (undated) letter concerning documents about an alleged
‘UFO’ incident near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980. It may assist you if I clarify
our position with regard to the documents on these events.

As is the case with other government files, MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public
Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally remain
closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. The Ministry of
Defence does however, operate in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure
would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take
an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information requested from

closed files is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in
the Code.

The MOD Rendlesham Forest file consists of over 170 papers which were not originally on one
file, but were gathered together sometime after these events. Some papers are contemporary and
others, later correspondence between members of the public and the MOD. A copy of the
Rendlesham Forest file was released to a member of the public in May 2001 following a request
made under the Code. Since then, 22 others have requested and been sent copies of the file.

On the 29 November 2002 the MOD launched its Freedom of Information Publication Scheme.
This is the first step in the introduction of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 which will gain
full public access in January 2005, when it will supersede the Code. The FOI Publication Scheme
has given us the opportunity to make the Rendlesham file more generally available to those who
may not have previously been aware of its release. If you would like to view the Publication
Scheme, please go to www. foi.mod.uk . A search under ‘Rendlesham Forest’ will take you
straight to those documents, or alternatively, if you search under ‘UFQ’, you will be able to find
all the UFO classes of information in the scheme.




In your letter you also asked a number of questions regarding these documents and I will answer -
‘theseinthesameorderasyourletter. EA o R s

1. No, these documents were not “kept secret from the public”. As explained above, MOD
files are generally closed for 30 years, but requests for information can be made in
accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. -

2 & 3. All the known MOD documents on these events have been releésed and can be accessed
on the website mentioned above.

4. We were recently sent a copy of extracts of an audio recording alleged to have been made
by Lt Col Halt, but such a recording is not part of our contemporaneous records of the
incident.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



The National Archives
Audiotape Lt Col Charles Holt
MoD confirm they have been sent a copy of the famous audiotape record by Lt Col Charles Halt during his UFO experience in Rendlesham Forest, near RAF Woodbridge, Suffolk, in December 1980. But they note “…such a recording is not part of our contemporary records of the incident.”
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MOD

Secretariat (Air staff) 2a,
Main Building,
‘Whitehall,

London,

SW1A 2HB

Dear Sirs,

For years and on numerous occasions in the past (From 1994 onwards) |
have corresponded with this department and the secretary of defence about
an unidentified flying object incident in Dec/Jan of 1980/81 Out side of the
Bentwaters military base near Rendlesham forest.

Over this period of time | have asked if any documents and statements exist
in MOD files other than the Halt memo, and were told that this was all that
exist in your files. | asked many times if the covering letter from the base
commander was available with no positive response.

A recent article in the UK UFO Magazine detailed how new documentation
has now been made available including this covering letter.

I would like to obtain copies of all the available new documentation, please
could you tell me how | can achieve this.

Also could you answer these questions for me?

1. Was the covering letter and other documentation kept secret from the
general public?

2. Is there ANY kind of evidence/material in document form or other
formats being withheld from the public in relation to this incident?

3. It has been stated by the MOD and the secretary of defence in letters
to me in the past that ‘those with responsibility’ and ‘my officials’
studied ALL the available evidence at the time. Does a listing of this
evidence exist? Does a report of the investigation or any internal
documentation exist that shows how the conclusions by the MOD were
reached? If the answer is yes, how and when will a copy be available
for the general public? My communication from the secretary of
defence (John Spellar - 30" October 1997) mentions ‘departmental
records’. . '



4. Does the MOD have a stance on the Halt audio recording that is
available in the public domain? Does this form part of any corroborative
evidence looked at by the officials?

I look forward to any clarification you can give me on this interesting event.

All the best. ..




From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE v
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

WY

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
" (Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

19 December 1997

1. Thank you for your recent undated letter addressed to the
Prime Minister concerning the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest/
RAF Woodbridge in December 1980, which has been passed to the
Ministry of Defence for reply.

2. The MOD's position with respect to these alleged events was
explained to your MP, Don Foster, in a letter from the Under
Secretary of State for Defence dated 30 October, which you should

by now have seen. I am afraid there really is nothing further
that I can add.

Yours sincerely,




o

MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To__ & Ll_Afé) Ref No 287-0/1997

Date__ 25 NOY 1997

The attached letter(s) which the Prime Minister has received has been

forwarded to this Department for official action. No.10's letter codes are as
follows:

A - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
send a full reply within 20 working days.

B - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
consider whether there is anything which can usefully
be said to  the correspondent and action accordingly.

@ - No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case,
o however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

- Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your
replies to this office.

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force in January 1997.
All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set
out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCI'GenI 48/97; further information is available from DOMD on extension

Under the Citizens' Charter Departments are now required to keep record of
their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to keep information on
the number of requests for information which refer to the Code of Practice
including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply. In
addition, the Department is required to provide a record of the total number of
letters from members of the public and provide statistics (which may be based on a
valid sample) of its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the

accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be performed
throughout the year. : P

i N 4%
§ MINISTRY S

' MINISTERIAL CO T SEC |  ,
_ : . MB 6140  or NOY 1851




LONDON SW1A 244

From the Assistant Private Secretary ' 13 October 1997

Dear Correspondence Secretary,

PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE SECTION

We have a regrettable and unprecedented backlog of some eight weeks’ .
correspondence here.  We are doing what we can to rectify this but are making little"

inroad into it - mainly due to the Prime Minister’s postbag being double that of his
predecessor.

To this end we shall be forwarding letters on to departments in the normal manner
but, until further nofice, we shall not be acknowledg.ing nor recording any letters which
come to you from this office for treat official action from today on, unless notified to the
contrary. I would be very grateful therefore, if you would ensure that a reply is always
sent on our behalf, What this may mean for your department is that you receive a larger
batch than normal in the initial stages of this exercise.  You will be receiving those letters
received here in both August and September. Please deal with them in date order as far
as possible.  The folders which we send to your department will be clearly marked as to
the dates received in this office.

