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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

Your Reference

AS/64/3

S%Reference
Date
13 November 2002

o SRR O

Thank you for your letter of 7 November regarding your request for information on “UFQ’
sighting reports made to the Ministry of Defence by Police Officers between 1 January and
31 December 1980.

It appears from your letter that there is some misunderstanding about the material we hold and
what our search fee would cover. 1apologise if this was not clear in my last letter, but I will now
clarify our position.

The six files that I mentioned in my last letter are not “police files” and do not contain only
reports from Police Officers. We receive reports from a number of sources, The vast majority
come from members of the public, but we do sometimes receive them from policemen and
women, civil and military pilots or personnel, and air traffic controllers. These reports are not
computerised, but filed on Branch files in the order in which they are received. They are not
segregated according to source, thus a file may contain a mixture of reports from a variety of
sources. The six files that I identified are UFO report and correspondence files containing reports
received in 1980. The charge of £240 is what we estimate it would cost for staff to manually
examine these six files to identify any reports from Police Officers, photocopy any found and
remove personal details in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. We do not currently
have sight of the files because they are held in archives, so we have based our estimate on the
assumption that each file could contain 100 enclosures. In advance of conducting the search this
remains an estimate and the final cost may be lower. If it appears the cost may be in excess of
this sum we would let you know so that you may decide whether you wish the work to continue.

- With regard to the information requested in your latest letter, it is clear that you expect these files
to contain more details than is likely to be the case, so before embarking on research that would
attract a fee, 1 think it would be helpful if I explain the MOD’s position with regard to the
handling of reports of ‘UFO’ sightings.



he MOD examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen

ight have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United
Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless
there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and
to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as
aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of
public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. This means that our
files are unlikely to contain an explanation of what was actually seen in any given case.

In your letter you also requested that we supply the names of Police Officer’s who have made
reports. While we are willing to supply a copy of any relevant reports we find during our search,
the name and any other personal details would be removed in accordance with the Data Protection
Act 1998.

T hope this explains the MOD’s position. If you would like us to proceed with this search, T would
be grateful for confirmation that you are willing to meet the charges set out in my previous letter.

Yours sincerely,




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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue

LONDON WC2N 5BP

07/11/02
Thank you for your reply dated 31 October.

You have indicated that there are six police files recorded during 1980. In an effort to
save on costs could I restrict the extent of the information I seek to the following areas.

The date of the sighting/incident.

The name of the officer involved in the sighting/incident.

Any police report/statement from each particular case.

A brief summary of the incident as a whole.

Whether the MOD investigated the sighting/incident.

Whether any conclusions were reached as to what the object involved in the
sighting/incident was.

An approximate number of pages contained within each of the six cases.
The MOD classification of the relevant six files.

OB Wb =

L]

Given you will allow me four hours of free investigation time I believe the above
information would fall within that time frame.

1 am extremely grateful for your cooperation in this matter and hope that the above
requests subject to your criteria are acceptable to you.
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From:%" u« 3
Directorate of Air (Lower Airspace) ~
Operations & Policy 1 U: .3\’

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial)
{Switchboard)
{Fax)
{GTN)
CHOts DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
E-Mait das-laopspoll @defence.mod.uk

Your Reference
nications

Press Office
CAA House
45-59 Kingsway
London

WC2B 6TE

r Ref
D}bAﬁ/%ﬁe 3

13 November 2002

Please see attached a copy of the letter concerning airmiss reports which we discussed on the
telephone yesterday, and my reply.

Thank you for assistance.

Yours sincerely,




Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WOC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
{Fax) i
(GTN) mY=Tmila

M Your Reference
n Reporting Center

Re erence
ous Phenomena D)i:r)

13 November 2002

_alifornia
94023-880 USA

Thank you for your letter of 30 October in which you requested copies of several airmiss reports.

