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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/3
25 July 1989

oeo(c) - SRR

Copy to:
DPR(RAF)
DPO(RAF)
DCPR
CPO

THE WOGAN SHOW - PROPOSED PROGRAMME ON UFOs

1. You will have seen that US of S(AF) has agreed that the
MoD should not participate in the proposed programme on UFOs
currently being considered by the BBC as a topic for a future
Wogan Show.

2. You will wish to go back to _, the BBC
researcher who raised this proposal, advising him of the
department’s decision and offering him a statement of MoD policy
on UFOs (attached).

3. We would of course be very interested to hear if the BBC
intend to go ahead with the programme without any MoD
involvement.




MOD STATEMENT ON UFOs

1. The sole interest of the Ministry of Defence in reported
sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) is to establish
whether or not they have any bearing on the defence of the
country. Information on UFOs is evaluated only as one part of the
Department’s overall interest in the air defence of the United

Kingdom.

2. The MoD has no section dedicated to the study of UFOs,
nor any staff employed on the subject full time. Sighting reports
that are received are referred to air defence staffs who check
that they do not provide evidence of a threat to the continuing
security and defence of the UK or an unauthorised incursion into
UK airspace. Unless it is judged that there is a threat, and this
has not been the case so far, the MoD does not attempt to
investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

3. Because MoD’s interest in UFOs is limited to possible
defence implications the Department does not undertake general
surveys or studies into the scientific significance of the
phenomenon, nor does the MoD have the resources to do so. Defence
funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of
the UK against, primarily, the threat of aggression from the
Warsaw Pact countries. As such the use of finite resources on
scientific investigations could not be justified, unless a clear
threat had been identified.

4. Most reputable UFO organisations in the UK are fully
aware of the MoD’s limited involvement with this subject. and, as
far as can be ascertained, accept that the MoD in no way attempts
to conceal activity from the general public.



PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR THE ARMED FORCES

LOOSE MINUTE

D/US of S(AF)MJIN 9/1/1/3
Sec(AS)2

Copy to:

DPR(RAF)

DPO(RAF)

DCPR

CPO

UF0O’'S - WOGAN SHOW

Reference:
A. D/Sec(AS)12/3 dated 19 July 1989

US of S(AF) has noted your minute at Reference and is generally
content except for the last 2 lines which should read "accept
that the MOD in no way attempts to conceal activity from the
general public."

L APS/US of S(AF)
"Lt guly 1989



From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
;  MINISTRY OF DEFENCE oo EESHRER

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

4 Telephone (Direct Dialling
i {Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec{AS)12/3
Date

FJuly 1989

Deo- RN

Thank you for your letter to the Prime Minister on the subject of Unidentified Flying
Objects (UFOs) which, as the appropriate Department, has been passed tc the Ministry
of Defence for reply.

As you will be aware from our previous correspondence, although the MOD does receive
and co-ordinate some reports of UFO sightings, our sole concern is to determine
whether or not they present a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. If we do
not feel that this is so, and this has been the case so far, we do not attempt to
investigate the incident further, or identify what might have been seen. Additionally,
the MOD does not have any department which is appointed solely for the purpose of
studying the phenomena, nor do we have any staff employed on the subject full time.

As you will expect, therefore, we do not carry out investigations into the phenomena,
nor do we have the resources to do so.

With regard to your second, as far as we are aware, there has been no further debate
on the subject of UFOs in the House of Lords. And, as I have said in the past, 1
would like to assure you that there is no attempt to conceal the "truth" about the
phenomena, or cover up incidents reported to us. Indeed, it would be a nonsense to
attach such significance to a simple lack of staff, resources and direct interest in
the subject.

I hope you will find this reply helpful.

Ym% S




Head of exc{as)

o/ The attached letter which the Prime

.~ Minister has received has been acknowledged by
10 Downing Street and has been forwarded to
this Department for official action.

a. ﬁﬁ 10 hagﬁ’passegfit to us for
. action as we gee fit /and you Are asked

- to consider whether/there i anything which
can/usefully be said to the correspondent
and to action accdrdingly!

or .

b. No 10 have asked that a full reply
be sent and you should know that the
Prime Minister attaches importance to
such replies being sent expeditiously.

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

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diallin oxt
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

- D/Sec{AS)12/3
Date )

Al July 1989

Vsar _ z

Thank you for the report of an unusual sighting witnessed by yourself and your wife,
to the Chief Constable of Hampshire, which has been passed to the Ministry of Defence
for our action and retention.

I hope you will find it useful to know that while the MOD does receive and co-ordinate
some information about UFO sightings, our sole concern is to establish whether or not
they present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we
judge that they do - and this is not normally the case - we do not attempt %o investi~
gate or identify what might have been seen. Additionally, the MOD does not have any
department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports, nor do
we have any staff employed on the subject full-time. As you will expect, therefore,
we do not carry out studies or investigations into the phenomena, nor do we have the
resources to do so. In this context, I am sorry to say that I am unable to offer you
any definitive explanation as to what you might have witnessed, though it is possible
that the lights you saw were reflections rather than emitted light from an object.

I would like to thank you again for taking the trouble to make a report, and I hope
this reply will be helpful to you.

ICUMY  Saup M


The National archives
UFO file release
Page 12 - 16: Phantom helicopter/suspected drug smuggling UFO seen by retired RAF man and reported to Hampshire police. Mysterious ‘black helicopters’ supposedly pursuing UFOs over Yorkshire, reported to MoD at DEFE 24/1956/1: pages 168-169 and DEFE 24/1954/1: pages 102-103.

The National Archives
UFO file release
Regional UFO report: Hampshire & Isle of Wight

See also:
DEFE 24/1951/1  p260-261

Note: The regional bookmarks (in blue) are a rough guide only and may not include all of the reports related to the above region featured in this release.
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“ LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)12/3
vy Jul 89

APS/US of S(AF)

Copy to:
DPR(RAF)
DPO(RAF)
DCPR
CPO

THE WOGAN SHOW ~ POSSIBLE FEATURE ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

1. US of S(AF) will wish to be aware that the Department has
been approached by a researcher from the BBC Wogan Show regarding
a feature they are considering on Unidentified Flying Objects
(UFOs) .

2. 1f the feature is to go ahead, and this is still far from
clear, the programme will focus on the allegations of a
Government cover up of the ’true’ facts of the UFO phenomenon.
The researcher claims to have an expert who has seen classified
MoD documents which confirm that the Department has a section
dedicated to the study of UFO activity and seeks to ensure that
this knowledge is concealed from the public. As the Minister will
be aware, although Sec(AS) receives and coordinates information
that the MoD receives on reported sightings, the Department does
not attempt to carry out scientific investigations or general
surveys into the subject.

3. To balance the programme, which we understand would be
broadcast either at the end of the month or in the autumn, the
BBC have asked whether the appropriate Minister, in this case US
of S(AF), would be willing to appear on the programme and answer
the "expert?. :

4. The MoD’s line on UFOs, which has been deployed over many
years, emphasises that the Department’s interest is strictly
limited. There is little that can be added to this, and MoD
representation is unlikely to affect the outcome of the programme.
one way or another. Indeed participation might reinforce the
misconception that the MoD has a significant interest in the UFO
phenomenon. On balance, therefore, we would advise against
participation by a Minister, or indeed any other MoD
representative, offering to the BBC instead a statement of MoD
policy on UFOs along the lines of the attached draft. It is
possible that this approach may also cause the programmers to
reconsider the value of the feature since without someone to
counter the allegations of a "cover up", it will be difficult for
the lively debate, which they are seeking to generate, to take
place.



5. I should be grateful to know if US of S(AF) is content
for the suggestion of MoD participation to be politely declined
and for the attached statement of MoD policy, which is in keeping
with that adopted in all Parliamentary and public correspondence
on this subject, to be forwarded to the BBC via the Defence Press

Office.

Sec{AS)2




MOD STATEMENT ON UFQs

1. The sole interest of the Ministry of Defence in reported
sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) is to establish
whether or not they have any bearing on the defence of the
country. Information on UFOs is evaluated only as one part of the
Department’s overall interest in the air defence of the United
Kingdom.

2. The MoD has no section dedicated to the study of UFOs,
nor any staff employed on the subject full time. Sighting reports
that are received are referred to air defence staffs who check
that they do not provide evidence of a threat to the continuing
security and defence of the UK or an unauthorised incursion into
UK airspace. Unless it is judged that there is a threat, and this
has not been the case so far, the MoD does not attempt to
investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

3. Because MoD’s interest in UFOs is limited to possible
defence implications the Department does not undertake general
surveys or studies into the scientific significance of the
phenomenon, nor does the MoD have the resources to do so. Defence
funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of
the UK against, primarily, the threat of aggression from the
Warsaw Pact countries. As such the use of finite resources on
scientific investigations could not be justified, unless a clear
threat had been identified.

4, Most reputable UFO organisations in the UK are fully
aware of the MoD’s limited involvement with this subject and, as
far as can be ascertained, accept that the MoD in no way attempts
activity from the general public.
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memrmy QUESTION COMMONS/LORDS

Dr aﬂswer on Owo%fq(i’uimodlm‘:{ovll..tooo by Oitotnzootc‘en‘cngyél
# e

!‘aft re; 1 'req‘lired by & ‘1‘2}}'(2 imdzlso D"Qt“&& oifﬁ"i .“.113157. .1-948.9-} MY EEEEEE RN NN 0:

ACTION DIVISION:

guestion copied by Action Division to

praft approved by| Signature or|Contact

Initials Tel No

Secretary of State

Answer copied to:- As above plus:

Minister (AF)
Minister (DP) Sec (¥3) b
US of S(AF)
US of S(DP)

Type of Question:- First Order Oral (No ..........}; Non Priority Written;
Supplementary Questions are not required...... . . o S ‘ :

Please uype Member S name, party, constltuency and Question here

»

lr Teddy Taylor..Conserwative. Southend sast. To amk the Secretary

of sState for uvefence, whal progress has been made in the enguiries
initiated by army helicopters based in the South dest in investigating
the origin of flattened circular areas of wheat; and if he will

make a stabtement, ’

DRAFT ANSWER

the #0D is nov condicting any inguiries into the origins of flattened
circular areas of crops. However,we are satisfied that they are not

caused by sService nelicopter activity.

g, ;


The National Archives
UFO file release
Pages 23 - 27: Background briefings for Defence minister to answer Parliamentary Questions submitted by Teddy Taylor MP on Crop Circles 1989.


BACKGROUND NOTE.

It is assumed that this question has been inspired by recent
press articles (example attached) on this phenomenon in advance
of the forthcoming publication of two books on the subject. The
reply is self explanatory.
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summer t
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circies appear

mysteriously at
dead of night.

Scientists are

baffled .. bt

al

S

of the culprit

Phacn ¢ 4w

AS NIGHT approa;'é 6

a hush fell over the
camp. The 50 scientists
and engineers sensed
they were close to solv-
ing a mystery that had
baffled the world for a
decade.

Who or what was re
sponsible for the perfectly
formed circles which
were appearing in the
cornfields of southern

England?
Everything f{rom hedge-
hogs to aliens had been

blamed. Now, as the team
settled down to their long
vigil, they feit confident that
thewr sensors and scanners,
the best that hign-toch eould
offer, would solve the puzzic.

They were mistuken Dawn
hroke to reveal @ oaew oircie
had  appeared fefund their
camp. The rddie of the oings
WHS s perpheximgiv oty

as

/

In fact, so far this summer
151 new rings have been
spotied, leaving farmers and
researchers scratchmg their
heads.

Despite their confusion, the.
ories abound as to what causes

the circles -— some a little eas-
ier to accept than others.

'HEDGEHOGSY .

SOME think the rings may be
caused by demented hedgehogs

- ruaning around in cicles, That

claimm has been dismissed as
hogwash by Les Stocker, who
with his wife Sue runs the St
Tiggywinkies Hedgehog Hospi-
tal mn Aylesbury.

“Poor old hedgehops, they
get the blame for everything, ”
says Les. "They are definitely
not the gutlty party in this
case.” The nature-loving couple
offer thetr own solution 1o ihe
mystery. They say giant mush-
roains are thae culprits,

OF Qs

THIS fues een a recuriig
mum ever sunce a group of
4 Wiltshire

~veele

Cems

besng lawd down. They reporcted
seeimny the wheat go down like
a fady’s fan opening.

“There have been reported |

sightings of UFOs and c:rc!m
but never simultaneousty,”
says Dr Richard Lawrence, sec-
eetary of the Actherius Sociaty,
a religious organisation that
believes in UFOs.

__"The formations supwest

«' some kind of aerial machinery

!

. or smoke is caught up.” A

because there are no indenta-
lioas to suggest an approach
from the ground.

“Qf course, the main problem
is UF0s are capable of being
invisibie.”

WIND VORTICES

THIS, according to physicist Dr
Terence Meaden, is air that
either sucks up or presses
down,

Dr Meaden says: “The atmo-
sphere concentrates a quantity
of electric charges into a spin-
ning ball.

“if this spinning ball plunges
into a field it sweeps out a
circle of damage.

“The uniformity of the cir-
cles can be atiributed to the
fact that a spinning ball is
symmetrical.”

A London Weather Centre
forecaster says: “I have seen
whole areas of {orests flattened
in perfect circles by real torna-
dos in the US but the crop

circles here are localised and
small.

“It is common  to get small
whirlwinds in hot weather. In
Australia they call them dust
devils. You can't see them most
of the time though, unless dust/

HELICOPTERS

THE suggestion that military
choppers caused the rings was

. débunked after a military bof-
i fin concluded that to create

distinct circular patterns, a he-
licopter would have to fly up-
side down.

A spokesman says: “If you
tried to fly a helicopter upside
down it would make a greater
mess of a2 field than just a
circle when it crashed.”

HAILSTORES
GIANT hailstones would ex-

_plain the shape and lack of
‘evidence caused by the

haiistones melting into the
earth.
The hailstones could be

formed by airlines releasing
toilet contents at 30,000 feet
which then freeze.

But the Met Office says the
taws of probability dictate that
by now such atmospheric ice
bombs should have hit at least
one city, causing massive de-
struction.

DZONE LAYER

SMALL holes in the ozone
taver could over the Home
Counties may be alfowing undi-
luted ultra violet lightbeams

; Organisation

wiuch cause £rop stems ta col”
fapse

POACHERS

SNARES may catch wild am-
mals which try o escape. run-
ning in ever decreasing circies
a5 the snare wire winds around
the fixing post.

BUTTING BOES

DEER playving the mating game
and rolling arnund w the corn-
fields could be the cuuse of the
mystery.

Pat Lloyd, secretary of the
Master Deerhounds Associa-
tion, says: “Peoplc who have
spent a long time studying this
say they are roe rings.

“f had a friend who is no
longer alive who photographed
roe rings. He believed the
cause was two deer mating ™

The debate gains new mgetis
next week when lwo boocks are
published on the samte day ex-
ploring the mystery.

Sitbury Hiil, in the depths of
Wiltshirg, is backdrop cho-
sen by phygigist Dr Meaden to
unravel the riddle in his book
The Circle Effect And its Mys-
teries.

“It's actuaily the wind,” he
says with a shrug. “Believe me,
it can do much more than we
give it credit for.

“Vortices of air could either
suck up or press down.

Yachtsmen know what ['m
talking about.”

Though the circles have been
reported in Britain as far back
as 19438, the open season began
at the beginning of this decade.

Dr Meaden, physicist in
charge of the privately funded
Tormade And Storm Research
in BradfordOn-

i Avan, registered his first sight-
i ing in 1880 when two appeared

in Westbury.
He was on the lock-out again
yesterday moming as he took a

Jur through the Wiltshire
ountryside where he lives with
is French wife Jacquie and
heir three children.

He pulled over his open top
358 Austin Healey — “ideal for
1s kind uf thing” — and ieapt
<citedly over a wooden gate 10
@mine the latest exampie of
irnfield sculpture.

Producing a compass, mea-
iring tape and pad it was soon
apped and charted for poster-
. . .

The latest, like most others, is
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a plain single shape. They have
. appeared in varying patterns,

among therm, double, quadruple
and elliptical rings.

But Dr Meaden 1s not always
the first w0 get to the scene
when a circluar sighting is re-
ported, usually by farmery

Elcctrical enpincer Colin
Andrews and radar expert Pat
Delgado, a  Hampshirdd dao?
have also teen dutifuliy chirom-
cling the phenomenon,




-
clpadn has e pertine goath
W ed warking with NASA and
% Andrews s a2 contrnibutor tg the
P Flyvang Savcer Review,

The r¢ of their book Cir-
cular €3 ¢ coincides with
Dr Meaden's own slim volume
{ on July 13. .

it is no domoidence that the
circles have -been spotted pre.
domnantly in the region where
the ardent trio live.