The Prime Minister is very keen that his correspondence is replied to as quickly as
possible and I would be very grateful if you could try, within your own probably stretched
resources, to meet his request. ‘

Can I please ask you to ensure that all those within your department who deal with
Prime Minister’s treat official correspondence are made aware of this temporary
arrangement. ‘ ‘

Yours sincerely

The Correspondence Secretary
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PRIME MINISTER%\
CORRESPONDENCE SECTION

Email:

No acknowledgement hes been &L |
1t is iny;orsant has same form of
acknowledgemens is 5eni 93 3087 | _ 2 8 70
Department, and a FULL 4

Dear Prime Minister’\w NECESSARY

I am writing to you in hope that you and your new Government may be able to
help me get some information that has been denied under a previous one.

I have been corresponding with the MOD about an event that happened outside of a
Military Facility in DEC 1980. I have enclosed a pack of correspondence between
them and myself for your viewing. I have also prepared a similar set for my local
member of parliament.

As you can see by my enclosed letters and covering sheet, I am only asking some very
basic questions about a highly unusual incident. I am not interested in harming the
MOD or the country in any way. But still the MOD will not answer the questions.

" The MOD say they investigated the incident at the time, when I enquired they only
had one sheet of paper on the incident (the Halt Statement), surely this is wrong if
they investigated fully because as Col Halt says in his official report “ Numerous
individuals witnessed the activities in paragraph 2 and 3”

I can not see how an full investigation could have been made without all the witness
statements, and if they were taken why do the MOD tell me they have only the one
paper the Halt statement. How could this be?

If there were no statements taken would it be possible to look at the investigation
report. If not would it be possible to access a copy of the original cover letter that
accompanied the halt statement, which was written by the Base Commander, of which
the MOD also do not seem to have.

If you could help clarify this situation or help in getting answers to my questions it
would be greatly appreciated.

Yours sincerely...

REE I, S wev R W ST
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DEPARTMENT OF THiE AlR FORCE
HEADQUARIL2S M5 COniaal SUPPGRT Croys fUSArCy
APO HEW YU 01758

o)) . ) ]3.Jan 81

Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec¢ 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security -police Patrolmen saw unusyal lights outside the bLack gatle at

RAF Hoodbridge . Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or tcen forced
down, they called for permission to 90 outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrolmen +a Dro.
ceed an foot. The individuals reportey seeing a strange glewing object
In the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shaoe | approximately twg to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It illuminated the entire forest
with a white Vight.  The object itself had a Pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of biye lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappeared. At this time the animals on ga nearby: farm went into a

frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later near
the back gate. .

2. The next day, three depressions 1 /2" deep and 7" ip diameter were
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/ganma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgens wore recorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A ncarby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree
toward the depressions. ‘

3. Llater in the night a red sun-}ike Vight was seen through the trees.

It moved about and Pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off alewing
particles ang then brokte into five scparate white objects and then dis-
appeared. lmmediatcly thereafter, three star-like objects were noticed

in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about 100 off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp anguler
movements and displayed red, green and blue Vights., The objects to the
north appeared to be ellintical through an 8-12 power lens.  They then
turned to fulj circles. The objects to the north remained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed dovn a styream of Tight from time “to time. Hume roys indivi-

duals, including the undersigned, vitnessed the activities in paragraphs
2 and 3.

CHARLES 1. NALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander

e,




' REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

From: Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 8245
% Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling) 071 2182140
(Switchboard) 071 218 9000
(Fax)

— Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(As)/12/3
Date )

t}. November 1994

(i::&::;%k74’
1. Thank you for your letter to the Secretary of State, which has
been forwarded for reply to this office as the focal point within the

Ministry of Defence for unexplained aerial phenomena, often
characterized as "UrFQ" reports. :

2. I can confirm that no new information has come to this office's
attention in respect of the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest /RAF
Woodbridge in December 1980. You asked at what level the decision was
taken that the UK's security was not compromised that night. fThe
decision was, quite properly, collectively reached by officers within
the MOD/RAF sections with responsibility for air defence matters;
their judgement was based on the available evidence. Furthermore, it
is not our policy to enter into detail about the procedures the MOD
adopts for making threat assessments. The Deputy Base Commander of
RAF Woodbridge at the time of the event, Lt Col Halt, made an official
statement regarding the incident, but significantly made no
recommendation that a further investigation should be carried out.

3. Nothing has subsequently emerged which has given us any reason to

believe that the original assessment made by this Department was
incorrect.

4. Your letter goes on to mention RAF Rudloe Manor in Wiltshire. RAF
Rudlece Manor is the Headquarters of the RAF Police, which does serve
as a focal point, amongst other things, for flying complaints. In the
past, Rudloe Manor was the RAF coordination paint for reports of
unusual aerial sightings. However, once such reports were received
they were simply forwarded to this office for appropriate action.

Nowadays Rudloe Manor, along with other RAF stations, forward such
reports directly to this office.

5. I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,

| ﬁ\li'\’:EDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




M.O.D,
Secre_ariat (Air Staff) 2A.
Main Building Whitehall.

I'am writing with some questions pertaining to Unexplained aerial phenomena,
often referred as UFO’s.

I'am hoping that you could clarify your position on the 1980 (DEC) incident
between Rendlesham and Woodbridge Air bases.

In earlier letters it was mentioned that Lt Col Halt made an official statement regarding the
incident and that he made a recommendation that no further investigation be carried out.

Could you clarify when and how Lt Halt recommended this action as it is not mentioned in his
official report?

Could you let me know when and how the M.O.D was informed of Lt Halts recommendations as
they are not included in his report?

If as procedure would have it Lt Halt was debriefed by Defence Intelligence it possible to obtain
any briefing notes/statements so that I may clarify this point?

Does the M.O.D have an interest or opinion in the latest revelations by Lt Halt, in which he

claims there was an absolute defence threat, high level involvement, and cover-up by Defence
Intelligence, or other Intelligence departments?

[ was also told in a letter that “the decision was taken that the U.K’s security was not compro-

mised”, are there any notes/documents that support this statement from the people who made this
decision? ]

It was also wrote in the letter that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you
please clarify this point for me :

1. If the Halt statement is the available evidence,

2. If its all the evidence.

3 or if there is other evidence that accompanies the Halt statement in any form?

Another point I feel needs to be clarified is Paragraph 1. Of the Halt statement. Lt halt uses the
word “they” meaning other than him and later states “That three patrolmen proceeded on foot”.

