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.egistered File Disposal Form

MOD Form 262F
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. PART 1. DISPOSAL SCHEDULE RECOMMENDATION FOR CS{RM) USE ONLY

(To be completed when the file is closed) v

Destroy after years D [ | | | I |
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(Delsto as appropriate) v

a.  Of no further administrative valus and not worthy of permanent preservation. DESTROY IMMEDIATELY (Remember that TOP SECRET D
. and Codeword material cannot be destroyed locally and must be forwarded to CS(RM)).

b. () Tobe retained for years {from date of last enclosure) for the following reason(s): fo r PM L d"d‘

v LA 4]
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FINANCE/AUDIT D MAJOR EQUIPMENT PROJECT D { 1

DIRECTORATE POLICY M OTHER (Specify) D

PPQ = 100

{Continued overleaf)



(i) Key enclosures which support the recommendation are:

(iii) At the end of tha specified retention period the file is to be:

Destroyed D .
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1 permanent preservation D

IRY

¢.  Of no further administrative vaiue but worthy of consideration by CS(RM) for permanent preservation.
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Directorate of Air Sta (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial} 02072182,
(Switchboard} 0207218 90
(Fax)
(GTN) |

Your Reference

B AgEme
Brighouse b

ate
West Yorkshire 16 November 2001
)

Please find enclosed copies of the F540 Operations Record Book extracts for RAF Coltishall and
Saxa Vord for September 1970 which I inform you of in my previous letters. I have also obtained
a copy of the F540 extract for the same period for Eastern Radar, RAF Watton, as it was possible
that this may also have contained some relevant information. These documents although marked
Secret have now been declassified and the originals will shortly be open for inspection at the
Public Record Office.

As you will see none of these papers make specific mention of the events described in the book
extract enclosed with your letter of 9 September 2001, Nevertheless, they do give an indication of
the type of information recorded on F540 forms which I hope you will find of interest.

Yours sincerely,



| ARo ZJ; Air 2‘1/388(1‘—

M771954/62486/60,000/ WBW[666/S

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)

{Revised May,

FOR PERIOD..... . SEETENMBER 1970

RAF FORM 340

1965)

PLACE DATE

LOCAL TIME]

SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER .. G M. EALLORAN

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

RAF SAX4 VORD SEETEY

1970

OPERATTIONS

General

The availability of the Radar Tyoe 80 was G728k, 4 total of 11 Daily

Perforrance Check Flighj;_,s""_mmgn._Qa,;‘;cj,,g:gi_;_out Quring.Septenhen, the resulis beine as

fellowss

Radar. Tyne. 80 Satisfactory

Hadar Type.1dis. Good

IFF/SIF ;- Good

Exercises

Exercise Scorer 79/10 TPook

Exercise Scorer 70/11.Tock nlace 29nd Septenber, 1970,

Exermise Northern Weddine ook mnlace on 2lat to.24th Sentenber,. 1970.

OUperational Activity

A.kobal. of. 5. X=raids were.nlotted and lukereented. by fishiers ooilfrro] led. Lron

s

this. Hoit during. Sephenher {(Keraide 058,424, 124 274y A0 Ten.Soviet alporafs

were. intereepted.all . asparently. surveving Brercise Eorthern Nedding. and in_particular

HMS Arle Royal, NAY airoraft .ware seen for the first time. Oune of the j.nterceputamﬁ-

wes garried out on 23rd Sentember 190n.m, N.B. of Saxa Vord.

Trainineg

4 tetal of 557,30 hours Theory and Practical Trainine was carried out durdng

Visitors

23xd. September. Alr Shief Marshal Sir Denis Bpotswood, XKCB, CBE, TG0,LFC AC-4-C 37C
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M788973/526747155.000/ WHSHeG/3 <

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)

DECLASSIFIED —

FOR PERIOD....September. 1370

(Revised May, 1965}

PAGE No.. 1.
OF..9..... PAGES

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIME]

SUMMARY OF EVENTS compiLing officerTLE It T B Hughes

REF TO AMNEXES AND FILES

WATTON

1st

der J. ¥W. Wood MBE

hd or Foe (IFF) on the T82 was found to be

unserviceable necessitabing stop

done..at.1205%. and. he. gear. becane. serviceable aseain at 1227Z. However the trouble

reappeared.at. 13100, taking 8 mipntes to cure. At.1350% the problem occurred again

......... and-was-eventnually. solved at. 1810Z.. AnoFeer. fronkle spot Guring the afbernoon was

. the-aivconditioning. systen. which| had & melfunction of the refrigerator unit, It

......... was..gecided o . leavs

il fhe MPBW expert coumld be available on 2nd Sepbember

.

after.he bad finished his Bank Holiday. The unit was bypassed for the remainder

O]
2nd

r©o

of.the Rn:r

. The. Type.84.(P84) . wes withdrewn from. service ak. O .end_replaced by the Type 85

(mg.g.j),A....theu..._f;om@,m.,...mae;;@in.g,.,tt e snmal maintenance of the imrping gear (ANTG)

£1110% Boxrthern Bedax.became nnssrviceable (\u/q) and. Bostern Radar accepbed

—.the.contingeney.plan.for. the. 10 mirute peried...During.the. afiernoon. the. hpilding

up.-of.heavy.weather.returns. regbtricted. the CAL service. o ¥attisham airerafi.

Bawdsey accepted this task but Were wnable themselves, to guarantee separation to

the requived criterisa.

3rd

At 1220Z and 1223% 4wo incidents oceurred %o highlight the inadequecies of the

co-ordination of traffic with the Master Rader Station at Patrington im both

incidents aircraft under the control of this unit were given avolding action fron

Fighter traffic operating with the HMaster Hadar Sta’bion(lfﬂS) despite previous

i%.was. deeided nob.fo.remedy.this. mniil.the Daily Houtine Maint
This was done. :

SECRED

\SSFED”

SECURITY CLASSIFICATIOIﬁ--‘ -




D788973/526747/58,000 WBW/GE6/S

{nstructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040,

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.....!

e

\SSIFIED

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)........Eastern. Radar

FOR' PERIOD

S

10

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO....0....
OF..._.0...PAGES

PLACE DATE

LOCAL TiME

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

COMPILING OFFICERFLE. Lt B_F. Hughes

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

VATTOH 4th

4

Amsterdanm Contrel advised at 08507 that 211 General Air Praffie (CaT) entepins

the Amsterdam Flight Information

sub,jeét to Flow Conftrol. This wgs subsequently withdrawn at '12002.

Regiog/Upper Information Region (FIR/UIR) will be

5th

sf AFYK.. he ders.dasks noder. fhe

hen thet unit became w/s ah 09052 uabil 09387.. Two lizht eivil

aireraflt in distress were_ assisted.. b}:.,.i;.ha_._unii;._...fm_ﬁay.,........,....In,,.'l;he...,.fixsi.z_...im:.ib‘.entm.ak.~_1.1.29’

JA.dight.airveralt enronke te.BSouthend wiith. one.engine.failed was. contacted on 121.5Mhbz

~aed..8irected fo. Hoodbridze. where.]

1

&th

7tk

ES)

Airected to Vattisham where it la

t.landed safely.In the second.incident.at..17287

en_heard calling for s fix.om 121.58hz Thisivms. ..

re, but the airczaf

Jzs. eventually identifi

The contingenecy.plan.was. puk.in. £

ded..at. 17393,

.W..i.1.302._Jshgm28.5..A.bename.._unsemicsablﬁ.,N.i‘or.u..tym,,..hmzrs .

ree. for. Southern Radar at Q7507 wmabil 1004%. A%

There.was. a.mincr. anserviceabilit

resulied in.the. loss..of. the . B85. Lrom. 1 0502.%0..11572, ctherwise . this was.a quiet..day.

in_the.remote.radar.relay. link.at. . Heatishead which

8h.

he United 8%

advanlage.of. the Iull o visit Honington.

again. The T85. was. withdrewn. ky. Ne

ratishead ab 14067 fox checking.... Beturned at 15102

er..30 ninutes.

9th

it.Db »/s.ak 16102 for a. furtl

At 03052 the 782 was placed unsery

vicesble with pictuxe drift. It was cured in eight

checks by Neatishead at 0610Z returning at 08452

TE5 was ;:ithdra\m fo3

223%. At 13002 the TE5 was again withdrvawn by

O

and again at 11562 returning ab 1

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION SECRET

O

'DECLASSIFIED
O O



M788973/526747/58,000/ WBW/666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ;

and AP 3040,

DECLASS IFIED

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.....SECRET. ...

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF
FOR PERIOD._ September 1970,

RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

(Unit or Formation)..&ashkeim. Radax...

PAGE NO.._3. ...
OF....9..... PAGES

* PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIME

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

WATTON

9th

2

Eeat‘i heead for a_change 1o standbv POWETs

It w

10th

19

11th

he s |

was.withdrawn.bo..zestore.the. T84,

072:‘7 which-resulied--in.-the.loss

failure _‘cf ‘the DT85 at 15027 lasted for 22 minntes.

that. there nighi b.@-.,....aa?bg:b.age...ai;jaeqxphs._.‘.a.’c,_u§.emi.-ée...nnni1;..s.,....x.......

.The . T85.failed sb0520% ut was.resfored. to.service sk 0630%...

A% 18302, a mg.aaaga,..Amﬁ....ms;.eixﬁﬁl

Additional security

At 0715% the T85 . link

a..changeover.to..standby. power was_also made oh

£.-all-zadar-until-0731%. when. the. 82 retuurmead ta

-SRTVIeer

operations The.contingency.plan

A% 10272 the T82 was wi

..pin.tur.e...,and.i.the.,..,‘co.ntingency..,.plan was. put....mto force. umh;.m 10507, when. the. 782 resuned.

thdramm. for. a.magaetzon change o improve the

was..puk. ..;m...again...a.‘r,,‘.....'l..’(f.C\22\,...t.Q...enable...Amnrk_..l.x.’c.d_n.-.._....

to.-eure-a-persistent.atiack. ol pl
T Rl "

-@-Rew-Bagaetron--cured--the-fanlt«

a.policeman. and. dog.pairel duxin

ture.slic Senviceabiliky.we s.restored.at 18257,

ann-wf-!';r pRE cautions.have.besn qnppTAmnrn‘Fnﬂ by

g the hours of darkoesss...fhe.l82 head.ls.now

Da,y..a8.a.dekerrent. bo..sehotenrs. (and. Alruozl

illuminated.ab. night. by sodium.la

fithens ’;)

12

12%h
LR

Onit..and.at. 05352 3he conbingency|.x

withdrawm. for.its. monthly. sergici

appeared.-to.-be.Lit. fox. use but..d

Al thnngh._.ihe,..ﬂ.‘ﬁ&.ﬂas ..... reporhad. sexvi

nga.4%.07107_the plan.wes. wikthdram. as. the T84

 failed at.thelink at Q7307.and.the.plan.yas

restored at 0950Z. A% 14257 R

reinstated.Fhe same thing happened between 0900Z and 09357 and the T84 was eventuallly

e T84 turning gear gave trouble and the plan was

initiated once again, this time

for17 minutes. A% 16462 the P82 returned to servicd

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION -




M788973/526747/58,000/ WBW 666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2[37 and 2138 ; angd AP 3040,

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.. SEGRE

“DECLASSIFED

FOR PERIOD. September.1$70-.

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO..4........

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIME

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

FATTON

13th

12

14%h

13

0855%..  ¥ith the restoration.of

servicing. which ook xmtil. 16037

e.T84,..4he 182 was released for its third line

46%5h

At :13907 a--Canberra.aiveralfi.was

control..of. Bawdsey.ak.FL. 250 Bh

Jammning-the - Shocbuxyness.-range.radar.under.the

is_was. eonsidered dangerous.@a. the airerafi mas

—put$o. Bastern.Radaz. (EED)..contzd

1s and . thi

l..and..asked. to..stop. jamming. as it was.interfering...

anid The aireralt. mss_released for two

with.Amsterdam,. Brus

found thal

alrspace.

nimates.-to.-call. Jawdsey.-and-did.- pot.-zetumm.fo. BEastern. Radar. frequency.

It . was..

mas. azain. working Bawdsey and was very close o controlled

A depan. Alr. Lives sircraft. zeporied. fo. London Air Traffic Control Centre

Fhat. he.hed pasgsed within 500 £%

Jepan.-Air. Lines.pilot.was.£iling

of the Canberra. but.ii wzs.not. Xnown.whether. the

an.airmiss

whilst.a.-contzoller. . Flt. It J..B;

It was ironic.that. fhis._event bappeued

rkell. of.the. co~ardination.cell. at. Bawdsey. was

was..renorted. through

i -H--ing this-unit so-discuss.-eu

r-'h_nh'n‘a'lq. Son.1dr B B Heville. al

ile co=ord cell xe spectively, wi

b problems The.-matbe:

141~..3&‘1?1:.._Jafa.w.xl....Baﬂ;ell.,_..ﬁenj or. Querations Qfficer. and

zited.the. mmik from Royal.Air. Force Bawdsey. to

rl..on.inter.station.comordination This.was

disenss.the. subnission.of.a.repo:

eondncted. with.1the OfTicer. Commsa

hding {¥ine Commandemn. J. . Food),. the Senion
& £ +y

Opexations-Officer-{-Sqn-Lin.D.4

Eastern Badar.

Emexy)y-and-the-Senior.-Supervisor-(Sqn-Ldz.-G.H.Spet

17%h

15

o, 6..10% ¥

A_guiet day apart

O

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

#

O

cansed. by a chapseover fo shandby power ak 20007 vesiarday, The Taz 5

SECRER

DECLASSIFED |




M788973/526747/58,000/ W BW/666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO..2. ......

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIME]

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

compiLing orpicea Lt Lt £ T Hughes

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

WATTON

17th

15

servies at 1130Z. Sgn Ldr D Emery |& Maj B Dunn to Mildenhall for Insbrument School Briefing.

18th

16

At 09102 Midland Radar became mmserviceable and the conbingency plan was put into

force until 09427 and agein from 1434Z until B50Z. During the latter period ERD

19th

17.

Hoxthern Rador's request.

AY. 10452 Midland. Badar. failed and the. .contingency. plan_was. gut in. force wntil 11152,

when. they. were.shle to.gel. a.pictn

e from their remote radar 174072, saw_the with-

drawal..of.the.T84.as..1it was.-interi)

and.-the 'I"Q;Tr xestoned . at.-21152

ring with the 082, however,.the. fault was cohed

2ist

18

At 09457 Neatishesd.requested te beke the T84 off the sir for servicing, this was

initially:.._ref:as.ed.....dnev...to.....mea.:‘;henm.c Intier. obseuring. part.of.the T82 pichure. howsver

at..1008. $he. TBA . was.with@rasm to.prevent damsge.It remained off until 1 2022, At

20042 the. Tmergency..LController. at [West. Drayfon. was.informed.of +w6'v@por‘h< of . .a

-great.ball. of.. f,i,:};‘.Q“._Ase@n_..by_‘.vpilo.ts f._lying...ma.er...._tb.e....No:ctz...._Sea....hut ..... the. cause. was. unknowm

vers, and ¥ Jones made a lisison visit fo ¥est Dravton teday.

28%h

19

Flt Lts B C

The.T82 wag. withdrawm at 09462 %o

1002%.....A. severe. hout_of sickness

work.due.to. atomach npsebs, appar

ai ditioning.units.is.to.be. returned to. the manufaciurers.for. rectification. The

nbly. a. virus. is rsmpant in the area .

-

visited BAF Wattisham to attend a|meeting, chaired by the Station Commandexr, to

digcuse jointly with Bawdsey, Waltisham and Bastern Radar existing procedures and

ways_in which improvement could be attaimed, particularly when exercises take place

and the radar picture degraded with clutter.

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

SECRED

DECLASSIRED




M788973/526747/58,000/ WEBW/666/S DE . . 3 ' RAF FORM 540
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION . CLASS*‘F J-ED (ermes e 569

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)Eastezn.Radaz..... ) PAGE NO 3
S S L s Fomae conaned n FOR PERIOD....Septeaber. 4570 . « or_g_rAcEs
PLACE DATE [LOCALTIME  SUMMARY OF EVENTS coMPILING oFficer.. F1E It T F Hughes REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
WATTON 29th : 20 During the morning it appeared thed .’che T82 was not performing as well as it should

and at 12107 the service was downsraded to ‘'limited’ beyond range. This problem

was eventually rectified ab 23554,

30th 21 Trovble with. the IFF on_..jzhe._.iliﬁa.zas.....fgxaged....j;.g....jzh.e...._.T..ﬁé,m.pig:tm&.mm:b

accephable. fo do away wmith the T

4..the. Jack of IFE must_he. put wp with..  This

_..problem was.cnred st 15124, . 4% .9152....an...Extra...ﬁigh_.fensiou,...(m3 failure rendered

....... ERD. ecmpletely. unserviceable buk|service mas.restored at 19537 ornly_to have.anoiher

failure.at..20032 This. time service.was.resumed. at 20502, and. no. further. trouble

ooeurred

22 The.varions. emergencies.handled during the.month mere:
HAYDAY.. DAX.. » SEJ{‘T!PT'“F DSAF. FHEREFECY PRACDILHE PAN
) 3 [¢ ] e 7
23 . hhe_tofal number of alrcxafi. eentrolled during the month wes. 7153 comprising
..... HIDBLE AIRSPACE. ..o JEDER. ATRSPACE
' 5554 1604 ‘ ’
24 The.todal.number .of. climbe-ont recoveries...during. the. month was. 4881.comprising:
Aloogbury —— Fattishem ... Hobington . Bentwaters  ¥oodbridge  Wethersfield
1,117 772 339 827 366 3
Lekenheoth =~ Hildenhald Cottesmore Coltishall Yitfering = Wyton
1,160 365 15 3 4 10
o5 The..teobal numb;‘xafaimaysqusungswas 2 .
26 The.botal number. of eivil airera £ controlled. during the month by Boyal Air Force

(RAF‘) controllexrs. was. 242.and. by| Board of Trade (ROT)._combrellers 1132

27. Ma -i-n+g1 nanber.of Inited States. Air Forece. alrerafi.controlled was 4,589
28 The tobal mamber of Royal Siw Force aircraft controlled was 2322
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION SECRET

o 0 DECLASSIFIED

s



M788973/526747/58,000/ WBW/666:5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040,

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION..SEGREL .
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation).....
FOR PERIODSepkenber. 19

D

RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO....T......

OF.... 9...(......PAG ES

PLACE DATE [LOCALTIME  SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER........B1%.. Ik T P shes REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
WATTON 29 There was one refusal of serviee, |due to weather clubber and_jamminge....
' ADMINISTRATION
,,,,,,, 30| Visits to She Unit
ist Flt. Id. I Mackod +.140. = Yo 1. 61iding Centre = Swanben Merley.-.liaison
At Mre %7 Hquihgt:nﬂ = _HNorthern Radanr Adrwodc. Viait
8th AEg,“fo....A....ﬁanande.ﬁs,..,..-:.,,.ﬂéﬁ?...Ba.wd.se ..... ~ Liaison
Sgt. D Grapes. =~ Headauerters Provost-and Seeurity. Sexvice.(HQ-P&SS)-Acton-~-Liaisen
8th Hr X % Brown.=.Post Office - To. install new.extension.-in nimw:-}-inna TOOm
14%h.. F.S.Holland = Marham.=..Non Destructive. Testing (NDT)
Sgb.D EicCaJ:;.taey.‘.,.m.,.Manham DR
&nf ‘T?nnh L.Robolion Marhsy..~. NOT
15th P1%.0£8. 7.2 Home. ... Fyb o= Liaise
W0..B. ABCSS ..o Fpb 0T m Liad SO0
Bp-Lapt-W-S.-Dower~ Headquarters-Military Air-Traffic Opevations-(Southern-Region)wSbaff—
Er N Aleock = Hational Air Traffig.Control. Service. Liverpool = Yalidation Beards
My J R Gee - Horthern Radar. ... Validation. Boards
16th Sgn.Ldr.R.E Nevidble- Bawdsey.-.Lidison.Visit
Pt I.J.-Bazkel waqu Liaisda
18th C A Dear = Military Air Traffic Ogerations (Southera Rezgion) - Liaison
24th Fe Off B NMardon - Bawdsey - Liaisgn
£.Richard. = Modern. Telephones.=.Repair. to.Blectrometer
25th Mr E ¥ Bird - Ministry of Defence |[Security) ~ To see Flt Lt ¥ Smithson
25+h Mp.S.L.Bobinson.~. Headguarkers. Mi %hry Adr mm_#f-q'n Opexabions. . Staff Yisit
29th ¥Mr D Rioby - Ministyy of Defence Tele — Checlk f: in &
SECRE? .

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

 DECLATIMED
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Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

FOR PERIOD...September-4970

RAF FORM 540

SECURITY CLASSIFICATIONW......YSECRE‘EE.C LASZ ZIED (Revised May, 1963)
ek

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation).Bastern Radax...

-
COMPILING OFFiCER... F1t. Ik, F Hughes

PLACE DATE LOC_AL TiME| SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
29%h 30 Sgn Ldr C ¥ Burton - Headguarters Strike Command {(Securidy. 1).- Staff Visit
| mml.ji.ea;mn = Yisit
30%h, FLE 1 H T B lLedmard - Headmuarters Military Air Traffic Operstions. - Staff Visit_
vl Wﬁﬁm
Officers/Aizien Airerew
1st Postings. In.m.Blt. 008 1. Horgan -
Ast Pgstz,ng,s()ut- Bon. Ldr J Butheriss - Brize Borton
15th - Flt It J White - |Retired
a4k Ceased to be Detached (CTBD) - F1t Lt A Bailey
P GTBD - Fg Off & Bush
15t Attached -~ Major.R.D. Dunn - Dnithd. States Aiz Porce ~ Vice Major.I Ogilvie
32
1% e R0SEINZE T~ 1 0GR - Teeming..
2nd e 1T Midland .
7tk =} S0P Honington
Gth J— C:.M" = SEradishall
245 2 Gl\{‘c; mwamﬁﬂ dland
205h Posgtings Ouk = 1.0PL - Gnlf
1.84C - ¥idland Hadar
23rd 1 _SACH - Discharz
‘36'!"71 1.8AC = Diac;harga

O

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION ...

O
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Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION. . SEQRET. - mmromorre e

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation).—Eagtern-Radar-

FOR PERIOD.....September 1970

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO...9 ...
OF......5....PAGES

PLACE DATE

LOCAL TIME|  SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
FAPPON 33 Strensth as at 30&h Sevtember 1970
Officers Warrant Officers Sergeants
47 13 6 15
Airmen Airwomen
81 25
_AVATIABLE. .. S ) Base Time
Y 42,09 677251
Remote 02.00 718,00
oo AEETLABLE _ UNSCHEDULED . DORN. TIER Onerstional
P2 15434 » 662,17
Remote 75402 642,58

N
[ Jywe”

J W WoOD

Wing -Comandér
Officer Commanding

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

- SECREEZ




RAF FORM 540
75 E‘T ! (Revised May, 1965)
- :

GK OF (Unit or Formation)..226 0CU_RAF. COLTISHALL

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.&
y OPERATIONS RECORD B
orm are contained in . FOR PERIOD.

5R.1970
DATE LOCAL TIME! SUMMARY OF EVENTS o B COMPILING OFFICER . REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
COLTTSHALL ‘ SR JARY OF EVENTS _
10 Sep Digtrict Gourt Martial | ‘ Discipline
14 Sep ééf%le of Britain Wesk ’Opening Ceremony ih Norwic.;;.. ] . ' Ops Géngral/Ac}min
L ) ' . Ceremonial
19..Sep Batile.of. Britain Qpen-Day . Ope/G al
NORWICH 20 Sep Sg:v;me Geremonial
COLTISHALL b0 Sep Battle of Britain Service ‘ Chaplainey
21-22 Sep Exercise “"Bessemer" ‘ \ Ops/Exercise . .o
b3 Sep Jaguar Simlator Siting Board ; Admin/Station Services
08 Sep=1|0ct Night Flying _ : : .| Ops/Training
HQ 11(F) ep RS-30 Sey Station Commender atbended A0C's Conferencs. ’ _ Personnel
Visitsg ' "
4.8ep Visif by, S_é,uii::&;:QJ;.;L.%,..Q;::i.q@xwmmﬁmnlv Squadron ‘ . Supply. Sen
9.Sep ~Brigé,dim G.enaml_,_aa.nmd,a..N.gnmme.z:....Q;L’.,,‘.:&hﬁ,n...5$h...2igm§x....,Mg.‘,:I.?;txi.llipj.m Air _Forc_g
carried out a vi i ‘ ,
He also. fiew with Mo 1 Squadron. ANNEX 1
0..Sep Gapitane Facle _
parried out an.information/lisison visit. After lunching in the Ness he flew a
ILightning sortic. :
8. Sept Visit by Mr Inman,Headquariers.90.Group.to. inspeet the site for the new recerdexr in
Alr Traffic Control Radio room.
15 Sep Visit by My Nix and Mr Jenks of Headgquarters 90 Group o site the Precision .
Approach Radar markerss i e e
23 Sep Vigit by Mobile X-Ray Unit. ~ Medical }

@ ¥ oy
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION... 55220




M771954/62486/60,000 WBW/666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040,

SECURITY CLASSIFlCATlOI‘S %@RET

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formatlon) -276.--0CU.-RAF..COLTISHALL

FOR PERICD......SEPTEMEER 2970

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965}

- 2
PAGE NO.moe ~
oF..19....PAGES

‘F1Lt Lt W Liddle

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

PLACE ! paTe LOCALTIMEl SUMMARY OF EVENTS I £ COMPILING OFFICER
COLTISHALL ‘|24 Sep ‘Madical
28 _Sep !Ag;ginﬂisits
|
i
{ OPEL?ATZQKAL B
...... KGeneral : : .
| Battle. of ,Bzi'ha.in ‘ﬂeek bega.n on.14.Sep. 10 with. é, flypast Norwieh City Hall by
a- Spitﬁre and. Bu.rr:.ca.ne of the. Battle of. .Bx;.ta:m Fligh:h 2k 1209 hours. ftaen
......... mnu‘hes 1a,ter.-3 Lightnings. af 1. Sqn ﬂew OVEL.a -
; Batile.of Brd ‘ta,].n__,Q.Pe en Doy = was.held.at. Coltishmil on 19 Sep.T0.  The weather -
! i} X i | wag- sui-ted -for e oocasion. and.an.estinated 41,000 visitors. attanded with.the |
‘ : monet;my takmgs amounting. to £6803. (mbaaot to. Audit)e. There was a % - -
display,. many..cuk door sideshows. and, a wide variety of attractions sited in the
- | 1'h=ng‘n~na ttnfm-vhm;é-p'ly, the_undoubtedly. successful . day _was. marred by.an accident ‘
" ; ‘ o e

i toLightningXMQ%

! Exarcise /Pal ic¥s...The. policy of 226 0CU remaing. pn

erat:.onal Exerclses____,

Bzercise Béssemer - +took place on 21-22 Sep 70. The purpose of the exercise

o'bllity of No 1 ACC from RAF Wa,th.sha.m. Details of Coltishall's

was tb “bes'b'

participation are in Qps/Ira

He 202 'D' 7“1-1;. A total of 14 operat:.onal sorties were flowh in 8.40 Yours

duming September.. Details are shawmn below:

a firorafh, On: B occasions.s

quu'ed as tns a:.rcraft

in distress, and on 7 cases no a.sslstance wag re

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION- S .EE'M ‘ET

O O

O
\




M7T1954/62486/60,000/ WBW /666/5

' RAF FORM 540
SECURITY cLassiFicaTioNS BB R E T . (Revised May, 1365)
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK ‘OF (Unit or Formation). 226 0CU RAF COLTLSHALL
R 138 hod AP A0, < coneined in FOR PERIOD......SEPTRUEER 1970 - g
PLACE DATE  |LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVE‘NTS A - o '\'commqué 6FF'|EER' F1t Lt W Liddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTTSHALL e:.ther land.ed safely or the scrambla was a false alarfe

19 Sep ’lO - A Whirlwmd was scrambled. by A'I’C, Coltlshall, to pick up 2 pJ.lots

who had eaec‘b@d from a L:Lghtm.ng near Rackheath airfield. Both pilots were

picked ,up and, :ceturned to Gcltlshall » ‘I‘hey wore later flown to Ely hospital

for observations

20.8ep 10 = Twc reconna,:.ssa.nce sortwes were flown over the scene of the

~-other. the. search. pz:ovad xm:.tleas.

ca Inmnd......4....1!&:‘;1._@..,.on.k.a...,.j;:ca;.mggw_sg.'

he crew of a Whirlwind noiiced

a 1”&»“ heath. fira. Tha heliceptor remsined in the area to give airborne

assi a+-_\nnn +n -H'\n *Pwm CTEHS 0,

F:.re«fl@:ting veh:.cles wore deployed as follaws, in September:

Pr}ac.a;;tigx;@zgxm}.a.apﬂ inge e i £
‘ Statel - 4
State II - 9
State 1II _ N - 1
” Domsstic Fire E?eréi‘ses — . 1‘
crashl_lzggguﬁ ..... Exexcises - 2
Training
Ho. L Rk

2. HNo 58 Course - arvived on T Sep 70 and completed groundschool on time.

Due _to a shortggg of aircraf’s, only 3 students had ggne solo by the end of the month.

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION -------- &g’@ R—ET




M771954/62456/60,000/ WBW/666/5 RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

SECURITY CLASSIFICATIONR.S
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formatlon) 2260

PAGE 0.
Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD......SEPTEMEER..1970 or. X
PLACE DATE |LOCALTIME| SUMMARY OF EVENTS compiLing ofricer F1E Lt W Liddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
COLTISHALL b SOT e Moch weapons.SCT _wag. carried..out.at.the. beginning.of.the.month,

with.the middle of. the month.being.devoled $o..pehesrsals for.the Battle-of
T N |

Britain flypast

_____ G Babile of ,Bm;{;a,m -A..Syn.provided . 7. .ai rr-r:af‘t for. the.formation.... lue

1oz blocked IUnwaY,.on. recovery. £OT. la,mi;,ng _....mrcxai‘t were diveried to

Wa‘l;‘c;shm.g.....,.,..Q_.n....xﬁ:mm.._1;.9...j.?.glm,s.aall.,..;Emm.ﬂa.ti:.:x.sham.,.‘..the crew.of X990
- . B - - N - .

had. to. eiech «iu;a,,,__m,_,..a....s.e.szﬁ.m..:,ncn:bmis...pmblam,...._,..Bé..th.,.e_j_e,Qje d . safely.

No 2 San

¥

™ E[Q 57 . 0ourse. . Jue. 'hn 2. lack nf‘nemﬁ cezble.aircrafi.and. a. shoriage of
H - . v

targets, 57.-course..are..carrently. one week. behi nr'i scheduls.

b.a Batt]e of Eri‘i‘a'm -2 Sq_n nrovlﬁad 5 a:rcraft for tbe f’l\mas‘b.

Coo 1\71;71'\1'. F‘Iv1np U, i ght Flying.was. cancelled for the fimsk. night, due ‘I‘a

weather Piye g'!'nripn-r’vpdar sartieg mﬂy ware. flown in the next 2 nlgh‘ts

due.%o.g.lack.of. target.aizcralt. from 85 8qn

No..3 Sg n

.

a No.56.-Coungs. ~1-student

b

)

: e ) :

Mo 57..Courss..m.2.8tudents..)..atarted on 7 Sep. 70
)

c No.58. Lonrse..~.2.atudents

Y

¥o.58. Gom.-se. g the first. stralght- hrough CONLSE..Oh.. 3. Sqn- - Bcth

' 58 Course students soloed on time in F3a.

&. No 18 TWL Course — Compleie on 15 Sep on schedule.

e, No 51 IBE {Renews)) Course - Gomplete 1-4 Sep 70. . |

£ prTy




M771954/62486/60,000/ WBW/666/5 RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

SECURITY CLASSIFlCATIOS K
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)....226. QCU_RAR . COLTI SHALL

i i ined o
o 3o, Ind AP Bod0, FOR PERIOD....SERTEMBER. 1970
PLACE DATE  [LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER.. Bt Lt 0. 1iddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
COLTISHALL : 2. Eyercise PessemeX {2122 Sep) ~ Two aircraft each day took part from

re flewn in 2 nights:

hoa Hight Flyines. Sixieen soxtis

(1) Sizulated nizht dinghy drill was csrried out in the swimming pool

morning

by.1l.pilots ov.16.Sep. followed by dxy. dinghy dxd

for. students. and shafl.

ju...Battle of Britain - From. flyine.vas. pestricted to air tests

for.Battle. of. Britain Dag...Three squadrons.provided 12 serviceable aircrafl

for..the. Llypast
o8

¥o.202.-San. DL Flt,.1D' Flight.was.tasked for.12 hours.per.pllot. plus operational.

43 Dotal-traiping-hours -wers-- 5l . hours
SOTLIOG bad--t2ad: &

Mying Tines

Cperational - 8440
Praining - 51,30
Total Flying - 60,05
Hours Sorties
Lightning FIA 136,15 202
ey Lightning F3 4010 : 12
g Lightning T4, 1.37..05 195
Lightning-T5 : 184..30 253

SECURITY CLASS|FICAT|0N-.J.§.%B§LP e
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SEPTEMBER 1970

Instructions for use of this Form  are contained in
MR Y127 and 212G o and AD INA

FOR PERIND

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION..,.ﬁ.E..
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)...220. 06U EAR G4

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO...8..__
of.._. 9.pacEs

MOD Form 4A

COMPILING OFFIcer...F0.4. 1t W Liddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES.

MEMORANDUM

Mod AHRZ {KAF)

To (rogen Aanzs Cramsers From
2 Dead Fatae Srecer fzﬁi’/ Copriseans

Ref. howdon 5idi Date Tel. . Ext.

T touvlsinGifoke frh. [
Subject_ OPERATI 2w s Igfc.me) Bovw - FSkp - S5 7o _ ]r

-@/f e AHR 7,/{;"{(3/-3 dotod é’s’/i /7/.

Gtk Fsno fo Lo el

BLaws

'x L&r/;é s/f g {: ‘
of Bk 7o wrer LfF Bl e - Y

i Y /f’ A e ) PP A C”e
'&1%,,,%» é/;:«x’aw . 7 Zj éj«“’/

%«,»Téé,, LNTE T Io8 A ki @;.muw\

Rank/

b N o 7 g ALY
Appointment =¥ #T_ block letters 205 L Signature Bt L

Complete this form in manuscript unless there are special reasons for typing. ‘

SPP. Ltd.
|

|

P : O




M 771954/62486/60,000/ WBW/666/5 RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965}

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit of Formation).“2.25.‘..QQSJ..A....I,LAE,.....QQLTISBALL

Instructions for use of this Form are contalned in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD..

PAGE NO.. 1

PLACE . DATE |LOCALTIME  SUMMARY OF EVENTS o compiLING officer 1t Lt W Liddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
_______ COLTTSHALL Similator ‘?}ra:.;\.vning e M MeIs M3
| » Flanned _ » AMTD 121,013
Available ' 1200 o 6.0 134,00,
Ungerviceable.. 53 ' - :5.00 : 330
Course . T1a20 61030 7445
Staff SC‘I‘ e » 100, . 10..00 Q;AS
Simulator spfp - 23.20 26..00, 22,15
Others... " 4.00 . 11.00....., 6.00
Standby qqy; . ' - ' 5400, » 8400 ‘b ‘ 21..15
Ste.nd.bx;....._s.imé - ... +
Standby. Conrse = = ot

Standby. QOkhers 1.:00 o -

Yeather and Sarface Wind _Summarx‘ ~ September 1970, 4Apart from a cool spell

of wel.weather from Winds

were mederate.seuth-westerlies early i

{ the. windiest day, with gusis. a

- for_the last.fortnight.of.the month,..they. were mainly.lieht and varisble, and excepticn

being.the. 30.Sep,.when.winds. were.moderate SW. %o WW..

