The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

SEC(AS)64/3




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

SEC(AS)64/3




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

MOD Form 262F

Registered File Disposal Form | (Revised 10/97)

FILE TITLE: (Main Heading - Secondary Heading - Tertiary Heading etc} Reference:
n Prefix and Number):
W UF O g {

o (G AS) 64 / 2
PJJOL‘ . Ct‘ vy fﬂs:v?gkﬂ’}\ ((:_ - / ‘/S<‘-CL )
TEASSIFIED

PROTECTIVE MARKING {including caveats & descriptorsj:

Date of last enclosure: Date closed:
PART 1. DISPOSAL SCHEDULE RECOMMENDATION FOR CS{RM) LSiE ONLY
{To be complsted when the file is closed}
W o1 1T B —
— 111 C -
Destroy after o years E B j - - Lo -
;: Date of 15 review Dals of 2rnd redlew Forwsrd Daestruction Date
Forward to CS(RM) after B _ years | ’—I
Go‘f)\ PCP’VHN‘(,N\?‘F“ ,_cﬂ"\o‘:j’j U?J,‘ Reviewers Fevigwars
No recommendation Signature: N Signatura; _ o
IS e Shu Loy e il
PART 2. BRAMNCH REVIEW
1o be complated not gy than 4 years afler of the anoiosira}

(Delete as appropriate)

a.  Of no further gdminisirative ; el e
and Codeword material cannot b dastroved s and sl be jorwarced o CHRMIL

b. Y Toberetainsd for

LEGAL

CONTRACTUAL

FINAMGEZ/AUDIT

DIRECTORATE POLICY E OTHER {Spax

PPQ =100 Continued overicar)




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

Key enclosures which support the 1

(i)

pcommendation are:

{iiy Atthe end of the specified retentior]

v

[]
L]

¢c. Of no further administrative value but wo

Destroyed

Considerad by CS(RM) for
permanent preservation

period the file is to be:

thy of consideration by CS{RM) for permanerit praservation.

(Block Capitals)
Grade/Rank: ___ € 1 Date: 42 %7
(Not below HEO/equivalent) i A‘_,/
Branch Titleﬁrﬂﬁww OF DEFENCE
DAS 4 (SE;iC)
ROOM 8241
MAIN BUILDING
HITEHALL
\II.VOt:lDON SW1A 2HB
Tel No:

Produced by Ministry of Defence, CS (Pr) 2. Te-

PART 4 DESTRUCTION CERTIFICATE

itis certiﬁeci that the specifiad fiile has been destroyad.

Signature:
Name:

{Block Capitais)
Grade/Rank: Date:

Witnessed by (TOP SECRET" and SECRET only)

Signature:
Name:

{Elock Capitais)
Grade/Rank: Date:

*(FOR CS(RM) USE ONLY}




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

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

From— Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245, :

Telephone {Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

e

Your reference

Qur reference

eloy, . D/Sec(AS)/64/3
North Yorkshire. Date

w

1. Thank you for your letter of 26 August addressed to the Prime

Minister regarding "unidentified flying objects". Your letter has

been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office 1is the

focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I
.. would like to apologise for the delay in replying.

2. It remains the case 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
o. unauthorized foreign military activity. Unless there is evidence
of a potential military threat we do not attempt to identify the
precise nature of each report. This was set out to you in my
letter of 14 March, and the government's stance with respect to
reports of "unexplained" aerial sightings has not altered since

then.
Nous Svany,
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To ge&\;CAS)Q_. ey  Rerl 1976 /1997

b D Date

The attached letterféj'ﬁfhi’ch'--t‘ e-Prime Minister has received has been
forwarded to this Department for officjal 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,

however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

Unless specifically asked to da 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

DCIi Genl 48/97; further informatio _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.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
MB 6140 EXT
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

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 notice, we shall not be acknowledging 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.

Y sincerel

The Correspondence Secretary
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From: Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245, 83

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard} 0171 218 92000
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
Manchester. D/Sec{AS)/64/3

L}, December 1997

v

1. Thankﬁydu for your letter of 29 October in which vyou have
requested information on several "unexplained" sightings.

2. First I should 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 UK

Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
- unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not

<. attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
‘to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were ‘diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. I have looked back through our sighting report files and can

confirm that no sightings were reported to the Ministry of Defence
which tie in with the dates and locations specified in your

letter.
Nours SMCVIM,
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I would be very grateful if you ceuld praviie us with amy
infermaticn you may haveg on the following "unexplained”

aerizl sizhtings we are |currently investigating.

1. 3 objects siguted ovler RIUG'S HILL, BURY, GTie TalCIESIUR,
Dated 21/7/97 at S.25pme

2. DSoomerang shaped ebject sighted 2t approx, 9.30pm over
CLIFTCN, GTR, MANCEASTER on 5/8/97.

3+ Another boomerang sﬁaped objeot sighted 25/8/97 over
ROTHZRAM, YORKSHIRE. Dated 25/8/97 at 12,.10am,

4.,® Tri-angular shaped gbject sighted over DCLTCH TCWE CERTRL
MANCHISTRR, Dated 1,/10/97 at 8.40pm,

Fay i take this opportunity to thank you in advance for your
help and also apologise |[for terrible typing.

Your's sincerely

1 MAPIT Copyright (¢).
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From: _ecretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245, ES

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3

} Date
Hull. : 5 December 1997

1. Thank you for your letter in which you have requested
information on “"unidentified flying objects". This office is the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of
this nature. | ‘

2. : First I should 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 UK
'Alr Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report ‘has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. -The MOD does not have any expertise or role 1in respect of
"UFO/flying saucer" matters or to the question of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open—-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.
oues Sy,
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From: Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Surrei . Z December 1997

1. Thank -you for your letters of 17 October and 20 November
addressed to the Minister of State for the Armed Forces regarding
"unidentified flying objects". Your letters have been passed to
this office -which 1s the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence of this nature.

v Dia It remains the case thaﬁ 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 UK
_Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat we do
not attempt to identify the precise nature of each report. We
believe that down to earth explanations could be found for these
reports, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, if
resources were diverted for this purpose but it would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources to provide this kind of
aerial identification service.

4, Your letters mention a former member of
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2. I: should point out that the views
expressed by — in ‘connection with "unexplained" aerial
sightings are his personal opinions and do not represent or
reflect the views of the MOD.

Tows Sy,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE pet
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Ref N8O 19 63l /1997

Date

The Sewse wte/Minister, has received the attached letter
from a member of the publlc IT has not been acknowledged by this
office. |

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,
your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally], this should prove impossible an
interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information 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(Gen) 48/97: further information is available from DOMD on
extension
!

Under the Citizens' Charter Departments are now required to keep
records 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.

MINISTERIAL CORRES UNIT
MB 6140 EXT
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Leatherhead
Surre

7 HA !
| Fi;f{? Oce 6{7'
The Defence NMinister

Minietry of Defence :
Main Building :
Vhitehall

London

SViA 2HB B07198 3

bear 1) &QC[}

The UFO Phendmenon

Over a year ago I wrote to the former defence minister, the Earl Howe, T
find out what my government was doing to discover the truth about the UFQ
phenomenon. His reply stated that the MOD carryed out no research into UFQOs
and further more has no interest in the existence of extraterrestrial
intelligence,

This is unacceptable and untruthful.

As the people of planet Earth stand on the brink of a new millennium we
are still struggling with fundimental questions about our existense and our
place in the universe. I would like to know what "new labour" is going to
do to help enlighten us with truths that have been buried under official
secrecy and lies for far toce long.

"Taken collectively, these cases leave no doubt i

are indeed extraterrestrial®.
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MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

| 905
To_SQC, C A&) " Ref No ? /1997

Date_2¢~ '~ 17]

ister has received the attached letter
as not been acknowledged by this

The Secretary of State/Mi
from a member of the public.
office.

Please send a reply on behzhf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,
your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an

interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information 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 explanatfon of the Code of Practice is contained
in DCI(Gﬂfurther infoqmation is available from DOMD on
extension .

Under the Citizens' Charter Departments are now required to keep
records 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 monitorin% procedure, random spot checks on
the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be
performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
MB 6140 EXT
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Leatherhead

' Sur‘rei 2905
The Defence Minister
Ministry of Defence
Nain Building Zo/u q}/
Vhitehall
London
SV1A 2HB

), Peed

The UFO Phenomenon

Over a year ago I wrote +o the former defence minister, the Earl Howe, to
find out what my government was doing to discover the truth about the UFO
phenomencn. His reply stated that the MOD carryed out no regearch into UFOs
apd further more has 1D interest in the existence of extraterrestrial
intelligence.

This iz unacceptable and uptruthful.

Az the people of planet Earth stand on the brink of a new millennium we
sare still struggling with fundimental guestions about our existense and our
place in the universe. I would like to know what "new labour" is going to
do to help enlighten us with truths that have been buried under official
secrecy and lies for far too long.

nTaken collectively, these 1eave np doubt in my mind that some UFQe:

are indeed extraterrestrial”




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

B
)

4




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2at1a, Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard)
{Fax)

Your reference

i ' Qur reference
Dulwich _ 2
London. /Sec(AS)/64/3

Dat

1. Thank you for your letter to the Home Secretary in which you
requested information for your school project on "UFOs". Your
letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office
is the focal point for correspondence relating to "unidentified

flying objects".

Zs By now you should have received my letter to vyou of 3
November which set out the MOD's policy regarding "UFOs". I hope
you found it useful for your project.

Nous Sy,
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f

=

MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
To_ S% CP(Q | Ref No 4 39 1997

Date_z,LlL!\\ /9’)

The Secretary of State/Minister, has received the attached letter
from a member of the public. It has not been acknowledged by this
office. '

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,
your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an
interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information 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(Gen) 48/97: further information is available from DOMD on
extension

|
Under the Citizens' Charter Departments are now required to keep
records 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 injluding 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 reqlies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
MB 6140 EXT
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From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245,

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

2 November 1997

Bromley By Bow,
London.

o

Thank you for your letter regarding two sightings of . unusual
aerlal activity over London. I am sorry for the delay in replying.

2« I have looked back through our sighting report files and can
confirm that the Ministry of Defence did not receive any similar
reports from the London area on either 21 or 22 September 1997.

3. As I explained in my letter to you of 30 June, unless there
is evidence to suggest a matter of defence significance, i.e. that
the UK Air Defence Region may have been breached by hostile or
unauthorised foreign military activity, the MOD does not seek to
provide a precise explanation for each sighting reported to us.

Nowrs vy
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Bromiey By Bow London

et *{‘%“5'3?51
Room 8245
RO
SWiA Z2HB

Do

Further to my last fetier dated 2297 1 ..%msﬁai tike to report muother two sightings of
UPO's both of which were witnessed E:sg;‘ myzelf and others but, more importanily, were
also video-recorded by myselfl The first sighting ocowred on Sunday 21ist o
September af approximately 3 43PM. The location was alongside the River Lea at the
Three Mills site in Bromiey By Bow, Enst London. The weather was surmy with sparse
cloud cover and visibility was excellent with vary litile atmospherie haze. My daughier

Poader,
4

was first to notice at least fwo silver disc shaped
jects {there may well po ;:;i%-h fiave been fhwee) thal were hovering al about 79

degreey eie ation betwsen the clouds. Fach dise was a far distance apat ﬁ“i‘?‘?&“ﬁ gae
another and all were stowly heading west towards the sun (which was thetg befund
i .
1 immediately reached for my video camera and
wers not close fo one another, I was w*aai&ia o capture ail th
tape, however I was abie to record each object consecutively, They appeared bo be
constructed of a highly reflective metallic material as they were glistenmg very strongly
i the lafe afternoon sun. What I did notice which T thought was unusual was the way i
“"&:ﬁ& e objects appeared to reflect the sun's ravs in 2 ragular evelical pattern that
32*& §u snggest the UFO's were rotating or spinuing about their axis af roughly one ov
two T ;ua The objects were visible fo both myself, my daughter and several other
g%rﬁpx > who were fishing alonaside us for roughly thres fo four minutes before we lost
sight of them as they continued to head west towards the s
The second sighting cocwred the following evening in the Lewisham area of
south London. 1 was siiting in the garden of my parent's house {Ei_
at 6.45PM enjoviig a mireﬁﬁ wheti | §i3iwi§&§i:‘*i‘§ te notice comnng Hom a
south susterly direction, a verv unusual spherical sbject which 1 immediately realised
was ot a nonnal mirerafl T rushed fodoorsito got my cameorder and also to request my
wother to come out fo witness fhe object 1 %ﬁ» the object continued to v pastus
wﬁ aight line, both myself, my mother muh ;u wag aiao present) noficed that
12 ohject was a perfoct sphere bot more unusual, was the fhet that the objeect was of o
§1 {mém ent nature and some kind of stractured oraft could be diseerned withitn ihe ouber
sphiere.

began filiming. Az the objects
e of

‘Eme’,?‘d topather on vided

115:

sgenee of any discsrnible
y : ¥ ES N T =‘r§x~. i " »“'"i.'—) FihAnE T
~=‘ noiss, 35 i mest unnsual for an ajreraft (i indeed o was E&fﬁii’?gi I doubt very
o ;
i3,

Again | managed to caplure Hhis uézy:ei on video tape and the folal rosping tune

o

here was 1o vapour irail Vé*s‘ii‘iﬂ as well as an abs

P

@i'ih 18 pfzmmi:ﬁ fape 15 about one smumte. It was hard fo estunafe the height of the
obieot as there were no clouds visible fo agsist in extimating the obpect's height although
[would guess i was probably af the same i}@ ieht a3 other mireratt
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I do have both f}k“a sogients af mde{‘ h‘»mﬁg i%’ my gze:z e 'ssf:mxs i‘ﬂis sinee |
five not received & s"aghjy
copy i?; tape viless ye
giw :} vgﬁw iﬁ%i&w

To iﬂian ginee t = .sis,-f? of May, | have now zighted no

ff 9‘%‘ vi "%»‘*{} xf.:zre:.zﬁé three U?z‘} age 'v'eni:ﬁé. “aa 3";‘2%;32’:%@%;@

have made

:& by and large
¥
3414

HE fmth 1) apfi»:m but to nf ASH i’&f &i:ﬁm ami H g am’i 48 su a::‘}, ﬁegi tor an urgent pnd
accurate axplanation Hom your deparimsi \:31 what these ohjsc ‘ “
orgimata,

1 have ‘%b::a iui%%y no sden why | ,51- wildd be observing these anomalous obivuis
bul, having said fhal, § have no reason o pssume that these ;‘éaz}iiz,%ﬁ;g: wil =i
£ %eiiii"ﬁf% 4 wiii“’ﬂiii ,-:z; suspicion that they will only mcrease with time i
avy observalhions,

The mediahas expressed a great deal sz;i witerest from these particular pisce:
viden footage and are ‘zeg anmg o qli;?e rightly ask perfmest questions
exactly just who or what thege ohjects are -?ﬁtzi: %r‘i‘fe heen regoiarly penstrating T E%l;m
fsu:ﬁpﬁw espacially over our capifal, ibereﬁxm i suggest vou and vour department attend
{0 i as a matter of the uhimost urgency,

m
e
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e
s
=
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[
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e,
f,..
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m
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s
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P
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Y owrg Pasthiudly,
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£0o)

From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, 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
D/Sec{AS)/64/3
Date

Warriniton. Zahmmmmrm97

Thank you for your letter of 23 November to the Under
Secretary of State for Defence 1in which vyou have requested
information on "unidentified flying objects" for your Media and
Business degree course. Your letter has been passed to this office
which is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature. I have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

< Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. 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 we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.
54 Finally, your letter refers to _ a former member
of staff in this office (Secretariat (Air Staff) 2). The views

expressed by on the subject of "UFOs" are his personal
opinions and do not represent or reflect the views of the MOD.

oS Srandy,
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Hos

~ MINISTERS' COR
To__Sen CAS) Ref No—__“3 41097

| US; S Date hcl/”/C?7 .
The Seeretaryof-State/MHmister; has received the attached letter

from a member of the public. ]t has not been acknowledged by this
office. | .

Please send a reply on belpalf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to $uch letters being answered promptly,
your reply should therefore be g$ent within 20 working days of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an
interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government |{Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came jnto force in January 1997. All replies
to members of the public must e in accordance with the procedures set
out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained

in DCI(GenI 4iii il further infqrmation is available from DOMD on

extension

Under the Citizens' Chart¢r Departments are now required to keep
records 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 in¢luding 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 pumber 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.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCH#iN - oprd
MB 6140 EXT SESIEEl |MNISTH/ O

SEC (AS) 2
~5 NOV 1367
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WARRINGTON

23rd November ‘97

2344

Dear Mr Spellar,

We are 31d vear students studying for a University of Manchester degree in Media and
Business. For our television production class we are producing a docurnentary

progiamme about UFO investigations.

We are writing to you for information about the involvement of the Ministry of
Defence in such studies. We would particularly like to know about any recent UFO
sightings which have been reported to the government. Such issues obviously
concern certain sectors of the electorate and we would like to know what action the
government takes in response these concerns and whether the Ministry of Defence

takes seriously any reports of UFO sightings it receives.

We understand that_ has in the past been assigned to UFO investigations
for the government and we would be very gratetul if you could give us any
information about the job which he did, or indeed supply us with an address where we

could contact him.

Thanking you for you help with this important project.

Yours sincerely,

_ (Please address correspondence t-
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From: SRS Secretariat(Air Staffl2ala, Room 8245, 1~

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{(Switchboard}) 0171 218 9000

Your reference

Qur reference

Bishop Auckland, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

County Durham. Date
ﬁ 2} November 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 6 November.

2 Perhaps it would help clarify matters if I set out once more
the MOD's policy regarding reports of “unidentified flying
objects". Reports are examined solely to establish whether what
was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether
there is any evidence that the UK Air Defence Region might have
been compromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military
activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat we do
not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting
reported to us. We believe that down to earth explanations could
be found for these reports 1f resources were diverted for this
purpose but I am afraid it would be an inappropriate use of
defence resources to provide this kind of aerial identification

Yous Sincavaly,
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To:

Company:

Fax number:
Business phone

From:
Fax number:
Business phone:

Home phone:
Date & Time: 06/11/97 15:24:25
Pages: 2

Re: Your Ref; DISec(AS) /64/3
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Bishop Auckland
County Durham

Tel;
06 November 1997

Secretariat(Air Staff)2a 1a Room8245
MOD

Whitehall

Your ref, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Dear
Thank you for your reply dated 3rd November.

~i- Ican appreciate that you have more information regarding low flying aircraft
movements, because of ‘booking” procedures, than those of high altitude.
However, 1 do find it difficult to understand that the MOD is unable to confirm
or deny if any RAF or other foreign aircraft (friendly or otherwise) was in
British airspace at a given time, location, date and approximate altitude.

If you are suggesting that too much effort would be required to look into this
matter, then with respect, 1 would lke to remind you that several people who
witnessed this aerial activity are quite concerned as to what it was and the
implications that such unusual activity might mean.

I do feel that it would misrepresent the MOD to members of the public who
have a genuine concein, by informing them of the disproportionate effort
required to allayv theur anxiety.

1 thank you for your concern in this matter.

Yours sincerely

I
/
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o

From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245,

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

Telephone (Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard} 0171 218 3000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
Duffus, . D/Sec{AS)/64/3
Morayshire. Date

Zb November 1997

o

1. Thank you for your letter of 12 November in which vyou have
asked for information on ‘"unidentified flying objects". This
office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have Dbeen compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" vreport 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 alrcraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources 1f we were to
do so.

4. 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 we remain

totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

Yours Sincwd
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From:_Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245, :}5

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{(Switchbeard) 0171 218 9000

P

Your reference

Cur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

Q.bNovember 1997

Glasiow.
v

1. Thank you for your letter of 5 October addressed to the Prime
Minister regarding “unidentified flying objects". Your letter has
been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office 1is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I
have been asked to reply.

2 s First I should 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 UK
Alr Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We bellieve that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to

do so.

4, 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 we remain

totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

AV S
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Lov Qﬂja{g / WFe

To SQ_CC %%B ' l Ref No s /21997

Date ‘Bj 1 /qr!

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,
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.

MINISTERIAL CORR

ES NIT ST
MB 6140 EX e
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, 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
Exeter ’ D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Date
2( Nevember 1897

1. Thank you for your letter of 21 September 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 of this
nature. I am sorry for the delay in replying.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there 1is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4, 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 1lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

5. Your comments relating to the alleged events in Roswell in
1947 are a matter for the United States Government and are not for
the UK MOD to remark upon. Should you wish to pursue your qguery
with the US Government, you may write to the US Embassy at 24
Grosvenor Square, London, W1A 1AE.

Nous  Sivavaly
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MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To S_Q(LU(S) Ref N0230 11997
| ‘ Date__ [\ (9]

The attached letter(s) which the Prime Minister has received has been
forwarded to this Department for OffICJEll action. No.10's letter codes are as
follows: ‘

A - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
send a full reply ‘Wlthlﬂ 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,
however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgemen‘t 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 pubhc must be in accordance with the procedures set
out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCIiGeni 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 pi'ocedure, random spot checks on the
accuracy of your branch records mn correspondence will be performed
throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDEN CE UN IT

MB 6140 EXT_
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

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 notice, we shall not be acknowledging 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 1s 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 sincerel

The Correspondence Secretary _
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From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,:}9”

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

o EETE

Your reference

Qur reference

Marske by the Sea, Dy SaarasY /64/3
North Yorkshire. D/Sec(A8)/64/

0145 November 1997

b

L am writing wilith reference to your message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone in which vyou reported an
"unidentified flying object" seen on 31 October 1997. This office
is the focal point  within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have Dbeen compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there i1s evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 31
October in or around North Yorkshire, and we are satisfied that
there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United
Kingdom's alrspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

\«-T - e 4 =
eyl pt
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

DEFENCE ESTATE ORGANISATION (LANDS) D O
The Barracks Brecon Powys LD3 7EA

Telephone: Brecon Mil Ext:F DEFENCE ESTATE

Direct Dialling: ORGANISATION

Your reference :]- \
Swansea - . Our reference
Section 40 B/ 26
Date

13 November 1997

FORMER US FACILITY BRAWDY

Further to your letter of 9 October, please find enclosed a copy of the agents sales
particulars for the above property. The Americans ceased their use in 1994 and
property is now sold subject to contract, in the future it isg likely to be used as a
site for light industry.

As far as Tolbenny is concerned our interests ceased such a long time ago we now no
longer hold any records.

Yours sincerely

Senior Land Agent Mid Wales

Encl:
Copy to:: Room 8245, Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Ministry of Defence,
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB.
0 oA OAC. bb .
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From:_Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1 :)'O
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE B
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard} 0171 218 9000

0

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

Swadlincote \ November 1997

South Derbfshire

1. I acknowiedge receipt of your letter of 14 October, which has
been placed on a Departmental file.

Yours sincerely,
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"MORE THAN 10,000 SIGHTINGS HAVE BEEN REPORTED, THE
MAJORITY OF WHICH CANNOT BE ACCOUNTED FOR BY ANY SCI-
ENTIFIC EXPLANATION... I AM CONVINCED THAT THESE OBJECTS

DO EXIST AND THAT THEY ARE NOT MANUFACTURED BY ANY

NATION ON EARTH. I CAN THEREFORE SEE NO ALTERNATIVE TO
ACCEPTING THE THEORY THAT THEY COME FROM SOME
EXTRATERRESTRIAL SOURCE."

AR CHIEF MarsHAL LORD DOWDING, COMM ANDER~IN-CHILF OF
RAF FIGHTER COMMAN D, 1954,

— D S e e
7 o AL . . i s s it b il e ] S .
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IF YOU HAVE ANY INFCRMATION ON ANY OF THESE SIGHTINGS OR ANY OTHERS PLEASE CONTACT US AT UFO
REALITY ON 01458 834112 OR ANY OF THE GROUPS LISTED IN UFQO CONNECTIONS PAGE 72
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GENUINE MYSTERY
OR ELABORATE
~ HOAX?

UFO REALITY « PAGE 10
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i

Location: Alton Priors, Wilts

gt

Location: Little Bury,
Essex




"We Ufologists seem to have missed ... just
where the final decisions come from. We
have been guilty of accepting that the
Ministry of Defence have the answers and
indeed the knowledge of what 1s going on,
when in fact it 1s GCHQ that supplies
this."

The above quote is taken from a superb
GCHQ's

Communications

32-page report exposing
(Government
Headquarters) role in monitoring UFO
activity in Britain. Written by UFO investi-
gator Robin D Cole of Cheltenham, GCHQ
And The UFO Cover Up 1s the result of nine
months' investigative work into the
operations carried out at Britain's most

secretive government 'listening post'.

As well as providing a brief run-down on

Britain's two best-known intelligence
agencies, MI5 (Security Service) and MI6
(Secret Intelligence Service), Mr Colc
outlines GCHQ's history from 1ts estab-
lishment in 1946 to the present, and details
the agency's set-up and activities, all of
which are of course highly classified. Its
staffing, security, intelligence-gathering
and technology-development capacities
are covered in some depth, plus its official
role as the British government's covert

‘ears' and 'eyes'.

But where this document truly proves its
worth is in its in-depth investigation of
events which occurred in The Wash on the
night of October 4th/5th, 1996 (see also
UFO Reality 8) a date which 1s fast
becoming a landmark in British Ufology.
Mr Cole has come up with some pretty
solid evidence implicating GCHQ as

'centre of operations' for the government's

UFO REALITY - PAGE 8

covert investigations into this incident. As
he explains: "...I was informed that during
the night of the (Wash) incident Senior
Civil Servants had been called in to
GCHQ..." And turther that: "...(on the)
7th October

Whitehall was sull requesting a large

a Wing Commander at

amount of information concerning the
cvents, including maps and the current

location of the video footage taken."

The document alse includes a letter
written to Mr Cole from the Director of
GCHQ, Mi David Omand, in reply to Mr
Cole's request for information concerning
GCHQ's UFO interests. Though the letter
contains no confirmation of GCHQ's
involvement in the UFO phenomenon, it
nevertheless does imply that special con-
sideration was given to Mr Cole's enquiry.
Also included are letters from Nick Pope
and Kerry i2ulport (Secretariat (Air Staff)
2al) and an intriguing never-before-
published document obtained from the

Civil Aviation Authority's safety regulation

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

& THE UFO
COVER UP

group based at Gatwick Airport. This
document details no less than twelve UFO
encounters and 'near air miss' incidents
involving commercial airline pilots, in
particular a high-altitude sighring of a
"large translucent object approx 500ft
long" by the crew of a Dan Air B727 in
Junc 1982, and even one incident which
involved a 'mid-air collision' between a
Kondair Trislander and a UFO over
Ipswich in August 1984.

All in all I would highly recommend you
obtain a copy of this report for your own
perusal - available from: Robin Cole, The
Flat, Sheldon,
Cheltenham,

Battledown Approach,
GLOS, GL52 6RA,
England. Price: (UK) £3.95+40p p+p;
(US) $7.90 including p+p; (Aus) $9.90
including p+p.

I am assured by Mr Cole that all
proceeds will go towards covering the cost
of producing the document, and any
surplus will go towards further UFO

research. Keeping the pressure on!

[




at the moment under consid-
eration. The 'Darwin’ project
would be launched between
2010 and 2012, and is
geared to position five pow-
erful telescopes at a fifty
meter intervals between
Mars and Jupiter.

Life could then be detected
up to a distance of 50 light
years away, and because its
rotational capabilities, Darwin
could map any planet that it
1s programmed to view.
Scientists will also be able to
determine what chemicals are
present within the atmosphere
of any given planet by using a
spectrograph and reading the
way in which light is reflecred.

Using this method they
could dicover if water or oxy-
gen are part of the plancts
genetic make-up, and from
this, the likelihood of the exis-
tance of primitive life.

UNIDENTI-
FIED FLYING
NUTTER

arry had always wanted

to fly, and even joined
the Air Force hoping to
become a pilot, only to
meet with dissapointment
because of his poor eye-
sight. To fulfil his dream he
popped down to his local
Army-Navy store and pur-
chased several tanks of heli-
um gas and 45 weather bal-
loons. After filling the bal-
loons, attatching them to a
lawn chair which was
anchored to his jeep, Larry
grabbed some sandwiches
and his pellet gun (in order
to pop the balloons), and
cut the anchor.

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

Larry had planncd on
reaching around 30 feet, the
problera was that he finally
leveled off at 11000 feet. And
there he stayed for fourteen
hours, too frightened to pop
the balloons.

Prob.ems really started
when dritted into the primary
approach corridor of LA
international airport. The
tower raceived a report from
an astonished captain of a guv
in a lavn chair waving a gun
at him and immediately
launched a helicopter to
investigate.

Soon it was determined
that Larry was not dangerous
and a rescue was attempted, a
rope was lowerered and Larry
was towed back to safetv and
arrested. He later said "A man

can't just sit around.”

Source; ART BELL WEB
PAGE

5000 SETI
STATIONS
BY THE
YEAR 2001

his worldwide scheme is

known collectively as
Operation Argus, and
involves the linking of a
microwave receiver, a signal
processing computor and a
satellite dish. A network of
these systems would be set
up around the globe in order
to receive radio waves from
space and funnel them into
the microwave receiver. The
computor rifles through the
signals to identify any ET
transmissions.

There are alreadyv 27 of

these SETT stations set up in
different countries, Including:
USA, Britian, Greece,
Canada, Brazil, South Africa
and Germany, and SETT are
crying out for more stations
to be set up in other coun-
tries, especially in Australia.

SETT are currently working
on a low-cost version of this
technology which would retail
at under $200. A show of the
systems capabilities came in
Mav of last vear when the sta-
tons detected what turned
out to be a US Naval satellite
signal in Low-Earth Orbit,
demonstrating its ability to
pick up on very weak signals.

'GALLUP’ING
TOWARDS
THE TRUTH

he results of a recent

Gallup poll, carried out
on the 3rd-5th of September
'96, revealed that an amaz-
ing 71% of Americans
believe that their goverment
is witholding information
about UFOs.

To add fuel to the fire, on
the 15th June this year, CNN
news and Time magazine
published the results of a sur-
vey, which indicates that the
figure has now reached 80%.
These figures show that in
less than one year, 9% more

of the US population are now
convinced that the goverment
are involved in an elaborate
cover-up.

If these figures are accurate,
in 2-3 years time, 100% of the
population of the United
States will believe that the
people they voted into power
have been abusing public
trust by hiding the truth
about the UFO phenome-
non.

It seems that the days
when only 'crackpots' beiieved
in UFOs are well and truly
over,

Even bookmakers have
acknowledged the publics
beliet 1 aliens, recently drop-
ping odds from 33-1 to 14-1
against evidence of contact
before the year 2,000.

Many thanks to Michael
Lindemann and CNI News
for their imput into
Newsbytes. If you would like
to recicve the latest UFQ
News on the web from CNI
News e-mail them at;
CNINewsl@aol.com with the
message "try news" for two
free 1ssucs and subscription
details.

NOTICE

Ken Seddington of the UK
Directorate of The International
UFO Congress, responsible for
the Nevada Conference (fea-
tured i Issuc 7) would like
UFQO Reality rcaders to be
awarc that 'The International
UFO Congress' is an organisa-
tion with a worldwide based
membership, International
Directors, & Headquarters in
the U.S.A, and should not be
confused with the BUFORA
International UFQ
Congress.

UFO REALITY* PAGE 7




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

A collage of official documentation obtained
by Nick Redfern

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 248
PAGE'OOOl Telephone 0471-218 2218 (Direct Dialling) I
0171-218 9000 {Switchboard) 3
1NQUIRE=DOC;?; - MINISTER OF STATE FOR
=004 ’
ITEH NO;P “ 43 TOR = 922020247 THE ARMED FORCES
ENVELOFE N = 92202/011 X '
GOSN = LGX03 L 0sa 2020251-UUUU--RUBALGE-
%JC
HTTUZYUN RUE
ZNR UUUUU

I
H{EADER D/Min (AF) /NS/PQ2117H/96/M etoner 195c
R 2002517 JuL 92 TON D / B »
M JOINT STAFF WASHIN D% i
INFO RUEATWD/CCSA WASHINGT!
RUENAAA/CHO “ASH§§2222ND%C

A/CSAF WAS

‘l:%‘:}égc JCHC W ASHINGTON DZHD
RUETIAQIHPCFTGEORGEGHEAD

@\ﬁs’ﬁcm 030 4_037-
: i

© HONOLULY ikt éﬁb« M B
R“HHHCY!JIEP?NTEL CEN SCOTT AFB IL//?T{/AFB -
RUWSHXII%QCINCSOC INTEL OFS CEN MACDIL )
B
:‘\’I(E:%‘é‘\ ';SECSTATE WAS“INGEON nc
RUEAIlA/CIA WASHINGTCHN DNTICO A
RULRQANIHARCORINTCEN QUA
FUEALEX/SAFE

R 2002242 JUL 92

five lodger
.
1

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

RAYWDA/DIO CANBERRA AS//INFO CTR//

No 1 Signals Unit - providing voice and data communications
for MOD, RN, Army and RAF establishments throughout the
country;
oN/ /DIS//
BDWC/HODUR LOND R H1//PF// ; .
;HNHMCR/PACFAST PEARL iARBO Detachment of 1001 Signals Unit - operating the UK military
RCCEDMA/NDHQ cIS UTTAWNG communications satellite system. No 1001 SU comprises
RUEHBJ/AREHBASSY :i;é;AI several sites, one of which is located at RAF Rudlos Manor;
SLE/AMCONSUL S va ;
gggoAYA/FSTC CHARLUTTESQE;E?/DC_30// Headquarters Provost and Security Services (UK] - a RAF unit
RUDHHIC,NAVMAR]NTCEE :gKDTA AR 1A commanding the six geographical F&SS Regions within the UK:
¥’
ADJNA/CDRUSASTC IA . )
:gADJNA/ggT 1 69616 YGKUT: :g n Headguarters Provost and Security Services (Western Region) -
RUADJNA/DET 1 6921W YOKOT providing specialist Police and Security support to all RAF =
RUEHSH/ AHCORSUL SHENYANG establishments within the West Midlands, the Wes:z Country and 5
PEI Scuth and Mid Wales;
RUEHIN/AIT TAL /1
¢ WPAFB ON//
RUCTAEA/HQFAST b
DE CP ZAMA .
§;§§;§Q$§?3¥;§ HONOLULY i1

3
RUHQHQB/USCINCPAC HONOLULU Wi/ 73233/
BT

~ Rudloe Manor also has 2 parenting responsibility for Bristol
University Air Squadron and No 3 Air Experience Flight, which
CONTROLS W
UNCLAS SECTION 01 OF 09

operate from the airfield at Colerne.
FIED
UNCLASS!I

Controller Defence Communications MNetwork — a tri-service
unit controlling world wide defence communications.

PART T OF 11

UNCLASSIFIED

Martin Redmond Esg Mp
________________.______.._._____.______.._._____._____.__.______..____.

UNCLASSIFIED

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

i ! TC
ormed in Oct 91 i i F Flli I C:E EE! IE

INGS HAVE
7378/4308) IN CHINA. Agguﬁﬂg’2221ng géig;.
No 1 SU came into existence in Apr 93, forming from a BEEN REPORTED IN CHINA
staff organisation which originally arrived in Nov 85;

[ HQ P&SS(WR) formed in Apr 93, and HQ P&SS (Soathern
Region), which was then at RAF Rudloe Manor, moved to RAF
Halton in 1995;

b.

H No 6 SU, & message switching unit, closed in
Oct 94;

Information on the establishment of the Statien is not
available for security reasons in the form reguested.

Jowever, 1
can tell you that it comprises 557 Service and 225 civitian
personnel.