This Department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding
‘unidentified flying objects’ and we do not hold details of airmiss reports. Copies of airmiss
reports relating to incidents involving civil aircraft, within UK airspace, can usually be obtained
from the Civil Aviation Authority and 1 am sorry that you were not advised of this when you
contacted the CAA. I have however, passed your letter to the following Department, who should
be able to assist you.

Corporate Communications
Press Office

CAA House

45-59 Kingsway

London

WC2B 6TE

With regard to the incidents which occurred in Germany and Ttaly, these would have been dealt
with by the German and Italian authorities and you may wish to contact them separately.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




DAS
TOINO. weerviemmrrnrressensenas .
- § NGV 2002

R Ar.ORG FHE
National Aviation Reporting Center ofr A7iomialous Phenomena

_ - Established to enhance aviation safety and scientific knowledge ~

Wwww.narcap.org

Secretariat (AS2) .
o Room 8245 October 30, 2002
A Ministry of Defence
m Main Building, Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

Execnu'vzmﬁ'
Dear sir:

National T,c.,m, Advisors This letter was prepared at the suggestion OM
Corporate Affairs, Safety Regulations Group of provided

us with your address. Our organization is pursuing scientific research on a
variety of atmospheric phenomena that may impact flight safety. We have
identified several near miss occurrences in the UK. that are of possible
interest and I am writing to determine if you would be so kind as to provide
any available background information on them. They include:

Occ Num. Date Location Other 1.D. Information
International Advisors

199602532 June 17, 1996 Warwick at FL80

199702022 Apr. 18, 1997 Goles Cruise phase of flt.

199705960 Nov. 6,1997 TLA 30N Cruise phase of fk.

199803283 June 9, 1998 Heathrow Climb phase, MD-80

8201614C June 12, 1982 Dinkelsbuhl, Germany Dan Air, FL 410

8302525A Aug. 18, 1983 Florence, Italy BCAL, BAC-111

Of course we are not interested in the crew's names or other personal
information but only data that is scientifically related. We will be most pleased
to remit payment for any copying fees involved if you will let us know the
amount and to whom to send them. Also, should we uncover anything of value
we will be pleased to send you copies of all relevant final NARCAP reports.

On behalf of our executive board I take this opportunity to express my
personal appreciation for your consideration of this request.

Chief Scientist

files
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Direct, (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenu®, Condon,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct diaf)
{Switchboard)
{Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

OQur Refer ence

Date
East Yorkshiii 5 November 2002

Further to my letter of 8 October, I am now able to give a substantive reply to your letter of
17" September 2002. Please accept my apologies for the delay in replying.

First you asked about the re-entry of the Gorizont/Proton 4 Rocket Booster. RAF Fylingdales
have confirmed that the rocket body (SCC No. 20924) that carried Gorizont 21 into orbit decayed
on the 4™ November 1990. Records of the actual time of this event are not available.

With regard to your request for papers on the aircraft accident of 8 September 1970, involving
Captain W Shaffner, please find enclosed a copy of the accident card and the Aircraft Accident
Report, both of which provide details of the events leading to the tragic loss of Captain Shaffner.
These documents were made available to the makers of the BBC ‘Inside Out’ programme and
due to the public interest in this particular accident, a copy has been earmarked for preservation in
the Public Record Office in the near future.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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Circumstances - -

[

ROYTAXL LIR FOR.OE .
AIROCRAFT ACCIDENT REPORT

" Date: , 8 September 1970 -
Airoraft; Lightning Mc F6 XS 894 :° i
Crows : One I j"
Sortie: Tactical Bvaluation frerolse — Nigut - ;¢

Shadowing and Shepherding of Iow Speed . !
Targets ) s
Casualties: One killed L Y
Alreraft Demage: Category & -7 N \ iy
Unit: No 5 Squadron, RAF Binbrock f

)

1. Y¥o 5 Squadron was participsting in s Strike Commang Taa‘cical:. Evalugtion
(Taceval) exercise st RAF Binbrook. The Pllot of the sccident alreraft was a
USAF exchange officer whose experience included tuo tours of quty on TUSAF F102 i

i_all.,we_a.‘bh.er,fi&té;.ﬁirgm.t.-’.. Ee bad accumlated 121 hours on Iightning .

t
!