“We teil each other about
new sightings, that way we see

i
i

mare arcles” says Dr Meades;
“The wmportant thing 18 o pot
down  before the pubhic got
there and trample all over the
place.”

But that early spirt of co
operation has soured 3 little
now that their books™ publica-
tion coincides.

Meaden says: “! started on
my book five years ago and toid
them about it two years apo.
Six months later they told me
they had started and finished

thesrs So I had to g dnve
on "

"Uowas onganally wowng o
publish it i June but put the
date back 1o July to concide
with thewr hook.

"My whole purpose to go into
print is to attrac! scientsfic as.
sistance and research funds 1o
solve this genuine modern mys.
tery.

"1 provide no answers in my
book. But | am sure that | am
opening  up  the debate and

pomnting the way [0 linding an

aNSwer

hiterary effort he i3 loss certain,

“It just summanses the avail
able facts with lots of puess *
work.

so it will look good on the coffee
table.”

Thursday, Juiy 6 1989

Of Andrews and  Delgado's

“It has plenly of nice pictures

Meanwhile, as the specu-
latton goes on the rings keep
appearing and no one is any the
wiser. Excepl perhaps the hoed-
gehogs.
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PQ 6278E :
Teddy Taylor MO (C, Southend) has tabled the following PQ

1.
for written answer:
"o ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what
progress has been made in the enguiries initiated by
Army helicopters based in the South West in
investigating the origin of flattened circular areas
of wheat; and if he will make a statement.”

2. The question is, to say the least, a rather curious one.
We in GS Sec are unaware of any current study into the phencmenon
aware that there are those

are due to UF0 landings {(Sec (AS)

described by Mr Taylor although I am
assert that these things
unaware of any persistent

who
may wish to comment here!). Equally I
claims that training flights by service helicopters are the cause
crop damage in that part of the country. I would be grateful
that could help shed some
a

of
for any information that you may have
light on proceedings. Subject to your views, I will propose
lines of 'no studies under way or planned’.
and I would be

reply along the
of the essence

ever,
of business on Mon 10 July at
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/ 3. Time is, as

i rateful for a response by close

i

{ the latest please.
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Frc CESIEOI secretariat (Air staff)2a M

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE L e i
Main Building, Whitehall D/Sec(A8)12/3
London, SW1A 2HB

A July 1989

Thank you for your letter of 2 June which enclosed an
account of an alleged Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) being
studied by the MoD on Foulness Island. You asked for my comments
on this particular case.

I think it would be helpful if I explain that the Proof
and Experimental Establishment (P&EE) at Shoeburyness is
responsible for the firing, and hence testing, of batches of
amnunition coming in to service with the United Kingdom Armed
Forces. They, like all other MoD establishments, do not involve
themselves with the study of unidentifiable ’alien’ craft. As
such, I can only say that the story you have obtained from your
informant is ridiculous in the extreme. Certainly there has never
been any form of UFO on Foulness Island and similarly the MoD has
not made any contact with alien lifeforms.

As requested I have endeavoured to treat Mr Cain'’s
statement seriously but fear that I have found it to be the best
fiction I have read in a long time. Nevertheless I have the
following observations to make. Firstly, if the object was such
an important find, why was it towed to the UK for investigation?
Surely the Americans would wish to examine it in house.
Similarly, do you not find it strange that nobody saw the object,
which Mr Cain states as having a circumference of nearly a mile,
when it was being towed across the Atlantic behind a Battle
Cruiser. This is notwithstanding the fact that the Royal Navy
does not operate such ships nowadays. In addition there are a
number of contradictions in the article, for instance at one ‘
stage he says that the object was encased in concrete, at another
he mentions that it was taken to Australia. Apparently
overnight! There are numerous other incredible statements but I
do not feel that I need mention these to prove my point.

Although I doubt that this was the answer you would have
wished for, I hope you will find some food for thought in the

above.
ot i

ZRR



The National Archives
UFO file release
Pages 30 - 33: The Essex Roswell story about a downed UFO examined in secrecy by USAF and MoD at Foulness Island in Essex related to a UFO group by an anonymous military source and reported to MoD in June 1989; although deemed ‘preposterous’ by MoD inquiries were made with the British Army who said Foulness was used ‘testing of explosives and the firing of artillery for research and proving purposes’.

The National Archives
UFO file release
Regional UFO report: Essex

See also:
DEFE 241951/1  p69-70
DEFE 241939/1  p13-15, 23-24, 33, 133-134
DEFE 241954/1  p56-57

Note: The regional bookmarks (in blue) are a rough guide only and may not include all of the reports related to the above region featured in this release.
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Name of informant deleted, after a telephone call from him stating,

He had been told if his own name is used he must deny all knowledge
of this information,.

We will call him Paul Cain, (Pseudonym)

On Saturday, 27th May, 1959 EECHCIGGII did & teped interview with
¥r Paul Cain (Pseudonym) at his home in Southend on Sea, Essex, She was part

of an investigative team from the 'East Anglian UFO & Paranormsl Research
Ass!' called in following & telephone call by Mr Paul Cain to a local
newspaper, He originally ststed he had phoned the paper in response to
reading about some of the ' flying multi-coloured balls' sighted by local
residents. Three other investigators from the East Angliasn UFO went with

Sheridan, including the Director of Investigations.



A 'Flying Saucer', supposedly brought down by the 'Military', has been subjected
to intepsive investigative proceedures at a Hoarding pear Foulness Island in

Shoeburyness, off Southend.

The craft is reported o have been forced down iIn 'Arizona' sometime during
1984. It was decided to tow it to the East Coast of England, and a Battle
Cruiser was commissioned for the job. Since vo method of penetrating the

vehicle could be found, attempts to fly it were out of the questions .

Investigations involving 8eieptists, the Military, other government bodies
and various technical specialists have been going on secretly ever since.
One person invelved in all this is Paul Cain.. He is one of those people

outside the ramks of 'official' employees, the MOD occasionally calls upon.

Paud was first approached by them after he joined the army as a Conscript,
at eighteen. At the time he felt it was all fun and games, and thought:
"Oh yes, we are going to be the elite group". There were sixteen of them.

Butkhe has advised his own familiy never to join the MOD, "Because once you

do, they vever leave you alone'.

Pauil was once part of a team working in Africa with the 'Mau-Mau',
Another job ipvolved travel to the West Indies, where he was an advisor

to Tom Adam's government.

His involvement in the 'Flying Saucer' project began last September 1988.
"I was asked by certain parties whether I was interesied in looking at a

machine they had aguired".

He was picked up by a civilian driver, and on arrival near the site he was
taken to a chenging room to be stripped and Xrayed. A set of white overalls
were prdvi&ed, and he got into a vehicle with about a dozen other people.

They travelled about 3 miles.

When they got . out they saw a big Hosrding sbout ten to fifteen feet high,
and an estimated mile long. It was slightly curved, and surrounded by tre es.

300/400 vards further on he saw various other smaller hoardings.



Whe caul . first saw the vehicle he'd been called in to investigate, he was
amazed, He said to a couple of other fellows, "What the hell is this?"
Two of them spoke English, and another answered through an interpreter,
This particular map Paul later leatned was a Russian Psychic, specially
flown to Britain as part of a desparate attempt to gain access to the
interior of the '"Flying Saucer'. Four years of scientific and technical
regearch had come up with nothing, and the final resort was to encasé it
permavently in covwcrete, Paul . z0d his colleagues were officialdom's
last attempt to solve the problem. When they asked how to get into it
they were toldy, "That is for you to find out'. If anyone can get into it,
you are the people. That fellow over there will be able to do it".

When Paul asked who he was, he was told, "You'll get to know who he is
if the project comes to anything ip due course", The'fellow! in question

was the Russian Psychic.

The Flying Saucer was neither hot or cold to the touch. In pacing it out
Paul Siscovered it had a circumference of 1,538 paces. It's height was
only 4T% 3/4inches, but it weighed an estimated 3,000 tonnes. The shape
was flat, thin, apd round. It shimmered like water when seen from a
distance, but the real colour was a light silver, grey. It's texture was
smooth, but microscopic inspection showed it to be made from millions of

minute, coloured particles which look rough uniil you touch it.

I asked Paul  if it could be made from orgavic material, and he told me:

"Recently a colieague decided it may actually be a vegatable subgtance."

Five months after they first joined the project, electro-megnetic
resopances successfully caused a flap on the underside %o open. This
proceedure is believed to have been the responsibility of an wun~-pamed
Beience Professor from Edinburgh Universitye. ( Paul Cain has refused to

disclose the actusl pames of other colleagues involved ip this project.)
The entire vehicle is only 'Egg Shell' thick.

"If you were to get a piece of Plasticine and pull it out, you wouldn't
be able to see any joins. That is how these doors and flaps are attached.
There are two elastic type contraptions which drop away, and then swing

dovmne ™



Dus ; the opening of the flap around 200 people were present. Internal
investigation of the dark interior was conducted by torchlight. They had
entered an oval shaped tube, where Paul ..found pumerous round balls,

At that sﬁage no—one picked them up,

The Russian psychic entered the vehicle after everyonée else had left., Later
he emerged with one of the balls ip his hand. They are about the size of an
orange, and coloured the same as the craft but absorb and give out a
multitude of shades in various degrees of light reflection. Incredible,
they weigh only a quarter of an ounce, Fach ball appears to be very thin,
BUT ALL ATTENMPTS TO BRAKE ONE HAVE FAILEB. ONE HUNDRED TONNES OF PRESSURE
SUBJECTED BY A 'PRESS' FAILS TO AFFECT THEM.

a QN 40

But, the Russiap Psychic, nick pamed while holding one of these
balls in his hands suddepnly said: "I can bepd it. I can feel it bending.
Its moving, it's bending. It's with me",

Then eleven flaps on the top of the vehicle opened. Too small to enter,
they measured 14/15 inchee across, These were later determined 4o be
inspection hatches, Probes, with camera's and tubes were inserted, and
they discovered that each insgpection hatch goes into a ‘tube. The tubes
run into each other via lipnked flaps. The hatches slant diagonally about

30/40 degrees into the pext tube.

Apart from thousands of the peculiar balls, nothing has ever been found
ipside the Flying -Saucer. There are no ingstrument panels, flashing lights,
seats, or storage compartmenis. Only two area's remain unizivestigated,

and these are completely sealed. It is estimated they are probable I8 inches
deep, and 30 feet across. One at the top, and another at the bottom.

They are attached in a half circle rumning from the centre of the craft.

SJonic soundings have established them to be hollow.

Inside one of the tubes is a tank, inside of which can be seen little
black hairs. It probable contains a liguid, but the device is totally
sealed. It is thought to be the brain child of the craft, storing

information.

- Paul says, "They believe the Saucer sucks in light while flying, which it

ther spins around a tube.”



@

"Wuet has been learned so far covers such a short period, The opening of
this machine, and everything else has all happered in a matter of months,
There's a lot more work and knowledge to uncover. More people will come
on. the scene. People like myself will be a thing of the past. New people,
pew ideas, new ‘technology, machinary avd testing methods will emerge,

They may even cut out a piece. From this similar machines may be developed

for our own usel

According to Paul Cain: . mapy contries are involved in this project.
Britain, the United States, Russia, France, Germany,. ' India and

Israel - to mention a few. International fivance is involved. But until
now, the only people to have knowp anything about this originally highly
gsecret project have worked internationally on a 'need to kpnow only basis',
I asked "Paul  how it wae he could now speak to me, snd was told of concern
,for the loss of around 200 of the odd little coloured balls. These, and
many others became activated by the investigations. Some flew out of the
ship and were lost. Local coastal area's have recently received reports

of sightings of the balls. People have seen them in their gardens.

No-one finding one of them should attempt to touch themy and the public

are advised to contact their local police, or other official sources,

Paul mentioned to a superior that he was considering writing a book
about the project, and was told: "Ihat's all right, do so. No-one will

believe you',

The timing of all this is potentially interesting, in that two days
after this interview the Flying Sauced was removed from 'Foulmess Island!',
and is now supposed to be on it's way to an undisclosed part of the

Coptinent of Australia.

The craft was removed on Mopday, 29th May, The followivg day'Paal,

went to'his pick up point, and waited for the special bus with two other
un-pamed colleagues, It failed to collect them. The next day -~ wednesday
3Igt - he received a phone call informing him of the removal of the
Flying Saucer {o Australia. He beliexes permission was granted him %o

speak out, with the departure date in mind.



sked him if the Russian Pgychic had gone home,

"l suppose so. A certain party one day made a comment about his presence, and
his interpreter said to him. 'This person says, out of all the millions of
people in this country, why does it have to be a Russian'? His answer,
through his interpreter, was this., 'If they have anyone else better than

me, go and get them".

Section 40
Pressed for a physical description-told. me:

"He ig ip his late fourties. He has been tested in the Soviet Union for
many years, He ig believed to come from Leningrad, He has a picture of

two 1ittle girls which I suppose are his children®.

Paul also mentioned a 16 year o0ld American boy who was a mathematics
genius, He could calculate faster than a computer. But it isn't in his

gelf interest to recall this boy's pame,

At this point in ftime it is interesting to speculate about the possibility
of those multi-coloured flying balls the size of an orange, turning up
in some people's gardens, - dowp under. 1t may be worth watching for

certain headlines in Australian Newspapers.

[ 1 /
0 oMo accovding Ve
Free lance tournalist,

Investigator/Researcher F/W? '
Publioity otricer. P07, Ul
East Anglian UFO and

Paranormal Research

.Associatione
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From: g Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a, fda
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,

Main Building, Whitehall,

London, SW1A 2HB. D/Sec(AS)12/3

A} July 1989

Copin

"

Thank you for your letter of 14 June which referred to

earlier correspondence between myself and of
Montreal, Canada on the subject of Unidentifie ying Objects
(UFOs).

I think I must stress that the advice given in my earlier
letters is entirely consistent with the UK Ministry of Defence’s
policy on this particular subject, that is we do not feel there
is a need to co-operate with any other nation, including the USA,
on the subject of UFOs. I hope that this clarifies the matter.

I was surprised to see your mention of your letter of 1
December last. Having had a search through my papers, I regret
that we do not appear to have received it.

I hope that you will find this helpful. LA

£

b ity
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1. I have been contacted by a researcher -

_ Wle

[
Q— on the Wogan Show regarding a feature they are
considering on UFOs.

THE WOGAN SHOW: FORTHCOMING FEATURE ON UFOs

2. The gist of their "attack" is that there has been a
massive cover-up by the Government over UFQO activity. They
claim to have an "expert", whose name would not
reveal, who says he has seen secret MoD documents which
reveal that there is a section within the Ministry devoted
to UFO activity and to ensuring that the high level of UFO
activity is concealed from the public. This, they say, has
been confirmed by ex-MoD civil servants.

3. If they go ahead with the programme, it would be
broadcast on a Monday evening (the most "serious" of their
three weekly shows) either at the end of July or in the
autumn. They have asked whether the appropriate Minister
would be willing to appear on the programme and answer the
"expert".

4., I refuted his suggestion that there was a section such
as he described at MoD, although I confirmed that this was
the appropriate Government Department. I also indicated that
it would be unlikely that a Minister would be willing to
appear unless it was on a purely lighthearted basis. In any
case, Parliament would be in recess and the availability of
Ministers could not be guaranteed.

5. _repeated that this was to be a serious
investigation and I accordingly undertook to seek the views
of officials. I would be grateful for your thoughts on this
in due course.

DPO iCI


The National Archives
UFO file release
MoD decide to decline a 1989 invitation from the BBC for an official to appear on The Wogan Show alongside a UFOlogist who was to reveal evidence of a secret MoD department working on UFOs. MoD decided not to take part on the grounds that anything said ‘will add force to the conspiracy theory’. Instead BBC given a brief written statement denying MoD has a department dedicated to UFO investigations. It also denies there is any attempt to conceal UFO information from the public. Papers are at DEFE 24/1941/1: pages 6, 21-22.


= MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
) Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling
¢ (Switchboard)

~Your reference

Our reference

o 2% Yone, 193

el

Thank you for your letter of 20 May, on the subject of UFOs.. I have been asked to
reply.
You may find it useful to know that the Ministry of Defence does receive and co-
ordinate some information about UFO sightings, but our sole concern is to establish
whether or not they present a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. If, as
is generally the case, we do not feel that this is so, we do not attempt to investi-
gate further. Additionally, the MOD does not have any department which is appointed
solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports, nor do we have any staff employed on
the subject full-time. As you will expect, therefore, we do not carry out studies,
investigations or surveys into the phenomena. Nevertheless, we do, of course,
‘recognise that many strange things are to be seen in the sky, although we believe
‘that rational explanations can be found for most of them. Indeed, we have yet to
. receive any conclusive evidence to suggest that alien spacecraft have landed on the
‘planet. With regard to your question about UFO societies, I would suggest that you
contact the e S e

British UFO Research Association (Midlands)';

kS

who I am sure will be able to help you.