Highest maximum temperature 26.1C (79.0F) on 20 Seps

16...{40+5F) on 2 Seps:

Lowest. minimun.temperature

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION..&o558




M771954/62486/60,000/ WBEW/666/5 RAF FORM 540

{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO...5.......
Instructions for use of this Form are contained in . .
QR 2137and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD. 219~ N . : . OF..1§....PAGES
PLACE DATE |LOCALTIME  SUMMARY OF EVENTS ‘ ’ ‘ ~ compiLnG ofricer. F1E LY W Liddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTISHALL

Ground _Frost . on. .2 Sep

Rainfall. l.2.mm.{1.23%)

Highest. gusts 42 knots.on-10 é.:p

ENGIRERRING. SUPPORT.

Aircraf,t.._ﬁezvicm_ -

-

(1)...September. m E.El—..a....pool‘.....m,anj;h.,...fop.....ﬂying.,,fbgmse...‘gf.,..:kh.e.___msz erviceability

and noneavailsbility. of. aircraft.... There. has been o severe-shortege. of

T Mc 4. sircraft principally. bhecause of. fuel lealks making.4.aircraft
R ” Y v T ] 3

Cat. 3a

¥ ¥

("J) The _gtrict j_mp]_smen:tatj,pp_.,of_._.o;cd_,e‘pg__..fggm_,_,Mgham suthori :}'}" in

relation to fire integrity. a,nd fuel. venting, ;md also. prel iminary

(4) The.Lontractors WQIME Eart‘y_(w‘ F"l-ma Tn+ﬂgxit‘y Prog: is

running "‘“.‘,’ > sﬁaﬂ—l-y-f----»--vfl-‘e»--éa-ta-«-5»-»Golv-tn;sha;l:l~~-aixemi—‘-%---aﬂ&--ﬂm«n&eyal -------------------
Alr Force Wattisham sircraft have been. ﬁnmpleted. . ' ; :

's




M771954/62486/60,000; WBW 666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contalned in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040,

SECURITY cuxsmncmo@

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Umt or Formation)..226.0CU. BAF COLTISBALL
FOR PERIOD. SEETEMEBRR.1970..

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO..9.........
or19.._.pacEs

PLACE DATE |LOCALTIME  SUMMARY OF EVENTS : COMPILING OFFICER.... . Flt It W Tdddle ... | REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
GOLTISHALL be No 2 Alrcm;‘mmadron _
{ 1) ‘I‘he fo'l lcmns_f alrcraft mqwements too»: ylac«e Guring. the months
\(a) 'l‘ Hk. 5. xS 440 campleted tb.e Gnntmgtqrs Wexking....zgxty Eixg
Intenw ty Madifme,tmn P::ogxamme- .
('h) - _T":m:.....3fllﬁm-'llﬁ_u.,’.entersd.....'bha....ﬁ.onua.ntors...wgrki ng.Party Fire
Tn+n€mi¢y Mnaw-fmﬁnn Programme '
(e)..T.Mk 5 XS A?n returned. from. ma.jor serviging.
(4a) : ‘P M‘k 5.X8. 491 was.flown away. for major servicinge. ... ...
'(a} _xq 459 was.placed.provisicssl naﬁpm’wv 3.(fuel Jeaks')
(2)..2 Mlc -3- xr '137 was.detached .t ..,Farnbnrnugh....mlatsd, hy. Fl;ght Lientenant -
B.R-Wild- 1o unr'!n-w(-g'!(n asrobatic. displays
{.3) Tha squadron.provided 11 aireraft out of an. availabls
for.the.Battle.of Britain.'Af Home!.day...The remaining.l.alreraft. were S—
usad.for.hangar displays.and are new. the ¢leanssi.airerafi.in. the ;
i
(4} Marming. lsvels -T8.-0OY: 2. specl:tlad-in the local.lUnit. Estahlishment
(UTF‘\ with- tha_exceptmn of._the. armament..and radic. trades... However
for. the. FMk B,almm.ithhat We..are._pow operatings..
Mechani-cal--’ ngl exin 2 Sguadron ‘
2. Armament Engineering F1ight
(1)....Routine armams
month and the Missile Serv:.c:mg Section provi@ed. third line assistance to

Royal Air Forca B:.nbrook and Royal Alr Forca Wattisham to service

sRE,

SECURITY CLASSI FICATION




M771954/62496/60,000/ WEW[666/S , R k RAF FORM 540
SECURITY CLASSIFICATlOﬁEE@E&EI - T (Revised Iay, 1363)

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Umt or Formatlon)

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD.

paGE NO...10

PLACE DATE |LOCALTIME| SUMMARY OF EVEN‘I"S T B : coMPILING Officer.... K15 It W Liddle . REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTISHALL _ Flrestxeak teat .equ:.pment. A

a moek fo'M' ge't piece. foxr the Bafﬂe of Br'\ tain nnnn T):v :nﬂ successfully

demolzshed....the ..... fort. aftez a. mack a,ttaek hy Hum:ez: G A Mk.-9.aireraft.

( 1)‘ General Enginaermg Flight provided. routine. support.- during.the-month

"-lan+1nn wWas.-cal 'Iﬂﬂ upon--te devize ancn-un'l ’I-‘H-’-l--nsg 8 u-w\mnn+ Th‘
) .

sclution-svelved tcek $he-- fem of-.a- liftmg -no%-- whmh ‘wag-used-$o-rocover-

narts of. 'J;ha cz:a.ahed mxcraft....mthout Ancurring.. a.dd:.tmnal ..... dam EECH

(2) The 1‘:' x.15'. net was. fab:.‘ica‘ked from 3000, 1b nv'l on nrre=tar baz‘rler

it.was used by .the sn'lvs_:_gn nni 1y..after. thelzr. arrival,-in p'ﬁa'?ararme 1o

+he qi‘nnr’ln'ﬂr‘! Amnnmani’ provided

o Battle of 'Br'i fain. R’li&.

(1) 'L'he month-of.. Sepi:embexv wes-busy-£or-the-Flighty-displaye being

mnun'l-aﬁ za‘l‘ ne. 15-;1:: thsm 13 a-.f‘fmnen‘f 'Im-::'hnng In.zll some. 0. sorties

act1v1tzes are liﬁ‘.kad below; .

Aircraft Hourg Flem Sorties
Hurricane 6455 9
Spitfives.. .. . 10.45 21

Chipmunk, et 17420 : : S 1)

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION %ﬁﬁi» =
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Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 : and AP 3040.

SECURITY CLASSlFICATIO@.%ﬁ".?ﬁWET,

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation).226 OGU RAF. COLTISHALL

FOR PERIOD

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO...1 .
oF... 14....pAGES

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIM SUMMARY OF EVENTS

COMPILING OFFICER. F1% Lt W Iiddle

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES -

COLTISHALL

— -
(2) Lacations.. p.fm..the A38plays. Fere. 8. followss

‘Bayal Adx. Force ..... B iggm Hiil..

Rova.l An Farcs S5 Anhan

Royal A'H- Force Rﬁnﬂ ey. P'winvv Ro,y.al.....A:.z...Eor.ce....Leuehﬂ'm

Royal A'K'rl Force.Benson. Royal.Air.Force Waddlngton

Royal..Air.Foxce Coliighall

'Hn;ra'l A11~ 'F‘n'nﬂn Al r-nn'hnry

ann'l H’:vn'l A-!-v- Station Ynnvﬁ‘l ton

chad.wood

Sutton Valenoe

Jersev

Guernsey.

r‘mrm-nﬂ m 255 m:.lea J.n suppox't of. Calt:.shall a.nd Heat:.shea.i opera.‘hicms.

(_) Fuel-.d ‘_+n ireraft du_m ng-this namna WL

_(a) Avturv B 556,201 gallq!l§ | :
e P).. AtaE 30,730 sallons

: (c\ Avga.s‘ _ o ’. 1,602 ga..l.lQn‘s

(3).-..The.flight suffered one z-evemmg aaek den;..._silg;:j.ng....j;h@....mgmh...gx;@

m_ged to blame.

Elegtrical Engme ring Sguad.ron

the dr:.ver wag 3

{4)...Battle of Britain preparations dominated ¥

overtime work. In the Air Electrical Engine_gring Flight 218 hours

ove,
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REF TO ANMNEXES AND FiLES

COLTISHALL

Some._of the laj:tﬁr MAS..C anaed.,xhy.m..the orash.of Lightning.aireraft

X990 Quantwies of.. goh ce.rds a:aa,sed ;t’,er ..... % he mn‘l:h were. Badar.107,

W'n'a'lem:a m mar\'f"mna'l 250 nnR Navi :fn'Hnnn'l In +nmnn+ 100

)] AL-last ths...mnﬁowswm ..... tha..»-Navige,tiona,lwa.-ns-tmn"+ and..fireless.

Tha F":er--bmc-a"! er is 1-,n be mnrggnlse.d,._‘_dnring..ﬂcatubar‘..,,.tfe.“..&a_ka.madxanta@

af Fhe

g:nsaad:e;' .Space. la t,.Axb;z,.«J;hau...xélgc.atign....gi...:bha....Ziaw”gaj;imalm;xzﬂmgm

[

Section..

{.3)...Further losses.of Blecironie. . Fittar. Air Radar. tradesmen. warnad.fon

concern.. . The. station.is. advising the. Command Manning Li aison Qfficer.

(4)...Control.-Badar.]87.was.given.an unresiricted.category. after.cal ibration

Aireraft State

on.the 14%h. and. tha Frecision Approach.Radar similazly on the ATh.

Ao AlTozath .Est‘.hlu.shment
(3 The .new Local. Hrdt Egtablishment has.been. rese:wad. aod. confirms e
alzoralt na+n'h1"|q}|mnn+ aks : :
B Mk 14 T M d EM 3. i)
10, 10 4 . ‘ 16
b Adreraft LgM@_Qgins

(1) ‘i‘heré was one aircraft loss during the month as a result of a.crash.

The a,ireraft was Lightning T Mk 4 XM 990.
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COLTISHALL

(2) Ligh‘bmng F Mk 14 X 153 and Lightnz.ng T Mk 5 XS 421 departed to

Eo 60 M=:Ln'banance Unit for major servicing and Lightning T Mk 5 XS 420

returned from 60 Maintenance Unit after completion of major servicing.

mmsm@mm"supmm

Genexal

i

Sentembﬁl‘ was an. exiremely. busy. mom:h ue ho Battle. Qf Bmta n.0Ope)

ocutside. ceremonipl. commitments....Anongst Hhe. V,I;Es Ve ‘bh& SChief of the Alr. Staff

and .the.Aip ﬂf‘f’imar Sommanding. in.Chief Sirike Command. which added an.additional

| Danden--On- th& Catarmg..u.Staif ... This. extra.work. wag.met. without. the.service. of

additional- personnel whmch WS- A0E.. farthcommg...:l;ms Fear.. due o..other. Gommand

amrelsesatthgmetme'ﬂ]hemﬁ also..rejected. our.bid ‘?or 25.9040s _1o..assist. in

3 ouwnn 11

P ration-and P

2010 was....,usza.lma.d...xm ..... eleaning of - Thers was a vstand—dom for all

persoanel..not. on essential .duty on Friday 25tk

-Open..Day. wag..a m'aaf suceess. w;jgh A xggq;gi brea,lc].,ng crowd exceeding 41,000

¢

The. 'hn-nhsm waaiher. was a.majex cpm;xj.buthy factor and the crowd were entertained

Goltishall's main participation

Changas of Units.. Jn. m_o,ng_

There were no changes of units in or out during 'L'he monthe

SECURITY CLASSI FICATIO N
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SECURITY cLAsSIFICATICN Fnfin
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation).2

) ) : paGE NO... 14
BT md 138 and AP J0d. © Comeanedin FOR PERIOD... . SEFTEMEER 1970 - e or. 14, paces
PLACE DATE ' JLOCAL TiME| SUMMARY OF EVENTS S ' - ‘coMpilNG officer. FLE LB W Liddle . REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
COLTISHALL Earanting of Setellite Unitls
There w.are.mn:L..?hangaﬁ...in...j;ha.,,.?aranting.ﬁtatsmm+

ATNER -4

Stx Est (non ratified)

Officerns, RAF 5 - ‘ 95 140.% (QA) v
1 ' WRAF : - . 5 o
;' . . ﬁSAF - LI— 2
i Eronch AF . ’ y
A:.rcz.‘ew o ‘ e ‘ _6e : 42
' 86 793R ' ‘(asx)
Airwémn ‘ e ’ ., >75 @@ v. .
Civilians ' 203 488 (190).
_#. Includes.9 'Dt_Ft No 202 %qn 18, Students and 4 Stxpnmmiaxy_.pendingwwsa,.,

@_ Includes.5.'DL. Flt.No. 202 Sqn.

2@ _Includes 76 VRAF Idesl Strength

# Includes 20 'D' F1t 202 Séx_i

Porsonnel Services Souadron

PSI'SO@BI s

arrived on 14%h. He asswmed command. of Admin Wing wef 18th vice Wing Commander

H ¥illex nQg_ta.d._.:jg..,.ﬁgqu@;bsl...:aaxly......Qg:h.qbgr-

Squadron Leader T R @ Brodie, SMO, commenced his temminal leave on

22nd September,

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION...- %73

O O - O O
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REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTISHALL F‘lj.p:ht Lieutenﬁnt R G Hunt was posted in froxn Scampton on Tth Septamber to £ill

the. new Comn and by Rela,tz. = Offieer post.

F‘thf L;sq !,en_a,{ﬂ; J ¥ V N'g:q].l a8 -effectively posted in from Uxbridge on

15t a8 JMQ a.nd. phys:.gallx_._,axmves on . Sth Gctober.

mmnt Lieutanant R.E. D:rmns, 8%, QC Acoounts Fl:L

bi rthday.on.20th,

The..Station. Commander,. Group Captain. John T Jem.lings, DFC

an A(\(‘ln q+=+wnn Commanders Cnn{"avenoa at HQ No 11 (Fm Grmm on 29/30'th.

‘I.'he p;ceps,ra,tzkgn @,f_ the 15000 RAF Museum Pirgt Day covers, rece:.pt of orders,

S.K WQ,ske..t.t Am RAF dia. mll ;,n gettmg all orders dlspatched on the actual day 19k,

they were Fllght L;Leutanant R.G Hunt, Szt Burnett, S4C Peart a.nd LAC Forest.

; 10'55 with.. ste,glj_ng ,,,,, Sa muga xopexty on a day. unknovm in October 1967, He was

‘I‘ha Bnarﬂ of: Innn'h'v m,ggmgm;l by _40C K@ Fo 11 (F) Gp on 20 Sep to investigate

the-accident.involving Lightning T Mk 4 XM 990 on 194k Sep. A secondeaard was

;-nn ned.on.the., ZLst tg mvesta.gate an incident involving a Pembroks and Argosy on

19th. Sep..

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION ..., SBCRET, . - |
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REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTISHALL

Ten eharges af B minnr na.mra ~WATA... heard_ duxmg-tha month,
4

WRAF. There were.no.events m-wthy of . .note

: S@g&gn ﬁerglmas

1_<_§ Serncas; .mﬂ?he new GBSE/Ops Hing. Bu;:.lding ~:5.‘5 oW comp"ﬂhd nnﬂ will.be

+aken AVBT., du.r:.ng ﬁctoha::. ....... -The..new. AMQ bnilding:wprogxam 18- up- 1;0 schedule...-4

-

Sitinz Board WES.. held. en. 251h. ﬁeptembax for.a. pmpoaefl.. ....... J agx,xar' aizcraft .S.umﬂ atoxr

The Wnr_ks Progress Beport.is. attached.a2s.-Annex B

Annex.-B

Beremonial . Bakile of. Britain, week. was. opened. EM Nnrwich on.NMonday.

14 Sep+’ The Guard of Honour pareded-in the:City Hall Car Park and marched to

Lord Mayor. Thers was a fly-past of 3 nghtm_ng sircrafi 1led by Sjuadron Leader :

the. front of Gity Hall preceded by the RAF Southern Band...They were. inspected by.the. |

A J R Doyle, AFC RAF after which the Lord Mayor took the sa.lute from the steps

of C:Lt,y Hall. F’ull deta.:.ls are given in Ad.xm.n Order 4/70 at Annex ‘E'

Annex 'EY

b

A parade. a.nd cathadral Sservice. was. h.eld. dn. Nnxwich on.Sunday..20th to

cqmmemorata.....the Battle of. B::.‘I:ain. The Lord. Ma.,yor.,....taok 'ﬁha sa.lute from.the. steps

f Cify Hall.. W}u'! st.thisg. Um.t._waa :esp:ms:.ble ..... fnr all mangamants, pexaanna‘l

Anrex 1ES

rta.l ..... data:.ls m.-gz.ven in. Adm:.n omez,.v.g\,ém at Annex. VR

Edm:atmn. Tha I,Sﬁ ongzaas Qhﬁck mas. held on. 3rd a.nd Squadron.. Laad.ex A Aubxev

28 the cmlv nanﬂ’idq'he.

ic

O O O O
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COLTISHALL ) The Mobile Mass X~Ray Unit wag in attendance on 23rd and 440 peronnel
attended. ' '

The Blocd Transfusion Team visited on 24%h and the number of donors was well

below average desp:.te a _good publicity campalgn.

The SMO Sauadron Leader T R Q Brodle proceeded on terminal leave on 22nd.

Thgre were no deaths during the month and the health of the Station remamed

gatisfactiory.,

Catering. Thérye were no events worthy of note during the monthe

re _held at

DS we

position A%.the Bughy. Trial.at.BAF Binhrook. on. 30th Szt Roberts, Gpl. Sweet

wnd SAC. Ferbes. were.chosen. to.represerd No 11 Groun.  There.were. 42 wel.winches

duri ng the.nponth

Chanlainti.. . A capacity._congregation.celebrated Harvest Festi

0.of. B Ohureh oo Sundays. 135t Batile of Britaln Sezvice.was.held in Normch

Cathedral.on.20th,.full.details of which are included in Anpex. 'G'...A.saxvice Apnex. 1G!

was  alao.held.dig-theStation. Church. al. 0900

The__of B Padre, The. Rew M. Bryans.Bh.wes married on 26%h.

An.official . luncheon. was held in. the O

Ehmeriainment

19tk. September.-and.a.list.of.official guests.is. included at. Apnex 1C'. A late Annex ‘'G!

2ddition.wes.Group.faptain D R S.Badex CBE_DSO. DR and Mrs Bader.. Aflex. the

£lying-Qisplay-the guesis.were entertainad at.a.Cockiail Pariy.in.dbe Officers' Hess

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.

CRET.
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COLTISHALL

On 25%h, the officers of Admin Wing accompanied by their ladi'es’, net at the

[

L

]
Lanchow Chinese Restaurant in Norwich and later sssembled in the Mess to say farewel

z.and Mrs B Miller, Squadron Lesader and Mrs G Talbot and

Flight Lisutenan

The Wing Commander Admin in return held an

informal party_on Monday 28%h in the Mess.
) -

Supply Sguadron

On._4th_the undermentioned. officers. visited io discuss legistic support .of

Lighining Aircrafis

Major M.T. Bemirly,.Royal Ssudi=Arabian. Air Force.

Wg.0dx.d..A Burrell, Alr.Attache Saudi=Arabia

Wz.0dr. R Bradshawm.(RAF.Ratld),.British Consortium

Station..Defence

24 nersonnel attendad pew.armivals conrses during the month and 14 sirmen

carried._oub. pra-overseas weapons.iraining. . There were. no. major ezeraises.s

On. 284h, Groun Cantain J Wilson, MBB AMBIN SO0A. He 11 (F) Group carried out an

informal.Staff Visit to. the.Station and. was.snfertsined. to luncheon in the Officers'

Mags

STATION COMMANDER'S BEMARKS

when new. records

VIP's which included

O

O O O
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BT SH ALt e i s e D P RS A _F1l¥ing always s

on 19 September 1970, wom....hav,e provided a comfortable. werking margin for the :

rema. the month.but the crash.of XMGO0 and the serious.defacts found . in

Lhe M T4 Lighinihgs.resulted An.a.fall.in servicezbility afier the Open.Day.

However. desplie. these setbacks 722 Sorties.were. flown and é_] thoush this was

' .
conslderably less than. in . July.and Suguat. it.was.gtill_the hishest total sver

recorded. for.the.month.of September : /

//,L 7 G0
S/

HN 7 NG

Group Captain

Officer Commanding

—
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION %ECRE&‘; s, iﬁ*: ﬁﬁ




Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
(GTN) 1

Your Reference

N
righouse

ate
West Yorkshire 7 November 2001
D

T'am writing further to my letter of 10 October to explain the delay in providing the information
you requested in your letter of 9 September.

As I explained in my earlier letter we have requested the F540 Operations Record Book extracts
for RAF Coltishall and Saxa Vord for September 1970 from the Public Record Office. We have
been advised that while the F540s for 1970 are over 30 years old, they are contained within a
batch that cover the period 1970 to 1976 and the whole batch is currently being reviewed by PRO
staff pending release. This review process can take some time to complete.

Nevertheless, we have hastened the PRO for copies of this material and I hope to be able to
supply you with the information in the near future. In the meantime, please except my apologies
for the delay in sending you a substantive reply. :

Yours sincerely,




Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone {Direct dial) m
{Switchboard) 20721869500

(Fax) =

(GTN)
Your Reference
Our Reference
_ DH?A§/64/3
ate
evréghouse . 10 October 2001

Thank you for your letter of 9 September in which you enclosed a copy of an extract from a book
by Michael Jennings entitled ‘RAF Coltishall, Fighter Station’. The extract described the alleged
reaction of the RAF and USAF to a contact of an ‘unidentified aircraft’ sighted on radar at Saxa
Vord on 8 September 1970.

I note that you have already examined this department’s ‘UFQ’ sighting report files held at the
Public Record Office and they contained no mention of these events. The only other records,
which we are aware of, that still exist and may contain some relevant information are the

F540 Operations Record Books. All RAF stations, flying squadrons, maintenance and signal
units, etc are required to produce a Form 540 which is a monthly record of the units activities.
These are designed to provide a historical record of the unit, so they do not contain a detailed
record of everything the unit is involved with, only those events which are seen to be worthy of
mention for historical reasons. What is recorded and the level of detail may also vary from unit to
unit. F540s are held by the Ministry of Defence for 30 years and then released to the Public
Record Office.

With regard to the events of 8 September 1970, the F540s for this period are already available for
inspection at the Public Record Office. However, in order to assist you we have made a request to
the Public Record Office for extracts from RAF Coltishall and Saxa Vord’s FS40s for the period
covering September 1970 to see if they contain any information relevant to your enquiries. When
we have received a reply [ write to you again.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



LOOSE MINUTE

D/AHB(RAF)/5/21
18 September 2001
DAS(LA)Ops + 1
RAF Form 540

Further to your e-mail and our subsequent telecon the answers regarding your
questions on the RAF Form 540 are as follows:

1. All RAF independent units, i.e., stations, flying squadrons, regiment squadrons,
signals units, maintenance units etc, along with RAF elements of joint service units
should produce a 540.

2. The Form 540 Operations Record Book should be submitted to this branch on a
monthly basis, not later than 6 weeks after the month being reported on. Although
in reality it can be more like 6 months pius.

3. The 540 was first introduced in 1936. However many of the early squadrons kept
records going back to their formation during WW1.

4, As stated at 2 the unit should submit its 540 not later than 6 weeks after the month
being reported on. The original document should be sent to AHB with a copy being
kept on the unit. As far how long the copy of the 540 is kept on the unit is
concerned, | am afraid that that this depends on the unit, some destroy them after
a year and some, if they are interested in their history, keep them ad-infinitum.

5. 540's are held at AHB for approximately 25 years, they are then sent to the
departmental reviewers who clear them for release into the Public Record Office at
the 30-year point.

Moving on to your next query regarding the incident on the 5" of November 1990
supposedly involving Tornadoes from Marham. { am afraid that | have gone through
the 540’s for Marham, Neatishead, 27 and 617 (the 2 squadrons based at Marham at
that time) Sqgns to no avail. None of them contain any reference at all to any flying
object. Indeed the deployment to Laarbruch only merits a one line entry in 617’s 540,
and is not mentioned at all in either 27's or the stations.

In your e-mail of 14/9 you requested exiracts from Coltishall and Saxa Vord’s 540 for
the period covering Sept 70. | have ‘ordered these documents back from the PRO and
will forward copies of the necessary pages when they arrive. Please bear with me on
this as currently documents are taking anything up to 10 days to return from the PRO

AHB3(RAF)




DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS4A1(SEC)

Sent: 14 September 2001 16:04
To: AHB3(RAF)

Subject: F540

Thanks for your advice earlier re the F540s. | would be grateful if you could put down in writing what you told me
earlier, so we have it for future reference.

Also you mentioned a 'famous' air defence exercise mentioned in F540s in 1970 which often gets confused with
UFOs. 1think | have a query on this incident and would be grateful for any assistance you can provide. My
correspondent has sent an extract from a book entitled "RAF Coltishall, Fighter Station" which states that at 2017 on
8 September 1970 the radar station at Saxa Vord picked up a contact of an unidentified aircraft over the North Sea
between the Shetland Islands and Norway. The extract then goes on to describe how it was chased by various RAF
and USAF aircraft. Could this be the incident you mentioned to me? [f so | would be grateful for a copy of the
appropriate F540 extract. | can provide further details if you need them.

Thanks for your help.

NS ol 1
(DAS4A1SEC on chots)

e R O



T1Znouse

West Yorkshire

9/9/01

I wonder if you could be of assistance with the following query?

I am enclosing a photocopy of two pages from a book entitled RAF Coltishall, Fighter
Station, by Michael Jennings. This is a history of that particular station and as you can
see from the event described on pages 86 and 87 on the evening of 8th September
1970 a very unusual event took place in which it appears that several aircraft were
involved in the pursuit of an ‘unidentified target’. Other elements involved were
Lightning Fé's from 11 and 23 Squadron (RAF Leuchars) and 5 Squadron (RAF
Binbrook).

As Jennings is a serving RAF officer and has used the incident to illustrate the
capabilities of 226 OCU (RAF Coltishall) to respond to QRA duties there must,
presumably be a record of the incident.

Could you please answer the following questions: g R L 1o P

ADEE {\ JIC vc{ Oy (‘
* Does the MOD have a file or files which relate to this incident? @ 352 + W;:/(J / it

“*.___ IfsoIwould like to formally apply for a copy of any such files under the Code

of Practice for Access to Government Information.

* If you reply stating there is no such file on this incident, could you FSUQs ond,
suggest who else I should approach within the MOD for further information? . ....¢ w,/frlﬂ
Mo peereel eve,

I have already checked the 'UFO' files in the Public Records Office for
1970 and this case is not among them.

I look forward to your response.

i DAS
L1471 o O ——
13 SEP 2001

FILE




declared as an operational squadron. This happened during evening of 8 September 1970.

[-Saxa Vord was one of a chain of UK radar stations who's task was to keep an eye on the skies
around the northern approaches, identifving aircraft that approached or entered the North
Sea or the sensitive ‘lcelandic Gap’. 1970 was at the height of the Cold War with Russian air-
craft making regular flights into the North Atlantic to test NATO’s reaction.

At 2017 hours on the & September, a radar operator at Saxa Vord picked up a contact of an
unidentified aircraft over the North Sea between the Shetland Istands and Norway. The con-
tact was monitored at a steady speed of 630 mph at 37000 feet travelling on a south-weste:

ly heading,. The contact was then seen ta turn 30 degrees to head due south with its spee.
increasing to 900 mph and it altitude climbing to 44000 feet.

The normal procedure for Saxa Vord was to now order a flash message to the nearest QRA
flight. This urgent message was duly sent to the QRA flight at RAF Leuchars on the east coast
of Scotland. Within minutes two Lightning's were airborne and heading their way out across
the North Sea. For all concerned, the radar operators, pilots and groundcrew, this was just
another routine scramble, but then the radar plotters noticed something on their screens that
left them a little concerned, Up to this point the unidentified aircraft hag been travelling at
speeds and altitudes consistent with known Russian warplanes, however in a split secand
the biip on the radar had turned through 180 degrees and disappeared from the screens.

During the next hour the contact reappeared several times, and each time the Lightnings
were vectored to investigate, but then as quickly as it appeared it disappeared again. By this
time two F4 Phantoms of the USAF from Keflavik in Iceland had been scrambled to assist the
Lightnings in trying to intercept the intruder. The Fd's with their sophisticated radar were
able to track the intruder themselves without the assistance of the ground radar controllers,
however as they attempted to close on the contact they found that they had no more success
than the Lightnings. The incident was now beginning to cause alarm to those in high places
with the contact being monitored by various organisations within the NATO chain of com-
mand, !

As more and more organisations became involved the Lightnings and Phantoms continued
with their cat and mouse game. They made repeated attempts to close on the contact, but as
they approached it disappeared. Eventually the Lightnings recovered back to Leuchars leav-
ing the Keflavik Phantoms to continue with the patrol.

At 2139 hours, the controllers picked up the contact again. This time the intruder was dece)-
erating to 1300 mph which was almost the limit of the Lightnings and Phantoms. It was now-
tracked off the northern tip of Denmark at an altitude of 18000 feet. By this time it was decid-

tanker was scrambled to suppor! the two fighters. With a further two Lightnings from
Leuchars maintaining a CAP on a 50 mile east-west front, 200 miles north east of Aberdeen

aircraft, Lightning F6, X5894, was flown by an American pilot on exchange with 5 Squadron,
Captain William Schaffner, By the time he arrived on patrol, in addition to his machine, four
further Lightnings, two Phantoms and three tankers were airborne on the alert and they were

PAF CotmsHALL
8 FIGHTER STATT O

®

The outcome of this interception, which involved the Lightnings from Coltishall, is subject®o
much conjecture and differences of opinion. However, one thing is fact; the 5 Squadron
Lightning F6, XS894 crashed on the night of 8 September 1970 with the loss of Captain
William Schaffner. Despite an intensive search by helicopters and Lifeboats from Bridlington,
Filey and Flamborough, Captain Schaffriers body was never found_._l

joined shortly after by a Shackleton from Kinloss.

Flight Lieutenant Briar Carroll was an Instructor and Central Flving School Agent on the
OCU from 1970-73. His recollections of his time at Coltishall graphically illustrate the impact
that operating a Lightning, in realistic operational conditions, had on one particular trainee
pilot who was about to start his conversion flving on the OCU,

At this time, late 1971, No 65 Fighter Squadron operated the Lightning T4 trainer along with
an assortment of F1 and F1As. As the Squadron had ben declared to SACEUR. they were also
tasked as a front line Squadron, and as such were subject to alerts and Tactical Evaluation
Exercises(TACEVAL) in just the same way as the full time front fine Squadrons.

Brian recalls that the OCU had recently received a new intake of pilots just out of Hunter fly-
ing at RAF Chivenor. They had completed their initial ground school programme of lectures
and were reasonably conversant with the Lightning’s systems and operating procedures,
thev had also started Flight Simulator sorties. All had also been airborne in the Lightning on
Exercise 1, this was by way of an “Instructors Benefit” sortje during which the full potentia)
of the aircraft was demonstrated, all manoeuvres needless to sav were within the approved
flight envelope. We were just into the third week of October, the time, 0300 hours when a
TACEVAL was called. The weather was cold and wet with steady rain that had been falling
all of the previous day and was to continue for the next 48 hours. The cloud was extensive,
the Jowest as 1 recall being around 800 to 1,000 feet and going all the way to 30,000 feet with-
out a break, just the weather that fighter pilots dream about, well mavbe on a bad day!

Within a very short time, the Squadron was a hive of activity, the ground crews were work-
ing at a feverish pitch, pre-flight inspections were being completed as rapidly as possible, air-
craft were then positioned in their pre-determined slots, readv for the pilats to mount up.
Weather and exercise briefings for the aircrews were well under way, emergency and other
procedures were all covered and we then awaited the first call from the Operating authority
to start the ball rolling. Meanwhile the new course of students were being kept busy with
routine jobs in operations and in the coffee bar. Operating as we did 2 number of two seaters,
it was decided that we would fly as many of the new course students as possible in the right
hand seats ta let them see what operating a Lightning as a weapons systems was all about,
they had of course no knowledge at this time of the radar, so it was left to each instructor to
attempt to brief on that aspect during the sortie.

Word finally came through to bring a number of crews to cockpil readiness, [ had been alio-
cated a T4 and so had a student with me. I had already carried out my own pre-flight inspec-
tion 50 we were able to climb straight into the cockpit. Strapping in onlv took a few moments,
hetmets were plugged inta the telebrief, ground power was on line, radio frequency select-
ed, flight instruments erected, weapons checked, all ready to start engines as soon as the
scrambie instructions were received. We had only been strapped in a few minutes when

by MicHAEL JENNINGS
(Stbiom Hislory beoie)
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From:
Directorate of Air Sta (Lower Airspace) %/5

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 673, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N sBP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard)
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

AS/64/3

Qur Ref

D% erence
Date

15 November 2001

Lancing

I am writing further to our letter of 23 October in which we informed you that we were making
enquires regarding your comments about ‘Project Moon Dust’.

First, you may wish to be aware that Ministry of Defence files are subject to the provisions of the
Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally
remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. AfRer this
period they are reviewed and those considered worthy of permanent preservation are transferred
to the Public Record Office. In your letter you stated that ‘Project Moon Dust’ was said to have
been in operation in the 1950s and 1960s and any MOD files that survive from this period are
already open to public inspection at the Public Record Office. Nevertheless, in order to assist you
we have searched file records within the Ministry of Defence to see if any information could be
found on the alleged project. However, I can now inform you that our enquiries have revealed no
record of any files relating to ‘Project Moon Dust’.

If you wish to pursue your enquiries at the Public Record Office, the address is as foliows;

Public Record Office
Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond @
Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444
Fax: 020 8878 8905

Yours sincerely,


The National Archives
Project Moon Dust
Request for information on UK MoD involvement in the US programme ‘Project Moon Dust’, for the recovery of man-made space debris. At p48 MoD response says they have no record of files on Moon Dust


DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS4A1(SEC)

Sent: 13 November 2001 10:57
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: FW: Project Moon Dust
importance: Low

From DI ISEC SEC4

Sent Tuesday, Novernber 13, 2001 10:57:38 AM
To: DAS4A1(SEC)

Subject: Project Moon Dust

Importance: Low

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Eﬁﬁﬂﬂm onfirm that we have searched our file records and can find no files reating to Project Moon Dust.
As for the other file, we do hold it here. | will be discussing with DI 52 later this week. Thanks



From: Bctorate of Air Staff (L. Ai

on sm i‘-h'tﬂl% iy ir Staff (Lower Airspace)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Northumberland House, London, WC2N 58P

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax) 4
- N
Qur Reference
Lancing D/DAS/64/3 &~

West Sussex

Date
E 22 October 2001
R o0

Thank you for your letter dated 28 September 2001.

1 do apologise for the delay in responding to your enquiry regarding ‘Project Rock Dust (or ‘Moon
Dust’). We are currently consulting other branches within the MOD on this matter, but please be
assured that we will endeavour to send you a substantive reply as soon as is practicable.

%ufs $ Led




domptmg, Lancing, West Sussex ”

Telephone/Fax:

Directorate of Air Staff 4a
Room 8245

Ministry of Defence

Main Building, Whitehall
London SW1A 2HB

28 September 2001

Re: my letter d/d 18th June & your reply d/d 11th July under ref: D/DAS/64/3

I enclose a copy of my letter d/d 18th June and wonder whether you are yet able to reply to
my enquiry regarding ‘Project Rock Dust' (or 'Moon Dust').