“experience &3 aquadzen pilot and 60y instnxctor, and’ by his résults in’ sinr'zzlatoi-'; ';
trﬁninganddnalflyingtacﬁcalandweaponsahecksmthéhigﬂ;ning. The - bl
* limitation on his operationsl status was due to hig need for further training in':

i
i
o

elrorafi; of which 18 were st night, and had obtainsd z Green Tostrument Ra'biﬁg. ! )
He had been categorised as Mlimited combat ready" after 8 weeks on the Squadron, :

This was an unusually ghort period but the category was justified by his USAF .

meximum effective use of the Lightning weaspons system ang because he had not i
yet met the requirement for full vigident missions, he had completed only two of;
the specified three phases of preparation. TInm consequence at hiz: sisge of
training at the time of the seccident he would only have been cleared for
shedowing and shepherding tasks with the target in fwll viemal conitact. The
Squadron Commander cleaved the pilod to participate in the Taceval, therefore,
In the bellef that he would not be involved in » shadowing or shepherding

- migeion.

-
»

T TUNCLRSSFIED vy

o i

2. On the day of the accident the Pilot was ordered to his aireraft at 18342
beurs, and, after waiting on readiness, was mcrambled at 19472 hours. He ' i

i
1
)

started taxylng, however hia scranble was cancelled and he was ordered badk to
dispersal., On return he ordered fuel only and-no tumround servicing, Accoz-divg;g

-~ . UNCLASSFED G i
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h

L

i
t

! the tumround, however, before it was completed he called for engine gtarting, .

to standing instuctions the engincer officer on duty ordered a £zl turnroung,
The turnround wag delayed, and during thig delay the pilot was wommed $hat he-
would be scrambled as moon as he was ready. He gsked the grounderew to expedite

: |
falled to sign the servicing cerfificate and texled out at 20252 hours.. As he

: entered the vmway the metal tu::nmu.ud boaxd and atbached gexvicing certificate_\

fell off the giroraft,

3. TUnlmown to the station and squadron, the Taceval team had just changed the!
exeroise seenaris from normal Sntea:éeptions to in'berce;ntidn,, or ghadowing or = - ¢
shepherding an 8low gpeed-low flying tazgetg. The 'l:a.z-ge'ts»me Sheckleton

aizoraft flying ot 160 knots, and ab the mirimm authordeed heignt of 1500 fest | .
. &9 specified in Group Orders. The minimm tpeed for Lightning aferaft for

" visident practices iz 200 knots, which was not specified gs an order, btut was
" referred to in the Lightning squadron trafning syliabus, The gyllebus made no
: refarence to shedowing or shepherdj.ng techniques. - Shadowing and -hepherding ave - :

however included in “the war tesk of Lightning squadrons and, thus, were ‘
‘theoretically subject to Taceval. ’ i '

4. ' The pilot tock off at 20302 and was ordered to climb o FL 100; he was -~

:—still wnzware of the type or height of his target. He wag handed over to the

MRS and was glven in a short space of time, the QNH, and height of target (1,50(_)1

| £t), and a shodowing tagk with target speed of 160 knots. He was t0ld to

. accelerate towsrds the tazget which was 28 nms away. A% 20392, the pilot

. sokmonledged lnstructions %o asoslerate 4o 0.95K %o effect a rTapid take over
't from enother Lightning, this in & tone of surprise. Ee was given various k

. @lterationa to heading until he amownced that he was in contact with lights bt :

© would have to manoeuvre 4o slow down; his voice sowmded strained as though he was

| affected by 'G'. A% 20407 the MES broadeast that the Controller was being

' changed; at thig time the Lightning was turning port at about 220 knots.e At

20412 the aireraft was seen by the other Lightning Pllot, who hed jJust broken .