 I:am sorfy for the delay in replyihg to‘youf éef%éf, and hopekthis information is

 useful to you. ~ , ‘ -,




5 MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Space Educational’

< Our reference

| Date 9%. 9&\1;1‘1?‘?

'<Thank you for your letter regarding information on UFO sightings. I have been asked
to reply.

You may find it useful to know that while the Ministry of Defence does receive and
co—-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, our sole concern is to determine
whether or not they present a threat to the security and defence of the United
Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do
not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

Given our limited involvement with the subject, the MOD does not have any department

which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports, nor do we have

any staff employed on the subject full-time. As you will expect, therefore, we do

not carry out studies or investigations into the phenomena, nor do we have the

. resources to do so. We do, of course, recognise that many strange things are to be .
_seen in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations can be found for

~ most of them. - -

‘With regard to your request for information, I am afraid that, because of the
, provisions of the Public Records Act, it is not our practice to release "en bloc"
' specific details of the reports that we receive. I can, however, tell you that over
" the past five years we have received the following numbers of reports:

b

1984 214

1985 177 i
1986 120 [
71987 150 .
1988 397 !

' For mqre détai1ed information, you may find it usegﬁ; to contact one of the following
Qcietieg:;.; ' » ' = '

: ;r»Coﬁt‘aéV’c International (UK}, - .

s

Britisn UFO Research Association (ilands), SN

xwhbki'éﬁzéﬁfé will be in a position to help you further.

I hépévﬁhat this information will be of use to you.




'MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

- ﬂTelephon,e (Direct Dialling
- (Switchboard)

" Your reference .

Our reference

oun 8T Jura , 1979

o
-Thank you for your report of an unusual sighting on 14 April 1989, a copy of which

has been passed to the Ministry of Defence. I understand from my colleagues that
you enquired as to what the object might have been.

It may be useful to you to know that whilst the Ministry of Defence does receive

and co-ordinate some information about Unidentified Flying Object sightings, our

sole concern is to determine whether or not they present a threat to the security

and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this is not
normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have
been seen. In this context, I therefore regret that I am unable to offer you any
definitive explanation as to what you might have witnessed. I should add that the

MOD does not carry out studies, investigations or surveys into unusual phenomena,

~ as it has neither the staff nor the resources to make such work possible. Nevertheless,
. we do recognise that many strange things are to be seen in the sky, although we believe
_ that rational explanations could be found for most of them. :

I wish to apologise fér'thé‘délayvih'reépéﬁdiﬁg to your report, and I hope that you
 find this reply helpful. ' , I

- Yours
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I attach a letter which the Secretary of

State has received from a member of the public,
and which hasibeen acknowledged by this office.

2. I should be grateful if you would arrange
for the appropriate action to be taken, includin
a reply as necessary. Since the Secretary of
State attaches importance to such letters
addressed to him being answered promptly, any
reply should be sent within two weeks of

the date of this minute. If, exceptionally,
this should prove impossible an interim reply
should be sent within the same timescale.

g [9

for APS/Secretary of
State
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INTERCONTINENTAL U. F. O. GALACTIC SPACECRAFT -
RESEARCH AND ANALYTIC NETWORK

DIk, OF PROJECT: ? MEMBER OF THE AMERICAN
INSTITUTE OF AERONAUTICS AND AUTICS (ALAAY
I

OFFICE OF THE
DIRECTOR OF PROJECT

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a
Main Building Whitehall

London, SWIA 2HB Attn.: EECEREOI o/5ec(As)12/3

United Kingdom, Europe

transferred to my office your letter date! on May !!,!!!!, remarL1ng !!at

our 37 years of military research and actions at the nations' government to
stop the "Star"-Space War in preparation, might misrepresenting,- re your
letter's last paragraph as the official view of Her Majesty's highly respected
Air Force.

Dear Sir, on December 1, 1988, we addressed to you a letter, which included
grave declassified military evidences on the existing Potential Threat of the
alien/galactic forces, and that responsible Military Superpowers(USA and USSR)
instituted already the necessary security and defense measures in case of any
invasive action. In the expectation of your confirmation over a half of year,
should we accept that YOU ARE SILENCED or SILENT?

I am sorry to mention that your information to the above Canadian gentleman
is totally inconsistent to the Presidents of United States and the Soviet Union
Geneva Agreement and dangerous measures for the global security.

I don't believe that Her Majesty's Chiefs of Staff, which from the W.W.II
throughly investigated the problem of the illegally intruding Forces of Extra-
terrestrial Powers, would agree your recent letter addressed to_ as

winformation to the publict

In the expectation of Her Majesty's Air Forces view on the United: States
and the Soviet Union decision on the UFD Forces global security problem, 1
remain '

o/

1 enclosure.



5From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Roomm

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

D/Sec(AS)12/3
CANADA

Thank you for your letter of 15 May on the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

23 May 1989

) I fear you have misunderstood the part of my letter of 8

$ - -wew - May which mentions co-—operation with the US authorities. Whilst I

would wholeheartedly agree that we do, of course, liaise closely
) with our American allies on mutual matters of defence, as you

would expect as fellow members of NATO, I must reiterate that the

UK Ministry of Defence does not, nor do we feel that there is a
need to co-operate with them on the subject of UrQs,

Similarly, we have not yet received any conclusive
evidence to suggest that unidentified flying objects present a
! threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom or that
allen spacecraft or beings have landed on the planet

e

P
W&Wﬂﬂw&%

I am sorry I can not be more helpful.

Do Cceno,
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Royal Aercspace Establishment

Procurement Executive, Ministry of Defence
Mission Management Department, R177 Building

Farnporough Hants GU14 6TD
Telexjephone Aldershot

Your reference

Cur reference

Date {0 May 1989

g -ccion 0|

Thank you for your letter of 7 May. In reply I can only reiterate that
we are unable to provide the assistance that you request.

Yours sincerely

Superintendent MM4 Division
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From: _ Secretariat (Air

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

D/Sec{ASs)12/3

;4 June 1989

e R

Thank you for taking the time to report to the Humberside
Police the unusual sighting that you witnessed on the evening of
1 June 1989, a copy of which has been passed to me.

I think you may find it helpful if I first of all explain
that whilst the Ministry of Defence does receive and co-ordinate
some information about Unidentified Flying Object sightings, our
sole concern is to determine whether or not they present a threat
to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we
judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not
attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.
In this context, I therefore regret that I am unable to offer you
any definitive explanation as to what you might have witnessed,
although from the description of the lighting pattern, I would
suggest that it could have been an aircraft or helicopter.

Given our limited involvement with the subject, the MoD
does not have any department which is appointed solely for the
purpose of studying UFO reports nor do we have any staff employed
on the susbject full time. As you will expect, therefore, we do
not carry out studies, in depth investigations, or surveys into
the phenomenon, nor do we possess the resources to do so.
Nevertheless, we do, of course, recognise that many strange
things are to be seen in the sky, although we believe that
rational explanations could probably be found for most of them.
Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris
re-entering the Earth’s atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud
formations, or aircraft lights to mention just a few.

I hope you will find this helpful.



" From: _ Secretariat (Airstaff)la, Room_

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

D/Sec(AS8)12/3
/4 June 1989

Thank you for your letter of 17 May, about the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects(UFOs), which asked for information on
an unusual sighting witnessed near Hathersage and Ringinglow,
Derbyshire on 4 April 1989.

I regret that a search through our file did not reveal
any report which corresponded to the details given in your
letter, and because we did not investigate the incident I can not
give you a definitive explanation as to what might have been
seen. Nevertheless, I can confirm that from past experience it is
unlikely that any RAF aircraft would have been operating in the
area at the time in question.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

‘;//17\/'\)!'? <£\/CCZ"\J;<7



Secretariat (Air Staff)Za, Room-]

From:
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall
London, SW1lA 2HB

D/Sec{AS)12/3
B3j May 1989

‘

Thank you for your letter of 10 May on the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects(UFOs).

As you know, we have alréady spoken at length about the
1957 sighting to which you refer and I regret, therefore, that I
have nothing further to add to my letter of 17 April.

I'm sure you will also recall that, because of our
limited interest and involvement with the subject of UFOs, we are
unable to provide a general answering service on the phenomena
and unless we are given full details of when and where a sighting
may have been, it is impracticable for us to carry out a time
consuming search through our files.

Lastly, as you will know from our previous
correspondence, the MoDs sole concern with this particular
subject is to ensure that UFOs do not pose a threat to the
security and defence of the United Kingdom and, as such, we are
only interested in reported sightings which occur in the airspace
of the UK. This being the case, you will understand that we have
not had reason to liaise with the Brazilian Government over the
incidents that you mention; indeed, before receipt of your letter
we had not heard about themn.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

%&vﬁ'ékéﬁﬁgi7
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Common Services(Records)l Roomm g™
St Christopher House Southwark Street London SE1 OTD

Telephone No: !

£ Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/CS{RY1/6/1/3
Date

D3 May 1989

oeo IR

I refer to your letter of 11 May addressed to Sec(AS)2. 2as this office is responsible
for the Department’s records we have been asked to reply on their behalf.

Our enguiries indicate that there are no Ministry of Defence records on this
subject in the Public Record Office. A House of Lords debate on the topic on

4 March 1982 revealed that all "unexplained sightings" reports priocr to 1967
have been destroyed. Those created since that date, in common with all other
government records, are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Acts
and would not be available for public scrutiny until the expiry of the 30 years
retention period.

In the absence of any official papers I can only refer you to commercially available
books and publications which may indicate other primary source material and
which may enable you to draw your own conclusions on this phenomena.

Yours sincerely
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Telephone (Direct Dialling
(Switchboard}

Your reference

Our referenceDPO ( RAF )

Date 23 May 1989

Neor I

UFOs in HAMPSHIRE

I have been asked to reply to your recent letter in which you asked a number
of questions about the Ministry of Defence's attitude to UFOs.

The answers are as follows:

1. The sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to ensure that the reports
we receive do not present a threat to the security and defence of the United
Kingdom. The MoD does not attempt to investigate reported sightings unless

a threat is identified. WNo such cases have ever been identified.

2. The MoD has no department which is appointed solely for the purpose
of studying UFO reports. Reports are referred to MoD air defence staffs
who examine them as part of their normal duties. Because of our limited
involvment with this particular subject we do not, nor do we have any need
to, interview individualswho might have witnessed an unusual incident.
Indeed, unless we judge that a sighting poses a threat, and this has not
been the case so far, the MoD does not attempt to investigate or identify
whatever might have been seen.

3. The MoD maintains a policy of keeping all sighting reports we receive.
Regrettably, because of a lack of resources we are unable to initiate
general surveys or searches through our files. You may be aware that all
MoD files are subject to the Public Records Act which means that after
closure they remain closed from public viewing for 30 years. However, we
are able to answer any specific queries you may have about particular
incidents which have occurred recently and can let you know whether we
have a report on the incident and if so what it contained.

In coneclusion, I can say that the very vast majority of sightings have
a terrestial explanation (including the UFO kite flying club). The MoD
does not possess any positive evidence that "alien spacecraft! have
landed on this planet

Yours sincerely,




From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff)Za, Room

HMINISTRY OF DEFENCE ?
Main Building, Whitehall %;ﬁ
London, SW1A 2HB

D/Sec{AS)12/3

CANADA

Z3 May 1989

-

Thank you for your letter of 15 May on the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

I fear you have misunderstood the part of my letter of 8
May which mentions co-operation with the US authorities. Whilst I
would wholeheartedly agree that we do, of course, liaise closely
with our American allies on mutual matters of defence, as you
would expect as fellow members of NATO, I must reiterate that the
UK Ministry of Defence does not, nor do we feel that there is a
need to co-operate with them on the subject of UFOs.

Similarly, we have not yet received any conclusive
evidence to suggest that unidentified flying objects present a
threat to the security and defence of the United Ringdom or that
alien spacecraft or beings have landed on the planet.

I am sorry I can not be more helpful.

ZANQ $;~&ZA$LH



LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)12/3
22May 89

DPO( RAF)

UFO LETTER FROM FREELANCE WRITER -—_

1. Please find attached a letter I have just received from
a freelance journalist concerning the subject of Unidentified
Flying Obdects (UFOs). Although I have the dubious pleasure of
answering public correspondence on this subject we agreed that in
this instance it would be more appropriate for vou to reply.
Nevertheless, I think it would be helpful if I were to provide
details of our standard paragraphs and suitable answers to his
guestions:

et
£

[¥3}

a. Question 1: Yes, the sole concern of the Ministry of
Defence is to ensure that the reports we r2ceive do not present a
threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom.

b. Question 2: Because of our limited involvement with
this particular subject we do not, nor do we have any need to,
interview individuals who might have witnessed an unusual
incident. Indeed, unless we judge that a sighting poses a
threat, and this has not been the case so far, the Ministry of
Defence does not attempt to investigate or identify whatever
might have been seen.

o Question 3: We maintain a policy of keeping all
sighting reports that we receive. Regrettably, because of a lack
of resources we are unable to initiate general surveys or
searches through our files. ( For DPO: Although it is possible to
look through our reports going back to the early 70s, this is
invariably time consuming and we therzfore do not wish to
encourage public requests for information on older sightings.)




d. Question 4: Although it is not possible for us to
release matecrial "en bloc" due to the provisions of the Public
Records Act, which affects all governmental files, we are able to
answer any specific queries individuals might have about
particular incidents which have occurred recently and can let the
person know whether we have a report on the incident and if so
what it contains.

e. Question 5: As Question 1.
2. I also attach a fairly recent copy of our standard
paragraphs.




FREELANCE WRITER

Dear Sir

Following a recent telephone conversation with your

good selves, could you please clarify one or two points for me. I
am currently engaged on research for a book about U.F.0's in Hampshire
and the publishe? is quite keen to include the feelings of the
Government on such a controversial subject. Although you advised me
verbally about the defence implications only interest, could you
provide written confirmation on the following points.

1. Are you only interested in U.F.0Q reports as a possible guide

to unauthorigsed military aircraft movement?

N

How often do you send government investigators to interview
witnesses and does this indicate a more than passing interest
in the gighting involved.

3. I understand that every recorded sighting over five years old
ig filed away in your archives and practically inaccessible.
Is this correct?

4, Can you confirm that you are gulte willing to release details
of sightings on request and if so could you please forward
any one, chogsen at random, to show what form the report takes?

5. Tt many of ug, U.F.0's are a reality marred by the rantings

of the lunatic fringe who ensure the whole subject is treated

with amused tolerance. For those of us who believe that solid

‘nuts and boltg' machines of an extra-terrestrial nature are
flying in our ailrspace, could you please confirm that no

covernment department is even remotely interested in the fact

MRS




that, should such a craft be forced down and its secrets unlocked, the
country holding these secrets would probably gain a massive lead in the
arms race!

Thank you for taking the time to read this far and I do appreciate
the problems you face. It must be difficult at times, dealing with

letters of this nature. Looking forward to your reply.
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From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall
London, SW1lA 2HB

D/Sec(AaS)12/3

/2-May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 4 May which asked about our
policy on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

I think it would be helpful to say that we do not have a
"policy statement”™ as such, indeed, our involvement with the
subject is minimal. Nevertheless, we do receive and co-ordinate
reports of UFO sightings that have been sent in to us by members
of the public, although our sole concern is to determine whether
or not the sightings present a threat to the security and defence
of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this has
not been the case so far, the Ministry of Defence does not
attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been
witnessed.

Because of our limited involvement with the phenomenon,
the Ministry of Defence has no department which is appointed
solely for the purpose of studying reports of UFOs and we have no
staff who are employed on the subject full time. The sighting
reports we receive, which usually are limited to the brief
details of the incident passed onto us by those who witnessed
them, are referred to our staff in the departments which are
responsible for the air defence of the United Ringdom, and they
examine the reports as part of their normal duties. Additionally,
we do not carry out full time studies into the phenomenon nor do
we have the resources to undertake any indepth investigations or
general surveys. I hope that you will appreciate that defence
funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of
the UK against, primarily, the threat from the Warsaw Pact
countries. This being so we could not justify the use of defence
funds on scientific investigations, unless a clear threat to the
security of the UK had been identified.



Nevertheless it is clear from the reports that we
receive that many strange things have been observed in the sky,
although we believe that rational explanations could probably be
found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind include
satellite debris re-entering the earth’s atmosphere, ball
lighting, unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons,
aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles or a host of other
things. Certainly, we have yet to receive any conclusive evidence
to suggest that alien spacecraft or beings have landed on the

planet.
I hope that you will find this helpful.

y{;\,\a A R
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From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff)la Room-

"MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall
London, SWlA 2HB

D/Sec(AS)12/3

/I May 1989

o R
Thank you for your letter of 7 May to the Chief of the
Defence Staff, Marshal of Royal Air Force Sir David Craig. I have

been asked to reply.