Yours sincerely

DAS ;
TOZNG. v
-7 06T 2001

FLE




ompting, Loncing, West Xussex

Teleshone/Foc: _

Head of Depariment

Secretariat (Au Staff2a

Reom §283

Minisiry of Defeace, Main Buildiug
Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

18 June 2001

Dear sir

Pine Gap - Defence Space Rescargh Facdity, Australia
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/DAS/64/3

22 October 2001

D1 ISEC SEC3

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING PROJECT MOON DUST

1. This office is the focal point for correspondence from the public about 'unidentified
flying objects' and [ would be grateful for any help you may be able to provide with the
following.

2. We have received a letter in which the correspondent asks (a) whether the UK
Government was involved with the US in a project called Project Moon Dust during the late
1950s / early 1960s: (b) whether the project is still ongoing (if not, when was it concluded and
what were the results), and: (c) the brief given to the UK scientists by the US at that time,
together with a description of what was analysed and the results of that analysis.

3. We know from a report written by the Directorate of Scientific Intelligence and Joint
Technical Intelligence Committee in June 1951 which was recently uncovered on an archived
DIS file, being reviewed, that the UK was involved with the US and other nations in two
projects named Project Sign and Project Grudge, in the late 1940s. These seem to have been
the fore-runner of Project Blue Book which was set up to look at whether UFOs posed a threat
to the security of the US and to determine whether they exhibited any unique scientific
information or advanced technology which could contribute to scientific or technical research.
Project Blue Book also attempted to identify and explain all UFO sightings reported to the US
Air Force. Details of Project Blue Book have been in the public domain for many years and the
1951 document uncovered in DIS files has been downgraded to unclassified and has also been
released to the public.

4. With regard to Project Moon Dust, this appears to have been concerned with the
recovery of objects and debris from space vehicles that had survived re-entry from space to
earth and may have been set up by the US (and possibly others) around 1957. Some of those
interested in “‘UFOs’ believe that Project Moon Dust was concerned with the origins of crashed
spacecraft and their occupants. I do not know whether the UK was involved with this project or
whether any such project is ongoing. However, as projects Sign and Grudge seem to have
involved the UK defence intelligence staff, it is feasible that we may also have been involved
with Moon Dust.

5. Under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information we are encouraged
to answer questions from the public unless the information is exempted under the Code and I
would therefore welcome your assistance with answering this correspondents questions. If this
project is known to DIS and is ongoing, or information from the late 1950s is still retained in
DIS files not yet in the Public Record Office, we could withhold this information under



under Exemption 1a of the Code (Information whose disclosure would harm national security
or defence) or Exemption 1b (Information whose disclosure would harm the conduct of
international relations) if you feel this is appropriate. Ilook forward to your advice in due
course.

oll

B ©cc o <0



d Sompting, Lancing, West S’usséx
Telephone/Fax:

Head of Department
Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
Room 8285

Ministry of Defence, Main Building ’7‘; AQ WG/

‘Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Ay Db 3).

18 June 2001

Dear sir

Pine Gap - Defence Space Research Facility, Australia

I still await a reply (or an acknowledgement) to my two letters d/d respectively 9th April and
14th May concerning the above. As Iunderstand the MOD operates a system which strives to
reply to queries within a reasonable timescale, I am concerned that my letters may have
become lost. I therefore enclose copies.

Project 'Rock Dust' (or Moon Dust)

During the late 1950s and through the 1960s both the US and UK governments are said to
have been involved in collecting and examining space debris under the above Project name. A
CIA document which has been in the public domain for some considerable time now and
predominantly concerned with FBI phonetapping of conversations between a friend of the late
Marilyn Monroe and an investigative reporter concemning potentially damaging security
breaches by Miss Monroe shortly before her suspicious death, describes how the UK
Government were intimately involved with the US in determining the origins of certain crashed
spacecraft and their occupants.

There is some evidence to suggest that investigations may have sprung from the alleged 1947
Roswell incident, and that a British Government official was involved in-the UK side of the
investigations (although not named in the CIA memo dated 3rd August 1962).

It might be safe to assume that evidence may have been sent to RAE Famborough or some
other location equally well suited to the task ie, where evidence could be flown in
surreptitiously. Perhaps you can firstly confirm that the British Government was jointly
involved in this operation with the US counterparts, whether the project is ongoing (if not,
when was it concluded and what were the results), the brief given to the UK scientists by the
US at that time together with a description of what was analysed and the results of that
analysis.

Yours faithfully
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Head of Department

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

Room 8285

Ministry of Defence, Main Building
‘Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB




From:mmmte of Air Staff 42, Room 8245
MINI ENCE

Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone  (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

Somptin; Qur Reference
Lancng DDAS/6473 a—
West Sussex Date

§) July 2001

piag-coion 0

Thank you for your letter dated 18 June 2001, addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a. Please note
that this section is now called the Directorate of Air Staff 4a, as shown above. We are still the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying
objects’,

I can confirm that the two letters you enclose, dated 9 April and 14 May 2001 respectively, were
not received by this office. As you will appreciate, the Ministry of Defence main building
comprises a large number of different departments and as your letters do not specifically mention
"UFOs' and were not addressed to this office, we cannot be sure where they went.  As such they
raise a number of issues on which we will need to consult other departments, but please be assured
that we will endeavour to send you a substantive reply as soon as is practicable.

>/ou¢ 5 St



eiephone/Fax: _

Ministry of Defeace
Main Builcing
Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

g April 2001

Dear su

Pine Gap - Defence Space_[_\_egearch FaC»ilitg)_I_g_s_tr_g‘.ig

[ am researching the interconnectivity of friendly western intefligence systems and wonder
whether you can help me.

1 understand the ceniral Australian Pise Gap facilityto ba a jomi sponsored snderiaking by the
American NSA (Naxional Security Agency) and thie Australian Defence Depattment fam led
10 believe the facility functions principaly as a downtink for geostationary SIGINT (Signals
Tntelligence)} satellite systews made by TRW Space Systomns and that the US CIA and NRO
(National Reconnaissance Office - SIGINT links with C1A and American USAF and elemeuts
within NASA) imaintain a major interest in this station. 1 also understend that the station may
be operating other equally secret programines vot directly telated to SIGINT gatbering bu
linked to the continuing US 'Star Wars' rescarch programime of edvanced defence systems.

The intimate celationship of the UK's GCHAQ (at Cheltenham aad other locations world-wide)
with the America NSA would make it unlikely that SIGINT Lntelligence emanating froin P
Gap would not be shared with the UK Intelligence compmuyity, and vice Versa. Perhaps you
could confirm that this is part of the normal interchange of SIGINT intelligence between the
UK and the US and 10 what degree the UK views the benefits of the relationship.

1t would also be heloful if you could confinm that DERA (sow re-branded QinetiQ) maintains,
or has maintained, any business connection with BT's research facility at their Martlesham |
Laboratories in respect of satellite systewns development of SIGINT applications technology
for routine UK QIGINT surveillance Programumes. )

| take this opportunity of thanking you in advance for any help you can give me within the
constraints. of course, of national security.

Yours faithiuik



Fi roMeaorme of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MI FENCE

Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London, WC2N 6BP

Telephone (Direct dial) I
(Switchboard)  L020°72180000

Your Reference:

Sompting Our Reference: D/DAS/71/22
Lancing
West Sussex Date: 9 August 2001

PINE GAP - DEFENCE SPACE RESEARCH FACILITY, AUSTRALIA

Thank you for your letter dated 9 April 2001 concerning the Pine Gap facility in Australia and
intelligence relationships. First of all may 1 apologise for the time taken to reply, but I understand
that your original letter never reached this office.

It may be helpful if T explain that it is our long-standing practice not to respond to speculation on
alleged intelligence systems or activities. Information on the operations of the intelligence and
security agencies is withheld under exemption 1 of the Code of Practice on access to Government
information on the grounds of national security.

Regarding your questions concerning the Pine Gap facility, this is clearly a matter for the
Australian government. However, you may wish to note that in 1988 the Australian Prime
Minister, R J Hawke, made a public statement about this facility:

‘Pine Gap is a satellite ground station, whose function is to collect intelligence data which
supports the national security of both Australia and the US. Intelligence collected at Pine Gap

contributes importantly to the verification of arms control and disarmament agreements.’

You also enquire about the relationship between this facility and various US authorities. This is a
matter for the US government.

I hope this explains the position.



!!ectorate of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/10 Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenye
London WC2N 6BP

Your ref: D/DAS/71/22
13 August 2001

o SR 40
Pine Gap - Defence Space Research Facility - Australia

would be wise to take heed of that fact.

I am therefore somewhat dismayed that the MOD will not admit this, notwithstanding the
current UK Government has gone on record as being a more 'open administration' wherever
possible with a lessening of our peculiar national obsession regarding secrecy.

I see you have declined to comment on my enquiry re: BT and DERA. | am, of course,
already aware that BT's research & development Iabs do undertake work for the MOD when
appropriate and will probably have ongoing sensitive assignments. I am not interested in what
the work actually is.

Finally, I did not seek the MOD to comment on the US sphere of operations at Pine Gap. 1
am aware of that extent and I illustrated that in the second paragraph of my 9th April letter.
There is no speculation.

The core issue remains only the UK's depth of involvement in this predominantly US led
project. If, as you quote Prime Minister Hawke: ... Intelligence collected at Pine Gap
contributes importantly to the verification of arms control and disarmament agreements.' End
quote, it would be unthinkable that the UK would also be interested (at least by treaty if not
unilaterally) in the same ends, Unless you are confirming that we, in the UK, have no interest
in the intelligence that emanates from Pine Gap? Perhaps you can help me further in this.

Yours sincerely .gTOZNO Das

A,

i



QSDace Shunle Discovery mission 5 15-5> - 15th September 1991

“ section of VT taken from Discovery at 20, 3uhrs - 20.45hrs whilst over the
west coast of Australia, 1,250 - 1,500 mules north west of Pine Gap, shows what
appears io be around a dozen objects moving in the are a of the orbiter.
Suddenly, the objects stop moving and there is a 'flash’ seen and all the objects
then move off on different courses. Some two seconds later two 'streaks’ come
up from whai seems to be the Earth. Some researchers believe these 'streaks’
emanated from some kind of directed beam energy weapon from the ground,
presumably fired to keep the objects away from Discovery. NASA have rejected
the claim and as a result of Congressional enquiries have said that the ‘objects’
were orbiter generated debris illuminated by the Sun. The hght flicker is a result
of firing the attitude thrusters on the orbiter. According to Harry.A Jorden whom
served aboard the aireraft carrier, 'Franklin D Roosevelt, he and his other
investigator, Chester C.Grusinski who also served cn the carrier, have possession:
of real-time shuitle VTs up to STS-80 (flown in March 1997 where these beams
can be clearly seen coming up from Earth through the cloud cover below .
Space Shuttle. (FSR 46/2).

In 'Confirmaticn’ ~1998, Whitley Streiber confirms that the Top Secret Pine Gap
facility is around 1250 miles from Sydney and is located 12 miles from Alice
Springs in Australia's Northern Territory. Pine Gap is a joint Defence Space
Research facility sponsored by the US (NSA) and the Australian Detence
Department. The centre is said to function principally as a downlink for
geosynchronous SIGINT (Signals Intelligence) satellite systems made b TRW
Space Systems (a black' company within the US Defence Community .
Established by the CIA in 1966 who retain a major interest with NSA and the
NRO (National Reconnaissance Office - a top secret organisation within the 1'%
Intelligence Community which is ostensibly a SIGINT collection organisation
which has links with the USAF but whom reports to the CiA).

Fowe s

According to... Dr Oscar Rafael Padilla Lara, a UFO investigator resident in
Miami, Florida who publishes a small Spanish language bulletin with the title,
COSMOVISION and his Year 3, No.1 Issue (1999) he reports that on the small
island of Vieques, lying off the east coast of Puerto Rico and facing the great 7S
Naval B-- = of Roosevelt Roads, Cieba, the US Government have established an
installai :ito operate the H A A R.P scheme for "shooting down unidentified
objects”. The installation is described as “possibly due to commence operating
in August 1999" . (See in this connection i FSR 46/1 Dr Richard Boylan's arucle
"The shooting down of UFOs and the 'Special Academy' and, on page 5 of that
issue, the sketch of the alleged "UFO Buster Gun” as oniginally published in
Jorge Martin's EVIDENCIA OVNI No ;1 1997; . quoted from FSR 4672




From;| ectorate of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 6BP

Telephone (Direct dial) I
(Switchboard) 020721879000

B

Your Reference:

Sompting Our Reference: D/DAS/71/22
Lancing
West Sussex Date: 23 August 2001

PINE GAP - DEFENCE SPACE RESEARCH FACILITY, AUSTRALIA

Thank you for your letter dated 13 August 2001 in response to my letter dated 9 August
concerning the Pine Gap facility in Australia and intelligence relationships.

T am afraid that there is little that I can usefully add to my previous letter. Although the
Government adheres to the spirit and the letter of Open Government, there are some aspects,
which for reasons of national security (as covered by exemption 1 of the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information) that are just not open for discussion. This includes
speculation about alleged intelligence relationships, systems and activities.

That said, you may be interested to know that as a move towards an more open administration,
both Government Communications Headquarters (GCHQ) and the Security Service (as well as the
Ministry of Defence) have their own websites that are accessible to the public via the Internet.

Turning to your final comments on Pine Gap, we can neither confirm nor deny UK interest in
intelligence that emanates from this station,

I am sorry to send you what I know will be a disappointing reply.
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! 4 Anomalies Zone: UFO's, Other Oddities Reported in Pennsylvania during
1996

Vol. IV No. 1 Winter, 1997

The Anomalies Zone

Editor: Stan Gordon
P.0. Box 936, Greensburg, PA 15601
Phone/FAX 724-838-7768 An Information Exchange Newsletter

The NASA FRAGOLOGY Files Destroyed or Missing?
Did NASA File Contain Information on Kecksburg?

On December 9, 1965 something reportedly fell from the sky into a
wooded area near Kecksburg, Pennsylvania. For years | have been
investigating the case trying to determine just what it was that dropped in
on this quiet community so many years ago. Even today there exists much
speculation as to what the metallic acorn shaped object was, which
witnesses claim that they saw in 1965. After many years of researching the
incident, my position concerning the case is that it is not a hoax. The two
most likely explanations as to the source of the object is (A.) The object
was a man-made space probe that had re-entry control capability. The
structure design of the craft would have made it possible for it to safely
return to the Earth. (B.) An Extraterrestrial spacecraft which originated
from outside of the Earth. Eyewitness accounts from that night in 1965
describe military and government personnel on the scene, who took part in
what apparently was a search and recovery operation of the object
involved. Among the authorities that were reported to have been at the site
were NASA personnel.

Even though informants have told us that they have seen the military
recovery report on the Kecksburg object, no such documents have ever
surfaced. But many other documents that concern Project Moondust have
been released by various agencies. Project Moondust involved the
government functions that dealt with the recovery of space objects that
survived re-entry through the Earth's atmosphere. A 1973 State
Department document released to New Mexico researcher Clifford Stone
states that "The designator MOONDUST is used in cases involving the
examination of non-US space objects or objects of unknown origin.”
Various State Department documents show that NASA played a role in the
recovery and examination of space object debris. It was always of interest,
that no NASA documents were ever located concerning the Kecksburg
event, even though it had been reported that a NASA representative was
sent to the site of the crash and interviewed some witnesses about what
they experienced that day. In October of 1994, a FOIA request was made
to NASA Headquarters for information that concerned the operational

| guidelines that NASA personnel followed when involved with cases that

| dealt with the recovery and examination of space material. ;
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' { Other documentation showed that NASA was involved with MOONDUST
matters as well. In this request, [ asked for a copy of these guidelines from
. the project's inception through the current date. I also requested copies of
4 all reports that would have involved NASA in these types of events from

| the time span covering from January of 1960 through January of 1970.
This search was to include any such event that would have occurred within
the United States or at the worldwide level. In April of 1995, I received a
response to this request. While 1 did not receive the particular material that
I had requested, another document was sent that was quite interesting to

. say the least. The document, a records transmittal and receipt form,

" released by NASA's History office, discusses " NASA Fragology Files
consisting of reports of space objects recovery, analysis of fragments to
determine national ownership and vehicle origin." The single page paper
was marked highest classification confidential, to be released only upon
authorization of NASA. The document indicates that the reports were
made during the years of 1962-1967. Reports contained within the
document are marked such as F33-Venezuela Object. Another report is
identified as Moon Dust -KATOTO Estate. The list of records begins with
F1 and ends with F48. Interestingly, there are gaps in the sequencing of the
reports listed in the document. It appears that a quite a number of reports
that were associated with the NASA Fragology Files are not included for
some reason.

For example F5, F6, F9, and F10 are missing, as well as twenty others. The
Kecksburg case occurred in 1965 and if NASA were involved in this
investigation as stated by various witnesses, then it would be likely that
this report should be listed in the NASA Fragology Files. Upon receipt of

' this document, 1 quickly sent a FOIA request to NASA Headquarters for a

: copy of each report listed in the document concerning the NASA

i Fragology Files. On the copy of the initial document I received, there was a
hand written notation which stated "Still at Fed. Records Center 9/29/94".
In May, 1995, I received a response from NASA Headquarters which
informed me that I had to send an advanced payment to begin fulfilling this
search request from the Federal Records Center. NASA's History office
informed them that the records [ had requested may be contained in two
boxes. I submitted the check and when many months went by with no
response, I called NASA Headquarters in January of 1996 to find out the
status of the records search. I left a message, and within a few days I
received a response. A letter dated January 22, 1996 from NASA
Headquarters states "We received your check ... for the retrieval of the two
boxes that may have contained documents you were seeking from the
Federal Records Center. I have been informed by the program office that
the Records Center informed them that those boxes were destroyed prior to
their request.” Also enclosed in the letter was an apology for the mix-up
and the time that this had taken to be completed. I was disturbed to learn of
the destruction of this information.

have been other important historical records related to the American and
Soviet space program may have also been lost. I requested that an

\

|

|

|

\

! Even if no information on Kecksburg existed in thes files, what may well
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. 6 investigation be conducted into the destruction of the NASA Fragology

File records. In an April 15, 1996 letter from NASA Headquarters, it was
explained to me how the FOIA process worked. It explained that once the
NASA FOIA office receives a request, they attempt to locate the
appropriate program office that have control over the requested
documents. It further stated "The FOIA office provides the program office
with a copy of the request and the instructions to obtain a copy of the
requested document and supply it to the FOIA office for direct response to
the requester. If the program office has forwarded the documents to the
Washington National Records Center, the program office then informs the
FOIA office of that fact. The FOIA office then asks the requester for an up
front payment of the cost.

The Washington National Records Center is not contacted prior to receipt
of a requester’s check. Upon receipt of a requester's check, the FOIA office
asked the program office to have the documents retrieved from the
Washington National Records Center. It was at this point in the process of
your request that the program office was informed that the records had
been destroyed." According to the letter, after I had asked for an inquiry
into the reported destruction of the records , the Washington National
Records Center attempted again to locate the records. But after searching
they still were not able to locate the files. The letter stated "They ( the
National Records Center) do not know if the records were destroyed or
have just been misplaced." A letter from the Washington National Records
Center to the NASA Headquarters Records Manager dated March 28, 1996
stated " our records indicate that the boxes were identified as missing in
1987 and have not been located since that date." NASA had no explanation
for the hand written markings on the document which indicated that the
records were still at the Washington National Records Center in 1994,

In other related correspondence, NASA indicated that they could only
"surmise this notation was in error." Since then, searches have been
conducted at numerous NASA installations for records concerning the
NASA Fragology Files. No other references to the files have surfaced so
far. This appears to be a new terminology that myself and other
researchers had not encountered before. How the NASA Fragology Files
relates to Project Moondust and possibly to reported UFO crashes is open
for speculation. It may be only coincidence, but it is interesting to note that
in 1987, both the first Kecksburg eyewitness who reported seeing the
object on the ground surfaced, and that as public interest in the case
escalated , the files reportedly disappeared. The incident had always been a
Pittsburgh area topic of discussion, since so many people remembered the
incident. As the media began to focus on the story, individuals who had
kept quiet about their involvement in the case for many years came
forward. Even today however, many people who have talked to us about
their knowledge of the case refuse to be identified, and there are many
others who apparently have never come forward according to relatives and
friends. Certain information has surfaced in recent years that suggests that
the government does not want the information on the Kecksburg case
released. Is this because we recovered a Soviet space probe to study and
never returned it to that launching state as we had agreed to at the United
http://www.westol.com/~paufo/newsletter. html 18/10/01
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8 Nations, or could we have recovered something much more unusual? The
question remains, where are the NASA Fragolgy Files? If you have any
information on this matter, I would appreciate your contacting me so that
we can exchange notes.

Breaking News!

As I am working on this newsletter, I have just received information on an
alleged UFO incident which occured in Northern Pennsylvania.
Preliminary information indicates that several people observed a large
bright green light hovering in the sky. Two separate objects broke away
from the larger light. After this, one light dropped straight down while a
red light went straight up. They apparently made numerous turns and
moved around the sky for sometime when the larger light just suddenly
vanished. Reportedly, a short time later, much aircraft activity began to
take place in the area, including the appearance of a helicopter. Reportedly,
there is usually little aircraft activity in the area. As more information
becomes available on this sighting It will be released.

Extraterrestrial Exposure Regulation "Reserved"

A NASA Regulation in effect since July 16, 1969 and has been a subject of
controversy, since it could possibly be interpreted that UFO abductees or
witnesses who claim to have been close to a UFO could be subject to a fine
of $5,000 or imprisoned for one year if they have been "Extraterrestrially
exposed” as defined by the NASA administrator in Title 14, Part 1211 of
the CFR (Code of Federal Regulations).

In section 1211.102 Definitions. (b) "Extraterrestrially exposed means the
state or condition of any person, property, animal, or other form of life or
matter whatever, who or which has: (1) Touched directly or come within
the atmospheric envelope of any other celestial body: or (2) Touched
directly or been in close proximity to (or been exposed indirectly to) any
person, property, animal or other form of life or matter who or which has
been extraterrestrially exposed by virtue of paragraph (b) (1) of this
section. Under section 1211.102-Definitions, it also states "Quarantine
means the detention, examination, and decontamination of any persons,
property, animal or other form of life or matter whatever that is
extraterrestrially exposed, and includes apprehension or seizure of such
person, property, animal or other form of life or matter whatever." The
regulation indicates that those who fall under this category can be placed
into a quarantine station that is under the control of armed guards. In a
letter response from NASA Headquarters in 1995, Tt was learned that as of
April 26, 1991, Title 14 CFR Part 1211, was removed from the Federal
Register. Along with the letter, NASA had provided a copy of the notice of
April 26, 1991 "reserving Part 1211 for future use by NASA." Pittsburgh
researcher Greg McCormick recently looked into the current status of this
regulation. McCormick states "I consulted several US government sources
to determine the current status of Part 1211 of Title 14 of the Code of
Federal Regulations which established procedures governing those who
have contact with extraterrestrial lifeforms. Book 14 of the CFR is updated
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annually as of January 1. The January 1, 1996 CFR still listed Part 1211 as
'Reserved.' The January 1, 1997 update for Title 14 was not available.
However, the LSA (List of CFR Sections Affected), which lists changes to
the CFR for all parts of Title 14 from January 2, 1996 through December
31, 1996, did not show the status of Part 1211 as having been changed in
any way. | also searched the Federal Register online via GPO access for
the years 1995 through 1997. Included in the Federal register are Proposed
Rules from Federal Agencies and Organizations. My search returned no
hits relating to Title 14 CFR Part 1211, indicating no changes or rules were
proposed affecting this regulation through mid-February, 1997."

A Major UFO encounter

The following article was printed in the BORU Journal, No.2, Fall
1996 published by the Butler Organization for Research of the
Unexplained, 118 Beach Road, Chicora, PA. 16025.

September 10-11, 1995-Butler, PA/ Butler Twp., PA Butler County: One
of the most major UFO related events ever to occur in Western
Pennsylvania, this multiple witness sighting tock place in the city of Butler
and around Butler Township. A chronology of this astounding event is as
follows:

8:15 PM- The initial reports received by BORU came from 10 individuals
on Main St. in Butler. The witnesses at this location report seeing a bright
light which was described as a bright star or planet. After a few minutes, a
large triangular-shaped object became visible. The object had five
"window" structures with the largest one in the center. Bright yellow-white
light was emanating from the windows. Witnesses also reported seeing an
additional smaller object with the same configuration. The smaller object
had the same red, blue, green and yeliow flashing lights around the
perimeter. Several of the eyewitnesses viewed the object through
bincoculars. The smaller object disappeared to the East and the larger
object drifted very slowly towards the West for about 30 minutes. Next the
large object abruptly shot out a beam of white light from beneath which
struck the ground. The object slowly moved towards the West for about 45
minutes before disappearing behind a group of trees. The object was
viewed for approximately 2 hours. The eyewitnesses notified the police at
approximately 8:30 P.M.

8:30PM-A Pennsylvania State Constable also viewed the object while in
Lyndora, PA Butler Township. What appeared at first to be a bright star
took shape as a large triangular-shaped object drifting toward Butler City.
The object was described as having bright white lights at each of the
corners and small red and green lights towards the front. The detailed
flight pattern given by the observer denotes that the object slowly moved
from the downtown Butler area to the intersection of PA 8 and McCalmont
Rd. From there the object moved towards East Butler then back across
Butler city towards the West. The entire duration of this sighting lasted
approximately 40 minutes.

9:05 PM-Several eyewitnesses reported that the police had a serious
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interest in the object. Individuals who monitor public safety radio
transmissions in and around the Butler area report to BORU that police
were dispatched to the tier parking garage in Butler city to get a better look
at the object. While at the garage, officers reported looking at the object
through binoculars and reporting to the dispatcher. The dispatcher by her
own admission over the radio reported receiving numerous phone calls
concerning the object. At approximately 9:10 PM , the object shot a beam
of light at the officers on the roof of the tier parking garage. The frenzied
officers reported the unusual light beam back to the dispatcher.

9:15 PM-Several witnesses report seeing a triangular object shoot beams
of light toward the ground. The event was witnessed from a parking lot at a
shopping center near the near the intersection of PA 356 and PA 68.

12:00 AM-At this time, the police interest is immense. The object
suddenly reappears and is spotted by several individuals including police
officers at the intersection of PA 356 and North Duffy Rd. Witnesses
report that the object moved toward the West and disappeared over the
Moraine State Park area.

3:00 AM-The object reappeared a third time and approximately 25
individuals viewed the object from a restaurant on PA 356. Reports from
several of the witnesses state that the triangular-shaped object had bright
white lights at each corner and periodically moved slowly and hovered as it
moved from a SW to NE direction. The sighting lasted approximately 30
minutes.

Sept 11, 1995-Butler Twp, PA Butler County: An individual reported
seeing an object hover over his neighbor's house for several minutes. The
description of the object was identical to the object seen the previous
night. The sighting occurred at 2:35 A.M. and the witness reported the
sighting to the police shortly afterward.

Fireball with Sound Reported

On the evening of January 31, 1997, there were numerous reports of a
bright fireball seen crossing the sky in the vicinity of Williamsport, PA, in
Lycomming County. The sighting was accompanied by one or more loud
explosive sounds. Observations were reported over a large area. More
information will be forthcoming.

Lights in sky only flares

During the early morning hours of February 2, 1997, a bright green glow
was reported in the sky in Indiana County. A check around the area soon
made it apparent that the observation was localized, and a short time later

it was determined that the source of the odd lights were from flares being
fired during a military exercise being conducted by a local unit.

Looking back
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August 8, 1987-At approximately 9 PM, two people in a car are driving
near Tylersburg in Northern Clarion County. The driver observed a bright
glowing orange object that looked at first like a giant kite. She yelled to her
passenger to look at the strange object, who later stated that the object was
rising up from the ground, about 50 feet in the air, and about 75 yards from
the car. The object when first seen appeared to be made up of a massive
amount of electricity as bright flashes from all over the object similar to
arc welding was present. But as the object rose, it changed into a different
physical form. The object changed from an irregular shape into an
elliptical shaped object, still maintaining its orange color. The object
hovered, then moved forward in a slow manner. At times when the object
appeared to be flying just above the tree tops, the trees never showed any
motion, and there was no sound or wind observed. The object was keeping
pace with the car, and the witnesses followed the object for a couple of
miles. It was as though they were both watching each other. When the car
turned left, the object moved over a field and could be seen above the
trees. Suddenly the object shot straight up into the sky and moved so
quickly that it looked like a big orange dot within seconds. The witnesses
believed that it was likely that the object had landed before they first saw
it, as the craft was rising when they first observed it. Over the next couple
of hours, they heard the sound of jet aircraft flying overhead .

About the Anomalies Zone

The Anomalies Zone newsletter is published on an irregular basis. This
publication serves as an information exchange source for researchers and
investigators of unexplained events and UFO related matters. Information
from this newsletter may be used by other sources if credit is given to the
Anomalies Zone and Stan Gordon. However, in cases where the Anomalies
Zone credits other sources for the information, than that source should be
contacted for permission to use their material.

Keep coming back for periodic updates

Kecksburg: The Untold Story | Report UFQ Sightings | Newsletters |
Stan's Lecture Info
The Unexplained | Recent Sightings | Links | E-mail | About Stan
Gordon | HOME
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Project Moon Dust
Chapter 8
The History of Project Moon Dust
by Kevin D. Randle, Captain, U.S.AF.R

When United States Senator Jeff Bingaman asked the Air Force about a classified project
called Moon Dust, Lieutenant Colonel John E. Madison of the Congressional Inquiry
Division, Office of Legislative Liaison, wrote, “There is no agency, nor has there ever been,
at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, which would deal with UFO’s or have any information about the
incident in Roswell. In addition, there is no Project Moon Dust or Operation Blue Fly. Those
missions have never existed.”

What the documentation, now available thanks in part to the Freedom of Information Act,
and the pioneering work of Clifford Stone, tells us is that Madison’s letter to a United States
Senator is, at best, inaccurate. The question can be asked was he merely uninformed, or was
he purposefully lying to a Senator? Stone, a researcher in Roswell, New Mexico, challenged
Madison’s response with a series of documents, which had been obtained through Freedom
of Information Act requests. He pointed out that documents originally classified as secret and
since downgraded, mentioned the code name Moon Dust, and specifically a project for UFO-
related materials. It also established as fact the location of the parent unit being at Fort
Belvoir, Virginia.

The response to this documented information was another letter to Senator Bingaman,
apparently from Madison’s boss in the Congressional Liaison Office. Colone! George M.
Mattingley, Jr., wrote, “This is in reply to your inquiry in behalf of Mr. Clifford E. Stone on
the accuracy of the information we previously provided to your office. Upon further review
of the case (which was aided by the several attachments to Mr. Stone’s letter), we wish to
amend the statements contained in the previous response to your inquiry.”

It is necessary here to suggest that the Air Force had been caught in a lie (or misinformation)
to Senator Bingaman because the documents were available to positively refute them? We
can look at this as a simple mistake, based on the lack of information available to the
Congressional Liaison Office and Lieutenant Colonel Madison. It can be suggested that
nothing nefarious was going on here. Madison simply wasn’t aware of the classified Project
Moon Dust and responded without checking the information, as he should have done.

We could believe that, except for the response written by Mattingley after Madison had been
caught. [t would seem that once they had been caught, they would be sure their information
would be as accurate as possible.

Mattingley, in his letter to Bingaman to correct the previous mistakes, wrote, ”In 1953,
during the Korean War, the Air Defense Command organized intelligence teams to deploy,
recover, or exploit at the scene downed enemy personnel, equipment, and aircraft. The unit
with responsibility for maintaining these teams was located at Fort Belvoir, Virginia. As the
occasion never arose to use these air defense teams, the mission was assigned to
Headquarters, United States Air Force in 1957 and expanded to include the following peace-
time functions: a) Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQOs), to investigate reliably reported UFOs
within the United States; b) Project MOON DUST, to recover objects and debris from space
vehicles that had survived re-entry from space to earth; ¢) Operation BLUE FLY, to
expeditiously retrieve Soviet Bloc equipment.”

Having access to the previously classified 4602d records, I know that Mattingley’s
statements are not accurate. By the end of 1953, after the wave of summer sightings in 1952,
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. T Blue Book had virtually ceased to exist, the 4602d was involved in UFO sighting
investigations. Mattingley suggested the change came in 1957, but Mattingley is wrong. The
only question is if he was as ill-informed as Madison, or if he was deliberately trying to
suggest something else.

Mattingley also wrote, “These teams were eventually disbanded because of a lack of activity;
Project MOON DUST teams and Operation BLUE FLY missions were similarly
discontinued. The Air Force has no information that any UFOs were ever confirmed downed
in the United States.”

Again, this simply isn’t the truth.; We know from released documents that Moon Dust wasn’t
discontinued. Its code name was changed after it was compromised. Robert G. Todd, in a
letter from the Air Force dated July 1, 1987, learned that the “nickname Project Moon Dust
no longer officially exists.” According to Colonel Phillip E. Thompson, deputy assistant
chief-of-staff, Intelligence, “It, [Project Moon Dust] has been replaced by another name that
is not releasable. FTD’s [Foreign Technology Division, headquartered at Wright-Patterson]
duties are listed in a classified passage in a classified regulation that is being withheld because
it is currently and properly classified.”

And, we know, from documentation, much of it recovered from State Department records,
that Moon Dust teams were notified and dispatched for various cases, some examples of
which will follow here. It should be made clear that most of these cases deal with material
and wreckage that is clearly of terrestrial origin. The point here is not to prove an
extraterrestrial connection, but to confirm the use of Moon Dust teams, which contradicts the
statements made by Colonel Mattingley to Senator Bingaman. The messages also confirm
Moon Dust interest in UFOs and the involvement of the State Department.

On the night of March 25-26, 1968, four objects fell in an area of Nepal. The American
embassy in Kathmandu, in a secret message dated July 23, alerted the 1127th USAF Field
Activities Group, which had once been the 4602d, and the 1006th at Fort Belvoir, that they
expected full cooperation with the government of Nepal. The subject of the message was. ..
MOON DUST.

It is clear from the messages that the debris was readily identifiable to the staff at the embassy
in Nepal. They had seen photographs of three of the items but had not been allowed to
inspect the fourth. They noted that a “technical team should not be sent unless visual
examination of the fourth object is felt essential.”

This is, of course, a backward way of getting to the point. However, the embassy did prove
that technical teams were available and that they were dispatched. The composition of those
teams was described in another document that surfaced in the various Freedom of
Information Act requests made.

Stone provided me with a copy of a document created in November 1961. It seemed to be
directing the creation of the reinforcement of AFCIN Intelligence Team personnel. That
document, however, is now wrapped in controversy because two versions have been
discovered.

First, we must understand what this document is. The problem, according to the opening
statement is, “To provide qualified personnel to AFCIN intelligence teams.” The document
has a section deleted and then, in paragraph 2, subsection C, says, “In addition to their staff’
duty assignments, intelligence team personnel have peacetime duty functions in support of
such Air Force Projects such as Moon Dust, Blue Fly, and UFO, and other AFCIN directed
quick reaction projects which require intelligence team operational capabilities (see
Definitions).”

It should be pointed out that this document ties Moon Dust, Blue Fly, and UFOs together. It
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m out that their assignments already existed, and they were already assigned personnel.

The definitions mentioned appear in paragraph 5. It covers not only those assigned to the
teams, but also the terms used in the document itself. What is important here is the fact that
“Moon Dust,” “Blue Fly,” and “UFO” are all parts of the definitions. Moon Dust is defined
“As a specialized aspect of its overall material exploitation program, Headquarters USAF has
established Project Moon Dust to locate, recover and deliver descended foreign space
vehicles.”