‘away from the target, tp be at about 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 1,000 feet

: ‘above the Shackleton, fn = port tum. The Shackleton crew then saw the alraraft,
" eppavently very low. The MRS Chief Controller hgpg appreclated that this was a

: Ufficdlt interception, and had monitored the lattex stages very closely. VWhen :

at 20422 the Lightning pilot failed to ackmowledge instructions, he fnstituted

UNCLASSIFIED

BESTRICTED

T UNOWASSIFIED - -

L e e e . e
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-’ jzmediate alr search by the tarmet Shackleton, snd subsequent air/sea meamch the .

Y 'searoh by a EN minesweeper "Joegted! the wreckege nearly 2 months lzter, The

7. The Board concluded that a combimation of a difficult task in rushed

© ciroumstances and lack of training in the low speed visident and shepherding

: techniques, led to = situation where the pilot failed to momitor the height eof

" his airoraft whilst slowing down and acquiring his target, and that he had K
;.inadve:‘cenﬂy flowm kis aivoraft into the sea. The pilot had attempbed to

7 was wnauccessful because of the interruption of the sequence by the fallure of
. the canopy to jettimon. He then mamually abandoned the aircraft but because he

S o T T ey E=" VP PINMeasded o o

‘emergency procedures, however, he experienced difficulty in'meking contact with = |
:+the Shaokleton because he did not have 3mmediate access t0 243.0 Mz, 4n )

;!
;fcllowiug day, failed fo detect emy trace of the aivoraft or pdlot. i

Detem:.na'hion of Causes f
‘5. From caloulations provided by the Board of Inquiry and exper} sources; a

a.'i.:cxa.ft was In a complete state excapt that the port wing had broken off andg
"uuckled under the fuselage, and some fuselage panelg were migsing, The cockpit *
canopy was siteched but not closed and 'hhere was no sign of the pilet. T
' Exanination of the wreckage showed thet the aireraft had struck the gea ot a low . ||
gpeed, in s tail-down sttitude with a m.mmal rate of" descent ) appeared to

'.he.ve planed on the surface and come to rest oompara.‘h:':vely slowly, ‘Both t}'mo‘a‘blea:

‘were in the reheat gates, there was a nose—up trim of 6°, undercarriage was up,
* flaps down and airbrakes cui. There was no sien of fire or exploglon and expert
: exaanination revea.led. no indication that the aircraft was otner “khe.n servicee.‘ole

‘at impact.

‘by the interrupter link on the mein gun -sear. The ceropy gm gear had been ]
: withdram, tut the canopy emn cartridge had received only & light percussion { ¥ .
" strike and had not fired, The canopy had been released by the normal operating
- lever, the barness QEB was wndone, the PEC discormected and the PSP lanyard had
- - been released from the life preserver and was lying tangled in the cockpit.

irecover the situation ‘bg seleching reheat, which failed to take effect, with tb.a
aircra.f.“l‘. $2il eidming on the water. He had then initisted an ejection which
has not been found, he was presumed to have drovmed during o a_._fﬁer his escape.

3

- _ UNCEESSFIED , ~
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58. The light pemussion stxike on the canopy gun ca.rbridge occuzred becauge o.f:
1 negligent servicing, in that the firing wnit was incorrecily geated because of
Mugilne . damaged sorew threads.

i

9. The Board made & rmmber of recommendations relating o :anonaistenciea ad
. omigsiona 4n orders, instructions and the training 5711gbus, concerning low speed. .
Si° 0 visldents end the shadowing and shepherding techniques. They also made .

racomendations congezning the gceess of MRESs 4o emergency f::eq_uencies, and for
remedial action concerning Lightning canopy ejectz.on uns.