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

mmmﬂ).fmmm (UFQ) Rgsgan(i};

D AT \FERENCE IN BELJIN

ONAL CO A

Ommz“m';angig A = ORGANIZATION gpggomr CHI

‘i, 98 SELECTED TO HOST THE FURST YCELP gy 200
WHICH 18 S e o

ot O RESEARCHERS ARE ATTENDING THE CONFE

-

-

UNCLASSIFIED
NICHOLAS SOAMES MP

THE HON
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And in any case, I would
have thought that if they were
experimental in '56 then they
would be up and running by
now. You wouldn't still be fly-
ing little experimental objects

around the Manchester area.

B lEwy WMHNEh ID0eS

1@
GONEE AV ICIIN
SO

JK: What's your gut feel-
ing, Nick, regarding just how
much the government really
knows about the UFO phe-

nomenon?

NR: One of the things I
found from examining the
files at the PRO, and some of
the military files which have
been declassified from
America which concern
British involvement in the
subject, is that there isn't
really one office which gets to

see all the information.

If you write to the Ministry
of Defence you will get a let-
ter from the Secretary to the
Air Staff, which is the office
in which Nick Pope worked
and which Kerry Philpott is
responsible for now. Their
opinion, or their viewpoint, 1s
that there is no evidence that
UFOs are extraterrestrial, or
that they represent any
advanced technology, and
there's no evidence that they
represent a threat to the
defence of the realm. By their
own admission, too, a good
95-96% of all the reports
which enter their office come
from the public. They maybe
get a few reports from the
police, and the odd military

report, which usually comes

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

from a base PR officer.

What I've done in my
book, I've quoted on-the-
record testimonies of several
people (ex-military) who've
told me that, although those
reports go to Whitehall, the
good-guality pilot reports
and radar reports go to
Rudloe Manor. So Rudloe
Manor gets the meat of the
reports. Whitehall's public
office gets the reports from
the general public, so you've
got the left hand really not
knowing what the right hand

1s doing.

So when people say, 'Is the
MoD covering this up; is the
MoD covering that up?' ...
you've got a situation where
behind-the-scenes high-level
investigations are being car-
ried out and they are taking

the subject very, very serious-

ly.

But ... as far as the ques-
tion of what they know ... I'm
convinced thar as far back as
the early 1950s, when the
official records state that
pilots and so on were ordered
not to talk about sightings -
and that's officially in the
recorcls - I think they recog-
nized that strange things were
going on. These objects were
entering our airspace, and we
didn't have a lot of control

over the situation.

Having said that, I'm not
aware of any official reports
where a UFO has, say,
downed a British fighter-
plane. But I think they know
that something strange is
going on. I don't think
they've got all the answers -
they may not have half the

answers, but I think the fact
that these things are able to
come and go and our govern-
ments and the military aren't
able to do anything about it
suggests that the MoD have
taken a stance whereby
they're going to deny that
there's anything to the sub-
ject. They can't be seen to
admit that our airspace can
be intruded upon and they
can't do anything about it. So
I think they took the decision
to deny that there is anything
really to the subject.

But, again, as the official
records are being released, it
shows that contrary to public
opinion, they did take these
things seriously in the '40s,
'50s and '60s; that's proven by
the official records. I've no
doubt that when the records
are released from the '70s,
'80s and '90s they'll show
exactly the same thing.

s o S O s e §
GIARMOIG)
SRS QAN N

JK: So, Nick, the sixty-
four-thousand-dollar ques-
tion - is there a genuine
extraterrestrial phenomenon
occurring in our skies?

NR: Oh yes. As far as I'm
concerned, ves. I think when
you've got a good solid
report, say from a military
pilot or radar operator, or a
civil pilot, those people have
got a hell of a lot to lose by
filing a false report, and
they're the people trained to
know what goes on in the
skies, recognizing cloud for-
mations, aircraft landing, all
this type of thing. I think
when you've got a report
from a quality source like
that, describing a disc-shaped
object travelling at high
speed, you have to accept

.

their testimony, and [ don't
know of anything which we
operated in the 40s, 50s, and
60s which could travel 2,000
miles an hour plus and do
left and right hand turns.
These reports aren't simply of
balls of light in the sky; these
are constructed objects, and
my considered opinion, based
on the research and the files,
is that a small percentage are
extraterrestrial.

And I'm convinced that our
government knows that, and
has taken a stance to officially

deny that that's the case.

I also think there is some
collaboration with the
Americans. Again, this is
borne out by the files to some
degree. There are indications
in some of the files which
have been released that the
Americans have discussed the
subject with the British on a
number of occasions, as far
back as '47 and at least as
late as '92. That suggests that
if the Roswell event was gen-
uine, which I think it was, it
could well be the case that we
have been receiving updated
briefings on the subject since
that time. And as I say, this is
borne out by the files.

So I'm convinced the gov-
crnment knows there's an
extraterrestrial element, and I
also think it's only a matter of
time before this information
surfaces into the public

domain.

JK: Thank you, Nick. And
good luck with the release of

your book.

NR: My pleasure.

UFO REALITY « PAGE 43
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S DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
2 &, HEADQUAATERS 8157 TACTICAL FIGHTER WING {USAFE)
by Pt RAF BENTWATERS, NR WOCCBRIDGE, SUFFOLK, P12 280 b .
% ] c s »e
'l'-» _________ f:f'_ﬂ: Locacion: '*itt;;rmnw‘nst"'1*-1:“"*:'"-#:'
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Caa Harrative: 84028300
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UK REPORTABLZ a
CCIDENT
CONLING & CoNrmor : A/C STRgCR
L ROy oBIECT
AS BT RUNS DaMagen IN crursg, PROPELLZR, Fuszragy

Mr. Nicholas Redfern THE A/C v, YING 5
_ IN sL
gOlPaiidlse Lane ﬁgg&%r?ﬁg?’? meEIggmagksmggu:gm A BMP s FELT. Just 3
s5a .

Halsall RAQPELLER WAD STRIICK 4 AbgoriD: O INSchr%gunizrsgﬁxfpgfg“gN Asmarra ?g‘f

West Midlands WS3 4NH msmg;'fg A Plxgxrgxxrmc moégéxf 3?&'5% FROPELLING I¥ Tﬂi.oggfrgxﬂx
OF PO, THE ENGT - THERE CABIN
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ARE ALL CROP
FORMATIONS
HOAXED by

nformation has recently come our way regard-
Iing a forthcoming UFO and crop circle pro-

gramme to be aired on Channel 4 (1998). We
have been told that the nature of this programme
is largely to debunk these two phenomena, in par-
ticular the crop circles - it seems the Doug and
Dave scam has finally died an inglorious death and
the government has thus been forced to invent a

new and more convincing attempt to discredit this
phenomenon in the pubho eye.

With this in mind we asked Kevin Ollier to come up
with a few facts, which he did...

Of Course They Are!

When one begins to get interested in crop circles, like it or
not, sooner probably than later one has to ask the question:
"Are all crop formations hoaxed?" Mainstream science, the
media, government and the military will say: "Of course they
are!"

In 1991 Doug and Dave claimed that they began the

whole thing - "just having fun with the UFO boys", they . -:':' -

were quoted as saying. What they didn't do was done by
copycat hoaxers.

In fact I recently spoke to Doug Bower on the phone. ~
Doug still stands by this claim. He thinks the "phenomena”
still continues because in his words "too many people are
making money from it for it to stop". I asked Doug whether -
he could entertain the thought that, whilst he and Dave were -
stomping the fields, there was a real phenomenon in progress
mmultaneously Doug just glggled‘ ;:;?;_f =

| personally do not know (or care) Whether D & D did one
circle; ten circles or all those that they ¢laimed. I, for mysel_f
know that a real phenomenon exists, as I have had my own
proof, which at the end of the day is what any individual
would like. But it should be obvious tojeverybody who has
ever truly studied the phenomenon that there is more to this
_than Doug and-Dave.
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Sure, there are hoaxers and hoaxing gangs. B'\it"'my esti-
mate is that 20% maximum is their tally of all formanons
ever made in the UK

Disregardmg the shenamgans surrounding the D & D era,
with conspiracy theories, unknown sources, etc., etc., there is

still enough ev1dence, some strong, some trivial, to prove that

these glyphs. are more than rollers, planks and telescop1c 5
rods.

The 19805’ crop circle guru, Colin Andrews, when inter-
viewed in UFO Reality, Issues 2 and 3, told of how he was
offered a Swiss bank account by the CIA to publicly state

' that the crop circle phenomenon was a hoax. It was also in
i these articles that Colin revealed how he discovered that Jim
: ' .‘Schnabel and Rosemary Guiley were working for the US

Governmem (CIA). Not the sort of people to be involved
w1th a phenomenon wh1ch is purely the result of hoaxes.

Nex.t_,“ _Ihe_re 1s the m:htary xnterest, although demed. Video
footage has been taken by several people of army helicopters
hovering over formations and even buzzing the camera oper-
ators and ﬂymg very low - illegally - over public roads.
Croppies have been harassed by; 6r have had strange
encounters with; military personnel i in crop circle land, espe—

cially in the early hours.of the mornmg

Strange nghts

S_trang‘e lights and sounds have been recorded at or near
crop formations. The famous trilling sound was recorded by
the BBC; who then experienced equipment failure. Many

| . people report hearing this noise, which is beyond the
- grasshopper, warbler or crow-scarer explanatlons, although
:-'-'-these are also heard : -

: Ther'ehaVe ibeEn literally hundreds of reports of light phe-
- nomena; but some actually filmed. Probably the most inter-
: - esting was Steve Alexander's footage showing a ball of light
: - skipping over a field and then heading towards a distant trac-

tor. Later the tractor driver verified the film, describing what
he had seen coming towards him! Other films such as the’

“Gérman students' and Colin Andrews' are ail evxdence that

we:r_d lights are seen, and mostly in broad dayllght

As regards the Oliver's Castle footage (showing small balls

' . of whue light apparently creating a crop formatlon) my per-

sonal view is that it is hoaxed. I think this footage was made

- because the likes of Steve Alexander's film showed real phe-

nomena, but a suspicious film HS the Ohvers Castle one

could make all films seem dubious. For me;. the Oliver's
i Castle footage was made deliberately to cast doubt on the
likes of Steve Alexander s genuine footage.

T-hen there is the small matter of the sc-ientiﬁc evidence,
which does exist, mostly thanks to Dr Levengood's work:in
the USA: enlargement of cell pits, abnormal expansion of
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Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and
expression; this right includes freedom to hold

| opinions without interference and to seek, receive
\- and impart information and ideas through any

| media and regardless of frontiers

United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights, Article 19

’ .,
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69
From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{(Switchboard) 0171 218 3000
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

l S November 1997

Strathmartin,
Dundee.

Vi

1. I am writing with reference to your recent report of an
unexplained aerilal sighting which you observed on 6 November 1997.
The details of your report have been passed from RAF Leuchars to
this office as we are the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to "ynidentified flying

objects".

2 4 First perhaps it would pe useful if I were to explain the
MOD's interest with respect to reports of »ynidentified flying
objects". The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of "UFOs”®

it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence
that the UK Air Defence Region might have been compromised DY
hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but 1t is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to

do so.

4 Wwith regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no similar reports of "UFO" sightings for 6
November in the Dundee area, and we are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.
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From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
{(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

QOur reference 4
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Arncroach, 04; (B8} 64/

h [3 November 1997
v

I am writing with reference to your recent report of an
unexplalned aerial sighting which you observed on 6 November 1997.
The details of your report have been passed from RAF Leuchars to
this office as we are the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to “"unidentified flying
objects".

2. First perhaps it would be useful if I were to explain the
MOD's interest with respect to reports of “unidentified flying
objects". The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of "UFOs"

it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence
that the UK Air Defence Region might have been compromised by
hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no similar reports of "UFO" sightings for 6
November in the Fife area, and we are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

oo Sy, e AAO. O
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“Xe
From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

_ o

t1 Our reference
Bty , D/Sec(AS)/64/3

West Yorkshire. Date
|2, November 1997

o

1. I am writing with reference to vyour message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone in which you reported an
"unidentified flying object" seen on 21 October 1997. This office
is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature.

2 First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 21
October in or around Batley, and we are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

\ WV
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245,

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

. D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Wakefield, Date

West Yorkshire. brmmermg7

oo [

1. Thank you for your letter which has been passed to this
office as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence
for correspondence relating to "unexplained" aerial sightings.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have Dbeen compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if- resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. 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 1lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open—-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena. '

Nours Stweavdy,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE S
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Parancrmal Resesarch loto dupernatural Matter (FOR.I.S. MY

Accredited lavestigator,

wWakefield,
Vest Yorkshire,

Dear Sir/Madeam,

I am writing to you to ask in your cooperation in a
matter that has been on my mind for a while. It is in reference that the
goverment is withholding knowledge o0f that extraterestrials have visited
the United Kingdom and the rest of the worid. I would really appreciate
the sharing of your information im this matter. I would appreciate the
truth.

Yours sincerly

Director of Investigations (FP.R.I.S.M>

F.&8 Please write back, lhanks again.
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From: Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, 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
D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Date
Galashiels, b November 1997

Borders.

by

1. Thank you for your letter of 17 September regarding the
alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest. :

2. You have questioned  whether the Ministry of Defence
thoroughly investigated the events which are -alledged to have
taken place at RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest. From Departmental
records avallable for the period in question, we have established
that all available information was looked at at the time by air
defence experts who were satisfied that nothing had occurred to
suggest that the UK Air Defence Region had been breached by
unauthorised foreign military activity on the nights in question.
In the absence of evidence corroborating Col Halt's memo, which
was sent some two weeks after the events in 1980, and in the light
of the Department's air defence remit, no action was then deemed
necessary. It was then, and still is, the case that the Department
does not routinely contact witnesses following receipt of a report
of an "unexplained" aerial sighting. Follow-up action is only
deemed to be required 1f there is corroborating evidence of a
matter of air defence interest.

%5 I should 1like to assure you that Defence technology,
including the effectiveness of our air defence systems, 1is
constantly evolving and we are confident that our air defence
capabilities fully meet the air defence threat and protect the
integrity of the UK Air Defence Region.

Yous 8
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¥

On Her Majesty’s Service POSTAGE
PAID

PHQ 334

scord s

¢ SIS S A Y i
N CCRLA

Ministry of Defence
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2A
Room RALS

Main Building
Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

Dear

about RONAASWAIM fovik 1nGdout .

We aim to reply to such letters/semplaiats within four working weeks from date of
receipt. However, owing to current administrative difficulties it may not be possible to
reply to you within this timescale.

Nevertheless, you may be assured that you will receive a substantive reply as soon as is
practicable.

Yours sincerely,
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Galashiels
Scotland

Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala
Room 8245

Ministry of Defence
Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

17 September 1997

Was British Nuclear Base Under Hostile Threat?

Thank you for your letter dated 11 September 1997.

I was somewhat surprised that a letter addressing a defence related matter had been
directed to an office of the Ministry which focused on “the ‘UFO’ phenomenon”.
Such terminology was used nowhere in my letter and tends to presuppose certain
connotations which I do not attribute to the matter at hand.

Nonetheless, I recognise your knowledge of the case and am sincerely grateful for the
information provided.

You state that “all available substantiated evidence was looked at in the usual manner
by those within the MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters”.

However, Colonel Halt, the Deputy Base Commander who had informed the Ministry

of the reported incidents, contends that the Ministry did not apparently investigate his
report.
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For instance, during a videotaped interview, he claims, “I sent the memo, but I never
heard. I kept checking and asking but I never got a response”.

“To this day I’'m very puzzled why no-one ever came back and asked for additional
information, asked questions, or even interviewed me. It doesn’t really add up”. |

Of particular importance, he has also confirmed, “There are a lot of things that are not
in my memo, but there was no response from the Ministry of Defence so I didn’t go
any further with them”.

In other words, Colonel Halt asserts that, to his knowledge, the Ministry did not
investigate the official report, most certainly never contacted him to discuss it and as a
result, the Ministry was not aware of all that transpired.

As the Ministry and the RAF did not apparently seek to interview Colone] Halt, or
any of the key witnesses concerned with the reported incidents, how can the Ministry
claim that “all available substantiated evidence was looked at™?

Could you please confirm what evidence the Ministry and RAF did in fact look at.

I would also like to formally request copies of any relevant documentation, for
example, correspondence, minutes of meetings and any final report, which
demonstrate the nature and scope of the Ministry and RAF’s investigation.

You express the view that, “nothing has emerged over the last 16% years which has
given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by this Department was
incorrect”.

I am pleased to inform the Ministry that new evidence has now been disclosed and
perhaps the time has come for the public to ask that your Department’s confidence be
reassessed, or explanations offered for the disparity we see between the Ministry’s
stance and that of the apparent witnesses.

I enclose for the Ministry’s information the transcript of an interview recently given
by Staff Sergeant Jim Penniston, one of the three security police patrolmen referred to
in the first paragraph of Halt’s official report.

In a solemn and detailed testimony, revealing previously unknown information,
Penniston alleges that an object of unknown origin was corroborated on radar by RAF
Bawdsey, that an object which had apparently landed was then discovered in
Rendlesham Forest, that it was witnessed by base personnel, examined in detail by the
Law Enforcement officer and that it’s appearance was documented, in addition to 36
photographs having been taken.
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I ‘also enclose copies of sketches, never before released, which Staff Sergeant
Penniston claims originate from his notebook and which he dutifully recorded as he
surveyed the anomalous craft.

I further enclose the transcript of a recent testimony from Colonel Charles Halt, in
which he confirms that two nights later, unidentified aerial objects, directed laser-like
beams of light near the weapons storage area.

He also elaborates on the process which led to the incidents being discussed at a
meeting of the Third Air Force and which ultimately led to the decision that the entire
matter fell within the remit of the Ministry to investigate.

Which seems to bring us full circle and begs the question; exactly how thorough was
the Ministry and RAF’s subsequent investigation.

Was Halt’s official report possibly deemed not worthy of more than superficial
investigation, such that we now find ourselves in a situation where a member of the
public is providing you with evidence which should have perhaps have been
addressed some 17 years ago?

I believe that further new testimonies from former base personnel, including affidavits
from new witnesses, will also be published in the near future.

Your comments concerning the Ministry’s attitude towards, “flying saucers” and ET
lifeforms are noted and I am grateful to be thus enlightened.

I would however respectfully point out that I seek not the answer to such questions,
but demonstrable proof that the Ministry has fulfilled its duty to investigate the
serious allegations made by ostensibly highly credible members of the USAF, who
were responsible for the security of a major NATO facility on British soil.

I have now provided some of the evidence, much of which may be new to you, that
appears to call into question whether the Ministry did adequately investigate the
incidents summarised in Colonel Halt’s report.

I should be grateful if the Ministry could now please provide some actual evidence to
the contrary. |
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Testimony from Staff-Sergeant Jim Penniston
81“‘Security Police Squadron, RAF Bentwaters/RAF Woodbridge

Abridged from an article by journalist AJS Rayl

"There is some confusion about the date. There are two duty rosters,
both of which are dated December 26th, but it was either that night,
the 26th, or the 27th. I reported for work as usual, and at about 6
pm, I prepared for guard mount. The men reported in to Bentwaters
around 7 pm.

"From Bentwaters, we transported over to RAF Woodbridge [Bentwaters'
British counterpart base] in a metro on the back road. It was just
business as usual. Since it was just after the Christmas holiday, we
expected it to be a slow, quiet night.

"About 12:02 am -- I remember that distinctly -- I was dispatched to
the East Gate, which was sometimes referred to as the back gate at
Woodbridge. There, I was told to contact Police 2, which was Airman
First Class John Burroughs and Staff Sgt. Bud Steffans, and that I
would be briefed when I got there.

"Upon arriving at the East Gate, Staff Sgt. Steffans told me that
there was a problem out in the woods. I gazed about 300 meters into
the distance and saw what appeared to be a fire. My first impression
was that we had an aircraft down. I saw orange, red, and bluish types
of glowing light, pretty standard with aircraft crashes. I asked Staff
Sgt. Steffans if he had heard it go down. He told me there had been

no sound, that it didn't crash, that it had landed. I discounted that
and, after assessing in my own mind what to do, decided we should call
it in to our superiors at Bentwaters Center for Security Control
(CSC) .

"I went to the gate shack, phoned in, and spocke with Master Sergeant
J.D. Chandler, who was the on-duty flight chief for both bases. He
asked me to stand by while he contacted the Control Tower at
Bentwaters and also at Woodbridge. While I was talking with Chandler,
the security controller was making contact with Bentwaters Control
Tower, and they, in turn, were in contact with Heathrow Airport's
Control Tower in London and RAF Bawdsey Eastern Radar in East Anglia.
I was told they reported a bogie about three miles out from Bentwaters
but had lost contact with it 15 minutes previously. The confirmation
that triangulated the radar sighting was RAF Bawdsey. It had been over
Woodbridge, they told me, when it dropped from radar imaging.

"I was still pretty sure it was an aircraft downing at that point and
asked Master Sgt. Chandler for permission to investigate. Master Sgt.
Chandler contacted the shift commander's office, and within a minute
or so I got the go-ahead to proceed off base with two other security
policemen. We were told to leave our weapons behind, so as to not
violate the Status Forces Agreement with the British. I and Airman
First Class John Burroughs and Ed Cabansag, also an Airman First
Class, got into our Jeep and proceeded out the East Gate, then down

a logging road adjacent to the perimeter. It got too rocky, so we had
to dismount the vehicle.
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"Our radios -- the standard Motorola type -- were experiencing a
dampening effect common with atmospheric conditions. Basically they
were breaking up and I was not able to send or recover full
transmissions. At that point, I decided to station Airman Cabansag
there as a radio link, so he stayed by the Jeep to serve as a
communications relay. Airman Burroughs and I then headed on foot
toward the tree line, approximately 50 meters away, beyond which was
a clearing -- which is where the activity, the lights were coming
from."

"As we started getting closer, it was apparent that it was not an
aircraft downing or a crash. We weren't sure what it was at that
point, so we radioed that information back to Airman Cabansag, who
radioed it back to CSC. We had no outside contact with our IBRs
[radios], with the exception of Airman Cabansag, and he was, by this
point, beginning to break up on the transmissions himself.

"We entered the tree line and moved in about 20 more meters. There was
an object sitting in a clearing. It was emitting mostly white light

at that point, very bright. Both Burroughs and I had to squint when

we looked at it. I found it very strange that there was no sound
coming from the object, but the animals around us were in a frenzy.

We had wildlife running by us, and lots of birds. Outside that noise,
however, there was no other.

"That was when I decided to have Burroughs stay there as a radiolink.
He did not seem calm. He didn't acknowledge what I was saying, but I
thought he understood. I was more concerned at that moment with what
was going on in front of me.

"As I continued on into the woods, I started seeing the outline of the
object itself. The lights that had just been a blur from 300 meters
away were now definite, distinct colors -- light blue, yellow, and red
-- and they were pulsating. Looking at the silhouette of the object,

I realized it was not a conventional aircraft, meaning that it was not
one that was already published in Jane's All the World's Aircraft. It
was no aircraft I had ever seen, and it wasn't one that I knew any
prototype of.

"I had my notebook and camera while I was out there, so I began taking
notes. This 1s what I wrote:

Triangular in shape. The top portion is producing mainly white light,
which encompasses most of the upper section of the craft. A small
amount of white light peers out the bottom. At the left side center
is a bluish light, and on the other side, red. The lights seem to be
molded as part of the exterior of the structure, smooth, slowly
fading into the rest of the outside of the structure, gradually
molding Jnteo the rabric of the crarft.

"As I was taking notes, I also memorized what was in front of me for
what seemed like hours, but was in fact only minutes. Finally, T
unleashed my camera-~case cover and brought the camera up to focus. The
air was electric. It made my hair and skin feel as if I were
surrounded by static electricity or some type of energy. I began
snapping photo after photo. It was still eerily quiet."
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"I got to within 10 feet of the craft and the clearing where it sat.
T estimated it to be about three meters tall and about three meters
wide at the base. No landing gear was apparent, but it seemed like she
was on fixed legs. I moved a little closer. I had already taken all
36 pictures on my roll of film. I walked around the craft, and
finally, I walked right up to the craft. I noticed the fabric of the
shell was more like a smooth, opaque, black glass. The bluish lights
went from black to gray to blue. I was pretty much confused at that
point. I kept trying to put this in some kind of frame of reference,
trying to find some logical explanation as to what this was and what
was going on. It was dead silent. No animals were even making noise
anymore,

"On the smooth exterior shell there was writing of some kind, but I
couldn't quite distinguish it, so I moved up to it. It was three-inch
lettering, rather symbols that stretched for the length of two feet,
maybe a little more. I touched the symbols, and I could feel the
shapes as if they were inscribed or etched or engraved, like a diamond
cut on glass.

"At that point, I backed away from the craft, because the light was
starting to get brighter. Still, there was no sound. There was no
physical contact with any kind of life form, but there did seem to be
a life presence. It was mechanical, this ship, and it seemed to be
under intelligent control.

"The next thing I knew, I was standing about 20 feet away from the
craft with Burroughs, who I thought I had left back near the tree
line. The craft moved up off the ground, about three feet, still with
absolutely no sound. It started to move slowly, weaving back through
the trees at a very slow pace, maybe a half a foot per second. It took
about a couple of minutes for it to maneuver itself back to a

distance of about 100 to 150 feet, then it rose up just over the
trees, about 200 feet high. There was a momentary pause -- and then
literally with the blink of an eye it was gone. All with no sound.
That still boggles my mind.

"We thought it had left, but then both Airman Burroughs and I saw the
same array of colored lights maybe a half mile away. So we pursued it,
trying to follow its course as best we ccoculd on foot. We only got
about 300 yards into the woods before we turned around. We still had
no radio contact, which I thought was strange. We weren't even getting
squelch. We went back to the clearing. There, Airman Burroughs noticed
the impression, the indentations in the ground. We found three of
them, all triangular in shape, each about three meters apart. Then I
decided we should head back."”
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"When we arrived at CSC [Bentwaters Center for Security Controll, we
ran into Sgt. Chandler and two or three other security people. They
had had negative contact with us for almost three hours, and they had
been concerned. I remember saying to 8gt. Chandler, “You're not going
to believe tonight.' He said, "Yeah? If it has anything to do with
what I saw a little while ago, I would believe you.'

"Airman Burroughs and I were then instructed to report to the shift
commander's office. The assistant operations officer was there to
debrief us. As we stood at attention in his office, he spoke to us in
a very steady, calm voice. He said, "Can you gentlemen explain to me
what happened out there tonight?' So we explained, very briefly. We
didn't tell him any specifics about the symbols or the design of the
craft.

"After a very long pause, and very calmly, while he was tapping his
pencil on the table, he said, "Gentlemen, what you say you experienced
tonight is no longer able to be reported through Air Force channels.'
He then gave us something of a history lesson on Project Blue Book and
that it was terminated in 1969. Basically, he told us that there was
no official way to report this up. Then he said, “Some things are best
left unsaid.' He asked us to keep quiet about it, to forget it
happened.

"That mentality, that mindset and thought process, also caused the
security controller to delete it from the blotter and retype the
blotter entry with a minimal description, something to the effect of
"Investigated aircraft crash off base' and three or four brief
sentences following. Also, an Air Force Form 1569, an accident and
complaint report, was filled out. Later, I learned that that was what
stimulated Lt. Col. Halt, when he reviewed the blotter the next
morning and after hearing about what really had happened, to insist
something about it be put into the blotter.”

"After the debriefing, Airman Burroughs and I were put on authorized
break for six days, so we drove home to Ipswich. I dropped Airman
Burroughs off, then went home, changed clothes, and drove back to
Woodbridge. But first I stopped by a friend's place in Ipswich, who
was a contractor and painter, who gave me some plaster. Then, I went
back out to the forest and the clearing where the three indentations
left by the craft we had seen were.

"I poured plaster into the impressions left in the ground by the craft
and waited about 40 minutes. Then I pulled them up and put them in the
back of my car, just as Maj. Ed Drurry, the Deputy Security Police
Commander, and the assistant operations officer showed up. They asked
me what I was doing. I told them I was just looking around. They told
me they wanted to do the same.
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"T didn't tell them about making the casts, because I didn't think it
would be prudent. Later I found out that the deputy base commander,
then-Lieutenant Colonel Halt, had also visited the site later that
same day and noticed that there were traces of plaster around the
impressions, the indentations, and later, much later, I finally
admitted to him what I had done. I needed something for myself,
something to prove to me that this had really happened, really
physically happened.

"The interesting thing about the impressions, or something worthy of
note, anyway, is that the ground temperature at the time was such that
our vehicles didn't even make impressions on the ground because it was
so cold or frozen, so whatever the craft was, it had to be heavy.

"I had dropped my film off at the base lab for developing, but I never
got them back. I never saw them. I was just told that they didn't turn
out. I didn't understand that but was not in a position to push the
issue. The cameras we carried in our vehicles were good ones, used to
photograph people on the perimeter. We were under a high terrorist
threat at the time with the Irish Republican Army {IRA), another
terrorist group known as Black September, and some others, so we used
them frequently as part of our patrol.”

"Two days later, there was another, second encounter. I did not go out
on that night. Lt. Col. Halt was sent out to investigate.

After that incident, however, I was directed to report to 03I [Office
of Special Investigations] at 0900 in the morning. I met with a couple
of agents, whom I had known because they had an office on the base.
They debriefed me for about an hour and a half about the incident. It
was an oral debriefing where I basically just told them what had
happened, and they seemed gquite content with the information that I
provided them at the time. They seemed to have no problem with the
fact that I had seen a craft”.

"In the meantime, Lt. Col. Halt issued his memorandum to the British
Ministry of Defense. I do not find it odd that he didn't get any
response, for the simple reason that there was no official way of
reporting this kind of thing and so there was no official way for
anyone to react to the upchanneling of information. And quite frankly,
I don't think anyone suspected or expected the deputy base commander
to shoot off a memo to MceD. I think OSI thought the information was
contained, because no written report had been taken up through U.S.
channels and the debriefings were all taken care of."

"It was a difficult time after the incident. For years afterward, I
would hear the stories within military circles and I never commented
on it in any way at all. Nor did I ever speak to any UFO researchers
or members of the media. Still, I noted with some disconcertment all
of the untruths being discussed, especially in the media starting in
the mid-eighties after the Halt memo was released through the Freedom
of Information Act. I read accounts quoting people who claimed to be
primary witnesses ~- and they weren't -- saying certain events
happened, which they didn't.
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"I was extremely upset by the memo's release, because the story being
leaked as a result included my name and I was being tied into it. I
had been assured by my senior officers at Bentwaters that at no time
would my name or whatever be used or released ocutside official U.S.
channels. Of course, they hadn't released it, but the next thing I
know, it's being covered on CNN and Unsolved Mysteries and in books
and magazines. Fortunately, I was still in the service and managed to
duck them all. But I was confused. I thought -- and I had been told
-- that this was a top secret incident. And now all this.

"I had no interest in anything like this before 1980. I always thought
that anybody who had seen strange lights or claimed to have seen UFOs
in the sky was crazy. I am a logical person. Even to this day, I am
still trying tc rationalize from previous experience what that craft
was, what happened. But there it is: I mean, I am standing out in the
clearing in the middle of the forest and there is this craft, clearly
triangular in shape, looking like nothing I have ever seen or ever
heard about, and it doesn't make any sound, and it's got lights, and

I walk around it and take pictures of it and I even touch it, and
nobody, no country, is claiming it. I am 99 percent certain of one
thing and that is, this craft was definitely not of USAF origin or at
least not that I know of, and nobody I know has ever heard anything
about a craft like this then or now. And what other country might have
such a craft that has those capabilities of maneuvering in tight
conditions in the middle of a forest and all with no sound? That
disturbed me then, and it disturbs me now."

"In a conversation with Colonel Halt in 1990 [{he was now a full
Colonel], I asked him about the top secret status of all this in light
of what had happened. He tcld me then that there was nothing
classified about any of this. The Air Force, you see, has always had
this sort of policy that, “Yeah, you can talk about this incident or
that incident because technically it isn't classified, not officially
classified, but -- it's not a good idea.' That was always the way it
had been given to me. So I never talked to anybody about this.
However, others have, including some who don't know what they're
talking about because they weren't out there. There's a lot of truth
to be told here, and that's all anybody wants to hear is the facts.
To sensationalize it, well . . . that's pointless. It's pretty
sensational in and of itself what happened.

"For starters, this is one of the most witnessed and best documented
UFO encounters ever, observed from a distance by some 80 people on the
first night and an additional 30 on the second night -- all of whom
were trained observers. This was our profession -- to be observing
situations that might occur. We were on the alert. Our senses were
ready. Out there, we were trained to be sponges, absorbing everything
we saw or heard and documenting it with notes and mentally. Then there
was my camera and the photographs I toock, which have to be somewhere,
There were radio transmissicns that were heard and a tape of the
deputy base commander's investigation, which 1s circulating out there.
Then again, this was an unknown, and there's a lot of fear about the
unknown.

"At this point, I don't think I have broken any confidentiality ocaths
with the Department of Defense or the federal government. I would not
do that or anything that would jeopardize the security of our Country."
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Testimony from Colonel Charles Halt
Deputy Base Commander, RAF Bentwaters/RAF Woodbridge

Abridged from an article by journalist AJS Rayl

Decorated repeatedly for meritorious service, Halt is a graduate of
the Air Command and Staff College and the Industrial College of the
Armed Forces. He holds a BS in economics and chemistry (Virginia
Wesleyan, 1962) and an MBA (University of Hawaii, 1975). A specialist
in fighter interceptor aircraft maintenance, he executed a variety of
high-profile assignments with distinction during his 28-year career,
including prestigious air base commands in Asia and Europe, frequently
working in sensitive relationships with foreign air forces. Many of
these security-conscicus postings - as well as his promotion to
colonel - occurred after Halt's remarkable report, indicating
substantial Air Force confidence in his credibility, despite the
extraordinary nature of his claims.

; Two nights later, on December 27-28, as Halt and other officers
and their families were about to begin the main course of a belated
officer's Christmas dinner, the on-duty flight security officer
arrived unexpectedly, "white as a sheet." He told Halt and Base
Commander Col. Ted Conrad: 'The UFO is back.' Halt was directed to
investigate.

"Rumors about what Jim Penniston and John Burroughs had seen were
beginning to circulate out of control and I was determined to put an
end to this UFO nonsense," Halt recalls. He headed home to change and
contact a group of men to accompany him into the woods.

It's not that he doubted Penniston or Burroughs. Halt was, he says,
confident that what they had seen was real and - at the very least -
odd. These were, after all, "fine cops" and he could specifically
vouch for Penniston. In fact, he and Base Commander Conrad had decided
to follow-up, but with Christmas, taking their reports slipped to a
lower priority on the agenda. Now this.

Halt and his men stopped by the disaster preparedness office where
they picked up another man and equipment, including a Geiger counter
and camera. Then they headed by jeep into the woods.

On arriving at the edge of the forest, the on-duty flight security
officer handed Halt a starlight scope (infrared scope for nighttime
viewing) and pointed into the woods. "The area was illuminated, almost
as 1f there were some type of energy," Halt remembers. "I still can't
explain that. But at the time, I just thought there had to be some
logical explanation.”

After viewing the strange glow through the starlight scope, Halt
selected five or six men and set out for the clearing where Penniston
and Burroughs had reported the strange, unknown object they saw two
nights before.
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As they inspected the clearing, Halt began recording verbal
notes into a microcassette recorder, logging the Geiger counter
readings, measurements of the indentations and descriptions of the
apparent damage that appeared on the nearby trees. The disaster
preparedness specialist, who was also a photographer, snapped
pictures.