Although Mattingley defines Blue Fly as an operation to “expeditiously retrieve downed
Soviet Bloc equipment,” this document suggests that Blue Fly was “established to facilitate
expeditious delivery to FTD of Moon Dust or other items of great technical intelligence
interest.” Certainly, Soviet Bloc equipment would fit into that definition, but it covers other
items, including UFO-related debris, as well.

And finally, under definitions, it says, “Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO): Headquarters
USAF has established a program for investigation of reliably reported unidentified flying
objects within the United States. AFR 200-2 delineates 1127th collection responsibilities.”

The second version of this document, one that 1 have seen, is exactly the same as the first,
but contains a handwritten note that says it was a draft proposal and that it was never
implemented. Robert Todd located this version. It is clearly the same as the first document,
which I have in my possession, the difference being a handwritten note at the top. Barry
Greenwood of Citizens Against UFO Secrecy suggested to me that the version Stone has, a
copy of which he supplied to me, is the same as the version Todd has, with the exception of
the handwritten note. According to Greenwood, the two versions are the same, and the
source id the same, but someone inside the UFO community removed the handwritten note
before releasing it to other UFO researchers. Greenwood seems to suspect Stone of having
altered the document for the purpose of advancing his belief in Project Moon Dust and the
missions it carried out.

Stone, on the other hand, claimed that he received his version from military sources without
the handwritten note. His sources were not the same as those used by Todd, and he didn’t
receive his copy from Todd. Stone also makes the point that the handwritten note is
irrelevant and refers only to the “Action Recommended™ section at the end of the document.
The other material, referring to “Factors Bearing on the Problem™ and the “Discussion”
reflects the situation as it already existed. In other words, the discussion about the
composition of the teams and their missions was not a suggestion to develop those teams.
The “not implemented” statement referred to adding, or tasking, additional Air Force
personnel with Moon Dust,

So what we have, then, based on the documentation, including the disputed AFCIN
intelligence team documents, are two letters from the Air Force to a United States senator
that do not reflect accurate information. Even afier being caught once, the Air Force came
back with information that was less than perfect. And even if Todd and Greenwood are right
in asserting that the November 1961 document was merely a draft, it provides information
about the various projects and operations that were in existence at the time.

In fact, the information about the composition of the intelligence teams is corroborated by
other documents I recovered through both the Freedom of Information Act and general
research conducted through the Air Force Archives at Maxwell Air Force Base in Alabama.

As mentioned elsewhere, I learned that members of the 4602nd and later the 1127th learned

parachuting, horseback riding and animal packing, skiing, mountain climbing and various

other survival skills. The November document, under “Criteria” notes, “Intelligence

personnel can perform effectively only with an adequate background of training and

experience. Inadequately qualified personnel in such assignment would be a liability rather
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_ ot an asset to successful accomplishment of the mission.”

The question that must be asked is if the Moon Dust personnel were ever used. Clearly,
since the mission began in 1953 and continues today, as far as we can tell from the
information available, we must answer, “Yes.” This, too, is a contradiction to the letters from
Madison and Mattingley.

Stone, in his response to the Madison letter, enclosed two debriefings of Soviet pilots in
which UFQ sightings were mentioned. If there was no interest in UFOs, Stone wondered
what purpose was served by including that information. Mattingley replied, “Enclosures 3
and 4 of Mr. Stone’s letter pertain to debriefings of two Soviet sources who were being
interviewed for possible military information of interest. Their recounts of UFO sightings,
even though they had occurred many times earlier, were included in the report for historical
interest and were incidental to the main purpose of the report.”

It is possible that Mattingley, in this respect, was being candid. But the question that can be
asked is what historical interest can there be in sightings of objects that, according to the Air
Force, do not exist? Why waste valuable time and effort recounting old UFO sightings? Just
what was the historical context to which he referred?

Stone, in his rebuttal, argued, “Inclosures 3 and 4 were once classified Air Force Intelligence
Reports. Inclosure 3 was IIR 1 517 0002 88, dated November 25, 1987, entitled Soviet
Aircrew Sightings of Unexplained Phenomena. This report deals with UFO sightings that
occurred in 1984 and later.”

Stone asks, and rightly so, “What was the main purpose of these reports?? They deal directly
with UFO sightings and make no references to Soviet missiles, or MIGs, or tanks. So what
was the main purpose of these reports to which UFOs were incidental???”

So exactly what was Project Moon Dust? Did the Air Force ever activate it? Did the team
members ever participate in the retrieval of an alien spacecraft?

We have a time frame for the beginning of the project from Mattingley’s letter: 1953. As we
have seen from the project’s history, this was apparently an outgrowth of the situation in the
summer of 1952. If Moon Dust came into existence at that time, to take over the
investigative duties that had formerly rested with Blue Book, we have one set of answers.
Blue Book was too public and the military was afraid of what might be spilled into the public
arena because of that.

We must remember that in that time, at least publicly, the Air Force was telling us that there
was no evidence for the existence of UFOs. If they were convinced of the accuracy of that
statement, then why form teams to recover the material?

Teams were formed. We’ve already seen the documentation about it. And I know they were
deployed. Again, there is documentation, but there is also personal testimony. Brigadier
General Arthur Exon was the base commander at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base in the
mid-1960s. During an interview I conducted with him in May 1990, he said, “Well, the way
this happened to me was that I would get a call and say that the crew or the team was leaving
and they knew... There was such and such a time and they wanted an airplane and pilots to
take X number of people to wherever... They might be gone two or three days or might be
gone a week.

According to Exon, these were officers assigned to the Washington, D.C., area. They would
fly into Wright-Patterson on commercial flights and then deploy on military aircraft. Their
missions, according to Exon, were to investigate UFO sightings. He mentioned a case in
Arizona where the craft had touched down and left a burned area.

http://www.nicap.dabsol.co.uk/moondust.htm 18/10/01
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These were, according to Exon, priority missions. He didn’t ask questions, just alerted the
proper facilities and scheduled the flights using their aircraft. It is clear, however, that these
were Moon Dust teams engaging in the collection of UFO-related material Exon retired
about the time that Project Blue Book was closed. His information doesn’t suggest that any
activity survived the end of Blue Book. However, it must be noted that Blue Book was based
at Wright-Patterson, and if the officers coming into Ohio had been part of Blue Book, they
would have already been there. In other words, it suggests an agency outside of Blue Book
was interested in UFOs.

The other documents we’ve seen show that Moon Dust survived the end of Project Blue
Book. There are, of course, the State Department records, and Colonel Thompson’s letter
telling Todd that the name, Moon Dust, had been changed.

Moon Dust became the real investigation of UFQs, the secret study that all of us claimed
existed and that the Air Force denied. It was carried out by specially trained intelligence
personnel. And, its existence was denied by the Air Force despite the facts.

Now we have all the data.

Kevin Randle

Source: Project Moon Dust, Pages 151-161

Full permission granted to produce this web page granted by the author, Kevin Randle
Copyright © 1998 by Kevin D. Randle, ISBN: 0-380-72692-0, Avon Books,
http://www.AvonBooks.com

(This web page was created for the NICAP web site by Francis Ridge and Tim
Edwards)

NICAP Home

http://www.nicap.dabsol.co.uk/moendust. htm 18/10/01
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SECRET PROJECTS
PROJECT BLUE TEAM.
THiS WAS THE FIRST PROJECT RESPONSIBLE FOR RECOVERY OF

CRASHED ALIEN CRAFT OR ALIENS. IT WAS A U5 AIRFORCE
COMMAND PROJECT.

White Sands. New Mexls

OFFICIAL INVESTIGATIONS & TOP SECRET PROJECTS.

1948 - 1948 PROJECT SIGN ( KNOWHN AS PROJECT SAUCER TO THE PRESS ).

WAS AN OFFICIAL INVESTIGATION INTO UF(’S BY THE AIR FORCE
INTELLIGENCE ESTABLISHMENT AND THE CIA. IT WAS A TOP SECRET
PROJECT IN THE BEGINNING IT USED ROCKET EXPERTS , AERONAUTICAL
ENGINEERS AND AND ASTROPHYSICISTS TG WORK ON THE CASES. IT WAS
RESPONSIBLE FOR DETERMINING WHETHER THE ALIEN PRESENCE WAS A
THREAT TO THE US NATIONAL SECURITY. IT'S CONCLUSIONS THAT UFO'S
WERE REAL & INTERPLANETARY CRAFT. iN AN OFFICIAL REPORT THEY
ADMITTED THAT QUTSIDE OUR SCOLAR SYSTEM THEIR COULD BE INTELLIGENT

hitp://etreality.topcities.com/exposure. html 18/10/01
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ITFE. THE PENTAGON REBUKED THEIR CLAIMS SAYING THAT IT WAS SCIENCE
FICTION FANTASY.

1848 EARLY- DEC 1948 PROJECT GRUDGE. SiGN WAS RENAMED PROJECT
GRUDGE - & SECRET INVESTIGATION BY THE ATIC {AIR TECHNICAL
INTELLIGENCE CENTER).ESTABLISHED TO DETERMINE THE REALITY OF THE
UFQ PHENCOMENON. DIRECTED BY AIR FORCE CHIEF OF STAFF HOYT
VANDERBERG. iT EXPLAINED AWAY ALL SIGHTINGS AS NORMAL ANOMALIES.
THIS PROJECT RELIED ONLY ON SCIENTISTS AND EXPERTS THAT WERE
CONTRACTED BY THE AIR FORCE & OFFICERS IN THE SIGHTING AREA TO
PROVIDE A REPORT. THIS PROJECT WAS FUNDED BY THE CIA AND FROM
BLACK BUDGET FUNDS.

PROJECT TWINKLE
BASED IN N. MEXICO - USED CAMERAS & OPTICAL EQUIPMENT WAITING FOR
SIGHTINGS. IT LASTED ONE YEAR.
PROJECT SIGMA

1954- WAS FORMED TO ESTABLISH COMMUNICATION WITH ALIENS.

PROJECT BLUE BDOK

PROJECT GRUDGE HAD AN OVERT COUNTERPART CALLED PROJECT BLUE
BOOK- ONLY SAFE REPORTS WERE PABSED ON TO BLUEBOOK . THIS WAS A
DETAILED AIRFARE STUDY AND iT WAS ESTABLISHED AS AN AIR FORCE
PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICE TO HANDLE UFO INQUIRIES .CAPTAIN
EDJRUPELT WAS ORIGINALLY THE CHIEF INVESTIGATOR, ALSO ON THE TEAM
WERE JALLEN HYNEK & MAJOR DONALD E. KEYHOE.

IT EXPLAINED AWAY UFO SIGHTINGS AS HOAXES,
HALLUCINATIONS ,VENUS ,OR WEATHER BALLOONS . DISCREDITING

http://etreality.topcities.com/exposure.html 18/10/01
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ITNESSES STATEMENTS . THE PROJECTS CONCLUSION “ THAT LITTLE iF
ANYTHING HAS COME FROM THE STUDY OF UF(Y'S AND THAT THE LEAST
LIKELY EXPLANATION IS THE HYPOTHES!S OF VISITATION BY INTELLIGENT
BEINGS “ T WAS TERMINATED IN 1969,

PROJECT MOONDUST

1980°S - A SPACE DEBRIS PROGRAM SET UP BY US AIRFORCE AT WRIGHT
PATTERSON BASE. FOR THE RECOVERY OF SATELLITE AND MISSILE DEBRIS .
ALSG HAD AN INTEREST N UFQ’S AND COULD HAVE BEEN INVOLVED IN
RECOVERING OTHER GBJECTS.

THERE HAVE BEEN MANY OTHER PROJECTS TO DO WITH THIS
PHENOMENON .AND | AM SURE THEY ARE GOING ON TO THIS DAY.

THE FB! DENIED INVOLVEMENT IN UFD INVESTIGATIONS UNTIL DR BRUCE
MACCABEE FILED A FOIA REPORT.

1950°5 UFO WAVE.

THERE WAS A BIG UFO WAVE DURING 1882 WHERE MANY WITNESSED UFO'S .
IT CAUSED CONCERN IN THE MILITARY. THERE WAS A BIG SIGHTING OVER THE
WHITEHOQUSE IN WASHINGTON DCUIN MID JULY 1952, 1T WAS NAMED THE JuLY
CRISIS . UFO'S HOVERED GVER THE CAPITAL FOR 5 HOURS. THE OBJECTS
WERE MOVING AT SPEEDRS FROM 120 MILES PER HOUR TO 7, 200 MILES AN
HOUR (2 MILES PER SECOND). THIS WAS SEEN CLEARLY ON RADAR.

MANY OTHER SIGHTINGS OCCURRED THROUGH THE 50°S.
RAF BENTWATERS- ENGLAND -1958.

A SIGHTING BY RAF & US AIR FORCE TOOK PLACE AUGUST WHERE AT LEAST
ONE UFG WAS TRACKED BY 3 DIFFERENT RADAR.

http://etreality topcities. com/exposure.html 18/10/01
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KOREA

NASA SHUTTLE TEATHER BREAK-5TS 78 FOOTAGE.

THIS STILL i85 TAKEN FROM THE SFACE SHUTTLE . THE VIDEO
FOOTAGE OF THE SATELLITE TETHER BREAK SHOWS 100'S OF
OBJECTS,OR LIFE FORMS THAT FLOCK IN AROUND THE 12 MILE
TETHER AS IT BREAKS .SOME OF THESE DISC SHAPES MAY BE 1
MILE WIDE .THEY MOVE IN FRONT GF AND BEHIND THE TETHER
WITHOUT BUMPING INTO ONE ANOTHER . THESE SAME OBJECTS
ARE ALSO SEEN ON THE PREVIOUS STS FOOTAGE .THANKS TO

MARTIN STUBBS IN CANADA WE ARE ABLE TO SEE THIS EVENT ON
VIDEO .

ASTRONAUGHTS.

FORMER ASTRONAUGHT GORDON COOPER WAS ONE OF MANY TG
WITNESS VEHICLES WHILE QUT IN DEEP SPACE . IN 1963 WHILE IN
EARTHS ORBIT HE WAS APPROACHED BY A GREENISH GLOWING
DISK WITH A FAINT RED GLOW ON ONE SIDE . IT TRAVELED EAST TO
WEST WHICH IS SOMETHING THAT SATELLITES DON'T DO . ITWAS
WATCHED BY THE TRACKING STATION . NEAR ALL ASTRONAUGHTS
HAVE SEEN UFC'S . EDWARD MCDIVIT -- GEMINI 4 - PHOTOGRAPHED
AN EGG SHAPED OBJECT WITH A TRAIL .NASA’S OWN LOG SAY'SIT
WAS SPACE DEBRIS IHE ADMITS TO SEEING THE OBJECT BUT HE
DIDN'T THINK IT WAS ANCMALOUS.

15T MOON MISSION - CONTROL RECORDED STRANGE NOISES OF AN
UNIDENTIFIED SPACE CRAFT .

DISCOVERY MISSION-1988 MARCH A MARYLAND HAM RADIO OPERATOR

http://etreality.topcities. com/exposure.html 18/10/01
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KED UP THE VOICE OF DISCOVERY PILGT JOHN BLAHAH ---“HOUSTON THIS
IS DISCOVERY WE HAVE THE ALIEN SPACECRAFT UNDER CBSERVANCE”

SOVIET MISSIONS

HAVE SEEN MANY UFO'S AND HAVE PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE . PHOBOS 1& 2
-- MARS JULY 1988 RUSSIAN UNMANNED SATELLITE PROBES .

PHOBOS 1 WAS LOST ON THE WAY SUPPOSEDLY DUE TO A RADIO COMMAND
ERROR .THEN PHOBOS 2 ARRIVED AT WARS JAN 1988 AND WHEN IT ALIGNED
iTSELF WITH PHOBOS THE MARTIAN MOON THINGS STARTED TO GO
WRONG MISSION CONTROL STATED THAT THE PROBE FAILED TO
COMMUNICATE WiTH EARTH AFTER COMPLETING ITS MISSION . THE LASY
TRANSMISSION FROM PHOBCS WAS LEAKED OUT OF THE SOVIET BY A
RUSSIAN ASTRONAUGHT COLONEL MARINA POPQVICH , IT SHOWED A HUGE
CYLINDRICAL SPACESHIP ABQUT 20 KM LONG |, A CIGAR SHAPED SHIP . AFTER
THE LAST TRANSMISSION THE PROBE PHOBGS DISAPPEARED . ACCORDING
TO THE RUSSIANS IT WAS HIT OR DESTROYED . THE CIGAR SHAPED OBJECT
CAST A SHADOW ACROSS MARS SURFACE , THIS SHADOW WAS ALSO
PHOTOGRAPHED BY PHOBOS . OTHER PHOTO TAKEN OF MARS SURFACE
SHOWED PARALLEL LINES WHICH COVERED AN AREA OF ABOUT 150 SQ MILES
THIS AREA WAS A SOURCE CF HEAT RADIATION WHICH DIDN'T APPEAR
NATURAL .

MARS OBSERVER 1992-1993

ANOTHER PROBE THAT APPARENTLY WAS LOST ACCORDING TO NASA . A& 337
DAY VOYAGE TO MARS . ITS MISSION TO MAP THE MARS SURFACE FOR 2
YEARS MID NOV 1993 IT WAS T BEGIN MAPPING THE SURFACE THEN ON

2ZND AUGUST 1993 NASA ANNOQUNCED THEY HAD LOST CONTACT WITH THE
CRAFT.

AREA 51/ 84 GROONM LAKE NEVADA

AREAS1 SATELLITE VIEW

http://etreality.topcities.com/exposure. html 18/10/01
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MEMORANDUM

MOD Form 4 3 2//

(Revised 5/84)

To: DI Sec
Room 306
Old War Office

Date: 6 November 2001
Your Ref:

From: DAS-LA-Ops&Pol1
Room 6/73
Metropole Building

Our Ref: D/DAS(Sec)/64/3

" Subject: LETTER FROM-i

Our office deals with correspondence from members of the public with
regard to *UFOs”. The attached letter from has not

written to us before,

has been passed to us.

As the letter does not actually mention “UFOS” but refers to the
Anthrax scare and British agents etc.. I thought that perhaps it
might be more appropriate for your area to respond?

Rank/
Appointment: -El

Name In
Block ” Signature:
Letters:
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Direct: ir Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P

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

Your Reference
Qur Reference

Cambridge D/DAS/64/3

Date
Section 40 D88 ctober 2001
gl Section 48

Thank you for your letter of 2 October 2001 addressed to Dr Moonie. This office is the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’
and I have been asked to reply.

You will be aware from Dr Moonie’s previous letter to Anne Campbell MP, that the integrity of
the UK’s airspace is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by
the RAF and any potential threat is responded to at the time. The Ministry of Defence therefore
only examines reports of ‘UFQ’ sightings passed to us, to see if they provide evidence that UK
airspace might have been compromised by potentially hostile or unauthorised military aircraft.
If there is no such evidence we do not attempt to identify precisely what was seen.

With regard to “The Disclosure Project’, we are aware that many people have reported seeing
various phenomena and have made testimonies as to their experiences. However, we are satisfied
that the procedures that we have in place are sufficient for our defence role and we have no plans
to review these testimonies.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To ONS(5e<) 4 RefNo 72 [ non

Date (, -({)—O|

The Secretary of State / has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99. further information is available from DG Info on

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on
the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be
performed throughout the year.
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02 October 2001

Dear Dr Moonie

Ref: MART004/011185/SS
EXTRATERRESTRIAL PRESENCE

Thank you for your letter of 24™ July 2001. | appreciate you taking the time to respond in
some detail to the issues | raised concerning the extraterrestrial presence on Earth. My
reason for writing to you again is that | am concerned by the answers | received from the
MoD.

You stated that. “We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural
phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose...”. You
should be aware that Lord Strabolgi, representing HM Government in the 1979 House of
Lords debate on UFOs acknowledged that there were straightforward explanations. Yet
both Lord Strabolgi and yourself have overlooked the undeniable fact that many thousands
of sightings have been made by highly qualified military and civilian observers — whose
evidence is compelling and whose credentials are beyond question. Documentary evidence
made available in the USA under the Freedom of Information Act proves conclusively that
UFOs have been the subject of intensive covert study by various secret, compartmentalised
groups since 1945,

Your letter stated that there is no need for public hearings as there already exists an MoD
channel for the reporting of sightings. | disagree. On the contrary, there are compelling
reasons beyond the mere recording of anomalous sightings to hold such hearings.

There exists a growing number of credible persons from military, intelligence and private
industry who are now prepared to come forward and provide irrefutable proof of the
existence of extraterrestrial craft on Earth. These honourable and patriotic persons feel that
it is now appropriate to publicly disclose the reality of ET visitation. Such withesses are also
able to provide evidence of the existence of covert, unacknowledged projects whose
purpose has been to study and replicate these craft. The purpose of public, secrecy-free
hearings would therefore be to make the ET presence a matter of public record and the first
vital step in opening debate about the immense ramifications of such visitations. I'm sure
you will appreciate that there is a world of difference between the recording of, say, a few
lights in the sky and the disclosure of ET/UFOQ reality on our world.

| attach three documents which may be of interest to you. Though US-based, The
Disclosure Projects objectives clearly transcend mere national boundaries and have obvious
global ramifications. Please read these documents with an open-mind, you may be
surprised at what you learn. ) .

Project Director, Dr Steven Greer, will be visiting the UK in December 2001 for a series of
public lectures. Dr Greer has briefed sitting CIA and DIA directdrs, the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
White House officials and Congressional members and aides. If you and any MoD officials
would like to receive a confidential briefing, | should be mest pleased to make the necessary
arrangements.

Yours sincerely




For Immediate Release
The Disclosure Project, April 30, 2001,
Contact:

Alfred Webre 604-733-8134
Dr. Steven Greer 540-456-8302

BACKGROUND BRIEFING POINTS FOR
CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS & LEGISLATION

The Disclosure Project is a non-profit research effort that has, since 1993, been identifying top-secret
military, government and other witnesses to UFO and Extraterrestrial events.

To date, several hundred such witnesses have been identified throughout the world and spanning every
branch of the armed services, the NRO, DIA, CIA, NASA, the former USSR, and other agencies and
countries. Over 100 have been videotaped, thus far; 70 have been transcribed into edited testimony. A
four hour videotape summary of testimony and an over 500 page briefing document is available that
contains excerpts of this historic testimony.

The weight of this testimony, along with supporting government documents and other evidence,
establishes beyond any doubt the reality of extraterrestrial life forms, UFQs, or extraterrestrial vehicles,
and advanced energy and propulsion technologies resulting from the study of these vehicles.

The testimony and evidence proves that these vehicles have been tracked on radar on many occasion,
have landed and/or crashed on terra firma, and have been retrieved and studied by specialized and
compartmentalized projects. Advanced technologies which have been identified from the study of these
vehicles, once disclosed, will replace currently used forms of energy generation and propulsion. These
technologies will enable the earth to attain a sustainable civilization without pollution, energy shortages,
or global warming. These technologies are already fully operational. They have been developed within
super-secret, unacknowledged special access projects. In short, the definitive solution to the world’s
energy, pollution, and poverty problems exists within compartmentalized projects that need planned
disclosure and relevant legislation.

The programs controlling this issue are operating outside of legally required Congressional oversight.
Even Presidents have been left out of the loop, deliberately deceived, and denied access. Therefore,
urgent action is needed on the part of Congress, the White House, and other institutions to obtain the
necessary oversight and control of these operations to ensure that these now-classified technologies are
prepared for disclosure and the eventual near-term application for world cooperative energy generation
and propulsion.

A clear and on-going threat to the national security and world peace has arisen because of unauthorized
covert actions that have led to the targeting and downing of these extraterrestrial vehicles and to related
covert plans to weaponize space. Since it can be proven that we are sharing space with other civilizations,
it is critical that a full disclosure of this long suppressed information take place, and that the National
Missile Defense System (NMD/BMD/SDL.) be re-evaluated by policy makers in light of these revelations.

There is no evidence that these extraterrestrial civilizations are hostile to humanity or the earth. Rather,
the testimony shows that they are very concerned about nuclear and space-based weapons systems, and
human warfare. Therefore, a cooperative world policy and law must be immediately established to
prohibit the targeting and striking of these vehicles.
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Urgent Congressional, White House and UN action is needed to allow any and all witnesses to testify
under oath so that a full, honest and open disclosure may occur this year, 2001, including witnesses with
high level security clearances.

A US Presidential Executive Order is needed to protect these military, govemment,:and other witnesses,
and to declassify secret projects and their related technologies. '

The world community needs to research and develop diplomatic programs and protocols, laws and
treaties to address this issue and to interface with these civilizations in a manner that is peaceful, non-
violent and mutually beneficial.

WE, THE PEOPLE, CALL ON THE U.S. CONGRESS;

*To hold open, secrecy-free hearings on the UFO/Extraterrestrial presence on and around Earth.

*To hold open hearings on advanced energy and propulsion systems related to the subject that, when
publicly released, will provide solutions to global environmental and other challenges.

*To enact legislation which will ban all space-based weapons.

*To enact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space peacefully and cooperatively
with all cultures on Earth and in space.

Witnesses will present the reality and implications of these issues at a Press Briefing on:

Wednesday, May 9, 2001
8 - 9 AM - Continental Breakfast;
9:00 AM - 11:00 AM - Press Conference

The National Press Club Ballroom
529 14" Street NW, 13™ Floor
Washington, DC

The Press Briefing will include:
Overview by Dr. Greer, Witness Presentations; Release of Statement for Congress; Questions

For those members of the press that cannot be in Washington for this historic press conference, you may
also view the news conference on the Intemnet since it will be WEBCAST LIVE on May 9™ from 9 to 11
a.m. EDT at the following web site:

Further information including a Disclosure Executive Briefing Document Summary will be forthcoming
on the web at: www.disclosureproject.org prior to the Press Conference.




For Immediate Release
Contact:
Alfred Webre 604-733-8134
Dr. Steven Greer 540-456-8302

Wednesday, May 9™ 2001
8 - 9 AM - Continental Breakfast
9:00 AM - 11:00 AM - Press conference

The National Press Club Ballroom
529 14™ Street NW, 13" Floor
Washington, DC

MILITARY, GOVERNMENT WITNESSES TO
PROVIDE TESTIMONY ON UFO/EXTRATERRESTRIAL PRESENCE;
CONGRESSIONAL LEGISLATION SOUGHT

On Wednesday, May 9" over twenty military, intelligence, government, corporate and scientific
witnesses will come forward at the National Press Club in Washington, DC to establish the
reality of UFOs or extraterrestrial vehicles, extraterrestrial life forms, and resulting advanced
energy and propulsion technologies. The weight of this first-hand testimony, along with
supporting government documentation and other evidence, will establish without any doubt the
reality of these phenomena, according to Dr. Steven M. Greer, director of the Disclosure Project
which is hosting the event.

The Disclosure Project, a non-profit research organization, is calling for open Congressional
hearings on the UFO/Extraterrestrial presence, and for legislation that will ban space-based
weapons. Congressmnal hearmgs were last held in 1968 by the House Science and Astronautics
Committee (90" Congress, 2* Session, Committee Print No. 7. “Symposium on Unidentified
Flying Objects.”)

The Pro'ject has identified several hundred witnesses throughout the world

branch of the armed services, the National Reconnaissance Office (NRO), DIA, CIA, NASA,

Russia,_UK, and other agencies and countries. Over 100 have been videotaped,

70 have been transcribed into edited testimony. Videotaped summary of the testimony and an in-
depth briefing document with witness transcripts will be available at the press conference.

Among the witnesses attending the event are: John Callahan, former Division Chief of the
Accidents and Investigations Branch, FAA; Master Sergeant Dan Morris, former US Air Force
and NRO operative with cosmic top secret clearance; Dr. Carol Rosin, space missile defense
consultant and former spokesperson for Wernher Von Braun; Major George A. Filer II1, former
Air Force Intelligence, Graham Bethune, retired Navy commander pilot with a top-secret



Press Release Cont.: MILITARY, GOVERNMENT WITNESSES TO PROVIDE
TESTIMONY ON UFO/EXTRATERRESTRIAL PRESENCE...

- Page2-

clearance; Michael Smith, former Air Traffic Controller, US Air Force; Sergeant Clifford Stone,
United States Army; Lt. Col. Robert Salas, former SAC Launch Controller, US Air Force and
FAA.

Participants in this phase of the disclosure effort are asking for Congressional, White House and
UN action to allow witnesses to testify under oath in open hearings. The group is requesting a
Presidential Executive Order to protect witnesses afraid of violating security oaths and to
declassify documents and secret projects for the benefit of all world citizens.

“These testimonies establish once and for all that we are not alone. Technologies related to
extraterrestrial phenomena are capable of providing solutions to the global energy crisis, and
other environmental and security challenges,” says Dr. Greer.

The Disclosure team and selected witnesses will be meeting with members of Congress and
conducting briefings to address these issues and call for legislation.

For those members of the press that cannot be in Washington for this historic press conference,
you may also view the news conference on the Internet since it will be WEBCAST LIVE on
May 9" from 9 to 11 a.m. EDT at the following web site:

http://www.connectlive.com/events/disclosureproject

Further information including a Disclosure Executive Briefing Document Summary will be
forthcoming on the web at: www.disclosureproject.org prior to the Press Conference.

The Press Briefing will include:
Overview by Dr. Greer; Witness Presentations;
Release of Statement for Congress; Questions

The Disclosure Project: April 30, 2001




DISCLOSURE AND 9/11

AN ANALYSIS BY

DISCLOSURE PROJECT DIRECTOR STEVEN M. GREER M.D.

As we mourn the tragic loss of precious life on September 11, and as we all pray for
justice and peace in the world, let us also rededicate our lives to the task of creating a
world in which those atrocious and evil acts can never be repeated. Let us pray for the
world and our nation and ask that Providence guide our leaders and protect our soldiers
as we unite to create a safe and just world.

Having lived in the Middle East for 3 years, during which time I saw first hand the
madness and horror of terrorism, I have no illusions about the scale of the problem we are
facing: Those who live in the utmost bigotry, religious fanaticism and evil, bloodthirsty
hatred are seldom reached by reason. Those few rabid dogs who threaten the whole of
humanity must be restrained, and if necessary put down.

But we must distinguish between short - term remedies, however necessary, and long-
term cures. To avert an even graver cataclysm, great care must be taken, and we need to
look deeply at the larger causes of the sickness that visited New York and Washington on
9/11.

I have been asked what relation the Disclosure Project may have to the healing of this
consuming and potentially lethal illness that has afflicted humanity in this, the
millennium of peace. Is the Disclosure Project relevant in this new world?

Yes, more than ever.

For nearly 10 years we have been meeting with senior CIA, Pentagon and political
figures, advocating a general disclosure on so-called UFOs, Extraterrestrial Intelligence
and related energy and propulsion systems currently held by illegal, 'classified' projects.
These projects, unsupervised by the Congress or President, are illegal, rogue, shadowy
operations that are a direct threat to both short term and long-term national and world
security concerns. Their 'black’ funding status deprives genuine security, intelligence and
military programs of much needed support and technological resources. And they are
withholding from valid, legal projects the new technologies that could both prevent and
intercept the catastrophe of 9/11.

The valid, true, legal government of We The People is deprived of both technologies and
funding that could have prevented the massive national security and intelligence failure
that led to the events of 9/11. While conventional and legal programs are starved for
staffing and new technologies, clandestine and rogue black projects are awash in upwards
of $100 Billion per year. Largely privatized, these operations have both the means and
the technologies to have prevented 9/11. And yet they did nothing.




Why? Because they do not exist. Consider these words of Sen. Inouye: "There exists a
shadowy Government with its own Air Force, its own Navy, its own fundraising
mechanism, and the ability to pursue its own ideas of the national interest, free from all
checks and balances, and free from the law itself."

In the unacknowledged world of such projects (see the book 'Disclosure’ by this author)
there exist the technologies to monitor, intercept and penetrate the terrorist cells of
Osama bin Laden and others. But this is a case of not just the left hand not knowing what
the right hand is doing: the left hand does not even know the right hand exists.

Such ‘'shadowy' projects hide within the vast bureaucracy of government, military
intelligence, corporate, laboratory and institute operations in the U.S. and abroad -
compartmented away from the public, the Congress and usually even the President, CIA
Director and Secretary of Defense. The Disclosure Project has penetrated these projects,
obtained testimony, code names and facility locations. The illegal nature of such projects,
their highly compartmented nature and their large financial resources prevents normal
oversight and control by the government of the people. They are able to avoid detection,
work in compartmented cells funded by clandestine sources and evade interception by
even skilled investigators in the Congress, Department of Defense and CIA. Indeed, their
modus operandi are not dissimilar from the very terrorist cells we are trying to penetrate
and neutralize.

Let no one interpret this as an indictment of 'The Government', 'The CIA', 'The Pentagon'
etc. On the contrary, the point is that the conventional, legal government, military and
intelligence community are for the most part the first victims of these operations, not the
perpetrators. In fact, in meetings with the head of Intelligence for the Joint Chiefs of
Staff (J-2), the head of the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) and the Director of the
CIA, I have learned first hand of their frustration and horror at the unchecked power of
these rogue operations that undermine our security and make a mockery of the rule of law
and the constitution, as Sen. Inouye correctly observed. I am sure 99%+ of the
conventional government, military and intelligence community are not only denied
access to these projects, but are victimized, blind-sided and hindered by them.

In short, The Disclosure Project stands ready to provide Congressional and other
government investigators with the insider witnesses who can expose these operations and
put them back under the control of the legitimate government - where they can do the
people some good. I have little doubt that such projects possess - and are withholding
from the legal government - the means to prevent another 9/11.

Beyond this, in 1994 Dick D'Amato, then senior counsel to the Senate Appropriations
Committee, told me personally that with a subpoena power and a top secret clearance, he
could not penetrate such rogue projects - and that somewhere between $40 billion and
$80 billion per year were going into such unsupervised operations. And that was in 1994
dollars! In the zero sum game of government budgets, this means today upwards of $100
billion per year is being siphoned off into operations of dubious value, which do not
benefit - and may erode - our national security.



The operational readiness and competence of our intelligence and military community are
being undermined by such 'shadowy’ projects - and yet after 10 years of meetings with
our leaders in Washington, at the U.N. and in other countries, we still see that nothing is
being done about it. We the people, the media and the armed services must demand a
change, before it is really too late. OQur government, our nation, the people and our
courageous men and women in the military and intelligence community need and deserve
better. We must stand-down these rogue projects and give back to the people and the
people's representatives the means to protect and defend our nation and the civilized
world.

But these near-term concerns, though grave, are subordinate to a larger, more
fundamental problem: Clandestine projects, largely privatized in the contracting sector of
shadowy corporate/government operations, are withholding from the public the definitive
cure for the underlying illness: Oil.

We have hundreds of witnesses whose testimony, government documents and related
evidence will prove that UFOs exist - and that some of them are made by humans using
extraordinary breakthroughs in physics, energy generation and propulsion. In short, the
technologies needed to replace the internal combustion engine and fossil fuels already
exist in these clandestine projects - projects that we the people have paid for.

Make no mistake about it: We have not needed oil, and especially Mid-east oil, for
decades, and we can prove it. And yet the cornerstone of our foreign policy and presence
in that troubled region has been directed at securing cheap, abundant and reliable supplies
of oil. Again, the conventional government, diplomats, Congressional leaders and so
forth are completely unaware of the existence of these new energy and propulsion
systems. So they blindly pursue policies to ensure the continued safe supply of that
noxious stuff that runs the entire western economy. Unaware of these clandestine
projects- projects that hide behind a bogus claim of national security- our leaders do the
best they can, with both hands tied behind their backs and a blindfold over both eyes.

This is not to excuse in any way the evil, monstrous and inhuman acts of Osama bin
Laden or others of his ilk. There can be no rationalizing such horrific deeds. But we can
understand it: Why him, why us, why now: why.