Who are the three patrolmen?, as they were the best and nearest observers to the phenomenon
why were their statements of the nights occurrences not taken?
If they were is it possible to see them? »




From:_, éecréAté'riréfﬁ(Air' Staff)2a1, Room 8245,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

-

Your reference

Our reference '
Bath D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date
23()October 1996

1. Thank you for your letter of 8 October.

2. May I first correct the misunderstanding in Paras 3 and 4 of

your letter. 1In para 2 of my letter to you of 7 Nov 94 I said
that:

"The Deputy Base Commander of RAF Woodbridge at the time of
the event, Lt Col Halt, made an official statement regarding
the incident, but significantly made no recommendation that a
further investigation should be carried out."

Nowhere in my letter do I state as you suggest that Lt Col Halt:

... made a recommendation that no further investigation be
carried out".

3. I attach for your information a Hansard extract of the
responses given by Mr Soames the Minister(Armed Forces) to two
Parliamentary Questions tabled by Martin Redmond MP in July of
this year about the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest.

Your sincerely,




| HANSF\(&O CXTRACT

Wedten Anseers
2(;‘_ —\'wa'\ V9L , Co\uh—sr\s l-i—zg ?L"'ZL['
N -

Rendlésham Forest (Incident)

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) .what response his Department made to the
report submitted -by ‘Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt
relating to events in Rendlesham forest in December -
1980: what interviews were held: and if he will make a
statement; (39247}

(2) who assessed that the events around RAF
Woodbridge and RAF Beniwaters in December 1980,
which were reported to his Department by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt were of no defence significance;
on what evidence the assessment was made: what
analysis of events was carried out; and if he will make
a statement. {39249]

Mr. Soames: The report was assessed by the staff in
my Department responsible for air defence matters. Since
the judgment was that it contained nothing of defence
significance no further action was taken.




( ‘Dear_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a.

Many thanks for your letter of 30 th Oct. 1996.

Also thank you for pointing out my error over the quote from the
‘Halt’ statement.

I am writing again with some questions on the 1980 (Dec) incidents,
between the Rendlesham and Woodbridge airbases. ‘

1: In reference to the letter of 7th Nov. 1994 from yourself, it mentioned
that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you clarify
‘Available evidence’?

A: was the Halt statement ‘the evidence’?
B: Is it the only evidence?
C: If there is other evidence what form did it take?

?

2: A point of the ‘Halt’ statement states ‘Three patrolmen proceeded on foot’.
Who are the patrolmen?

Were there statements taken?
If so is it possible to see them?

3: “Halt’ also states in paragraph three of the statement, ‘Numerous individuals witness
the activities’. :

Who were these individuals?
Were they interviewed or had they given statements?
Is it possible to see these statements?

From looking at the ‘Halt’ statement, it seems that the M.O.D would have to have at
least interviewed, or asked the other witnesses for statements.
If this is not the case please could you tell me why they weren’t?

Thank you again for taking the time to help me try to understand the events of the nights
in question.

All the best...




From: SESTEIEEIN e cretariatiAir Staffi2a1, Room 8245,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, o S
‘Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

' ‘Our reference
Bath D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date
\9 November 1996

1. Thank you for your undated letter which we received on
13 November.

2. The MOD position regarding the alleged incident at Rendlesham
Forest in December 1980 is that the events were judged by those
with responsibility for air defence matters at the time to have no
defence significance. Although a number of allegations have
subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has

- emerged over the last 15 years which has given us reason to

believe that the original asséssment made by this Department was
incorrect.

3. I am afraid there is nothing more that I can add to the
comments I have previously provided.

Yours sincerely,

Telephone (Direct disl) 0171 218 2140



Thankyou for the last letter received from you in Nov 1996.

1 am enquiring about the incident of Dec 1980 between the Woodbrige and
Rendlesham air bases.

I am not asking about any new information, as I already know the MOD standpoint on
this. I also know the MOD standpoint that the event was of "no defence
significance"and I thank you for clarifying that with me in your last letter.

All T am asking is for a reply to the questions below so as to help me understand the
event in question.

The questions I have are:

In the letter from you dated 7th Nov 1994 it mentioned, "that the decision was based
on the available evidence"

A. Was the Halt statement' the evidence'?
B. Is it the only evidence?
C. If there is other evidence what form did it take?

2. A point of the 'Halt' statement states 'Three patrolmen proceeded on foot'.
Who were the patrolmen?

Were their statements taken?
If so is it possible to see them?

-~

3. 'Halt' also states in paragraph three of the statement,'Numerous individuals
witnessed the activities'.

Who were these individuals?

Were they interviewed or had they given statements?
If so is it possible to see them?

From looking at the 'Halt' statement, it seems that the MOD would have to have at
least interviewed, or had statements fro all the other witnesses involved, if only to
show that Halt wasn't halucinating in any way.

Also Is it possible to see the cover letter that was attached to the Halt statement. when
it was sent by the Base Commander to the MOD?

I thank you in advance for any help vou can give me.

All the best...




Frbm:_ Sécretap‘iat (Air Staff) 2a1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

“Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140l o
(Switchboard) 0171 218 90

Your reference

BATH |

Our roference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3

20 June 1997

Yours sincerely,




From:_ Secretariat(Air St‘_acff.)ZaL Room 82
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, @~ |
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

‘Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
- (Switchboard) 0171 218

Your reference

Our reference
‘D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

November 1996
|9 -

1. Thank you for your undated letter which we received on
13 November. '

2. The MOD position regarding the alleged incident at Rendlesham
Forest in December 1980 is that the events were judged by those
with responsibility for air defence matters at the time to have no
defence significance. Although a number of allegations have
subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has
emerged over the last 15 years which has given us reason to
believe that the original asséssment made by this Department was
incorrect.

3. I am afraid there is nothing more that I can add to the
comments I have previously provided.

Yours sincerely,




( . .
'cretariat(Air Staff)2a,

Room 8245.

Many thanks for your letter of 30 th Oct. 1996.
Also thank you for pointing out my error over the quote from the
‘Halt’ statement.