I understand that !from the Royal Aerospace
Establishment Farnborough will be writing to you in the near
future and I hope that you will take this as an acknowledgement

that your letter has been received.

+

Yonns Scanety



Mission Management Department, R177 Building

(0 May 1939

Thank you for your letter of 7 May. In renly I can only reiterate that
we are unable to provide the assistance that you regquest.

3

ey

ours sincerely

o 1 ey 3 RAKE A TR 3 K]
Superintendent MM4 Division

Hidden copies:

Hd MM
Hd RAE Security Branch

weeMr C Neville, Sec (AS) Room _|



From:! Secretariat {Air staff)za, Room-@ :
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE f |
Main Building, Whitehall {

London, SW1A 2HB

{ :&VUEQL_ {j;,d,gf’%-g

D/Sec(A8)12/3

o May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 3 May regarding any
breakdown of statistics we may have on Unidentified Flying Object
(UFO) sightings that we have received. I reqret to say that the
only statistical information we have is in the form of vyearly
totals which I included in my letter of 28 March. However, I
think it would be fair to say that, at a rough guess, over 95% of
reports we receive are from members of the general public.

You al 4 ] nusual incident witnessed by the
crew of a TriStar over Sardinia on 22
March 1989. Although we were interested to rzad about the
incident I regret we can not offer much advice on it as we are
only interested in reported sightings which occur in the airspace
of the United Kingdom, and as you know this sighting occurred
over Sardinia whilst the aircraft was flying from Malta to
Gatwick. We did not see any reports on the incident other than
some articles seen in the media. As far as a video film is
concerned, we have no knowledge of one being produced, and have
certainly not seen one, and would suggest that if you wish
further advice you speak to the airline concerned.

I hope that you will find this helpful.



o _

Telophone Solicitor

Fax.

OUR HEF:

YOUR REF: » . I

HHE. BB RECORDED DELIVERY CLOSED FOR LUNCH — 1 00 pm to 2 00 pm
Section 40 | 10 ¥av 1089
Hinistrvy of Defence
roon SRS
Hain Building
¥hitehall
. London .

S¥1ih 2HB

re: 11957 UFQ Slghting’

Thank wou for vour letter af the 17th ultimo with the informstion
thersin contained.

I have passed a copy o0f vour letter on to both the piiots for their
regponse and sm also writing to the addresses that vou supplied.

¥hat puzzles nme is that an order to fire was apparentlyv given in peace
time in UK airspace and vel vou have no record of it - on the assumpiion
that both pilots are telling the truth. have vou anvy explanstion for
this?

Peferring +to our wvaricus tielephone conversations, 1 again repeat v
request for vou to let me have vour father's address and/or telephone
number as 1if even if bhe were not direcily involved in the event he mavy
be able to put me in touch with somsone who was., or at least he might be
able %0 supply me with a list of names, addresses and telephone numbers
_of possible witnesses. “

i

v¥ith regard to an entirely different eveni, please note that a colleague
and mvself have besn in touch with a former RAF member of Alr Crewe who
informs me that he and his colleagues had a visual/radar sighting whilst
in £light and wers apparently subsegusntly de-briefed and told that they
mugt not breathe a word of the event to anvone on penaliv of some sort
pf disciplinary action - can I have vour comments since I fsel certaln
that 1if I could produce to the former RAF Air Crew concerned a lefter on
your notepansr coonfirming that no disciplinary action will be taken
against the men concerned thevy would speak freely about thelir
gxperisence.

Information that mv collssguss have gathered concerniag this sighting
would tend to suggest that in view of the design, appearance and speed
and manoeuvres of the obisct that it was certainly not a ¥Yarsaw pact
aircrati!




Again, on ancther note. I am receiving anecdotal hearsavy reports of the
photogravhing of 2 numbesr of UFD's by the Brazillian Government., of
objects which have apparently fired beams of light a3t Brazillian Indlans
causing burn marks on the victiums skin and also causing one individual
to die from & heart attack caused by the stress of the experience - do
vou have anv information concerning ithis?

I am alsc hearing anecdotal rumours and g0Ssip concerning an actual
*Alien Ease' which is located somewhere in the southern part of the
United States or South America ~ have vou heard any of these rumours and
1f so. what is vour opinion of thew?

I would not have mentioned these rumoure to vou but for the fact that I
kean hearing them from different quarters.

Thanking vou in anticipation.
Kind regards,

Yours sincersalvy.




From: Secretariat {Air Staff)la, Room_
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building,Whitehall
London, SWlA 2HB

BUFORA (Midlands)
D/Sec(A8)12/3
Y May 1989

-

Thank you for your letter of 21 April, with the enclosed
report on the unusual incident witnessed on 4 August 1988 at
Little Havywood, Staffordshire. As with other sighting reports we
receive, copies have been passed to our staffs who are
responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom, although
we note that on this occasion, you conclude that the incident
appears to have been caused by natural phenomena.

Lastly, I think it would be helpful if I remind you that
the MoD does not have any department which is appointed sclely

for the purpose of investigating the UFO sighting reports that we
receive.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

Z;L,j "?Cﬂ c/&/}v‘é/tj/



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Room _

From:
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ! ',! -
AL L,”{,.xgvﬁé%
,\‘“?

Main Building, Whitehall b
London, SW1lA 2HB

D/8ec(A8)12/3

5 May 1989

CANADA

den B .

Thank you for your letter of 16 April. Although we
appreciate your concerns about the subject of Unidentified Flying
Objects (UFOs) and your comments about JANAP, I regret that I
have little further to add to my letter of 4 November.

As you know, our involvement with the UFO phenomenon is
minimal in that our sole concern is to determine whether or not
reported sightings of UFOs present a threat to the security and
defence of the United Kingdom. We do not carry out scientific
investigations into the phenomenon and, given our limited
interest in the subject, we do not, nor do we feel it necessary
to liaise with the United States or any other nation. It would,
of course, not be appropriate for me to comment on the
involvement of other countries with the subject.

Nevertheless, we thank you for your views but must
reiterate that we have yet to receive any conclusive evidence
that unidentified objects present a threat to the security and
defence of the United Kingdom or that alien spacecraft or beings
have landed on the planet.

I am sorry I can not be more helpful.

R
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Royal Aerospace Establishment

Procurement Executive, Ministry of Defence
Mission Management Department, R177 Building

Farnborough Hants GU14 6TD

Telex Telephone Aldershot_
Section 40

Your reference

Qur reference

Date 3 May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 26 April. I was pleased to learn that you found
the Royal Aeronautical Society Symposium on 13 April interesting. As you will
have gathered from my paper, the field in which we are working is extremely
demanding and consumes all our available time and resources. I therefore
regret that I am unable to provide you with the assistance you request.

Yours sinceyely
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STATION MEDICAL CENTRE s qpx
ROYAL AIR FORCE A \

Cottesmore Oakham Leicestershire LE15 7BL e

Telephone Oakham !

Your reference

Our reference

COT/1501/8/Med
Date
*31 March 1989

Thank you for your letter dated 12 March 1983 addressed to Wing Commander-@
which he re-directed back to Cottesmore (he has recently been posted and all
mail is obviously being re-directed).

Regretfully I must advise you that your request for a visit to Royal Air Force
Cottesmore is outside our sphere of Jjurisdiction to accept without Ministry

of Defence approval. I can, therefore, only recommend that you submit your
application, and reasons for a visit to Royal Air Force Cottesmore, to the
Ministry of Defence (RAF), Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB for
attention, possibly in the first instance, to Public Relations Branch for
their assistance with your request.

Please accept apologies for the delay in replying to your letter and I wish
you success with your application.

wWarrant Officer
for Senior Medical Officer



OPERATIONAL ASPECTS
WEDNESDAY 21st OCTOBER 1987

The Aviation Medicine and Test Pilots Group of the Roya! Aeronautical Society will hold a one day Symposium on
High G and High G Protection — Aeromedical and Operational Aspects.
The agility of air combat aircraft has increased to the extent that the limited G tolerance of their crews is now
restricting the overall system performance. Of particular relevance are the sustained tumn rates achievable - 9G or
more ~ and the rate at which this acceleration jevel can be applied - within 1 sec or less. This latter factor can
lead to a potentially disastrous G-induced loss of consciousness (G-LOC).
The opening papers will address current operational aspects, the physiological mechanisms which determine G
tolerance and the reported incidence of G-LOC in the Royal Air Force. Papers in session two will describe equipment
for G protection, both current and developmental, including anti-G suits and valves, regulators to give positive
ressure breathing related to G and their in-flight evaluation, and the potential for detecting early G-LOC so as to
initiate autorecovery. Papers in the final session will be concerned with possible methods for enhancing G tolerance
and their influence on future aircraft designs.

PROGRAMME
Registration and cofiee 12.00 G Valves and G Sensitive Breathing Regulators -

& Cassidy and B M Brewer, Normalair Garrett Lid

introduction: Air Cdre J Ernsting, RAF Institute of
Aviation Medicine 1215  G-LOC Detection and Autorecovery -

Gp Capt D H Glaister, RAF
SESSION 1: Current Status
1240  Discussion of Sesslon 2 papers
CHAIRMAN: Air Cdre J Ernsting, RAF

12.50 LUNCH
Operational Scenarioc - Wg Cdr C J Cruickshanks,
RAF, A&AEE SESSION 3: The Road Ahead

Physiology of +G, Acceleration and Tolerance CHAIRMAN: Gp Capt D Scoulier, RAF, D Flying PE
Limits Gp Capt D H Glaister, RAF Institute of '
Aviation Medicine Methods for Enhancing G Tolerance -

Sqn Ldr A R J Prior, RAF
RAF Experience of G-L.OC - Sqn Ldr A R J Prior, :
RAF Institute of Aviation Medicine Flight Trials of Positive Pressure Breathing -
: Sqn Ldr R M Harding and Sqn Ldr G Cresswell,
Discussion of Session 1 papers RAF Institute of Aviation Medicine

COFFEE . Centrifu'?e Training and Selection of Aircrew for

SESSION 2: Equipment for G Protection High-G Tolerance Gp Capt D H Glaister, RAF
. . Desgign Consideration for the Avoidance of G-LOC
CHAIRMAN: Dr A J F Macmillan, BAF Institute of o)
Aviation Medicine C Hansford, British Aerospace plc
G Protective Garmentis: Design and General discussion
Manufacture - J Hawkins, Beaufort Air-8ea TEA
Equipment Ltd

Anti-G Valves for Future Combat Alreraft: 8 Lamb,
The Hymatic Engineering Co Lid




Organising Gommittee

The Programme has been devised and the conference organised by:

Wyg Cdr § D Milnes, SMO TTTE RAF Cottesmore, Qakham, Rutland
Dy F 8§ Preston, Consultant

Miss C Par¥, Conference Officer, Royal Aeronautical Society

"7 The Secretariat for the conference can be contacted at:
The Royal Aeronautical Society
4 Hamilton Place, London W1V OBQ
, Tel! (1499 3515
Telex: 262826 (RAESOC)
Telefax: 01 499 6230 '

A selection of the following Praceedings‘wﬁich are available from The Royal
Aeronautical Society: - R

“Pagsenger Cabin Safety” . . . o

One day Symposium held on 29 October 1986

“Aircrew Helmets and Helmet Mounted Devices”

One day Symposium held on 10 February 1987 -

“The Airports Act - Its Effect on the Air Transport Industry and Users™
Onuie day Symposium held on 2 December 1986

3 KN\‘».
“Changes in Aircraft Safety Legislation”’ THE ROY AL AERON AU.HC AL SOClETY \ [ N
One day Symposium held on 7 May 1987 5,

e
Y |
9
}1
%

\

For further details please contact The Conference Office, 4 Hamilton Place, London 2 S
WIV PBQ. Tel: 01 499 3515, Fax: 01 499 6230 . Loy

X,
Y



AVIATION ERMERGENCY PLARNKNIN

for specialised and co-ordinated response at all levels, not only during
the immediate post-accident phase, but also for support in many
directions over a protracted period which in some instances may cover several years.
The purpose of this two day convention is to draw together experts in
many fields who have experience in disaster management. The breadth of
experience encompasses many skills and disciplines, not only in the acronauti-
cal environment but also in allied areas.

R ecent National and International disasters have clearly shown the need

G ARD TS ?@’Eﬁaﬁﬁw?ﬁﬁz?ﬁ 2and 3 ?viamh 1989 .

2

‘The ﬁrst day will cover subjects on the Ram&tem Disaster and air- " olays:

and their hazards. In the afternoon papers will be presented o  .rlifie

management and emergency operauons The second day will start with |

lessons learned from recent major disasters and their investigation. The final

session will cover interservice co-operation. The event will be held at the,”'

headquarters of Thc Somcty at 4 Hamllmn Pia,cc, Lfmdon Wi.

Programme
Thursday 2 March 1989

09.30  Registration and coffee ' .

10.00°  SESSION ONE: AIR DISPLAYS
, Chairman: Wg Cdr 8 D Milnes, RAF

Ramstein Air Disaster ~ August 1988
Col W Pittman, USAFE

11.00 Discussion ' SR

11.15  International Air Tattao (IAT)
’ IAT Management Team

o 12.00 DHscussion

12.15  Role of BASICS
© . MrR Bailey, Admmzstmtar of ﬁASICS

12,45 Lunch

1400 sEsMON TWO: AIRLINEMANAGEMENT AND
- EMERGENCY OPERATIONS

; -”-c:haman Wg Cdr $ D Milnes, RAF -

: Ralc of the Airline Safety Branch
ks Capt P Hunt, British Airways
14,30 Setting up an Emergency Command Centre
i Mr B McDonald Brmsh Axrways
+15.00 - _;:Duszussmn V

153,15 Tea ‘

15,45  The Role of the Police
S Chief Superintendant M G Theobald, Metropalitan Police, Heathrow

16.15  The Beirut TWA Hi-Jack
“.. Dr F Zebouni, Middle East Airlines

16,45 Discussion
17.15  Chairman’s Closing Remarks
17.30 ~ Cocktail Reception at the Royal Aeronautical Society

09,00  SESSION TﬁREE* LE&.‘::ONS’F ROM MA.}QR AQCIDEN

09.45 - Piper Alpha

Fuday 3 Marxch 198.}

~ Chairman: Dr F 8 Preston

Manchester and Zechrugge i :
Wg Cdr I Hill, Avnatmn Pathologlst RAF EPTM

, Grampian EmergencyScwsces
10.30 Discussion
11,00 Coffee

11.30 Recovery and Transxt af the Dcad
J H Kenyon Ltd. Funcrai Dxmcmrs

32.(},0‘ Forensic Aspects
. GpCapt T Baifuu:, .

12.30 . Discussion
12.45 Lunch

14.00
Chaxrman Dr F S Pmaw :

Interservice Liaison. i
Mr ] Wilby, Director of the Sm:tlsh Ambulano

14.30 Hospital Planning

Mr K Little, Consultant i in thﬁ A &: B Dept Edmhurgh Royal 'Inﬁrmary; o

15.00 Discussion
18.15 Tea

15.45 Helicoptors S i
Sgn Ldr P Nicholson ~ SMO RAF Sealand

16.15 First Air Ambulance ~ Cornwall
Mr D Green, Mr N Sclwoad & Mr M Shmzn, Camxah Ambulance Scrvzce :

16.45 Discussion
17.00 Chairman’s Closing Remarks

NB: This Programme may he subject to alteration

PAEED



figurations 1o the prevailing Hlight regime.

systems to mest their professional needs.

to-system interface.