Fanatics like bin Laden are hell-bent on running America out of the Middle East because
they view our presence there as a virtual invasion of their land, culture and values. They
view us as an imperial power colonizing their region in order to secure cheap oil, and it is
resented. To a lesser extent, they are concerned about our support for Israel, but bin
Laden himself has made it very clear in numerous speeches that their main concern is
getting the US out of Saudi Arabia, the land containing the most holy sites in the Islamic
world. For decades, our foreign and military policy- whether in Saudi Arabia, Iraq, Iran
or elsewhere- has been driven by our strategic oil and energy interests.

As we learned on 9/11, the price of oil has been much higher than we thought.



‘While never condoning the evil deeds of bin Laden et al, we must recognize that such
malevolence does not evolve in a vacuum. The milieu that gave rise to such atrocities
must be understood and corrected.

The good news is that the Disclosure Project can prove that we have a replacement for
oil, coal and conventional energy. In a decade we could reach energy independence: bin
Laden et al may keep their oil, for we will not need it.

For 50 years, America and the world have had their destiny hijacked by rogue, shadowy

projects that have abused the national security act to suppress these energy and
propulsion systems. Our foreign policy, oil and energy policy and environmental policy
have all been driven by what is hidden in clandestine projects. Our leaders, scientists,
policy makers and the people have not known that the definitive solution to the world's
energy, environmental and poverty problems have been stolen from us. It is time we take
them back.

Things called UFOs have been seen for decades. What are they, where are they from,
how do they work. In these answers lie the solution to the world geo-political crisis, third
world poverty, oil, pollution and many other pressing concerns, We have the answers. Is
anybody listening?

The events of 9/11 are truly tragic: they were preventable. Operationally, we could have
and should have intercepted that mission of terror - if only our good and courageous men
and women in the military and intelligence world had the resources stolen by rogue
projects. And the root cause of the problem - our il policy and dominant presence in the
Middle East- is a problem of our own making. We have allowed these 'shadowy' projects
to grow and they have taken from us the definitive solution to the oil and energy crisis.

An old Chinese saying states that 'Unless we change directions, we are likely to end up
where we are going...". As we look at where we are going, can anyone question that we
must change directions - and soon?

The Disclosure Project is dedicated to bringing forth the information and top-secret
government witnesses so that these rogue programs are returned to the government of the
people. We are dedicated to disclosing these energy and propulsion systems that will give
us the means to become energy independent. This is a tide that will lift all boats. This is
the beginning of a new chapter in human history.

So as we remember those fallen on 9/11, let us see through our tears to a course of action.
Let our actions be our remembrance. Let our actions bring forth the means for opening a
new chapter in human history - one of abundance, justice, equality and peace. All that
we need has been given - and again stolen - from us. Do we have the courage to bring it
forth?



The day those terrible events occurred in New York and Washington, T vowed that we
must redouble our efforts to disclose the truth. And more: to start a project to disclose and
build those new energy and propulsion technologies to forever replace our need for oil.
Picase join us if you can help. Our actions to build the world anew will be the most fitting
memorial to those innocents who left this world on 9/11.

Steven M. Greer MD

Director, The Disclosure Project
www.disclosureproject.org
September 27, 2001

Albemarle County, Virginia



From: -ﬂ@ orate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 3 ]
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207

Your Reference
Qur Reference
outh Kensington D/DAS/64/3 &~
London Date
29 October 2001

Thank you for your letter dated 14 October 2001. I am afraid that this office does not
recruit MOD civil servants directly or deal with matters relating to personnel vacancies. T suggest
you write, enclosing your CV to:

CB(Pers)B

Room 411

St.Giles Court

1-13 St.Giles High Street
London

WC2H 8LD

You may also wish to to look for job vacancies in the MOD at your local employment
office. I should emphasize, however, that joining the civil service as a MOD employee would be no
guarantee of a posting to the Directorate of Air Staff. I hope this is helpful.
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South Kensington

CHARACTER |
. Decisive ‘
. Determined
. Confident
. Persistent
. Logical
. Methodical
. Direct
EMPLOYMENT

QUALIFICATIONS

FURTHER EDUCATION

LEISURE INTERESTS
Space, Astronomy, the Sea, Countryside, Music, Reading, Science Fiction, Cinema




Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P

From:
Directw (Lower Airspace) 3 O

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 3000
(Fax)
Your Reference
Qur Reference
o B/]t)AS/64/3
; ate
gﬁ“s or 24 October 2001

Further to our letter of 24 September, I am now able to give substantive answers to the questions
contained in your letter of 26 August. Please accept my apologies for the delay in replying,

1 will answer your questions in the same order as your letter.

L. ‘UFOQ’ sightings reported to the MOD are examined only to see if they provide evidence of
an incursion into UK airspace by unauthorised or hostile military aircraft. Once it is established
that there is no such evidence, no further investigations are made and the report is placed on our
files. These reports are not passed to any other department, organisation or agency.

2. We are aware that many people have reported seeing various phenomena and may be
willing to take an oath as to their experiences. However, the integrity of UK airspace is
maintained by continuous surveillance by the RAF and the MOD and any potential threat is
responded to at the time. We are confident that the procedures we have in place are sufficient for
our defence role and there is therefore no need for us to review these testimonies.

3. All significant intrusions in to UK airspace are identified.

4. The UK air defence system has not detected craft with flight characteristics cutside of
normal parameters.

5. Anything detected that is considered to pose a threat will be investigated.

6. With the start of the introduction of the Freedom of Information Act next year, this
department, in common with other Government departments, will be examining what material we
hold and what information may be released to the public. Both the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information and the Freedom of Information Act encourage the release of as much
information as possible and members of the public are able to request information which has. not
already been released. Information is only withheld if, for instance, it would cause harm to



defence. With regard to your comment as the classification of UFO data, you may wish to be
aware that we know of no material which is classified Top Secret.

Yours sincerely,
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Your Ref: D/DAS/64/3

Re MOD Policy towards Unidentified Flying Objects
26/08/01

o SRR
Thank you for your letter of 20" August in reply to my earlier letter of 30% July concerning

unidentified flying objects. It was most helpful in explaining current MOD policy on this subject
there are however a number of points I would like to make.

1. As the MOD has “no expertise or role in respect of UFO/flying saucer matters” please can you
advise as to what departments, organisations, agencies that you pass such matters over to or
interface with and points of contact.

2. You state that the MOD knows of no evidence, which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena. I simply cannot agree with this statement, there are thousands of witnesses out there
some of whom are willing to testify on oath and that would stand up in any democratic court of law
as evidence. Many accounts are also cross and multi corroborative and conclusively state the
existence of exterrestrial life forms, and craft.

The fact is the evidence is out there, has the MOD had the chance to review the Washington
evidence presented?

3. Surely any competent air defence system with significant resources and expertly trained morizat [
its disposal must beable to IDENTIFY ALL significant intrusions into its airspace? — W& ,

X

4. Is the MOD aware of any identified or unidentified craft that penetrate UK airspace but hav, oy
flight characteristics well outside of normal parameters? vJ o MK A 3{‘””‘ has ‘?7 ¢
5. You state that “ no UFO reported to us has revealed such a threat”

¢ Butsurely UFO’S/ETV’s are a potential threat after all some may be operated by external non

- UK military sources (Replicated Craft) as well as by ET"s!
This I would say makes it critical that all such craft ARE IDENTIFIED and reported in detail, i
and considered a potential threat to UK security. N«qgfa'uf) dodestah  Urud it Comsyolered,
Fa N T S L VR NNT. O

6. Does the MOD have any plans to make UFO reporting data more readily available to the public?
The trouble with the freedom of information act is that all the interesting stuff is exempted under
the code, and thus kept hidden from the public- so it is still possible for extreme secrecy to prevail
on this subject and undermine democracy.
I don’t see why in this day and age UFO data should be classified as Top Secret in so many cases.

DAS

wainel

i
e

i
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Fromﬁctorﬂe of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020" 8 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

Qur Reference

Winsford D/DAS/64/3 &
Cheshire Date
2 4-September 2001

Do R

[ am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 26 August concerning MOD Policy towards
“unidentified flying objects”.

We aim to reply to all letters within four working weeks from date of receipt. However, due to
administrative difficulties, T am afraid that we are unable to respond within this timescale.

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

Yowrs S‘.v\&fdv)




Your Ref. D/DAS/64/3

Re MOD Policy towards Unidentified Flying Objects

26/08/01

Thank you for your letter of 20™ August in reply to my earlier letter of 30 July concerning
unidentified flying objects. It was most helpful in explaining current MOD policy on this subject
there are however a number of points I would like to make.

1. As the MOD has “no expertise or role in respect of UFO/flying saucer matters” please can you
advise as to what departments, organisations, agencies that you pass such matters over to or
interface with and points of contact.

2. You state that the MOD knows of no evidence, which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena. I simply cannot agree with this statement, there are thousands of witnesses out there
some of whom are willing to testify on oath and that would stand up in any democratic court of law
as evidence. Many accounts are also cross and multi corroborative and conclusively state the
existence of exterrestrial life forms, and craft.

The fact is the evidence is out there, has the MOD had the chance to review the Washington
evidence presented?

3. Surely any competent air defence system with significant resources and expertly trained people at
its disposal must beable to IDENTIFY ALL significant intrusions into its airspace?

4. Ts the MOD aware of any identified or unidentified craft that penetrate UK airspace but have
flight characteristics well outside of normal parameters?

5. You state that “ no UFO reported to us has revealed such a threat”

But surely UFO’s/ETV’s are a potential threat after all some may be operated by external non
UK military sources (Replicated Craft) as well as by ET’s!

This I would say makes it critical that all such craft ARE IDENTIFIED and reported in detail,
and considered a potential threat to UK security.

6. Does the MOD have any plans to make UFO reporting data more readily available to the public?
The trouble with the freedom of information act is that all the interesting stuff is exempted under
the code, and thus kept hidden from the public- so it is still possible for extreme secrecy to prevail
on this subject and undermine democracy.

I don’t see why in this day and age UFO data should be classified as Top Secret in so many cases.

DAS
'iOZNo .
3t AL(‘ 2001 :
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PRIVATE & CONFIDENTIAL

!1rectorate o! !!r Staff (Lower Airspace),

Operations & Policy 1

Ministry Of Defence,

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



orate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2%
, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218

v

Your Reference
Darlington 8?[5&5%2%02/
Durha
* ! :' Datg
24 October 2001

o

Thank you for your recent letter. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

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

Reports from members of the public of sightings are usually made to Police stations, RAF
stations and air traffic control centres and are then forwarded to this office. There is also an
answerphone in this office where sighting reports can be left. The reports, some of which may be
very brief and vague, are considered, as necessary, in consultation with air defence experts to see if
they represent any evidence of a potential military threat to the UK. All sighting reports are kept on
file within this office for future reference.

In your letter you asked for any files on the subject of ‘UFOs’. As is the case with other
government files, MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and
1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally remain closed from public viewing
for 30 years afier the last action has been taken. It was generally the case that before 1967 all
“UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject
to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in
this subject "UFO" report files are now routinely preserved. Files from between 1967-1971, along
with any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive, are already available for
examination by members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,
Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1972 onwards will be routinely released to the Public
Record Office at the 30 year point.



With regard to the release of information from the files not yet available in the Public
Record Office, the Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the existing Code of Practice
on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information
unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade an individual’s privacy, or
if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information
requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in
the Code. If'you are interested in a limited amount of material from these files, for instance, you
have a particular date or sighting in mind, then we may be able to be of further assistance.

I hope this is helpful.

%um S 10
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From: mtorate of Air Staff 4a (LA—Ops & Pol 1),

Room ’ 2.
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 8
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 58P
Telephone (Direct dial} 0207 218 2140
(Fax)
Your Reference
Qur Reference

D/DAS/64/3 &

Date
24 October 2001

Thank you for your two letters dated 10 October 2001, which were sent to this office. We
are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified
flying objects’.

As requested, please find enclosed a number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident
that have recently been released under the Code of Practice on Access of Government Information,
Some have been sanitised to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with the Ministry
of Defence. Three documents have been withheld under Exemption 2 of the Code which relates
to “internal opinion advice, recommendation, consultation and deliberation”.

If you are unhappy with the decision to withhold documentation and wish to appeal against
this decision, you should write in the first instance to Ministry of Defence, D Info Exp, Room 819-
B, St.Giles Court, 1-13 St.Giles High Street, London, WC2H 8LD, requesting that the decision be
reviewed. If following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask a Member of
Parliament to take up the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the
Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will not, however, consider an
investigation until the internal review process has been completed.

>{)ul§ S j o/



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Ms A\ Sec RefNo  “HLC  pgng
Date lo U—'\QQ‘
The Secretary of State / __ has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on
extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

__As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

g‘“ Uthgaccur y of your branch records on correspondence will be
110MNe. operformed throughout the year.

Y B"T 2001
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From: I:i:ctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73 2
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 9"
Main-Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Mdsle
Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
7o _M

Your Reference

Our Refs
SRS BAR”

Date
USA 23 October 2001

-

Thank you for your e-mail dated 26 September 2001, which was passed to this office,
concerning research you are doing for the Discovery Channel in the US. on 2 show about
«ynidentified flying objects”. We are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating
to ‘UFOs’.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
wunidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of 2
potential threat, and to date no 'UFQ' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt
to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters of
to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates
the existence of these alleged phenomena. 1 am afraid, therefore, that due to our limited interest in
these matters, we do not recommend witnesses of “‘UFO’ sightings or “UFQ’ organisations. 1am
sorry to send what I know will be & disappointing reply.

%u(& wavl:)
40
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To D@ﬁg@a RefNo 7t06 . /2001

Date_ 23 So6t &),

The Secretary of State / __ has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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T Secure Connection -
Demon ministers.demon.co.uk

Message: :

Originally from: |Originally to:  [public

Date: , ep 2001 17:33:29 -0400

Subject: Info

Hello

My name isand I am doing research for the Discovery Channel in
the US on & shoW'about'“U.F.0s. I am attempting to find some credible
information regrading witnesses /persons from England scene in the show . I was
wondering if your organization could be of assistance or prehapse point me to

other sources that would have access or knowledge in this area. You can contact
me by my telephone number or by mail.

Thanks in Adance

NNaiila -MaG()Slll Usa

Demon Internet Home Page

https://web.mail. demon. net/cgi-bin/webmail. cgi 27/09/01



q@ torate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) Zé

From:
Operations-an olicy 1, Room 6/73
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP
Metropol. Telephone  (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)
Your Reference
Qur Ref
DDAS/B4 Ao
Lichfield
Date
> October 2001

- S

Thank you for your letter dated 6 September 2001, which was passed to this office. We
are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to “unidentified flying objects.’

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

Reports from members of the public of sightings are usually made to Police stations, RAF
stations and air traffic control centres and are then forwarded to this office. Members of the public
sometimes telephone this office directly to report a sighting. The reports, which are usually very
brief and vague, are considered, as necessary, in consultation with air defence advisers within the
MOD, and a decision is taken as to whether what was seen represents a threat to the security of the
UK. Sightings reports are kept on file within this office for future reference.

L attach for your information a list of all reports of 'unidentified flying objects’ reported to
the Ministry of Defence for the year 2000 along with a map of their geographical spread
throughout the United Kingdom. I should however emphasise that these figures relate to reported
sightings of unidentifiable aerial activity; the vast majority of which will have mundane explanations
such as aircraft lights, weather balloons etc...

Finally, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it
remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

I hope you find this useful for your project. .
oull 5




REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS ' TO MOD

2000
01/061/00 [Tenbury Wells Shropshire
03/01/00 |Evanton RossShire
04/01/00 [Oxford Oxfordshire
05/01/00 [Swindon Wiltshire
09/01/00 [Crewe Cheshire
09/01/00 |Barnstable Devon
12/01/00 [Bootle Merseyside
13/01/00 [Motherwell Strathclyde
14/01/00 |Guildford Surrey
17/01/00 |Cottesmore Leicestershire
17/01/00 |Dumdries Dumfries & Galloway
19/01/00 |Birmingham
20/01/00 |Balgonie Fife
21/01/00 [Scuthampton Hampshire
21/01/00 [Balgonie Fife
23/01/00 [Spalding Lincolnshire
23/01/00 [Birmingham
29/01/00 [Dibden, Nr Southampton
01/02/00 |Colchester
01/02/00 [Dundee
02/02/00 |{Melksham
02/02/00 |Huil
06/02/00 [Bideford North Devon
10/02/00 |Leeds
11/02/00 [Banff
11/02/00 |Aberdeen Scotland
11/02/00 |Bowness-on-Windermere |Cumbria
13/02/00 |Pontefract West Yorkshire
13/02/00 |Bradford
13/02/00 |Leeds
14/02/00 |Balgonie
19/02/00 |Little Town West Yorkshire
20/02/00 |Mitcham Surrey
23/02/00 [Edinburgh
25/02/00 [Newport, Wales
26/02/00 Halloway, London
01/03/00 |Bradford West Yorkshire
03/03/00 [Southampton Hampshire
03/03/00 [Wirral
07/03/00 Wellingborough
14/03/00 [Wythenshawe Manchester
16/03/00 [Darfington
17/03/00 (Blairgowrie Tayside
18/03/00 [Pickering North Yorkshire
18/03/00 |Falmouth Cornwali
20/03/00 [Leeds Yorkshire
20/03/00 |Wainford Suffolk
25/03/00 |Leeds
25/03/00 [Oxforg




REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS ' TO MOD

2000
28/03/00 [Weshpodl, Powys
31/03/00 |Birmingham
04/04/00 [Bury
05/04/00 [Barnettsby Lincolnshire
07/04/00 |Belierby Leyburn
13/04/00 [Cross Keys Newport
16/04/00 [Manchester Lancashire
16/04/00 |Leeds Yorkshire
17/04/00 |Meppershall Bedfordshire
25/04/00 {Whitby Yorkshire
01/05/00 |Marlow Bottom Bucks
08/05/00 |Glasgow
21/05/00 [Havant Hants
28/05/00 Oxon
28/05/00 [Sittingbourne Kent
29/05/00 |Gravesend Kent
05/06/00 |Oxon
05/06/00 |Great Yarmouth
06/06/00 |Dursley Gloucester
10/06/00 [Lowestoft
11/06/00 [Leeds
13/06/00 |Bolton
17/06/00 [Leven Fife
17/06/00 [North Crawley
18/06/00 |Brighton
21/06/00 |Bradford
22/06/00 [Fife
23/06/00 |Felixstowe
23/06/00 [lkley West Yorkshire
25/08/00 |London
26/06/00 [Derby
01/07/00 {Putney
02/07/00 |Wirral
03/07/00 |Leeds
08/07/00 [High Harrogate North Yorkshire
Q9/07/00 {London
09/07/00 |Northwich Cheshire
09/07/00 |Northwich Cheshire
17/07/00 |Leeds
17/07/00 [Stranraer Dumfries & Galloway
18/07/00 |Leegomery
21/07/00 North Devon
22/07/00 |Crewe
22/07/00 |Birkenhead
27/07/00 |Hounslow Middlesex
27/07/00 |Salisbury Wiltshire
31/07/00 [London
01/08/00 [Bradford West Yorkshire
01/08/00 |Cardiff Vale of Glamorgan
05/08/00 |Leeds
06/08/00 |NrWare Herts




REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS ' TO MOD

2000
06/08/00 [Rainham Kent
06/08/00 [Southfield Hampshire
08/08/00 |Carlisle
11/08/00 [Hastings Sussex
16/08/00 |Forest Hill London
18/08/00 [Fishpond Bristol
18/08/00 |Forest Hill London
20/08/00 [Callington Cornwall
20/08/00 |High Wycombe Bucks
21/08/00 [Burgess Hill West Sussex
24/08/00 |Ravenstone Northants
26/08/00 |Gwynedd
27/08/00 |Runcorn Cheshire
29/08/00 |Glasgow
31/08/00 [Norwich Norfaik
02/09/00 |Blackwood Gwent
03/09/00 |Nr Aidershot Hampshire
07/09/00 [Seddiescome Nr Hastings
09/09/00 |E Hunsbury Northampton
10/09/00 |Eggham Surrey
10/09/00 [Basildan
12/09/00 |ilford Essex
14/09/00 |Leeds
16/09/00 |Leeds
16/09/00 |Ellesmere Shropshire
24/09/00 Cheltenham
24/08/00 [Twickenham Middlesex
24/09/00 {Wembley Middlesex
25/09/00 [Highbridge Somerset
27/09/00 |Ramsgate Kent
30/09/00 [Wirral Cheshire
04/10/00 Finchley
16/10/00 |Ramsgate
16/10/00 |Washington Tyne & Wear
17/10/00 [Keswick Cumbria
17/10/00 |Leeds
18/10/00 |Southalf London
18/10/00 [lverheath Buckinghamshire
18/10/00 |Langley Slough
19/10/00 |Upminster Essex
20/10/00 Waest Sussex
20/10/00 |Partick Glasgow
20/10/00 [Huddersfield
21/10/00 [Barry '
21/10/00 |Liverpool
23/10/00 |Perth
23/10/00 liford Essex
23/10/00 [Crawley Sussex
26/10/00 |Lowestoft
30/10/00 [Ballynure County Antrim, N Ireland
30/10/00 |London




REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS ' TQO MOD

2000
01/11/00 |Dartford Kent
02/11/00 [Rowsley Matlock
03/11/00 [Scunthorpe
03/11/00 Nr Banbury
05/11/00 [Penmacho
07/11/00 |Stourport-on-Severn West Midlands
10/11/00 [Twickenham Middlesex
11/11/00 [Hook RG27 SNE
14/11/00 [Howden Yorks
14/11/00 [Berrynarbor North Devon
15/11/00 |[Crowmand Lincolnshire
15/11/00 {London
17/111/00 |Taffs Well Wales
23/11/00 |Trehafod South Wales
23/11/00 [Huntsmead
24/11/00 [Perth
24/11/00 |Rochester Kent
28/11/00 [Skipton North Yorkshire
28/11/00 {Shipston-on-Stour Warwickshire
29/11/00 |Dereham Narfolk
02/12/00 |Wheatley Oxfordshire
02/12/00 |Harralott, Devon
03/12/00 |London
07/12/00 |St.Mawgan
08/12/00 |[Fradden
10/12/00 |Thorpe Bay Essex
14/12/00 |Leeds
15/12/00 |Bereton
16/12/00 |Dursley Gloucestershire
22/12/00 [Blackpool
29/12/00 |Nr Mold, Flintshire North Wales
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Lichfield

6/9/01

Dear I:I

I am doing a project on UFO’s and aliens as port of
my G.C.S.E English and would be most grateful for any
information you could let me have so that I can include it my work.

Yours Sincerel

DAS
(021
25 SEP 2001



From:m Wtorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) Ops & 26
Pol 1, Room 6

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone  (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)
/]
Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 &—

Date
1 60ctober 2001

Deac

Thank you for your two letters, dated 31 September and 1 October, respectively. As requested,
please find enclosed a number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident that have recently been
released under the Code of Practice on Access of Government Information. Some have been
sanitised to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with the Ministry of Defence.

yom $




!atley,

West Yorkshire,

v G ©

E-mail:
Tele:
Date:1.10-

I wonder can you possibly be of some assistance. I have read recently in the press that the
Ministry of Defence has released a number of files relating to the alleged UFO incidents
outside of RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. A colleague of mine has given me your
address in the hope that you might be able to assist me in obtaining copies of these files.

If you could supply copies of all of the files in question conceming this incident [ would
be extremely grateful and they will be invaluable for my on-going research into this
incident.

I look forward to hearing from vou in due course.

Yours Sincerely,

Titis] search Association.




Batley,
West Yorkshire

2ons ST O

E-mail:
Tele
Date: 31.9.01-

Dear Sir/Madam,

I wonder could you possibly be of some assistance. I have read recently in the press that
the Ministry of Defence has recently released several files containing quite a number of
documents which are related to the alleged UFO sighting in and around RAF Woodbridge
in 1980.

I would therefore respectfully like to request a copy of all of these recently released
documents in order to assist with my continued research into this subject.

I would like to thank you for your kind co-operation with this request and I look forward
to receiving the documents in guestion in due course.

Yours Sincerely,

arch Association.
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24,

N
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/71, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,
London, WC2N 5BP.

irectorate Air Staff (Lower Airspace) Ops + Pol

Telephone {Direct dial)
(Switchbaard)
(Fax}

Your Reference

QOur Reference

D/DAS6473
Great Yarmouth Date
Norfolk 15 October 2001

I would like to acknowledge receipt and thank you for your recent letter to the Directorate of Air
Staff, written in reply to ours of 10 September.

Yours sincerely,

e ok i) g ,

SR i s

s T i
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N SBP
Telephone  (Direct diaf) I

(Switchboard) [-DZ0 7218 8000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/D S/64,
teat Yarmout
Norfolk 10 September 2001

I am writing with reference to your letters of 30 August and 2 September concerning ‘unidentified
flying objects”. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to ‘UFQOs.”

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

In your letter of 2 September you commented on the article in the Eastern Daily Press about the
alleged ‘UFQ’ incident in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980. When the Ministry of
Defence was informed of these events, all available substantiated evidence was looked at, in the
usual manner, by those within the MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The
Jjudgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air defences
had occurred on the nights in question. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of
defence concern no further investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of
allegations have subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over
the last 20 years which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by this
Department was incorrect. A number of papers concerning these events have recently been
released to members of the public under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information and these were what were referred to in the newspaper article.

You may wish to be aware that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of
‘UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial
lifeforms, about which it remains totaily open-minded. 1 should add that to date the MOD knows



of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Finally, we have received an undated letter from you, addressed to Inspector i:} h

appears to have been sent to us in error. This is duly returned.

Yours sincerely,
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From: [aq= Bj@ctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2 (‘1’
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73 +1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5Bp
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
{Fax)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 ¢—

Monmouth
Monmouthshire

I am writing with reference to your e-mail of 9 September, which has been passed to the

Ministry of Defence.  This office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to
‘unidentified flying objects.’

Date
24 September 2001

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

In your e-mail, you asked for copies of any files containing papers relating to “UFQs”.
Perhaps it might be helpful if T briefly explain the Public Records Act. As is the case with other
government files, MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and
1967.  This Act of Parliament states that official files generally remain closed from public viewing
for 30 years after the last action has been taken. It was generally the case that before 1967 all
“UFO” files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject
to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in
this subject “UFO” report files are now routinely preserved. Files from between 1967-1971, along
with any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive, are already available for
examination by members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,
Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1972 onwards will be routinely released to the Public
Record Office at the 30 year point.



The Department receives, on average, about 400 sighting reports from members of the
public each year and a similar number of letters. Therefore, I hope you will appreciate that it
would not be practical for us to provide you with copies of such a vast amount of material. If,
however, there are specific dates or sightings which you are interested in, we may be able to be of
further assistance.

I hope this is helpful.

>/0'~U'S Sinadt



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To_ TNASA: (3RCQ)  RefNo @6@ 12001
Date Y;L( 3 \O]l

The Secretary of State / has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on
the accuracy of your branch records on correspondende wi 0 G

performed throughout the year. L1171 1+ R——
13 SE2 2001

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UN




< Demon Internet Webmail Page 1 of 1

Démon |

Secure Connection -
ministers.demon.co.uk

Message: )

Originally from: |Originally to: [public
Date: un, 9 Sep 20:00:35 +0100 ’

Sabject:

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
------ = NextPart 000_0007_01C1386A.16C4D700
Content-Type: text/plain;
charset="is0-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi

Monmouth

Monmouthshire

As i am very interested in this, and like to research on UFQ'S and =
Unexplained Phenomena.

Wéll thank you for your time.

bye

P.S. My address is at the top right corner.

My name isw And i was wondering if it would be
possible t vs of files on UFO'S and Unexplained Phenomena. =

https://web.mail. demon net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi

11/09/01



FroMctomte of Air Staff 4a (LA — Ops & Pol 1), 2 g
Roo

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London, WC2N 5Bp

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
{Fax)
m Your Reference
Qur Ref
t Marion D/DAS/6AS &~
NY 12756 Date
USA ?ﬂSeptember 2001

o

Thank you for your letter dated 8 May 2001 addressed to the Secretary of State for
Defence, which has been passed to this office. As you know, this office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

As requested, please find enclosed a number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident
which have recently been released under the Code of Practice on Access of Government
Information. Some have been sanitised to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded
with the Ministry of Defence.

Yows Swizefé
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

DAL (§€c> ReftNo 6&EE  om
Date 3)‘7Z6f ‘

The Secretary of State / _ has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on
extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance, All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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From: torate of Air Staff 4a (LA - Ops & Pol 1), 22

Room 6/73
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London, WC2N 5Bp

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

Boothville B RSeace~

N
Date
& Zc}.September 2001

Thank you for your letter dated 8 September 2001. As requested, please find enclosed a
number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident which have recently been released under the
Code of Practice on Access of Government Information. Some have been sanitised to protect the
privacy of those who have corresponded with the Ministry of Defence.

You may wish to be aware that the Freedom of Information legislation has now received
Royal Assent and is known as the Freedom of Information Act 2000. It is expected to come into
force across the public sector between 2002 and 2005. Until then, all requests for information held
by the public sector will continue to be handied under the current Code.
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S >cCtion 40
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2 ,

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140

{Switchboard) 020 721
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference

D/DAS/64/3

Milwaukie

ate
Oregon 20 September 2001
USA uﬂ SONS @ _

Thank you for your letter of 27 August regarding ‘unidentified flying objects’. I will address your
questions in the same order as your letter.

First you asked for copies of ‘UFQ’ sighting reports made to the Ministry of Defence by civilian
Police Officers and RAF personnel, concerning an incident on 31 March 1993. These are
attached for your information. The personal details have been removed to protect the
confidentiality of the individuals concerned. As you will be aware from my previous letter, the
MOD’s only interest in ‘UFO’ reports is whether there is any evidence that UK airspace may have
been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. In this case, air defence personnel
within the MOD were contacted about these reports, at the time, and they were satisfied that there
was nothing in these reports of defence concern.

You then talk about the MOD’s liaison with the US Defence Intelligence Agency and the National
Security Agency, and the involvement of the Government Communications Headquarters. Air
defence personnel within the MOD are consulted where necessary but this does not involve any of
the agencies you have mentioned.

Next you mentioned the chain of events that you believe are followed when a “UFO’ sighting
report is made to the MOD. These reports are not treated in the way that you describe and it may
be helpful if I explain how they are treated. All reports sent to MOD are forwarded to this
Directorate. Where appropriate we may consult branches within the MOD which have an interest
in air defence matters. Once the air defence staff confirm that the report contains nothing of
defence interest, no further investigation is made and we do not attempt to identify what was seen.
You may wish to be aware that to date no ‘UFO’ report received has produced any evidence of
anything of defence significance.

In your letter you mentioned Flying Complaints Flight (FCF) and DI955. You may recall from
my last letter that until 1992 FCF co-ordinated ‘UFQ’ reports before forwarding them to us, but
FCF no longer have any involvement in the collection of these reports. You mention DI955 and
some reports were copied to the Directorate of Intelligence Scientific and Technical (DIST).


The National Archives
UFO Reports
Copy of the MoD’s file on UFO reports received on 30-31 March 1993.


However towards the end of 2000, DIST decided that these reports were of no defence interest
and should no longer be sent to them.

You also asked whether RAF personnel would be able to release a copy of a ‘UFQ)’ sighting
report they had received that had been sent to this department. Whether Station records are
released to the public would be a matter for the individual RAF Station, however, I expect that if
such a request were received, the request would be forwarded to this department for a response.

Finally you asked about the collection of ‘UFOQ’ sighting reports from RAF Stations and Police
forces. We have not unearthed any record of any instruction being sent to Police forces in the
UK. They may and do send details to us and examples I have seen are in the form of a statement.
There is no formal internal instruction to RAF stations, however, they tend to follow the generic
form an example of which is attached for your information,

Yours sincerely,




-1

MILWAUKIE, OREGON

Dire r Staff A 7-July-2001

4al MINESTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall
T ', London, SW1A 2HB
ENGLAND

I would like to thank you very much for your very informative
return reply.

Here; there are a few guestions that if Bossible through
. the kind assistance of the MOD: Some can be found.

Here, I am looking into a sighting of a unknown air craft of
triangular shape on or #bout 31- March-1993 at 1:05 AM: Latidon
time. The first alilwegyed sighting occured or was reported by on
duty Police Constable's from Batnstaple, Devon. The police did
witness a solid structered trisngular shaped air craft with iden-
ifying flashing lights, one on each corner of the air craft. The
air craft was sighted by several overlapping jurisdictions of Co-.
nstables, while out patrolling their assigned area county wide
road or street area. The air craft was visually sighted and as
well as being tracked on Radar.

“If possible , could you look into this matter and determin_ if ':»
some of the original sighting reports from the civillian police

and the RAF sighting reports can be released minus the nhme of
v the witness omitted from the incident report, as this would be a
© invasion of that individuals personal privacy and the fact that
' _all such reports are recieved in strict confidence.

Here, there is the subject of the MOD and their liaison with the
5 Defence Intelligence Agency and National Security Agency. The
Defence Intelligence Agency Liaison branch at the Minestru of De-
fence or (DIALL) is located at Government Communications Headqua-

Q»’ rters (GCHp. From your department, can you access their files to

' answere welther they have a official interest in the¢ : unknown

1ihgt/UFO/air craft sightings, which are passed thru to your org-
anization. or are they restricted from obtaining documentation on
such incidenhts because there reports are forwarded in confidence
and are of a confidential nature.

: On the paragraph on the incident of 31-March-1993, it was rep-

; orted that somg RAF base,s had also sighted both visually and

3. on radar. I would like to obtain a copy of the RAF reports if

v | releasable, also on the matter of these Liaisons with these US

intelligence organizations. Can you release their official MOD
office addresses if possible

DAS
117, 1+ N
31 AUG 2001

E!E::::::::::::?Tir-



Qt is understood that the old procedure use to be, the UFO incid-
ent reported and chaneled through Flying Complaints Flight (FCF
were sent to File opened and investigation activated. Notificati-
on sent to provost marshal's office, Northumberland Avenue, foll-
owed by regular reports. Provost marshal's office forwards memos/
instructions etc, back to DI955), who in turn issues memos/instr-
uctions ctc, back to the provost marshal's office, who in turn
instruct FCF. There would be no general direct contact between
DI955)B and FCF, but on occasion, in very important cases, FCF
and DI(550b staff could work well together. The Security Service
(MI5) could also become involved in certain cases. DI(55)B would
in any event report to the Security Service (MIS5) HQ, Curzon Str-
eet, London, who would in turn liaise with the Prime Minester,
depending on the nature of the investigation.

On. the subject: of these incident reports which are sent to your
Qﬁjiofﬁice, are these seports of a confidential nature. That is if a
RAF CO sénds inm a incident sighting report and the news media is
aware of this report, is the RAF CO free to release a copy of the
sighting incident report to the news media represenetive upon a
request being filed by that particular individual, prior to the
MOD Defence Implecation investigation, also if the investigation
proves that no threat occured of a defence significance. Is the
RAF CO free to then release as a press briefing a copy of the in
cident report. Are there specific instructions and guidlines on
exactly can be discusseéd aboUt Such YEPorts Gut side 6f your off-
“ictal oryanization, A¥ 4 eéxaiple;dan a British €ivillian visit a
military-b&a&é and obtain a copy of such a report from the design-
ated Public Affairs spokesperson at that base. Not knowing how
your regulations are enforced, I have no real good knowledge of
such matters. 1 have heard of this 0fficial Secrets Act, exactly
what is this regulation and how would it apply to these reports.

Is there a instruction paper on how these reports are to be coll-
ected by military personnal and Bolice Consbable,$;,' can I obta-
in a copy of the document, If your organization is not able due
to buget or other restrictions answere any of the questions in
this letter of inquiry. There is another British MOD agency at
Personnel and Logistics (Legal Services)({PL{LS)L1), Room 3/18,
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N 5BP.