Intermittently, whenever possible, Halt updated the Command Post on
his radio. Static was a constant. While they had three radio
frequencies connected to three different control centers - the command
post, the base police, and central security control (CSC) -
communication often had to be completed by relay. "That was strange,"
says Halt. "There were dead spots outside the base, but we knew where
those were and they were never in this area before."

Past the clearing and through the forest was a fence, marking the
border of a farm. Suddenly, eerie howlings and cries from the barnyard
animals broke the quiet night. Halt and the other men looked up. A
sun-red glowing object was hovering amongst the trees, pulsing in a
most unusual way.

The ruby-colored orb appeared to have a black center, says Halt, but
past that, he couldn't distinguish a specific shape. It seemed to
about 100 yards away, hovering about 10 to 15 feet off the ground,
slowly maneuvering through the woods. But it was doing something even
more weird than that

For the few minutes that they watched the glowing red object as
1t moved toward the farm, Halt was startled by what appeared to be
flames leaping from the farmer's house. The interior of the house
appeared engulfed. "I didn't know what to think. I was quite
concerned. In fact, we were all quite concerned.”

Instinct took over. Halt and his men chased the object up to the
fence, and over into the farmer's field until it 'exploded' into five
separate objects and disappeared. Halt quickly realized the farmer's
house had not been on fire, that the illusion must have been caused
by the object. As they passed by the house, Halt did a quick
inspection to make sure all was okay but thought better of knocking
on the door. "We were foreigners there, and I thought it prudent to
keep our presence low and under the circumstances unknown, since all
seemed to be okay."

Halt and his men eventually backtracked for evidence. "We looked for
any residue or any evidence that it may have burned, dropped or done
to the trees. We didn't see anything, but keep in mind this was in the
middle of the night and was very dark there. But perhaps, as Jim
Penniston would later report, the strangest thing was the absolute
lack of sound. "I never heard any sound whatscever, past the animals,
no whirring, humming, buzzing,"” says Halt. "No sound."
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The strange events of the night, however, weren't over. As Halt and
company continued on, past the farmer's property, more objects
appeared. Or the same ones reappeared. No one could say for sure.
Whatever they were, they seemed to be under some kind of intelligent
control

"We've crossed the farmer's field past his house and across the road,
stumbled through a small stream and went out into a large plowed
field. Somebody ncticed several objects in the sky to the north -
three cobjects clearly visible with multiple-colored lights on them.
The objects appeared elliptical and then they turned full round, which
I thought was quite interesting. All three doing that. They were
stationary for awhile and then they started to move at high speed in
sharp angular patterns as though they were doing a grid search. About
that same time, somebody noticed the south, a similar object, it was
round - did not change shape - and at one point it appeared to come
toward us at a very high speed. It stopped overhead and sent down a
small pencil~like beam, sort of like a laser beam. It was an
interesting beam in that it stayed - it was the same size all the way
down the beam. It illuminated the ground about ten feet from us and
we just stood there in awe wondering whether it was a signal, a
warning, or what it was. We really didn't know."

The beam, says Halt, just went away. "It clicked off as though
someone threw a switch, and the object receded, back up into the sky,"
he says. "Then it moved back toward Bentwaters and continued to send
down beams of light, at one point near the weapons storage facility.
We knew that, because we could hear the chatter on the radio.”

Halt was baffled. Whatever this object was, wherever it was from, it
must have been under intelligent control. Within a couple of minutes,
it was gone. Perhaps it retreated high into the skies with the other
erratically moving lights up there. It was hard to say.

At around 4:30 a.m., Halt called the investigation off. "It was a cold
winter night," he says. "The wind was blowing, we were wet, and I just
ordered everybody back to the base. I saw no reason to stay out there
any longer. We left those objects up there.”

All told, Halt estimates that somewhere between 30 and 40 people
stationed at various places around the dual Bentwaters-Woodbridge
base, saw the object emitting beams that night. And that meant, says
Halt, that this situation had to be dealt with and contained. "The
thoughts running through my mind were: 'How am I going to explain
this. Nobody's going to believe this. It's just too ridiculous.' But
it couldn't be ignored, because now too many people were involved."

Fortunately for Halt, his superiors did believe him . A copy of his
microcassette recording was taken by Wing Commander Gordon Williams
to a staff meeting of the Third Air Force. The decision: It was a
British matter. "We were to turn it over to the them," says Halt. So,
on January 13, 1981, after taking and reviewing the reports of then
Staff Sgt. Jim Penniston, and Airmen First Class John Burroughs and
Ed Cabansag, Halt wrote the now-famous one-page memorandum and
cross—-channeled it to the British Ministry of Defence (MOD).
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Halt expected to be contacted about the strange events by a British
representative - military or government. There had, after all, a
viclation of British ailrspace. But that didn't happen

What were those objects and where did they come from? Were they
searching for something they left behind? Or for some evidence that
they wanted to destroy, evidence that would prove had been there? Were
they doing reconnaissance work on us? "Immediately down the coast was
RAF Bawdsey, which had done quite a bit of experimental radar work,
and not far from us a secret installation, and further up the coast
was a nuclear power plant. So there were a lot of things that could
have been of interest to somebody else."”

Throughout the years, Halt has mulled over and over the possibilities,
considering every conceivable explanation for what they saw, and what
Penniston and Burroughs claim they saw. So far, Halt says, "nothing
works."

Sometimes, Halt appears distressed about not having figured it out by
now. "I gave some thought to the possibility that we had an
experimental craft of some type of hovercraft or stealth object in the
area," he says. "But keep in mind, this was 1980 and technology has
come a long way since then. Everyone I knew or had connections with,
people who work in certain places with lots of interesting things, all
said the same thing - we don't yet have the technology that can move
at those speeds and maneuver the ways those things did and do the
things those things did and all without sound. We had - and have -
interesting craft alright. But nothing like this."

Now, nearly 17 years after the event, Halt still doesn't know what he
and his men encountered. He remains as bewildered as the morning after
his fateful trip into Rendlesham Forest

Even with FOIA's release of the Halt Document in 1983, and with
considerable media attention that followed, no satisfactory
explanations have been presented as far as Halt is concerned.

The USAF, meanwhile, has offered no comment on the matter.

Now, in an effort to stop the rumors and objectively, rationally seek
the answer for once and for all what happened on those two nights just
outside of Bentwaters/Woodbridge complex, Penniston and Halt have come
forward to reveal the whole story. "Anywhere there's a vacuum
something moves it to fill it up," says Halt. "There's one individual*
who's traveled around, made the talk show circuit and claims to have
been present for the incidents. He's what I call a wannabe, someone
who maybe was hanging on the edge, picking up pieces of information.
He's claimed the wing commander went out and made contact with
holographic aliens and that we helped them repair their craft and all
kinds of things. None of which are true," says Halt.

*[This is clearly a reference to Larry Warren]
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"It would be more interesting I suppose if there had been some alien
beings, but I never saw any," he says. "I never personally saw even

a definite shaped craft. I wish I had. Maybe I'd have a little better
feel for it. However, I certainly do believe the young airmen who were
out there the first night - especially Sgt. Penniston, who actually
touched the object. What we're trying to do now is set the facts
straight. We need to keep them straight or we’ll never get the
answers."

"I've listened intently to many explanations as to what we saw that
second night or what could have transpired, for the simple reason that
I kept reaching out for that one straw that would explain things,"”
says Halt. "But nothing fits everything."

"There was a Russian satellite that I understand did a re-entry," he
continues. "I also understand that several of the large, bright
planets were aligned in an interesting way that night. Some have said
there was a meteor shower, and some have sald that we mistook the
whole night's worth of activities for the rotating beacon on the
closest lighthouse, and the revolving blue light on top of a police
car - as ridiculous as that is. I actually consider the lighthouse as
a possible factor as we were in the woods that night, but it was not
the lighthouse. There's no doubt in my mind. The lighthouse was
clearly visible the whole time that night."

"None of those explanations explains an object that was moving
horizontally through the trees, that stopped and looked like it was
dripping something, all without sound, then 'explode' with barely a
sound and break into five separate objects that just disappear in the
sky," says Halt. "Lighthouses don't move horizontally through the
forest and around the trees. We never saw any civilians or local
police units. We never saw or heard any other activity other than the
anomalies - except the barnyard animals."”

As for the indentations in the ground, Halt says, "Rabbit diggings?
In ground that was frozen, that wasn't even penetrated by our
vehicles? It doesn't make much sense to me."

And, how about mass hallucination? "It was not a hallucination," says
Halt.. "There were too many parties involved at too many different
locations. There was no missing time, time lapse, no hallucination,
no mass hypnosis."

The idea of psycheclogical warfare doesn't jibe with Halt either. "The
idea that we or the British would be testing some kind of
psychological warfare just outside one of the most sensitive NATO
bases in Europe, where civilians could possibly be involved doesn't
make any sense either," he says. "We can do some very interesting
things alright, but some of the men in the weapons storage area saw
the objects in the sky as well as the object thdat projected the
pencil-like beam - and they were a mile and a half away, maybe two
from where we were, and I question whether or not they could have been
influenced by some kind of proiection. I don't think s¢, not at that
distance."

In conclusion, Halt says: "Something unexplained happened. To this
day, I don't know what it was."
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From: Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

-

{(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Southampton. Date
i 3 November 1997

s Thank you for your letter of 30 October in which vyou asked
how the Ministry of Defence deals with reports of "unexplained"
aerial sightings. This office is the focal point within the MOD
for correspondence of this nature. :

2. First I should 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 UK
Alr Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if - resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. 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 we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

NOUrs sinat
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From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2al1a, Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchhoard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Dulwich, 04; (AS)/64/
London. 3 November 1997
1. Thank you for your recent letter to the Secretary of State

for Defence in which you requested information for your school
project on "UFOs". Your letter has been passed to this office
which is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to "unidentified flying objects". I have
been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UF0O" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. 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 we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.
Yours Sl
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" To S@AL (AS)D. Ref No_ 21?’/81997

Date_ 29 OCT 1997

The Secretary of StatW«‘k'ﬁep, has received the attached letter
from a member of the public. It has not been acknowledged by this

office.

Please send a reply on beHalf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,
‘your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date
~of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an
interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came nto force in January 1997. All replies
to members of the public must He in accordance with the procedures set
out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained

in DCI(GWrther infofmation is available from DOMD on

extension

Under the Citizens' Chartgr Departments are now required to keep
records 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 indluding 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 qumber of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (whjch may be based on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing repllies within their published targets.

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

'MINISTERIAL CQRRESPONDENCE UNIT' .,

MB 6140 EXT_ S

Ufos
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,

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

- s ] +

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard) 0171 213
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

Bishop Auckland, D o, s B
County Durham. Dé;ec( )/ 64/

;3 November 1997

w

L. Thank you for your letter of 26 September and your fax of 2
October regarding a sighting over Pickering, North Yorkshire.

2. You asked whether there was any military aircraft operating
at high altitude in the area. Military aircraft wishing to operate
below 2000 feet in the UK Low Flying System are required to make a
booking covering those specific areas where low level activity is
to take place. As such, it 1is wusual to be able to identify
military aircraft operating at low level without disproportionate
effort. However, because of its differing nature, the same booking
procedures do not apply to military aircraft activity above 2000
feet and we are unable to positively identify aircraft operating
in this heightband in the same way. Therefore I am, on this
occasion, unable to help you.

Nauls SW\CQJI%l




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

[ B BN BN

[ ]
[ ]
@
[ ]
L
L ]
a

Company

Business phone

From:

Fax number:

Business phone:

Home phone:

Date & Time: 02/10/97 11:10:25

Pages: 1

Re: Your ref; D/Sec (AS) /64/3 Sighting Pickering area

Morning 40

| received your letter in answer to my enquiry, dated 21st August.

Thank you for your help. However, | was interested to know if LACC (Military) had any High
altitude traffic in the area mentioned, and not low level as you appear to have reasoned.

| would be grateful if you were to enquire further on my behalf.

Many thanks.
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Bishop Auckland
County Durham

ro; EESERR

26 September 1997

Secretariat(Air Staff)
Ministry of Defence
Whitehall

LONDON

I wrote to you during the latter part of August, regarding an enquiry into three
bright objects seen at high altitude over North Yorkshire in the same month.
Having made exhaustive enquiries of my own, I asked if you might contact
LACC (Military) on my behalf to see if they could offer any explanation.
As yet, I don’t appear to have had any reply regarding this subject. I would be
most grateful if you would look into it for me.

Yours sincerely.
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0

From: Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, 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
D/Sec(AS)/64/3

South Norwood,

London. Date

1. Thank you for your letter regarding "unidentified flying
objects".

2 s First I should 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 UK
Alr Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. You asked for records relating to "UFOs". You will wish to be
aware that, as with other government departments, 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 vyears after the last
action has been taken, and at the thirty year point they are
transferred to the Public Record Office and into the public
domain. It was generally the case that before 1967 all "UFO"
report files were destroyed after five years because of limited
archive space and due to insufficient public interest in the
subject, there was no reason for them to be retained. Since 1967
due to an increase in public interest these files are now
routinely preserved. However, a few files from the Fifties and
Sixties did survive and may be viewed by members of the public at
the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TW9 4DU. The references of these files are as follows:



The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

AIR 16/1199
AIR 20/7390
AIR 20/9320
AIR 20/9321
AIR 20/9322
AIR 20/9994
PREM 11/855

AIR 2/16918
AIR 2/17318
AIR 2/17526
AIR 2/17527
AIR 2/17982
AIR 2/17983

s Sivordy,
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From_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Ry
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB '

Telephone {Direct dial} C171 218 2140

(Switchboard) _ 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

By R Qur reference
? 1CulkK, D/Sec{AS)/64/3

Midlothian. Date
3 l October 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 22 September. This office is the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for reports of
"unexplained" aerial sightings.

2« First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide +this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources i1f we were to
do so.

4, 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 we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.
0SS,
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From

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, CT(Pers)1b3, Room 1107, 5%
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB =

Telephone: (Direct dial) _

(Switchboard) 0171 218 8000

o Section 20

Your reference

Our reference

D/CT(Pers)1/3
pate 28 October 1997

Pee -
EXECUTIVE GRADE RECRUITMENT  Sq0 oAC - Gt .

Thank you for your letter of 5 September 1997 to
careers within the Ministry of Defence. | have been as

requesting advice on

o reply.

As with many Government Departments and Agencies the Ministry of Defence has
delegated most of it's personnel management functions, including recruitment. This
means that we no longer recruit nationwide for executive grades and now mainly cover
the Greater London area only. Recruitment to posts in other geographical locations and
certain specialist functions is carried out by the authority responsible for that particular
area. For ease, | attach a list of the major recruitment branches. You might wish to
contact some of these or your local MOD establishment for further details.

At present there are no plans to recruit executive grades in the London area, although
there will shortly be a campaign for Administrative Assistants.

Unfortunately we have no up to date literature covering our limited area within the MOD
and there is, at present, no general MOD brochure. However, for your reference, |
enclose a copy of the most recent literature covering the work of executive grades in the
MOD. Although this is somewhat out of date it shouid give you an idea of what you could
expect should you choose to work for the Ministry.

| am sorry to provide what appears to be a slightly negative reply to your enquiry, but |
hope that it is of some use to your future career planning. | would like to take this
opportunity to thank you for the interest you have shown in the Ministry of Defence.

Yo

urs sincerely,

Silent copy to:

— Sec(AS)2ata |
oom 8245 MB -
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| hope that this is of some use to

CONTACT POINTS

This is a list of some of the major recruitment branches for Executive Officer
grades and above.

you in your search for a career with the Ministry

Cambs PE18 8QL

Gloucester GL3 1EZ

of Defence.
CT(Pers)1b3 CT(Pers)(Bath)b1 D/Pers(PE)1d2
Room 1107 Room 114 Poplar 1a
Main Building Pinesgate East MOD Abbey Wood #15
Whitehall Lower Bristol Road PO Box 702
London SW1A 2HB Bath BA1 5AB Bristol BS12 7DU
AG6(Pol)2 AG6(Glasgow) Naval Personnel (CM)
Building 396 Room 2138 Building 1/31
Trenchard Lines Kentigern House Sunny Walk
Upavon 65 Brown Street HM Naval Base
Pewsey Glasgow Portsmouth
Wilts SN9 6BE G2 8EX PO1 3NH
PMD HQ Land Command Civilian Management
HQ QMG CS(PM)a HQ Strike Command
Building 47 Inkerman Block Building 1201
Monxton Road Erskine Barracks RAF Daws Hill Lane
Andover Wilton High Wycombe
Hants Salisbury HP11 1P2
SP11 8HT Wilts SP2 0AG
Civilian Selection Centre Civilian Management
Room G108 HQ P&T Command
HQ Logs Command Room F70
RAF Brampton Building 255
Huntingdon RAF Innsworth

The following addresses are for specialist grades.

Information Officer

CT(Pers)2a2

Room 1129

Man Building
Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

Linguist Officers
Intelligence Officers
Research Officers

DI(HR)3

Room 247

Old WAR Office
Whitehall

London SW1A 2EU

Fast Stream

CM(Pers)

Room 713
Northumberland House
Northumberland Avenue
London WC2N 5BP

Defence Engineering
and Science Group

DESG Recruitment QOffice
Room 136

Pinesgate East

L.ower Bristol Road

Bath BA1 5AB

(Excluding MOD)

Innovation Court
New Street
Basingstoke
Hampshire RG2 7JB

For Recruitment Throughout the Civil Service

Recruitment And Assessment Service (RAS) Ltd
(part of the Capita Group)

Telephone Number 01256 869555
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245,

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

J October 1997

1« Thank you for your letters of 5 and 28 September in which you
described an unidentified aircraft observed by your neighbours in
early April. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence of this nature.

2 Without a date it is not possible to say whether there was
any military aircraft activity in the Birmingham area although, in
principle, the whole of the UK is open to low flying training by
military aircraft. There are certain locations which are excluded
such as major built-up areas and restricted airspace around civil
alrfields, but outside such exclusion zones less populated areas
will see training flights from time to time. However, as
Birmingham is a large city with its own airport, it is unlikely
that the aircraft your neighbours saw was military. I would advise
you to check with the Civil Aviation Authority at CAA House, 45-59
Kingsway, London, WC2B 6TE to find out whether any civil aircraft
were operating in the area.

3 I have looked back through our sighting report files and have
found that the MOD did not receive any reports of unusual aerial
activity in the first half of April from the Birmingham area. We
are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest
that the United Kingdom's airspace was breached by unauthorised
foreign military aircraft which is the MOD's only concern.

oUrs Snavdy,
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

: D/Sec(AS})/64/3
Beaumaris, Date

Anilesei s 9—‘-{— October 1997

D

i, Thank you for your letter of 9 August addressed to the Prime
Minister. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence
and this office is the focal point within the  MOD for
correspondence of this nature. I have been asked to reply.

P First I should 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 1is any evidence that the UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We Dbelieve that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4, The MOD does not have any exXpertise or role 1in respect of
"UFO/flying saucer" matters or to the question of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remailn
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

Yewis S \
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001703

To 8@1‘/ 0'612— Ref No /1997

Date

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:

@ - 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.

C - No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case,
however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your
replies to this office.

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force in January 1997.
All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set
out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCII Gen| 48ii7; 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.

MINISTERIAL CORRES NIT
MB 6140 EXT
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This enclosure has been taken off and placed on File 64/3/1 Part A Enolqwa, 23
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From: DS S cretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245, L\‘

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{(Switchhoard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

g D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Milton Keynes, Date

Buckinihamshire. ‘:medmﬂw97

1. Thank you for your letter of 27 June and 21 August addressed
to the Prime Minister regarding "UFOs". Your letters have been
passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office 1is the focal
point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I am sorry
for the delay in responding.

2 s First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity. Unless there is evidence
of a potential military threat, and to date no "UFO" report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us.

3. You have asked that all existing files relating to "UFO"
sightings be made available to the public. You will wish to be
aware that, as with other government departments, 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, and at the thirty year point they are
transferred to the Public Record Office and into the public
domain. It was generally the case that before 1967 all "“UFO"
report files were destroyed after five years because of limited
archive space and due to 1insufficient public interest 1in the
subject, there was no reason for them to be retained. Since 1967
due to an increase in public interest these files are now
routinely preserved. However, a few files from the Fifties and
Sixties did survive and may be viewed by members of the public at
the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TW9 4DU. The references of these files are as follows:



The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

AIR 16/1199

AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/16918
AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17318
AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17526
AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17527
AIR 20/9994 AIR 2/17982
PREM 11/855 AIR 2/17983

4. With regard to the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest in
December 1980, as there was no evidence to substantiate an event
of defence concern no further investigation into the matter was
necessary. Although a number of allegations have subsequently been
made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over the
last 16% years which has given us reason to believe that the
original assessment made by this Department was incorrect.

5. The "UFO" sightings in Belgium of 30/31 March 1990 occurred
in the central part of the country and the Belgian authorities
have confirmed that there was no evidence of a threat associated
with what was seen. No detections were made on UK air defence
systems which would have been completely understandable and
acceptable since the sightings occurred outside the UK Air Defence
Region. We are, therefore, entirely satisfied that, with no
unauthorized incursions of the UK Air Defence Region, there was no
threat to the UK. The issue remains a matter for the Belgian

authorities.
aurs Sy,
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' g

\ % 5 ef tl- Ministry of Defence

— ' — Secretariat (Air Staff) 7 e
Room $224€E R24S
Main Building
Whitehall
London SW1A 2HB

Dear

OC 2\ A\-) & 29 Tu.o
I am writing to acknowledge recelpt of your letter/emw ......................................
about military-airerafeactivity. © U s

We aim to reply to such letters/c-emplamfs-m&:m four working weeks from date of
receipt. However, owing to current administrative difficulties it may not be possible to
reply to you within this timescale.

Nevertheless, you may be assured that you will receive a substantive reply as soon as is
practicable.

Yours sincerel
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MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

000762
To_Sec (AS)2 Ref No /1997

Date \/ 1 / 2
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.

4 C) - No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case,
L however, it is obvicusly 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
DCIiGeni 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. | vt

R E:
¥

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT § S804 o Pt
MB o140 EXTECEE | oo
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e 000762

Milton Keynes,
Bucks,
15
E ol { o
U
21 AuguSt 1997
10 Downing Street,
LOndOn’
Dear Sir,

Thank you for your letter of August 11th, acknowledging receipt of my letter to the
Prime Minister concerning UFQO's. I was most gratified to infer from your letter that
the Prime Minister had seen, or at least been briefed, on the contents of my letter, and
I would like to ask if any internal investigation and statement on these matters will be
forthcoming?

Yours sincerely,
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000393
To___ -~ = Ref No _ /1997

Date

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
o consider whether there is anything which can usefully
be said to  the correspondent and action accordingly.

C - No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case,
however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your
replies to this office. -

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force in January 1997.
All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set
out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCIi 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. S

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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0003393

Miiton Keynes,
Bucks,

Tel: (Work
Tel: (Hom

o-mail.
clectronic cv SN

27 June 1997

Prime Minister Tony Blair,
House of Commons,
LONDON,

SWI1A OAA.

cc: Brian White MP, North East Milton Keynes.
Dear Prime Minister,

Should this letter reach your desk, let me first ask that you read it with an open mind
and weigh up what is a considerable body of evidence for some very strange
occurrences. I am referring to the subject of UFO's, a field of inquiry I have followed
for a good many years, and to which I given a great deal of thought.

I should also like to state here that [ am not a conspiracy theorist, nor a doomsday
scenarist preaching the danger of UFO invasions, and believe that without doubt,
most UFO sightings can be accounted for by mistaken identity, natural phenomena, or
outright fakery. However, there remains a convincing body of evidence to suggest the
existence of real nuts and bolts machines of unusual and radically advanced design,
and certainly I feel that the attitude and behaviour of past British governments has
done a lot to convince people that the truth 1s being obscured.

A number of possibilities present themselves.

1) UFO's do not exist.
2) UFO's exist but the government has no knowledge of their nature or purpose.
3) UFO's exist and the government is covering up the situation.

The first possibility simply cannot be supported by the overwhelming evidence to the
contrary. The second is the most likely, but then you have to ask if the avowed
disinterest by British governments is either stupidity or negligence. Of course a lot of
people would like to believe the third option, though frankly I think that successive
British governments are more likely to have been kept in ignorance by the Americans,
who undoubtedly know more than they are telling. The C.L A spent years denying
they had documents related to UFO's. Through the Freedom Of Information Act, we
now know there are tens of thousands, and that in the late 1940's a US Airforce

Page 1 of 2
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general writing in an official inter-departmental memo was convinced that UFO's
were real, though an extraterrestrial hypothesis was not officially presented.

I am writing to urge you to open up any and all files that exist on this subject, and
would further urge you not to take the word of your military. Appoint independent
investigators and have the records searched. Not all UFO sightings can be easily
explained away; there are convincing cases, and even RAF pilots have encountered
UFO's, several of whom have gone on the record to say so. What ever happened to the
reports they filed and what was the official reaction and response in Whitehall? Even
if these are bizarre natural phenomena, they need investigating, and I think the British
public deserve to know what it is they are seeing in our skies. Following please find
enclosed two case reports, which I think are representative of the scope, nature and
seriousness of the phenomena.

I will be sending a copy of this letter to my local MP, and will request that he raises
this matter in Parliament, and that specifically he obtains a statement on the events at
Rendlesham forest, (see attachment) with a view to requesting a full parliamentary
inquiry and report.

Yours sincerely,

Page 2 of 2
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UFO Briefing Document: 2 Cases Of Defence Significance.
Rendlesham Forest, December 27th/28th 1980.

Without doubt the most amazing UFO event in the UK, with full documentary
evidence available and witnesses including the deputy base commander of a
American nuclear armed air base. On the night of December 27th, perimeter guards
at Woodbridge, a joint British/American base, spotted lights in nearby trees of
Rendlesham forest. Believing a plane had crashed, they set out to investigate and
were confronted with an glowing triangular shaped object of metallic appearance,
which then departed at speed. Physical trace evidence in the form of indentations in
the ground were found the next day matching the configuration of the object, as were
abnormal radiation readings. The next night, deputy base commander Lt col. Charles
Halt was called out to the same woods, and witnessed an extraordinary display by
objects manoeuvring in the forest and the skies above. All the above is in Halt's
report, a report which could only be obtained THREE years later by investigators in
the USA through the Freedom Of Information Act. Curiously, the MOD denied the
event for years, even though a copy of Halt's report had been sent to them on January
13th 1981. I believe you will find that the issue was raised in Parliament in 1996, but
Nicholas Soames (standing in for Defence Secretary Michael Portillo) stated that the
document was judged to contain "nothing of defence significance”. This is
preposterous. If one of the guards (who has gone public) can be believed,
Woodbridge was the secret repository of a massive nuclear stockpile, but even so, to
have the deputy commander of an important base and his men hallucinating or
fabricating such a story should be of serious concern to anyone with a degree of
common sense. To actually have unknown aerial vehicles in the vicinity would surely
then be of paramount interest to the authoritics as a serious security violation. T
believe you may have received a copy of a book on this subject "Left At East Gate",
by one of the guards that night, though I am open minded enough to recommend that
you take some of the contents with a pinch of salt. The events he describes may be a
little colourful compared to the reality, but undoubtedly something extremely odd
happened at Rendlesham that cannot be easily dismissed.

Belgium jet fighter intercept attempts.

In 1990 over 2 consecutive nights (30th-31st March), Belgium police and numerous
members of the public reported mysterious objects flying overhead, often described
as large black triangles. The objects were tracked on radar and Belgium Airforce
fighters were scrambled, but every time they achieved a lock with their internal radar,
the objects performed outrageous manoeuvres and escaped at high speed. A general
of the Belgtum airforce subsequently went on television and showed recordings of the
fighter aircraft's on-board radar tapes which backed up the story. Of course these may
have been American stealth fighters, but this raises two questions.

1} Were the American covertly flying stealth fighters over the airspace of an ally in
order to judge the effectiveness of their technology, a serious breach of trust and a

Page 1 of 2
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considerable danger to the pilots of the intercepting aircraft and civilians on the
ground?

2) Since the objects performed manoeuvres beyond the scope of our present
technology, how is it the Americans have made such an advance?

As has been pointed out in a book on these events, the reporting system NATO
countries employ would demand that the UK air defences be informed of these
events, vet the previous government insists that no such communication was received.

Furthermore, if there is no interest by American government (as they loudly protest)
in UFQ's, why does a recently declassified distribution list headed "Belgium and the
UFO issue”" have a distribution list over 40 lines long, disseminating coptes to the
White House, the Joint Chiefs Of Staff, and numerous other major mtelligence and
military offices.

A similar document on a Chinese UFO conference (unrelated to the Belgium events)

includes the Defence Intelligence Service at the MOD on its distribution list. Why
would they be interested in what the Chinese thought of UFO's?

Page 2 of 2
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From_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,5 3

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE |
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
East Acton, : D/Sec(AS)/64/3

London. Date

_ H. October 1997

R

1Ls Thank you for your letter of 1 September regarding the
alleged RAF Bentwaters/Rendlesham Forest incident.

2 » You have stated that you wish to visit the site and would
like confirmation that it is permitted to do so. RAF Bentwaters
was sold to Bentwaters Investments Limited on 15 May this year
therefore it is no longer MOD property.

3. The memorandum written by Lt Col Halt, Deputy Base Commander
at the time of the alleged incident, was assessed by officials in
the Department responsible for air defence matters at the time.
Since the Judgement was that it contained nothing of defence
significance no further action was taken. The memo has been in the
public domain for a number of years.

4, Finally, I would like to assure you that the Royal Air Force
is responsible for ensuring that the integrity of the United
Kingdom Air Defence Region is maintained. It is the role of the
RAF to ensure that no hostile or unauthorized aircraft enter UK
alrspace. As such the UK Air Defence Region is continually
policed to ensure that no craft which might represent a threat to
the security of this country enters our airspace. To date it
remains the case that the MOD 1is not aware of any evidence which
might substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial phenomena,
and no threat to the UK has been discerned which has been
attributed to a "UFO". ‘

NS §
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From:_Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245,§)

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

Telephone {Direct dial) C171 218 2140
{(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
Alloa, . D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Clackmannanshire. Date

w

1. Thank you for vyour letter of 3 September regarding an
unexplained aerial sighting observed on 16 August 1997 over Fife.
As you will by now be aware, the letter you sent to RAF Leuchars
has Dbeen forwarded +to this office for action; please accept my
letter as a reply to both.

2 I have looked back through our sighting report files and have
found that the MOD did not receive any reports from Scotland for
16 August 1997.

3. You asked whether any commercial or military aircraft had
been operating over the Fife area on 16 August. In principle, the
whole of the UK 1is open to 1low flying training by military
alrcraft. There are certain locations which are excluded such as
major built-up areas and restricted airspace around civil
airfields, but outside such exclusion zones less populated areas
will see a proportion of training flights from time to time.
Therefore, it 1is possible that military aircraft could have been
in the region. I would advise you to check with the Civil Aviation
Authority at CAA House, 45-59 Kingsway, London, WC2B 6TE to find
out whether any civil aircraft were operating in the area. 1In
addition, there are many microlight/hang-glider flying sites and
private helicopter landing sites around Fife.

4, I have returned your SAE as we have our own postal
arrangements.

YR Sy,
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STRANGE
PHENOMENA
INVESTIGATIONS

3rd September 1997.
14:25:59.

At present I am researching a UFO report from the Fife area of Scotland.
High altitude lights performing manuvoures of an unusual kind. I wonder
if you would be so kind as to furnish me with answers to the following
questions.

1. Were there any air traffic (Commercial or Military) over parts of
Fife, (in particular St Andrews) on AUGUST 16th 1997. And
if so, what were they. ?

2. Were there any helicopters at the above location on the above date ?

If you can be of any help here, I would much appreciate it.

All the best for now.

Yours Sincerely,

SPI/BUFORA/MUFON.

(Founder of SPI)

Alloa,
Clackmannanshire,

Scotland, _\
Tel:

e [
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Royal Air Force Leuchars

St Andrews Fife Scotland KY16 0JX

- 5
e o
=S
=

Telephone:_ [RAFTN-ME-O Award
MoD Sec AS 2a Your Reference
Room 8245
Main Building Our Reference
Whitehall LEU/OW/873/GEN
LONDON
SWI1A 2HB B Sep97

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION - UFO INVESTIGATION

References:

A. Letter dated 3 Sep 97.
B. LEU/OW/873/GEN dated 8 Sep 97.
C. JSP 318A Annex R.69B.

1. At Reference A, attache equested assistance in an investigation of a “UFO case™. At
Reference B, also attached, I advised hat his letter had been passed on to you.

2. Should you require answers to _ questions, | offer the following information
(paragraph headings relate to Reference A):

a. On the night of 16 Aug 97, a Saturday, there were no movements recorded at RAF Leuchars.
The latest movement logged by the Lower Airspace Radar Service Controller was 1945z.

b. There were no helicopter movements known to RAF Leuchars in the area.
C. RAF Leuchars is not aware of any “military/air force” manoeuvres.
d. Reporting of a UFO encounter would be by an ATC Occurrence Report, as per Reference C.

e. Apart from RAF Leuchars, Fife Airport (Glenrothes) and Portmoak (gliders and tugs) are the
major airspace users. There are also many microlight/hang-glider flying sites and private helicopter
landing sites around Fife. Furthermore, Kirkcaldy Harbour and Kelty are used as Visual Reporting
Points for the Edinburgh CTR.

for OC
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STRANGE
PHENOMENA
INVESTIGATIONS

3rd September 1997,
Dear Sir/Madam,

At present I am working on a UFO case of which I write to you to seek your assistance. Most UFO
reports have natural mundane explanations, and a vast amount can be easily explained away, however,
there is still a small residue which remain, which seems to defy descnption, and it is to these reports,
that our society are most interested in.

We seek your assistance with the following questions.

(2) Were there any Air traffic in the following
location... CYEN Paam o F(FE  KiAKLAU) Y,

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

on the night
I T 1 SNt SO
If so, what type of aircraft ?

(b) Were there any helicopters in the above specified area on the night in question ?
If so, what type of helicopter ?

(c) Were there any Military/Airforce manovoures in the specified area that you are aware of on the
night in question ?

(d) What is the normal procedure by Am Traffic Control should a pilot encounter what could be
termed an Unidentified Flying Object ?

(e) Are there any local flying clubs that you are aware of'in this area ?

I thank you in advance for assisting me in this matter, and I have enclosed a Stamped Addressed
envelope for your reply.

All the best for now.

Yours Sincerely,

SPI/BUFORA/MUFON.

(Founder of SPI)

Alloa,
Clackmannanshire,

IWENA S ection 40 |

Tel

Internet
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Royal Air Force Leuchars ,g@

St Andrews Fife Scotland KY16 0JX o

Your Reference

Our Reference
ALLOA LEU/OW/873/GEN
Clackmannanshire

Scotland Date
3 September 1997

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION - UFO INVESTIGATION

In your letter dated 3 September 1997 you requested information
relating to air traffic movements over parts of Fife, and Kirkcaldy
specifically, on the night of 16 August 1997. | have passed your letter
on to the Ministry of Defence Air Staff Secretariat in Whitehall, the
department responsible for such matters.

Squadron Leader
for Ofticer Commanding

GO4+SEP
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From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245, 5\

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 S000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec{AS)/64/3
Preston. Date

_ Hpctober 1997

o

. I acknowledge receipt of your letter to_ of
October, which has been placed on a Departmenta lle.

s siaiy,
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Aors

2/10/1997

PRESTCN

I have been instructed by the space visitors I channel for, to instruct you

that their all time'favourite TV show is a cartoon called Whacky Races. They want
to know if it is possible to do a re-run.

Looking forward to your reply.