’
]
i

. '~, H
Remarks of the My Officer Comanding-in-Chief o : 'i :
+ 20.  The AOC-in—C stated that in common with 50 meny acciden‘bs, ﬁhis accident bad. .
P no gingle root ca:nse, and he agresd with the Board's 8 cancluglons. He said that |
* the pilot made an error of Judgment in allowing his aircrafd to get into o AN

" position from which he was unable o recover. Because of mitigating cimms‘banoes,'

- his error was excusesble. .

. ::'11. The Loé—h-c‘é"cdnméhté on the Boardis recémmeﬁda.‘bibzia ars é.':.*v'raréd below. ..‘- ,

K '&bsecuent Action ™’ T -
» 12, f%he Board's recommendation concerning ascess to the emergency radio frequency
t by the MRS was not accepted by the AC-in-C, who gtated that M‘BSs already have ; g. :

- the fenility to select 243.0 Mhs slthough they do not normally momttor 1%, Ee

' considered that the sllocation of z safety frequency for use du:r:ing all peacetime
", exercimes had more merit,

; 13+ The hitherto undetected weakmess in training for the iden‘bd_fioation,
- ghadowing and shepherding of low altitude, low speed targets, have been recti_fiad
. as followa-

& No 1l (Fighter) Group Afr Staff Orders now specify a minimm mpeed for
visident targets, and minimm target speeds and heights for shadowing and -
‘shepherding operations by day and night,

by  New tactios have been devised and publighed in the Lightning Tacties
Manual,

¢.  Shadowing and shepherding tasks have been included in the Anrmal .
Training Syllabug for Lightuing Squadrons. _ . '

|
0 R : |
R UNCi#@8IFIED
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; d.  Pilots of aiverat under GCI control must mow read back: altimeter i
' setiings before descending to low level, N
€. A radio mafety frequency is allocated for all exercigeg,

g
&
E
z
]
8
E
|
;
é”
3
:

can be egtablighed Tapidly in auy emergency situation.

. Servicing procedures for the inspection, rewarming snd servieing of canopy
| #iring units have been smended, :

£t

15. AL eleotion geat fixing units of & type sintlar 4 that vaich prevented
s eJeotion in this accident have been inspeated for eigng of -deamage,

16. The design of the Canopy firing unit has been exanined. ¥No chanse will be
made, however, the Design Anthority has been made aware of the failuwe for
- conaideration in future designg, L ; -

. "l'f. ’ The éefic'ienéiéé re-vealed b;‘y"tﬁe'change- g of 'boa‘éi‘o]ier at theMBs ;nd th_e ' .
: ovexr-rapid abtempt to effect the changeover of the Antercepting alrerafty have

£ the ‘atbention of the ihs. R

- ! been drawn

3

118, The effect of the falgse soramble and the interrupteq 'l;ummund in producing I Sqe
conditions of streas, has been drawn to the attention of a11 11 G:mup Stationg,

jexvicing the walt was fownd excusably Begligent. Fo disciplinary sotion wag
! taken sgaingt hip becauge of the involvement of other persomel, the Iagk of _
+olear servicing instructions end guidance oa the acceptable degree of burring of | |
the screw threads, the lack of evidence that he had causeq the damnge to the

; threads, end because he did mot finally £1t the unit 4o the jettisonm gun. L
; B — b

. e

5

. UNCLE®SFIED :

. N N




i
i
Farn
o
wt

H
)
!
)
i
1
l
S
{
H

i

POLGTRTA

| IFS(RAT) Camse Coding

e
H
1
r

L
P
\

LI

i
1
i
H
l
1

;2. Main Cause Group:

22, Codes: 690.6
330.5
47043
71644
410.9
540

232.12

: Minigtry of Defense
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Inadequate onderss

Bervicing exrror.

Inexperience on’alrorafs type.
Rushed opsration,

Distractlon.