There has been the publishing or passing a white paper on Open
Government, This is their agency address which might assist your
department people if additional information is needed.

Please send a return reply and thank you very much.
Sincerly:
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UNCLASSIFIED

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, Time and Duration of Sighting. 36" MARSYS 2130 =, pnS

B. Description of Object. ONE. &LASS T, T30 Zads of SRGWT LIGWTS
Aol TS S DE . UOAGLE To DSTIRGUSH  SHAee  Due To WITESTY
oF LisWTs :

C. Exact Position Observer. P era € RS bl AREA KOS A AS PESTAE _

Clofes & GIRMCH WosD 18 AREA ofF PEISTo M Parami o

D. How Observed. SigiuTefs  (OMWST TSEIUNG O

E. Direction in which Object was first seen.

. Ry Angle of Sight.

G. Distance. , Thed tmeme TealcUas o OBTIECT UL
URDERSERTR 1T L A phrey. 200~ -

H. Movements. <., TioL APPROACHED THen MeOUED T AZDS

ooy AgZeA Un TiL ouT  oF DGR T
I. Meteorological condistions during observation.
e D/ c.Lenz

J. Nearby Objects.

ST - - S
M. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

. BGHT
N.  Other Witnesses. 7)_ (?o\_\c,ew\&'\_\. RITRREed SESGA LItTS KEon~

TIEFREDT  LocwT P o PSS Ton) | "W AEDS
gHeFF(ELb e PenisTon fource STKTO
0. Date and of Report. ?_g
Zo maR AT 2 G wes
P. Is a reply requested. \/ES

RPE PoLiwte STATE

Signed

Name

Date 2y ek NS Rank S&ET Tel No

PRES———

- . UNCLASSIFIED.
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cos/87/2/8y RAF Police Flight

RAF Cosford
wWolverhampton
West Midlands
WV7 3EX
0C RAF Police Fl1t Mar 83
Sir,

POSSIBLE UFO SIGHTINGS

1. I have to re + RAF Cosford on 31 Mar 93 at 0115 hours in
company with Cpl [RAF Police, I was on mobile patrol
of Leeming Road, the Gravel Car Park when I saw two bright

lights in the sky above the Airfield. The lights appeared to be flying
at great velocity in a South Easterly direction at an altitude of
approximately 1000 feet. The lights were circular in shape and gave off
no beam. They were creamy white in colour and constant in size and in
relation to each other.

2. ht the vehicle to a standstill and pointed out the Jights to
Cplmeswitched off the vehicle engine and we both got out of
the rved the lights. There was no sound of any engine noise
despite there being no wind and the sky being free from cloud. The
lights were observed over-flying the Unit and away towards the
wolverhampton area. A slight red glow could be seen from the rear of
the lights as they disappeared from view over the horizon. The lights
were visible for approximately one minute.

3. Myself and c;nmxa returned to the COC and I contacted RAF
Shawbury. I was in there were no aircraft flying from there,

4. At 0125 hours, I contacted ATC at RAF Lyneham and was informed that
+here were no known aircraft in the area of Cosford.

5. At 0127 hours, I contacted RAF Brize Norton and was informed the
same.

i med by the Ord Cpl, Cp!l thatfy
Rugeley, Staffordshsaﬁfﬂh" r

same 1lights over Rugeley s of
party had also witnessed the ‘I'ights.m had ‘followed —th
lights which he described as being ur at an altitude of
900-1000 feet and an estimated size of 200 metres. He could hear a
humming noise as the object flew directly above him. stated
that he believed that the object landed in an area known ad Hazelslade

e approached he could not find any signs of the landif@aq
s instructed to inform his local Civil Police Force,

during a subsequent conversation, 1 ed that a
Constable from Staffordshire Police had visited

7. At D130 hours, I infaormed West Mercia Police,
sightings.

‘'of the

UN @98 SSHFIERE
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8. At 0140 hours, I informed HQ P&SS (UK), Cpl f the
incident.

9. At 0142 hours, I informed RAF West Drayton, Lt Cd h
incident, and he confirmed that there was no military a art of an
kind in UK airspace and there had not been since 0001 hours.

e
Y

10. At 0143 hours, the Senior Air Traffic Controller at Birmingham
International Airport was contacted, and he confirmed that there were
no civilian aircraft in Cosford Airspace and had not been for some
hours.

11. At 0215 hours, OC RAF Police Fit and the Ord Off, FIlt LJ
were informed of the incident. .
12, At 0250 hours, )RAF Shawbury Met Office, contacted Cpl
ated that ntwo lights in the sky at RAF Shawb
STHE 14 bh s were first sighted approximately 15-20 kms away
erved them travel towards him over the Airfield 'm :
2T1Y at hundreds of miles per hour wunlike any aircraft. He
described the lights as appearing to be searching for something. He

heard a low humming noise and watched the object for 5 migutes until it
disappeared from sight in a southerly direction.wtated that

he had been a Met Officer for 8 years and had n thing like
it before.

13. At 0300 hours, Cpl SontHdted aMhe Met Officer at
Bristo]l Airport, who stated tha imilar gen seen there at

0055 hours. He had initiallly put the 1lights down to adverse meteor
activity but in the Tight of the subsequent reports recorded it as
unidentified,

14, At 0310 hours, West Mercia Police were made aware of the further
reports and would contact Staffordshire and Avon & Somerset Forces to
correlate the reports.

15. At 0330 hours I resumed normal duties.

Cpl
RAF

h)

UNCLASSIEIED
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REPORT.30-31 MAR 93.

DOB NO DATE/| PERSON OCCURRENCE ACTION TAKEN
TiME REPORTING
TOA193 3thiards | RAFP Palral POSSIB SIGHTING. & Lyrshar, Sv2e,
9115 me Snmbur}r i ghie &g Yeest
Hapotesis Lghty ow Tt sseasesanditues
the Unitina outh Eastery direttion esiab!..:wc!.nax g Aircraft were
meighl of 1000 7eet. Thevelscy ofths g,
lights suggested fastj2ls, newever, no
calision heaconscould be seen. 2. Al detals passed 1o N Mertin
Folicgand P&3E
0125 hrs 0 Reportathe sameights i the Rugleyarse.

Rugeley. fivng eralivally. He hadfoitowadthaiights o g Stalfs
sndseenthemiandat Hazeldade. He had recene.
ot within 200 te et of what ke describad ax
g seucers, but on enterngthearentiey
nad nded could notiodale them. Repot
recorded by Qre Cpl.

0250 hes Repodatothe SreCplthat bghts 27 the seme

D300 hes

Mgt Qifice

Met Office

R <0

desenption had beensesnin P.A.
Ajrzpace heading South.

Shawbury

Peportthgttielights had bean sesminsre sl
Initiediy it wss presumed they were meleunites,
Sutinkigkt of othersightings could ofter ng
explanation sndrecurded the aighling ay
unidentifted.

S Somersst Plitevere
mfwm,eu be Aot StaT,

IS Wes Mercia Puiice were

and wlxl ¢ orreme i re puts.

3. Resart susmitted by Cpi

40

-
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UNCLASSIFIETD

CWD148 31/0959 090011835
FOR CaR
ROUTINE 31072@Z MaR 73

FROM RAF WEST DRAYTON
70 MODBUK ALIR

UNCLASSIFIED

SIC Z4F

SUEJECT: AERIAL FHEMOMENA

A. 3101107 MAR ?3. 3@ SECONDS
B. TWO, FOSSABLY THREE, STARSHAFED WITH VAFOUR TRAIL WHEN MOVING,

YELLOW/GOLD ANMD BRIGHT
0. MOORSWATER, LISHEARD, CORMWALL, OUTDOORS, STATIONARY

. MAKED EYE
E. MORTH

F. ABQVE
G. N/K
M. STATIONARY THEN MOVING STEADILY

J. CLEAR
L. FOLLICE o

m. scT[@
M. FPOLILE UOFFICER

i

LISKEARD, CORNWALL

PAGE 2 REDAID 0003 UNCLAS
0. SEEN BY OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS THROUGHOUT DEVON AND CORMWALL

F. 310130Z MAR 93
BT

DISTRIBUTION Z&F

F' '
Cak 1 SEC(AS) ACTION (¢ CXV 1 a&FDO >
cYn 1 DD GE/AEW :
CaF 1 DI 55
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@pEpoRT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

v

BT ) o
A. Date, Time & | 3/ MANCA /9931(‘ DS n |
Durati f Sighti | Ditarr C

uration of Sighting | RitaZiov  4S pacge — eS|

|

| O |
B. Description of Object ] |Z‘ ‘3";7‘0‘(! ﬂﬁﬂﬁ@/{ﬁ\lég Gasraery
(No of objects, size, shape, | (PaFica 25 copa
colour, brightness) |
|

|
|
[Pyt ACS7 v AIR 2 Ml ¥

C.  Exact Position of Observer | tcon&pincs mm. Cocamne . tssan
Location, indoor/outdoor, |72, Piczs7 /i can ¢l €5
stationary/moving | MARE S onFual SgCam? sof

| Fom A ST onfAcs FoOFin .

D. How Observed ((Naked eye

binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

E. Direction in which Object
first seen (A landmark may be
more useful than a badly

i
|
|
I
|
|
|
!
estimated bearing) |
|
|
f
|
I
|
|
|

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
Dul ANoN7er I

B ~7 R
F. Angle of Sight (Estimated ﬁffz‘( 2 Cesetr

heights are unreliable)

G Distance (By reference to a

INESTrpge &
known landmark})

» - = or i .
H. Movements (Changes in E, F & G K;ﬂ et Gn7s ALED VS Trepn

etrp o ps o A Al Caenthe
may be of more use than 4 ) I/
estimates of course and speed) Tar  conidD P AR AL

ot Wy - i

o . r f
I. Met Conditions during Observations <, ’9/L7/ S 7w l‘/k’»717»|
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc) |

J. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,
high Voltage lines, reservoir, lake |
or dam, swamp or marsh, river, high 7 .
buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, W= TN G
spires, TV or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)
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To whom reported (Police, military,
press etc)

WITAGSSSY B folrct
P - AT T

Name & Address of Informant

I N Cord s ¢ i

Background of Informant that
may be volunteered

(G 7o Foctes
S@UICE

Other Witnesses

VAL Pouics sPAcns 709
DN AN i + A LS

Date, Time of Receipt

/e S5

Any Unusual Meteorological
Conditions

poris

Remarks

AN UNES OB Sl
Wifcea ¢ pr e
Z A7 fanl 44
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Devon and Cornwall Constabulary Form MG11(T)

&
[ )

Witness Statement

Ageifunder21 0 21 (if over 21 insert "over 21°).

Statement of

This statement {consisting of T pages each signed by me) istrue to the best of my knowledge and
belief and | make it knowing that, if itis tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if | have wilfully
stated in it anything which 1 know to be false or do not believe to be true.

Dated the March 19 93

I am a Sergeant in the Devon & Cornwall Constabulary stationed at
irfCgrnwall.

At about 0110 hrs on the morning of Wednesday 31st March 1993 I was
on duty in uniform and driving a marked Police vehicle along the A38 at
Looe Mills near Liskeard travelling in the direction of Dobwalls.

This was naturally during the hours of darkness arnd the weather was
fine and dry, with some patchy cloud; the moon and a number of stars being
visible. I was unaccompanied.

As 1 began to negotiate a sweeping uphill left hand bend at the bottom
of Lantocm Hill, I became aware of what appeared to be two 'stars' just
above the horizon in the apprcximate positior of "two o'clock™. They were
due North of me and motionless in the sky. My attention was drawn to
these "stars"™ because apart from being in a part of the sky where there
are usually no stars, they were of a darker hue bordering on yellow instead
of silvery-white. They were reasonably close together but as I could not
begin to estimate their distance from me, I likewise cannct estimate how
far-- they were from each other.

As I negotiated the bend I continued to observe them when I sudcenly
saw them begin to move what appeared to me vertically upwards. They main-
tained a parallel course and identical speed and as they approached the
"one o'clock" positior they began to leave vapour trails. I brought my

car to a off the engine and got out. My locatior now was

~



- s Form MG11A(T)

i . Continuation sheet No
. Continuation of Statement of -

approximately 100 yards the sidel of the lay by outside Lantocm
Quarry, map ref 230 650.

My view of t‘hese objects wzs very good; the sky being clear, and they
continued their ascent still at an identical speed to each other and still
on a parallel course. I realised that they were not ascerding vertically
but rather curving overhead and heading due South. As they gained in
height the vapour trails became much more pronounced. I was still unable
to estimate their height because of their small size (identical to a star
in the night sky) but I believe they were very high. As they passed
directly overbead at "12 o'clock high", the heavens at this point were
bright and moonlit ard I could see that there was nothing between the
objects apart from empty sky. They were definitely twc separate objects.

At abcut this time I became aware of what I believed t¢ be a third
object visible only by its vapour trail which was considerakbly less otvious
than the vapour trails of the other two objects. This third object secemed
to be travelling to the right hand side of the left hard obejct (as I was
looking up), and slightly to the rear of it. It maintained the identical
speed and parallel ccurse of the other objects.

As the objects ccrntinued orn a dead straight north south course, they
seemed to be travelling at a similar speed tc a high flying passenger jet
aircraft. I lost sight of them owing to the high ground of the quarry
immediately or my left.

During the total duration of this sighting, which was between 45
secends and 1 minute, my observation of these objects wes continuous and

uninterrupted. There was nc sound whatever, the night being very still

with no traffic.
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DIRECTION

UNCLASSIF I ED

CWO1S1 31/1ee2 @FOCL243
FOR CAE

ROUTINE 310730Z mMaR 23

FROM RAF WEST DRAYTOM
TO MODUK ALR

ASS8IFIED © -

: AERIAL FHENOMENA

2101104 MAR 93. 2 T0 3 MINUTES
E. TWO, VERY BRIGHT CIRCULAR WITH TAILS, WHITE IN COLOUR
€7 GELLIGAR COMMOM +REHARRIS, MERTHER FYOFIL

Il. MAKED EYE

E. OVERHEAD MOVING NORTH

F. LOW, AFFROX 1po~200 METRES
3. OVERHEAD

H. VERY SLOW

J. CLEAR

RTHYR TYDFIL, CENTRAL FOLICE STATIDN,!

FACE 2 RRDAID 0003 UNCL.AS
0. DOTHER FOLICE OFFICERS

F. 3101544 MAR 93

BY
[ prSTRIBUTION  Z&F .
F / k
o CAB 1 SEC(AS) ACTION ( CXV 1 AFDO )
| CcYn 1 DD GE/AEMW

CAF 1 oI 59 |
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WITH COMPLIMENTS SECRETARY AND LEGAL ADVISER’S OFFICE ( AA

CIVIL AVIATION AUTHORITY

CAA House
45-59 Kingsway
(main entrance Kemble Street)

London W(C2B 6TE

Telephone: 071-379 7311

Fax:
Telex:




d-- " Officer in Charge” (address as below)

STAFFORDSHIRE POLICE

Police Station,
Wolverhampton Road,
Cannock,
Staffs,
wSs11 1AW

®

OurRef.  CAN/JC/SAT

Your Ref.

7th May, 1993

Department of Trade and Industry,
National Air Traffic Control Services,
1 Victoria Street,

London SW1H OET

Dear Sirs,

I attach hereto copy reports received from my officers in connection
with alleged sightings of unidentified flying objects.

Yours faithfull

__—Superintendent.

Qeordnt o Sl )
YoV |
oo :

A $58 v IR

Ao S

Ql:0\0

The person desling with this correspondence is:



Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:
Our Reference: _
FROM: STATION: RUGELEY

SUBJECT:  {.F.0. REPORT

1. With reference to the attached report by P.C_
concerning a U.F.0. being sighted in the Brereton Area o

Rugel i ation has been received by myself from
ilitary Police at R.A.F. Cosford.

ed me that from enquiries he has made
3 he s of the U.F.0, in Bristol at
0100 hours by an pat Bristol Airport, at
Ternhill -\A'&wlm&lﬂt by two guards on duty
there and at R.A.F. Stafford where two guards also saw
it travelling at a speed of approx1mately '400 knots'

on a very low flight path.

3. at he has liaised with R.A.F.
e ho informed him that he had seen
a U.F.0. ng at high speed but riding
erratically at dlfferent attitudes. He observed it for
approx. 15 minutes until it went off at speed (400 knots)
. in a southern direction.
4, Enquiries have been made with all aviation centres and
there was no activity in the area at all by any military
or civil aeroplanes.
5. All the above information has been recorded at R.A.F. Cosford
and a separate report has been compiled by Cpl_lm
6. If any more information is required it can be obtained from

The Militar

Police at R.A.F. Cosford'\:l"fl. No. 0902 372393
Extension -

Cont’d Overleaf / Sheet No.



Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

TO: SUPERINTENDEN_ DATE: 31st March, 1993

SUBJECT: REPORT OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

At 0149 hours on Wednesday 31st March, 1993 a :I:I
/P Brereton, Rugeley, ‘reported

[Ste Rugeley Porice station that he had sighted a U.F.O.

in the Brereton area. The informant was visited and

the following details were obtained:

A TIME - 0109 hrs
DATE - 31.3.93
DURATION OF SIGHTING — Approx. 1 minute

B DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT

Shape -~ Oval

Size - Approximately 150 metres in length

Colour - Shingy. Unable to state colour.

Brightness - The object had lights at each end which
were cream and very bright

Sound — Loud humming noise.

C EXACT POSITION OBSERVED

The informant sighted the object whilst stood in the
garden of his home address.

D HOW OBSERVED
Naked eye

E DIRECTION IN WHICH OBJECT WAS FIRST SEEN

The informant saw the object over the Stile Cop area
of Cannock Chase.

F ANGLE OF SIGHT
Approximately 45 degrees
G DISTANCE
Approximately 2 of a mile
H MOVEMENTS
Moved away into the distance slowly

J METEOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS

Dry and Clear
Cont’d Overleaf /SHEHE NG.



K NEARBY OBJECTS
Housing and industrial estate
L TQ WHOM REPORTED
R.A.F. Cosford and Rugeley Police Station

M NAME AND ADDRESS OF INFORMANT

! Brereton, Rugeley

N ANY BACKGROUND ON THE INFORMANT THAT MAY BE VOLUNTEERED

It is not thought that the informant has ever made any
previous reports of a similar nature in the past.

OTHER WITNESSES

DATE AND TIME OF RECEIPT OF REPORT

0149 hours 31.3.93
Q IS A REPLY REQUESTED

Yes

2. In accordance with Force Standing Order E4 1:1 I would
ask that this report be forwarded to:

Department of Trade and Industry,
National Air Traffic Control Services,
1 Victoria Street,

London SW1H OET.

— 2 -

Superintendentﬂ

(1) This report, together with the report from P.C
aed 31st March, 1993, is forwarded fo
and subsequent transmission to the Department
of Trade and Industry at the above address.

13.4.93 T Inspector .




* 2
. Sheet NO. .cooarerserermsaciens Form No. 65A

—3- ~_
Chief Superintenden }va{tme T, /
— S ¢
1. I would ask that a copy of this report be forwarded as outlined

in Minute 1 (2) above.

26 April 1993 Chief Inspector

—

1. This type of report need not be referred to
Headquarters and may be forwarded direct to the
Department of Trade and Industry.

5th May, 1993,

JSHIRE POLICE H @ PAINT UNO
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L REDACTED ON:ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
.’2286/016

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, Time and Duration of Sighting. 36™ MARRZ 2130 Spauns

B. Description of Object. ONE. &LASS COTHM, TIO0 LodS oF SRGWT LGRS

Acont 1TSS SIBE ., KADABLE To BsTiRGhsSv S uape DUE T WITERSTTY
OF LiawTd ’

C. Exact Position Observer. P e & weCORS el AREA Y00 IS PeSTAG _
Cofed M GIECK wWosDd 11 ARSEA: ofF PEMISToN P T
D. How Observed. SicuTens (OHILST DEIVNGE Cat .
A
E. Direction in which Object was first séén.

Fo Angle of Sight.

G. Distance. T weeye TesalcU e to OHBIECT unNtt
URNDEZCATE T (A pPPROY 2.00n~— -

H.  Movements. .o, TicL APPROACHED THen AevED TowdrZDS

ooy AleA ymTi ouT OF NG T
1. Meteorological condistions during observation.
Fie DY CLenE

J. Nearby Objects.

K. To whom reported. ©< (UGN

L. Name and Address of Infornant. GNENEEGEEEEENNG_——S

M. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

. gRIGHT
N. Other Witnesses. 7 QouilC&med WITREREDd SECIGR LIRTS o~

IEFEREST  LocaTimns AT GIVT RES , TRAJaLING pRems PoasTon raARDD
QHEFFIELh /PCH (';"rora Porrce STRTWON

Date and Time of receipt of Report. ?pc__‘i&cmgpe CoLlCe STATE
Bo maR. AT 2VWT wes

P. Is a reply requested. \/GS

signed __' (NS
Name

Date 2\ meeaw R Rank S&ET Tel No

UN CLASS IFIED,
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CO05/87/2/Sy ;:; ggllgﬁdm ight
Wolverhampton
West Midlands
WV7 3EX

OC RAF Police Fit Mar 93
Sir,
POSSIBLE UFD GHTIN

1. I have to report that at RAF Cosford on 31 Mar 93 at 0115 hours in
company with Cp) GEEENEINNERNNEY RAF Police, I was on mobile patrol
of Leeming Road, adjacent to the Gravel Car Park when I saw two bright
lights 1in the sky above the Airfield. The lights appeared to be flying
at great velocity in a South Easterly direction at an altitude of
approximately 1000 feet. The lights were circular in shape and gave off
no beam. They were creamy white in colour and constant in size and in
relation to sach other.

2. 1 brought the vehicle to a standstill and pointed out the Jights to
Col Q). 1 switched off the vehicle engine and we both got out of
the car and observed the lights. There was no sound of any engine noise
despite there being no wind and the sky being free from cloud. The
1ights were observed over-flying the Unit and away towards the
Wolverhampton area. A slight red glow could be seen from the rear of
the lights as they disappeared from view over the horizon. The lights
were visible for approximately one minute.

3. Myself and Cpl :J_,then returned to the COC and I contacted RAF
Shawbury. I was informed that there were noc aircraft flying from there.

4, At 0125 hours, I contacted ATC at RAF Lyneham and was informed that
there were no known aircraft in the area of Cosford,

5. At 0127 hours, I contacted RAF Brize Norton and was informed the
same.

6. At 0128 hours, I was informed by the Ord Cpl, Cpl G that a Mr

, NN, EBrereton, Rugeley, Staffordshire had reported
seeing the same 1lights over Rugeley. Four members of Mr{ )
party had also witnessed the lights. Mr (R had followed the
lights which he described as being cream in colour at an altitude of
800-1000 feet and an estimated size of 200 metres. He could hear a
humming noise as the object flew directly above him. Mr YN stated
that he believed that the object landed in an area known as Hazelslade
.but when he approached he could not find any signs of the landing. Mr
f . was instructed to inform his local Civil Police Force, which
he did, and during a subsequent conversation, it was established that a
Constable from Staffordshire Police had visited Mr W ‘

7. At 0130 hours, 1 informed West Mercia Police, WPC (NN of the
sightings. -

Ubl LA SS1RlED
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8. At 0140 hours, I informed HQ P&SS (UK), Cp1 (NN, of the
incident.

9. At 0142 hours, I informed RAF West Drayton, Lt Cdr GEEED, of the
incident, and he confirmed that there was no military aircraft of any
kind in UK airspace and there had not been since 0001 hours.

10. At 0143 hours, the Senior Air Traffic Controller at Birmingham
International Airport was contacted, and he confirmed that there were
no civilian aircraft in Cosford Airspace and had not been for some
hours.

11. At 0215 hours, OC RAF Police Fit and the Ord Off, Fl1t Lt QU
were informed of the incident. .

12. At 0250 hours, Mr (R, RAF Shawbury Met Office, contacted Cpl
S :nd stated that he had seen two lights in the sky at RAF Shawbury,
The lights were first sighted approximately 15-20 kms away and Mr
K _observed them travel towards him over +the Airfield moving
erratically at hundreds of miles per hour wunlike any aircraft. He
described the lights as appearing to be searching for somathing. He
heard a low humming noise and watched the object for 8 miautes until it
disappeared from sight in 2 southerly direction. Mr (R stated that
he had been a Met Officer for 8 years and had never seen anything like
it before.

13. At 0300 hours, Cp) GNP contacted a Mr (N the Met Officer at
Bristol Airport, who stated that similar lights had been seen there at
0055 hours. He had initiallly put the 1lights down to adverse meteor
activity but in the Tight of the subsequent reports recorded it as
unidentified,

14, At 0310 hours, West Mercia Police were made aware of the further
reports and would contact Staffordshire and Avon & Somerset Forces to
correlate the reports.

16. At 0330 hours I resumed normal duties.

“Cpl |
RAF Police
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- POLICE SITUATIO

N

REPORT.30-31 MAR 93.

DOBNO DATE PERSON OCCURRENCE ACTION TAKEN
TIME REPORTING
To283 31Mar9% | RAPP Paral POSSIB FO Si ! Lreharn, Svae,
0SS s nnghain ang West
Bapods ighting lus white Ights ovsfiing Zerdibuas
the Unitin a South Eastery direstion 27 2 Al g dirraftwers
neight of 1000 feet. The veloehy oiths ”)n*m
lights suggested tastj2ls, nowever no
codision beaconscoutd beseen. 2.8 detat passed oM Mergia
Police and P&SE.
0125ws MW | RepotsthesamelighisinthePugleyares
Rugeley fivng erslivally. He hadfoltowsd thaiights
endaeantherniand at Haslelade, e hal
gotwithier 200t a8t of what he dastribadas
fang seucers, but on enteringtheareatzey 14, CrdOttar 3QC Polive riammed,
nadlanded coud notisaate them, Reput
recorded b Cre Cpl
gasghrs Repotatothe SrOCthat it Alhe same | £ A seign thaliee
Shawbury gescnplion had beensesnin RAT Shawdury | lights couidrict be Areralt o a
Met Qitice Ajrepane heading Soutk, knemkne,
330 ks AW Pepotthethelights had beensestnsrealsa ] & Svan & Somersst Binewere
Bristol Iritiglieit was presumedtney weremeteoriies, |infomed by At Siall,
Met Orfice Bubmligkt of othereightngs coutd ofter na
explangtion end recorded the sighting &3 7 west Mcr.u PuiiCe wers
unidentied. ! treryunhersighlings
ana wiit O el & Sl repwts.
. Regait susritted byt

: U'L* [N

31 AR 1093

RAF (05
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UNCLASSIFIETL

CWD148 31/0959 @90C11835

FOR CAR

ROUTINE 310720Z MAR 73

FROM RAF WEST DRAYTON
T0 MODUK ALIR

UNMNCLASSIFIETD

o SIC Z&F

SURJECT: AERIAL FHEMOMENA

A. 310110Z MAR 93. 30 SECONDS
B. TWO, POSSAELY THREE. STARSHAFED WITH VAFOUR TRAIL WHEM MOVING,
YELLOW/GOLD AND BRIGHT

C. MOORSWATER, LISHEARD, CORMUWALL. QUTDOORS, STATIONARY

Ii. MAKED EYE
E. NORTH

F. ARQVE

G. H/K

H. STATIONARY THEM MOVING STEADILY

J. CLEAR
L. POLICE __
M. SGT CENMEEER | ISKEARD, CORNWALL

M. FOLICE OFFICERS

FAGE 2 REDAID @003 UNCLAS
0. SEEN BY OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS THROUGHOUT DEVON AMD CORNWALL

F. 310130Z MAR 93
BT
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@RERORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

=7 v -
A. Date, Time & 2/ MANCca /993/ SUEYAY d
Duration of Sighting : . "
RidhZiond S pacg — /NWMJ
fym [
B. Description of Object Z ‘349:-'67-({ ﬂ%a/(ﬁ\ld G 19wy
|

(No of objects, size, shape, (PaNTicon 7 AU
colour, brightness) |
| I
[tivmic  als7 »v ATE D mad s
Lo CMILS AP, Lo NB D

g

C. Exact Position of Observer

Location, indoor/eutdoor, 7PN - UG FOA can ¢+l23> €5
stationary/moving 1APE Sn Tt I\ SECHNB T 55

| P A SR g Fo Q70 .

|
D.  How Observed ((aked eye |

binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

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

Pul Kon7py

heights are unreliable)

G Distance (By reference to a

INZSThambe &
| known landmark)

b7t e GHTS pousD e Tidae
H. Movements (Changes in E, F & G ] — ~
may be of more use than ;{?’/:1/(«7_5 Q'd( Paracea Co 2y, —
estimates of course and speed) 1 St Age B
B ime WyZn - foaz |

cLon : g |
I. Met Conditions during Observations L('9'457/ S7ne AGAT7.
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

f
[
|
|
|
|
; 7 i
F. Angle of Sight (Estimated | Affx= T 2'ccacn
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

{

|

|

J. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, ]
high Voltage lines, reservoir, lake |

or dam, swamp or marsh, river, high L o |
buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, H=l TN |
spires, TV or radio masts, |
airfields, generating plant, |

| factories, pits or other sites with |
| floodlights or night lighting) |
|
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I | ] Py
To whom reported (Police, military, WITAES 359 ‘67'7 rolrcs I
press etc) I - NXAFY T |
TN ot Cort o . (lmoimn |

e

L. Name & Address of Informant

==

I,
M. Background of Informant that /‘,‘4- 7y Aoctes
may be volunteered U TCE |

VAL Prucs sPAcns 7o
Mo oA i * LA cE

0. Date, Time of Receipt f7/§,ﬁrg
| .

P.  Any Unusual Meteorological | o
Conditions V(b"[“’

N. Other Witnesses

|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
- !
" T T
WityCee  f Brr cunmges |
PR EAPINA T ens {
|
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Devon and Cornwall Constabulary Form MG11(T)

Witness Statement

Statement of —

Ageifunder21 0 21 (if over 21 insert ‘over 21°).

This statement (consisting of T pages each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and
belief and | make it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, | shall be liable to prosecution if | have wilfulty
stated in it anything which | know to be false or do not believe to be true.

Dated the

3Jisday o March 19 93

Signature

I am a Sergeant in the Devon & Cornwall Constabulary stationed at
Liskeard in Ccrnwall.

At about 0110 hrs on the morning of Wednesday 31st March 1993 I was
on duty in uniform and driving a marked Police vehicle along the A38 at
Looe Mills near Liskeard travelling in the direction of Dobwalls.

This was naturally during the hours of darkness ard the weather was
fine and dry, with some patchy cloud; the moon and a number of stars being
visible. I was unaccompanied.

As I began to negotiate a sweeping uphill left hand bend at the bottom
of Lantocm Hill, I became aware of what appeared to be two ‘'stars' jJust
above the horizon in the apprcximate position of "two o'eclock". They were
due North of me and motionless in the sky. My attention was drawn to
these "stars" because apart from being in a part of the sky where there
are usually no stars, they were of a darker hue bordering on yellow instead
of silvery-white. They were reasonably closé together but as I could not
begin to estimate their distance from me, I likewise cznnct estimate how
f‘ar" they were from ezch other.

As I negotiated the bend I continued to observe them when I suddenly
saw them begin to move what appeared to me vertically upwards. They main-
tained a parallel course and identical speed and as they approached the
"one o'clock" positiorn they began to leave vapour trails. I brought my

car to a halt, swifched off the engine and got out. My locatior now was
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Form MG11A(T)

. ¢ . |REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
’ ‘ - Continuation sheet No
Continuation of Statement of —

approximately 100 yards the Liskeard side of the lay by outside Lantocm
Quarry, map ref 230 650.

My view of these objects wes very good; the sky being clear, and they
continued their ascent still at an identical speed to each other and stiil
on a parallel course. I realised that they were not ascerding vertically
but rather curving overhead and heading due South. As they gained in
height the vapour trails became much more pronounced. I was still unable
to estimate their height because of their small size (identical to a star
in the night sky) but I believe they were very high. As they passed
directly overhead at "12 o'clock high", the heavens at this point were
bright and moonlit ard I could see that there was nothirg between the
objects apart from empty sky. They were definitely twc separate objects.

At abcut this time I became aware of what I believed tc be a third
object visible only by its vapour trail which was consideratbly less otvious
than the vapour trails of the other two objects. This third object seemed
to be travelling to the right hand side of the left hand obejct (as I was
looking up), and slightly to the rear of it. It maintained the identical
speed and parallel ccurse of the other objects.

As the objects ccrtinued or a dead straight north south course, they
seemed to be travelling at a similar speed tc a high flying passenger jet
aircraft. I lost sight of them owing to the high ground of the quarry
immediately or my left.

During the total duration of this sighting, which was between 45
secerds ard 1 minute, my observation of these objects wzs continuous and

uninterrupted. There was no sound whatever, the night being very still

with no traffic.
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CWniSi 3i/leel 27QC1243
FOR CAB

ROUTINE 310730Z MAR 93

FROM RAF WEST DRAYTOM
TO MODUK ALR

yMgcLAasSSI FI1ED A

SIC Z&F
SUBJECT: AERIAL FHEMORENA

4. 3101104 MAR 93. 2 TO 3 MINUTES
;. TWO,. VERY BRIGHT, GCIRCULAR WITH TAILS, WHITE IN COLOUR
€. GELLIGAR COMMOM {REHARRIS, MERTHER TYDFIL

. MAKED EYE :
c. OVERHEAD MOVING NMORTH
LOW, AFFROX 190-200 METRES

F
G. OVERHEAD

H. VERY SLOW
J. CLEAR

L. FOLICE

Lo

"MERTHYR TYDFIL, CENTRAL FOLICE STATION, SWaN STREET,

N. NOMNE

FAGE 2 REDAID 0005 UNCLAS
0. OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS

F. 3101S4a MAR 73
BT
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WITH COMPLIMENTS SECRETARY AND LEGAL ADVISER's OFFicE [ GEIP A WA N

CIVIL AVIATION AUTHORITY

CAA House
45-58 Kingsway
{man ertrarce Kemp g Steet)

Lendon WC2B BTE

Telephone: 071-373 7311
Fax:
Telax




. * Officer in Charge” (address as below)

.. STAFFORDSHIRE POLICE

Telephone:! Police Station,
Wolverhampton Road,
Cannock,
Our Ref. CAN/JC/SAT Staffs.
ur /3¢t WS11 1AW

Your Ref.

7th May, 1993

Department of Trade and Industry,
National Air Traffic Control Services,
1 Victoria Street,

London SW1H OET

Dear Sirs,

1 attach hereto copy reports received from my officers in connection
with alleged sightings of unidentified flying objects.

Yours faithfully,

——Superintendent.

S‘Mr(&h gi;%%\_‘b«
Yo
onin ke
(SN VO SR

;0\0

The person dealing with this correspondence is:



.. - REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
9
@

Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

rrom:  p.c. (NG STATION: RUGELEY

SUBJECT: U.F.0. REPORT
1. With reference to the attached report by P.C.’
concerning a U.F.0. being sighted in the Brereton Area of

Rugeley, more information has been received by myself from
a Cplb of the Military Police at R.A.F. Cosford,

2. Cpl @ has informed me that from enquiries he has made
he has further sightings of the U.F.0. in Bristol at
0100 hours by an§ at ‘Bristol Airport, at
Ternhill Barracks at 0200 hours by two guards on duty
there and at R.A.F. Stafford where two guards also saw
it travelling at a speed of approximately '400 knots'
on a very low flight path. :

3. Cpl @D also informed me that he has liaised with R.A.F.
Shrewsbury, at Mr.'§ b who informed him that he had seen
a U.F.0. in the sky travelling at high speed but riding
erratically at different attitudes. He observed it for
approx. 15 minutes until it went off at speed (400 knots)
in a southern direction.