Yours Sincerely
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From: Secretariat {Air Staff) 2a1 SQ

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard} 0171 218 3000
(Fax)

Your reference

Cur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

17 October 1997

Maldstone
Kent

o Thank you for your letter of 12 August concerning RAF Rudloe
Manor. I am sorry for the delay in responding.
2. You ask a number of detailed questions about "UFO" reports

received during the period 1991-1997. All reports received during
this period have been assessed to determine whether any of them
represented an illegal incursion of the UK Air Defence Region by
unauthorized foreign military activity, and were then placed on
Departmental files. I am afraid records of such reports are not
held in a way that would readily enable me to provide the answers
to your questions. To do so would involve a manual check of over
2000 records and staff resources cannot be diverted from essential
tasks for this purpose.

3, I am returning your sae as we have our own postal
arrangements.

Yours sincerely,
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Ministry of Defence

Secretariat (Air Staff) 25 2c=
Room 8249

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

Dear

o 2. Aceust

F )

I am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter/complatit-ef-.......covvvreererevncricncnana,
about-military-aircraftactivity: o AV Coalee. Manor,

We aim to reply to such lettersteempiais within four working weeks from date of
receipt. However, owing to current administrative difficulties it may not be possible to
reply to you within this timescale.

Nevertheless, you may be assured that you will receive a substantive reply as soon as is
practicable.
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Secretariat (Air Staff) 2al,
Ministry of Defence,

Whitehall, Maidstone,
London, Kent,
SW1A 2BH.

My ref: - RAF RUDLOE MANOR. 12th August 1997.

Further to my letter dated 28th April 1997, with regard to RAF Rudloe Manor, I am writing
to ask for your kind assistance to help me clear up a small matter which has intrigued me.

As you explained clearly in your letter, the Flying Complaints Flight department of the
Provost & Security Services HQ, stationed at RAF Rudloe Manor near Corsham in Wiltshire,
was the central co-ordination / collection point for all UFO reports received by RAF stations
across the UK. The reports, you say, were compiled and send to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a
for consideration.

You also made it clear that RAF Rudloe Manor ceased functioning as a co-ordination point
for UFO reports sometime in 1992. But there are some related matters which are bugging
me. Therefore, I was wondering whether you could answer the following questions?

Q1) Did SECRETARIAT (AIR STAFF) 2a receive ANY UFO REPORTS from the statf
of RAF RUDLOE MANOR or/and FLYING COMPLAINTS FLIGHT during the year of 19917

QlA) If yes, HOW MANY?

QIB) Who at Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a dealt with the reports (please give names of
individuals, if at all possible)?

Q1C) Where did the reports end up? Where is their current whereabouts?

Q2) Did SECRETARIAT (AIR STAFF) 2a receive ANY UFO REPORTS from the statf
of RAF RUDLOE MANOR or/and FLYING COMPLAINTS FLIGHT during the year of
19927

Q2A) If yes, HOW MANY?

Q2B) Who at Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a dealt with these reports (please give names of
individuals, if at all possible)?

Q2C) Where is their current whereabouts?

Q3) Has Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a received ANY UFO REPORTS from RAF Rudloe
Manor or/and the Flying Complaints Flight in the years 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 19977

Q3A) How many in 19937 How many in 19947
How many in 19957 How many in 19967
How many (to date) in 19977

Q4) If Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a DID receive reports from "RAF Rudloe Manor”
or/and "Flying Complaints Flight” in 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996 and 1997, who at Secretariat
(Air Staff) 2a dealt with these reports (please give names of individuals, if at all possible)?

Please Turn over;
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Page two of two; Letter / _

If you can answer any or all of these questions, I would be most grateful.

Thank you for your time.

Yours sincerely,

RS | HpvE Envcicser As S AE To CouEsz [(ROSTIVEE-
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PRESENTATION TO PARLIAMENTARIANS ON MILITARY LOW FLYING

Those Attending (as at 23rd September)

ACAS Chairman
[Command Sec FONA _ representing FONA]
DNO AD3 _ Presenter
COS DAAvn - representing DAAvn
G3Trg2
HQ Land Command
G9(Pol/Sec)
HQ Land Command |
{Air Cdre Ops - Air Cdre Nigel Day representing SASO
= do we need Nigel Day?]

DAO Air Cdre Keith Filbey
[DAS Air Cdre Chris Chambers]
DPR(RAF) Air Cdre Gordon McRobbie
[DIFS (RAF) §_ epresenting IofFS]
OC 3 Sqgn | Presenter
OC 70 San Presenter
Head of Sec(AS) Presenter
STC Briefing Tean
Asst Command Sec

(Commitments)STC
Sec(AS)2 _ Secretary

' LF\Seminar\mtg2\atten




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

From'_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245 L*_O[

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE | N
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB g ﬁ_},,,;;*'

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) €171 218 9000

o0

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Weston Super Mare, Date

Thank you for your letter of 17 September in which vyou have
requested information on “UFOs" for your English essay. This
office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to unexplained aerial sightings.

2 First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We Dbelieve that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4, 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 we remain
totally open—-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.
Nools SMaval,
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Se

Weston-Super-Mare
North Somerset

17/09/97

Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall

London

SWIA 2HB

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am doing an English essay on UFOs and was wondering if you could
send me some information to help me.

I would very much appreciate it.

Yours Sincerely
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This enclosure has been taken off and placed on File 64/3/1 Part A 6"\4"3“‘( € 2 Z

C43)
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From: _Secretanat(Alr Staff)2a1a, Room 8245“'2}

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchbeoard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

‘b Cctober 1997

1 Thank you for your letter of 5 September 1997 in which vyou
have requested advice on careers within the Ministry of Defence
and the Armed Forces. I have passed your letter on to

CT(Pers)2, Room 1134, MOD Main Building, Whiteha
SW1A 2HB who will reply to you shortly.

London,

2. I would advise you to visit your local ]ob centre and/or Army
"Careers Office to find out about employment in the Services.

NoUs Svay,

Pogy from CT(fery)
Ai’w/\cls%_

I R—

(opled o
CT(PerL
T
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I am writing to you with enquiries in to carcers within the Ministry of Defence (both civilian and
within the armed forces). I am requesting this information as I have an interest within this
organisation. I it is possible I would appreciate it if you would send me information regarding jobs
within the MOD. Particularly focusing on what the role of the jobs are within the MOD, a job
description, the qualifications/experience required for each job, how people apply for these kinds of
jobs and any other information you coukd give. I am also interested in types of jobs that are orientated
toward national security/law/intelligence within the MOD Thank you for your time and I am grateful
for any information you can provide me with.

Yours Sincerely




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

From— Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245, %
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB h

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
{Fax}

Your reference

Well ingbo rough, Qur reference

: D
_ Northamptonshire. Défec(AS)/64/3

\‘O October 1997

.

L Thank you for your letter of 24 September, the content of
which has been noted.

NoUs iy,
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402 Beyond Top Secret

strongly influences the editorial policy of a number of newspapers
and has leaders whose connections may be questionable. Air Force
is watching this organization because of its power to touch off
mass hysteria and panic. Perhaps we, from an intelligence point of
view, should watch for any indication of Russian efforts to
capitalize upon this present American credulity. ,

"~ Of even greater moment is the second danger. Our air warning
system will undoubtedly always depend upon a combination of
radar scanning and visual observation. We give Russia the
capability of delivering an air attack against us, yet at any given
moment now, there may be current a dozen official unidentified
sightings plus many unofficial. At the moment of attack, how will
we, on an instant basis, distinguish hardware from phantom? The
answer of course [delete at until far greater knowledge is
achieved of the causes back of the sightings — the little understood
phenomena [deleted] has described — we will run the increasing
risk of false alerts and the even greater danger of tabbing the real
as false. :

The CIA continued to be haunted by the spectre of the Third World
War being triggered by UFOs mistaken as Soviet missiles or aircraft. The
Office of Scientific Intelligence would continue to monitor Russian
research and development in the scientific fields involved, the report
concluded.

A few days later, evidence of Russia’s first mention of the subject was
cited in a Secret memorandum from George G. Carey, Assistant Director
for Operations, to the Deputy Director of Intelligence, dated 22 August
1952. The second paragraph states:

FBID [Foreign Broadcasts Information Division] has one broad-

cast on this subject, dated 10 June 1951, which is quoted below:
Summary — In what appears to be Moscow’s first mention of
Flying Saucers ‘Listener’s Mailbag’ answers questions on the
subject to the effect that “The Chief of Nuclear Physics in the
US Naval Research Bureau’ explained them recently as used for
stratospheric studies. US Government circles knew all along of
the harmless nature of these objects, but if they refrained from
denying ‘false reports, the purpose behind such tactics was to
fan war hysteria in the country’.

R e

On 2 December 1952 H. Marshall Chadwell, Assistant Director of
Scientific Intelligence, sent a Secret memorandum to the Oﬁw Umamnﬁwr
discussing the preparation of the National Security Q.usunm m.:ngé
referred to earlier. Paragraph 4 makes particularly interesting reading:

Recent reports reaching CIA indicated that further action was
desirable and another briefing by the cognizant A-2 [Air Force
Intelligence] and ATIC [Air Technical Intelligence Center]
personnel was held on 25 November. At this time, the reports of
incidents convince us that there is something going on that must
have immediate attention . . . Sightings of unexplained objects at
great altitudes and traveling at high speeds in the vicinity of major
US. defense installations are of such nature that they are not
attributable to natural phenomena -or known types of aerial

vehicles.

The Robertson Panel Report

Evidently, by the end of 1952 the situation became so worrying for a.un O.;
that a panel of scientists was convened by the Office of Scientific
Intelligence, and secret meetings were held at the Pentagon from 14 to ﬂ..\
January 1953. Although sanitized copies had been available to certain
officials outside the CIA for a number of years, the Robertson Panel
Report (sometimes referred to as the Durant Report) was not completely
declassified until 1975. To this day there are those who believe ».r& the
report has not been released in its entirety. I wrote to the CIA in 1975
requesting a copy (under the FOIA), and it arrived a few months later.
Members of the Scientific Advisory Panel were Dr H. P. WOdnﬁmo.:
(Chairman), whose speciality was physics and weapons systems; Dr Lus
Alvarez (physics and radar); Dr Lloyd V. Berkner (geophysics); Dr Samuel
Goudsmit (atomic structure and statistical problems), and Dr Thornton
Page (astronomy and astrophysics). The associate Bwﬂvmmw were Dr J.
Allen Hynek (astronomy) and Frederick C. Durant (missiles and Bn_ﬂmmv
Interviewees were Brigadier William H. Garland, Commanding
General of Air Technical Intelligence Center; Dr H. Marshall hrmﬁ.wim=
Assistant Director of the CIA/OSL Ralph L. Clark, Deputy Assistan
Director CIA/OSI; Lieutenant Colonel F. C. Oder and D. B. Stevenson
OSI staff members; Philip G. Strong, Chief, Operations Staff, OSL; .mﬁv:m_
T. Possony, Acting Chief, Special Study Group, Uﬂmnﬁoﬁmﬁw of Air moﬂ.
Intelligence; Colonels William A. Adams and Wesley S. Smith, also of Ai
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protects them from the hazard of burning up in our stratosphere.
Their craft also have the mysterious capacity to vanish and
reappear at will. They are also able to affect our power resources,
halting our electricity-generating plants, our radio stations, and
our engines, without however leaving any permanent damage. So
refined a technology can only be the fruit of an intelligence that is

indeed far superior to man.

These significant comments were made to the Latvian-born American
journalist Henry Gris during an interview in 1981. Zigel further claimed
that he had 50,000 UFO reports on file in the computer of the Moscow
Aviation Institute, adding that from materials in his own archives he had
compiled eight volumes. Only one had been published, he said, because
the others, if released to the Soviet public, would trigger off an enormous
wave of fear and unrest throughout the entire country.

Zigel went on to claim that at least seven landings of extraterrestrial
spacecraft had occurred in the vicinity of Moscow between June 1977 and
September 1979. He believed that there are three basic categories of UFO
occupant: spacemen, the least frequently observed, who are very tall beings,
3 metres or so in height; humanoids, who are in general so similar to us in
height and in many other respects that they could most probably mingle
here undetected; and what Zigel called aliens, who are around 1 metre in
height and, although resembling us in some respects, pOSSEss relatively
large heads with no trace of hair, protruding eyes set far apart, wrinkled
faces, and a pair of large nostrils by way of a nose.

In addition to these categories of what he termed ‘flesh-and-blood
extraterrestrials’ Zigel stated that the spacecraft carry crews of robots or
androids which possess the ability to disappear and reappear at will and,
not being subject to the physical laws of our planet, seem to be

‘deliberately constructed in order to confound all our notions of space,

matter, time and dimensions’.*

My own findings, from over thirty-five years’ research worldwide,
correspond with those of Zigel.

Dramatic Events at Baikonur

bom.&mm to Henry Gris, scientists Dr Alexei Zolotov and Dr Vladimir

i Azhazha told him that two UFOs hovered over the Baikonur Space Centre,

Kazakhstan, for fourteen seconds on 1 June 1982, one directly above

launch pad no. 1. The following day bolts and rivets were found which

SN ey oy,
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allegedly had been ‘sucked out’ of the support towers, causing in_m&//

sections to come apart. The other UFO reportedly hovered over a housing
complex, knocking out thousands of panes of glass, or making fine holes
in them. As a consequence, the entire cosmodrome was said to have been
put out of action for at least two weeks.

This story was confirmed to Gordon Creighton by Henry Gris, who
added that even UFO sceptic James Oberg of NASA had admitted to him
that the base had indeed been out of commission during the period in
question, and apparently could find no explanation for it.*®

Commission for the Investigation of Anomalous Atmospheric Phenomena

By the beginning of 1983 the Russians were once again admitting that

UFOs were a serious subject. An article in Sovietskaya Kultura of 6 ¢

January stated that the existence of UFOs should not be ruled out, and
revealed that a Soviet Air Force pilot had had an encounter with one in
1981. The article said that there were still many unexplained phenomena
behind the reports, and urged scientists to collate as much information as
possible.*’ |

In February 1984 the Commission for the Investigation of Anomalous
Atmospheric Phenomena was established in Moscow, although its official
announcement in the West was delayed until May. Affiliated to the
Committee for the Protection of Natural Environment of the All-Union
Council of Scientific Technical Societies, the new commission was headed
by the distinguished former cosmonaut Pavel Popovich. Popovich told the
trade-union newspaper Trud (Labour) that there had been hundreds of
UFO reports each year in the Soviet Union, and that most could be
explained away. But scientists had been disturbed by events in Gorky, 250
miles from Moscow, the previous year, which defied rational analysis.

On the evening of 27 March 1983 air traffic controllers at Gorky
Airport had observed a steel-grey cigar-shaped object flying towards them
which failed to respond to radio contact. 1t was about the size of a
conventional aircraft but lacked wings, tail or fin, and was flying at an
altitude of 3,000 feet at a speed of up to 125 m.p.h. The object behaved
erratically, flying 45 miles to the south-east of Gorky before turning to
head back to the airport, finally vanishing 25 miles to the north of the city.
Popovich added that the new commission was taking this report very

seriously, since the sighting had been made by reliable and well-trained

aviation experts who had given precise and scientific observations, and
who had tracked the UFO on radar for forty minutes. |

- e At T
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are, if we might so term it, of a far less “obtrusive” nature than GEPAN.’

In short, Dr Gille believed that GEPAN was no more than a Government-
monitored public-relations agency. The real, fundamental, research on
UFOs was done elsewhere. _

Dr Gille is convinced that the meeting presaged the demise of GEPAN
as an effective group. Commented Gordon Creighton: ‘It seems that
France’s Socio-Communists have indeed just attempted to kill off GEPAN,
since, being sensible chaps, they all know that UFOs don’t exist anyway,
and they are indeed convinced that the whole idea of the Centre was
simply a silly private fad of Giscard d’Estaing’s.”'* GEPAN has on several
occasions appeared to be on the brink of collapse: at the meeting attended
by Dr Gille, for instance, Dr Poher announced his resignation and took off
on a long cruise around the world. However, his place was taken by Alain

Esterle, and investigations continued into those cases passed on to GEPAN
by the military.

The Masters of Silence

mﬂ.:m:m Lagarde, one of France’s most effective researchers, also expressed
serious misgivings about the state of official research, believing that the
‘Open-door policy’ seemingly initiated with the establishment of GEPAN
had come to an end. Lagarde found that his requests for information and
documents from official sources were blocked at every stage, just as
elsewhere in the world. ‘We have now to face the fact thatalid. . . marked
secret, has come down on all official research,” he wrote in 1981. ‘Sighting
reports likely to be of interest to us no longer find their way to us.” The
‘Masters of Silence’, as he called them, had taken over once more.!”
Another distinguished French researcher who shares this view is the
astrophysicist Dr Pierre Guérin of the French Institute of Astrophysics and
a senior research officer in the CNRS. In 1984 | met Dr Guérin in Paris,
and over lunch we discussed the cover-up. The demise — or apparent
demise — of GEPAN was first on the agenda. ‘It’s now limited to only two
people,” said Dr Guérin, ‘Monsieur Velasco, the head - he’s not even a
scientist, he’s an engineer — and his secretary. That is all” GEPAN, he
confirmed, was under the acgis of the CNES, which itself was under the
direction of a scientific committee which was not well-disposed towards
the subject.
One of the main problems, Dr Guérin explained to me, is that the

majority of scientists reject UFOs because they simply do not fit into a
current scientific framework:

_ and there have been thousands — carcasses of animals, usually cat

France

In science there is no proof of any phenomenon if no scie
model for it exists. The observation of the facts is not the a
fact! We have the testimonial proof, but not the scientific p
Scientists are not only embarrassed by UFOs: they’re fu
because they don’t understand them. There is no possibili
explaining them in three-dimensional space-time physics.

‘What about the more reliable reports of actual recovered
asked, knowing that Dr Guérin had published some positive state
this controversial aspect of the phenomenon. ‘Even if there are cr:
replied carefully, ‘scientists wouldn’t understand the propulsior
The idea that a scientific secret exists is false, I'm certain. I don’
that a small group has material proof, but they do have evidence
had proof, other countries would have learned about it. I am co
convinced that nobody has the fundamental explanation.’

I then asked him what hypothesis for the origin of U
explained the facts. He replied that the extraterrestrial hypothesis
not proven, is the most economic explanation, considering
evolution of life in the universe can lead to other advanced forms

As Dr Gueérin tucked into his steak, I raised the question of the
animal mutilations that have proliferated in the United St
elsewhere (including France) since 1967. In these disturbing ing

been found in remote areas with vital organs missing: eyes,
udders, sexual organs and rectal area removed with surgical prec
many cases blood is completely drained from the animal, with 1
on the surrounding ground. While satanic cults and natural p
might have been responsible for some of these mutilations, thi
been numerous occasions when mysterious helicopters, lights an
have been observed at the scene, whose source has never been i
see my book Alien Liaison). “The testimonial facts are always doub
Guérin answered, ‘but the material facts, independent of the witne
the case of the mutilations — are of a superior degree than tes
evidence.’'® |

Dr Guérin was somewhat guarded in his answers to my Qf
Scientists are mindful of their reputations, especially when the s\
UFOs crops up, and I am sure he was bothered about being mi
But in published articles he has been more forthcoming - courage

‘Unless you are in the know,” he wrote in 1982, ‘and are priy
very highest level to the secrets of the military intelligence servic
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A Landing Case Investigated by Intelligence Specialists

The following year another disturbing encounter, reported by a reservist
with the Cuban Army, led Fidel Castro to ask Soviet intelligence specialists
to conduct extensive investigations. Reported in detail by Jacques Vallée in
his book UFO Chronicles of the Soviet Union, the following is a synopsis of
this extraordinary case. _
Shortly after midnight on 14 June 1968, several bursts of machine-gun
fire were heard coming from a location in the vicinity of Cabaiias, where
Isidro Puentes Ventura was on guard duty. At dawn, Puentes was found
unconscious by an Army patrol and taken to a hospital in Pinar del Rio,
where he remained in shock and unable to speak for six days. Removed to
the neurological ward at the Naval Hospital in Havana, Puentes aﬂwj
k for;

\y - diagnosed to be suffering from emotional trauma, remaining in shoc

another week. /

At the site where Puentes had been posted, Cuban and moin]

intelligence investigators found forty-eight spent cartridges and four-
teen bullets apparently flattened by impact, as well as equally spaced
indentations in the ground, indicating that a heavy device had landed.

sy Tests revealed that the soil had been exposed to a high degree of
heat.

When Puentes recovered consciousness, he reported that he had come
to within 150 feet of a brilliant round object on the ground, with a dome
and several ‘antennas’ on top. Convinced that the device was an American *
helicopter, Puentes fired about forty rounds at it. The craft turned orange

~and emitted a strong whistling sound — Puentes’ last recollection before
losing consciousness.

Soviet intelligence specialists subjected Puentes to a fifty-hour
interrogation, after which he was examined by a team of psychiatrists and
put through fifteen hypnosis sessions. As Vallée reports, no contradictions
were found in his story.”®

South Africa

Like other air forces around the world, the South African Air Force takes
UFOs seriously. In 1953 a Defence Headquarters spokesman in Pretoria
revealed that there had been some reliable sightings by SAAF officers, and
added: ‘There is now a regular exchange of information between our Air
Force and the Royal Air Force. Reports have also been referred to military
intelligence.””® In 1955 the Air Chief of Staff admitted that the South
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African Department of Defence classified official information
subject as ‘Top Secret — Not to be Divulged’.? |
During a visit to South Africa in 1981, I learned from a defenc
about a tragic case, felt to be UFO-related, which invol
disappearance of two SAAF pilots and their aircraft. On 18 June ]
two pilots, both with fifteen years and 7,000 hours flying exp
disappeared 40 miles north-west of Ludoritz, together with their
built Mirage F1CZ jets. The last radio contact was at 10.48 hours
about 11.15 the planes simply vanished from the radar screens
evident that the pilots were frantically trying to communicate wi
the radio call button was being pressed but no transmission ¢

heard.
A simple accident - perhaps a collision? Both planes were e

* with standard life gear. A Navy ship was in the area within an hoy

helicopter within two hours. Weather conditions were moom..
altocumulus at 25,000 feet and high cirrus at 45-50,000 feet — the
at which the planes were flying. No trace was ever found of ei
pilots or the aircraft.

Zimbabwe

At 17.45 on 22 July 1985 two Hawk jets of the Air Force of Zimbab
scrambled from Thornhill Air Base, following sightings of an uniq
aerial object from Bulawayo and five other urban centres in the
province of Matabeleland South. The object was seen from the
tower at Bulawayo Airport and tracked on radar. “This was no |
UFO,’ said Air Marshal Azim Daudpota. ‘Scores of people saw it. I
illusion, no deception, no imagination.’

The object was described by trained observers at Bulawayo Al
rounded, with a short cone above it. It shone very brightly in the af
sky and was difficult to see distinctly. The British-built Hawks
above Bulawayo to find the UFO hovering at about 7,000 fee
suddenly accelerated to a height of 70,000 feet in less than a min
Hawks levelled off at 31,000 feet then returned to Thornhill, w
object was seen for a few moments before disappearing horizo
high speed.**** .

Air Commodore David Thorne, Director General of Operatu
me that the UFO appeared to follow the Hawks back
Unfortunately no gun-camera footage was taken, as the jets
carrying film at the time, he explained. ‘This is the first sig
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From: Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,,\ Arsian Qéf
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, R
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

Coupar Angus, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Tayside. Date
Secion 40__ iy october 1997

1. I am writing with reference to your recent report of an
unexplained aerial sighting which you observed on 5 October 1997.
The details of your report have been passed from RAF Leuchars to
this office as we are the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to "unidentified flying
objects".

p. First perhaps it would be useful if I were to explain the
MOD's interest with respect to reports of “unidentified flying
objects". The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of "UFOs"

it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have

some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence

that the UK Air Defence Region might have been compromised by
- hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so. :

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 5 October
in Scotland, and we are satisfied that there is no corroborating
evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's airspace was
breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

Nows Snaly,

Ropovk: aldow
o2 px F

QNC . \9\ .
— 2
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Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB |

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

Palmers Green, D/Sec(AS)/64/3
North London. Date

\L*October 1997

w

1. I am writing with reference to your message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone in which you reported an
"unidentified flying object" seen on 5 October 1997. This office
is the focal point  within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature.

2 .« First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to vyour particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 5 October
in or around London, and we are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
alrspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

buwlZ ptf

onC . 152 .
—

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, e

| ’ q ” =.;‘z¥§
From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245, /
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From'_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245 (‘L‘S

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,

{
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB M‘P»‘:
Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference 6
D/Sec(AS 4/3
Stranraer, 04; ( )/ /

Dumfries & Galloway. \W_October 1997

o

dis I am writing with reference to vyour recent report of an
unexplained aerial sighting which you observed on 7 October 1997.
The details of your report have been passed from the Community
Relations Office in Dumfries to this office as we are the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating
to "unidentified flying objects".

2. First perhaps it would be useful if I were to explain the.
MOD's interest with respect to reports of “"unidentified flying

objects"., The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of "UFOs"
it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence
that the UK Air Defence Region might have been compromised by
hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 7 October
in Scotland, and we are satisfied that there is no corroborating
evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's airspace was
breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

Nowrs SWaray | Pagordc nald on
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From: SECISUGUIN Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 324;_5,‘*-1

o

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE S5

i e AT e

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

T e

Your reference

— _ Qur reference
Lossiemouth, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Morayshire. Date

Ol October 1997

1s Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Secretary
of State for Defence regarding extraterrestrial life. Your letter
has been passed to this office which is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature. I have been
asked to reply.

& e First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4, 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 1lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.
Nows  Sinavay,




e your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date

. public and prowde statistics (which may be based on a valid sample) of

 the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be
~ performed thmughout the year SR

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT L
: T 001525 R
C/'() L | RefNo_____ /1997

~=700T 1997

Date

= _  The Secretar of State/M-}mster"has recelved the attached letter
~ from a member of the pubhc It has not been acknowledged by this
. offlce ~

. Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned All |
~ Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,

~ of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an
_mterim reply should be sent w1th1n the same tnnescale -

. A new Open Government Code of Pract1ce on Access to |
" Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies
| to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set
~ outin the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained
- in DCI(Gen) 48/97; further mformatmn is avallable from DOMD on
— extensmn_ | |

~ Under the Clttzens Charter Departments are now required to keep
records 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

its perfermance in prov1d1ng rephes within their pubhshed targets.

‘As part of our memtormg procedure, random spnt checks on

_ . MIMSTRYOF D{:r} gCt_ |
B MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UN! Sec (AS) | ;‘"

~ MB6140 EXT npoes
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._ | | 001625
Morai
Dear Sir/madam,

As part of our Scottish 4th year R.E module we have
'been asked to complete an investigation on contemporary issues. We
~have chogen to complete ours on extraterrestrial life. We would be
very interested in any views you have on the matter. We would be
especially interested in any information on the so-called phenomenon
which has happened in the last five to ten years with UFO s;ghtlngs
rising twenty fold in the UK.

‘Yours in anticipation,
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From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245#?

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Great Clacton,

Essex. ' Date

v

1. Thank you for your letter of 12 September to

and your letters of 27 July and 12 September to the Prime
Minister. All three letters concerned the alleged incident at
Rendlesham Forest in 1980. I have been asked to reply.

2.. In _ letter to you dated 28 August, the

Ministry of Defence's position regarding the Rendlesham Forest
incident was explained, as was the MOD's general stance on "UFO"
matters. However, I feel it is worth reiterating that the Royal
Air Force is respon51ble for ensurlng that the 1ntegr1ty of the
United Kingdom Air Defence Region is maintained and it is the role
of the RAF to ensure that no hostile or unauthorized aircraft
enter UK airspace. As such, the UK Air Defence Region is
continually policed to ensure that no aircraft which might
represent a threat to the security of this country enters our
airspace.

3. In the context of our responsibilities for ensuring the
effective defences of the United Kingdom, the MOD and HM Forces
remain vigilant for any signs of activity which might be of
defence significance, from whatever source. This is why the MOD
has a focal/co-ordination point which 1looks at reports of
"unexplained" aerial sightings. However, if no threat is
discerned, as has been the case in all reported "UFO" sightings to
date, we do not seek to determine the precise nature of every
seemingly inexplicable sight in the sky. In line with our defence
responsibilities we are neither under remit, nor are we resourced,
to undertake such tasks.

4, The MOD does not study or research "UFOs" and this office,

which forms part of an RAF Secretariat Branch, is not constituted
as a "UFO" information bureau.

ours Sinanly,

. _ ;\fQ
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'PRIME MINISTER’S
CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

[Mail for the previous two months is arriving at the
Ministers’ Correspondence Unit.

Branches are to reply within 20 working davs
~ from the date of our cover note.

Nol0 are attempting to rectify their problem.

Unless specrfrcally asked to do S0, there 1s no need for you to copy your °
- replies to this office.

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force i 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

DCIi Geni 48/97; further information i is available fr_om DOMD on extensmn

Under the Cltlzens 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 Practlce
- including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply.
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 cor respondence will be perfam;;,ed
‘throughout the year. | 3
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Eemex, . 001564

The Prime Ministerx
The Rt Hon Anthony Blair, 1=Z/O9/97.

A

WYWhilst you were on holiday, I sent you a
letter, re The Rendelsham Forest incident during
December 1980. As yet I have not recelived a xreply
from your department. I should very much like to
hear your wviews on this very important matter.

X would respectfully remind younofa
statement you made prior to the election, that you
wwrould malke it possible for information to be
readily awvailable to members of the public.

I look forward to receiving a reply from
You.

Sincerly, | PRIME MINISTSR 5

i

CORRESPONDENCE $RETION

Please srrange fme | REBPLY
b Wwﬂ&. Wffice
within TW

Chairmman. EEU.F.O.R.G.
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~ MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

S&CAS) L ., e Ref Nb0 1488 /1997

Date__ 29 SEP 1377

| The attached letter(s) whlch the Prime Minister has received has been
~ forwarded to this Department for off1c1al action. No 10's letter codes are as
- follows: T AL

) ; A - The letter has been acknt)wledged by No. 10 Please
- send a full reply within 20 workmg days |

- B - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10. Please -
~ consider whether there is anything which can usefully
be sald to the correspondent and action accordmgly

5 C - No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case,
| . however, it is obviously important that both an
| 'acknowledgement and a full reply are sent

Unless specifically asked to do so. there is no need for you to copy your |
- replies to this office. £

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force in January 1997.
~ All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set
_out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

B ' Iii "I"ii I iiii7 further mformatlon 1S ava:lable from DOMD on extension

Under the Citizens' Charter Departments are now requlred 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 Practlce

_including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply.

~ 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 ona
| ‘vahd sample) of its performance in provadmg rephes w1th1n their pubhshed targets

~As part of our monitoring precedure, random spot checks on the
-accuracy of your branch records on coi respondence will be perfermed _ .
thmughmlt the year. | | - MINISTRY oF CPFENCE

SEC( i5‘3)2
30 SEP 1ayg/

~ MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNI
- ~ MB 6140 EXT

[FIE
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eparinient

reply

, . | A L0 /4//
Dm/%/gkam /{/M‘%a/f—rj ,Z{/g Sl /:A/Z{?« ///;

Could a question be put before the House of
Commons re the subject of Unidentifed Flying Objectss,
and the Rendelsham Forest incident.Xt has now been
sixteen years since the inciden: » Ywith mo information
forth coming from any authority re this affax. Members
of the public feel that they should know what is Soing on,
and the results of any investigations into the
Rendelsham Forest incident. ~

Twwo M. s the Iate Rt Hon Martin Redmond
M.P and the Rt Hon Ienan Wyn Jones M. P, to vy
Eknowledge have raised questions in the House to no

X reproduce documents beloww that are in
exisistence, re the Rendelsham Forest incident.

hedea b D L L T2 X 2 T Y WP Gy L D L T T ¥ P Py

Subject: Unexplained Ldghts.
TO: RAF/CC.

In the early hours of Z7th December 1980,
(approximately 03.00 ) two USAE security police
pPatrolmen saw unusaual lights outside the back Zate
(East Gate) at R.A.F.Woodbridge.

They called for permimssion to o outside the gate
to investigate the lightss. They were given permission
and three patrolmen proceed into the forest. They hear
strange noises, like a woman screaming. The
individuals reported meeing a strange slowing object in

and Triangular» in shape, approximately two to three
meters across the base and approximately two meters
high. It illauminated the forest with a white light. 'The
object itself had o Pulsating red light on the top and
banks of blue lights underneath . The object was
hovering or on legs. As the patrolmen approached the
object, it manoceuavred through the trees and
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[

N diqappeared. At this time the animals on o nearby farm
went into a frenzy.

Later in the night a red sun-like Hght wwas seen
through the trees. It mowved about and pulsated. At one
point it appeared to throw off slowing particles and then
broke into five meparate white objects and then
disappeaxed. Inmmediately thereafter, three staxr-like
objects were noticed in the slky, tswo objects to the north
and one to the south, all of which were about 10 degres
off the horizon. The objects mowved rapidly in sharp
angular movements and displayed red,green and bluae
Hghts. The objects to the north appeared to be elliptical
through an S-12 power lens. They then turned full
circles. The objects to the north remained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was wvisible for
twro or three hours and beamed down a stream of light
from time to time. Nuumerous individaals, inclunding the
undersigned, witnessed the activities in pParagraphs
abowe.

(Signed)

CHARILES I HAL/T, Lt Col, USAF.
Peputy Base Commandexr.

A13th January 19S32.

....".........-...-.‘.’...---

The abowe is a document sent to the Ministry of
Defence, by Lit Col C.Halt. USAF.

Despite the official silence..reporters
discowvered that the Object was tracked on radar by
R.A . F.Watton, 50 miles from where it landed.

Col C.Halt discussed the above incident with
Sqan Leader D.Moreland.R.A . F aftexr the incident.

'The following statement is from a USAE
security patrolman Larrey Warren who was based on
RAF Bentwalters at the time and was ordered into the
forest......Quote...

The first thought to penetrate USAF Security
Patrolman Larry Warren’s brain as he saw Britain’s

something from Star Wars. The machine that landed
silently in a forest in an explosion of red light looked




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

: ’ lilr:e” the spacehip from the movwvie”.”It appeared to have a

triangular shape and was COW wwith pipes and wvalves
and things. It was about 20 feet across the bottom writh
sloping sides up to the top 12 £t to 151t high...certainky oig
enocugh to handle people”.

The USAF Ailrman was orderedinto a Jeep in
the early hours of 27th December 19S0, at RAE
Bentwaters,Suffollk, where he was asecurity guard.

The jeep drowve in conwoy towards nearby RAF
Woodbridge, then pulled ap on the edge of lonely
Tangham Wood.¥We were all told to hand in our
weapons.Then we took lights into the Woods. Amaring
things seemed to happen even then.X noticed animals
running in panic from the forest. Fuel gauges on the
wehicles registered empty when we knew they were full.
As wwe approached a clearing we conld see some wery
bright lights. We were a bit shoolk up to come across a U.S
medic treating one of our security police who appeared
to be broken down and was crying.

“T'he clearmgwasfullofmandﬁm
security people...about 200 of then. Sewveral mowvie
cameras had been set up and choppers were flying
abowe”.

“Then we saw an object. It appeared to be
resting on the ground and looked lilkke agiant aspirin. Xt
was transparent. We were in awe, never having seen
anything like this. Nearby, there was an airmman
carrying a radio.Suddenly we heard a chopper pilot
telling him: ‘Here it comes’”.

“We looked up and saw a red ball of light coming
towards us from ower the trees. In the distance, it looked
about 100 £t, high and appeared tobe coming in to land.
It came down right over the transparent on the ground.
There was no sound at all.

‘“We were all mesmerized. All of o sudden, the
red light exploded. The place was filled with an
explosion of all kinds of colouars.We were blinded. When
the colours died down, we looked again, and there was a
machine on the ground.