08.30 REGISTRATION AND COFFEE
09.15 CHAIRMAN'S OPENING REMARKS
P H Morgan, Theta Analysis & Systems Limited
KEYNOTE SPEAKER
Rt Hon Norman Tebbit CH MP
SESSION | — TODAY'S SCENE
09.35 1. HUMAN FACTORS
A E Hay, Royal Aerospace Establishment, Farnborough
10.00 2. CIVIL EXPERIENCE
Capt G Hallatt, FTO A320 Operations. British Airways plc
10.25 COFFEE
10.55 3. COCKPIT REQUIREMENTS
L. Skorczewski. British Aerospace Military Aircraft Lid
11.20 DISCUSSION PERIOCD
SESSION I — FLIGHT CREW PERCEPTIONS OF THE
FUTURE
11.40 4. ROLE OF THE SINGLE SEAT PILOT
K P Orme, EAP Project Pilot, British Aerospace Military
Aircraft Lid
12.05 5, THE Civil. AIRCREW VIEW
Capt B S Grieve, Operations Direcior, Britannia Airways
12.30 DISCUSSION PERIOD
12.50 LUNCH

13.50

14.15

14.40

15.05
15,25

16.45
17.10

17.25
17.30

ONE DAY CONFERENCE-THURSDAY 13 APRIL 1989
FLIGHT CREW INTERFACE WITH AIRCRAFT

it is widely recognised that advances in technology particularly over the last decade have had a significant effect upon the operational and economic
efficiency of both civil and military aircraft. Today’s cockpits are equipped with electronic flight instrumantation. flight crew implement their commands
by electrical or electronic signalling and integrated management and flight controf systems provide safe, care-free, handling and optimize the con-

Flight crew have responded to these changes in a flexible and responsive manner, seeking to influence requirements and implementation of such

This conference has been arranged to consider the impact of technology on the human operator and vice versa at a time when questions are being
raised about the role of flight crew, their skill and training requirements as well as the threshold at which avionic systems may have full control authority.

A wide range of views will be represented by leading pilots with interests in training. flight testing and operations. The technical view will be presented
by senior scientists and engineers from industry and government establishments. ft is planned to explore the relationship between the two groups
starting from the existing situation through to perceptions of the future including a review of current research activities addressing this complex man-

This conference has been organised by the Society's Avionics Sysiemns Group and wili take place at 4 Hamilion Place, London, W1.

PROGRAMME

SESSION il — FUTURE SYSTEM DESIGN

6. DEFINITION OF CONCEPTS FOR SITUATION
AWARENESS AS DESIGN DRIVERS

Capt G Lizza, Wright-Patierson Air Force Base, USA

7. FUTURE FLIGHT MANAGEMENT

K Dougan, Operations Adviser Flight Management Systems,
Smiths Industries Aerospace & Defence Systems Ltd

8. INFORMATION PROCESSING
Dr B Ellis, Royal Aerospace Establishment, Farnborough

DISCUSSION PERIOD
TEA
SESSION IV — THE WAY FORWARD

5 9. US PILOT ASSOCIATE PROGRAMME

Major C Lizza. Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, USA

10. ADVANCED COCKPIT SIMULATION

Dr D N Jarrett, Royal Aerospace Establishment. Farnborough
DISCUSSION PERIOD

CONFERENCE SUMMARY

B8 W J Childes, Scientific Adviser (Air}. Ministry of Defence
CLOSING REMARKS

RECEPTION
Sponsored by EASAMS Limited

This programme may be subject to alteration.
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4 May 1989

Air Staff 2
Ministry of Defence
Whitehall

LONDON

Dear Sirs

Following our enquiries to help clients study "Ufology" it has been
suggested T asked you if it was possible for you to let me have a
copy of your "POLICY STATEMENT" on the subject of U.F.0's.

I would be most grateful to see this information and thankyou in
anticipation for your help and co-operation.

Yours faithfully

Administrator
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From: _ Secretariat{air

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall
London, SW1lA 2HB

D/Sec{AS5)12/3

< May 1989

o

Thank you for your letter of 2 March 1989 which asked for
the Ministry of Defence’s comments on the subject of Unidentified
Flying Objects (UFOs). As the MoD’s point of contact with those
who wish to correspond on this particular topic, your letter has
been passed to me for a reply.

Before I attempt to answer your questions I feel it would

be helpful if I explain that, contrary to the advice given in
# book, the MoD has a very limited interest in the
phenomenon. Indeed, our sole concern is to determine whether

or not reported sightings of UFOs present a threat to the
security and defence of the United Kingdom and unless we judge
that they do, and this is not normally the case, no attempt is
made by the MoD to investigate or identify whatever might have
been seen. The vast majority of information that we have on the
subject are sighting reports, usually limited to the brief
details of the incident, passed on to us by those who witnessed
them. These are referred to our air defence staffs who examine
them as part of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence
implications we do not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon
nor do we have the resources to undertake any indepth
investigations or surveys. Moreover, we have no department which
is appointed solely for the purpose of studying reports of UFOs
and we have no staff who are employed on the subject full time.

Moving now to your particular questions, you will
understand that because of our limited inveolvement with the
subject we have little information on it. However, I can
categorically confirm that the MoD does not possess any
conclusive evidence which suggests that alien spacecraft or
beings have either landed in or have communicated with this
planet. As far as sightings within this country are concerned, I
think it would be useful to say that from the reports that we
have received there appears to be no evidence to suggest any
connection between military installations and the location of
sightings; I would suggest further that we have received more



from areas which are not connected with the military.

On a more general note, we would not disagree that
strange things have been (and are being) observed in the sky,
certainly the reports we receive bear this out. Nevertheless, we
believe that rational explanations can probably be found for
many sightings. Possibilities that spring to mind include
aircraft lights, Meteorological balloons, satellite and meteorite
debris and ball lighting to mention but a few.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

N
’%Nscfw\@mj{?



Secretariat{Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  roon SRR
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2ZHB

Telephone (Direct Dial!ing- ext
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

24 April 1989

.. R

Thank you for your letter of 5 April which explained that you would like some

information on Unidentified flying Object (UF0Q) sightings for your school project
on "UFOs, Mysteries, Myths and Legends". Although I will do what I can, you will
see that our involvement with this fascinating subject is actually quite minimal.

The Ministryof Defence's main concern with UFOs is to determine whether or not they
present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom, for instance
unwanted intruders such as Russian "BEAR" reconnaissance aircraft coming into UK
air space. Unless we judge that they do, and this rarely is the case, I regret
that we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject are sighting reports,
usually limited to brief details of the incident, passed onto us by those individuals
who witnessed them, and who felt strongly enought about it to report it. Once
received they are referred to our staff in the sectionsresponsible for the air
defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the reports in the course of their day
to day duties.

Although we are generally not able to release sighting reports that we might have
received, I am pleased to attach a copy of the sighting report Lieutenant Colonel
Charles Halt of the United States Air Force submitted following the incident
witnessed at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk on 27 December 1980. This is quite a famous
sighting on an alleged UFO and was widely reported in the newspapers. However, I
regret that this is all we have on the incident and because we did not consider the
events to be of any defence significance we did not investigate it further.

Despite our limited interest in the subject, we do not recognise that many strange
things have been (and are being) observed in the sky; certainly the reports we

receive bear this out. However, we believe that rational explanations could probably
be found for many sightings. Possibilities that spring to mind include aircraft lights,
Meterological balloons, satellite and meteorite debris and ball lighting to mention

but a few. Indeed I have witnessed many an aircraft over London which have looked
mysterious during the dark hours of night.

I am sorry that I have not been able to shed a light on the mysteries of the UFD
phenomenion, I'm sure we would all like to know, but I hope that vou will find this
helpful nonetheless.

¥
2
L .




Sectign 40
From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff)la

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE oo SESHREN
Main Building Whitehall andon SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct Dialling ext
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

24 April 1989

Thank you for your letters of 23 March to RAF Cottesmore and Headquarters Strike

Command on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). These have been
passed to me for reply.

As a member of BUFORA you may already know the Ministry of Defence's involvement
with this particular subject, if not T will take the opportunity to briefly explain.
Essentially, the MOD's sole concern is to determine whether or not reported
sightings of UFOs present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom
and unless we judge they do, and this is not normally the case, no attempt is made
by the MOD to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen. Nevertheless
the sightin%/hassed on to us by those who witnessed them are referred to our air
defence staffs who examine them as part of their normal duties.

Turning to your letters, you requested any assistance that we may be able to offer
in helping you identify three sightings recently witnessed in the Tamworth area.
First of all I would like to confirm that we received two reports which appear to
coincide with the October 1988 sightings, but not, I'm afraid, the other two. I
attach copies of the reports for your information, but in line with our policy to
maintain the privacy of the reports originators, their identifying details have

been obscured.

Although it is clear your witnesses saw something unusual, I regret that, because
we have not investigated the incidents I cannot give you a definitive answer

as to their cause. However, although I am unable to give you a conclusive steer
with the 10 March 1989 sighting, you may be interested to know that red and green
flashing lights are obligatory navigational fitments on all aircrafts. As such
it is likely that the sighting was one of an aircraft.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
L -
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Many thanks for your recent letter regarding my various enquiries of UFO reports

within the Midlands region and your Departmentts activities concerning some of

these,

First of all, I would like to say how fully aware I am of your Departmentsts
work~load, particularly with regards to various RAF enquiries as well as to
Parliamentary Questions and Ministerial matters, On top of that I know that you
have to cope with ithe numerous enquiries from civilian UFO groups, some of them
{this one which I hope is not included) which must be cranky and a complete

waste of Departmental time.

I also realise that AS~2 is merely a clearing-house for the bulk of low-level
UFO reports and that your principle work involved low-flying aircraft matters.

It would seem that the bulk of hi@@@ﬂlevel reports, perhaps inwlving alleged
landings, close encounters, physical traces and reports by military personnel

or over sensitive areas, would no doubtbe handled by other agencies that even you
may not be aware of ( past Under-Secreabaries of the Departent have found this

fo be so), involving RAF Rudloe Manor and DI 55, gﬁﬂﬁﬁamfﬁﬁwy

I thus understand your difficulties when it comes to effectively responding to
the various enquiries that may come your way, and it may prove productive if

these bhodies could regpond to such requests,

£ hES BSSh ABESHthat the MoD has been increasingly active on the "public relations
front over the last few numbers, notably with regards to the opening up of certain

sighting reports {copies of certainreports were gratefully received from you recent

1y}



n

o4

This activity is also evident in other areas of the world where governmental
departments that deal with the UFO phenomenon are allowing access to data to
either the public or to serious parties. Hémples can include the Royal Australian
Air Force that some years back allowed Australia'’s leading ufologistg_

to access to many of their files.

This policy can only be welcomed in open arms and such actions will be greatly
respected by seriocus students of the phenomenon { although allowances will have
to be made with Pespectyto very senémive data, the protection of witnesses's
privacy, and assurances that enquirers are gerious and are backed by a reputable
org&mJl_s.;’:*a’t:ion;}'zx k ‘

To this end I am enclosing a copy of a recently completed case report on one of the
cases that I originally brought up with you =~ the Little Hayward, Staffordshire k
landing with physical traces case of August 4 1988, Some material is missing from the
report due to the cost of copying {such as typed interview transcripts and various
dncuments) but I hope this will suffice. I would appreciate it if you could ensure
that a copy of this goes to the other agencies involved in the investigation of
UFQ reports, such as RAF Rudloe Manor. Hopefully, this will illustrate firstly our
degree of serié%nefss in co-operation with other official bodies { either open

or covert}, and secondly our high standards of investigation and scientific

approach to UFO reports.

It is obvious that the MoD are simply missing some of the most evidential cases
that have been occurring and which are being followed up, or at least reported to,
civilian bodies { some of them I admit are very amateurish and a discredit to
serious ufology}e Also, where such reports have been notified to MoD agencies or
are known to them, much valuable data gﬁtbeing missed through poor investigation
and lack of resources and/or commitment. Considering that the MoD have a far
greater number of UFO reports than those reported to BUFORA, and the percentage of
BUFORA cases invelving landings, abductions, physical traces, etc, this surely is
an indictment of the amount of data on the UF0 phenomenon that the MoD must
poasess and , also, the amount of valuable data that is beiq§ ignored or poorly

recorded,

I do hope that the above will be taken into consideration when official policy
is being reassessed and that my proposals will be accepted. I would be grateful if
these could perhaps be brought to the attention of other official agenciles involved

for due consideration

Yours sincerely,




LUMINOUS CLOUD WITH PHYSICAL DAMAGE TO HEDGE AT LITYLE HAYWARD

UFO MATRIX REFERENCE: VL4

BUFORA SHAPE CLASSIFICATION: T3/M1/B3(H2)
DEFINITION: CE 11 (L) TR |
CATEGORY: C1b

S-P RATING: 9-7 .

LEVEL: A&

AUTHOR/INVESTIGATOR: [SSHIIIN (1UFOIC-NUFON; SKYSCAN; BUFURA; ASSAP)

PARTICIFATING INVESTIGATORS: - (SKYSCAN)

LIST OF CIRCULATION: LUFOIC; NUFON; IUN: BUFORA, ASSAP; SKYSCAN; BASE
DATE OF COMPLETION: FEBRUARY 1989

DATE OF SIGHTING: - AUGUST 1988

TIME OF SIGHTING: BETWEEN 00,00 AND 00.30 HRS

LOCATION: AT CROSSROAD ON A513 ROAD AND MINOR ROAD TO LITTLE HAYWARD, STAFFORDSHIRE.
(GRID REFERENCE: 003207)

WITNESSES§ff;¥{ O

13

W (CTRUFRCERGZ)  REDACTED ON ORIGINAL|

ABSTRACT

THe case imvelves the sighting by twe witmesses iz a car ef a large lumireus cleud
with a pulsatisg red light that disappeared imte the distamce frem its imitial sighting

peint beside &  read.

The fellewimg day the witmesses meticed that(at the same spet where the cloud had been;;
seen a sectien ef the readside hedge had beer partly upreeted amd pushed back. The rhysica
-1 damage was still apparent whem the sightimg was isvestigated by a jeirt imvestigatier
teaw ef LUFOIC,BUFORA amd SKYSCAN.after mearly 2 menths,




‘LTHE MAJORITY OF REDACTIONS ON THIS PAGE ARE ON THE ORIGINALDOCUMENT - -

F ILE NUMBER: - LUFOIC

LUMINOUS CLOUD WITH PHYSICAL DEAMAGE TO HEDGE AT LITTLE HAYWARD
12 AUGUST 1988

BRIEF FACTS

i ond his ? girl-

1.1 Im the early heurs ef the merming of %- dugust 1988 Mr NN

friend, }s @ i were returnig frem a Gimgerbread meetimg at Cammeck whem

they enceumtered a large lumineus cleud by the side eof the read.

162 gl vas able te see the ebject depart acress the read and disappear as he

stepped the car em the hard verge by the bridge which carries a mimer read te

their heme im mearby Little Hayward.

1.3 The fellewirg day beth wz.tnesses ebscrveé that a stretch ef hedzes had heen damaged
had seen the cl@u&’fat tlﬂe si&e ef the read. ‘

where 5§

E g 8

1.4 Altheugh the pelice were metified mething was actiemed by them, altheugh -
centacted the lscal mewspaper, the Stafferdshire Newsletter, and its editer, Mr

_ took the stery and phot»grafhed the scenre fer an article.

DISCOVERY

2ol The RIC ef the Mldlan&s, _ was infermed by telephone ef the case
,b_ after the stery was circulated threugh BUFORA« |

The case was passed tt_ ef SKYSCAN as the nearest competeit

" investigater but due te mechamical difficulties with ! car he

prevented frem imvestigating the case.
23 Eventually, due te the ebvious physical traces at the site the author‘

investigate persemally altheugh by thek_ had managed ta se‘
readwerthy amd se a jeint imvestigatien was uadertakes en 1 0c,tober.w

THE WITNESSES

is an engimeer at the
with his twe children im Little Hayward. His wife died rec
has ebvieusly had a depressing effect en him.

301
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te misperceive the ebject that heclaims te have seenm, or maybe the epent

has created sufficient emetienal energy fer such am ebject ts materialise in

real space-time, er im his imaginatien, Hewver, Msiﬁ fiER ! vec alse witness

and it was her whe first saw the ebject and had a clese leok at it.

g zirlfriend er certainly friend whe

i B would appear te be Mr {NEENS
a651st8 My iiiiiiﬁin bringing up his children.They were peth attendimg & Ginger-

Bread meeting in Canneck at the time ef the avent.

i eprears te be quite ferthright and fairly self-epimienated, but his

3.6

general intelligence and awareness, leval ef cemversatien and reasening suggests
that Mrif@BB is =a geod witness subjectively speaking. He did net appear te

elaberate the sighting er claim aspects ef the sighting that we ascertained that

he ceuld net have seen,

iis a quietly-speken woman whe appears henest and cenveys an air

ef almost naivety. Her level ef educatien and intelligence suggests yhat she has
fairly ruélmentary knewlwdge of UFOs and a pretty basic level ef cemmunicatien.
Altheugh she saw the ebject qulte clese-up her levels of sbeérvitien and cemmunicat

jen are such as te reduce the value ef her repert. it weuld seem pessible that seme

of her testimeny is influenced by Vr S ewn persenality as this facter dis

ceme acress at the interview, Mr{”“ foeing quite definite and interruptive

with his children and Ms”;_vﬁ Haweverm the investipgaters were able te reasanably
cenclude that Ms

and that Mr'dwvf:J_w

aw the ebject as it was in the air.

It is the auther 5 epinien that, subject te certain weaknesses in the witnesses,

‘beth are h@nest in their reperting and beth back each's stery up, but with varlatien

as ene weuld expect with the fact that beth saw it at slightly different times.