Ervor of skill (failed to menitor altitude du:r.'ing

low level exercise at night) — MATN

Ejection seat, miscellaneous (canopy firi'ug mt) ' \

F O BARREIT

Alr Commodore

Director of

3mc June 1972
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DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

“®

To: DAO ADGE1
Subject: RE: RAF Fylingdales

—---Original Message-----

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 04 November 2002 15:44
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Palt
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales

Importance: Low

At last an answerl! { hope it is what you need.

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

From: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-S02
Sent: 04 November 2002 13:40
To: DAC ADGE1

Subject: RE: RAF Fylingdales

Importance: Low
Sir,

The rocket body (SCC No 20924) that carried Gorizont 21 into orbit decayed on the
4th Nov 1990, no actual time available.

--—--Original Message—-—

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 04 November 2002 11:48
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-502
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales

..... Original Message--—-

From: DAO ADGE?

Sent: 21 October 2002 16:37
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-802
Cc: DAS-LA-Ops+Pott
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales

Any sign of a response to my message of 24 Sep looking for a possible input by 1 Oct?

----- Original Message-——-

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt
Sent: 21 October 2002 16:08
To: DAO ADGE1

Subject: RAF Fylingdales

Em ou a Loose minute on 23 September in which he asked if you could check with Fylingdales as
(1o Whether the Gurizont/Proton 4 Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18.00 on 5 Nov
1990. | have to write to our correspondent soon so wondered if you had had any luck?



AS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 October 2002 15:14

To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

Fo!lowmg our telephone conversation, | have established that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record
a(Exp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has
earmarked a copy-oithist AAR we PRO. It is on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO
clearance which | understand can take several months. lain said that while the PRO could refuse to accept items
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they should do so in this case. There is therefore every likelihood
of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly
when. in light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know
whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.
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DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 21 October 2002 16:37
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-802
Cc: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales

Any sign of a response to my message of 24 Sep looking for a possible input by 1 Oct?

----- Original Message-—--

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 21 October 2002 16:08
To: DAQ ADGE1

Subject: RAF Fylingdales

N 4
il.. a Loose minute on 23 September in which he asked if you could check with Fylingdales as to
[whether tie ont/Proton 4 Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18.00 on 5 Nov 1990. |
have to write to our correspondent soon so wondered if you had had any luck?

ég



EﬁLA-Ops+PoI1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 October 2002 15:14

To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffrner

Following our telephone conversation, | have established that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record
Exp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has
earmarked a CoOpy-o e PRO. It is on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO
clearance which | understand can take several months. lain said that while the PRO could refuse to accept items
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they should do so in this case. There is therefore every likelihood
of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly
when. In light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know
whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.

et




FILE NOTE

18 Oct 2002

ﬂ@ﬁ"& ire my e-mail of 17 Oct. He does not know what happens
ot sure if AARs went on files. 1500 copies are made and

distributed to all RAF RN and Army flying stations so that aircrew may learn lessons

from them. DASC keep a copy of each one. They are not normally given to the

public. The Military Aircraft Accident Summary (MAAS) produced by DAS-Sec is

a shorter (less technical) version given to MPs and copies placed in the House of

Commons library (therefore in the public domain). Sqdn Ld e BOIL
files are passed to Hayes after two years but did not know w] the
PRO.

I spoke tOMAS-SGC about a possible MAAS for this accident. He
confirmed the is a more recent invention which was not in existence in 1970.

He did not know whether AARs or BOI files went to the PRO. Suggested we check
with Hayes for any files for DASC predecessor Directorate of Flight Safety
(DES(RAF)).

Hayes archive do hold some files for DFS(RAF) but did not know what the files
contain or whether they will be selected for the PRO.