“A Captain motioned us to approach the ahip.
We walked ap close enough to touch it. Xt was giwving off a
metallic bluish light. There were about three groups of
four security men each circling the thing.X could see cour
shadows on the craft’s we walked, they mowved.

“Eut when we stopped, the shadows seemed to
take another pace.It was weird. Suddenlty a green gt
came on at the top of the spaceahip.t mowved down the
side of the cxraft until it reached our heads then bounced
from one to the other along the side. Just like the ball
bounces in a wvideo same.

“Then I realized the wvehicle was
inhabited. There were beings aboard. X didn’t see them
because I was on the other side of the craft. But others
did. They said there were three, and they were ww
milver suits.X had a strange feeling and seemed to black
out.

“The next thing I knew, it was 085.00, and X was
waking ap, Iyving half across my bunk.X still had my
uniform on and was mp to my knees in mud.
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.- “To this day, X don’t knowr howr X gtot back to the
barracks, or what happened after I saw the sreen lHght
bounce off our shadows. My »oommate said X'd been
brought into the room by some people—he didn’t knoww
who—and just dumped me on the bed.

“Later that day, myself and some of the guys
who had been at the field were given the once-over with o

“We were all called to the base security office at
Bentwaters and told what we had seen had been
classified top secret. Several ciwvilians were doing all the
talking. We took them for CIA. . They said if we ever told
the story, no one would beleive as. One guy added that if
we did tallk, then bullets were cheap.

“L.ooking back, the one thing that bothers me is
that the officers and civilians Present seemed to know
all about it—- they weren’t all that surprised. End of
quote....

This USAF Airman also states that he was
taken to an underground base, within the Bentwaters
base. Being taken underground by an elevator . Where
he noticed craft similar to that seen in Rendelshan
Forest.

He also states that in this underground base, far
below the surface.He was told to sit in front of a large
screen, where upon a voice commmunicated telepathically
with him. e was told that the being was from a place X
would never understand.It was not from my reality. Xt
went on to say that X was far below the aixr bases. The
installations contained many of it’s kind, along with
human support personnel. The facility had been there
since the 1940’s and expanded in the Iate 1960°s.

The woice went on to inform him that there
wWeremany civilizations from off this earth existing
here, and that they were intimate wwith the
U.S, USSR, UK and Japanese govwvernmentss.

Another document to hand is as follows:-

V. H.EYES ‘E’°

MINISTRY  OF DEFENCE.
Main Building,

Whitehall,

LondonSWYWI1A 2HE.

BE@ACEMN ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

December 29/30.1980.

Interestingly, OSI reports that the entities were
approximately one and a half meters tall, wore what
appeared to be nylon-coated Pressure suites, bat no
helmets. Conditions on the night were misty, siving the
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NSA since 1975 (See attached - Flag A)

According to OSX, entities had claw-like hands
wwith three digits and an opposable thumb.

Despite original reports, OSI said the craft was
not damaged but landed deliberately as partofa series of
wisits to SAC bases in the USA and Europe. Reports that
craft was repaired by US servicemen or was taken on to
the base are not confirmed by OSX.

One of the reasons for the lights seen in
Rendelsham Forest on the nights i IDecember 19S0.
was, that it was the Lighthouse at Orfoxrd Ness. I hawve to
disagreewiththistheory. I hawve stood at the East Gate
of RAF Woodbridge and you cannot see the beams of
light shining through the forest from the Hghthouse.

Does the govermment/ Ministry of Defence
realise that to this day, there are objects being seen in
and around Rendelsham Forest. X list just threce Cases:

Bcoceeeeseev.. Four witnesmses walking in Rendelshamm Forest
at 21.30, observed a large white Sphere of light,
howvering approximately 10 feet abowe the forest, aftex
watching this light for approximately ome minute it
mowved to the left approximately 15/20 foot, stopped,
then returned to its original position,it again stopped,
then started to change colour from White to Yellow to
Orange to Red, then at terrific speed shot off to the left

and disappeared.

B....eeece.. Five witnesses in Rendelsham Forest at O02.30,
wrere amazed to see directly abowe them a large
Mushroom shaped object,dull white in colouar, this object
changed shape from a Mushroom to an Owal to
Triangle toa BallthenbacktoaMunhmom.Whﬂstthin
was happening, hundreds of small red and white lights
were darting in and out of the forest, from ground lewel
to abowe tree height, this display lasted for over one
hour.
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 C.enaeeeec Twelve witnesses watched as a Triangle of ‘
lights,1 red,l1 green,l whi > all triangular in shape, in=a
triangulr patteren, moved in and out of the trees at
Rendelsham Forest, at ground level this incident lasted
for a good twenty minutes when they disappeared.

Decoeaeeeeeee. O numerous occasions Spheres of Red.. White
and Orange light have been observed howvering ox
mowing abowve Rendelsham Fo: This is just a few of
the many sightings of strange objects seen at
Rendelsham Forest during 96 /9°7.

. Could X please have your comments re the two
Printed documents. 1. Col Halts letter, 2. Ministry of
Defence letter UK EYES ‘B’, also the statement by a

USAF Airmman.
=. Now that the book ‘Left at East Gate’ has been

wrill the British gow , ent admit that it happened?

3. Ithink itis about time the truth abouat the

incident in Rendelsham Forest wwas released?

<%, X feel that it is about time the Br-itisi

gowvernment admitted that U.F.Os do exsist and that they

are wvisiting the EBritish Isle’s? _

S. meoualsoadmitthatthereisam

underground base beneith Bentwaters base also at other

sites around the Countxry?

. Why do the Ministry of Defence still state that

they hawve no documents re the Rendelshamnm Forest

incident,when the Freedom of Information Act in the
-S.A has produced the Halt Document?.

7. WWhat is the British governmnment doing about the

Flying Triangle that is now Penetrating our skym

wisiting Military bases, Nuclear Power Sitations and

Nuclear sites?

S, WWill the Ministry of Defence admit that the

Flying Triangle is not of Earth oxrigin?

. Can you expand upon the ramours about the

PHOENIX AGGREMENT?

I hawve a pettition of 102 People who would 1ikke
to know the answers to the abowe letter.

: X awailt yoar reply.
Section 40

Chairman.
EOU.F -OOROG-
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U.F.O.

ESSEX U.F.O. RESEARCH
GROUP.

Grreat Clacton,

Essexi
Slcectiondo] |

Your Ref:D/Sec(AB)/64/3.

Dea BRI  1=/5/o7.

Thanikyou for your letter of the 268th
Aungust 1997,

X am extremley wvexed that you hawve
excluded a reponse to my enguiries regarding the
documents of:-

-Col Halt USAF, document to the RAX/CC,
Unexplained Lights.

2. The document ‘UK Eyes ‘B’.

3.. The statement by a USAF Security
Policeman.Larry Warren.

.. NoOo answer to any of the nine gquestions that
I asked you at the end of my letter which X state

again in case you have misplaced may original
letter of 2'7th July 1997.

With regard to your reply, paragraph 4, X
should be grateful if you would forward me a copy
of the substantiated evidence that was gathered,
as well as a copy of the original assessment.

I mnoww list the guestions that X originaly
asked you.

. Could I please have your comments re the
two printed documents. A..Col Halts letter to the
RAF/CC.B.M.O.D letter UK EYES ‘B’.. and

C.. The statement by a USAF Police Patrolmman.

=. Now that the book ‘Left at East Gate’ has been
published, and members of the USAF hawve
admitted that an incident (UFO) took plaoa

..-,;;,-,.‘
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A L]
Rendelshanm Forest, will the British Government
adxmit that it happened?

3. I think it is about time that the truth about the
incident in Rendelsham Forest was released.

<. X feel that it is about time the British
Government admitted that U.F.O=s, do exsist and
that they are wisiting the British Isle’s?

5. Will you also admit that there is a vast
underground base beneith RAF Bentwaters?

6. WYWhydo The M.O.D still state that they have
no documents re thw Rendelshanm Forest
incident, when the Freedom of Informmation Act
in the U.S.A has produced the Halt Docuament?

i (8 What is the British Government doing about

the Flying T'riangle that is now penetrating oar
sixys, wisiting Military Bases, Nuclear Power
Sitations and other Nuclear sites?

S. Willthe MM.O.D admit that the Flying Triangle
in mot of Earth origin?

O. Can you expand upon the rumours about the
PHOENIX AGGREMENIT?

I look forward to your reply.

Chairnman E.U.F.O.R.G.
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From: _Secretanat(Aw Staff)2a1a, Room 8245 M\'f‘<

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
- D/Sec{AS)/64/3
Elgin, Date

Moraishire. 8 October 1997

1. I am writing with reference to your message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone in which you asked for
information on "UFOs" for your school project. This office is the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to "UFOs".

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

i Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. 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 1lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open—-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

YOS Snearay,

RETURNED
by Ky 14y
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From: _ Secretariat{ Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

foo R

Your reference

Our reference
. D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Elgin, Date

_Morayshire. g October 1997

o

1. I am writing with reference to your message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone 1in which vyou asked for
information on "UFOs" for your school project. This office is the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to "UFOs".

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. 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 we remain
totally open—-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

Youis sinearay,

RETURNED

\.
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From:_Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

o BN

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

Swadlincote ' 7 October 1997

South Derbyshire

1.
which has been placed on a Departmental file.

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of 26th August 1997,

Yours sincerely,
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CHQ And Th
'UF0 Cover U

Category: Independent Report

Author: Robin D Cole

Price: £3.95 plus 40p postage

RE‘"EW Robin Co'le has.pre§entf:d this report after
s years of investigation into Government

Communications HQ, a massive official

" R

Y

QBRI department based in his home town of Cheltenham.

Cole mentions one case in particular — a muitiple witnessed UFO sighting which occurred in
the Wash on 5th October 1996. Cole has information from inside sources that two Senior
Civil Servants were summoned to GCHQ in the middle of the night in response to these same
UFO reports over the Wash. Upon their arrival, the two men were briefed on the situation,
and an investigation ensued. They finally concluded that the event involved an Unidentified
Flying Object. The MoD's public response denied that a UFO was involved.

The report contains further sensitive information which will doubtless raise some eyebrows

in the corridors of power and add to the growing evidence that the British military know
more than they are letting on about the topic

of UFOs. Copies of the report can be obtained
direct from Robin Cole, The Flat, Sheldon,
Battledown Approach, Cheltenham, Glos,
GL52 6RA.

Rating: €¢9¢¢
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inside and outside), ar
pilots it.lt also t s y¢
to understand langqf
aliens have for us; the

Area 51; and exactly
Be prepared for a few s’

hot enough, there's ar
alien!

Buyitben

Send £8.50 (postage and packin
Domra Publications, 65 Constably

RUNNING TIME 65 Mins approx

Using breathtaking photography of Avebury. this demonstrates the wnnderful accuracy of its match to
exciting new video program uncovers the point- maps 01 Auebury, Glastonhury and Stonehenge in

by-point correspondences hetween Glastonbury, B ;;-.__;}_.:g-i_f-':-i?'-_'Snuthern England - k.
Stonehenge. Giza and Mars. Revealing forthe I this dynamic presentation David Percy utilises -
first time how the layout of the Cydonia cnmplex - computer animation, iugethpr_ with new, heautlfully f

corresponds precisely with the passages an photographed material - ":':ﬁmcmdmg impressive - |
chambers inside the Great Pyramld -aerial foolage of the Avebury landscape ~to graph
This essential update features the lat_ast enhan- ically illustrate, detail-hy-detail, the remarkable }

ced images of the Cydania reg"’“ correspondences between [ars and Earth
p73 95 post pard Order from -a-"BBEJalIST Knowledae Services 20 Paul Strest Frame Soimerce
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Do we now have proof of
a mllltarv llFﬂ cnver -up?

JREIE has
managed tn get the
Ministry of Defence o0
unwittingly admit that
they knew the
whenreahouts of UF0 files
which were previously
listed as missing.

he following information may

or Lrivial so it must be clearly
pointed out that the reasons for
providing this information are simple. The
Mol) states that there 1s no cover-up over
UFO information and also that there have
heen no secrel or covert departments
imvesligaling UFOs.
" This we have managed to disprove
along with uncovering a policy of
~downplaving the UFO subject. The story
gels even more interesting when you learn
thal, after we found oul these facts inia
MoD file, the MoD removed the
incriminating file from public view. This
file mplicated Provost & Security Services
(hascd at RAF Rudloe Manor}, which is a
departnient that [have Bicen researching
for some years, and 1 believe has been
investigaling the UFO phenomena - a
point which they deny.
[ have supplied snippets from the
origimal government documents which
hack up the claims we are making. [t

anyone wishes to get hold of copies of the

original docutnents they can do so by
visiting the Public Records Otfice in Kew,
London where the files can be booked out

dl]d P hotowpm d.

The Thirty-Year Rllll!

File number AIR 216918 provides the
best evidence to show Lhat in the 1960's
there were no fewer than seven secrel
government departments within the
Ministry of Defence that were
investigating UFOs.

Former UFO public office investigator
Nick Pope claimed that in his experience
there were no other departments
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to the uninitiated seem complex

MINISTRY OF (
Marn Buikding, Whizehatl, Loxpox &
Felephone ; wiliichall J02E, L

R June 1905

the subjsct of UF0s and to avold attaching undue
Ae a result, we have never had Bny eerioun politieal
an Froject Blue Bock, Indeed,
{n the 148t 5 or 6 years, and

Cur poliey is to play down

attention or publicity to it.
pressure to mount a laree-scnle invantigation such

the matter has besn ratsed only once in farliament
then only in a perfunctory ways

investigating UFOs. We have a problem
with this stalement in light of new files
which show otherwise. Could ittbe thal
Nick Pope, in his low ranking position
of Lxecutive Officer (an entry level
g,mde) was not aware of these '
metmmts or is he SImplv LOVLIIHU

them up? :

When quc‘;homd \hd\ Pope
assured me that he did not know of
these departments when he was
working in the MeD and had no
dealings with them. 2T

When Lesmu.hmg_, LEQ files VOuL
encounters the thirly-year rule
problem. This means that any
information which is rdeaaed“
through official @lmnnels 1¥'stibject
to a thn"tv Vtéu %fﬂ*thno rule
(sometimes 10]1%6 r). Meaning that
by the time the files reach the
general puth the departments
which dmlt with the infor) me '
have pmbahly closed dpwn’o
had their names; e, so we _'
cannet find-out their current
their records, or

status, che
even tiake complaints.

The departiments clearly
pamed within the file have no
ether documentation or
#eferences within the Public
Records Offie® Consequently
we suspect that this file was
Eprobably not meant to reach
'{he Public Records Office. Are
we going a bit far in stating
his? Perhayps ot when you -
fearn that after researchers
exposed the file it was then
moved from view at the
Public Records Office and
Qn}g returned after
iquw’uons were raised in the
HOUbt Of Commons by the
Rt Hon [euan Wyn Jones,
MP"’[‘OI" Anglesey North.
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The Ex-File
It Deguty Srovest Marsiel

. - . o ) F Rendquarters Provost ¢ decurtty LR 53/C18
I'he confirmed departments involved in Sor~Tons {intton 7 nion) e
Govarmment Buliding,

LIFO mvestigation that we know of in the ol L

19607s are:

*AMOC (Air Ministries Operations Cenlre) o L3 ;

*AIS (Alr Information Service) HERIRIE L it yes raon wmoman

stele 1 dnch to 1 nila {19%90)

*Al(Tech)4a (Air Intelligence Technical 4a) S G (bt rravieed By B yealy CUISINOR fradi @137 4.l

* Al(Teel}5b (Air Intelligence Technical 5b) Tt ety e
AL (AIr Intelligence 1)

: Lo Ho DSATTY BGY. Jfrhl, . ., esljuactars Trovest snd Teuriby 3sreloes 0.,
*DSTI (Department of Scientific and WCLATLG KGRI
& b ¢ 2 3 2+ ltbar s8dressed b f, /b, FITOR froe MUAC. s FIT‘I':UI, :;\KI'LLI'( ;K)D Frav,
o 4 » R ' y € night, v
lechmical telligence) _ T AT, i &.:’E“tm..”“"‘ﬁg.&?.: =;=f"°;*rr3§“- o
I3 T 5 . Commnir €. . £IRBN, LG, B.F.C., 0.6, Figing ¥ing R.A.F. CHIVREON,
* DDI-Tech (Department of Defence e
PETET Y

He KRILLES Ef vARE Jles & miles Dousth Geat of TAURTST snd fe in e Iadrly
iwolnted position,

Intelligence Technical)
* Public departments mvestigating UFQs,

by RIS AR R, wged 16, auld Apjendix “B, thet on 10th Auguat, 1962
= > . o betwean 10,30 pon, ond 19,55 p.u. abe apened the window of m bﬂ\'lml‘:::p i
who were m fact S[[I]]_)h; I’ttt‘l“ wrilers. L‘::&;s ;lm"mm ;:"'::’;"' °;£.ﬁ-":f‘l¢m: kil le il i
' I her d t o T iy e 1 e kR e 2o il
T CSC i ¢ i & 5 Are Py of Binawulsts.
rl ”nt“]g t ]kht Ot lt P 2k I LI “tS dl s E & :‘: :\:X:Mnnﬁ';;;‘::n Aghta ol. 4 aiverafs becense she had amen thess oany
A At D el Hieer acd Douid rectgiias thes temvediately. #be heurd nc sound st a3l, Ehe
" Stalt 2 and Seo. 0018 M mother eod bws of her brothars 1o Jocksd st the oblved and, oTVAT some
e R T T S, L
g vl Aviatic ; -] the matter, not or n un , 1962,
* The CAA (Civil Aviation Authorit ) shon 41 Sex the ShIash Sguin woich me PAFTINLL) Sbetieed by Fop. WU boo a1
of boveiars she compersd ths eh:m;u oml::‘n:' and mti:;'l g;::"% -
4 % b ~F 1 P by 5 - [ - Py i
has also conducted inve stigations of (he i g i ol el ol e i a B b
) savigation 1ighta but wes both red and gresn at the saae tles, the solours being
Wxed tophther an A sorarithilog ms burning and piving ofF soloursd [Lases,
Reer to and above the obJest she notived amother exestly sisilar but susller
objest, Bhs lost elght of both shjucts when the fog clesed in, The following
wight 18¢h Oetober, 3962 sho saw boih objests st 7,30 p.m,  Bhe notioed o
4liTerencs Lo the cviour of the original shjest which wes now .-Ltthu gTeen and
between a UFO and a jetliner whi ST man e L e
B ATCET X = e (> 3 Bl n 1
Jetveen a VEQ and a jetliner s e B e
A1 ey e e . % EgE 13 EA) and s mow gresrg-shite in solour, The ssoond ubhotmmnd‘
was nl'dl\ﬂ_lg, ltb tlnlﬂ *113 Pl { 80% MAG and appmered greca An solacr,  Both obJeots wers 4tLll vlaidle shet she
) - rekived ot 10, p.8s i
Manchester airport.

tra departments rumoured to be

mvestigating UFOs include D155 and

DIi64. Norton, Commander of the Fleet ({he
The files which were used for the MoDY's highest rank), that in his opinion
basis of these investigations are as there is a cover-up and UFQs are of
follows: defence significance. He states thal films
AIR 216918, AIR 16,1199, AR and evidence .of UFOs are bemg withheld
217318, AIR 20/7390, AIR - by the MoD. |

2079320, AIR 20/9321, AIR An MoD ruling from 1967 meant that

322, AIR 2 all UFO reports would be preserved in the

Public Records Office for public viewing,
because of the renewed interest in the
2/17983, PREM 11,/855. subject. However, if the Seven secrel Mol

: . departments were investigating UFOs back
ﬂf ﬂ&fellce SIglllfIBalll:e then, where are the L:lep'n"lnwﬁt files
We know from statements made relating to this? No files are avail:
to us by serving officers, former due to be released for the
serving officers and officials is as if they didn’t exist and etforts to find
mside the Mol), that many files out if these departments moved on to

xist which have never been have new names have proved fruitless as

eased to the public. We also this informatfon is deemed sensitive and
know from Lord Peter Hill cannot be given out to the public.

We know thal documents exist which

" ~ have not been released to the UK public

- . T «i.. because these documents have been copied

— » T - to the US Government and have been
released to US cilizens under the American

Daguty Provost Marshol )

Hasdquarters Frovost % Security N »/C‘n%/m/{;rs

Servioces {Untted Pingdom) )

Covernment Bullding,

Bromyard Avenus,

Aowﬂ; LS

ST, Jao., tCendquarters frovost and Teourity Bervises (11.7,)




Freedom of Information Act. This release
circumvented UK seereey laws. Some of
these documents show that UFO imcidents
have Laken place on UK soil, involving
American airbasces.

We also know that some of these bases
have had overflights of UFOs, which
subscquently interfered and rendered some
ol the nuciear weapons stored on the base
inoperable, eg the 1980
Woodbridge - Bentwaters incidents. The
mere fact that these weapons were stored
in a LS airbase on British seil is still
classitied top-seeret. (Proot of the nuclear
aspect of this case s available i a new
book Left At East Gate published by
Michael O'Mara books.)

I have secured my own evidenee of the
nuclear aspect at Benlwalers, by secretly
visiting Lhe site with a team of UFO
investigators, including Richard Conway

and two original witnesses. We visited the

nuclear bunkers and will be releasing this
proot’ soon.

An Unacceptable Situation

Readers should take note that the
proposals for a UK Freedom ot
(nformation act clearly state the Mol
need not take part (although it is my
understanding that some MoD - -
departments feel that they may be
included anvway ).

I feel that Uhis is an unacceptable
siluation and would personally only ..
supporl a government and military-wide
Freedom of tnformation act.

When Lhe Mol have been questioned on
the subject of UFOs they have given a
stalenent that they are of “No Detence
Significance’. Clearly the files did show
that LIFOs were of defence significance
otherwise they would not be invesligating
them at such a high level.

What we have here is clear evidence of
the Ministry
plaving down and covering up UFO

"Defence being involved in

siphtings. LUFO reports were classified-as
secrel, and the details probably were not
meant to be released Lo the public.
Procedures were pul in place Lo allow the
secrel departiments to lie to the public

did these departments go and where do
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ordPoe
Hill Norton

about conclusions of thelr investigations,
through the front of the Whitehall civil
servant departments.

We also know that the enornuty of the
stghtings that were being reported back
then show that UFOs were of an extreme & ey
defence significance. Lastly, we now know rll : d .
that the MoD were sending oul officers to " ms a“ .
interview witnesses and these self’ same
officers were trying to silence witnesses. It
all fits together nicely.

UFGS are™ g
being withhele

What we now need to know is where

they operate from today. We also neéed. to
know where all of the investigation files,
from the many vyears of UFO research, are
now. We are preparing to find these
departments, ask them for their files, and
bring vou further updates from any
information we gather. the MoD to fully disclose its
investigations intec UFOs?

Yot defore

Br Langton hes shavn ns your letier of the 15th June abut Project Blus Book.

In the United Kingdom, the 2iy torce Department nf the Hiniatry of Defence han
Lthe primnry reapensibility for inv ntigating veports of UFOs., and the res
for this allecation of responeibility are exactly the same as in your case,

Wwe investigate every e reported to uE, and we
am well ap military, availatie to us to tdentify a particulnr ohlect, For exnmpie,
we have frequently used the resources of Kodak Ltd., to exmmine photcgraphn, films
and equipment submitted to ue., We dc not, however maintpin a special acientific
ntaff for this purpose. 1t is noranlly nandled aa part of the routine work of our

Alr Force Technicnl Yntsiligence departament. lUnlike you, howaver, we do invemtignta

eingie-opcerver sightings, Our reaults over the years are in 1ins with youre viz.
in sooe SO0F of casss investignted, we ave pble to make 8 positive, rational

{dentd fication, in 10% we are unnble to do se vecauss of insufficient data, and in
0o case have we unearthed any evidence of gxtra-terreatrinl origin.

Cur policy s to play down the aubtact of UFUs and to aveld attaching undue
ntteption or publicity te Lt, As a result, we have never had any geriouva politieal
presaure fo mount s ls e-teale investigntion auch as Froject Blue Pook. Indeed,
the muiter has bes=n raised only once in Parlinment fn the lsat 5 or & years, and

than only in & perfunclory ways

The specific answsrsn to your questions are as follows:-
a. Mo

b, HNo

e, Yen, a considernhie number
.

4. A investigate about 70 case & year but there are nthars which are net

reported to us, although sowmetimes reported in the nevepapers,
We should h» delighted to discuss the aatler with Dr Hynek vhen he comse to
London an? no doubt you will let us know ln dus courae when he will be here,

Lieutenant Colonel John F. Spauléing,
Civil Branch,

Coamunity Relatiens Division,

Office af Information, :
Department of the air Force,
wWashiagton OC

U.5, 4.

states that

evidence of

Hasn't the time now come for

ume every hasistance, civilian
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The Missing File

The file which contained so many revelations about departments in the MoD investigating UFCs went
missing after Nick Redfern was filmed for a documentary calied Out Of This World, around March 1995
The official explanation for the missing file was that it has been "misfiled".

We suspecied otherwise, but it took the intervention of MP leuan Wy Jones, who asked a question
i the House Of Commons, to bring the file back. The file was returned two days after the guestion

being tabled, but still the excuse given was that it had been misfiled - this was after one year of laoking
for it and one major fife search (known as a census).

In avisit to the Public Records Office in 1998, mysel, Richard Conway and Chris Fowler were told by
Vivian Bales that the file was probably with the MoD as they often recalled sensitive files which they
may have released information in by mistake. It was her opinion that this is possibly what had
happened. We did not prompt her for this explahation and she gave il to us-as an unofficial commert

I didn't buy the official missing file story so went on my own search for who m‘tght have had the file
at the MOD tused contacts | have in governm

where | might find an answer | was given the det

the Metropole Building in Northumbertand Avemze. After speai«mg to the staff there Fwas pul onto
e the Deputy Departmentat Records Officer, Mr | D Goode.

Official Clamp-Down

The Central Records Management checked their records and confirmed that records the file heing
mside the MeD in November 1996. This proved that an MP and members of the public were being

lied to about the whereabouts of this file. Both the MoD and Public Records Office had assured us
that they had carried out proper checks on the whexeabouts of the file. However, if they had then

surely they would have discovered that it was booked out to the MoD?

The final part of the saga is that an official ctamp-down has come into force. We were toid hy

the MaD that Central Records Management had made a clerical error, and that the IeC()l(fb shouid
have read November 1995

v

One thing is now Cle-ﬂsl we have the ammunition to fight the government over the files of these
seven secret departments who files to notaappsar‘-érﬁ*the“Pub!éc Records Office. It has even heen
hintect to me by one insider that if any files for these departments did exist, then they would not

become public because most of these files are Defence Intelligence orientated. These types of
fites rarely get released. it at alll

' ¥

For Your Information

Space restrictions mean that we cannot include all the papers which make up the MoD file
bundle, but if anyone requires the full documents they are available for public viewing in”
Truthseekers Magazine.

For a copy, please send a cheque payaple to Truthseekers Magazine for £2.00, and you will
be sent a photocopied bundle.

Truthseekers, 25 Upper (_Zanning Street, Ton-Pentre, Mid Glam, CF41 7HG.
Email: truthseekers@celtic.co.uk
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peoas Who Is Matthew Williams?

Matthew Williams is a former civil servant who
worked far HM Customs & Excise Criminal
. o pefer 0 Investigations department. Following his own
5. of S &&ﬁ;‘z‘:; :‘;,,::;:* »gc . p . g
e 2L ey 1. ML mer e UFO sighting back in 1990, Matthew now
t;u anader gLTeN m.% ﬁl"" ned

sl on WV Ty ghane . , 2 R
e 3% et a i W 7 investigates the UFO enigma full-time.
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_*_, /Every month witnesses

(a

”around the world report
sightings of UFOs.
presents the

.= cream of the crop which seem

T to prove that something 1s

;| definitely out there!

%rtf 5

Y |

;;‘ They reported that they had

Place: Sydney
g Date: 5rd )
An mverted luminous

unc

: crescent-shaped object was
N sighted in the northern sky
over Melbourne.

Place: Canberra
_ Date: 20th and 28th June
- An illumination was seen in
T séveral large Atistralian cities
, on Friday 20th June.
K The objeet first appeared
‘ over Canberra in the

Australian Capital Ternitory at

5.10pm, and then five minutes

: later 1l was seen ovel

4 Melbourne, and then an hour

' later, al 6. 15pm over Adelaide.
Finally, at 9pm, residents of
Svdney caught a glimpse of

. Lhe LIFO.

videoed two vertical pink-red
illuminated lines travelling in a
downwards motion in the
western sky for approximately
four minutes.

Place: Walkanac
Date: 13th June
The town of Waikanae,
north island of New Zealand,

on the

wasslruck twree by strange

meteoric bombardments.
First a strange objecl was
seen In the south-west sky,
aboul five kilometres from
Taraparaumul, between 6 and
9pm. The object was seen for
about 30 to 60 seconds.

It was spherical, and
scemed Lo change colour from
areen to red.

New Zealand’s National

§ Blue Mountains residents Television station played down
called Australia’s National 24~ the incident as ‘a meleor
Hour UFQ Hotline on shower.” FHowever, Lhe
saturday, June 28, 1997, phenomenon took oul several

r sk

Lo

ALIEN ENCOUNTERS - September 1997
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television channels when il
hit.

Residents of the Waokanae
Valley reported hundreds of
green and yellow
illaminations crossing the sky
on Fridav 13th Junce 13, The
lights appeared to be coming
from something entering the
atmosphere.

Place: ¢Concun: ¢
Date: 15th J
An American tourst and her

Le

son were relaxing on the

halcony of their hotel room
when they wilnessed a
triangular craft, aboul the size
of a military jet, literally
‘buzz’ Lhe hotel.

The craft then climbed
straight up, showing no
obvious navigational lights,
but it did have a glowing
sphere in the centre.

[t was joined by three olher
similar objects, which played
around in the sky for about
three hours

They seemed to chimb (o the

cdge of the atmosphere, hefore

descending at high speed,
sometintes tratling fire as they

did so.

Place: Las Vegas
Date:
1ot on the heels of the

250d June

Arizona sightings in March
comes a further report of a
giant "V’ shaped object, seen n
the north wesl of Las Vegas,
near Area bl.

The local police received a
number of calls during the
cvening and one of the
despatchers caught sight of
the craft herselt, as it hovered
in the sky at around 9.50pm.

The object was described as
being fike a V7 shaped wedge
with pulsating yellow lights
and it seemed to split, betore
re-forming again.

Place: California
Date: 24th June
A Califorman woman spotted
a large object falling Lo carth

in the early hours of 241h

Cenlral Dayhght Time on 25th

June. She deseribed 1t as a
falling star, it had two streaks
of fire trafling hehind 1t

“The ska was fairly bright
fast mght,” she said, “and
although the objeet was dark,
it appeared Lo be of an
unusual shape, like a crescent
or simply not symmetrical.

“My impression is that it
was a meleor, because it was
irregularly shaped and there
were no lights visible.

There was no green colour;
the object was black and the
fire sparks were light vellow
to orange

Place: [n Orbil
Date: 25lh
sparks tlew i orbit at 5

June
.00

ey

June. A progress resupply k
spacecraft collided with the
Spektr module of the Russian
Mir Space station during
practice docking operations.
The collision with Spekti
caused a loss of pressure and
power aboard the station, and
thie crew shut Spekir’s hatch
to repressurise the remainimg
modules on Mir.
Apparently during a
training exercise on 171h July,
a power cable was
madvertently disconnected,
which led, ultimately, Lo loss
of altitude control and
subsequent loss of power. It
fook two or three daysto. . o0 .y
regain full power, which has
delayed the proposcd
spacewalk (o evaluate the
danmaged module.
English born astronaut Mike
Foale is presently aboard Mir,
and will play a major part n
any repair activities. Towever,
as tinme goces by, doubts rise as
to the viability of keeping the
space: station manned.

15
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the mod and ufos
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From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 82%’ :

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

i Our reference
Bishops Cleeve, D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Cheltenham, D/ (a5)/64/

. ate
Gloucestershire. 4 October 1997

o

1. Thank you for your letter of 31 July 1997.

2. In my previous letter I explained the MOD's limited interest
in "UFO" related issues. The MOD has no requlrement for sighting
reports to be logged other than on a daily basis in accordance
with the date of the sighting. For this reason I am unable to
provide detailed information on the categories of sightings or the
locations as requested in your letter.

3. The MOD has no views whatsoever on alleged "men in black"
encounters. |

Nou's sincorld
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Ministry of Defence
Secretariat (Air Staff) Za 2&
Room 8249 832 (<5

Main Building

Whitehall

London SWI1A 2HB

Dear | |

I am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter/eemplamt—ef ......................................
abou-t—aal-ﬁaﬂ-m-rcraﬂ-aemgn cbowe  * U rFosl,

We aim to reply to such letters/complaints within four working weeks from date of
receipt. However, owing to current administrative dlfﬁcultxes it may not be possible to
reply to you within this timescale.

Nevertheless, you may be assured that you will receive a substantive reply as soon as is
practicable.

Yours sincerely,
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This enclosure has been taken

. ng ) off and placed on File 64/3/4 Part A {n 2( , | e 2 .
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From_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245 36

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Og’
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB *M

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard} 0171 218 9000
(Fax}

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Bromley By Bow,
London. Date

by

1. Thank you for your letters of 14 August and 2 September in
which you have given details of several unusual aerial sightings
seen above East London throughout the summer. I would like to
apologise for the delay in replying.

2. In your letter of 14 August, you stated that you had seen
various "unexplained" aircraft in the sky above your local park. I
have looked back through our sighting report files and have found
that the MOD did not receive any other "UFO" reports from the East
London area on the dates listed.

3. As the sightings were all in the vicinity of the London City
Airport, you asked if air traffic control could check if any
strange objects had appeared on their radar. I would suggest that
you either get in touch with the airport itself or write to the
Civil Aviation Authority at CAA House, 45-59 Kingsway, London,
WC2B 6TE. It is highly unlikely that any military aircraft would
have been operating in the East London region as major built-up
areas are dgenerally avoided by military aircraft.

4, I should wish to assure you that the integrity of the UK's
airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous policing of
~the UK Air Defence Region by the Royal Air Force and we remain
vigilant for any potential military threat. Our enquiries have
revealed that on 2 September 1997 there was no unusual air defence
activity, no penetration by hostile military aircraft of the UK
Air Defence Region, no unknown aircraft activity on any military
radars and that no Quick Reaction Alert aircraft were scrambled.

5. Finally, please find enclosed your video which I am returning

with this letter.
\ -
s SMalK,

Enc.



The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

Bromley By Bow
fondon
-
14.8.97
SRR R
Room 8245 - § SRR ) pDEFENCE !
SWiA 2HB { aoy R
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_, :ifﬁ“ " t el gna »-‘--A-v-.-‘*"'-n——-_.__."‘.
RS t
T RS T -
R R g

Thank you for your previous letter dated June 30th. I have enclosed a photograph taken
on the 11th of July at approximately 4.00pm in a local park. The object was visible for
about ten minutes and mn that time displayed a series of unusual aerial manoeuvres
including hovering in mid-air as weil as descending and ascending. 1 estimate the
object to be 20-30 feet in diameter and was of a deltoid shape, resembling a black
triangle in appearance. since then I have sighted several UF('s in the skies above the
park, the dated of these other sightings are as follows;

1. July 9th 1997. 4-5.00pm

Silvery disc shaped object spotted hovering between clouds. Highly reflective
metallic surface. Visibility excellent. Bright sunny day, few clouds in the sky. Vigible
for 30-60 seconds.