I am writing again with some questions on the 1980 (Dec) incidents,
between the Rendlesham and Woodbridge airbases.

1: In reference to the letter of 7th Nov. 1994 from yourself, it mentioned,
that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you clarify
‘Available evidence’?

A: was the Halt statement ‘the evidence’?

B: Is it the only evidence?

C: If there is other evidence what form did it take?

2: A point of the ‘Halt’ statement states ‘Three patrolmen proceeded on foot’.
Who are the patrolmen?

Were there statements taken?

If so is it possible to see them?

3: “Halt’ also states in paragraph three of the statement, ‘Numerous individuals witness
the activities’.

Who were these individuals?

Were they interviewed or had they given statements?

Is it possible to see these statements?

From looking at the ‘Halt’ statement, it seems that the M.O.D would have to have at
least interviewed, or asked the other witnesses for statements.
If this is not the case please could you tell me why they weren’t?

Thank you again for taking the time to help me try to understand the events of the nights
in question.

All the best..

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
cC(AS) 2

13 NGOV 1936

e




From:[8 Il Secretariat(Air Staﬁ)2;1,Room82
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, v v SRR
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

0171 218

0171218 iﬁ

Telephone (Direct dial)
: {Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your reference

© Our reference -
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

E§(JOCt°ber 1996

1. Thank you for your letter of 8 October.

2. May I first correct the misunderstanding in Paras 3 and 4 of
your letter. 1In para 2 of my letter to you of 7 Nov 94 I said
that:

"The Deputy Base Commander of.RAF Woodbridge at the time of

" the event, Lt Col Halt, made an official statement regarding
the incident, but significantly made no recommendation that a
further investigation should be carried out.*

Nowhere in my letter do I state as you suggest that Lt Col Halt:

"... made a recommendation that no further investigation be
carried out".

3. I attach for your information a Hansard extract of the
responses given by Mr Soames the Minister(Armed Forces) to two
Parliamentary Questions tabled by Martin Redmond MP in July of
this year about the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest.

Your sincerely,




H ANSARD CxTeAcT

\i\‘(‘ -'\"VQA A‘AS‘»—‘@J’S

24 Ty v99L
NJ

Rendlesham Forest (Incident)

Mr. Redmond: To. ask the Secrstary of Stats for
Defence (1) what response his Department made to the
report submitted -by ‘Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt
relating to eveats in Rendlesham forest in December
1980; what interviews were held; and if he will make a
~statement; . [39247)

(2) who assessed that the evemts around RAF
Woodbridge and RAF Bemwaters in Decsmber 1980,
which were reported to his Department by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt were of no defence significance;
on what evidence the assessment was made: whar
analysis of events was carried out; and if he will maks
a statzment. [39249]

Mr. Soames: The report was assessed by the staff in
my Department responsible for air defence marters. Since
the judgment was that it contained nothing of defence
significance no further action was taken.

Cc‘ u.~;r\S Li"zg ‘?’ LT'Q—LF




\ In earlier letters it was mentioned that Lt Col Halt made an official statement regarding the

T g onp® Lo

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
s
s ocTe |

) 2 f!,‘

T'am writing with some questions pertaining to Unexplained aerial phenomena
often referred as UFO’s.

M.O.D, »
Secreariat (Air Staff) 2A.
Main Building Whitehall.

b

I'am hoping that you could clarify your position on the 1980 (DEC) incident
between Rendlesham and Woodbridge Air bases. :

incident and that he made a recommendation that no further investigation be carried out.
-

Could you clarify when and how Lt Halt recommended this action as it is not mentioned in his
official report?

Could you let me know when and how the M.O.D was informed of Lt Halts recommendations as

they are not included in his report?

If as procedure would héve it Lt Halt was debriefed by Defence Intelligence it possible to obtain
any briefing notes/statements so that I may clarify this point?

Does the M.O.D have an interest or opinion in the latest revelations by Lt Halt, in which he
claims there was an absolute defence threat, high level involvement, and cover-up by Defence
Intelligence, or other Intelligence departments?

I'was also told in a letter that “the decision was taken that the U.K’s security was not compro-

mised”, are there any notes/documents that support this statement from the people who made this
decision? :

It was also wrote in the letter that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you
please clarify this point for me :

1. If the Halt statement is the available evidence,

2. If its all the evidence. .

3 or if there is other evidence that accompanies the Halt statement in any form?

Another point I feel needs to be clarified is Paragraph 1. Of the Halt statement. Lt halt uses the
word “they” meaning other than him and later states “That three patrolmen proceeded on foot”.

Who are the three patrolmen?, as they were the best and nearest observers to the phenomenon
why were their statements of the nights occurrences not taken?
If they were is it possible to see them?

i A g b g g e
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1. Who were these individuals? v
2. Were they interviewed or had they given statements ?

As Lt Halt didn’t” recommend no investigation” in the Halt statement then someone must have
collated statements to save disintergration of evidence in the case of further investigation.
Who? And are they available?

If not please could you tell me why?

In paragraph three near the end Lt Halt mentions that “Numerous individuals witness the activi- =~

The halt statement is dated 13th Jan. 91, can you give an explanation why it took almost 2 weeks 9;"‘& =

ko
o
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to write a statement that could have been an intrusion of defence, and for it to be investigated?
Did the decision that the incident was no defence threat occur before or after the Halt statement?

I'would appreciate it if you could please he'Ip in the clarification of these points, because I do not
have all the relevant facts it gives the impression that the M.O.D Investigation procedure was
sloppy and I would like to help clear this image up and present a clear picture of those nights in
question. '

All the bes

1096,




Frbm:_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehal_l, London SW1A 2HB

‘Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/SeC(AS)/64/3
Date

20 June 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 21 May concerning events which

are alleged to have occurred at RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest
in December 1980.

2. I am afraid that there really is nothing further I can add to
the information I have given in previous correspondence on this
subject. '

Yours sincerely,




Thankyou for the last letter received from you in Nov 1996.

I am enquiring about the incident of Dec 1980 between the Woodbrige and
Rendlesham air bases.

I am not asking about any new information, as I already know the MOD standpoint on
this. I also know the MOD standpoint that the event was of "no defence
significance"and I thank you for clarifying that with me in your last letter.