21 Oct 2002

1 telephonedMExp)-Records 1. He does not believe that all AARs
are preserve 5 onfirmed that following the BBC’s enquiries about this
event and the fact that this particular accident has such a public interest, he has
earmarked a copy of the AAR on Captain Shafther for permanent retention in the
PRO. It is currently on his draft list awaiting PRO approval and has been selected for

PRO class AIR 2. Approval of the list can take months but = RO very
rarely reject items on the list and he could see no reason for them - thi

I spoke toMn about the AAR on Capt Shaffner and its release to the
two enquirers se are not normally released to the general public, this

one is over 30 years old and will be open in the PRO at some time in the near future.
m saw no reason why we could not release it now to those who have

22 Oct 2002

Before release I sent an e-mail to Sqdn Ldr| pit B4 CJD) check his approval of

this action.



-LA-Ops+Pol1
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 17 October 2002 14:47
To: BEP-IFS-BOIA1
Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

A few months ago | was in discussion with DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC 3 programme the BBC were
making about the crash of a Lightening aircraft on 8 September-1970-which ulted in the death of the pilot, USAF
exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. | was involved because | am the MOD focal point for correspondence on
‘unidentified flying objects' and this event has become a famous case amongst 'ufologists’ who believe a 'UFO' was
involved and that Capt Shaffner's body was not found because he was abducted by aliens. | understand fa
that the reason Capt Shaffner's sons had agreed to take part in this programme was to dispel these stories

The programme "inside Out" apparently went out on the 16th September and | have received two letters from
members of the public, one requesting a copy of the "general Board of Inquiry” report as shown on the programme,
and the other requesting "any documents relating to the disappearance of Capt Shaffner”.
release anything directly to the BBC, but that the Shaffner family were given a copy of the'A
the transcript of the RT between the aircraft and the ground controlier and approximately 8 photos which | believe
you supplied. | would be grateful if you could advise me on the following;

a) Do Aircraft Accident Reports (AAR) go to the Public Record Office when they are 30 years old?

b) i so, will the AAR in this case be open to the public soon (possibly January 2003)?

©) We have a copy of the AAR on one of our files. Would you be content for us to release it now to these two
enquiriers? We are not seeking to supply the other material given to the Shaffner famity.

| am grateful for your heip. Please give me a call if you need any further information.

()
MT6/73 [SyeTe)



DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC
Sent: 15 October 2002 08:30 Pan 1]<1 maT

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident
Hi

the information released was as agreed with nce Aviation Safety Centre - a copy of the Aicraft
Accident Report (about 6 or so pages), the trans between the aircraft and the ground controller, and
approximately 8 photos. The information was released to the Schaffner family, and not to the BBC per se. Clearly the
Schaffner famity have made this material available to the BBC, but the point is we did not rele ectly. The
copy of the AAR that | used has been returned to DASC (BEP-DASC-BOIA1 - San Ldr

1
Rgds, BeP-1FS— g oAl

----- Original Message—---
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Sent: 10 October 2002 11:50
To: DCC(RAF)-501 EC
Subject: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

You may recali that a few months ago you visited| (Secretariat) 1) and myself, concerning a
programme the BBC was making about the crash ft on 8 September 1970 which resulted in
the loss of the pilot, USAF exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. The programme ‘Inside Out' apparently went out
on the 16th September and | have received iwo requests from members of the public for copies of the
information supplied to the BBC (the Board of Inquiry report was mentioned by one) as shown on the
programme. We have contadeM(MF) who provided us with a copy of the accident card
which he supplied to the BBC, but f you would contact me asap with details of exactly what
was released fo the BBC.

'-7&37:&';5&!‘-5.@

MT6/73 m
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

(.

Your Reference

Brokee
Hessle

ate
East Yorkshire 8 October 2002

Thank you for your letter of 17" September regarding a “UFO’ sighting report of 5 November
1990 and a Lightning aircraft accident on 8 September 1970.

We are currently checking with the appropriate authorities to see if they hold details of a rocket or
satellite re-entry on 5 November 1950. As soon as we have received a reply, I will write to you
again.

With regard to the aircraft accident of 8 September 1970 involving Captain W Schaffner, we are
making enquiries as to the material released to the BBC and I will include a copy of this with my
next letter.