2. July 11th 1997, 4.00pm

Black triangie shaped object sighted descending from the clouds quite slowly
and performing an unusual tumbling motion. Object hovered for approximately 2
minutes before slowly ascending into the clouds and out of sight. Bright sunny day with
slightly increased cloud cover. Object was in full view for in total 10 minutes.
Photographs were taken.

3. 25th July 1997. Afternoon.

Silvery disc shaped object observed hovering between clouds. Highly
reflective metallic surface was reflecting the suns rays. Bright sunny day. Some cloud
cover. Object vigible for about 2-3 minutes before disappearing into clouds.

4. 27th July 1997 4.00pm approx.

Silvery disc shaped object sighted between clouds hovering. Visible for 1
minute, Visibility excellent. Some cloud cover. Strange short 'vapour trail’ was visible
just after UFO disappeared. Vapour trail evaporated within 10 seconds. Totally silent.

5. 13th August 1997 5.00pm.
Silver disc was observed entering cloud cover. Object was not observed to
have emerged from the cloud. Visible for 10-15 seconds. Visibility excellent.

6. 14th August 1997, 4.15pm.
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Highly reflective metallic disc shaped object was observed behind a
commercial airliner. The object appeared to be rotating as it seemed to reflect the suns
rays in a cyclical motion. Object headed east before disappearing behind obstruction.
Clear sunny day with sparse cloud. Object was visible for 2-3 minutes. Photographs
were taken,

As all these objects were sighted very near to Dockland's City Airport, 1
wonder if it would be possible to check with air traffic control at the aurport fo fathom
if any radar contact was made on the days the objects were sighted? If these objects
were fracked on radar then it may be possible to determine whether these sightings are
worth investigating firther. .

“As you will find on the above report sheet, I observed a very clear sighting
today (14th August) and was fortunate enough to take several clear photographs of the
object and will forward you the relevant photos as soon as I have them processed. If' I
can be of any further assistance, then please do not hesitate to get in touch with me.

Yours Faithfirlly,
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Bromley By Bow
London

1.9.97
Sec(As)2a
Room 82435
M.OD.
SW1A 2HB

Ploase find the enclosed VHS cassette tape which contains cameorder footage of no
less than three unidentified flying objects which appeared over Three Mills park i
Bromlev By Bow on the aftermoon of Tuesday 2nd of September at approximately
4.00pm. As you will discern from the video tape, the objects are of a very unusual
nature, they are totally unlike any known (to me) aircraft and the fact that they were
hovering in formation seems to discount the possibility of them being balloons of any
kind. To my eyes, they seem to be under intelligent control which I think begs the
question of who are flying these objects and, more mmportantly, is the MoD aware that
these UFO's are invading British airspace time after time? I foel strongly that immediate
steps should be implemented to ascertain whether these objects are authorised to be
flving in crowded British airspace in the immediate vicimity of City Airport and, of
more concern, whether they are of any defence significance,

1 intend to make this video tape available to the press and media in the hope of
uncovering some answers and welceme your views on this urgent matter.

Y ours Faithfully,
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245, e
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, | ek
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Alton, D‘a/te )/64/
Stoke on Trent, (5 October 1997
Staffordshire.
1. I am writing with reference to your report of an unexplained

aerial sighting which you observed on 21 September 1997. The
details of your report have been passed from the- Staffordshire
Police to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal
point for correspondence relating to "unidentified flying
objects".

2., First perhaps it would be useful if I were to explain the
MOD's interest with respect to reports of “unidentified flying
objects". The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of "UFOs"
it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence
that the UK Air Defence Region might have been compromised by
hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so. :

4. With regard to vyour particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 21
September in the Staffordshire area, and we are satisfied that
there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United
Kingdom's airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

b2 pk F
onc . 139 .
—
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oy

From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 82455L‘.
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, =
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB g,gpﬁ;’l’s

Telephone {Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
North Walsham, 04;_ ( )/ /
Norfolk. (» October 1997
Didy -
1. I am writing with reference to your report of an unexplained

aerial sighting which you observed on 14 September 1997. The
details of your report have been passed to the Ministry of Defence
and this office is the focal point for correspondence relating to
"unidentified flying objects"”.

2 First perhaps it would be useful if I were to explain the
MOD's interest with respect to reports of "unidentified flying
objects". The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of "UFOs"
it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence
that the UK Air Defence Region might have been compromised by
hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational expllanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I <can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 14
September in the Norfolk area, and we are satisfied that there is
no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
ailrspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

Youts Snawaly,  Rgovk laldow
| byl|2 pt F

oviC . |3|/l ,
I
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From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245 35 G

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, k- ’QM?}Q
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

glyéeferences /6 4/3
L ec A
Kingham, Date (43)

Oxfordshire. {H October 1997

S

I, I am writing with reference to your message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone 1in which you reported an
"unidentified flying object" seen on 1 October 1997. This office
is the focal point  within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 1 October
in or around Oxfordshire, and we are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

Ropovic KaIO oA

642 pk F
.63
Y S

oS Sy,
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From: Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8'245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, - ype®
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB ,

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

T T

Your reference

Qur reference 6
, D/Sec(AS 4/3
Winchester, 04; (BS)/64/

Hamishire. ;l October 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 27 August 1997 in which you
described an unexplained aerial sighting observed in your area
over the past few weeks. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to queries of this
nature and I have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. 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 1lifeforms, about which we remailn
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

Yours SV,
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From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245, ‘. 5

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE e
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec{AS)/64/3

Southampton, Date

Hamishire . & October 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 6 August (received on 26 August)
regarding three unexplained aerial sightings. This office is the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to "UFOs" and I have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observations, I have looked
back through our sighting report files and have found that the MOD
did not receive any "UFO" reports from the Hampshire region for
either 8, 9 or 10 July 1997.

Nowr's Sincavoly,
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(Southampton UFO Group)

Southampton
Hampshire

Date : 6th August 1997.

Dear Sir/Madam,

| Please find enclosed 3 recent UFO reports reported to the
Southampton UFO Group, and I was wondering if you could help me with the
following information that MAY explain the sightings.

Can you please supply details of any UFO reports reported to the Mlmstry Of Defense
on the following dates :

1. 8th July 1997 at 00.30 am. -
2. 9th July 1997 at 17.30 hrs. ..
3. 10th July 1997 Between 21.00 - 21.30 hrs. .

If you could help with any information regarding any UF O reports/sightings that you
have received especially from the Hampshire area on the above dates/times, all
information would be gratefully received..

Yours Faithfully,

Organizer of the Southampton UFO Group).
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Date ;: 8.7.97 Ref':

Location : Southampton

Date : 8.7.97
Time : 00.30 am

Object 3 'bright white lights, like strobe lights in Triangular formation.
Central red light. Moved fast and flew from horizon to horizon....

Investigator : Evaluated By :

- Copy No: Page
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Date : 9th July 1997 Ref':

Location : Fareham, Hampshire.

Time : 5.30 pm.

Weather Conditions : Clear Sky, Hot Day (26 - 27 Degs), No Clouds.
| Direction : To the West towards Southampton.

Duration : First Sighting 3 - 4 Secs. Second Sighting 3 -4 Secs.

Object : Described as light being reflected off 2 mirror. Fairly large in size.
It was a round/oval light - reflective ? motionless but seemed to wobble. It
turnt off like turning off a torch (Or as someone turning off a light switch),
but re-appeared in the same location. There was no noise and was high up.
The object was White/Silver in colour. 2 mins after sighting, a piane went
past but in a different direction. Witness certain that object was no light
reflecting off a plane. It was a clear sky and nothing else visible in the sky.
The witness had a clear view and although short sighted, was not wearing
glasses at the time,

Investigator : Evaluated By :

- Copy No: Page
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Date : 10.7.97 Ref:

Location : Over Romsey

Date ; Thursday 10th July 1997.
Time : Between 9pm - 9.30pm.

A black shape (Cloud like - Best described as saucer shaped).. No lights
and Hovering,

Tnvestigator : Evaluated By :

C.opy No: Page
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PR

From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8235-,q
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, VL e d
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB f 7L

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/S AS)/64/3
Wythenshaw, Dé;ec( )/ 64/
Manchester. 30 September 1997

b

1. Thank you for your letter of 18 August 1997 in which vyou
described an unexplained aerial sighting seen on the evening of 9
August over Wilmslow, Cheshire.

2 v First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3 Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 9 Auqust
in or around Cheshire, and we are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft which, as
stated above, 1is our only interest.

Nous Sy,
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ythenshawe,

18" August, 1997

I’m writing to you, so as to make a formal report of the
observation myself and my girifriend made of a strange light in the sky over
Wilmslow, Cheshire at 22.25hrs on the night of Aug, 9" 97 from the rear balcony
of the Samuel Finny public house

I must first of all expla-in that I refer to our observation as a light
and not an aircraft because at no time during our observation did we see any
structured shape. The light was very bright, brilliant white and sharp, it was
bigger and brighter than any star, about the size of the two most brilliant stars in
the sky put together. At no time could we see any beam emanating from the
light source, the kind you would expect to see if the light was a search light of
some sort. The light moved from our right to our left in a straight line and it did
not appear to change it’s altitude at any time. The speed was much faster than
you would expect from say the police helicopter but slower than a low level
fighter jet that I sometimes see flying over my place of work. At no time what so
ever did we here any sound emanating from the light. After about 8 - 10 seconds
of our observation I realised that the light was dimming at a rapid rate, within 3
seconds it had diminished to a reddish dot and then was gone. We did not see
any Anti-collision lights throughout our observation, either as we were observing
the light or after it had gone. The light disappeared well within our range of
view and dldn’t go behind any hmldmg, tree top or cloud.

After later studying a map I could ascertain that the light was
travelling i gn the direction of the British Aerospace Aerodrome at Woodford.
Totally without any doubt in our minds, what we saw was neither a Star, Comet,
Satellite or Meteorite. 1 can tell you that it definitely was flying and not falling or
being blown by the wind. It possessed no physical shape I could ascertain and
was not displaying any of the normal warning lights you assnctate with aircraft
flying at night.

‘T reported our observation to the Wilmslow Police and to the
Tower at Manchester Airport the next evening. I must say that 1 was very
surprised and upset by the response I got from the Tower as they were most }
obstructive and unwilling to take our observation of something ﬂym@ﬁ royueh

o
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the Wilmslow sky, only a few miles ( 2 minute or two, flying time ) from the
Airport, at night with no lights on, as serious enough to log my report and not
try to insult my intelligence by claiming it was a star. If the man I was ‘'speaking
to at the Tower, who incidentally would not give me his name is typical of the
people we entrust with the safety of the sky’s, then Pm afraid a dxsaster is
imminent.

1 would like to here from you if you have any information that may
solve the identification mystery of our observation. Also if you could let me
know if any procedure exists for the Tower to log my report with the M.O.D as 1
believe it could be classed (and was referred to by the Tower) as a U.F.O.

Awaiting your responce,
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From: Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245 9% g

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE g
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB ", SRR

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard} O
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

30 September 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 21 August regarding a sighting
over Pickering, North Yorkshire.

2. I have looked back through our sighting report files and can
confirm that the MOD did not receive any reports from the North
Yorkshire/Durham area on 14 August 1997. I have also found that
there were no military aircraft operating at low level (i.e. below
2000 feet) in that area at the time specified.

ours sy,
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~ Bishop AucKlan

County Durham

TEL
_ August 21st 1997
Air Sec 2A
MoD
Whitehall
LONDON

As an investigator for BUFORA in the Durham/North Yorks area, I have been
approached by several members of the public and advised of some unusual
aerial activity on Thursday 14th August last, overhead Pickering, Nor¥Wh
Yorks.

At approx 2300 hrs local, a group of people witnessed what they initially
thought was the Mir station passing above them in a NE direction, however,
these people then saw an object of the same density and altitude moving in
the opposite SW direction. These objects passed each other in cloée |
proximity then came to a stop. At this time, two other objects, one from
the east, the other from the west, approached the two origional objects and
also came to a stop. These people observed these objects for about a minute
before the objects dispersed in varying directions.

I have since been in contact with Newcastle Airport, Teeside Airport, and
RAF Leeming in an effort to confirm air traffic at that time. Each agency
have confirmed that no air traffic was in that area at that time.

Because of the seemingly high altitude of these objects, I also contacted
RAF Fylingdale for a possible explaination, they too had no record or
knowledge of the incident.
I have since contacted LATCC, Aeronautical Infirmation Service (Military)
who would not confirm or deny of any activity on the date, time and area as
mentioned above. LATCC referred me to your department.
I would be grateful if you could confirm any military activity which would
clarify this sighting. Alsc, can you advise merifmany other agency or

el (A5) 2
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member of public have reported the same or similar observation in recent
weeks.
I thank you for your time and look forward to your reply

Yours sincerely
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From Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245 9’

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 5 e
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 01
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS}64/3

Merseyside. Date
:Z.Z September 1987

1. I am writing with reference to your message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone on Thursday 18 September. This
office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4, The MOD does not have any expertise or role 1in respect of
"UFO/flying saucer" matters or to the question of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena. I hope this explains our position.

Nours Sincayely,
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ACSCFES) HOLC 17 sep "7 11:54  P.OL03 (LY /3

| _ - I Telefax
. LC/356805/3/F&S e — s ]

17 Sep 97 Pages: 3
See Distribution | ! s 35 A
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E o ‘ i . ?‘\ “t:‘u.‘ .;.:y’
. ! . I o T ﬁ 4 g o :,,
i e v et
(1) E PUBLIC:

1. Please find attached the draft response mm reply to his latest | estions, about RAF
Rudloe Manor, and about the Corsham Computer e response about the latter branch may well

provoke a further letter askirig for more details, such as if Logs Command are not responsible, who are?
Would addressees consider whether 1 should put in a lme to the effect that the Centre 13 managed by the
Procurement Exegcutive? l

2. I'would appreciate addressees conﬁrmanon that they are content with the draft by 1400hrs, Friday 19
September,

|
CS(FinSec)1 |
F160 :

Distribution; PL o@

Action:

' Le

PSO/AQCSS
SEO(AS)Z J(Ln*:’ L-l, IsSnbk a .
Stn Cdr, RAF Rudloe Manor
Sec(HSF) o 8»‘-‘-
Sec(SS) '

&" é ¢ A -c—s ¥
Information; ] Ln_ . L Q L
PSO/AQCInC
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ACSCF8S) HALC Fax-ﬂ | 17 Sep '97 11:55  P.02/03
!

40|

Bectiondll Please reply to the Alr Officer

Truthseekers Review -7 Commanding in Chief
For the attention of: CS(Fin Sec)l
Mid Glamorgan '

South Wales Our Reference: LC/356805/3/F&S

Date: September 1997

1 have now looked into the points you raise in your recent letter ahout RAF Rudloe Manor Your request to

visit the site is denied. This rulmg would generally apply to any member of the pubhc| or journalist seeking to
visit any MOD establishment and is not unique to RAF Rudloe Manor.

& PR — R srares + movn

This Command has no responsibility for the Corsham’ Compmer Centre. 1 can also conﬂml that there is no
access from RAF Rudloe Manor to the Centre

B i e

Yours sincetely

edin s s bem ommomar
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40
ACSCFBS) HALC Fax=-i 17 Sep '97 11:55  P.03/03

TRUTHSEEKERS REVIEW

|
am. S Wales. UK SSSUSp] |

ARBEIYE
2% e Ng

%)
2
y

HQ Logistics Command

RAF Brampton .

Huntingdon .

Cambs- R Ja
PE13 SQL . --i-uw-n-u--—-q,- veswme v POy
19.8.97

Lo LV '
in response to your letter of 4* June 1997 REF LC/356805/3/4/F&S. Jrequcsted a
possible visit to RAF Rudloe Manor underground complex and was turned down on

the basis that “Tt is not MOD policy to permit visits by members of the public to
Service Establishments”.

1 wwh tore-apply asI am a JomnaliSt and this would not simply be a pubhc tour but as
part of a feature I wish to write on the underground fucilities. A lot of lﬁlsoonoepuons
exist about the scalc and purpose of the underground facilities at RAF Rudloe Manor.
Could you tell me if my request is acceptable i in this form or is there any other type of
application that I would need to make in order to facilitate such a visit. l\s you can see
I am very keen,

Can you tell me if your unit is also in charge of the Corsham Computer Centre “CCC”
and if 50 what is it’s purpose. It appears that the CCC is connected to the Rudloe

Manor tunnel systems, Is this s0? Could you also tell me how many people work at the
“CCC”

- - I -

I must also thank you for your very helpful reply prevnously I have not had much luck
via the MOD press desk in London on some enquities regarding Rudloé Manor. I must
have found the correct person to be speaking to!

Thanking you.

Yours sincerely
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ACSCFES) HOLC M oection 4 19 Sep '97 10:09 P 01//05#(,4(—/3.

Telefax.

LC/356805/3/4/F&S ]
19Sep97 . : . ———

o 0a
PSO/COS ' | i Pl
PSO/AQOCSS | At O}
0OC RAF Rudloe Manor 5 e
Sec(AS)2al | ; A0
CPRO . -

TTER FRO) 0 RESEARCH ASS ON (BUF

Please find attached a copy of a letter ﬁ'ou_ of BUFORA, which| ec(AS) asked us
to reply to. The letter was written following a talk given at one of the Association’s conferences
by_ a freclance journalist, who regularly corresponds about W Rudloe

Manor., Also aitached, for your information, is a copy of our reply. |
%
H

.
i
i
H
H
!
'
]
i
]
.
1]
B
:
3
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@~ s ese- 1

HEADQUARTERS LOGISTICS COMI\?[AND
Royal Air Foros Brampton, Huntingdon, Cambridgeshire, PE18 84L

. |
Telophone: Huntingdon  (01480) 52151 0 z
RAFTN

F

. Please reply to the Air Officer.
| Commanding in Chief | :
BUFORA Northern Office

F "+ For the sttention of: .CS(F‘m Sec)l
ewcastle upon Tyne " Qur Reference: LC/356805/3/4/F&S

Date: 1@1 September 1997

e

Thank you for your ]
Rudloe Manor,
the points you raise have been noted.

it 1997, addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 24 and copied to RAF
Ji: 1 have been asked to reply, and I would fike to advise you that

Yours sincerely,
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ACS(F8S) HALC Fax e 40 | 195’97 10:09  P.03/05
b |
5 |

e
i
y L TR O~
2 Warmn 2B e Eer

Rl e e g £ o

23rd August 1997. s s;,

Monistry of Defence, o i JA [
Secretariat (Air Staff) 22, , 11 ser'm Y
i B OO € 2L 1
SWIA 2HB. e i-

DwSIr As the branch of the Mol canceencd it wdm@gmcb.
jects, I't ughtthatyou;nightﬁndthqattag_hadlgttc_r- tetest: Tt was writtento us by a

. concerned BUFORA member afier our big Shefiald C e

cerns; into of RAF/ Ministry of Defence instaljations Gy Op(
Welslimt;FO' vesﬁgmﬁ’ilh_wasasbgakuatthec nference, and fiis also spi

; 1 Scotland) about hig exploits.
leastnncotlwrgmup(quchhqn'ommhv iqog m Scol  explods.
The;‘_»?:!mlkwasmompmedbyshdeuhafvmghm, ommh:mosg ud of

videotape. of various people breaking into RAFW 3l ] 9 in front of a large
. . { [
audienoe 1-would just like to point out that B

in cases such a this? el .
) 1 will await your response with interest. |

" if:
- |
co. RAF Rudloe Manor, Wiltshire. , 3

'd W6 6, 085 1T EECTIREI:: ;o5 Jioiermase
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OPEN LETTER OF CENSURE TO THE BUFORA COUNCIL |
To 2l BUFORA members , 1 |
Originally having secn the Rudloe Manor presentation, T f2it the meed to writg a letter which I was
orlginally going to call 'COVER UP? OF COURSE THERE'S A COYER UP, BUT WHAT DOES IT
REALLY MATTER?. But then Lo be shown at the BUFORA Conferepce a video tape showing the Conforence

P
1
.

Sh PET L L PR R W

orgamiser along witHETSIORIAS] openly trespassing on Ministry offDefence land at RAF Beritwaters and
gaining access to what had appeared 1o be a proviously secure hatdenpd ¢ me fe¢)

compelled to write this letter. : 5
I am @ BUFORA membxr, Both my nsband andJ investigats UTD sightings.
the vesults of these investigations to BUPORA. We both have 8 Jtngthy
Firs;l#mww that mast mititary bases Juye
ndecd connected by subierrancan transport sysiems. These is 1o X
ﬁ:telyuiﬂlita:y&abﬂi&. Shmdwcmnmwmmofﬁe-_ x! ) WmidWar,vdth-mmlapdandsmmw
agrial and sarollite surveillance, acrial bombardrent and mcléar waf
miﬂﬂtyt?womlusumlyandmmmmcomlmmwfm_ har

Radloe M he Headquartars of RAF Southern Sector, Y woull Siad it surprising if it did not have
§ mndag on of thé militasy infrastracure to o

substantisl nndarground facities. But what bas a delafled prese i
whh UFQs? . ’ | 'éii
Whydoe—ibdaggrievedwnhMmisuyof. 1ce personnct, Whom he ates acted In &
hostile and aggressive manner towards him? “Why does hefecl:fznfodm'mm? Howadomn
unauthorised incursion on to Ministry of Defence property. . B .
My nisband i & polioo offices tn North Yorkehire. His boat area udjoins RAF Fylinedaley.” On his visis 1
tha e n a0 okl comeiy b e iy iy i b T pr A8
. Had suchag w ) on ontg suifitaty propeity » 8t by a military
i o without dr persorinel woald be guiity| o noglect of
apd a)l military bases are oo a permandiit

+with or withotrt drawn weapon, then those same mitita,
duty. ‘There is a substantial tegtas thregt in the United ;

gate of héightenod alent. Did  10°be trgated difitfently?: The militaty are tasked 1o defend
this couritry - that's me and you. nothing wmsisal in their nse pf covert and overt savvéillance of persons

wmxﬂmﬁhgmm‘fim Mm&ﬁ\vmm .uin,-ms\ iifile]=le
exercise a degroe of maturity, Jncidentally l‘yiﬂbemplctologl;a # dog-walker in
iacket in the same light again. You have destroyed my . : - o _

! Bmomuwntoaggmeseﬁmm. The military’s priraary Jolc s th m&mwm. 'mmm

particaler are tasked to idorify und evaluatc, both rsdar and visual o
that an hour of confercace timé thould be givan to provigy
sightings in the 1950s and 60s.” Of course they did. To think cthersy
From Roswell onwards any smdent of this sulyject will be aware that
cavered things up, time and time again. . There s pothing urosik
thisshmﬂdheso.nmymaynmﬁshmdisplaymeingnmpoc ‘
inability \o counter a seal.or potential threut, There are in g
vulnatability and thus andermine the govermmenr and the militasy <
wespmmchnolog.m:qembenhecmdwmmy oy

jto expect:this, Our task s to penetrate-the
sith proving a cover wp exists. It is easiet to

coveriup and reven] the conceated

investigate static tecresirial targets. rather than the clesive and ‘ﬁi:s'ubjeuul'nnidansii’bd_ﬂyingobjm.
va' e hm'cg;::mnslderedthsm@m rmﬁqm?Ymdey'md
(hat you have ovez fowa  sensiive tuiliary establistment and puifished | of it. | Didvou sigmihe
S A e e ool s o oo e Ageaios .
. : o the use of aggressors Both internal and

Rudioe Manor, places this sensitive material in fhe public donipin
external. Investigation withowt responsibilicy 15 damgerous. .

2
§
3
:
3
3
H

3
L]
2
]
v

.
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ACSCF8S) HALC M Section 48 19 Sep '97 10:10  P.05/05
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& . | E
| .
it
I believed when [ joined BUFORA that it wis 2 mature organisati ;
my dismay, J find it members openly boasting their ability to make ovqe flights of sensilive milivery
establishments, to make illegal sud uncxpected visits 1o RAF Rady anddto trespass-on to Ministry of
Defence Propernty at RAF Bentvwaters and to gain entry to what 8 ' tobupcqvlwsly)o%fadhw. the
action of the trespassars on the video tape footage show: that they knew what they wisse doing was wrong.
Contrury (SETRUTeTRIEAg] protestations, trespass, with or without acts pf damage or theft, Is I:;lmm agalnst
civil law and an Associntion ot its-members found connwitting actsof pure trcspass sy be suod da the Cleil
Courts. : ! b
To fid such a respevied organlsation as BUFORA actively o passively condoning such belaviour uf ita
Condereace, is an act of suicidal folly. Recently the UFO movomeitt has gained puch credibilityin the eyes of
the public and itspast image of ‘cxaakiness’ is beginning o di X mmmmmbmmmm
acts s 10 play dicecty into the hands of our detractors gud opponents.. 1t will:give the suthoritiey the excuse
they need to quietly withdraw amy SUpport oF co-peration that may have existed arid sympathetic MPs may, in,

the fislure, g0 ot of thair way to avoid centact with such axi-organisatibn and its monibers. Ultmatcly jtwill
do the ovément oweh harm. - . ,
§ balieve that UFOs are a topic worthy of serious, lengthy and detaifed investigation. Ffeck thet the study of

the suljéct will ultimately lead to a profound realignmeat i how v spe curselves, our place in the world and
the universe-zud perhaps our view-of reality itself: 1t is a-widely sad exciting lopic. The search
for an angwer will require herd and dedicared investigation; but it js prima ttmmdyofuwfplaimaeﬁu
T lay before the BUFORA Council 8 chatierige 10 réspond colleptivdly to this Joticr, 1 kmow from the
comments of the Association's morshership and the miembers ef the-pafblic who attended the-conference-ot
lhnmﬂﬂmﬁwmumecommccdidmuchwmt{g' ns publio image. | '
Consider your reply catefilly. Fam nof sute that I'wisk 10 remminia member of an Association; which
either passively or actively condones such iliegal and iryesponsible acts, 1.00c1 {hatthe Associagon showla
censure thase iodivikiuals concerned and ask thers to consider their fufure as mgmbicss of BUFORA. The
Association must seem 10 operate at sll limes in an opon responsible thanner within the legal framework of this

conmtty. ‘Five Assoclation and Hs membershipare not shove thelaw. | - i

1 feel that the ampbasis on conspiracy theoty will ultimately mpan fhat BUFORA will lose ifs way in those -
dark subterrancen tunnels-of the secret bases that seegi 0. 2nch-time-of the advocaes of & such-a
theory, BUFORA is dedicated to research into UFO; inodd ae MMIMELFMMR
not be fownd underground. 4 ; | )
With heartielt gonocrty, . H |

Yours futhﬁlllii

Whitby; North Yorshie. }
171897 - !

W oy e mry ST Gu T ey Y AP AT Ads P R 0 B & 1 T TR b BT A e dee A il AN 8% o 13D LIS S Sl A A e el 4§ Al ek 0l s, iy svs Sl

-—p—— ey - ...
o 2 .. -. . o
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ACSCFSS) HALC Fa<lee 40| p 02 (a’f{;
= XvTelefax,
To. Sec (Rl ]

§| (Fax

LC/356805/3/4/6&3 §f [From: .

Date: 1% Sepr oM : Pages: 2.

; )

19 Sep 97 | 5 __
PSO/AOCinC PSO/COS : W re
PSO/AQCSS DCS : g %' =y
ACS(F&S) Sec(AS)2 !
Stn Cdr, RAF Rudloe Manor Sec(HSF) :
Sec(SS) D Nuc Pol 2a

(¥ E IC;
!

Please find attached a copy of the response t-ollowing his latest enquiries
about RAF Rudloe Manor and the Corsham Computer. Centre. ?

CS(Fin Sec)l
F158

e
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ACSCFES) HALC Fax.@ 19 Sep '97  10:27  P.02/02
- | _ | o |

HEADQUARTERS LOGISTICS COMMAND
Royal Air Force Brampton, Hyntingdon, Cambridgeshire, PE18 S%QL

Telephone: Huntingdon (01480)5
RAFTN

: i
o

Please reply to the Air Officer |

Truthscekers Reoview Commanding in Chief 5
e Fo the asamont: 3Pl 5ey
Mid Glamorgan ' i

| South Wales : Our Reference: LC/356805/3/F&S:

e

Date: [ September 1997

I have now looked into the points you raise in yoyr recent letter about RAF Rudloe Manor Your request to

visit the site is denied. This ruling would generally apply to any member of the public ?r journalist seeking to
visit any MOD establishment and is not mnquetoRAFRudloeMmor e

This Commeand has no responsibility for the Corsham Compuyter Centre. This lies wnthlthe Procurement
Executive. The point of contact, should you consider it essential to persist with your enqumea, is:

Press Office

Procurement Executive

Ministry of Defence ’
Abbey Wood #1 :
BRISTOL :
BS12 7DU ' :

Yours sincerely
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From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ata, Room 82%45;

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur éeferenceS -
D/Sec(A 3
Shipston-on-Stour, Dé; (2S)/64/

Warwickshire. \8’September 1997

o

1. Thank you for your letter of 7 September 1997 in which you
requested any information the Ministry of Defence may hold on two
unexplained sightings.

2 .4 First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3 Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. I have looked back through our sighting report files and have
found that the MOD did not receive any reports for 4 November 1996
or 5 August 1997 in or around the areas specified. I have returned
your SAE as we have our own postal arrangements.

Youls sy,
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SHIP STaN —an - STOR

WARWC K S 1ZE
Sectiond0]
T =95
DEAR S/R 07 mASANM, | |
S | 1 Am AN INVESTICATIR (ol THE
BrRITISH UFo ﬁéfeﬂ.KCM' ASSeC, AT oS (Iﬁ’uﬁﬂﬂ). [ Lsw D
LiKe T0 WKNOW /<A You Ceved TELL \"Y)é’;‘_,‘ [~ TYEVRE 1~vEKE
CANY MG TARY AIRCRAFT in THE  Two Lo WG Arens.

CHIPPIN G CAMPPEN ~ BROADWAY -EVENING oF 4 Napmge 197¢

AccesTEr —~ STUDLEY - 10-30 7 m WEJDHV___S"T" A CusT 199

_PH.dT'_o CorrES ol RoTH SUCHTINGS AND A MAr® Are ENCLIED

F1” YouR [ReConos.

(T HAS B~ Svoeeld7ed THE SEcom® S ouTINC c,u;w_nﬂ@
BEEM A FPRo1o TVPE U . AV, — UNMANNEY ACrZ/AC NENILE,
HE IS s TeuE | THINK  THE AR RACE ok L,_gnu' EVEYT
A_'C,e.rxl*r%ec.,s' THIS TYPE UE CRAFT WEYYE \yERY STVA2SiD Y
.,F(«‘/' ONE OvEXR A#A mﬂud @0':9\3, )T My HAVE cAuvSes A
NERY s&/iouS <CAR CrASH. |

: = I.T IS Po3S/8Le , ! wnesULCD uwe’:‘. A erty TV en
S(CHTING o~ A SEPERATE CETTER, AS [ I BE PRapuwmC

TWo  SEPERATE  REPSRTS T fuftigh. ENCLeses 1S5 A S.Ae

Yod  NEYIY My

_70;;,4;
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- The Standard, Friday, August 22, 1997

;_Warwmkshlre sky - Just
feet

terrlﬁed ‘women.
' Carole Corden and- J111 Da

A GIANT Unidentiﬂed : o

away fro_m tWO_ ,

'_actually . passed . under the_

bnghtly—llt UFO which was about -

.the size of two double decker :

buses.
The frlends spotted the object
- as they travelled back to Redditch-
from. a show rehearsal in
. Stratford earlier this month.

Shortly after 10.30pm, as they’

approached The Stag at Redhill,

Carole, a passenger in Jill’ G

Rover, -saw something in the sky
to the north west.

“It was an absolutely massive

£ brlght light - bigger than the -

moon,” she told the Standard.

Their view was blocked by .
—scene, with Carole looking back to
.see. the obJect rlsmg back up mto ,

hedgerows and it wasn’t until
they were about to get off the
“Alcester by -pass and head

Tim Hunt

towards Studley along Ryknild
‘Street that they both got a full
view of the UFOQ.

down to tree level,” added Carole.

““We slowed rlght down. We just -
knew that ‘what we were seeing -
was somethmg we hadn t seen

before.

- *“Tt-was trlangular Wlth three
- neon lights on each point with a e
brlght but not dazzling, orange
light in the mlddle surrounded

by black.

e | could see glrders ‘on the‘
s1des but 1t dldnt seem to have
 any depth. - )

© O “Tt all sounds very far-fetched

but that’s what we saw. At one

stage I honestly thought it was .
- g strange in the sky that

_going to suck me up.” :
Jill accelerated away from the

the sky. a

“As_we’ approached the last"
- island ‘the’ light- started coming

It wasn’t untll the next day that
the shock hit them. Things got

- worse when Carole discovered
* that the mother of another friend

had seen something similar near

Birmingham that same nlght
(Tuesday, August 5). :

Gloria Dixon of the Bnt}sh UFO

i ,Research Association (BUFORA)
. described their experience as “the

classic UFO sighting”, but poured
cold water on any suggestion of it
being extra-terrestrial. -

“It’s almost certain to be

‘military. There is a prototype
UAV (Unmanned ‘Aerial Vehicle)
“which is thought to be flying out

of -several BrltlSh Aerospace
bases.
“They tend to be sﬂent and low-

" flying and they are also very
- “frightening.” e

Did you see anything

night? Send a report of
any UFQ sightings to the
Standard.




.readers' stories

Lights
Fantastic

Dear ALIEN ENCOUNTERS,
Please find enclosed a true
story for possible inclusion in
your magazine. After reading
the other paranormal/UFO
magazines, I have come to
the conclusion that ALEN
ENCOUNTERS is by far the most
informative and interesting
read — it leaves the other
mags standing!

The evening of 4th
November 1996 turned out
to be a very strange one
indeed. It was a Monday, and
this meant I had the pleasure
of taking out the stinking
rubbish bags for the
dustmen. It was about 10pm,
and as I walked back up the
driveway after dumping the
rubbish bags I noticed a
number of bright white lights
flickering through the clouds
to the north-west.

It was very difficult to tell
how many lights there were
as they were moving about
so quickly, but at a guess I'd
say there were about 20 or
so. At first I thought it could
be lightning, but there wasn’t
any forecast and the lights
were darting about the sky
very rapidly, staying in an
area about the size of the
Plough. Their movements
were very much like that of a
swarm of gnats on a hot
summer’s day.

They appeared to be
moving eastwards and after
observing them for about five
minutes [ rushed into the
house to tell my mum. She
refuctantly dragged herself to
the kitchen door to take a
look, after much persuasion.
My mum is very narrow-
minded when it comes to the
subject of UFOs, but even she
was amazed by what she
saw. She seemed quite
frightened and went back
indoors after a few minutes.

[ knew I could get a better
view if [ went up to Dover’s
Hill, which is half a mile

a8
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ABove This photo Is taken from Campden Hole, which turned out to be an ideal skywatching site for Mark Nobes on 4th November

1996. Whilst there he saw a group of white and blue lights perform strange manoeuvres in the sKky.

away, and decided to drive up

~ there. Unfortunately it was

facing slightly too far east, so
I drove to what 1s locally
known as ‘Campden Hole'.
This turned out to be ideal as
it’s very high up and away
from any street lights. It
points towards Broadway
and Cheltenham.

After about ten minutes of
viewing the lights, half of
them turned blue and they all
came together to form a sort
of oval shape. Then a larger
blue light appeared in the
centre of them - I wasn’t sure
where it came from - and
they all moved very rapidly
eastwards and disappeared in
a matter of seconds. It was a
great shame that the sky was
overcast as I'm sure that the
view would have been even
more fascinating had the sky
been clear. I felt sure that it
wasn't a laser show as the
only shows are in August at
Long Marston airfield when
the Phoenix festival and
Bulldog Motorcycle Bash are
on. Besides, these lights were
too far west and didn’t form
a regular pattern like laser
lights usually do.