All T am asking is for a reply to the questions below so as to help me understand the
event in question.

The questions I have are:

In the letter from you dated 7th Nov 1994 it mentioned, "that the decision was based
on the available evidence"

A. Was the Halt statement' the evidence'?

B. Is it the only evidence?

C. If there is other evidence what form did it take?

2. A point of the 'Halt' statement states 'Three patrolmen proceeded on foot'.
Who were the patrolmen?

Were their statements taken?

If so is it possible to see them?

3. 'Halt' also states in paragraph three of the statement,'Numerous individuals
witnessed the activities'.

Who were these individuals?

Were they interviewed or had they given statements?

If so is it possible to see them?

From looking at the 'Halt' statement, it seems that the MOD would have to have at
least interviewed, or had statements fro all the other witnesses involved, if only to
show that Halt wasn't halucinating in any way.

Also Is it possible to see the cover letter that was attached to the Halt statement, when
it was sent by the Base Commander to the MOD?

I thank you in advance forg ou can give me.

All th




From SR

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

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

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference
Qur Reference

Cambridee D/DAS/64/3
Date

oo e

Thank you for your e-mail of 3 December, which has been passed to me, as this department is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence about UFOs.

The recent press reports about the release of information concerning the “Rendlesham Forest”
incident refers to the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme which was launched
on 29 November and includes classes of information on UFOs. If you wish to look at the scheme,
please see www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the UFO material in the
scheme and a search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham documents.

You mentioned the release of these and other documents to | and their appearance
in UFO Magazine earlier in the year. I can confirm that quested a copy of the

Rendlesham Forest file under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the

Codei in May 2001. Since then 22 others have requested and been sent copies of the file.

Iso requested a copy of the Flying Saucer Working Party — Report No.7. At the time
of this request no copy could be found and it was thought not to have survived. However, during
a routine review of files which had been retained in the MOD for more than 50 years, a copy of
the report was found on an unrelated file. As we were aware o interest in this
document, he was informed that a copy had been discovered and it was duly released to him. Both
of these sets of papers have been included in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme which has given
us the opportunity to make them more generally available. ‘

You also asked if the MOD holds other classified material on ‘UFQ’ matters and whether it plans
to release any further documents in the future.

The MOD holds approximately 250 files concerning UFO matters, the vast majority of which are
unclassified reports and correspondence with members of the public. These files are subject to
the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that
official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has
been taken. The MOD, however, also operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access

~ to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its

’«'W-M"P"*J-'* g

disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or ifit -



The National Archives
Rendlesham Forest
MoD letter 17 December 2002 explains how the papers covering the Rendlesham forest incident and the report by the Flying Saucer Working Party were discovered and released to the public.


would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information h‘?!d,’in _—
these closed files can therefore, be requested and will be supplied wherever possible pr‘df\ﬁ/idi:ﬁg‘iti -
does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code. We will be keeping the FOI Publication

Scheme under review and material released in response to individual requests, may be added to
the scheme in the future.

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in the future, please write to the address at the top
of this letter, or e-mail me at das-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk '

Yours sincerely,




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** °

j_gw a*:)\\'y /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To _ DAX (IAj) @ TORefNo__ S92 /2002

Date & - De. & .

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

**TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
£y
iS4

‘>./\

INVESTOR IN PEQPLE

Revised 5™ August 2002

#»» ALTMIOTdd HOITH V NHAID A9 OL ==




From:

Sent: 03 December 2002 09:20

To: '‘Ministers@defence.mod.uk'
Subject: Rendlesham UFO documents
Hello MoD N

The press has been carrying reports that the MoD has released documents
related to the so-called Rendlesham Forest incident.

Earlier this year, UFO magazine published several pages of previously secret

ments pertaining to Rendlesham. These docs were obtained by )
b. I gather that these documents are the_

the MoD has decided to release.

_ also obtained a copy of a 50yr old report by the Flying Saucer
Working Group. It is my understanding that an MP was told that no such
document existed. But exist it does.

* Are you able to confirm the existence of any other classifed
documents or other classified materials held by the MoD or its agencies
related to the UFO/ET subject?

* Wouldn't it be a boon for the government that introduced the FOIA to
demonstrate its commitment to the Act by disclosing all currently classified
UFO information?

* Does the MoD plan to release any further UFO documents?

My address is:-

Cambridge

Sincerely

tel:

fax:

UbiNetics Ltd
www.UbiNetics.com email:

The information contained in this email and any attachments is likely to be
confidential and legally privileged, and is for the intended recipient named
above only. Any copying, dissemination, disclosure of or use of this email

or its attachments unless authorised by us is prohibited, except that you
may forward this email and/or attachments to a third party on a strict "need
to know" basis. If you have received this email in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the email or by callingFPlease
then delete this email and any full or partial copies of it. You as the
intended recipient must be aware and accept that email is not a totally
secure communications medium. Although we have taken all reasonable steps to
make sure this email and any attachments are free from viruses, we do not
(to the extent permitted by law) accept any liability whatsoever for any

1



virus infection and/or compromise of security caused by this email and any
-attachment. No contract may be formed or documents served by you on or with
us by this email or any attachments unless expressly agreed otherwise by us.
Any views expressed in this email or attachments by an individual are not
necessarily those of UbiNetics Limited.



From: EESTEZNN 10
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone " {(Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax) .
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defi .
Barrow in Furness 8?]5&%%2%?/

Cumbria

Date
Section 40| I £ December 2002

Deer
I am writing with reference to your e-mail dated 4 December 2002, which was passed to

this office. We are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to
‘unidentified flying objects’. ‘

With regard to your request for a disclosure of records, it might be helpful if I first explain
that Ministry of Defence files are subject to the provision of the Public records Act of 1958 and
1967 and remain closed for 30 years after the last action on the file has been taken. It was
generally the case that before 1967 all MOD ‘UFO’ files were destroyed after five years as there
was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However, as a
result of growing public interest the files have been routinely preserved since 1967 and released to
the Public Record Office. Any from the 1950s and early 1960s that survived are pen for public

viewing and if you (or a representative) would like to look at these files they are held at the
following address:

The Public Record Office
Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond

Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444
Fax: 020 8878 8905

Files from 1972 onwards will be opened annually as they reach their 30-year maturity point.
With regard to the files that are less than 30 years old, 1 can inform you that the.