4. Enquiries have been made with all aviation centres and
there was no activity in the area at all by any military
or civil aeroplanes.

5. All the above information has been recorded at R A.F. Cosford
and a separate report has been compiled by Cplﬁ

6. If any more information is required it can be obtained from
The Military Police at R.A.F. Cosford§

i
=& -
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Stattordshire Police

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:

- -
FROM:  P.C. QNG STATION: RUGELEY

TO: SUPERINTENDENT ! DATE: 31st March, 1993

SUBJECT:  REPORT OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

1. At 0149 hours on Wednesday 3lst March, 1993 a Mreggl
Brereton, Rugeley, reported
to Rugeley Police Station that he had sighted a U.F.Q.
in the Brereton area. The informant was visited and
the following details were obtained:

A TIME - 0109 hrs
DATE - 31.3.93
DURATION OF SIGHTING ~ Approx. 1 minute

B DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT

Shape - Oval

Size - Approximately 150 metres in length

Colour - Shingy. Unable to state colour.

Brightness - The object had lights at each end which
were cream and very bright

Sound - Loud humming noise.

C EXACT POSITION OBSERVED

The informant sighted the object whilst stood in the
garden of his home address.

D HOW OBSERVED
Naked eye

E DIRECTION IN WHICH OBJECT WAS FIRST SEEN

The informant saw the object over the Stile Cop area
of Cannock Chase.

F ANGLE OF SIGHT
Approximately 45 degrees
G DISTANCE
Approximately £ of a mile
H MOVEMENTS
Moved away into the distance slowly

J METEOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS

Dry and Clear
Cont'd Overloaf /xSHeRX K.
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M

NEARBY OBJECTS

Housing and industrial estate

TO WHOM REPORTED

R.A.F. Cosford and Rugeley Police Station
NAME AND ADDRESS OF INFORMANT

- -

N

o]

P

2. In

ANY BACKGROUND ON THE INFORMANT THAT MAY BE VOLUNTEERED

It is not thought that the informant has ever made any
previous reports of a similar nature in the past.

OTHER WITNESSES

~.

P — e,

/-_a —
o

DATE AND TIME OF RECEIPT OF REPORT

0149 hours 31.3.93

IS A REPLY REQUESTED

Yes

accordance with Force Standing Order E4 1:1 I would

ask that this report be forwarded to:

Department of Trade and Industry,
National Air Traffic Control Services,
1 Victoria Street,

London SWI1H OET.

-2 -

Superintendent_

(1) This report, together with the report from P.C.q
*dated 31st March, 1993, is forwarded for your
information and subsequent transmission to the Department

of Trade and Industry at the above address.

13.4,93
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5th May, 1993,

Sheet No. ....

Form No. 65A

Chief Superintendent

1. I would ask that a copy of this report be forwarded as outlined

in Minute 1 (2) above.

26 April 1993 Chief Inspector

This”t;.ype of report need not be referred to

Headquarters and may be forwarded direct to the
Department of Trade and Industry.




ENCLOSURE 20 FROM RO 1s NOwW

PLACED
ON FILE 64/3/14 PT A E7






o TR !
Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 S000
(Fax)
(GTN)
Your Reference
Qur Reference
Yeadon D/DAS/64/3
Leeds

ate
20 September 2001

Thank you for your letter dated 21 August concerning access to information on ‘unidentified
flying objects’. I will answer your questions in the same order as your letter.

You asked for policy on the recording, analysis and public disclosure of information on the
following;

1. Reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’.

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

With regard to access to information on ‘UFO’ sighting reports, you may wish to be aware that
MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967 and generally
remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action on the file has been taken. It
was generally the case that before 1967 all MOD “UFO’ files were destroyed after five years as
there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However,
files have routinely been preserved since 1967 and released at their 30 year point to the Public
Record Office. Any from the 1950s and early 1960s that survived have also been released. Files
from 1971 onwards will be made available annually as they reach their individual 30-year
maturity point.

With regard to the release of information from the closed files, the Ministry of Defence operates
in accordance with the existing Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the
Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example,




cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable
diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information requested is supplied wherever
possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code. The Freedom of
Information legislation has now received Royal Assent and is known as the Freedom of
Information Act 2000. It is expected to come into force across the public sector between 2002
and 2005. Until then, all requests for information held by the public sector will continue to be
handled under the current Code.

2. Investigation of those reports (hereafter referred to as cases’).

The MOD does not investigate UFO sightings. Where appropriate those within the department
with responsibility for air defence matters may be consulted but once it is established that the
report contains nothing of defence interest, no further investigations are made.

3to 6. Cases in which the identity of the ‘unidentified flying object’ is determined and poses no
threat to national security. Cases in which the identity of the UFO is determined and may/could
pose a threat to national security. Cases in which the identity of the UFO is unknown and cases
in which the identity of the UFQ is suspected or determined to be terrestrial in origin and not a
source publicly represented in the United Nations.

When you talk here of whether the identity of ‘UFOs’ has been determined, I am unclear as to
whether you are referring to unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar or extra-terrestrial
spacecraft. The fact that the precise identity of an aircraft tracked on radar cannot be established
does not mean it is an extra-terrestrial spacecraft. There are a number of reasons why aircraft
tracked on radar cannot be positively identified. Those that are considered to represent a threat
are intercepted and positively identified. The remainder, whilst not immediately identifiable, may
be considered friendly by virtue of behavioural characteristics. A request for the release of details
concerning such incidents would be likely to be refused under Exemption 1a of the Code of
Practice on Access to Government Information (Information whose disclosure would harm
national security or defence), as it relates to the conduct of military operations. If, however, you
were referring to extra-terrestrial spacecraft, then the MOD knows of no such cases.

7. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be of extra-
terrestrial origin; or comprise extra-terrestrial technology; or be occupied by an extra-terrestrial
individual.

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

8. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be from Earth’s
past civilisations or future; or comprise technology from Earth’s past civilisations or future; or be
piloted by individuals from Earth's past or future.

The MOD has no evidence of any such cases.



9. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to comprise
technology copied or derived from extra-terrestrial technology or technology from Earth's past
civilisations or future (including ‘reverse-engineering’).

Please see my answer to question 7.

Yours sincerely,



25 ‘"’{‘ﬁ S za floy

eadon

Ministry of Defence
Secretariat Air Staff 2
Room 8245

Main Building
Whitehall

LONDON

SWI1A 2HD

21 August 2001
Dear Sir
Request for access to information on unidentified flying objects and others

Please would you provide me with the following information; or in the event that such requests are chargeable, a
schedule of costs; or in the event that there is a formal procedure or application form, details of that procedure or
application form; or in the event that the Ministry of Defence do not record/process/store the following information,
details of the government department or public body that does; or an explanation as to why the following information is
not publicly available:

Policy on (i) recording, (ii) analysis and (iii} public disclosure of information relating to:

1. Reports of unidentified flying objects;
2. Investigation of those reports (hereafter referred to as ‘cases’);

3. Cases in which the identity of the ‘unidentified flying object’ is determined and poses no threat to national security;
! 4, Cases in which the identity of the ‘unidentified flying object’ is determined and may/could pose a threat to national
i security;
©'5. Cases in which the identity of the ‘unidentified flying object’ is unknown.
- 6. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be terrestrial in origin and not a source
i publicly represented at the United Nations;

7. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be of extra-terrestrial origin; or
comprise extra-terrestrial technology; or be accupied by an extra-terrestrial individual;

8. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be from Earth’s past civilisations or
future; or comprise technology from Earth’s past civilisations or future; or be piloted by individuals from Earth’s
past or future;

9. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to comprise technology copied or derived
from extra-terrestrial technology or technology from Earth’s past civilisations or future (including ‘reverse-
engineering’).

Yours faithfully,
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From: rectorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) I
Operations and Po 1, Room 6/73
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP
Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
{Fax)
Your Reference
Raulands Castle 8%1§§§%26/%Cf/

Hampshire
Date
D_

Thank you for your letter dated 23 August 2001. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of '"UFO/flying saucer’ matters or
to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates
the existence of these alleged phenomena.
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e
Dire (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Dlrect diaf) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax}
{GTN)

Your Reference
O RelerrAce

Dat
14 §eptember 2001

Chesham

Buckini hamshire
J
o SRR

1 am writing with reference to the messages you left on our answerphone on 16 August 200] in
which you requested copies of the layout of crop circles and offered your assistance in
interpreting them.

There is no evidence to suggest that these phenomena are caused by anything of military concern
and the Ministry of Defence does not investigate reported sightings or carry out any research into
them. [ am therefore unable to provide the information you have requested.

1 have sent this letter by fax, as your address was not clear on the answerphone message.

Yours sincerely,



Direct {Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)
(GTN)
Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
Chesham 14 September 2001

Buckinihamshire

I am writing with reference to the messages you left on our answerphone on 16 August 2001 in
which you requested copies of the layout of crop circles and offered your assistance in
interpreting them.

There is no evidence to suggest that these phenomena are caused by anything of military concern
and the Ministry of Defence does not investigate reported sightings or carry out any research into
them. I am therefore unable to provide the information you have requested.

I have sent this letter by fax, as your address was not clear on the answerphone message.

Yours sincerely,



MESSAGE LEFT ON ANSWERPHONE — 16 AUGUST 2001

1205

m

Chesham
Bucks

Message: “I would like you to fax me the layout of all genuine crop circles since they
began. I may be able to help you solve what they mean. I would appreciate it if you
did not talk to anyone else but me.”

1214

Message: “I have seen the pictures of the latest crop circles and it is obvious what at
least one means. You would have to be thick if you do not know what it means.
Please send me a copy of all the genuine ones so I can establish what they are saying.”

1218

Message: “Please send me copies of crop circles. 1 think I know what it all means”.

NOTE

Address unclear on the answerphone, Checked postcode with post office and they
had two addresses, neither of which sounded anything like this address. Reply to be
faxed to telephone number above.
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From: I; i:ctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) k\
y1, Room 6/73

Operations-and Po ,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 58P

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
{Fax)

Your Reference
Qur Reference

Southsea D/DAS/64/3 &
Portsmouth Date
Hants 13 September 2001

e

Thank you for your letter dated 25 August 2001, which was passed to us by Headquarters
Land Command. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

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

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

\/OQ(S Sin
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. Classification [ UNCLASSIFIED |
FACSIMILIE L
G9{Policy and Secretariat) ,-'\

Headquarters Land Command
Erskine Barracks, Wilton,
SALISBURY, Wiltshire SP2 OAG

Transmission Details Document Details
Serial Number: Date and Time of Tr isston: | Reference:
001 28/8/01 1015
Tel: Subject:
Fax!

Tel: Salisbury Mil
Fax: Salisbury Mil
Fax Number:

@ETTER FROM MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC

Total Number of pages including this | §
cover sheet:

Authorising Officer | Transmit Operators

—
Rank. Name and Appaintment! ame:
9(Pol/Sec)la G9(Pol/Secj1a

As discussed, please see attached a letter that we have received from a member of
the public.

[ understand that you have a cel! that deals with such enquiries and would be
grateful if you could take this one on.

Regards

Classification [ UNCLASSIFIED |
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v S 5
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Refs
B%Agfgﬂ%ce

ate
12 September 2001

O )

Thank you for your recent letter concerning your request for information on ‘UFOQs’.

First you asked if 800 enclosures would equate to 800 separate sighting reperts. Without recalling
the files we can not be certain of their contents, but they could contain not only sighting reports,
but also MOD correspondence with those who reported the sightings.

You also suggested that the sighting reports could be placed in chronological order to make the
files easier to search. We currently hold files covering a 30 year period and it would take a
considerable amount of time to call back all of these files and shuffle all the papers in order to put
them in chronological order. Also many people report sightings and correspond with us about
events months, soretimes years, after they are alleged to have occurred. This would mean files
would have to be constantly called back from archives in order to place this correspondence in the
appropriate place. The MOD does not have the resources to conduct such a large paper exercise,
nor would such a system be practical to maintain. Indeed, it is established practice that files
should be left in the state that they were originally created, any interference with this, could result
in delays when files are reviewed for release to the Public Record Office,

You then asked about UFO records from the 1950s. The only surviving record that we are aware
of from that period, which is not currently in the PRO, is a report from the Directorate of
Scientific Intelligence and Joint Technical Intelligence Committee, entitled Unidentified Flying
Objects and dated June 1951. This report was recently discovered during a routine review of files
which had been retained within the Department beyond 30 years. The report has now been
removed from this file and is awaiting clearance for transfer to the PRO.

Finally, you asked if there was a register kept of UFO sighting reports made to the MOD during
the early 1950s.  We are not aware of any such register.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,


The National Archives
missing MoD report no 7
Letter describes discovery of the missing MoD report No 7 from 1951 during “a routine review of files reained beyond 30 years.” The report is now awaiting transfer to the Public Record Office.


' ‘ ‘

.DAS4A1(SEC)
From: Info(Exp)-Records1
Sent: 10 September 2001 13:42
To: DAS4A1(SEC)
Subject: RE: Enquiry about UFO files

The only record from the 1950s that | am aware of is the infamous D5I/JTIC Report No 7 in DEFE 19/9
(title: Scientific Intelligence). Arrangements have been made to replace the copy on the file with a
photocopy and the originat has been allocated to DEFE 44 (provisionally DEFE 44/119). The report is
waiting PRO clearance before transfer to Kew (hopefully a little later this year).

On the order of files - the Public Record Act lays down no specific instruction.

However, on creation it is good records management practice that filing be in chronoiogical order. When
my staff process files, 25 or so years after originally created, they work to the established practice that
files be feft in the state that they were created. It is unfortunate if this means the filing can be somewhat
haphazard.

ginal Message--—
From: DAS4A1(SEC}

Sent: 10 September 2001 12:04
To: Info(Exp)-Records1
Subject: Enquiry about UFO files

One of our regular correspondents has asked it "any surviving UFO records from the 1950's have been retained
by the MOD and re-classified under the thirty-year secrecy rule?". 1 think the answer is no, any records from
that period would be in the PRO, but | thought it best to check with you.

Also he has suggested that we place reports in chronological order to make it easier for them to be searched by
us and members of the public (they are currently filed in the order they are received) . | will obviously explain
the difficulties of shuffling papers on 30 years worth of files, especially as many people write to us about events
that happened months, sometimes years ago and this would result in us constantly calling files back from
archives to insert letters in the appropriate place . | would, however, appreciate your advice on whether records
have to be kept in date order and once placed on a file can enclosures be shuffled around in this manner. 1 know
the PRO is very keen for files to be released in their original state so is there any instructions under the Public
Record Act?.

11
(DAS4A1(SEC) on chots)
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Ministry of Defence, I:I
Room 8245,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

LONDON,

SWIA2HB e, :

o SRR O

Thank you for your previous letter, relating to a request to search
archive files for information regarding specific dates when UFOs
were reported over the United Kingdom.

You will appreciate that £840.00 in total, which was the amount
specified by the Department for looking through and sanitising
such reports, if found, is something we personally could not afford
at this time, although it may well be that, in due course, we could
concentrate on one or two dates, in order to spread the cost over a
period of time.

Would we be correct in presuming that the number of enclosures
relates individually to single UFO reports; in other words, for
NI argument sake, 8 x 100 enclosures for the 1979 period would refer
4§ to 800 separate Sighting reports from members of the public,
BY be? A or would such enclosures be cross-referenced, bearing in mind that

EC - /U'f v L 0 they are not filed by date order but how they come into the MOD
< {(\c*- o Department?
I »“k “ ‘{L_ ﬂ«‘y’\(-
A O,S”’ - Why cannot these enclosures be placed into chronological order,
W o ,}r taking into account that access of such documents would be made
Ao w”bﬂ far easier, not only to interested members of the public but by
’ r/, ¥ representatives working within the MOD, who may wish to consult
Lo o \{ﬂ“’ such documents for themselves?
s o
6&4. Ma ith regard to UFO reports received by the Air Ministry, cither from
» ) M} “ Members of the Armed Forces, or members of the public, can you tell

5 JAL‘ X —us if any surviving UFO records from the 1950's have been retained
b M -~ by the MOD and re-clessified under the Thirty-Year Secrecy Rule?
Secondly, was there any register kept recording reports of UFOs
,}“ made to the MOD during the early 1950's, again, beating in mind that
3E rstand any surviving records from the 1950's are open to public
at the Public Record Office?

s o b
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1102No. ... —
28 A 1G 200!




We look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,
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.
Fromﬂectorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) ] 7—-
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London, wczn 5BP

Telephone {Cirect dial) 0207 218 214
”
ackpool

Our Reference

Lancashi - D/DAS/64/3 «—
40

Date
12 September 2001

S e

Thank you for your letter dated 21 August 2001 which has been passed to this office as we
are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for Correspondence relating to ‘unidentified
flying objects’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat, and to date no "UFO' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt
to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justity
expenditure of public funds on investigations which g0 beyond our specific defence remit.

Rescue helicopter from RAF Valley received a call out at 13:30 on 14 January to search for g
crashed micro-light on the Isle of Man. A comprehensive search of the area was conducted, byt
nothing was found and the helicopter returned to RAF Valley.

I'have looked back through our files and can confirm that the only report we received was
the one passed to us by Skelmersdale Police which you mentioned in your letter. We received no
reports of ‘UFQ’ sightings for the 20 January 2001 from Fleetwood.

I hope this is helpful.

\/ou(S Sn



The National Archives
unexplained incident Snaefell
MoD summary of an unexplained incident reported from Snaefell, Isle of Man, on 14 January 2001.


TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS A Sec RefNo (25! pont
Date ‘*—l&(g/gl

The Secretary of State / has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERJAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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Lancashire,
1st August 2001
Ministry of Defencel,
Main Building,
Whitehall,

London, SW1A 2HB.

Dear Sir,

| am writing to you in the hope that you can provide some information concerning the
Snaefell mast ‘collision’ which took place on January 14th 2001 in the Isle of Man. | am
researching the incident to see if there may be a connection with several sightings of
mysterious aerial objects over Fleetwood a week later on January 20th.

| am aware of the basic facts in that there were two reported sightings of the collision
and that nothing was found in spite of a Helicopter being scrambled from RAF Valley,
North Wales and also that HMS Sutheriand had received an unidentified distress calll
from the area and had detoured from it's route to Scotland to search the area.

| saw the ‘lights’ over Fleetwood in January along with my wife, and over the last 3
and a half months | have been living and working in the Isle of Man and so | got to know
about both incidents.

1 wonder if you could help me with any of the following questions:

1. What sightings or distress calls were received on 14th January in addition to the
one from Skelmerdale which the Police said was handed to the MOD and
attached to thelr ‘lsle of Man’ file.?

2. Was anything recovered?

Any information you can provide would be gratefully received.

Yours Sincerely,
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From:Mctomte of Air Staff 4a (LA — Ops & Pol 1), [ }
Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020
(Fax}

Your Reference
Qur Reference
elstor D/DAS/64/3 ¢
Date
& September 2001
pRcecion 0|

Thank you for your letter dated 28 August 2001. Please find enclosed a number of papers on the
Rendlesham Forest incident, which you requested under the Code of Practice on Access of

Government Information. Some have been sanitised to protect the privacy of those who have
corresponded with the Ministry of Defence.

></3u/5 J:W&J}
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTH)
Your Reference
Qur Reference
an Diego B/It)AS/64/3
California ate
USA m 5 September 2001

I am writing with reference to your letter concerning your paper on the “Radiospectroscopic
Study of Astrophysical Photon Source Flares and the SETI”. This office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘Unidentified Flying Objects’ and your
letter has been passed to me for reply.

It may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in
respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms. Our only concern is the defence of the United Kingdom’s airspace and
we do not study space nor conduct searches for life on other planets. Any reports of sightings of
'unidentified flying objects' received are examined solely to establish whether what was seen
might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that UK airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no UFQ'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this
kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

I should add that while the MOD remains open-minded, to date we know of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 1 have not contacted [SYSNaTTRYof thé
British Interplanetary Society, as you requested, as this is not a matter for the MOD.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To b%&;& NTe RefNo @ 22 oot

Date {,);;L‘\% \ )

The Secretary of State / has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on
extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT




‘Dear Sir

Could Vou please tell me if you have ever %eard 9f my name before?
The main reason why I think that you mlght havie'hédrd of me is !
because I am the author of a paper which is entitled
"Radiospectroscopic Study of Astrophysical Photon Source Flares and
the SETI", which was published in the March 1982 issue of the Journal
of the British Interplanetary Society, in the UK. As you probably’
already know, SETI is an acronym for Search for Extra~Terrestrial
Intelligence. 1In my paper I proposed and analyzed the idea of making a
transmitter beam axis alignment into the sky directions opposite from,
or 180 degrees away from, the measured sky positions of transient
astrophysical photon source flare events such as supernovas, novas,
¥-Ray and Gamma-Ray bursts, and, most egpecially, powerful transient
radio sources, with a transmitter activation on or about the time of
event observation, so as to cause the broadcast signal to be
intercepted during the course of the radio astronomical study of the
event, or events, assuming appropriate signal processing, at all
possible future reception points within the transmitter beamcone -
hence the title of the paper. And I also did propose the idea of
minimizing the travel distance of the initial contact message signal,
using the parent stars as a best - available approximation of the
space - time positions of the transmitter and the receiver, with a
consequently minimized signal attenuation due to signal travel path
length. I will elaborate on this idea upon request. What is your
perception of the status of expert opinion concerning my 1982 SETI
paper, and my two proposed radio SETI strategies? I could send you
a copy of my paper if you would like, but I invite you to analyze my
two ideas for yourself, perhaps together with your associates and
coclleagues, using your own sclentific and mathematical acumen.
Please do let me know what your conglusions are.There is certainly no
guestion about the inherent scientific value of radio astronomical
study of alX types of astrophysical photon source flares. There is
also no question that radio astronomers should be of course alert to
the possibility of alien artificial raddo signal detection during the
course of all types of radio astronomical operations, in any direction,
and at any time. There is a lot of evidence of the occurrence of
massive, colossal, explosions, far vaster than supernovas, In the
centers of some galaxies, such as M82, NGC 1275 (Perseus A), and in
the center of our own'galaxy, as well. And I am sure that you have
heard about the mysterious brightening of Eta Carina from 1837 to 1845,
during which Eta Carina became nearly as bright as Sirius, and then
faded. The origins and causes of these mysterious photon source flare
events is one of the most outstanding unsolved mysteries of modern
astronomy. And finally, are you at all concerned about the clear
possibility of some other nation acquiring very large amounts of
data and information from advanced aliens .via radio waves? I believe
that it 1§ p0551b1e “HTEHBUGHE not certdin, that such inférmation could
quite possibly give its recepients an insuperable military advantage
over other nations. Have you ever thought very much about this
possibility? I have, and it worries mf a great deal. But how do you

feel? pPleass do Jet me know. I will look forward to hearing from you,

“and perhaps from your associates, sometime soon.

F.S—
(ovER)
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Direct (Lower Airspace) +)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Reference

Willits D/It)AS/64/3 e
ate
8@9‘?5490 4 September 2001

Thank you for your letter of 5 August, addressed to the Ministerial Correspondence Unit,
concerning Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB and the Disclosure Project. This
office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs’ and
I have been asked to reply.

First, it .may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised military air activity. 1 should add that
the integrity of the UK’s airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of
the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force, and the MOD remains vigilant for any potential
threat. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external
military source, and to date no UFO reported to us has revealed such a threat, we do not attempt to
identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations,
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted
for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification
service.

With regard to the ‘Disclosure Project’, we are aware that many people have claimed to have
experienced various phenomena. However, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in
respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or, the question of the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. 1 should add that to date the
MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Finally, in your letter you asked for information about Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton
GCB. T can confirm that Lord Hill-Norton was Chief of the Defence Staff between 1971 and
1973. He has a long standing personal interest in ‘UFQs’. The views expressed by Lord Hill-
Norton on the subject of "UFOs" are entirely his own personal opinions and do not represent nor
reflect the views of the Ministry of Defence.



I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To D L RefNo_ 137 01
Date 5 l &l o |
The Secretary of State / has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99. further information is available from DG Info on
extension 0

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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. l Secure Connection -
ministers.demon.co.uk

Demon Mailbox Listing

Mess;éef Delete |  View headers |
Originally from: Originally to: public
Date: 21:27:06 -0700

Subject: none

Please forward to:
The Ministerial Correspondence Unit,
Room 222,
0Old War Office,
Whitehall,
Londeon SW1A 2EU

I am a high schocl civics teacher seeking information on behalf of my
history class re:

Admiral Lord Hill-Nerton who from 1971 to 1973 was head of Britain's
Ministry of Defence. He is said to have given credence to the possibility
of extraterrestrials having visited our planet. Can you confirm this? I
would love to lead our class in research on this man. Can you help?

I realize I am but a humble teacher and you have more important things to
do that muck about in these old tales, but I would be grateful for any help
yvou might offer.

Many thanks,

Additional info below: (fyi)

UFOTruth - http://UFOTruth.listbot.com

A summary of Disclosure Project witness
testimony is at: www.disclosureproject.org

A project staff member forwarded these
relevant remarks by Five-Star Admiral Lord
Hill-Norton, former head of Britain's Ministry
of Defense - as to UFQ/ET witnesses who
had been ceonsidered trustworthy encugh to
that point, to have been given responsibility
over nuclear weapons...

<< I heard Lord Hill-Norton speak on one of
the television specials, and he made a very
profound statement: (I'm paraphrasing) "One
of two scenarios is true. Either these people
entrusted with nuclear weapons really saw
and experienced what they did, or they were
mass-hallucinating. Either scenario would and
must be of great importance to National and
International security.” >>

NAMES FROM THE DISCLOSURE PROJECT
WITNESS LIST:

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/08/01
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) Testimeony that Explains the Secrecy:

Brigadier General@ Army National Guard
Reserves

US Navy Atlantic Command
US Air Force (Ret.)

US Marine Corps
Air Force (Ret.)
Ministry of Defense Official
US Air Force, Security Officer

S Air Force, NRO Operative

DIA Official

» McDonnell Douglas Aerospace Engineer
ey ;
i UFO Crash Witness

] n [ US Air Force
Italian UFO expert

FAA Head of Accidents and Investigations
US Alr Force Radar Contreller

US Navy Pilot
S Air Force, SAC Launch Controller
Air Force

Witness Testimony:

Overview:
<snip>
Monsignor Corrado Balducci: September 2000

Radar and Pilot Cases:

FAA Division

cnief |

Us Navy (ret.)

Lt. US Air Force
US Rir Force ({ret.)

L i Security Agency
S Air Force
Air Force

Government Insiders eep Insiders:

ttps://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/08/0

=y
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Astronaut
Brigadier Esg.: Army National
Guard Reserve
M US Navy Atlantic Command
onel ( US Air Force (ret.),

October

B.=C3=A2=C2*%=C2*
Lance Corporal | U.8. Marine Corps,
Mz or Fan J i) Force

sh Ministry Of Defense
Five-Star Admiral,

Former Head

of the British
nited States Air Force,

777777 ) United States Army
_ Russian Air Force
Alr Force/NRO Operative

Lockheed Skunkworks, USAF, and CIA

(ret.)
Contractor
(ret.)
1 US Air Force (ret.)
MEATETT T
e, December 2000
Official
Alr Force

Enmployee
Defense Intelligence Agency
US Army

[McDonnell Douglas Aerospace Engineer,
Senior Policy Analyst, Stanford

(ret.)

Research Instituts
Former SAIC employee

US Army (ret.)

US Air Force

US Army {(ret.)

_Oyal Fonadian Al Foree

me Fage

Bremon Indernst

https://web.mail demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/08/01
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1 Secure Connection -
ministers.demon.co.uk

Demon Mailbox Listing

Mes'ség;.m Delete |  View neaders |
Originally from: {Originally to: public
Date: 16:21:00 <0700

Subject: Re: : none

>The information contained in this e-mail is private and is solely for the
>use of the intended recipient(s).

>

>If you are not the intended recipient, you have no legal right to use the
>contents of this e-mail.

>

>The views expressed in this e-mail do not necessarily reflect Government
>(Defence) policy.

>For reply, please re-send your message to this email address (or
>public@ministers.mod.uk) and include your full postal address.

>

>Many thanks,

>

>MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Looking forward to your response and info. Thanks,

Willits, CA 95490
Usa

Less text {20 .lines)

Deaan fnternet Home Page

https://web.mail demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/08/01



) From@ctorate of Air Staff 4a (LA - Ops & Pol 1), q
\} Tkt Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N §BP

Telephone (Direct dialy 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

Qur Refe
Hounslo D%Ag/%gle/%cf/

10
Thank you for your recent enquiry to the MOD press office. As requested, please find enclosed a
number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident that have recently been released under the

Code of Practice on Access of Government Information. Some have been sanitised to protect the
privacy of those who have corresponded with the Ministry of Defence.

Date
2 September 2001

Dear

(_Ld Ay 1‘\4 (<7}



DAS4A1(SEC)

" From: DAS4A(SEC)
Sent: 30 August 2001 17:43
To: DAS4A1(SEC)
Subject: FW: Rendlesham