Alien Gardening

The next morning, I
witnessed something even
stranger. I went outside with
the dog at about 8.10pm and
noticed that all of the daffodil
bulbs, which were recently
planted, were lying on top of
the ground. Not a single bulb
out of the 200 which we
planted remained under the
soil. I thought that maybe a
mole or even the birds had
pulled them out, but surely
not every single bulb? I am
still trying to find an
explanation to this mystery
and whether it had any
connection with the strange
lights I saw.

This is only the second UFO
encounter I've had and I hope
it isn’t the last as I found the
whole event pretty
fascinating. I've been quite
keen on astronomy ever since
I was a young lad and this
has to be the most exciting
event I've witnessed. Much
more interesting than Hale-
Bopp! I wonder if any other
readers have experienced any
similar encounters or if
anyone ¢lse in the North
Cotswolds saw anything on

the same night? I have
enclosed a photo taken from

‘Campden Hole’, which is a

country lane between

Chipping Campden and
Broadway and situated next
to Fish Hill. This is where I

viewed the UFQOs.

Please keep up the first class
work and may I wish you
every success for the future.
Mark Nobes,

Chipping Campden.

We Want Your Stories!

If you have experienced
something connected with
UFOs that you are just
dying to tell someone but
don’t know where to
turn, jot it down and send
it to us at ALien
ENncounNTeRS, Paragon
Publishing, Paragon House,
St Peter's Rd, Bournemouth,
Dorset, BHI 2JS.

The more personal
experiences we can gather,
the more data we can
collate on the UFOs and
aliens themselves. All
respects for anonymity
will be respected.

ALIEN ENCOUNTERS - Summer 1997
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London-. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Ot; éeference /
i D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Nr E lgln r Date ( ) /

Moraishire. |8 September 1997

7%

1. Thank you for your recent letter regarding "unidentified
flying objects". This office 1is the focal point within the
- Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to this subject.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4, The MOD does not have any expertlse or role in respect of
"UFO/flying saucer" matters or to the question of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial 1lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

Yours  §int
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N.R Elgin
Moray

Dear Sir/Madam,

- I am writing to you because I am doing a
- project on U.F.O's and I was wondering if you
would send me some information to help me. If
you would could you send me a hand written letter
on your views: are there U.F.O's? I would also like
~ some leaflets and posters if possible. |

- Thank-you very much.

B
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From--ecretanat(Alr Staff)2ala, Room 8245

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec{AS})/64/3
Date

| 8 September 1997

: s Thank you for your report of an unexplained sighting which
ou observed from your home on the evening of 5 September 1997. 40

h@ longer works in this department and I have been asked to
respond to your report.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to - provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 5
September in or around London, and we are satisfied that there is
no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

Tous - Sivcavaly
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Appendix 2

The Form Used for Reporting UFO Sightings

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

1.

Date, time & duration of
sighting

-;‘”" 0"1‘3'/‘%@-'

5 ‘? (9% 75204

Hour, FBRON.

—%Z7
2 ot e
4/%1%'

®

Description of object (No.
of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise)

ﬁéé él/ ww(
gé;? é‘fﬂ %/ /z

Exact position of observer
(Indoors/outdoors, station
ary/moving)

Angle of sight (Estimated
heights are unreliable)

4. How observed (Naked eye, 7%"5 Ob\)ecé QW‘ &)
binocuiars, other optical ' W"ﬁ&
device, camera or % X 52
camcorder) g / NOCU / /‘\RS”

5. Direction in which object W /Vﬂf"
first seen (A landmark may METS, 1y
be more useful than a ( b @ é—a;k,
roughly estimated bearing) %

- QW / 2>
6 34

5‘;1’ L&D
PUTA/ r'Y‘ c@&?g

Distance (By reference to

~ a known landmark)

P)l é Was

e%zsz«%

GF%R& S0
f _

!

:
!
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242

e o= 7 Mmg

8. Movements (Changesin5,6 M M Lbol 152 = N\,\
& 7 may be of more use than z
estimates of course and E%ﬁ“"ﬁz?f“'
speed) | ' §2¢ oLSY
9. Met: conditions during obser- S’ NS ;b ini A/Cfcé(c:@
vations (Moving clouds, Lefore LE géé& !
haze, mist etc.) f%&é &@aﬂ_ //‘m '

10.Néérb-y objects (Telephone ;EQ&ST% i TNEY 73 é
lines, high voltage lines, res- oL 2Y I3 5 -

ervoir, lake or dam, swamp- Lot
or marsh, river, high build- - f‘C\ Lug

)

ings, tall chimneys, steeples, | [& ~RAHE ofFice.
spires, TV or radio masts, air- /.S b 26(;

fields, generating plant, fac- - @gﬂ,% o

tories, pits or other sites with R s e

floodlights or night lighting) - W""ﬁ - e~
1. To whom reporied (Police, | . g

military, press etc.) |

2. Name & address of
informant

3. Background of informant
that may be volunteered

4. Other witnesses

_.5’- 77297 7m-3@m

5. Date and time of receipt

6. Any unusual meteorological 1, /
e Lex

conditions
ézms @bserveraf.

=
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

" [
From: EESICARGI Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room 8%5 L

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax}

Your reference
NAS0097
Our reference

Kettering, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Northamptonshire. Date
i |§ September 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 6 September regarding an unusual
aerial sighting.

2. I have looked back through our sighting report files and can
confirm that the MOD did not receive any "UFO" reports for the
Northamptonshire region for 4 September.

Yours - Sivaaraly
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NORTHANTS.
TEL:
REF : NASOD97

T e

MINISTRY OF BDEFENCE,
2a1a-R0O0M 8245,

MAIN BUILDING,
WHITEHALL,

LONDON,

SW1A 2Z2HB

On Thursday &th September,1997,in Lowick Northamptonshire
a Ukikmown object was witnessed for about 2-3 minuets.

The witness is ex-RAF and has stated to me that he

is completely mysti&fied by what he saw.

To add to this,he was wokernby a low flying helicopter
about 50 minuets later.

The time of the sighting:10:50pm - 10:53pm

Helicopter seen : 11:48pm

He is posgitive that the object was not Aircraft,z star or
planet,meteor or anything man made. .

Did you have any sightings reported that night or

around that night.

Yours Sincerély

Df‘l
!( SF Eudi :

*’ F!LE

»ﬂi&ma"‘* nee
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TNy
%
Secion 20— [NNEG azas,'S
From: Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room ? 5,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, \'@M ey
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB “MBE"
Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

_ D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date
Kent. | September 1997
1. I am writing with reference to your message left on the

Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone in which you reported an
"unidentified flying object" seen on 14, 15 and 16 September 1997.
This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature.

2 First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights” or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4, With regard to vyour particular observations, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 14, 15 or
16 September in or around Kent, and we are satisfied that there is
no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

A
Nouls Stuarey, ——
o2 P F
onc. - 13& .
e R
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

(Fax)

.ﬁgLIB_
From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245

,ﬂdgggﬁ,

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) ©171 218 9000

Your reference

Our reference

. D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Chesterfield, Date
Derbyshire.

'5 September 1997
o

1. Thank you for your letter of 28 August, the content of
has been noted.

Yeurs Sincaroly,

which
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. 28th August 1997

Chesterfield

Derbyshire
UK

Secretariat(Air Staff)2a 1la

Room 8245 :

Ministry Of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall
- LONDON

SW1A 2HB S

Regarding my previous letter of 24th July 19897 to

the Defence Secretary about sophisticated evil aliens
torturing people who hear voices and in some cases
including mine suffer pains, the latest Information |
have is that the aliens who are torturing me are about to
land and perhaps colonize earth. The date specified is
September 1ist. They have made me aware of this through an
advert where the compilers o¢f which have had their
thoughts controlled, all subsequent thoughts | have had
doubting the fact that they will Iindeed land have been
responded by voices,controlling of my eyes,coincidences
etc. rejecting my doubts and backing up the advert's
message. This is just to make you aware of this event as
| felt | had to do something constructive and try to
inform the world about this proposed event. Please get In
touch with me If this does happen and | can tell you more
about the allens and their terrible tortures against
humans.

Yours,

D B P i L €)_:’:‘i;“‘¥ <} ;\ s
apensl N i ST
iitiis 2 00 : il

S0 (AS) 2

- SEP 19yl
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245’5@,#‘3,:”
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date
Maidenhead, \S September 1997
Berkshire. |

1. Thank you for your letter of 16 August addressed to _}

regarding unidentified flying objects, the content of
which has been noted.

Towrs Sy,
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Secretariat !Air Staff) 2al,

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Hhitehall,

LONDON SW1A 2HB, 16th Aagust 1997.

Refs URQO'S etc.

It is important for your office to understand that The Holy
Spirit use vehicles in the space areas, which can be monitored by
sensitve beams. In the past to prove Spiritual existence, infra-
red films were used in cameras, now these and other beams exist in
the air space, so I believe it is possible to see Spiritual Space
Vehicles more sghow, which seems to cause panic in MOD offices, &
areas.

Recause orthodox religions would not accept New Spiritusl
T.@achings, Visions, Spiritual Persons, mediums in the 1800's,
1900's and recent years correctly, science and especially war
science has over-ruled and over-balanced ways to the complete
detriment of Planet Earth and the Universe.

Pecple who see and work for snd with The Holy Spirit as
channellers, healers, writers or belong to reliable organisations,
keep in touch with Their Pesires, Worries and Forecasts. We have
many organisationscelebrating as a 10 year anniversary of Harmonic
Convergence for The Lord and Helpers, plus 20, 50,100,150 years of
Spiritusl Hgppenings & existances of certain organisations who
have been ignored by orthodox religions with their fears to change
to Holy Peaceful HWays. ‘

At this time war ideas should be nil and dangers of what is
end could be, thought about and corrected. UFO's should not be
encountered or shet at. MNost are on Mercy Missions, rallying for
Spiritusl Conferences, checking seas, lands and watching where nuclears
are dumped for future generations and the consideration of the
health side of life now and future.

I am agsinst human space travel and vast electronics in space.
Weather is being affected and health.

I know many of Barth ignore the cbvious, brain-wash the mzjority
by their ignorance and bad psychology prospects and have brought vast
destructions and hotes. Now space satellites and vast electronics
can see all, everywaere on Rarth and much of other planets, which 1
do not spprove of either, but "blindness"and ignorance rules, I
believe it is time, people listened to The Holy Spirit and brought
The Pezce and Ways They desire.

—

OB ¢ v«

&
2 ..
wa G BT



The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

NASA were helped by science fiction writers &'"black magic"
psychics and have over-ruled better guidance for Barth. Such are
regearching for life for facts in the Universe which is over-ruling
Holy Svirit Care, Therefore I advise you to read "New Teachings¥
and such True Holy Writings, because stability is required. The U,N
set up for World Peace has become &z war organisation as Yugoslavia
proved etc. No-one seems to want to know about a Holy Visionary
Situation taking place at Medjugorje from June 1961 to the present
day & will carry on. But, killing became the vogue for the sake of
a pride,

Killings create vast problems and extra work for The Holy Spirit
and is notreguired at any time. We all pass on after death of the
body to some place but éue to past amd present terrible times on
Barth, many souls are still not collected, are lost and can csuse
many problems, which many mediums and such help to calm and collect
with Spirit CGuardians and thus they are taken to be healed in the
Spirit World, of which there are"many Mansions etc."

It is time for warriors of any description to think of peace,
saving the planet and all life on it and bring it to a sensible way
and conclusion, for a future to be for the children and future
generations,

The Secret Acts have made life very difficult for people who
work with The Holy Spirit or even those who can see dangers amid us,
and try to alter the situation. It is far beyond the time that
changes should be & sense rule,

Sincerely,
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this book im worth resding,

graceshirs & URQ'S are menticned on
voges 125, 129 & 206.

They sre used by The Holy Sririt to
to disasters, travel to Flanets, to
souls and heanl end help life on EKarth,

{j’\‘e't

Postagei plus 109 UK.

Moo sk Y

>Channe lled from Christ
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&Qb LOVE CORPS NEWSLETTER

The Share Foundation

1556 Halford Avenue, #288, Santa Clara, CA 95051-2661, U.S.A.
' (408) 245-5457

July/August 1996

HEALING—THE BASIS OF CHRISTIANITY

Christ Jesus through Virginia Essene

Beloved Love Corps members, supporters, and
light workers everywhere,

It is once again a joyous instant for me to come
forth through the open portals of your heart and to
extend my celestial embrace of light and love
wherever 1 am welcomed by your sacred remem-
brance of the Creator. Then let us share the true
delight of knowing that your present awakening is
totally supported by the spiritual realms of your
soulful origin! And that you came to model here
on this planet the magnificent Divine principles
known in the deepest recesses of your soul mem-
ory. Indeed, as you remember your purposes and
commit yourself to these pregnant moments of
manifesting humanity's evolution, the ascension
process unfolds its mystical pattern. How can 1
come to you courageous beings of devotion and
perseverance, then, with anything less than my
respect and admiration? —as well as my concern
and support. You are treasured by me far beyond
these physical words, far beyond the limits of
your three-dimensional time, beloveds. Can you
sense what [ say about this? In sharing this
blessed bliss of bonding together in love and pur-
pose, dear ones, now let me proceed with the topic
at hand, which is very important to me, as I trust it
will also be for you...healing is the true basis of
Christianity.

In several past newsletter issues I have espe-
cially discussed the critical need for each of you
to take care of your physical health as you go

through the unusual DNA energy shifts during
this time of transformation. And I will revisit that
message again in this issue because so many light
servers are struggling in various areas of their
lives, including the physical. This is not an easy
energy time and we have great compassion for the
suffering and challenges which some of you must
face.

Regrettably, the religion that is presently
termed Christian has NOT given you all the tools
you need to safely experience this evolutionary
shift! And frankly, much of my healing mission
and the teachings that I shared long ago of a high
metaphysical nature were not kept in the Bible
that you read today. There are innumerable rea-
sons for this, but the major ones have to do with
the lack of consciousness of the general society
back then...the fact that not everything [ taught
was written down properly (if at all)...that both
deliberate and accidental mistranslations of my
life activities have crept into various biblical ver-
sions...and the intention of later powerful church
officials to keep the self-empowerment aspect of
my teachings out of the everyday practices of the
people, thereby disempowering them.

Of course, there have been other great religions
—especially in the Asian lands—that insisted on
meditation and proper dietary practice, and there
have been scattered individuals and groups of
wise and loving members of the early Christian
church, particularly, who were attuned to the basic
self-empowerment principles that I came to intro-
duce. And before there was a formalized Chritian
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Greetings from Glastonbury!

Magazines
Newsbytes
Subscriptions
UFO Videos
Connections
Links
Contact

L Alis s i,t_,u.a_;i,gg“u;,exa‘lsqu_w-;,_s hotp estend to you a.very warm ./ .

STEVE HOLT
http://www.hal2000.demon.co.uk/steve
St

Steve Holt is our resident computer graph-

ic artist, you can see many

examples of his excellent work here.

GENESIS I

http:/ /www.genesis-3.com
Genesis ! are the producers of the
incredible videos documenting the
continuous UFQO sightings over Mexico,
great opening graphic at this site.

MALTA UFO RESEARCH
http://www.mufor.org/
The Malta UFO Research homepage cover-
ing a whole host of subjects, with a large
amount of Moon & Mars .
anomalies, also includes local sightings.

UFQINFO http://www.ftech.net/~uloinfo/
A good resource for all types of UFO
related items, books, magazines, events etc,
also has a section on Triangular Craft.

CROP CIRCLE CONNECTOR

http://www.marque.demon.co.uk/con--

nector/connector.html
This is a great site for the latest news
about the Crop Circle Phenomenon, plus
UFOs and much more. :

SPIRITWWW,

. http://www.protree.com/splrit.html

Spirit is a very well established site,
containing a vast amount of information
covering UFOs, ETs, consciousness etc.
Spirit also has some very good-links to
other sites.

RON'S HOMEPAGE
http://www.iinet.com.au/~bertlno.alien.
htm!
Known as the alien site of the World Wide
Web, Ron’s page contains an enormous
amount of information,
articles, sightings, etc, etc. Plus info on New
Age Subjects. and good-links.

NEXUS MAGAZINE
http://www.peg.apc.org/-—nexus/
Nexus reports information that deserves as
much exposure as possible, occasionally it
has info on Australian UFO
activity, this site has an incredible amount of
good-links, to UFO sites, and Crop Circles,
plus important heaith Issues.

N new and enciting awareness Is building in
preparation for the twenty-first century; reports of unen-
platned acrial phenomena are increasing daily. They are simply
not gaining fair toverage in the media. e aim to help remedy

welcome aboard the
UF0 Reatity web site. Step aboard... 1!

www.ufo-reality.co.uk

PRI TERVIET L0

WWW Virtual Library: UFOs
http://cs.bgsu.edu/~jrawodn/ufo/

index.html
A very good starting off point, with arti-
cles, plenty of photographs, lots of infor-

mation, and some very good-links to other

UFO related sites.

SMITTYS UFO PAGE

http://www.best.com/ ~schimtz/ .ufo.html
if you want to find out about AREA 51, this
is a good site to visit, with photos taken
from above Groom Lake, some containing
interesting objects. Plenty of UFO reports
of sightings and good-links.

KEELYNET

ht(p://wwwzeta.cs.adfa.oz.au/keelynet
Keelynet contains a huge amount of infor-
mation on its pages, including UFOs, Alien
contact, Gravity, Alternative Energy, and many
other scientifically controversial topics, a
very interesting site.

internet UFO Group -Hyperlinks
http://www.schmitz.com/lufog»
finks.html ‘
The Hyperlinks page collates many of the
countless new UFQ sites that appear.virtu-
ally weekly, and has an in depth archive,
lus details of many Sky Search programs,
including NASA, S.ETH etc.

http:/ /www.yahoo.com/ Entertalnment/P

aranormal Phenomena/UFO_information
Yahoo Is the most acclaimed Search Engine
on the net - for any subject, the UFO
selection gives loads of leads to archived
material.

AREA 51/GROOM LAKE
http://www.ctls.Com/~psyspy/area51/
This is the AREA 51 page, virtually every-
one and everything connected to AREA 51
is here. Researchers, Authors, Maps, pho-
tographs, ex-employees,
theories, sightings. surveiflince, and
also some good-tinks.

UFO DISCOVERY
hup://people.netcom.co.uk/l.read
Good articles and news stories.

NORWEGIAN UFO LINK PAGE

h_ttp://home.sn.no/amichals/
Great international links along with anthro-
pology and archeology info.
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J )
ETs/THE ARRIVALS
Btm%/www.reartfme.net/drenm/indcx1

UFO facts and statements, conspiracy and
the 2nd face on Mars discovery.

RISKERS http://www.riskers.org
News, events, Tim Edwards cigar UFO
shots and video from Salida.
SPl
http:/ /www.corpex.com/users/
archmage/spl/spihome.htm
Bonnybridge and Fife information from
Malcolm Robinson's Scottish research team.
FLYING SAUCER REVIEW

http:/ /www.corpex.com/users/arch-
mage/fsr/fsthome.htm
Articles, information and comment from
the renowned international research team.

CLOSE ENCOUNTERS OF THE

mvw KIND :
p://www.totalweb.co.uk/
-miami

UFO EXPERIENCE SUPPORT:
ASSOCIATION
hitp://www.ufoesa@glga.net.a

MIKE'S UFO CONNECTION
http://sloppy.ud.ohio-
state_edu/~sehring/ufo_page.html
PROJECT APOCALYPSE NOW
http://www.taunet.net.au/pan
UFO*BC (CANADA)
http://www.renaissoft.com/ufobc
GALACTICUS - ARTIST TiMO TEIDE
hitp://gnosite.oy.utu.fi/homepage/
Timoteide

GULF BREEZE RESEARCH

http:/ /www.delevee.com/skywatch-
diary

APRIE Aerial Phenomenon Research &

Information Exchange
http://www.USERS .GLOBALNET.CO.UK/-

- yarwood
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jonkinge
ufo-reality.co.uk
(Articlés and

i

davidduhig@
ufo-reality.co.uk

(International
stories and trade
enquiries)
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arksoundwaves@
ufo-reality.co.uk

{UFO Reality
subscriptions & :
Ark Soundwavés
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From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ata, Room 822&Mg§

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

|5 September 1997

Edinburgh.

b

Lo Thank you for your letter of 14 July addressed to the Prime
Minister regarding the "UFO" phenomenon. Your letter has been
passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office 1is the focal
point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I have
been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4, The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of
"UFO/flying saucer" matters or to the gquestion of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

5« You asked if "UFO" sighting reports will be made available to
the public. You will wish to be aware that, as with other
government departments, 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, and at
the thirty year point they are transferred to the Public Record
Office and into the public domain. It was generally the case that
before 1967 all "UFO" report files were destroyed after five years
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because of 1limited archive space and due to insufficient public
interest in the subject, there was no reason for them to be
retained. Since 1967 due to an increase in public interest these
files are now routinely preserved. However, a few files from the
Fifties and Sixties did survive and may be viewed by members of
the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,
Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references of these files are as
follows:

AIR 16/1199

AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/16918
AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17318
AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17526
AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17527
AIR 20/9994 AIR 2/17982
PREM 11/855 AIR 2/17983

6. You will be interested to know that the Cabinet Office has
the responsibility for taking forward the Government's manifesto
pledge to introduce a Freedom of Information Act. The timetable
currently envisaged 1involves the publication of a White Paper
before the end of the year.

(4 I hope this explains the position.

s S,
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MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
S%L)ﬁ’)l RefNo 00 104l1997

Date__- SEP 1997

P The attached letter(s) which the Prtme Minister has received has been
- forwarded to this Department for official action. No 10's letter codes are as
follows: SO |

'A.' '_ - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10. Please =
W RN send a full reply wrthm 20 working days. oo

B - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
- consider whether there is anything which can usefully
be said to the correspondent and actlon accordrngly

L @ e ‘No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case,
\ -~ however, it is obviously important that both an-
| acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

_* Unless spec1flcally asked to do so. there is no need for you to cc)py your
'. replres to thrs office. : , |

“A new Open Government Code of Practlce came into force in January 1997.
e Al,l rephes 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

RO DCI‘GenI 48/97 further information is avallable from DOMD on extensron

| Under the Ctt;zens Charter Departments are now requrred 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 Practrce
- including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply.
- addition, the Department is required to provide a record of the total number of
~letters from members of the publlc and provide statistics (which may be based on a
- valid sample) of its performance in provrdmg replies w1th1n their published targets -

| As part of our momtonng procedure, random spot checks on the
~accuracy of your branch records on cor respondence will be performed

B throagheut the year. .
| MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE U mggé (XS[;E; ENCE

- MB 6140 EX |
7 : - ~8 SEP igyl
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IJ'FO

Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne Sleieilels
e SRR o

23rd August 1997.

Ministry of Defence,
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a,
Room 8245,

Main Building,
Whitehall,

London,

SW1A 2HB.

Dear Sir/Madam, Yo ' ' C:;v\ J—w‘é)
As the branch of the MoD concerned with reports of unidentified aerial ob- \

jects, I thought that you might find the attached letter of interest. It was written to us by a e O~

concerned BUFORA member after our big Sheffield Conference last weekend and it con- ‘

cerns the breaking into of RAF/ Ministry of Defence installations by one

Welsh UFO “investigator”’. He was a speaker at the Conference, and has also spoken to at

least one other group (Strange Phenomena Investigations in Scotland) about his exploits.

The SPI talk was accompanied by slides showing his entry into RAF Rudloe Manor and of

concrete tunnels and underground chambers; at the BUFORA conference he also showed a

videotape of various people breaking into RAF Woodbridge/Bentwaters in front of a large

audience.

I would just like to point out that BUFORA does not condone or support
illegal activities such as these. As you can see form the attached letter— is
not acting with the support of BUFORA members and his activities are a matter of concern
to the organization’s ruling body. We are well aware that the official MoD line is that UFOs
“are of no defence significance”, but this matter surely is. Does the Ministry take legal action
in cases such a this?

I will await your response with interest.

Yours faithfull

cc. RAF Rudloe Manor, Wiltshire.
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OPEN LETTER OF CENSURE TO THE BUFORA COUNCIL
To all BUFORA members

Originally having seen the Rudloe Manor presentation, I felt the need to write a letter which I was
originally going to call '‘COVER UP? OF COURSE THERE'S A COVER UP, BUT WHAT DOES IT
REALLY MATTER?. But then to be shown at the BUFORA Conference a video tape showing the Conference
organiser along with_openly trespassing on Ministry of Defence land at RAF Bentwaters and
gaining access to what had appeared to be a previously secure hardened storage facility, made me feel
compelled to write this letter.

I am a BUFORA member. Both my husband and I investigate UFO sightings. We have willingly passed
the results of these investigations to BUFORA. We both have a lengthy and detailed knowledge of the subject.

First let me assurehthat most military bases have underground facilities and yes, some
are indeed connecied by subterranean transport systems. There is nothing unusual or sinister about this. It is
merely a military fact of life. Since the commencement of the Second World War, with increased and accurate
aerial and satellite surveillance, acrial bombardment and nuclear warfare, it has become necessary for the
military to protect its supply and command and control structures in hardened underground facilities. If
Rudloe Manor was the Headquarters of RAF Southern Sector, I would find it surprising if it did not have
substantial underground facilities. But what has a detailed presentation of the military imnfrastructure to do
with UFQOs?

Why doe_feel aggrieved with Ministry of Defence personnel, whom he states acted in 2
hostile and aggressive manner towards him? Why does he feel the need to exact revenge? He made an
unauthorised incursion on to Ministry of Defence property.

My husband is a police officer in North Yorkshire. His beat area adjoins RAF Fylingdales. On his visits to
the base in an official capacity, he is accompanied by an armed military escort. He is not allowed to walk
freely around the base. Had such an unauthorised incursion onto military property not been met by a military
response, with or without drawn weapon, then those same military personnel would be guilty of neglect of
duty. Therc is a substantial terrorist threat in the United Kingdom and all military bases are on a permanent
state of heightened alert. Did bxpect to be treated differently? The military are tasked to defend
this country - that's me and you. 1 find nothing unusual in their use of covert and overt surveillance of persons
and vehicles loitering in the vicinity of sensitive military establishments. I think it is time to
exercise a degree of maturity. Incidentally I will be unable to look at a dog walker 1n green wellies and a wax
iacket in the same light again. You have destroyed my innocence!

But to return to a more scrious note. The military's primary role is the defence of our country. The RAF in
particular are tasked to identifv and evaluate, both radar and visual incursions into UK air space. I found it
perplexing that an hour of conference time should be given to proving that Air Intelligence investigated UFO
sightings in the 1950s and 60s. Of course they did. To think otherwise shows an amazing degree of naiveté.
From Roswell onwards any student of this subject will be aware that the military and the government have
covered things up, time and time again. There is nothing unusual in this There are many valid reasons why
this should be so. They may not wish to display their ignorance of the an event and therefore display their
inability to counter a real or potential threat. There are factions in all socicties who would exploit such
vulnerability and thus undermine the government and the military and in turn its ability to defend its people.
Perhaps they wish to-cover up-a crashed experimental-weapon-systemt To-do otherwise would be to expose-its
level of weapon technology. Remember the Cold War has only recently ended. The former Soviet Union is
hardly a model of political stabititv. The world is not a safe place peaceful place: If only it were so-

My advics to Mossr SRR -
was a cover up at Rendlesham from day one. He does not become obsessed with that cover up but goes on to
probe the facts concealed behind it revealing truly amazing results. As UFO investigators we all acknowledge
that facts are covered up and official denials issued. We have come to expect this. Our task is to-penetrate the
cover-up and reveal the concealed facts, --not to become obsessed with proving a cover up exists. It is easier to
investigate static terrestrial targets, rather than the elusive and enigmatic subject of unidentified flving objects.

Finaily_ have you considered the consequence of your actions? You seem inordinately proud
that you have over flown a sensitive military establishment and published photographs of it. Did you sign the
Official Secrets Act when you worked for Her Majesty's Customs and Excise? Your need to name
underground bases -underground command and control structures and the existence of Intelligence Agencies at
Rudloc Manor, places this sensitive material in the public domain for the use of aggressors both internal and
external. Investigation without responstbility is dangerous.
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I believed when I joined BUFORA that it was a mature organisation dedicated to research into UFQs. To
my dismay, I find it members openly boasting their ability to make over flights of sensitive military
establishments, to make illegal and unexpected visits to RAF Rudloe Maner and to trespass on to Ministry of
Defence Property at RAF Bentwaters and to gain entry to what appeared to be a previously locked facility. the
action of the trespassers on the video tape footage show that they knew what they were doing was wrong..
Contrary to protestations, trespass, with or without acts of damage or theft, is an offence against
civil law and an Association or its members found committing acts of pure trespass may be sued in the Civil
Courts.

To find such a respected organisation as BUFORA actively or passively condoning such behaviour at its.
Conference, is an act of suicidal folly. Recently the UFO movement has gained much credibility in the eyes of
the public and its past image of 'crankiness' is beginning to disappear. But with its members committing such
acts is to play directly into the hands of our detractors and opponents. It will give the authorities the excuse
they need to quietly withdraw any support or co-operation that may have existed and sympathetic MPs may, in
the future, go out of their way to avoid contact with such an organisation and its members. Ultimately it will
do the movement much harm.

I believe that UFOs are a topic worthy of serious, lengthy and detailed investigation. T feelthat the study of
the subject will ultimately lead to a profound realignment in how we see ourselves, our place in the world and
the universe and perhaps our view of reality itself. It is a widely challenging and exciting topic. The search
for an answer will require hard and dedicated investigation, but it is primarily the study of unexplained aerial
phenomena. Both Rudloe Manor and RAF Bentwaters arc identified and terrestrial.

I lay before the BUFORA Council a challenge to respond collectively to this letter. I know from the
comments of the Association's membership and the members of the public who attended the conference-at
Hallam University that the Conference did much to harm the Associations public image.

Consider vour reply carefully. I-am not sure that I wish to remain a member of an Association, which
either passively or actively condones such illegal and irresponsible acts. I feel that the Association should
censure those individuals concerned and ask them to consider their future as members of BUFORA. The
Association must seem to operate at all times in an open responsible manner within the legal framework of this
country. TFhe Association and its membership are not above the law.

I feel that the emphasis on conspiracy theory will ultimately mean that BUFORA will lose its way in those
dark subterranean tunnels of the secret bases that seem to preoccupy so much time of the advocates of asuch a
theory. BUFORA is dedicated to rescarch into UFOs, unexplained aerial phenomena. I feel the answer will
rrot be found underground.

With heartfelt concern,

Yours faithfully
W!!t!y, Nort.! i-emlire.

17/8/97
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room;f{\;gb45,\ S

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE N A

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB g o ! AR
Telephone (Direct dial} 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard} 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

\\ September 1997

Galashiels,
Borders.

Secion 40
b

1. Thank you for your letter of 25 August addressed to the
Secretary of State for Defence and copied to the Minister for the
Armed Forces. Your letter has been passed to this office which is
the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to the "UFO" phenomenon. I have been asked to reply.

2 s First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity. Unless there is evidence
of a potential military threat, and to date no "UFO" report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us.

3. Turning now to the main thrust of your letter, when the
Ministry of Defence was informed of the events which are alleged
to have occurred at Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in December
1980, all available substantiated evidence was looked at 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 United Kingdom's air defences had
occurred on the nights in question. As there was no evidence to
substantiate an event of defence concern no further investigation
into the matter was necessary. Although a number of allegations
have subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing
has emerged over the last 16% years which has given us reason to
believe that the original assessment made by this Department was
incorrect.

4, 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 we remain
open—-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.
Hours Sl
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MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT |
Oty 0010 7{ .

S&,U\QQ - Ref No_ __.n_ /1997 |
et E3 SEP 199

Date

o The Secretary of State/MInrster has recerved the attached letter |
- from a member of the publrc It has not been acknowledged by this

g Please send a reply on behalf of the Mrnrster concerned All
L Mrnrstcrs attach importance to such letters being answered promptly, |
- your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date
~ of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove Impossrble an

~ interim reply should be sent wrthIn the same trmescale 3

- A new Open Government Code of Practrce on Access ot
N Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replres
~ 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 contarned

in DCI(Gen) 48/97 further Informatron is avaIlable from DOMD on
b extensronh B I e e

~ Under the Citizens' Charter Departments are now requrred to keep
~ records 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 requrred
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

~ public and provrde statistics (which may be based on a valid sample) of
its performance in provrdrng rephes wrthm therr publrshed targets. .

, As part of our momtorrng procedure, random spot checks on |
- the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence willbe =~
performed throughout the year. - S MINISTRY - Nz FtNCf _'

SEC |
MINISTERIAL CORR ‘*“"‘“5‘3 g --

ESPONDENC UNIT' S e

y '_F"'E |
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Galashiels
Scotland

The Rt Hon George Robertson MP
Secretary of State for Defence
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SWI1A 2HB

25 August 1997
Dear Secretary of State,

Was British Nuclear Base Under Hostile Threat?

Further details have recently emerged concerning a most extraordinary series of
incidents, which took place during the latter part of December 1980.

These events occurred at the twin-base complex of RAF Bentwaters and RAF
Woodbridge in Suffolk. American bases on British soil, they provided a strategically
important role in support of NATO's front-line defences.

On 13 January 1981, the Deputy Base Commander, Lieutenant-Colonel Charles Halt,
filed an official report to the Ministry of Defence and although the existence of any
such document was seemingly denied by the then British government, a copy was
obtained in the United States under their Freedom of Information Act.

The report, which came to be known as the Halt memo, is self explanatory and a copy

is attached for your information.

Subsequently promoted to Colonel and assigned to a highly sensitive security post,
Halt has since retired from the services. In a recent interview with award-winning
American journalist AJS Rayl, Colonel Halt expressed his bewilderment at the lack of
any response from the Ministry.

“To this day, I'm very puzzled why no-one ever came back and asked for additional
information, asked questions, or even interviewed me”, he notes.




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

Although questions relating to the Halt memo were subsequently raised in the House,
Lord Trefgarne, then Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for the Armed Forces,
replied that, whilst he had seen the memorandum, the matter was not of concern from
a defence standpoint.

Now, important new witness testimony from former base personnel, no longer fearing
they may be breaching security, confirms that the incidents which were brought to the
Ministry's attention were of the utmost defence significance.

For Colonel Halt, who had maintained “there are many things which were not in my
memo”, has revealed that pencil-like beams of light, “like a laser beam” were emitted
by unidentified aerial craft and directed near the weapons storage area.

“It appeared to come toward us at a very high speed, stopped overhead and sent down
a small pencil-like beam, sort of like a laser beam”, he claims.

The object then moved back towards the RAF Bentwaters base and, according to Halt,
“continued to send down beams of light, at one point near the weapons storage
facility”.

He affirms, “We knew that, because we could hear the chatter on the radio” and
estimates that between 30 and 40 personnel stationed around the dual base complex
were witnesses.

Larry Warren, a former member of the 81st Security Police Squadron stationed at the
bases, has also now published a book which claims that that the facility included “hot”
weapons with nuclear warheads and that the pencil-thin beams of light penetrated the
nuclear bunkers and compromised some of these weapons.

Halt's own disclosures are so alarming, that this further revelation seems no more
astonishing.

As referenced in Colonel Halt's memo to the Ministry, two nights previously, an
object suspected to have been a crashed aircraft, was spotted in the nearby
Rendlesham Forest, which separated the bases.