Department receives, on average, about 400 sighting reports from members of the public each year
- and a similar number of letters, some of which may also contain sighting reports.  The information




is filed manually in the form it is received on Branch files and therefore contains the personal -

details of all those contacting and corresponding with the Department. MOD has a duty to protect
this third party confidentiality and the 30-year period is deemed appropriate for this purpose.
Before access could be given to the material, staff would need to be diverted from their essential
defence-related tasks to receive the material from archives and scrutinise and remove all of the
personal information from many thousands of documents. The latter action would be necessary
because the alternative, to contact everyone providing the information to secure their agreement to
the release of their personal details, would be unworkable. I regret, therefore, that your request
for copies of all this material is refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of practice on Access to
Government Information (voluminous or vexatious requests) and Exemption 12 (Privacy of an
individual). We would, of course, be happy to look to see what information might be made
available if you could be more specific about the period, or reports of particular sightings that you
are interested in. This would then enable us to consider whether a more focused effort on a limited
amount of material might be possible.

If you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request for full access to MOD files and
wish to appeal, you should write in the first instance to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of
Information (Exploitation), Room 819B, St Giles Court, 1-13 St Giles High Street, London,
WC2H 8LD requesting that the decision be reviewed. If following the internal review you remain
dissatisfied, you can ask a Member of Parliament to take up the case with the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administration (the Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf.  The
Ombudsman will not, however, consider an investigation until the internal review process has been
completed. I hope this is helpful.

\/OufS St




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

**TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** ’

L o R’g (\9 JE-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To 3)@\/% (LA> F_\/‘ﬂ

TORefNo bbd2 12002

Date_ 5 |2 o4

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

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

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is ¢ on)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info om

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

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

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

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

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
£y
§ 4

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5" August 2002
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flinisters

rrom:

Sent: 04 December 2002 11:13
To: Ministers

Subject: resent message

To whom it may concern.
| am and have been greatly interested in foo fighters all my life and have seen a

number over the years.Would it be foolish of me to ask for disclosure of records?

Regar

My full postal address is;

arrow in Furness
Cumbria

2/2002
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From: DAS-LA OpsPoi1

Sent: 16 December 2002 10:56

To: Sectiond0
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your e-mail concerning the press reports about material released by the MOD concerning
UFOs. Your message has been passed to me because this department is the focal point within the MOD for

matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under
UFO will take you to all the UFO matterial released. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you to the

Rendiesham Forest papers specifically.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence .mod.uk

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

16/12/2002



l*-LA OpsPol1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 11 December 2002 12:05

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2

Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Thank you for your e-mail concerning the press reports about material released by the MOD concerning UFOs. Your
message has been passed to me because this department is the focal point within the MOD for matters concerning
UFOs.

The MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO
will take you to all the UFO matterial released. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you to tha Rendlesham
Forest papers specifically.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

glrec!ora!e!of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
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Qow FIying

From: Ministers

Sent: 09 December 2002 09:02
To: Low Flying

Subject: FW: UFO reports

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

————— Original Message-----

From: M
Sent: r 2002 12:06

To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFO reports

if possible please send me the latest Reports on the UFO phenomena
recently reported in the Press
Regards



rage - of 1

DAS-LA OpsPol2

Sent: 12 December 2002 11:34
To: Sectiondo
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your e-mail dated 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the UK
Freedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk . A search under UFO will take you to all the
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendleshar

Forest papers.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-
laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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

12/12/2002
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&S-LA OpsPol1

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

giSection 40|

Thank you for your e-mail dated 3 December concemning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the UK
Ereedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk . A search under UFO will take you to all the
released information on UFOs. A searchon Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham Forest
papers.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk

Directorate of Air !taff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **
y

©

Lo ‘q’j‘\:\? /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To 32@(;&; f»«E TO Ref No égq‘o /2002

Date Co(2 .o

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222. Old War Office Building. Whitehall. SW1A 2EU

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

**TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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S
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002
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Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3

Sent: ecember :

To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFOs

Sir: How can I receive a copy of the Remsdlesham UFO incident? Couldn't
locate it on your website. Send any data to:

M East Chicago, In., 46312, USA.%. /s/-



g .

@ DAs-LA OpsPol2 -
it e
From: DAS-LA OpsPol2 !
Sent: 12 December 2002 11:33
To Secton40 |
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your e-mail of 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the
Freedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to zlithe
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendiesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendleshar

Forest papers.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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

12/12/2002



i

E‘-LA OpsPol1

—

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

plScciion 40

Thank you for your e-mail of 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the Freedom of
information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this department is the
focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the
released information on UFOs. A searchon Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendiesham Forest
papers.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspo|1@defence.mod.uk

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




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To__Dad (LK) A TORefNo _ (5%0 = 12002
Date_ & -Qe< $&—

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

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

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

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

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

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

#»» ALIRIOTId HOTH V NHAID A4 OL »x

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

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

_CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
'

0

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5™ August 2002



Page 1 of 1

Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3

From:

Sent: 03 December 2002 14:29
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFO Documentation
Dear Sir/ Madam,

| believe that according to the Freedom of Information Act, documentation relating to UFO sittings in the UK
has at last been released to the public and that they were to be posted on your web page. | can not find these,
can you please tell me when this will be made available and where | can find them.

Kind Regards

Esher

Surrei

03/12/2002



DAS-LA OpsPol2

From: DAS-LA OpsPol2 ‘, .

Sent: 12 December 2002 11:32
To Section40 |
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspolZ@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

oeor EETIN

The Lord Chancellor's Department have forwarded to me your e-mail of 29 November concerning the U+O
papers released by the Ministry of Defence concemning UFOs. This department is the focal point within the

MOD for matters concerning UFOs.

If you wish to view the documents released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act, Publication Sch2me,
please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mad.uk

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

12/12/2002




gAs-LA OpsPol1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 11 December 2002 11:55

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2

Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

The Lord Chancellor's Department have forwarded to me your e-mail of 29 November concerning the UFO papers
released by the Ministry of Defence concerning UFOs. This department is the focal point within the MOD for matters
concerning UFOs.