EVENT -~ SIGHTING

; fwas driving Ms
Canneck at abeut 00.05 hrs en 1@—“u€ﬁ5t 1988 when Ns:ﬁ, -
cleud by the side ef the A 513 read, just befere they reached a miner crossreads:f

neticed a luminelis

and beflere Wheatman's Bridge that takes a miner read te Little Haysard abeut &

milg te the nerth{the Staffs Newsletter are incerrsct as it states that they saw

the ebject just after they cressed Wheatman's Bridge).

| was turning right te cress the bridge he teo saw it as it

’the air and watched it as it disppeared and then re»appeared befere &ispnearing :
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8 had thne clesest view of the ebject ané she was shecked by its sudden

k,% Ms §
sppearance by the side of the road, em the left-hand side {geuth ef the reud).

4,4 She thought that Mr Bl woc going te crash inte it and her silence at its

appearance made Mr Jirealise that something was edd. It would appear that
deer are cemmen in that area (sighting eccurred em nerthern limits eof Canneck
Chase), amd Mz §§88 was watching fer deer. She was thus leoking eut at that side

and therefore spetted the sbject.

4.5 She described the object as "a big cleud...all red". That it was "like & ring',
and en the flecr at the time that she saw it. She alse said that it leoked

hazy underneath and mere selid en tep.

fill: neticed the quiteness and leoked up and at 45.50 degrees angle threugh t

the windscreen as he was preparing te turm righi, and saw a gaseous cleud
with a red pulsating semi-saucer shaped light enveleped by a mist. It was then
estimated as 30 feet in the air and it sped away , re-appeared and then disappeared

nerthwards.,

L.,7 It was estimated as 30 feet in diameter and appeared te cémtain a circular sbject
within a diffused mist. The edges ef the cleud teuched the ground and the nearby
hedge alse. Mr B § described the cleud as "fluerescent’ and that it centained a

an appareat selid structure within it.

4,8 The experience was ef shert durationm, and reughly estimated as ne more tham a
mirute, although it is the censidered opiniern ef the imvestigater that a duratie#

of between 15530 secends is perhaps mere accurate.

4,9 The light witﬁin the cleud was éescribed as very bright had met it been encased
within the cleud.

4,10 The gas cleud was described as being "centained” and net spread sut like mist.

4,11 The red light was pulsating slewly ang did net really change appreciably, péihap§ {

mere ef am eclipsing mevement of the light by the surreunding gas cleud.

4,12 Ne edours were reperted.
L.13 Alth@ugh the witmesses reperted a strange sense ef quietness, ne elements ef

"missing time were apparent, and the sensation ef quietness can perhaps be

explained as there belng no traffic at that time ef night and the shsck &f

seeing the sbject aﬁé ene's cenceﬁtratlan ef attenti@a and senses eh the gne

...event.




Lk,14 Ne seund was heard emanating frem the ebject at any time dur ing the experience.
5 There were ne sther witnesses er petential witnesses te the event,

4,16 Neither witness reperted amy sere eyes, sickness, headaches, dizziness, sunburn,

vwater preblems or any stress-related diserder.

4,77 The gas cloud was sufficiently ef substance te ebscure met snly the hedge but

& sign warning msterists eof deer.

4,48-The car appeared te functien perfectly during and after the event and nothing

wreng was reported te the car lights, radie er engine,

THE EVENT- DAMAGE TO HEDGE

5.1 The day after the sightimg beth witnesses neticed that the hedge at tne spet
where the ebject haa becn seen Yas ddmage&. L

5.2 Beth witmesses reperted that the leaves of the hedge were dyimg but met scorched.
and then parts had been pushed backy

5.3 Abeut 5 metres from the mimer cressreads (Seven Sprimrgs/Little Hayward/ﬂﬁ?}), seuth-

west, and emn the side ef a gate was a stretch of damaged hedge,

5.4 The hedgerew had becﬁ damaged fer a distance of 3.5 metres ag. measureé by the

uvestigatlen team (and leter confirmed by a visit by _ mcteerelogisti'
whe studied the site in Octeber 1988, :

5,5 The hedge " was qulte dense ‘and ‘reached & height-ef: Sam¢“1'5 n and-an CStlmateé

height of 0.5 & ef mere recent grewth, characterised by recent twig grewth.

5.6 The damaged sectien was characterised by uprected sectioms and with brekesn ané se‘

ed branches, seme areas ef which had baen deveid of bark.

5.7 It was evident that the sectien of the damaged hedge was dead, and the leaves
en that sectien had died. Parts ef this sectier had been pushed inte the field,

away frem the road (Fasture field).

5.8 Apart frem SeCtIORb strip ed by the investigatien team far analysis, parts af
" the branches had recelved mutilatien 1a the form of stripped bark, whlch‘ was

apparantgan the reaé ide ef the hedge (scnfs marks' '3, and seme  eccurred en the -

:,cenn ction wmth & wire fence




{presumably as the weight/ferce if the ebject pushed the hedige against the wire),

Some ef the scuff marks were up te 25 cm leng.
5,6 Twe branches were upreoted, and ene was shattered vertically frem the reot upgards,)'f
10 There were me skid marks en the read, snd me tyre marks er amy other sign ef
disturbance en the grass verge adjeining the hedge. zh@wvn‘nx & sectioen of a
car's mumber plate was visible at the site (we declined the suggestien that this

belonged te the UFO ).

11 The scuff murks appreared cencemtrated in the centre of the dumaged section, seme

i
-

by frem the very extreme edge , and seme 3 m te the uprected brench.

5,12 On the scuff marks ef eme branch the bark appeared te be pulled back, suggesting

that the ebject had reversed.

5.1% The departire of the sbject as measured by the angke of the cellapsei pertian

of the hedge and a prismatic cempass was feund to be 2h3 degree. {swW),

S.14 Ne damage was ebserver en the SW side of the hedge (field side) . Howver, ‘ )
_ reticed that a tree between the main read (A513) and the miner road ‘

(te u;vcn Springs) was surroundeé by substantial bramches which had breken eff.
He adds that ene eof the branches had been twisted areund and peinted in the spp

site direction frem theread. .

5,15 Ne evikgence ef sctrchmg er charmng were feund, and it was feund that the leaves

had died due te thez.r parcnt hr:mc}*cs being uprsoted and shattered.

THE INVESTIGATION

€.1 _azui _accsmpmiee! the auther te inter¥iew the

witnesses, which was teped.

6.2 The site was visited andjphetegraphs, seil and bark samples, takem, and messurzents

taken.

6.3 Cerrespendence was undertaker with; in anether example of ce-
eperatien between BUFORA "and TORJE, as the pessibility was meoted that a descending

vortex may. have been respensible. Cerrespondence was also uadertakeﬁ with -

mwha analyse& the samplesa : ‘

gk
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6.t One of _asseciates, _ (J.Met ebserver/TORRO investigat-
er) , e::f_ @lsc visited the site and supplied weather

gata.

SAMPLING

7.1 & samples were takem, including 3 comtrel samples.: leaves, bark and seil were

taken fromthe damaged hedge, and 3 lots of contrel samples frem sutside the affected

ared.

7.2 These were sent tofSUSIRII cX Sheffield University whe andysed them.

743 However, there was imsuffient matergal for a preper and rigeureus testimg and
the length of time and lack of hard data of the object causing the damage made

any results limited in value,

RESULTS OF SAMPLES : e

8.1 -]cxamined the samples fer evidence of heat damage, metallic traces (it
#as sugpested that scraping ef the hed ge may have left micre-traces of the ebject
.as it passed through/ever the hedge - see Secerracc landing and metallic traces).

physical damage and any umusual features.

8.2 Sample 1 consisted ef 2 twigs and leaves (hawtharn} « There was no evidence ef any
heat damage. It was found thatir comparisen with the contrel gample the affected‘:f’f
leaves had been %severcly dehydtated , probably as a result of being deprived ef
suisteﬁance vhen the branch had been upreooted.

8.3 The bark samples; did ?i»t reveal any unusual marks when examined micrescepically.
No metaklic traces were noted and no sign of charring. - found that the
presence of fungal hyphae and algae ruled out any exposure to heat as it would

have destroyed = these @rganiams. \:

€

8.4 The seil samples contained plamt rocots that showed ne signs of heating.

8.5 In summary, therefere_feunei nething unusual in any ef the samples,
and it was therefore pessihle that a natural eccurrence mey hace caused the

damage (farm machinery/vehicle). Both ‘%‘u&d the auther agree that with@;it
& definite lead or mere eviéence- further examinatiorn weuld be unlikeley' te preduce

any further evidence of un‘ué'iml activity at the site.




9.b

GEOLOGY
'10,1_@5 BUFORA and the IUN kindly supplied geelogical details ef the area.

10.2 The site is situated on the nerthern extremity ef the Camneck Chase plateau,

10.3 The actual sighting lecation is itself located er the bounééxy*betkéé'

Frem information kindly supplied by SO »r¢ by HESTREGI it v=s towe

th.t the evening of 3/4 August 1988 was quiet.

The weather detalls are summarised below:-

Cleud cever- sky half—cavered, becoming clearer.

Cloud type- Streto-cumulus, becoming clear te bring cirrus.

humidity - ot

wind - westerly te seuth-westerly

speed - 4knots to 1 knet.

weather - slight mist, thimming; drizzle; cloudy becoming sunny fin aftermeon;
cloudy evening; miSthew developing in course of night and sunny fallew-

ing day.

In essence, ithe weather that evening was clearing to bring mist and dew, implying
{ as well as:suppsrteé by wet/dry bub thermometers) that thers.was suffieicent
moisture in the alr, and the temperaturc wag decreasing, and the wind was light ;

o

and westerly te seuth~wasterly.

It ceuld be éeﬁuced‘that'misf‘wa8~respcmsible for the sighting, but it can be equallj
argued that the ebject was well-defined and glewing, and made off rspidly. The :
witnesses hud observed mist en that stretch ef read before and it can be ceriain
that they would net have mistaken mist for the object described, and whichwas seen

at close range and did net appear in the beam of the car headlights,

If a deccené;ng vertex was rcspensihle then the object was mdbing in direct
eprosition t9 that of the wind direction, namely NNE te 8SW. It ceuld be feasi‘1e 

however, that upper air turbulence , perhaps aided by the presence of hig -
te the SW (150 me wlthln + ke, ana ZOOm within 2% km, the Canneck Chase plateau
may have created a aescenéiﬁg vertex that gathered its ewn momentum and acted

2s an independent entity. Certainly, the topography and wind directions are

conduicive for the creation of a vertex, eccurring as it may have done se , in -

i X
the "mystery circle period of late summer, with & clear and meist night. @

&

{ e¢f Rugeley, Staffs.
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gtone escarpment of Cannock Chase ané the shales te the Borth,

.t Apart from heing om geological boundary there are numereus faults rearby,qgne
rurning parallel te the River Trent (which also rums parallei,té the site and the
A51}). It is ealy 1 km frem the nearest fault which intersects é larger one that
runs SSE through Rugeley.

10,5 Tee further faults rum at right -angles te the AS13 appreximately 2 lux from the

asite te the ¥W.
uy 4 ]

10,6 Accerdirg to current reééarch anrd thinking withim the Earthlights hypotheses,
such & geelegically faulted zene-is ideal for the pessible preduction ef tectenmica
created electriczl discharges: micre-earthqmake activity may result im the builé-

up and possible discharge eof suchvcharges when pressure updnthe recks reaches

a critical level. Such discharges, se the hypetheses gows, may be seen in the ferm

ef glews and bélls ~gf-light.

10.7 It must alss bc pointed eut that net ? km away, in a S dlrcc»lon, 1s & place mame
of "Hell Hele". Such & fertean place mame that is associated wlth strange events

(well-documented threughout thg warlé) lends credence te the possibility thatﬁthe;

immédiate area is prene te ”supé?natural" manifestatiens, interpﬁ}eé a8 eithér

ghests, geblirs, er iﬁéced?UFQ%;g

10.8 Simce the ebject ebserved by. the w1taesses appearsd te all intents and purpeses;g
only semi-selid (despite the fact that the witnesses theught that the centrm“m:
the cleud was selld} it canm bc suggested that the ebject was 2 vall-ef-light
surrpunded by gas, ap& its sighting at that spet being theresult of its aatural
creatien by teqteazc f&rees, and manlfastlng itself as a discharge, dlsappearing
1nte the élstaﬁce t@waris;th aults te the NNW abeut 1 km away.

10.9 The damage te tne heawe (if 1t can be definitely be tied in with the timing af
sighting of the abgect} is mere difficut to explaim. It ceuld be meoted tha

earthlight, thraugh spme physical precess unkinewn te us at present, crcated'a

vertex ef turbulent air curreats or eddies, and thus damaged the hedge by up

parts ef it. Haw this procegs weu1é eccur, if at all pessible, is umcertaim.

‘ -
1010 Whatever, it is the investigater0s opinier that the geelegy is ef impertant

censideration in the éeﬁatekever the nature and erigim ef the ebject sbserv

4 POSSIBLE VORTEX ORIGIN?

11:1 The earthlights hypethesésﬁix,this'casegkalfha&gh valid, may net be able




satisfacterily explain this particular sighting.

2 A vertex in the regier is a distinct pessibilty, and wenld explain the damage te

the hedge ina mere than adequate manner. Such descending vertices (mew being

studied and recorded by _af the Jeurasal of Meteerslegy, and

which have been adequately ééséciateé with the 'mystery circles' of the summer

in seuthern England which appear in corn-fields) would have the necessary energy, if
actually teuched the groumd, te create the damage inflicted upom the hedge. Indded.
it is within the bounrds ef infermed,speculaﬁlan that -such a descerding vertex

ceuld have descended right em tap”éf the hedge.

1.3 It is kmown that the rates ef Splﬁ within the centra—retatat1ng sets of vertices
that make up the sa«calle& "falr—weather stationary wh1rlw1§& s Can preduce
static build-up. Such vertices have been krowr te cause bures te humans and te

vegetation upenr centact,s

11.4 It is alse csncec@avable that the rayes ef spin may be more than sufficient te

cause a charge scparatien'tsVGGCBrl¢S$ that such a descending vertex can literally

glew in the dark. Thls wsuld'bc'm@ra than adequate to acveuat for tbe glowing

red light that ap}eared ta puls&te seen by the witnesses.

1.5 Thus, te the witnesses at nlght' the wealtening and eventual extinctien ef the
vortex may be 1nterpreted 28 th receasiea and disappesrence hite the distance

of the ebject. Again, this .may have happened at Little Hayward; the abaedt

was seen te 1lift iﬁte thg] aﬁ&iréCe&e‘ disappear and then te re-appear and them

dissppear agaim. - o -

1.6 Again, althﬁugh the cbj'at was ebserve& te move frem a NE te SW direction (as

evident alse fram thewangle ‘of the uprooted hedge), the wind direction was canéuic—

ive te the creatlen ef akvartcx as it meoved ever the Canneck Chase plateau,

Certainly, frem at least 1km te the SW are suitable topegraphical bayrriers that
would petemtially createAeédies in the prevailing wind from the SW and W: Hayweoi
Hill, Satmall Hills, and Oak Hill.

11.7 Eye-witness acc&untsléf the fermation of vapeur vertices exist in the meteerelegics

literature (eg Avebury, Car Forest, Scetland). These 1ndlcate that where
conditions are suitable V@rti es can form: and be partly visivle when sufflcleﬁt

water vapour exist in the atmespheve. These have , on at least the AVebury exampl .

to have beern noted in cenj
adjoining fields,

ioz with the appeareance ef "wmystery circles in th

11.8 Thus it weuld imply that give suff1c1ent meisture ia the atmesphere, such vertlcms

can be made visible. The Li aywara sighting was seen wlthln ’

cl@udf




that could represent vapeur dreplets, "similar to a CO2 extimguisher cleud".

+9 It would seem that saturation levels have te be reached before this phenomenen
sccurs, and the fermatienref feg weuld imply thét, as is evident by the night ef
L Augsut, being misty, dewy and clear.

1110 It can be caaeluéeﬁ,»théfeféré; that what the witnesses sbserved were the lewer
ends of a spiﬁﬁimg'vmrfei é&de visibie by the condenaatien ef water dreoplets
in the core as a result afvthe reduced air pressure. The actual height ef the
ebject would depend upen thﬁ depth of the saturated air. Its cemsequent recessien
and disappesrance weuld thersfere be atiributable te the vortex disaprearing
above the layer @f,nﬁar-éaturated air and this extinguishing the presence of

visible water dreplets.