ble I'm sure it would be appreciated if [aycould send ghotocopies off tomorrow._lill:l

~~~~~ Original Message-—-—

From: D News RAF

Sent: 30 August 2001 17:04
To: DAS4ASES)
Subject: RE: Rendlesham

Thanks.
Heis

Hounslow

----- Original Message----—-

From: DAS4A(SEC)

Sent: 30 August 2001 16:59
To: D News RAF

ce: DAS4A1(SEC)
Subject: RE: Rendlesham

Importance: High

e a set which could be photocopied and sent to him - it's about 70 documents,
mbers of the public. Let us have his details and despatch can be arranged.

-----Original Message----~

From: D News RAF

Sent: 30 August 2001 16:53
To: DAS4A(SEC)
Subject: Rendlesham

I've had a call from a feelance journalist who "wishes to obtain a copy of the documents on
Rendlesham Forest".
If | get his address, can you send him something?



SIS
P x
From:_ |:!ctorate of Air Staff 4a (LA — Ops & Pol 1), \J

Room 6

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP
D/DAS/643 & v~

Telephone (Direct dialy
(Fax)
!as[m ton
g D

ate
Tine and Wﬁe I 3 September 2001
g sccion <0 |

Thank you for your letter dated 12 August.

Your Reference

Qur Reference

After making further enquiries within the department I can confirm that two US Bl Strategic
Bomber aircraft were authorised by UK MoD to conduct training flights in the North Yorkshire
area on 16" October 2000. It is therefore possible that it was one of these aircraft that you
observed on the night in question.

1 hope this is helpful.

=
Vouge


The National Archives
US B1 bomber aircraft 
MoD confirm two US B1 bomber aircraft visited UK in October 2000 as part of a training exercise. This may explain a UFO report from North Yorkshire on 16 October.



_ DAS4A1A(SEC) J& S

From: DAS3B1(SEC)
Sent: 28 August 2001 15:28

To: DAS4A1A(SEC
Subject:

In response to uld say that the US authorities requested use of UK airspace for 2 x B1 Strategic
Bomber ‘iﬂﬂiﬂlﬂ:‘. d 16-October 2000. The MoD authorised the B1 aircraft to use UK airspace. The
aircraft were conducting training flights and are likely to have been operating in the area of North Yorkshire as part of
this training on the date specified.

The B1 is not strictly a stealth aircraft (unlike the B2 and F117), but it is painted a dark colour and with its wings
swept back would look unusual - particularly at altitude. The only airshows B1's attended this summert are RIAT at
RAF Cottesmore and RAF Waddington airshow. | have never heard of Sunderland International air show.

| would suggest a short response giving the info in the first para here. We would not want to get into details of
airshows, stealth operations etc.

| would be grateful for sight of your final draft.



Washington

73 ine and Wear

Your ref: D/IDAS(Sec)/64/2

12 August 200!

7 o
Room 8245
Ministry of Defence
Muain Building
Whitehall

London

SWiA 2HB

1 refer to my sighting of a “UFQ" in October 2000.
Your letter of 25 October 2000 refers.

Following your remarks in that letter that it may have been aircraft lights or natural phenomena I
made it my ‘mission’ to establish exactly what it was [ sow. I now fnow that what I saw on the evening
of 16" October 2000 over North Yorkshire was the F1 American Stealth Bomber. It did in fact make
an appearance at the Sunderland International Aiy Show this Summer.

It is a known fact that this craft can not be detected by radar which may be why none of the RAF
Stations { contacted were aware it was In our air space that night. Whether or not it was in breach of
national security is for you to establish.  The Americans being our strongest allies I would assume it
reqsonable for them lo occupy our air space for raining etc., without the knowledge of all Stations
but Iwould have expected yourselves to have been aware of this. Obviously on this occasion you
were HOL.? 7.

Thank you for taking the time 1o write to me. I trust you will find this letter of interest.

Yours sincerely
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Direc (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 2 onon
{Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Ref
Barnard Castle D%Ag/gze/gce

ate
Co Durham 20 August 2001

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

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

Turning to the four points which you asked the Prime Minister to support, I will address these in
the same order as in your letter.

1. 1o hold open, comprehensive, secrecy-free hearings to take military’ agency
witness testimony on events and evidence relating to an Extraterresirial presence on and around
Earth.

Anyone, whether they are a member of the public or in the Armed Forces is able to report a
sighting to the Ministry of Defence and their report will be examined in light of our defence
interest as detailed above. There is therefore no need to hold “hearings to take witness testimony’
on these events.



2. To hold open hearings on advanced energy and propulsion systems, relating to
extraterrestrial phenomena that, when publicly released. will provide solutions to global
environmental challenges. These technologies which may now be sequestered behind the
National Security Act.

To date the Ministry of Defence knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We are therefore unable to comment on ‘advanced energy
and propulsion systems’ which we do not know exist.

3. To enact legistation which will ban all spaced-based wedapons, and to enact and
implement international treaty and legal standards Prohibiting the weaponisation of space.

The United Kingdom’s position on the military use of space is clear. The Quter Space Treaty
places some important limitations on military activity in space, prohibiting the deployment of
weapons of mass destruction and military activity on the moon and other celestial bodies. But we
do not wish to see a general prohibition on the military use of space. For example, the 1998
Strategic Defence Review confirmed a continuing need for secure satellite communications for
the armed forces. We recognise, however, there are issues that countries wish to discuss on space
and we support the further consideration of Quter Space by the Conference on Disarmament in
Geneva to identify whether there are substantive issues on which further work could be done.

4. To enact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space
peacefully and co-operatively with all cultures on Earth and in space.
T have explained above our position on the military use of space. While we remain open minded,

we know of no evidence to substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial lifeforms and therefore are
unable to comment on our future co-operation with these alleged beings.

Finally, I must say that the MOD has no expertise or role in respect of the existence or otherwise
of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We are aware that many people have claimed to have experienced
various phenomena and we remain open-minded.

1 hope this explains the situation.

Yours sincerely,



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

7

To v & RefNo OUA /2001
Date Kkﬁglof

The attached letter, which the Prime Minister has received, has been forwarded to
this Department for official action. All correspondence is to be answered within 20
working days on receipt in this Branch. No 10's letter codes are as follows:

=

LA/\ - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10.

B - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10. Please consider whether
there is anything which can usefully be said to the correspondence and
action accordingly.

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

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force on January 1997. All
replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out in the
Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in DCI(Gen) 223/99 further
information is available from DG Info on extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep record of their
performance. All branches and Agencies are required to keep information on the number of
requests for information which refer to the Code of Practice including details of the
correspondence and the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is
required to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the public and
provide statistics (which may be based on a valid sample) of its performance in providing
replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accu}'acy of
your branch records on correspendence will be performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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FAQ, Prime Minister Tony Blair
Subject: Disclosure Project and release of all classified UFO information

Dear Prime Minister, DN )
O il

On May 9, 2001, one of the largest press confevences in the recent history of the National Press’
Club was completed. More than 20 military, government and corporate witnesses to

unambiguous UFO and extraterrestrial events stated their testimony before the world-wide press
&

The recorded testimony of scores of military, government and other witnesses to Unidentified
Flying Objects and Extratcrrestrial events and projects from around the world establishes the
existence of a UFO / Lixtraterrestrial presence on and around Earth. This recorded testimony
consists of dozens of first-hand, often 1op-sceret witnesses to UFO and Lxtraterrestrial events,
internal UFO-rclated government projects and covert activities, space-based weapons programs,
and covert, reversc-engineered energy and propulsion system projects. The technologies that are
of an Extraterrestrial origin, when publicly released within a planned transition period, will
provide salutions to global environmental and sceurity challenges.

Thesc numeraus recorded witnesses constilule only a small portion of a vast pool of identified
present or former military, intelligence, corporate, avialor, flight control, law enforcement
officers, scienlists and other witnesses, who will come forward when subpoenaed to tostify at
Congressional hearings Without a grant of immunity releasing them from their security oaths,
many such unimpeachable witnesses fear to speak out.

Legislation will ban space-bascd weapons and will help to transform the terrestrial war industry
into a world co-operative military (without space weapons), civil, and commercial space
industry. This will providc unprecedented benefits and opportunitics to all on Earth and in space.
Our generation of voters and leaders are responsible for this once in a lifetime decision - to ban
spacc-based weapons so that we will be permitted to join the peaceful travellers in the universe.

Therelore, the undersigned are asking thal you sponsor, enact and actively support each of the

following

e To hold open, comprehensive, secrecy-frec hearings to take military/agency
witness testimony on events and evidence relating to an Extratcrrestrial presence
on and around Larth,

e To hold open hearings on advanced cnergy and propulsion systems, relating to
extraterrestrial phenomena that, when publicly releascd, will provide solutions 10
global environmental challenges, These technologies which may now be
sequestered behind the National Security Act.

o To enact legislation which will limit all space-based weapons, and to cnact and
implement international treaty and legal standards limiting the weaponization of

space.

.81



COMTIMUE FROM PREVIOUS PAGE 281

» To cnact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space
peacefully and co-operatively with all cultures on Earth and in space.

Barnard Castle
Co Durham
d

Fax
Emath:



Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchhoard) 020 7218 9000
F
gGaT?(h)”
Your Reference
Our Reference
. B/lt)AS/64/3
i ate
\C)\;]lfrzlssh(i)rrg 20 August 2001

Dea

Thank you for your letter of 30 July, addressed to Mr Hoon , regarding ‘unidentified flying
objects’. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this
nature and I have been asked to reply.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance;, namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. I should add that the
integrity of the UK’s airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of the
UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force, and the MOD remains vigilant for any potential
threat. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external
military source, and to date no UFO reported to us has revealed such a threat, we do not attempt to
identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to us, We believe that rational explanations,
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted
for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification
service.

In your letter you refer to the ‘extreme secrecy that prevails on this subject...”, and expressed your
‘shock that such things are kept from the general public’. The MOD’s interest in this subject is
limited to the defence of the UK, as described above, and no secret has been made of that fact.
Our files are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967 which state that
official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has
been taken. It was generally the case that before 1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five
years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention.
However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are
now routinely preserved and passed to the Public Record Office at the 30 year point. Any files
from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by
members of the public. In addition, the MOD operates under the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information. This means that we are committed to providing members of the public
with information they require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. With the start of the
introduction of the Freedom of Information Act next year, we will, in common with all
government departments, be looking at what further material may be released.



With regard to the ‘Disclosure Meeting’ held in Washington, in May, we are aware that many
people have claimed to have experienced various phenomena and we remain open-minded.
However, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters
or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. To date the MOD
knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS G 3J 0 RefNo S<( 3 /2001
Date G o= Mg} e .

The Secretary of State / ___ has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not

acknowledged it.

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

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

DCI(Genﬂer information is available from DG Info on
extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT



WINSFORD,

Re Disclosure meeting held in Washington DC 9% May

30/07/01

Dear Mr Hoon,
I personally attended the disclosure events concerning so called UFO’s and extraterrestrial vehicles
(ETV’S) held in Washington DC in May earlier this year.

I'am concerned that there seems to be no change in MOD policy in respect of the evidence that was
presenied and that the extreme secrecy that prevails on this subject both undermines democracy and
damages public trust in government, I was personally shocked that such things are being kept from
the general public and while I realise the issues are complex and profound it is surely time to move
forward in a mutually agreeable/acceptable way on this subject in the UK.

Perhaps you or your department would like to discuss the issues in more detail, there is also witness
testimony available on CD ROM, hardcopy, and video format should you wish to be briefed.

Please be assured that all correspondence will be treated as private and confidential unless agreed
otherwise between us.

T ook forward to hearing from you in due course and hope that the government perhaps starting
with the MOD has the courage to start looking at policy changes on this subject and to grasp the
opportunity of holding honest, open, and non recriminatory public hearings.

Yours Sincerel




Direc Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 3000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
16 August 2001

Wellingborough
Northants
1

Further to my letter of 9 August regarding your request for information relating to the defence of
UK airspace, | am now in a position to provide a substantive reply.

1 will answer your questions in the same order as your letter.

Q1) What is United Kingdom law governing unauthorised incursions into UK airspace? (Does
the UK have an ‘air defence identification zone’ for example?).

Al) As far as I can ascertain there are no specific laws governing ‘unauthorised incursions into
UK airspace’. There is no requirement to notify authorities of entry into UK airspace, in a
similar way in which ships are not required to notify their entry into territorial waters. However,
diplomatic clearance is required for military aircraft and all aircraft are required to comply with
the rules of the air. Thus, for example, any aircraft entering controlled airspace is required to seek
clearance from the appropriate control agency. Furthermore, Customs and Excise must be
notified at the point of landing.

Q2) [s it standard practice to allow such incursions to go unchallenged, provided that the
aireraft concerned do not engage in hostile acts (including espionage or military

reconncissance)?.

A2) Any aircraft that is considered to represent a potential threat will be challenged by air
defence aircraft.

Q3) Were the four unidentified aircraft mentioned above all of a recognisable type or
manufacture, and if not, how many were not?.

A3) The four unidentified aircraft were considered friendly and, therefore, no further attempt was
made to ascertain specific details.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



Direct:
Operations & Policy
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Wellingborough
Date
9 August 2001

Northants
)

T am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 11™ July in which you ask questions relating
to defence of UK airspace.

We aim to reply to all letters within four working weeks from date of receipt. However, owing to
administrative difficulties caused by our recent move to the address at the top of this letter, we
are unable to reply to you within this timescale.

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

Yours sincerely,



DAOQ/1/13

10 Aug 01

REQUEST FOR INORMATION !

1. You asked for information to assist in responding to further questions raised in a follow-
up letter from Mted 11 Jul O1.
2. As far as T can ascertain there are no specific laws governing “unauthorised incursions

into UK airspace”. There is no requirement to notify authorities of entry into UK airspace, in a
similar way in which ships are not required to notify their entry into territorial waters.
However, diplomatic clearance is required for military aircraft and all aircraft are required to
comply with the rules of the air. Thus, for example, any aircraft entering controlled airspace is
required to seek clearance from the appropriate control agency. Furthermore, Customs and
Excise must be notified at the point of Janding.

3. Any aircraft that is considered to represent a potential threat will be challenged by air
defence aircraft.

4. The four unidentified aircraft were considered friendly and, therefore, no further attempt
was made to ascertain specific details.

S. T hope you find these responses of use and that they do not prompt a further round of
questions.

Signed on CHOLS

Wg Cdr
DAO ADGE 1

GEIl



WELLINGBOROUGH
NORTHANTS

!!!!!! !!!g! !E OF AIR STAFF 4a,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
ROOM 8245,

MAIN BUILDING,
WHITEHALL,

LONDON SW1A 2HB.

11% July, 2001

1 would like to thank you for your prompt and helpful reply to my letter of the 5%
June. I hope that 1 am not trespassing on your kindness by asking some
supplementary questions, which I hope that you will be able to answer under the
terms of the Code of Practice relating to access to government information.

You say that since 1% January 2001, four unidentified aircraft have been detected
entering United Kingdom airspace, but were “assumed friendly based on behavioural
patterns’. My questions are:

1. What is United Kingdom law governing unauthorised incursions into UK
airspace? (Does the UK have an “air defence identification zone’, for example?)

2. Is it standard practice to allow such incursions to go unchallenged, provided that
the aircraft concerned do not engage in hostile acts (including espionage or
military reconnaissance)?

3. Were the four unidentified aircraft mentioned above all of a recognisable type or
manufacture, and if not, how many were not?

T look forward to hearing from you, as and when you are able to reply.
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Please see attached two letters which we have received from a member of the public,
P67 to these letters we had not heard of {S

Although
(Wg Cd
and we
S July).

#e)letter asked some unusual questions, DAO ADGE 1
ppy to provide the answers. These were factual answers
lain in broad terms what they mean (See my letter of

However, he has now come back with some more probing questions concerning
operational matters in connection with our policing of UK airspace. ADGE1 is
concerned about the nature o f3tions and where this may be leading.
After all we have no idea who : irticular concern to ADGE 1 is the
reference to an ‘air defence identification zone’ because although he believes this
phrase may only be Restricted, it is a NATO term not widely known outside of the
aviation community and we would not wish to start discussing such matters with
members of the public.

ADGE 1 thinks we will probably have to withhold this information under the Code
because otherwise we would be getting into operational matters. However, he has
asked if could consult MOD Sy about the nature of this correspondence and to see if
they are able to tell us anything about (ay=Ya sifjing that is his real name).

I would be grateful for yoyur thoushts We only got this letter today, so we have until
9 August to get a reply to :l:l

13" Tuly 2001




Directorate of Air Staff 4a1 %

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct diaf) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 5000
(Fax}
(GTN)

Your Reference

ellingborough Qur Reference
Northants D/DAS/64/3

Date
1 S July 2001

Thank you for your letter of 15 June, addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, concerning
‘unidentified flying objects’. Please note this Department has now changed title to Directorate of
Air Staff 4a, as shown above. We are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to “‘UFQOs.’

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

With regard to your request for information under the Freedom of Information Act, you may wish
to be aware that the Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information, which encourages the provision of information unless its
disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it
would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information requested
is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.
The Freedom of Information legislation has received Royal Assent and is known as the Freedom
of Information Act 2000. It is expected to come into force in Spring 2002, when it will supersede
the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.

In your letter you seem to be confusing unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar with ‘UFOs’.
The fact that the precise identity of an aircraft cannot be established does not render it a UFO.
There are a number of reasons why some aircraft cannot be positively identified and, in these
instances, assumptions have to be made. In the vast majority of cases, unidentified aircraft can be
assumed to be friendly by virtue of behavioural characteristics. Any unidentified aircraft acting
suspiciously would normally be intercepted. Please bear this in mind when reading the following
answers to your questions.



1. How many times since 1" January 2001 have unidentified aircraft or ‘flying objects’ been
detected approaching and/or entering United Kingdom airspace by air defence radar?

Since 1 January 2001 fifteen aircraft remained unidentified as they were detected approaching UK
airspace by the air defence system.

2. How many of these aircraft or ‘UFOs’ have been subsequently identified and found to be
harmless?

Subsequently, nine of the aircraft were positively identified.

3. How many, if any, have been identified and found to be aircrafi of a potentially hostile
Jforeign power?

None were found to be unauthorised incursions by aircraft of a potentially hostile foreign power.
However, it should be noted that there are occasional, pre-notified and authorised movements of
civil and military aircraft from potentially hostile nations into UK airspace.

4. How many, if any, have remained unidentified?

Of the six tracks that remained unidentified, two never actually entered UK airspace and the
remaining four were assumed friendly based on behavioural patterns.

L hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



DAO/1/13

4 Jul 01

DAS 4A1(Sec)

REQUEST FOR INORMATION _

1. You asked for information to assist in responding to questions raised in a letter from

2. Mo have confused unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar with
“UFOs®™ precise identity of an aircraft cannot be established does not render
it a UFQ. There are a number of reasons why some aircraft cannot be positively identified
and, in these instances, assumptions have to be made. In the vast majority of cases,

unidentified aircraft can be assumed to be friendly by virtue of behavioural characteristics.
Any unidentified aircraft acting suspiciously would normally be intercepted.

3. Against this background, the answers t iﬁc questions are as follows:

a Since 1 Jan 01, fifteen aircraft remained unidentified as they were detected
approaching UK airspace by the air defence system.

b. Subsequently, nine of the aircraft were positively identified.

c. None were found to be unauthorised incursions by aircraft of a potentially
hostile foreign power. However, it should be noted that there are occasional, pre-
notified and authorised movements of civil and military aircraft from potentially hostile
nations into UK airspace.

d Of the six tracks that remained unidentified, two never actually entered UK
airspace and the remaining four were assumed friendly based on behavioural patterns.

4. I hope you find this data of use. As is always the case, there is an inherent danger in
providing too much detail to those who do not fully understand our systems and procedures.
The detail can easily lead to miscomprehension and an inevitable round of additional
questions, With that in mind, I leave it to your judgement as to whether you should use the
above facts in your response to

DAO ADGE 1



The National Archives
unidentified aircraft tracks
RAF briefing to MoD’s UFO desk officer 4 July 2001 on “unidentified aircraft tracks” logged during the first six months of 2001, in response to a letter from a member of the public. Further papers at p306-7, 305, 302-3, 300.


.

NORTHANTS

SECRETARIAT (AIR STAFF) 2a,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
ROOM 8245,

MAIN BUILDING,
WHITEHALL,

LONDON SWI1A 2HB,

15® June 2001
Dear Sir/Madam,

I would be grateful if I might be permitted to take advantage of Section 1 of the
Freedom of Information Act, 2000, by requesting answers to the following questions.

1. How many times since 1™ January, 2001 have unidentified aircraft or “flying
objects’ been detected approaching and/or entering United Kingdom airspace by
air defence radar?

2. How many of these aircraft or ‘UFOs’ have been subsequently identified and
found to be harmless?

3. How many, if any, have been identified and found to be aircraft of a potentially
hostile foreign power?

4. How many, if any, have remained unidentified?
I appreciate, of course, that it may not be possible to supply the answers I am seeking

for administrative reasons or reasons of national security. I would, nevertheless, be
grateful for a response.

1 look forward to hearing from you at your convenience.







Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) g_

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
F
i
Your Reference
Qur Reference
Glasgow D/DAS/64/3

Date
:I:I T4 August 2001

I am writing with reference to your e-mail message of the 13 July in which you requested
information about an alleged sighting of an ‘unidentified flying object” in April 1998. This office
is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFQs.’

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

With regard to your particular request for information, a search of our files has revealed that we
did not receive any ‘UFO” sighting reports about this alleged incident. We are aware that articles
appeared in The Daily Telegraph, The Express and The Daily Mail, in April 1998, which made
claims that RAF Fylingdales tracked a large unusual craft flying in a zigzag pattern over the North
Sea at speeds up to 24,000 miles an hour. However, RAF Fylingdales have confirmed that they
did not track any such object. There are, therefore, no documents that I can send to you.

Finally, you may wish to be aware that although the Freedom of Information legislation has
received Royal Assent and is known as the Freedom of Information Act 2000, it has not yet come
in to force. This is expected to happen across the public sector between 2002 and 2005. Until
then, all requests for information held by the public sector will continue to be handled under the
current Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. The Code encourages the



* provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to

arequest. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under
one of the exemptions in the Code.

Yours sincerely,
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UFO Roundup: May 3, 1998 Page 1 of 7

May 3, 1998

Quick Index:

British Newspapers Say RAJF, Dutch Air Force Chased Giant UFO
French UFQlogists Study "Missing Time" Encounter

Giant Octagonal UFQ Seen in Rosamond, California

Triangular UFQ Seen East of Meriden_Connecticut

Mars Globa! Surveyor Hampered by Cloud Cover

Shuttle Baby Rats Die of Unknown Causes

Cassini Bypasses Venus on Jirst Lap of Voyage

From the UFO Files -- 1937: Mysterious Lights Seen on Mars
Fun UFQ Websites

British Newspapers Say RAF, Dutch Air Force Chased Giant UFO

The London newspapers Daily Telegraph and Daily Mail reported this week that jet
interceptors of the Royal Air Force and the Netherlands Air Force had pursued a giant
triangular UFO over the North Sea.

According to the Daily Mail, the phased-array radar network at RAF Fylingdales in
North Yorkshire picked up an "unusual craft (that was) tracked flying in a zigzag
pattern at 17,000 miles per hour (27,200 kilometers per hour) over the North Sea."

An RAF fighter squadron was sent to intercept the object. The Netherlands Aur Force
"also tracked the UFO but the two (Dutch) F-16 fighters scrambled to intercept the
object were unable to keep up” with it.

The UFO dodged the Dutch fighters, increasing its speed to 24,000 miles per hour
(38,400 kilometers per hour), and shot away to the northeast, heading for the Atlantic
Ocean.

"RAF officials were said to be baffled by the object. .. 'It was definitely under control,
judging by the various manceuvres executed, said a spokesman. 'It appeared to be
triangular and was around the size of a battleship (about 900 feet long) ™

According to the Daily Telegraph, "Tapes to be shown to British and American experts
are said to show objects that change shape and in mid-air and a battleship-sized aircraft
traveling at 33 times the speed of sound."

The presentation of the radar tapes will be made in June at the Space Symposium to be

hitp://www parascope.com/nb/uforoundup/uforoundup980503 htm 8/10/01
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UFQ Roundup: May 3, 1998 Page 2 of 7

held at the Air Warfare Center at RAF Cranwell in Lincolnshire.

The newspaper articles appeared on Monday, April 27, 1998. The RAF Press Office
denied that a joint air operation against a giant UFO had taken place, adding, "Yes,
there is a conference at the Air Warfare Center at RAF Cranwell in June, but this is to
discuss mulitary strategies in outer space -- not UFOs."

The Daily Telegraph said Wednesday, April 29, that it stands by its story and its "RAF
source.”

According to Graham W. Birdsall, editor of the UK's UF(Q) Magazine, the "RAF
source" is Philip Burden, a former Ministry of Defence employee wha served as editor
of the in-house RAF publication R4F News ten years ago. (See the Daily Telegraph for
April 27, 1998, "RAF Spots Speeding UFOs with New Radar," and the Daily Mail for
April 27, 1998, "24,000 MPH UFO Buzzes Britain." Many thanks to Errol Bruce-
Knapp, Graham W. Birdsall and Dave Clarke of BUFORA for making the newspaper
articles available.)

ATOP

French UFOlogists Study "Missing Time" Encounter

French ufologists are studying a UFQ encounter four men had back in January in a rural
area about 72 kilometers (45 miles) northwest of Paris

The incident took place near Grisy-les-Platres on January 10, 1998. The town is in the
department Val d'Oise, near Genicourt and Pontoise.

D Bruno, 62, a retired aviation technician for Air France, went on a hunting trip that
day with three companions. In two cars, the men drove north on Chaussee (local road)
D27

As they approached Grisy-les-Platres, Bruno reported, "I noticed before me a series of
lights as bright as the moon. This was very intriguing as the disposition of the lights in
the sky was very strange. As we approached the object, we wondered what it could be.
It resembled nothing within the scope of our knowledge."

"The lights consisted of linear luminous portholes from (measuring) 5 by 3 meters
spaced on an enormous black mass that was an estimated 45 meters (139 feer) wide,
according to my professional experience. The object was at the treetops at a height of
20 roeters (67 feet) and hovering over the road. It must have weighed thousands of
tons."

"I opened my (side) window in order to hear the sound. I leaned forward the looked
underneath the object The object was truly enormous and blocked my view of the sky.
There was a central part of the vast construction that was a lighter shade of gray than
the rest, and I thought that jt might be a sort of tire -- it was clearly octagonal. I could
plainly see more of the enormous lights beneath it. From that moment on, however, I
remember no more of what happened.”

The next thing Bruno knew, he was driving on D27 four kilometers (two miles) past

Grisy-les-Platres. "1 stopped the car and was startled to find that I was three kilometers
past our rendezvous point. My colleagues were also in the same bizarre state.”

http:/fwww parascope.com/nb/uforoundup/uforoundup980503 . htm 8/10/01



PRGE.@B4

TG

FROM COMMCEN FYLINGDALES

@1 13:26

18 AUG

TIE EXPBESS. MONDAY, APRIL 21, 1098

RAF spots-

speeding

UFOs with:

new radar

BRITAIN'S X-Files may
be opened up amid claims
of stunning evidence that
UFOQOs fly over Britain.

Tapes to be shown to British
and American experts are said
to show ebjects which change
shape In mid-alr and & Ratte-
ship-sized aircraft traveling at
33 times the speed of sodnd.

The details are due Yo be
revealed in earty June al a
Space Symposium at the
RAF's Cranwell stalf college.

A sertor RAF sowree claims
the mystery craft have been
picked up by the Iatest Phased
Array radar at the Cold War
listening post at Fylingdales in
North Yorkshire.

One senlor officer satd;
“What we have seen arg not
secret weapons. They argoraft

L

Y SO (K UM
of which we have no technical

knowledge. We know their .

shape, speeds and height but
eannot explain what they are.”
- -The most spectacular dis-
covery is a crafl spotted by
Fylingdales and the Dutch Air
Force over the North Bea
Dexseribed as “the size of 4 hab-
tleship”, it Zg-zagged at up to
24,000mpn for 15 minutes, “as
if it wanted to be spatted™.
Another tape alows a group
ol 12 oval objects seemingly

Eg to the amaze- -
mevnﬁnnnnoﬁ

_X-Files. IL i3
- revesl how

of Ypateiel, Bulfolx, searched
ao-.r!. Henctie eventually -«
dog ~
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Oally Mall, Monday, April 27, _mm

RAF TRACKS MYSTERY

24,000mph UFO
buzzes Britain

THE RATF has tracked a UFO
‘as big as a battleship’ off the
coast of Britain, military
sources revealed yesterday.

They said the massive craft was
tracked flying in a zig-2ag pattern
at 17,000mph over the North Sea.
It then accelerated Lo 24,000mph
and zoomed off towards the
Atlantic, -

The Dutch air force also tracked the
UFO, bul two F-16 Bghters scrambled
to Intercept the ob|ect were unable to
keep up, It is clalmed.

RAF officials are said ta be baffled
by the object, spotted by the Ministry
of Dafence long-range lUstening sta-
tion on Fylngdales moor in North
Yorkshire.

‘It was definitely vnder contrel,
judging by the varicus manoeuvres
executed,” sald a source. ‘It appeared
-to be tianguisr and was around the
size of a battlexhip (about 30412 long).'

Radar records of the craft are due
to be prasented to science and mill-
tary experts from arpund the world,
who wlll examine how to exploit
space for mililary purposes at a con-
ference st RAF Coliege, Cranwell,
Lincalnshire, in June, Other tapes of

By DAVID DERBYSHIRE
Science Correspondent

the UFO - thought to have been
made during Lhe 185t bwo yesrs - are
cmeingln ‘because they give too
much information sboul the radar
base’s scanning abllity.

However, mlilitary chiefs may
release 8 second series .of tapes,
reported to shaw 12 UFOs changing
shape inmid-night.

While the 'battleghip’ UFQO g most
likely to be an experimental pircrsft
or a4 sighting caused by a (reak
weather effect, UPQ walchers
belleve [t iz Murther evidence that the
Earth is being visited by alien craft.

‘The popularity of TV series such as
the X-Filez has rekindied intarest (n
lying saucers and consplracy theo-
ries In recent years. .

A apokesman for the wonﬂmﬁwb
Times, the journal devoted-lo UPO1,
ﬂ:a.u_n phenomens and the para-
normal, said: “The vast majority of
strange objects seen {n the gy have
a moere down-to-garth explanation.
But most UFO (nvestigators would
be very Interested {n seeing thege
tapes.’ The Jatest theory galning

CRAFT OVER NORTH SEA ... AND FIGHTERS CAN'T CATC

popularity among some dedicated
UFO watchbers is thal the military
dellberately relzase storiea about
UFQs as a ‘smokescreen’ - and that
witnesses are really seelng Lop-
secrel experimental alreraft.

The bese at RAF m,wwmﬁnﬁum has
been watching the sktes alnce the
end of the Cold War. A large WS.mE.E.
snaped, 360-degree radar has now
nmwm_—h-bnn the gigantic landmark ‘golf
balls' tracking system.

The bese nas concentrated on
tracking satellites and pieces of
apace junk circling the Earth.

@
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DAS4A1(SEC)

To: DAO ADGE1
Subject: UFO Incident

3l
o

Someone has asked us for information on an incident that was picked up at Fylingdaies in or around April 1998. It
apparently involved a UFO travelling over the Atlantic and into British airspace. They believe it was also tracked by

the Dutch Air Force. We have nothing on our files about this, does it ring any bells with you? The only incident | can
think of is the one referred to by Mws on 5 November 1980.
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DA& [ RefNo 5SS noor
Date 14/7/0/ ,

The Secretary of State / has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it.

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

A new Open Government Code of Praciice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on
extensionl

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

~public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

_As part ofmu monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

» ,the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDEiiii iiil I
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Secure Connection -
ministers.demon.co.uk

Demon . Mailbox: Listing ]

Delete |  View headers |

Message:

Originally from:
Date:

Originally to:  |public

8:49:51 +0100

Subject: Freedom of Information Request
Dear Sir

I would like to request some information that could possibly be avaiable
through the new freedom of information act.

I would like all information that would relate to an incident that was
picked up at Flyingdales listening station in or around April of 1988. The
incident was of an "unidentified" object that was travelling over the
Atlantic and into British Airspace. 1 believe the object was alsc tracked
by the Dutch Air Force, and consequently I have requested information from
them also.

Could you forward all relevant documents that would relate te this incident,
to the following address

is is for research and is non commercial.

Kind Regards

s

Less-text, (20 lines) - ’

Demon Internet Home Page

https://web.mail. demon. net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 13/07/01
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Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

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

(GTN)

_ Your Reference
Qur Reference
orwic D/DAS/E4)3 o

ate
Bolton 10 August 2001

T am writing with reference to your letter concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’. This office is
the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFQs.”

First, it may be helpful if 1 explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. T should add that the
integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous policing of the UK
Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and
military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace.
Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular
circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of
air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘UFQ’ sightings are
examined, but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where
there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this
kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

In your letter you talk of your belief that the MOD have been tapping into your computer. As I
have already described, the MOD has only a limited interest in ‘UFQ’ sightings and I can assure
you that we have no interest in what may be held on individuals home computers.

Finally, you may wish to be aware that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of
'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial
lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. To date, however, the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena,

Yours sincerely,




Horwich, Bolton,

To whom it may concern,

During the late 70s [ had a strange encounter with a craft that shot
out of the sea at a tremendous speed off the coast of North Wales, Towyn to be exact.
Over the years 1 have gotten hold of as much literature as possible about the subject of
UFOs, and after starting my own UFO studies group I now know that all the Government
Departments of this country do try but to no avail to cover up as much on this subject as
heavenly possible, EXCUSE THE PUN. S ’
Anyway 1 just thought that I would send you a little message as you have been tapping into
my computer just to find out exactly what it is I know about the South Wales sightings which
took place in the 1970s. ‘
If you do your own home work then you would have no reason in which to do this, instead
you let people like me do all the running around for you all. Could you please let me know
why should we do all this research just so the MOD can reap the benefits and also turn it all
around and insult the people of this country by making us all look stupid and debunking what
ever we have reported to you, you have millions of pounds at your disposal, use it.!

I also know that you will not reply to this letter as I have written to vou before but we will
call that my loss ok. .

This country that you are supposed to be protecting has been having it’s air space invaded, if
I can say that, by Extra Terrestrial Technology for over 50 years and you still openly deny it.
WHY? :

There is no shame in admitting that you made a mistake by covering this scenario up in the
first place but poking fun at those people who pay your wages, 1., the tax payer well that is
when I can turn round and say to you that you are out of order. ! .
Anyway back to what I was saying before, UFO repeorts are an everyday occurrence with one
sighting every 13 minutes or so, you kngWwthis and so do the honest people of this country
like myself so why debunk us all , we'are not nutters s you try to make us out to be.
Eventually it will be your undoing as public support will cease.

Thanks for reading this letter even though it will no doubt in one of your tax payers metal
bins somewhere. :

- BOLTON UFO SOCIETY?} ..
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Directorate of Air Sta g\ {

Operations & Policy
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)
Your Reference
Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
Nr Exeter 9 August 2001

Thank you for your letter of 30 June addressed to the Prime Minister regarding 'unidentified
flying objects’. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal
point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I have been asked to reply.

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

With regard to the article in the July edition of UFO Magazine concerning “The Disclosure
Project”, we are aware that many people have claimed to have experienced various phenomena.
The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. However, I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

I hope this explains the situation.

Yours sincerely,




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_ O L RefNo_ SUG3  pom
Date ' “ \j l ol

The attached letter, which the Prime Minister has received, has been forwarded to
this Department for official action. All correspondence is to be answered within 20
working days on receipt in this Branch. No 10's letter codes are as follows:

@ - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10.

B - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10. Please consider whether
there is anything which can usefully be said to the correspondence and
action accordingly.

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

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

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

Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is I(Gen) 223/99 further

information is available from DG Info on extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep record of their
performance. All branches and Agencies are required to keep information on the number of
requests for information which refer to the Code of Practice including details of the
correspondence and the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is
required to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the public and
provide statistics (which may be based on a valid sample) of its performance in prowdmg
replies within their published targets.

MINISTRY OF DEFERCE

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the Me&Facy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throjighopg the y281

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIfH
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terrestrial P

reseqice; Congressional Legislation Sought

BACKGROUND

n Wednesday, 9 May
2001, some twenty mi
tary, intelligence, govemn-
ment, corporate and sci-
entific witnesses came forward at
the National Press Club in
Washington DC to establish the
reality of UFOs or extraterrestrial
vehicles, extraterrestrial life forms,
and resulting advanced energy
and propulsion technologies.

The weight of this first-hand testi-
mony, along with supporting gov-
ernment documentation and other
evidence, would establish beyond
any doubt the reality of these phe-
nomena, according to Dr. Steven
M. Greer, director of the Disclosure
Project, which hosted the event.

Graham W. Birdsall reports...

A long-arranged business meeting
with our North American distributors
and a clash of dates in our publish-
ing schedule for the impending
June issue of UFO Magazine pre-
vented my travelling in person to wit-
ness this historic gathering.

However, like many hundreds of
thousands around the world, | was
able to watch the entire proceed-
ings thanks to a live web cam facility.

Also in the audience that day was
Newcastle-based UFO researcher,
Mark Hall, the only Briton present fo
see and hear for himself what he
and others have since come fo
judge as some of the most signifi-
cant 'smoking gun’ evidence ever
presented.

Mark was able to video tape the
entire proceedings while standing
alongside representatives of the
world’s media. Acting as UFO
Magazine’s official representative,
Mark would later mix and conduct
interviews with some of the key par-
ticipants, all of whom were extreme-
ly cooperative as he attempted to
maximise every waking hour in pur-
suit of informed comment.

On his retumn to England, Mark frav-
elled to Leeds where, for some 6
hours, we discussed in detail what
had taken place publicly, and pri-
vately.

g audio/video tapes, pho-
tographs, handwritten notes and
other materials kindly supplied by
Mark, together with data obtained
by our website manager, Russel
Callaghan, the following testimony
barely scratches at the surface of
what these and other key witnesses
have wilingly divulged to the
Disclosure Project.

It is part of a process, the aims and
objectives of which are not only
designed to help educate and
inform millions around the world, but
to change that world for the Umam_v



Operations & Policy
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P

o el

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

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Halesworth

ate
L 8 August 2001

Thank you for your e-mail message of 4 July concerning the object you found in Rendlesham
Forest, Suffolk. 1apologise for not replying sooner, but we have recently moved buildings and
this has caused some disruption to our normal working practices.

With regard to your question about the USAF base near Rendlesham Forest, you may wish to be
aware that there were two RAF bases occupied by US forces in the vicinity of Rendlesham Forest.
However, RAF Bentwaters was sold in May 1997 and is no longer Ministry of Defence property.
Part of RAF Woodbridge was also sold and the remainder (now known as Woodbridge Airfield)
is used by the Army.

I suggest that you do not tamper with the object any further, but hand it in to the Police who will
decide if any further enquiries are necessary.

Yours sincerely,

=


The National Archives
mysterious metal cylinder
Report from a member of the public who discovered a mysterious metal cylinder whilst walking dogs in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk. MoD suggest the writer takes the object to their local police station.


. 'wf'

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To  )DARD ( Qec) RefNo S 2O 001
Date q \a\ (G’

The Secretary of State / has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not
acknowledged it. -

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

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to
members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out
in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in
DCl(GenI 223/99I further information is available from DG Info on

extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to
keep information on the number of requests for information which
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required
to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the
public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of
its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT



- Demon Internet Webmail Ragelof2-
Démon

Message:

Originally from: |Originally to: |public
Date: 08:58:08 EDT

Subject: object found at Rendlesham Forest
~~partl_7f.16b4d786.28746cel_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Secure Connection -
ministers.demon.co.uk

I am writing to ask for some advice regarding an object my dog uncovered
whilst out walking in Rendlesham forest Suffolk.

My dog unearthed a black metalic container about 13 incheslong, pearshaped
and flattened on one side which I managed to dig out from theground with a
piece of wood. I was unable to open the container for some timebut eventually
managed to prise it open with considerable effort using a vice.Inside was an
object that looked like a collapsed telescopic fishing rod itappeared toc have
a several notches on top that were gquite worn as they had beenrubbed
periodically. There did not appear to be any screws holding it togetherand I
could not work out what it was for. It lay in my garage for severalmonths and
I again tried to break it open. This time it made a loud cracklingsound and a
burst of white light/purplish light came ocut of one end. i thoughtit must be
a special sort of torch. I noticed that the area the light had shoneon was
darkened and appeared to have been heated up rapidiy.

I have been unable to trace any sort of hand held welderthat can do this and
am concerned about what the item may be. It has''letters'' on one side that
do not appear to be from any language.

I have since learned that the USAF had a base at Rendlesham and am wondering
if they had a break in or have lost an item of equipment although I cannot
work out what they could do with this item.

I hope you can offer some assistance as I am quite confused as to what this
machine is, particularly frustrating is the fact that as a Science Teacher I
am at a loss to explain it.

With thanks.

~-partl_7f.16b4d786.28746cel_boundary
Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

<HTML><FONT FACE=arial,helvetica><FONT SIZE=2>I am writing to ask for some advi
<BR>whilst out walking in Rendlesham forest Suffolk.

<BR>

<BR>My dog unearthed a black metalic container about 13 incheslong, pearshaped
<BR>and flattened on one side which I managed to dig out from theground with a
<BR>piece of wood. I was unable to open the container for some timebut eventuall
<BR>managed to prise it open with considerable effort using a vice.Inside was ar
<BR>object that looked like a collapsed telescopic fishing rod itappeared to hax
<BR>a geveral notches on top that were quite worn as they had beenrubbed
<BR»periodically. There did not appear to be any screws holding it togetherand ]
<BR>could not work out what it was for. It lay in my garage for severalmonths ar

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 05/07/01




Asstpclk.2

From:

Sent:

To: Asstpcik.2@modho.gsi.gov.uk

Subject: Re: object found at Rendlesham Forest
unknown

My address is:

Halesworth

iuffolk

 hope you can shed light on the nature of this object.

Page 1
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" Asstpelk.2

From:

Sent: :

To: Asstpelk.2@modho.gsi.gov.uk

Subject: Re: object found at Rendlesham Forest
unknown

My address is:

| hope you can shed light on the nature of this object.

Page 1
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