If you wish to view the documents released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act, Publication Scheme, please
go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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



**TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** J Q,/qr

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To o CLR) piy TO Ref No &1=5 /2002
Date \d“;m 200>
o£S/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/MinisteriDepartment”.

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 penodmally calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

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

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

#»+ ALTIOIId HOIH V NIAID A9 OL »+

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU
—CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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LORD CHANCELLOR'S DEPARTMENT
'~ ROOM 6.24, SELBORNE HOUSE
" 54-60 VICTORIA STREET
.. LONDON -
.« SWIE 6QW

‘. 'ITransfer of.' Public Correspondence

‘We received ‘the attached correspondéhce.zAfter consideration, the-subject X
,;:matteris—more:appfepaiateﬂtenyeur-department. v

G

() | The ‘cvorrespondent has been info‘r;ned of the transfer.

() The.,.corz.éspondent has not been info_rme_al of the transfer.

() The correspondents have been informed of the transfer. X
() The correspondents have not been informed of the transfer.

If your department is no longer responsible for the issue(s) raised, please
forward the correspondence to the appropriate office, do not return it to this

department.

Thank you.
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From:

Sent: 03 December 2002 16:01

To:

Subject: m of Information ( IT and E-Government Policy)

Could you please treat this as a Treat Official.

Thanks

%nva e retary to Yvette Cooper MP

_____ r —

Fon T ——

Sent: ecember :

To:

SUM. ~Freedom of Information ( IT and E-Government Policy)

One fo

Thanks

----- Original Message--—--
From:h
Sent: 2002 05:24

To: coopery@parliament.uk
Subject: Freedom of information ( IT and E-Government Policy)

This message has been sent from the House of Commons WebSite Constituency
Locata Service Your email address will not be divulged unless you reply by
email to this message

I am please to hear that the Government Policy is to be relaxed in the near
future on certain classified UFO sightings, | would be very interested in
perusing any such documents, especially if made available on the internet.

When any such documents are released, could | please be informed with
details of how to access them. | presume that some form of database will be

opened to the public. If so, then could you please e-mail me the link
addresses. | Regards, [T
The sender left the following as their name and address:

! Peterlee Co. Durham !

Message Ends.

PLEASE NOTE: THE ABOVE MESSAGE WAS RECEIVED FROM THE INTERNET.

On entering the GSI, this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet (GSI) virus scanning
service supplied exclusively by Cable & Wireless in partnership with Messagelabs.

GSl users see http://www.gsi.gov.uk/main/new2002notices.htm for further details. In case of problems, please call
your organisational IT helpdesk.



DAS-LA OpsPol1

From:

Sent: 16 December 2002 13:31

To: DAS-LAOpsPol1@defence.mod.uk
Subject: RE: Released material on UFOs, Reply
Importance: High

Thank you. 12/16/02 7:30 am CST

Regards,

President

rivate Investment Banking Consultants
Chicago, Illinois
DIRECT
CEL
FAX

* Kk ok ok

————— Original Message—--—-——-—
From: "DAS-LA OpsPoll"™ <DAS-LAOpsPoll@defence.mod.uk>

Sent: Mon, 16 Dec 2002 11:53:08 —-0000
To: '!!'IIIgI!IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
Subject: eleased material on UFOs

Thank you for your e-mail of 9 December concerning the release of MOD
documents relating to an alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk in 1980. Your message has been passed to me as this department
is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

I have not seen the article in the NY Times, but if it states that the
released material contains photographs, then this is incorrect, as the
MOD does not hold any photographs of this alleged incident.

If you wish to view the released documents, please go to www.foi.mod.uk
and search on Rendlesham Forest. If you wish to look at all the
material on UFOs included in the MODs Freedom of Information Act
Publication Scheme, please search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful. TIf you wish to contact me in the future, please
send your e-mails to das-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk

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




DAS-LA OpsPol1

To: Soction 20|
Subject: eleased material on UFOs

Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your e-mail of 9 December concerning the release of MOD documents relating to an alleged UFO
sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Your message has been passed to me as this department is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

I have not seen the article in the NY Times, but if it states that the released material contains photographs, then this
is incorrect, as the MOD does not hold any photographs of this alleged incident.

If you wish to view the released documents, please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search on Rendlesham Forest. If you
wish to look at all the material on UFOs included in the MODs Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme,
please search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in the future, please send your e-mails to das-laopspol1
@defence.mod.uk

Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1
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Low Flying

From:

Sent: 09 December 2002 03:03

To: lowflying@defence.mod.uk

Subject: Request for Assistance, re; The [so-called] Rendlesham File and related photos.

Hi There, 12/7/02 9:00 pm CST

I have read in todays NY Times, section 4, pg.7 about the recent release of the so-
called Rendlesham File, i.e., the UFO photos. I have also, this evening, registered
with your web-site. For the life of me I am unable to locate or should I say navigate

to the actual photos. Would you be so kind as to provide me with a link, or other
such guidance, in order to facilitate my ability to view. I am not a so-called "UFO
buff" or a conspiracy theorist but rather just an ordinary guy who has read about the
recent posting of these photos and, well, I am curious & would like to ({(as it is saild)
take a gander. Your assistance is appreciated. Should you desire the article that I

have referred to, i.e., "The Word for Word" article I would be more than happy to send
it to you via any number of methods/web-sites. Please advise and thanks.
Regards,

* ok ok Kk kK

President

nvestment Banking Consultants
Chicago, Illinois
DIRECT
CELL

FAX




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lew PW 'acn /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Dﬁ(’v\ ( \,P<> {4 f TORefNo_G@2C. /2002
Date =" Decemnloa— SN

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

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

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

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

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

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SWI1A 2EU

dCHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
£y
4

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5 August 2002
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Rendlesham Files Information Release Page 1 of 1

e

Al
Ministers

¢ ...