A central witness to that event was Staff Sergeant Jim Penniston, a member of the
81st Security Police Squadron. Although Penniston has, similar to Colonel Halt,
previously given a summary account on his experiences, in a recent interview with
Rayl, Penniston for the first time discloses the full story of his encounter and its
aftermath.
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Penniston states:

“T went to the gate shack, phoned in, and spoke with Master Sergeant J.D. Chandler,
who was the on-duty flight chief for both bases.

While I was talking with Chandler, the security controller was making contact with
Bentwaters Control Tower, and they, in turn, were in contact with Heathrow Airport's
Control Tower in London and RAF Bawdsey Eastern Radar in East Anglia. I was told
they reported a bogie about three miles out from Bentwaters but had lost contact with
it 15 minutes previously. The confirmation that triangulated the radar sighting was
RAF Bawdsey. It had been over Woodbridge, they told me, when it dropped from
radar imaging”.

Penniston and two other members of the security police, Airmen First Class John
Burroughs and Ed Cabansag, obtained permission to proceed off base and investigate
the presumed aircrash.

However, what they discovered and reported was quite unexpected and is recorded in
Colonel Halt's report to the Ministry. Penniston now adds:

“I got to within 10 feet of the craft and the clearing where it sat. I estimated it to be
about three meters tall and about three meters wide at the base. No landing gear was
apparent, but it seemed like she was on fixed legs. I moved a little closer. I had
already taken all 36 pictures [of the object] on my roll of film. I walked around the
craft, and finally, I walked right up to the craft. I noticed the fabric of the shell was
more like a smooth, opaque, black glass. The bluish lights went from black to gray to
blue. I was pretty much confused at that point. I kept trying to put this in some kind of
frame of reference, trying to find some logical explanation as to what this was and
what was going on. It was dead silent. No animals were even making a noise
anymore.

On the smooth exterior shell there was writing of some kind, but I couldn't quite
distinguish it, so I moved up to it. It was three-inch lettering, rather symbols that
stretched for the length of two feet, maybe a little more. I touched the symbols, and I
could feel the shapes as if they were inscribed or etched or engraved, like a diamond
cut on glass.

At that point, I backed away from the craft, because the light was starting to get
brighter. Still, there was no sound. There was no physical contact with any kind of life
form, but there did seem to be a life presence. It was mechanical, this ship, and it
seemed to be under intelligent control.

The next thing I knew, I was standing about 20 feet away from the craft with
Burroughs, who I thought I had left back near the tree line. The craft moved up off the
ground, about three feet, still with absolutely no sound. It started to move slowly,
weaving back through the trees at a very slow pace, maybe a half a foot per second. It
took about a couple of minutes for it to manoeuvre itself back to a distance of about
100 to 150 feet, then it rose up just over the trees, about 200 feet high. There was a
momentary pause... and then literally with the blink of an eye it was gone. All with no
sound. That still boggles my mind”.
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Penniston also now reveals that the following morning, he was debriefed for some 90
‘minutes by base personnel from the USAF's Office of Special Investigations (OSI)
and provided them with a full report.

He had examined the object at close range for some 20 minutes and taken notes,
which he has now released, however, he was later informed that the photographs
“hadn't turned out”.

Burroughs is also on record as confirming the reality of these events and noted, “You
felt like you were moving in slow motion, your hair on the back of your head was
standing up, you felt like you had very little control over your body”.

Adding further weight to that reality is a new witness who, learning of my interest in
the case, recently contacted me. He was part of the Security Police Squadron team
later sent to ensure the safety of Burroughs, Penniston and Cabansag.

Given the pseudonym of “Tom”, for the moment, and speaking of his involvement for
the first time in 17 years, he states:

“I worked with Burroughs and Penniston. What they said was true. As a matter of
fact, the following statements are true and can be verified by many people.

The acting squadron was the 81st Security Police Squadron and 'B' flight [duty shift]
was the acting security force on duty. Burroughs and Penniston were on 'B' flight and
the shift change was from 2300 hrs till 0700 hrs”.

“The person on the post should have been Burroughs, but he was missing, the
weapons were missing and the phone was off the hook. This was around 2:00 a.m. We
were carrying weapons and were told to hold our position. Master Sergeant Fail went
out”.

From this vantage point, Tom watched the lights in the forest. “I could clearly see the
lights from the gate, just outside the back gate, the East gate”, he states. He describes
the lights in the forest as being some distance from the ground, stationary and
pulsating.

Whatever the object was, according to Tom, “It made no noise, but it defied gravity. It
was really weird and scary”.

“l saw them, so did Airman Beachum, Airman Hartman, Airman Hernandez”, he
adds, mentioning some previously unknown witnesses. Some time later, “Burroughs
and Penniston finally showed up. We were then told to go back to our posts™.
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Tom also described events and fresh devastation witnessed the following morning:

“Shift change in the morney for 'B' flight was extremely late. 'A' Flight relieved us at
9:30 am, very late. When we went out the East gate back to Bentwaters, leaving
Woodbridge, there were many people, including numerous people in typical lab coats
making an analysis of the area. You could see out the vehicle to the right side, that
there were many people examining the area, searching, looking for something. Some
of these people were in white overcoats, that's why I say that they looked like typical
'techs’ in lab coats. They were searching the area in front of the forest”.

“It wasn't just a few broken branches, a huge area had been cleared. There were trees
- missing”. I also saw 'bobbies' and little white police cars”.

Whether that damage had perhaps been caused by an object coming down into the
forest, or manoeuvring through it, was unknown.

What is now known however, is that we have a number of corroborative testimonies,
originating from trained military personnel, that pose some fundamental questions.
There is of course much more to all of these testimonies than this brief summary
allows.

Now that key witnesses feel able to speak of these issues, does the Ministry agree they
should be asked to give testimonies before a committee and that these allegations
demand to be thoroughly investigated?

What was the unidentified “bogie”, corroborated on radar, which penetrated the
defence of one of NATO's most sensitive bases? '

What was the enigmatic object, witnessed at length and documented by Sergeant Jim
Penniston and also witnessed first-hand by other base personnel?

What caused the substantial damage within Rendlesham Forest, close to the sensitive
facility?

During the second night's events, were lives endangered by the laser-like beams of
light directed near the weapons storage areas?

Was there danger of a catastrophic explosion?
Was this investigated at all by the Ministry of Defence, or did the Ministry simply

dismiss Colonel Halt' cursory report, unaware that the incidents were of such
magnitude?
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Colonel Halt is now on record as stating, “I intend someday to have my day in court
in England, publicly, if I have the opportunity”.

In the spirit of a more open government, I'm sure that the Ministry would welcome the

Colonel's desire for the truth to be determined and defence implications clarified.

I look forward to hearing from you on these matters and shall be happy to provide
copies of detailed testimonies from the aforementioned witnesses and others.

Before doing so, the Ministry may of course now be able to offer an explanation for
these reported occurrences and reassure the public why the incidents were found to be
of no defence significance.

Yours sincerely,

CC: The Rt Hon Dr John Reid MP
Minister of State for the Armed Forces
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Galashiels .
The Rt Hon Dr John Reid MP ! ‘
Minister of State for the Armed Forces | mm
Ministry of Defence
Main Building RS | I 6 (I | 1 T
Whitehall 001884
London
SW1A 2HB

25 August 1997

Dear Dr Reid,

Was British Nuclear Base Under Hostile Threat?

I attach for your information a copy letter which I trust is self explanatory.

Yours sincerel
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Galashiels
Scotland

The Rt Hon George Robertson M
Secretary of State for Defence
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SWI1A 2HB

25 August 1997
Dear Secretary of State,
Was British Nuclear Base Under Hostile Threat?

Further details have recently emerged concerning a most extraordinary series of
incidents, which took place during the latter part of December 1980.

These events occurred at the twin-base complex of RAF Bentwaters and RAF
Woodbridge in Suffolk. American bases on British soil, they provided a strategically
important role in support of NATO's front-line defences.

On 13 January 1981, the Deputy Base Commander, Lieutenant-Colonel Charles Halt,
filed an official report to the Ministry of Defence and although the existence of any
such document was seemingly denied by the then British government, a copy was
obtained in the United States under their Freedom of Information Act.

The report, which came to be known as the Halt memo, is self explanatory and a copy

is attached for your information.

Subsequently promoted to Colonel and assigned to a highly sensitive security post,
Halt has since retired from the services. In a recent interview with award-winning
American journalist AJS Rayl, Colonel Halt expressed his bewilderment at the lack of
any response from the Ministry.

“To this day, I'm very puzzled why no-one ever came back and asked for additional
information, asked questions, or even interviewed me”, he notes.

\
Telephone TN,
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Although questions relating to the Halt memo were subsequently raised in the House,
Lord Trefgarne, then Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for the Armed Forces,
replied that, whilst he had seen the memorandum, the matter was not of concern from
a defence standpoint.

Now, important new witness testimony from former base personnel, no longer fearing
they may be breaching security, confirms that the incidents which were brought to the
Ministry's attention were of the utmost defence significance.

For Colonel Halt, who had maintained “there are many things which were not in my
memo”, has revealed that pencil-like beams of light, “like a laser beam” were emitted
by unidentified aerial craft and directed near the weapons storage area.

“It appeared to come toward us at a very high speed, stopped overhead and sent down
a small pencil-like beam, sort of like a laser beam”, he claims.

The object then moved back towards the RAF Bentwaters base and, according to Halt,
“continued to send down beams of light, at one point near the weapons storage
facility”.

He affirms, “We knew that, because we could hear the chatter on the radio” and
estimates that between 30 and 40 personnel stationed around the dual base complex
were witnesses.

Larry Warren, a former member of the 81st Security Police Squadron stationed at the
bases, has also now published a book which claims that that the facility included “hot”
weapons with nuclear warheads and that the pencil-thin beams of light penetrated the
nuclear bunkers and compromised some of these weapons.

Halt's own disclosures are so alarming, that this further revelation seems no more
astonishing.

As referenced in Colonel Halt's memo to the Ministry, two nights previously, an
object suspected to have been a crashed aircraft, was spotted in the nearby
Rendlesham Forest, which separated the bases.

A central witness to that event was Staff Sergeant Jim Penniston, a member of the
81st Security Police Squadron. Although Penniston has, similar to Colonel Halt,
previously given a summary account on his experiences, in a recent interview with
Rayl, Penniston for the first time discloses the full story of his encounter and its
aftermath.
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Penniston states:

“l went to the gate shack, phoned in, and spoke with Master Sergeant J.D. Chandler,
who was the on-duty flight chief for both bases.

While I was talking with Chandler, the security controller was making contact with
Bentwaters Control Tower, and they, in turn, were in contact with Heathrow Airport's
 Control Tower in London and RAF Bawdsey Eastern Radar in East Anglia. I was told
they reported a bogie about three miles out from Bentwaters but had lost contact with
it 15 minutes previously. The confirmation that triangulated the radar sighting was
RAF Bawdsey. It had been over Woodbridge, they told me, when it dropped from
radar imaging”.

Penniston and two other members of the security police, Airmen First Class John
Burroughs and Ed Cabansag, obtained permission to proceed off base and investigate
the presumed aircrash.

However, what they discovered and reported was quite unexpected and is recorded in
Colonel Halt's report to the Ministry. Penniston now adds:

“T got to within 10 feet of the craft and the clearing where it sat. I estimated it to be
about three meters tall and about three meters wide at the base. No landing gear was
apparent, but it seemed like she was on fixed legs. I moved a little closer. I had
already taken all 36 pictures [of the object] on my roll of film. I walked around the
craft, and finally, I walked right up to the craft. I noticed the fabric of the shell was
more like a smooth, opaque, black glass. The bluish lights went from black to gray to
blue. I was pretty much confused at that point. I kept trying to put this in some kind of
frame of reference, trying to find some logical explanation as to what this was and
what was going on. It was dead silent. No animals were even making a noise
anymore. |

On the smooth exterior shell there was writing of some kind, but I couldn't quite
distinguish it, so I moved up to it. It was three-inch lettering, rather symbols that
stretched for the length of two feet, maybe a little more. I touched the symbols, and I
could feel the shapes as if they were inscribed or etched or engraved, like a diamond
cut on glass.

At that point, I backed away from the craft, because the light was starting to get
brighter. Still, there was no sound. There was no physical contact with any kind of life
form, but there did seem to be a life presence. It was mechanical, this ship, and it
seemed to be under intelligent control.

The next thing I knew, I was standing about 20 feet away from the craft with
Burroughs, who I thought I had left back near the tree line. The craft moved up off the
ground, about three feet, still with absolutely no sound. It started to move slowly,
weaving back through the trees at a very slow pace, maybe a half a foot per second. It
took about a couple of minutes for it to manoeuvre itself back to a distance of about
100 to 150 feet, then it rose up just over the trees, about 200 feet high. There was a
momentary pause... and then literally with the blink of an eye it was gone. All with no
sound. That still boggles my mind”.
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Penniston also now reveals that the following morning, he was debriefed for some 90
minutes by base personnel from the USAF's Office of Special Investigations (OSI)
and provided them with a full report.

He had examined the object at close range for some 20 minutes and taken notes,
which he has now released, however, he was later informed that the photographs
“hadn't turned out”.

Burroughs is also on record as confirming the reality of these events and noted, “You
felt like you were moving in slow motion, your hair on the back of your head was
standing up, you felt like you had very little control over your body”.

Adding further weight to that reality is a new witness who, learning of my interest in
the case, recently contacted me. He was part of the Security Police Squadron team
later sent to ensure the safety of Burroughs, Penniston and Cabansag.

Given the pseudonym of “Tom”, for the moment, and speaking of his involvement for
the first time in 17 years, he states: |

“I worked with Burroughs and Penniston. What they said was true. As a matter of
fact, the following statements are true and can be verified by many people.

The acting squadron was the 81st Security Police Squadron and 'B' flight [duty shift]

was the acting security force on duty. Burroughs and Penniston were on 'B' flight and
the shift change was from 2300 hrs till 0700 hrs”.

“The person on the post should have been Burroughs, but he was missing, the
weapons were missing and the phone was off the hook. This was around 2:00 a.m. We
were carrying weapons and were told to hold our position. Master Sergeant Fail went
out”,

From this vantage point, Tom watched the lights in the forest. “I could clearly see the
lights from the gate, just outside the back gate, the East gate”, he states. He describes
the lights in the forest as being some distance from the ground, stationary and
pulsating.

Whatever the object was, according to Tom, “It made no noise, but it defied gravity. It
was really weird and scary”.

“lI saw them, so did Airman Beachum, Airman Hartman, Airman Hernandez”, he
adds, mentioning some previously unknown witnesses. Some time later, “Burroughs
and Penniston finally showed up. We were then told to go back to our posts™.
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Tom also described events and fresh devastation witnessed the following morning:

“Shift change in the morney for 'B' flight was extremely late. 'A’ Flight relieved us at
9:30 am, very late. When we went out the East gate back to Bentwaters, leaving
Woodbridge, there were many people, including numerous people in typical lab coats
making an analysis of the area. You could see out the vehicle to the right side, that
there were many people examining the area, searching, looking for something. Some
of these people were in white overcoats, that's why I say that they looked like typical
'techs' in lab coats. They were searching the area in front of the forest”.

“It wasn't just a few broken branches, a huge area had been cleared. There were trees
missing”. I also saw 'bobbies' and little white police cars”.

Whether that damage had perhaps been caused by an object coming down into the
forest, or manoeuvring through it, was unknown.

What is now known however, is that we have a number of corroborative testimonies,
originating from trained military personnel, that pose some fundamental questions.
There is of course much more to all of these testimonies than this brief summary
allows.

Now that key witnesses feel able to speak of these issues, does the Ministry agree they
should be asked to give testimonies before a committee and that these allegations
demand to be thoroughly investigated?

What was the unidentified “bogie”, corroborated on radar, which penetrated the
defence of one of NATO's most sensitive bases?

What was the enigmatic object, witnessed at length and documented by Sergeant Jim
Penniston and also witnessed first-hand by other base personnel?

What caused the substantial damage within Rendlesham Forest, close to the sensitive
facility?

During the second night's events, were lives endangered by the laser-like beams of
light directed near the weapons storage areas?

Was there danger of a catastrophic explosion?
Was this investigated at all by the Ministry of Defence, or did the Ministry simply

dismiss Colonel Halt' cursory report, unaware that the incidents were of such
magnitude?
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Colonel Halt is now on record as stating, “I intend someday to have my day in court
jn England, publicly, if I have the opportunity”.

In the spirit of a more open government, I'm sure that the Ministry would welcome the

Colonel's desire for the truth to be determined and defence implications clarified.

I look forward to hearing from you on these matters and shall be happy to provide
copies of detailed testimonies from the aforementioned witnesses and others.

Before doing so, the Ministry may of course now be able to offer an explanation for
these reported occurrences and reassure the public why the incidents were found to be
of no defence significance.

Yours sincerel

CC: The Rt Hon Dr John Reid MP
Minister of State for the Armed Forces
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Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L). two USAF
security police patrolmen saw-unusual lights gutside the bark gate at

RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forcad
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.

The on-duty € ight chief cestonded ang allowed theec o it L oIz sia.
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a-strange glowing object

in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in apoearance

and triangular in shape, eppreximately two to three meters acicss £

base and approximately two meters high. It jlluminated the entire fgoroc*
with a white 1ight. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top ang
a bank(s) of blue 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 a nearby farm went into a
frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later near
the back gate. o - . |

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" in 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/gamma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree

toward the depressions.

3. Later in the night a red sun-like Tight was seen through the trees.
It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off alowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-1ike objects were noticed
in the sky, two objects to the nort“ and one tg the south, ¢°° -7 -

were about 100 off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp an g,
movements and displayed red, qreen and Llue Yights. The ohiects te tho
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then -
turned to full circles. The objects to the north remained in the sky fer
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs
2 and 3/

e

CHARLES 1. HALT, Lt Col, USAF

Deputy Base Commander
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Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245 \& |

From

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, 9“3»*, ?

Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB MQ
Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard} 0171 218 9000

_ e

QOur reference

Stewarton, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Strathclvyde. Date
- 4 September 1997

1. 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 1is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I
have been asked to reply.

2« First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

N Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. 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 we remain
totally open—-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.
Sours SNk,




The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1995/1

o To___Sea hs)2 - Ref No_ 29979@?97

Date

- 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: . |

| - The létter 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.

C -  Noacknowledgement has been sent. In this case,
- however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your
- replies to this office. ~ | a

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
DCIiGeni 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. pronee.

",

MINISTERIAL COR

RESPONDENCE UNI
MB 6140 E

~3 SEP 1997

[FIE ,
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_ STewo ron

a~

DEAR SIREHu—

| AM SURE YOU ARE THE PERSON
TO HELP ME. MY NAME IS S

S AND | AM 11 YEARS OF AGE.| AM
DOING A YEAR LONG STUDY ON UFQ's

FOR MY SCHOOL PROJECT. DO YOU
HAVE ANY INFORMATION THAT YOU COULD
PASS DOWN,

THANK YOU
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From SRCICURCINNNN Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE SRS
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB o

Telephone {Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 017
{Fax)
IUFORN Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec|AS)/64/3
Bra Ord 7 . Date

Mshire . 3 September 1997

D S,

1. Thank you for your letter of 16 July which was addressed to
Stansted Airport. As will now be aware, your letter has been
passed onto the Ministry of Defence for reply. This office is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to
"unidentified flying objects". .

2 s First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "“UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. I have looked back through our sighting report files and can

confirm that the MOD did not receive any reports from the
Peterborough/Wisbech area for 23 November 1996.

Tours fatwbully,
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. NATIONAL AIR TRAFFIC SERVICES LTD
New Control Tower, Bassingbourn Road, Stansted Airport, Stansted, Essex CM24 1AH.
Telephone:

Our ref. 8SD/1/11/w

5 August 1997

International UFQO Research Network

Bradtor

West Yorkshire

Dear Sir

Thank you for your letter of 16 July reference unidentified flying objects in the
Peterborough/Wisbech area. Air Traffic Control at Stansted Airport have no information
reference the dates and times mentioned but I have forwarded your correspondence on to
the MOD who may be able to assist you further.

Thetr address i1s:

RAF Mam Bulldmg
Whitehall
London SW1A 2HB.

Yours faithfully

Certificate No. FS 26480

National Air Traffic Services Ltd. Registered in England 3155567 - Registered Office: 45-59 Kingswéy, London WC2B 6TE.
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o INTERNATIONAL UFO RESEARCH NETWORK
Socioni0 —  ENECRUSSMREN . B ocion Al

16/7/97

The Airport Services Manager
Stansted Airport . .
Bishop Stortford NATS - STAN STED
Lok e/
24 1 1597 |

D S FILE iior | &iCL. Nos

\ \ (§
Iam
writing to you m connection with the report of unidentified flying objects received by our organisation on
27/6/97.

Four witnesses have reported seeing an object in the sky over the A47 bypass between Petrborough & Wisbech on
23/11/96,The witnesses timed the sighting at 2.45am and described the object seen as a black triangular shape with
lights on each point,surrounded by a pink glow . |

Could you pleases advise me of any reported air traffic over Peterborugh/Wisbech these times and advise if you have
recerved any reports of unusual objects from members of the public.

I thank you in advance for your assistance in aiding our investigations of this report.

yours sincerely

p.p. JUFORN
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\O

From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245 e

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec{AS)/64/3
Milton Keynes, Date

Buckinghamshire. <3 September 1997

w

1. Thank you for your letter of 1 August 1997 in which you have
made enquiries about a sighting of an "unidentified flying object"”
seen above Milton Keynes. This office is the focal - point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature and I
have been asked to reply.

2 First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "“UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to the sighting over Milton Keynes on 28 July, we
are satisfied that there was no corroborating evidence to suggest
that the United Kingdom's airspace was breached by unauthorised
military aircraft. As stated above, that 1is the MOD's only

concern.
S SRy,
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From-_Secretanat(Alr Staff)2a1a, Room 8245,} *w

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whltehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/SeciAS)/64/3
Date

Hope Valley, 3 September 1997

Nr Sheffield.

Sl |
w

1. Thank you for your letter of 29 July in which you have asked
whether any military aircraft have been operating over the Derwent
Moors area. As this is in connection with a "“UFO" query, your
letter has been passed to this office as we are the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to
"unidentified flying objects".

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as alilrcraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. You asked whether military aircraft had been operating over
the Derwent Moors but as you did not specify a date I have not
been able to carry out a check. However, in principle, the whole
of the UK 1is open to low flying by military aircraft. There are
certain locations which are excluded such as major built-up areas
and restricted airspace around civil airfields, but outside such
exclusion zones less populated areas, such as the Derwent Moors,
will see a proportion of training flights from time to time.

Yowrs - sconly
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®

Ministry of Defence.
Main Building,
Horseguards Avenue. .
London SW1A 2HB

29th July 97.

Dear Sir/Madam,

I would be grateful if you could inform me whether or not military aircraft and
helicopters have been operating over 'Derwent Moors', following reports of
Ufo activity, in that area.

Yours Sincerel

Hope Valley.
Nr.Sheffield
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Yog From_ Secretariat (Air Staff)2

Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard) 0171 218
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
tnney D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Cardiff Daﬁe (AS)/64/

29th August 1997

@9 ‘e &)

Thank you for your letter of 4th August.
comment to make on the subject.

L/(CFLB‘F"::: Srcereld

I have no further
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Rumney,
S.Wales,
Monday 4th Au

Cardiff,

sE—E28—

Head of Sec. (AS)Z2
Ministry of Defence,
Main Building, Whitehall,
London, SW1A Z2HB

Thank you for your letter of July 15th in reply to mine to you in which I made
an official complaint about the way your staff have been dodging questions
about UFOs which, if answered properly, would contradict the MoD's party line
on the matter.

I am beginning to find it sadly amusing that no one 1is prepared to answer
specifically how the MoD knows that the unexplained UFOs are not of defence
significance when you do not know what they are. It's almost as if your staff
and you are dyslexic and can not see these words as you continue to quote the
same old answer, or lack of it I should say. No doubt you all see me as a big
pain writing all my antagonistic letters to Air Staff 2, but put yourself in
my shoes and think about your answers and compare them with the evidence for
UFOs from The PRO's files, the pilot's testimony (both civil and military) and
the numerous videos that have been taken. One of which was even corroborated
by Radar from RAF Lyneham. No wonder people such as myself are suspicious of
the MoD!

If it truly is ignorance of a very valid phenomenon then the MoD is being just
plain stupid, which I am sure they are not! For instance, the MoD has not
explained the video recorded sighting over Matlock on August 23rd 1994. Not
only is there a UFO on this wvideo, there are helicopters too! Nothing to add
to Wanswer?? Being satisfied with that puts the UK's defence
in the realm' of being truly half assed! Does the MoD not mind that what
appears to be intelligently guided huge balls of light can hover over cities

and are pursued by unidentified. helicopters, which the ocnes on the wvideo
certainly are?

I have given your staff evidence for UFOs during the last few years that even
comes from the MoD and you still say there is nothing further to add, why? I
am talking about serious defence issues, just like Nick Pope does in his book
'Open Skies, Closed Minds' and he used to weork in your department!

I think that the real reason why the MoD will not publicly look into UFOs is
that the public would realise that the phenomenon is real and they would be a
tad angry with you for carrying on the way you have been.

Yours. sincerely,

= ? A ¢ ’ - ;
¢ Gl i 8 R f

R A S g e $
A o

i
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 8245 5 !‘

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Ny a2
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB MR

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9

Your reference

F h Our reference
aversnam, D/Sec{AS)/64/3

Kent . Date

S Sl 3 ho
w

1. Thank you for your letter of 27 June addressed to the Prime
Minister regarding "UFOs". Your letter has been passed to the
Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal point within the
MOD for correspondence of this nature. I have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. The MOD does not have any expertise or role 1in respect of
"UFO/flying saucer" matters or to the question of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open—-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

Yous Sinavdy,
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e
g

MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To%QQ(}r&\/ -  RetnB00578 0,
| | _Dafc |2 - ~ a7

- 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:
@ - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
N 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.
- C . No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case,

however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

| Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your
replies to this office. ' | | .

. A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force in January 1997.
All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set
out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCIi 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 checksonthe =~
accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be perfo fiSTRY OF ig;;‘é{ QEM

ROt S

throughout the year. | ‘ ._ SEC (AS)?
~ MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT | 19 AUG o7 |
~ MB 6140 EXT I -
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This enclosure has been taken off and placed on File 64/3/1 Part A _EV\ CAoJquQ \ 0\
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Wed 27 Aug, 1997 15:29 mailbox standard Page 1 . EA\
"':"__ /\, ) {%‘* ‘
DATE FROM | SUBJECT CODES
_27/08/97 OMD/AD(Management) (U) Freedom of Information Act [ ]
Intended:
Sent: 27/08/97 at 13:50 Delivered: 27/08/97 at 13:50
To: SEC(AS)2
CC: Hd of CS(RM)1
Ref: /GUID:53235E5B2A1BD1119C2F0020AFF4C999
From: OMD/AD(Management) Auth by:
Subject: (U) Freedom of Information Act
Text: Attached is advice on the FOIA for use in responding to n 40

_It has been produced on CSV8 and is Unclassifieq.

Priority: Normal SEE PAGE Attachments [ 1]
Reply Request [ ] View Acknowledge [ ] ~ Codes [ ]

Con oy Cone o \ae\ oc &Kwu \ganl.
SO ’ ’ N
\ \:.;)\( %—cg&af o quk\; %L‘s\.\,\) ;)F’*’ (,_),.\_-\[
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EQV l [l/e__ CNA .g,&Qéé ‘(\.QU <) &Q-QHQ’I :
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UNBEABSIRED.

LOOSE MINUTE | @
D/DOMD/2/3/4
27 Aug 97

Sec(AS)2

Copy to:
CS(RM)1

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT

Reference:
A. D/Sec/AS/64/1 dated 22 Aug 97

poke about your request at-Ref Afor advice on how to respond to
n respect of the Freedom of Information Act. | trust that the
following form of words, or a variation of it, will meet your needs

g
"On the question of freedom of information, | s%wdexplam that it is not
the intention to address specific subject areas, case by case, in the
proposed Bill as to do so would be an impossibly complex approach.
There will not therefore-be-a section onUFOs-as-such. Instead, the
Government intends to create a new statutory right of access to
government information, qualified only by a limited number of
exemptions, subject to- the application-of *harm" tests; where non-
disclesure-might-be-in-the-publicinterest- The Government intends to
publish a White Paper on Freedom of Information towards the end of
the year, when there will be an opportunity for you to feed in your
comments and views. Themw#befuﬁhemonsuﬁaﬁWaﬁBﬂl
is publishee-rextyear™._ . | L Lot ds S

MIPSN W P
Joa . ’t—‘\-, LJ\)L\A

“ssume that you will be able to respond to the points in para 4 of
letter; I'd be grateful for a copy of your reply. As we discussed, unt

,,,,,

an FOIA comes into force, requiésts for information on alleged UFO incidents
shouild be respoar;dv@dmm terms of the Code of Practice on Access to Public
Information, as advised in DCI Gen 48/97.

UN D
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From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1 ﬁ 5_‘,\
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE % &
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB ’\!\Q

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

Great Clacton
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Essex Da/te ( )/ /

28 August 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 27 July on the subject of
"unidentified flying objects".

2., 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 UK Air Defence Region might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "unidentified flying object" sighting has revealed such
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported incident. We believe that down to earth explanations
could be found for these reports, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, if resources were diverted for this purpose but
it would be an inappropriate use of defence resources to provide
this kind of aerial identification service.

4, When the Ministry of Defence was informed of the events which
are alleged to have occurred at Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge
in December 1980, all available substantiated evidence was looked
at 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 United Kingdom's air
defences had occurred on the nights in question.

5. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of defence
concern no further investigation into the matter was necessary.
Although a number of allegations have subsequently been made about
these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 16% years
which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment
made by this Department was incorrect.

Yours sincerely,
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U.F.O.
ESSEX U.F.O. RESEARCH

Gireat Clacton,

Es-exi
rer- R

veo-FEN o

X am enclosing yvou n copy of a lettexr I
hawve sent to the following M. Ps.

The Rt Hon Paddy Ashdown . VL. P.
The Rt Hon Yeuan Wyn jones. VI . B,
The Rt Hon Ivan Henderson. M. P,

FPerhaps you would like to comment on
the contents.

Sincerly,

Chair-nmman.
EXY.F.O.R.G.

_ \‘\f:;\ M G\'“ \,\tr\“\-\ = -kq-
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ESSEX U.F.O.RESEARCH
GROUP

27/

Could aa guestion be put before the House of
Commons re the subject of Unidentifed Flying Objects,
and the Rendelsham Forest incident. It has now been
sixteen years since the incident, with no information
forth coming from any authority re this affar. Members
of the public feel that they should know what is going on,
and the results of any investigations into the
Rendelsham Forest incident.

Two M. Ps the Iate Rt HHon Martin Redmond
M. and the Rt Hon Ieuan Wyn Jones M., to my
Eknowledge hawve raised guestions in the House to no
awaill.

I reproduce documents below that are in
exisistence, re the Rendelsham Forest incident.

.........

........ roeoDe

Subject: Unexplained Lights.
TO: RAF/CC.

In the early hours of 271th December 1980,
(approximately 03.00 ) two USAF security police
Ppatrolmen saw unusanl lights coutside the back gate
(East Gate) at R.A . F. . Woodbridge.

They called for permission to go outside the gate
to investigante the lights. They were given permission
and three patrolmen proceed into the forest. They hear
strange noises, like awoman screaming. The
individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object in
the foremst. The object was described as being metallic,
and Triangular in shape, approximately two to three
meters across the base and approximately two meters
high. It illaminated the forest with a white light. The
object itself had a pulsating red light on the top and
banks of blue lights underneath . The object was
howvering or on legs. As the patrolmen approached th@
object, it manoeuawvred through the trees and ?“

4 ,;W”r“

%@ “
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Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 8&45;

From:

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE N

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB S TS
Telephone (Direct diat) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 21
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec{AS)/64/3

Southampton. Date
Secion 0 _ o

o

1. I am writing with reference to your message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone in which you reported an
"unidentified flying object" seen over Slapton Sands in Devon on
Monday 25 Auqust. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to 1identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources
were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to
do so.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 25 August
in or around Devon, and we are satisfied that there is no

corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
alrspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

Yours - sincavelu, Ropavk oA
ez pt &
onc -

—
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From EESIRI Sccretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 01.&7‘1 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

B 1 Our reference
¢ (Barcelona) D/Sec(AS)/64/3
DPC\..L.“. Date

22 August 1997

1« The UK MOD's position with respect to "unidentified flying
objects" was set out in my letter of 7 March 1997, namely that we
examine any report received to determine whether there is a
defence interest. Unless there is evidence that the UK Air
Defence Region has been compromised by hostile foreign military
activity we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe that down to earth explanations
could be found for these reports, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, if resources were diverted for this purpose but
it would be an inappropriate use of defence resources to provide
this kind of aerial identification service.

2. With regard to access to the UK MOD's "UFO" report files you
may be interest to know that as is the case with other UK
government departments, 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. Those
files selected for preservation are then transferred to the Public
Record Office for release into the public domain.

3. It was generally the case that before 1967 all "UFO" files
were destroyed after five years as there was insufficient public
interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention.
However, since 1967 there has been an increase in public interest
in this subject and "UFOQO" report files are now routinely
preserved. A few files from the 1950s and early 1960s did,
however, survive and are available for examination by members of
the public. They may be viewed at the Public Record Office,
Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references of
these files are as follows:
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AIR 16/1199 AIR 2/16918
AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/17318
AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17526
AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17527
AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17982
AIR 20/9994 AIR 2/17983
PREM 11/855

All surviving paperwork from over 30 years ago on the subject of
"UFOs" previously held by the MOD has now been transferred to the
Public Record Office.

Yours sincerely,
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. . 28.JUL.1997 9:21 B.E. MnDRI_ NO.495  P.1 O

— N N :;I‘
. | Calle Fernando 31ESam:u, 16

Fax; 308 63 57

; Telegrams: Prodrome Madrig Cfgme it F

. Telex: 27656 (A/B 27656 ~ 2R% 7

INGLA E) -

Secretarigt (Air S8taff) 2a1l ’/”’¢>.L,Lb¥ S
Ministrv of Defence
Main Building

From = Sergeant SECICIRIOIINN =7
(De:) Coordinator

To:

Date: 28 July 1997
(Fecha)

Reference: ©SA/115/Admin
(Referencia)

Consists of 2 pages
{including cover)

{(Congista en: paginas
{incluyendo cabecera)

—_ N

UFos

1, You may remember that Group Captain*@:te to you o
a letter from alleils

26 Pabru ing a translation of
ﬂeﬂaout a UFO sighting on |
ACch you en replled on 7 Maxch. However, Sleleul

& = . e r-Ts
come back to us with a request for further information, a
translation of which is attached.

2. If you can help]* with his queries, your response
should be sent to this office and we will arrance for
tranaslation. In the meantime, we have sent a list

of eivilian organisations dealing with UFO phenomena.
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o . 2B, JUL.1997  9:21 B.E. NFIDRID_ NO.455  P.2
. Tb'mzslai'on ii ﬁi ﬁ of a letter dated 18 July 1997 sent by fax from _

of "A/A- Andlisis e Investigacién", the EDIT-99 cultural
association's delegation in Caialonia;

I would appreciate your help in the Project-FA that the Edit-99 cultural
association's delegation in Catalonia is working on. We are putting together all
the information we can obtain on UFQs, For over two years now, we have
requested information from Ministries of Defence, Armed Forces, and aviation
authorities in Europe. The information we now request from you and which we
have already received from Spain, France, Sweden and Italy, is:

- Unclassified data on UFQOs.

. Research data undertaken by your Armed Farces either directly or indirectly
on UFQs - from whatever stance, be it considerations concerning security,
media coverage, science, sociology, anthropology, psychology, health,
climate, or geology, etc.