11.17 The red glew could be agseciated with this by the very fact that should high retes
of spinning within the celumn have been achieved (as evident by the damage te
the hedpe), then charge separation ef the static within the colum ceuld make the
air within it glew’ Its pulsating nature could thus be explfgn?f;as either differe

tial glow within the cere(similar te a lightheuse beam), er to the eclipsing affect

of the enveloping water dreplet cleusd.

11.12 A8 suggested by the work of _ and _the damage te nearby

crops suggests that a stage must be reached where the vertex breakdown lcads‘
te the plunging of such damaging winds. The damage to the hedge would thus be
attributable to this damaging phase and its consequent disappearance from astride
the road and hedge to extinction weuld imply that the energy of the- vertex ha@f
been éissipateé.é h

11.13 It is alse relevent te nete that the River Trenmt lies only several tens ef
metres from the slghting lecmtlon, and weuld thus qualify as being a ssurce of

the satuarted air at that particular spet.

11,14 If the path ef the vortex moved SW then it may have also been respansiblc fer the

1

damage te the tree beside the minor read em the opyesite end of the field.
SUMMARY
12,17 A lumlnems cloud with a central red llgnt was observed by t#a witneases one night
that was leter found tﬁ have beeﬁ agseciated with a @nmageé heége. The ebject w as

surraundeé by & gaseous clwua and vas ebserved for sec@nés enly.\e

12.2 It is stremgly lﬁélC@teé that the hedge was associated wltb the 1ight event and that

the hedge had ‘been pushefwaxay“frem the field.




| 12,3 The conditions under which this eccurred vere misty with dew f@rmlug, an& since

the circumstamces were right for a vertex to ferm with the Sy winds that eveining

it has been strongly suggested that a descendimg vortex was observed,

124 The saturation eof the air would have made the vertex visidle, being Seen 88 &

gaseous cloud, and if the rates ef rotatien were powerful enough, then a glew may
have heen visible. Its recession snd disappearamce could be accounmted for by the
dissipation of the vertex, which weuld rise -up inte the air.
12.5 Vertex breakdown would result im demaging wirds to form which weuld damage either
creps{'"myske§ circles” in cern-fields, eg the Oadby Rimg, Leics), destructien te

fences (eg the Kidderminster Event), or, as im this case, damage to hedging.

12.6 The vortex hypetheses would account also for the lack of odours (although car was
moming and windows ug), the lack af'sauné, and the lack of physielegical effects
upon - the witnessés. it wbul@ also account fer the ghestly appearance eof the ebject,

and the effects up@a‘ﬁhekhcdgc which would require some energy te carry sut.
: Co e

12.7 Ne scerching er charring were found either by visual examlnatlan or by amalysis

carried eut in the laberatery. Nether were medallic fragments feund within the bark
fragments obtained from ‘the "scuff marks" on some of the branches, It was sssumed
that a selid @bjectvge@ia‘havé completely uprected the hedge and breken branches aﬁ
and twigs areund th£ éite;;aithough the scuff marks would ceratimly ihdicate

the pasasge of a seli&*ékjegt. If the vortex hypetheses is taker inte account

the damaging winds wgul&f#éceunt fo r the damage seen at the site.

PR I

RECCOMENDATIONS

13.17 1t is the 1nvestigatsr 8 e”ini;n, based upen examinatiem ef the site, imterviews

with the thneSbes, laberatory analyﬂw. topegrahical survey, amd weather data,
that a descendlag vertex was responsible for the ebject seen and fer-the damage to
the hedge.

13.2 Howver, it is the invgstiéa ?s‘cenclqsions that some comsideratien shoudd aléa Séi

given te the relatien$hipfb‘£ﬁé¢n lecal geolegy and topegraphy and meteorelegy.

Are the presences of faulﬁé d the géelegical boundary amd the eccurrence of the

[T )
fortean place name of Hegl Eale celnciéemt¢1° Can tectonhe disturbances create
micre-enviremments that are ceneulclve ta the leocalsied formation ef vartice

d=velopment? Can lealaatlan frem certain anemalies within the earﬁh glive rlse :

te atm@spheric &1sturbance.. Furtﬁer research within the centext af earthlights‘
and earth energles in gexer&l is requireé befare we are claser to unéerstanﬁiag

the mechaaic& sf electrcal effecta up@g the weather.




13,3 Perhnaps the relatiemship is as fellows: areas (such as faults and charged sites
perhaps with fortean place mames) with a strong iemising petential may becoms
highly charged negatively with the pussage of a pesitively-charged cloud, and the

immediate area pesitively charged. Due te the high density of charge in such

highly localised area a stream of charge may be sprayed upwarés. Such an electric
wind may create a vertical vind =and it is posslble that thr@ugh*thls mechanism

that a dexcenﬁing vartex xay takr place.

T 1%.4 There is a streng llnk betwcen UFGs, sacred sitcs, geelegy and felklere and

abnormal weather { see _

13,5 It is the 1nv~stigater B aplnlam that a certaim portien of unknowns in past UFO
data can be adequately eyplalncé withinm the psrameters of the descending vortex
hypetheses, but te seund a_ nﬁte ef cautlen y enly a limited aumber which fit
the general charactersistlc& ef tbe phnnemcn@n ebserved and the lecal tepegraphical
and meteerological cmn&ltiens preVallia at the time of the eccuurence. Certainly,
glowing/pulsating llghts or @bjects (with humming/screamimg sound or met) which
recede and dl§appear qulckly, ané which may create damage sh@uld be scrutinised
Wwith careful ceasiderat1on of the vartex hypetheses., Even ﬁa311ght sightlngs may
alse be subject te this theery 2s saturation peint within the atmesphere may
craeate a water dreplet cleud and, particularly, if the vertex teuches the ground,
may pick up dust and ether,dehrls to ferm a variety of Bhgpds in the air, -Slmilarly
the peesibility must be mooted as to whether the static build-up withim a vertex
could discharge te a huﬁgn, vessibly resulting in sheckftrauma/uncenscious‘asd' '
the potential emergence ai’ uncerscious abductien scenaries _ase).
The static builiaup may also affect vehicle electrics and electrlcal appllanCes,

and certdlnly result in physical effects and even physzolagical effects.

POSTSRIPT

After thereport apreared in the local newspaper beth wltnesses neticed, when érlving
i?,past the site, a white 1andrsver,‘unmarke&, with twe men inm everalls examlning the gite,
@i‘ue to the Wrief ebservation but the pessibillty
e must ex1st that some scleatlflc establishment er the MeD were 1ntereste& in the damage

e

f Ne further detail was ferthcemln

: by a UFO. The 1nvest1gatar dlé attempt to céhgact the Universities of Lelcester and
Birmingham but ne respensge was f@rthcem;ng from the Physlcs Departments. This clearly
shews the. arregaat attituée of the "Ivery Tewer" men whe occupy academic 1nstitutlons
and which this vacuum. is bemg fil.Leai by imnovvative specxal:.lstb as !yh@
can ce-eperate- with ehjectlve ané scLcntlfically-arientate& ergarisations as BﬁFORA.,
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_aFrom: % retariat(Air Staff)2a
Lot h RY GF DEFENCE Room_:m
Main Building Whitehail London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diailing ext
{Bwitchboard)

Your reference

Cur reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date
19 April 1989

Thank you for your letter of 10 April concerning the subject of Unidentified Flying
Objects (UFOs), which asked for information on an unusual sighting witnessed in the
Macclesfield area on 28 October last year.

As a member of MUFORA you probably know that the Ministry of Defence's sole concern
with the phenomenon is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to the
gsecurity and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this
is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever
might have been seen. In addition, the vast majority of information that we have
on the subject is limited to the sighting reports that we receive from those who
witnessed them.

Moving now to the sighting that you are particularly interested in, I regret that a
search through our file did not reveal any reports which correspond to the details
given in your letter, and because we did not investigate the incident I can not give
you a definitive explanation as what may have been seen. Nevertheless, I can confirm
that it is highly unlikely that RAF helicopters, or other RAF aircraft for that
matter, would have been operating in the area at the time in question. I regret

that we do not possess details of British Aerospace flying activity and would suggest,
therefore, that you contact them direct. Lastly, as you know the location of the
gsighting falls within the flight path of aircraft using Manchester airport and I
hazard a guess that your witnesses observed an aircraft, or aircraft, associated

with this.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

A cr’/l,;a/z.,}

/ Rl LA A 7’5\/ Lide M Ao MCadadi



;»’,,From: _, Secretariat{Air Staff)z2A
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Roon [ 40

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling oxt
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec{AS)12/3
Date
/9 April 1989

Thank you for your letters of 3 and 4 March to the Ministry of Defence on the subject
of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). As the MODs point of contact for those who
wish to enquire about this particular topic I have been asked to reply.

I think it would be helpful if I first of all explain that the sole concern of the
MOD with this subject is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to the
security and defence of the United Kingdom and, unless we Jjudge that they do, and
this is not usually the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever
might have besn ssen.

Given our limized involvement with the subject, the MOD does not have any department
which is solely appointed/studying or collecting data on UFO reports nor do we

have any staff esmployed on the subject fulltime. The vast majority of information
that we have are sighting reports, usually limited to the brief details of the
incident passed on to us by those who witnessed them, which are referred to staff

in the departments responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom and they
examine them during the course of their day to day routine.

Nevertheless it is quite clear from the reports that we receive that many strange
things have been and are being observed in the sky, although we believe that

rational explanations could probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that
spring to mind include satellite debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball
lighting, unusual cloud formations, meteorclogical balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft
at unusual angles to mention just a few.

You also asked about viewing any information on UFO sightings that we might have
received. Although I regret that the release of any material on the subject

"en bloc'" is not possible because of the provisions of the Public Records Act, which
states that official files should generally remain closed from public viewing for
30 years after the last action has been taken, we are able to answer specific
queries about particular incidents which have occurred recently and can let you

know whether we have a report on the incident and if so what it contains, However,
due to our limited rescurces, I regret that I can not instigate general searches
through our files.



Lastly, you may be interested toknow that archived Governmental material is held
by the Public Records O0ffice atv Kew, London and they may be able to help you
further.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

y ) .
A’ Saaii,

tovsn copgy - R i el Spice 2. R



@%@ MINI&TRY OF DEFERCE ., Secion A9

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling ext 2140
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS) 12/3

Date

/7 April 1989

i 0

Thank you for your letters concerning the unusual incident witnessed over East

Anglia during May 1957. I am sorry that I have not been able to reply before now.

As you know, we discussed this particular sighting at some length over the telephone
a few months ago ard although I have nothing further to add, I feel it would be useful
to briefly recap the main pointswe covered.

You asked for any information that we might have on a reported sighting of a UFO seen
from a USAF F-86D Sabre aircraft on 20 May 1957 whilst it was flying over East
Anglia. Regretably, enquiries with our Air Historical Branch, who archive Air Force
Department ma.terial, did not reveal any information which supports the accounts of
your two witnesses. Nevertheless, we were able to establish that RAF Manston was
used by the USAF at the timeand that Sabres were, indeed, operating from there.
However, because RAF aircraft were not involved with the incident the MOD does not
possess any record of the sorties that were alleged to have taken place, although it
is possible that given USAF aircraft were involved, the USAF may hold records
relating to their operations in the United Kingdom. As such I would suggest that if
you wish to pursue this matter further, you contact the USAF direct. I hope you will
find the two addresses useful.

Although not related to this particular incident, you may find it helpful to know
that the Public Records Office at Kew holds Government Records which are over thirty
years old and that they may be able to help you with other enquiries you may have on
incidents which occurred during the 1950s.

I am sorry that I can be of no further assistance with this particular case, but
nevertheless wish you luck with your endeavours.

Section 40|



i)’lo/ AV

LonF Contacts:

1.

Office of Air Force History
Dept of Air Force

HQ USAF

Bolling AFB

Washington DC

20332-6098

USAF Historical Research Center
Maxwell AFB

Alabama

36112
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KIS A & A LWl e . .
. * - gecre!ariat {Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  Rroon [ESIERES]
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Cur reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date
4 November 1988

Jor SR

Thank you for the copy of the letter to you from the Canadian
Department of National Defense dated 24 October 1972 which outlined
their policy on the phenomenon of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

With regard to the American orders that you mention, 1 regret that

as they appear to be instructiocns for American and Canadian military
personnel rather than for those serving in the Royal Air Force we do
not seem to haveé Comé Into CONTAct With fthem before, Certainly, my
colleagues in the Air Force Department have not heard oF tho grders that
you are interested in and I regret that due to the long gap since they
were issued, and because of limited resources,I cannot authorise what
may well be a futile search through Ministry of Defence archives to

see if we had received copies of them in the past.

As such I regret that we are unable togive a view except to reiterate
that there are no restrictions on UK military discussing details of
what they might have S€én, URless 6F COuUrss It was thought to be a
oviet military aircraft or similar. I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful. ‘
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Royal Air Force {United Kingdom}
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23 HARCH 1989

Dear Sir/&adaﬁ,

I write this letter in the hope that you may be able to help me
in putting some light on & number of unidentified objeéts that
have been sighted over the past ysar.,

I am at preseat investigating a number of UFO sightings over tn
*aﬁﬁortu area on bshalf of BUFCRA and was told taat you may be of
some assistance in helping me identify them. L will tnere fors
The first sighting was oo saturday say 21 1983 between the hours

rnoin the ni

23]
[

gnt say over

of 8.40 and 9.30 pm. Two objecis were s
the Gungate aresa of Tamworth and wers described as a bright

white/yellow lignt similar {o 4 star with smaller red and orange
lights suroundiang it, giving the appearernce of a horse~shoe shape

The way in which the smaller lignts flashed made 1t look as

..4‘.
b

they were rotatiang around thae larger lignt, (There seemed to bpe
eigat smallier lights in all). The two objects were some distaats
apart oae appearicg north easterly ia the sky and the cther in

4 socutn easterly position., They remained still for about twenty
minutes when they both suddenly started to move rapidly. The obj~

ects made wuo noise what so ever aud finally disappeared after

&

moving off in a north easterly directica. Tne chjects were described

4% blewg high in tue sky. v

The second sightiag was on thurs day 27 October 1988 and were seen
over tne Selgrave area of Tawworth betwesen the nours of 8,30 aq
9.00 pm. Thelobjects were described as a white light whicn seemed
to spin around with two main red lights ia the ceutre. Around
these lignts were smal *er plue asd orange/yellow lights., It was
rounded off at tae ooﬁtom but seemed io taper into two points
towards the top. the objects seeuwed to be 45-5¢ degrees in thne
aad were cliose together. tney made uo woise and moved sloaly
wntill disaypearing'oyer some houses,

The {thnird signting occursed o Triday 10 Harch 1989 between thne

SKY
J

g e



hours of 8.5C and 9.05 pm. One object was sighted over the the
Amington area of Tamwortn. It was descrived as three brigni
winite lights in a triangle formaticn witha dim red light in tue
centre. On one side of %the teiangle was a small green flashing
light and on tne otner side a small red flasniag light. Tne
object appearsed to be approk 45 degrces in the nigut sxy and

moved very siowly wita 120 souud rowards Tamworth town cenire

[l

winere it finally disappeared.
t

full for aay iaformaticn that you may be

1 would bes most gral

able to give me concarning tnese cases

exercises or whetner tne descriptlous
match up to any of your RAF alr araft, .
I iook forward to hearing from you and nope that tne above reg-

cested will not take up to much of your time.

YOURS

o TN T A oo onen




23 WARCH 1989

Dear Sir/Madaﬁ.
I write this letter in tne hope that Jou may be able to help me
ight on & number of unidentified objeéts that
over ihe pasi yzar,

I am at preseat investigating a number of UFO sightings over the
m
e

D

agw¥erin area on behalf of BUFORA ausd was told tnat you way be of

scme assistance in helping me identify them. i will there fore

The first sigating was on saturday day 21 1983 beiween the hours
of 8.40 and 3.30 pm. Two objecis were seen in the alght sxy over

the Gungate area of Tamworih ahd were described as a bright
white/yeliow lignt similar to d star with smaller red and ordage

lights suroundiag it, giving the appearence of a horse-shoe shape

The way in which the smaller lignts flashed made it loox ags if

tney were roiatiaz arowid the larger light. (There seemed to be
eight smalier lights in all). The two objects were some distauts
apari ong appeariag north easterly in the sky aad the other in

8 soutn easterly position. They remained stiil for about twenty
minutes when tney both suddenly started to move rapidly. The obj~-
ects made no noise what so ever aud finally disappearecd after
moviug off in a north easterly directicn. The cbjects were described
a3 bieug high in tne sky. , .