Sent: 03 December 2002 20:26

To: 'OPCA Enquiries@ombudsman.gsi.gov.uk’; 'public@ministers.mod.uk'
Subject: Rendlesham Files Information Release

Thank yo_and the Ministry of Defence for seeing to the public release of the "Rendlesham
Files". Itis too often that one of the strangest enigmas of modern times is continually met with derision, fear
and ignorance. This may have been appropriate during the "dark ages" of a few hundred years ago, but it's
uncalled for today. Like many other unexplained phenomena before, this too will one day be solved, and the
more information that is credible and made public, the quicker the solution will be in hand.

Thanks again from "across the pond",

Anchorage, Alaska USA

04/12/2002




%AS-LA OpsPol1

To: M
Subject: Forest Papers

oecor SRR

Thank you for your recent letter in which you requested a copy of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in
Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980.

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been including in the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication
Scheme and can be viewed at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these
papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme, please search
under UFO.

1 hope this is helpful. You may wish to note that our branch has reorganised and we are now at the following
address;

Ministry of Defence

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

Room 6/73

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London

WC2N 5BP

Alternatively, you can e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod. uk



Northern Branch

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE (MOD)
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

Room 8245

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1 A2HB

Dear Sir or Madam:

| am writing to request a copy, under the terms and regulations of the freedom of information
act, of any documents relating to unidentified flying objects in the UK, and in particular the

Rendlesham forest UFO incident,
If your department is unable to fulfil this request, | would be grateful if you could transfer my

request to the appropriate department or office on my behalif.

Yours Faithfully

igations Co-Ordinator
orthern Branch
And member of BUFORA

Denton Burn, Newcastle Upon Tyne
nited Kingdom.




DAS-LA OpsPol1 '\

To: ST
Subject: eports of sightings of UFOs

1l December 2002

| am writing in reply to your e-mail of 3 December, which has been passed to me as this department is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs.

You asked why the MOD does not publish any reports of sightings of UFOs on the MOD Website and it may help if |
first explain the MODs position with regard to UFOs.

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

With regard to publication of these reports, all the reports we receive contain the name, address and personal details
of those who have corresponded with the MOD. Before publication these would have to be removed in accordance
with the Data Protection Act 1998. Given the MOD's limited interest in these matters we do not believe the
expenditure of cost to do this on a continuous bases, for no defence purpose, could be justified. The MOD does,
however, operate in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information, which encourages
the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade on an
individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information is
supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions of the Code. | note that you have
requested "recent records of sightings inside the UK". If you would like to be a little more specific about the
information you require, (for example, a particular period or location) we will see what reports can be made available
to you. In addition, you may like to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme at www.foi.mod.uk.
This shows all the material published by the MOD and a search under UFO will take you to directly to this class of
information.

Finally, you say you have written "tons of times" but never received a reply. We have no record of previous
correspondence from you, so if you wish to contact us in future, my e-mail address is das-laopspol1
@defence.mod.uk. Alternatively you can write to me at the following address;

Ministry of Defence

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

Room 6/73

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London

WC2N 5BP

I hope this is helpful.



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **
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L “D\f)\" /E-MAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To __DPR (\,p<> (> P TORefNo__ A (. /2002
Date _ &t - (2 -\

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

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

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

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

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

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU
dCHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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. ) Page 1 of 1
Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3

From: T

Sent: 03 December 2002 14:32
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: PLEASE READ ME AND REPLY

DEAR SIR/MADAM

| AM WRITING TO ASK WHY YOU DONT PUBLISH ANY REPORTS ON SIGHTINGS OF
U.F.O'S IN YOUR WEBSITE AT WWW.MOD.UK
THERE ARE SO MANY SIGHTINGS EVERY YEAR BY MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC AND GOVERMENT
SERVENTS !
| WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU FOR THE RECENT RECORDS OF SIGHTINGS INSIDE THE UK PLEASE. AS
| KNOW THIS TYPE OF INFORMATION CAN BE GIVEN OUT TO THE PUBLIC BY THE MOD !
| DONT REALLY THINK THE MOD WILL REPLY TO THIS EMAIL BY POST AS | WROTE TONS OF TIMES

AND NEVER GOT NO WHERE ! MAKES YOU THINK DONT IT !

LAST PLEA FOR A REPLY !I!l

YOURS SINCERLY

SALISBURY
WILTSHIRE

Section 40/

03/12/2002
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‘?\S-LA OpsPol1 R

To:
Subject: UFO Papers

oo SRR

| am writing with reference to your e-mail of 2 December in which you gave a description of something you saw but
were unable to identify over Washington on 4 October 2002. Your message has been passed to me as this
department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs.

it may be helpful if | explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/Flying saucer'
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. Any reports we receive, are examined solely to see if there is any evidence that UK airspace might
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the
UK from an external military source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We
believe it is posssible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for
them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service and we could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond or specific defence remit. | am therefore unable to
help with identification of your particular sighting.

You also mentioned that you had read the article on CNN.com about the Ministry of Defence papers on UFOs which
have been released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme. If you would like to view these
papers, they can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you straight to the papers
on this particular incident, or a search on UFO will find all the information on UFOs included in the Publication
Scheme.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to e-mail me in the future, my address is das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk
Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy1
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Sm (;A} E\;‘( TORefNo 6SG X, /2002

Date (4. |2.. &) -

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

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

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

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

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222. Old War Office Building. Whitehall. SW1A 2EU
d CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/
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From:

Sent: 02 December 2002 19:37
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: 1 was reading the ufo story

ufo.bmp

I was reading the ufo story on the CNN.com site I think I saw part of the
samething here in the USA.
Here, is what I saw.

had something happen to me on Oct,4.2002
It happen on October Friday the 4th 2002 around 8:30 PM. PST. I was hearing
something like bat noise but not a high low pitch, but a double low pitch
noise of the same kind of like a bird call. It was foggy at the time, as
they where circling counter clockwise over my head about 50 feet, I counted
five of them. My X-wife came over to drop of my son off, I told her to look
at this, We watch this happen for about an hour. They where giving of light
white and a blue like nucleus type center. I made a drawing of it to try to
show you what I saw. I guess Washington State is very active in this kind of
thing I wish I had something to record or trace it with. here is a pic. of
what it looked like when it lite up and about the size of a seagul.

From:

Everett, WA. 98204
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