=3

‘he second sighting was on thursday 27 Ociober 1988 angd vere seen

Cver the pelgrave area of Tamworth petweeun the hours of 8,30 asd
9.00 pm. TheZobjects were descriped as a winite light whicn seemed

to spin arocund with two main red lights in the ceutre. Arouad

these lignts were smaller blue and oraage/ysllow lights., It was
*

rounded off at tine bottom but seemsed to taper into two pointg

towards the top. the objects seemed to be 45-50 degrees i thne sky
aad were close together. they made .o noise and moved slowly
uatill disappearing over some hNouses.

The third signting occured on friday 10 darch 1989 between tne
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hours of 8.50 and 9.05 pm., One object was sighted over the th
Amingien area of Tamwortn. It was described as three brignt
wnite lights in a triangle formation witha dim red ilight in t
centre. On one side of the tglangle was a small green flashin
light aand on tne other side a gmall red flashing lignt. The
object appearsd to be approk 45 degrees in the nigut sxy aad
moved very siowly witn uo sound towards Tamworth tows centre
wnere it finaully disapyeared.

o

I would be mest gra;efgli for aay iaformation that you may e

able to give me concerﬂing tnese cases such as RAF tralcing
exercises or whether tne descripfions that 1 nave given you
mateh up to aany of your RAF alr craft, .

I look forward to hearing from you and nope that the above re

wested will not take up to much of your time,

YOURS3
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Wyecombe

Our Referance:
STC/183C/8/CER0O
Date:

4 April 1989

A

Thank you for your letter of 23 March on the subject of "unidentified
e

flying objects" in the Tamworth ar

2>

in the Ministry
the public on

C
of Defence, which i¢ the branch
this topic. ‘

No doubt they will write to you in due course.

A/CPRO/UFO. L
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From: Sguadron Leader _ RAF
. Community Relations Officer

ROYAL AIR FORCE

Cottesmore Oakham Leicestershire LE15 7BL

Your reference

Ministry of Defence

Main Building - Ourreference - 0t /621/3/0rg
Whitehall
London Date G4 Apr 88

Poe estmiaifn b we hanl.
‘ %ewﬁ)ﬁjﬁ; on M,

(f»“‘\ .

!

A e s

Fo et _

Please see the enclosed letter from Tamworth regarding UFO
sightings in that area.

_f‘rom the PR staff at Strike Command gave me your
address and I hope therefore that I am in contact with the
correct office. If this is not so please forward to whoever
is coordinating such reports.

From the sighting dates it would appear that we can't blame
Richard Branson.

Vsl )
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ROYAL AIR FORCE
Cottesmore Oakham Leicestershire LE15 7BL

Your reference

Ourreference Cot /621/3/0rqg

Date oy Apr 89

UFD SIGHTINGS IN THE TAMWORTH AREA

1. Your letter of 23 Mar B9 came to my attention this
morning and was the first I have seen regarding sightings
on the occasions mentioned.

2. I can offer no explanation and have forwarded your
letter to the Ministry of Defence for their comments.

Sgn Ldr
CRO
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MSecretar‘iat (Air Staff)2a
OF DEFENCE Roon Section 48]
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling oxt
{Switchboard)

— Your reference
BUFORA (Midlands)
Our reference
D/Bec(AS)12/3
Date

v
o cepey

72 April 1989

Thank you for your letter of 23 March and indeed your previous of the Autumn
of last year. I am sorry for the delay in replying.

Before looking at your latest letter in detail I think it would be helpful if I
explain our involvement with the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), as

it appears that there might be some misunderstanding. Whilst I regret that there

is some delay in replying to individuals corresponding on the subject, I should say
that this is caused, primarily, by our Ministerial and Parliamentary work which we
carry out on behalf of the Air Force Department. I hope you will understand,
therefore, that this work, which is not insubstantial, must take priority over
requests for information such as yours, however regrettable that may be. Additionally
because of our heavy workload on RAF operational matters we do not have the resources
to spend a large amount of time on each UFO enquiry that we receive.

As you may already know, the only information that we have on UFOs are the sighting
reports passed on to us by those who witnessed them. These are usually limited to
the brief details of the incident and are referred to our staff in the departments
responsible for the air defence of the United kingdom who examine them during the
course of their normal duties. But unless we judge that a sighting report presents
a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom, and let me assure you
that this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify
whatever might have been seen. From this background I hope you will understand that
for the most part we do not possess any information, other than any reports that

we might have received, on incidents which involve unusual aerial activity. Moreover,
I would expect that more often than not, because of your specific interest in the
subject, UFO societies would have more information than we do.

Moving to the detail in your letters I would, first of all, like to say that for
the reasons above 1t is extremely unlikely that MOD personnel would have been
investigating the incident witnessed at Little Hayward, Staffordshire, and would
therefore like to rule out this possibility. Nevertheless, we did receive a report
which is similar to the one that you describe and I attach a copy of the report

for your information but in line with our policy to maintain the privacy of the
originator, the identifying details have been obscured.



I can also confirm that we did receive a number of reports from members of the

public which relate to sightings seen in the West Midlands on 16 May 1988 and

again I enclose copies of these. Although we did not investigate these sightings ~334;g
we believe that they could have been connected with civil air traffic/into Vi -
Birmingham Airport, which was exceptionally busy at the time. Certainly the times

and descriptions could be of modern jet aircraft following a holding pattern

around the airport.

You also mentioned a variety of other sightings but regret that we did not receive

any reports which correspond to the details that you gave. Similarly, although

we were sorry to read about the effect that the May 1988 sighting in East Anglia

had on the girl who witnessed it, we do not have any reports on this particular

incident and because we have not investigated it we cannot offer a definitive

explanation of what might have been seen. However, I can confirm that we do not

possess any unpiloted vehicles which match the description of the object, nor is )
it likely that the USAF would havgjan experimental RPV in the United Kingdom./;ﬁaazﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂjg

Lastly, whilst we appreciate your kind offer of indepth information on UFOs, I

do not feel that, because of the reasons outlined earlier, we would be able to

give them our full attention and would certainly not be able to comment on all of
them. Similarly, because of our lack of resources, I regret that we cannot provide
a general answering service on the subject.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

o} " .
.l ER A A g
/J\M WMM/V’,.‘?

g



&
i
H
¥

. TSl socretariat (Air Staff)2a xf L7 7
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Room _E k% ﬁ

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard}

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS8)12/3
Date

/6 April 18989

sor R
Thank you for your letter of 26 February to the Prime
Minister's Private Secretary on the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs}). I have been asked
to reply.

I hope you will have received by now my letter of

28 March in response to your similar letter to the
Secretary of State for Defence. I regret that there

is nothing more I can add to my earlier letter and hope
you will accept this as an acknowledgement that your
letter to the Prime Minister's Office has been received.
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%%  MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  room SESEE O

rrom: (TR

o Secretariat(Air Staff)2a

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

£ April 1989

e cection 40
Thank you for your letter of 20 March which asked for any information
we could provide on sightings witnessed in the North of England

on 12 September 1988 and 10 February 1989.

You may recall that the sole concern of the Ministry of Defence

is to determine whether or not Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)
present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom
and, unless we judge that they do and this is not usually the

case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might
have been seen. Any information we may have is therefore limited

to brief details of the incident passed on to us by those individuals
who witnessed them.

Moving now to your specific requests, I would like to confirm that
we received one report which corresponded to the details that you
gave for the incident witnessed on 12 September in Knaresborough
but regret that we found no others to match the other sighting.
Nevertheless, I attach a copy of the 12 September report but in
line with our policy to maintain the privacy of the originator, the
identifying details have been obscured.

I hope that you will find this helpful. However because we have not

investigated the incident I hope you will understand that we cannot
offer you an explanation as to what the object might have been.

ot ezt
.



From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE roon [SESSRE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling ext
{Switchboard)

Your reference

BUFORA : Qur reference

D/Sec{AS)12/3
Date

4 April 1989

PPN < ciion 40)

Thank you fof your letter of 25 March concerning the unusual incident witnessed
by the captain and passenger on board a _ Tristar on 21 March 1989./

Although we were interested to read about the incident I don't think we can offer
much advice on it for the simple reason that we are only interested in reported
sightings which occur in the airspace of the United Kingdom and as you know this
particular sighting occurred over Sardinia whilst the aircraft was flying from
Malta to Gatwick. You will recall that the MOD's sole concern is to ensure that
sightings, as reported to us, do not constitute a threat to the continuing security
and defence of the United Kingdom. Moreover, as you might expect, the MOD did not
receive a report (other than yours) which related to the event.

Moving now to your request for information on the Tristar itself, I hope you will
understand we do not possess information on the movements of aircraft belonging
to civil operators and if you wish further advice I would suggest you speak to the

airline concerned.

I hope that you will find this helpful.




Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE FRoom

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diallin ext
{Switchboard)

Your reference

ASSAP/BUFORA

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date
3 April 1989

I have recently received a copy of your letter of 8 March to the National Air Traffic
Service (NATS) on the reported sighting of an Unidentified Flying Object (UF0O) on
4 March 1988. I have been asked if the Ministry of Defence can provide any further

information.

In corresponding with us, NATS in their covering letter have said that the area
covered by your report is regrettably too extensive for them to detail every aircraft
movement, and that Heathrow, in any case, would only be in contact with a limited
number of aircraft in the area concerned.

Nevertheless, on looking through our files, I am pleased to say that we received two
further reports which correspond to the details given in your letter. I attach copies
of these for your information but in line with our policy to maintain the privacy

of the originators, their identifying details have been obscured.

I hope that you will find this helpful.





The National Archives
UFO file release
Balloons and airships: Evening Standard cutting re Richard Branson flying saucer balloon hoax, 1 April 1989, which caused traffic chaos on the M25. A student prank involving ‘fire balloons’ constructed from black plastic bin bags, launched over Nottingham in 1992, at DEFE 24/1956/1: pages 127-133. During the same year an illuminated advertising airship caused a large number of UFO reports when it flew at night over central London. This UFO was spotted several times by the MoD’s UFO desk officer who was able to advise air traffic control how to respond to callers; papers at DEFE 24/1956/1: pages 143-145, 155-157; DEFE 24/1954/1: pages 217, 231-232.



The attached letter which the Prime
Minister has received has been acknowledged by
10 Downing Street and has been forwarded to

" this Department for official action.

a. No 10 have passed it to us for

action as we see fit and you are asked

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

© 10 havé asked Ahat a 1l r
t and ygu shou know at t

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

mm;:mmwiwm. %
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for APS/Secretary of
) State
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10 DOWNING STREET
WHITEHALL

PRIVATE SE%EETA&Y

........................................................

We attach a letter which the Prime Minister has
received.

It refers to ccrrWnce $ent {0 you on ..occoveerne

Please arrange for your Department to acknowledge
and deal with as they think fit.

Please arrange for your Department to send a full
reply as soon as possible. If you are not responsible

for this matter, please transfer the letter to the
appropriate Department and let ow. Not

writer.

Please co-.ordifiate any reply with the following
Deparfments, to whom copies have been sent.

(\4 We have not sent an acknowledgement.
{ } We have sent a plain acknowledgement.
{ } We have sent an acknowledgement, saying
that the letter is receiving attention.
“{ } A copy of the acknowledgement which we
have sent is attached.

Correspondence Section
Date:

Bas 270473 2 g’i %
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_Secretariat {Air Staff)2a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE roon
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling
(Switchboard)

Group Captain _ Your reference

Air Attache

British Embassy , Our reference
Rome D/Sec(AS)12/3
Italy Date

BFPO 8

20 March 1989

Nevr Crrep Coio

1. As requested in our phone conversation of 22 March please find below the names
and addresses of the main unidentified flying object societies with which we, in
the Ministry of Defence, are aware of and have correspondance from.

Skyscan

British UFQO Research Association

Redhill & Reigate Phenomena Research Group

Contact International (UK)

2. I hope that these will be of some help to the Italian lady enquiring about the
subject.

A - -
/am <




Secretariat (Air Staff)Z2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE FoonSESREN]
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diallin ext
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date
29 March 1989

Thank you for your letter of 25 February enquiring about information on unusual
sightings in December 1876 and February 1989.

I think it would be fair to say that the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)
takes up only a very small percentage of my total workload and as such I am unable to
devote a lot of my time on it. This, of course, means that we cannot offer a general
enguiry service or carry out general searches through our files for reports that we
might have received way back in the past. Nevertheless we are prepared to assist with
one off gueries so long as we are given fulldetails of when and where the sighting

may have been and, in order that we can easily retrieve a report (if we have one),

we try to keep enquiries to within 2/3 years of the present date.

With this mind, I am afraid that I can not help with the sighting in 19786 but looking
through our recently received reports I can confirm that we did receive a report from
#amd attach a copy for your information. No other similar report was
received.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
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Room 407

National Air Traffic Services
Control Tower Building
Heathrow Airport — London
Hounslow

Middlesex TW6 1JJ
Telephone

MOD (APOT seclas) 2o
RAF Main Building
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

Dear Sir

Lo A, Gunlos (eHs on Qf%
MMW Lo LR Py

R
/ §?, PR lalinl .

MRS o

o

8HRA 8/11

28 March 1989

Atta i guiry from_ regarding a reported UFO sighting by

a Airways aircraft whilst flying over Sardinia.

As the 'incident' took
unable to assistg

reply.

Yours faithfully

ATC 0PS 1

enc:

lace outside the Heathrow area of operations, I am
and am forwarding his letter to yourselves for

A joint Civil Aviation Authority — Ministry of Defence Service
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xplosives go
- up as lorry S o md
- catches fire

- said Mr John Notiingham, 47, a plant fitter
for Vibroplant, “It just ripped open my over-
alls and knocked me back
knocked backwards."g L

When the smoke cleared the lorry had dis-
“appeared, he said. “There was
ter in the yard ab
f cogsinit.
“The whole side:

Wards; We were all

just a big cra-

out 2 ft deep with a couple

same time”

Another nlant fitter. Mr Marvyn Weilz 40

over to him and said they had to call the fire
brigade. S e
“I said there were some extinguishers in

on board.’ , o g
“I alerted my colleagues working in the
yard with me and our secretary, Mandy
- Garth, went running round to evacuate th
area.” oo - :
A Cambridgeshire fire brigade officer said;
“As our vehicle arrived it was beginning to
denonate.  Then there was a major explo-
sion.” - ' S -
7 -No details were immediately ‘available
- about the second person who was Eilled. /-

'was reported in a 200 square
after the blast, which was hear
away‘; e 7 st o

" Police, ambulancemen and other firemen
already at the scene radioed for help and
flepts of ambstlansae fanlr tho sadasand S

At itti,rst, the captain

assenger  Susie ‘Waiton,
. sald: “It was terrifying.
. People were hitting their
‘heads.on the: ceiling as
the 1?.

The British'Island Airways

pened. at 7 o’cl

“1'%
like it
no danger but it

the multi-coloured bright
lights flashed past the
windows, pilot Bob: Tay-
lor excitedly told then:
that-they were watching
ntified flying ob

thought
t. was another plane arui

hacti %ea:szg of a near-miss,

ater, the aircraft

was plunged into panic as
t 'suddemyf;arpppedﬁ

_dropped
two sudden

U¥FO sighting.

et was over Sardinia on

its ‘way back to Gatwick

from Malta when the ex-
traordinary ingident hap-
‘clook last

nigh

lane was nowhere near a
launch: site and "argues

that ‘he would,” in any

never seen anything
are, there was

‘Several other air



Froms _ Secretariat {(Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE °°"

Main Building Whitehall SW1A 2HB

& i %ﬁ“ - i ;‘
it " il
Telephone: (Direct Dialling) L&JL i
(Switchboard) | )

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:

D/Sec{A8)12/3
Date:
24 March 1989

Thank you for your letter of 26 February to the Secretary of State for
Defence on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). I have
been asked to reply.

I think it would be helpful if I first of all explain that whilst we do
receive and cec-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the sole
concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs
present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom.
Unless we judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do
not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

Given our limited involvement with the subject, the MOD does not have
any department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying UFOQ
reports nor do we have any staff employed on the subject full time. As
you will expect, therefore, we do not carry out studies, in-depth
investigations or surveys into the UFO phenomenon, nor do we possess the
resources to do so. Nevertheless, we do, of course, recognise that many
strange things are to be seen in the sky, although we believe that
rational explanations could probably be found for most of them.
Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris re-entering
the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud formations,
aircraft lights to mention just a few.

Moving to your specific request, I regret that given our very limited
involvement with this particular subject, we in the MOD do not possess
the necessary information to give you the advice that you require.
However, on a more positive note, I believe that one of the many
organisations set up by enthusiasts specifically to study the UFO
phenomenon are more likely to be in a position to give you the



assistance you seek. One su igatd i i Reigate
Phenomenon Research Gmup,W and I
would suggest that if you s8till wish to discuss your experiences they
may prove to be a good start.

I am sorry that we have not been able to help in this matter.

ny Leonee,




From: ! Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

&5 MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
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