Yours sincerely,




D/DAS/64/3
2.2 September 2002
DAO ADGE 1

LETTER FROM FEENSI C ONCERNING ‘UFO’ SIGHTING OVER
NORTH SEA ON 5 NOVEMBER 1990

1. We have received a letter from (copy attached) concerning the
sighting of a ‘UFO’ on 5 November 1990 over the

ighti ¢ North Sea by Tornado pilots.
As you know, we have corresponded extensively wit_l:)n this

matter; however seems to be approaching it from a different angle

(Re-entry of satellite debris) which has not been covered, as far as I can tell, by
any of our responses t

2. Would it be possible to check with RAF Fylingdales if the Gorizont/Proton 4

Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18:00 on 5 Nov *90?
Also, who might be adviseh about the “satellite components final

transits”?

3. Many thanks in advance for any assistance you can provide in this matter.

DAS(LA)OPS&POLIA
RM6/73MT
CHOTS: DAS-LA-OPS+POLIA
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T
DM& (lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
Ministry of Defence
Room 6/73,

Metropole Building,
Northumberland Avenue,
London.

WC2N 5BP.

Tuesday 17 September 2002, -~ @

s for your reply of 19 August, 2002, answering questions about
Maﬂeged UFO photograph with Lancaster bomber at Withernsea
ent edition of UFO Magazine). [’ve since been able to locate S

and learn more details from him directly about his digita

Noting recent public interest in RAF Tornado aircraft sightings of a UFO on 5
November, 1990, 1 am confident that I may be able to provide you with a simple
verifiable (possible) explanation for this and other alleged UFO observations made on
this evening around 18:00 GMT. Re-entry of the Gorizont/Proton 4 Rocket
Booster. This explanation could reduce some of the enquiry traffic sent to your office,
if verified? T am aware of certain things that are and are not within your remit, I can
inform you assuredly however that information about this rocket booster re-entry is
kept on record by U.S. Space Command and perhaps notably was picked up by
Fylingdales and logged by them? At the time (Nov 1990) Fylingdales may have
known what the event was and were able to dismiss it readily; though subsequent later
.interest and your office in particular may not have required to have a note of this?
Could you check out the possibility that the aforementioned and probably relevant ‘re-
entry’ was tracked and find out what data (if any) may be available about the satellite
L components final transits? -
On a separate matter, I am searching for information regarding a Lightning aircraft
(XS 894) crash on 8 September 1970; off the east coast of the United Kingdom near
Flamborough Head with the loss of life of U.S.A.F Captain William O Schaffner
Das(le () (Then stationed at RAF Binbrook). I understand the General Board of Inquiry report
) of the crash incident has now been released, and featured on the BBC “Inside Out’
programme yesterday evening. I hereby request a copy of this report under the Code
of Practice for Access to Government Info. The Lightning crash report featured in
local media in 1970, prominently in the Hull Daily Mail newspaper and it is from a
local historical viewpoint that I am curious about it. If you are not the correct office
to apply to for information regarding this, could you please point me in the right
direction or pass on my request? Thanks.

e
awolect «

Yours sincereiy

S PEST

el Y3

TE s NS Boct


The National Archives
UFO reported by RAF Tornado Crew
Letter from a UFOlogist in East Yorkshire 17 September 2002 provides an explanation for the UFO incident reported by RAF Tornado crew in November 1990 (see papers in file DEFE 24/2041/1). The sighting coincided with the re-entry of a Russian Proton-Gorizont rocket body into the earth’s atmosphere over central Europe. More papers at p33 and p16, RAF Fylingdales confirm a rocket decay took place precise dates and times cannot be confirmed.
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspolta@defefie

Your Reference
Qur Reft
DIDAS/E4s &

Date
) 4~ November 2002

Blackburn

205 cion 40

T am writing with reference to your e-mail of 18 October, which was passed to this office as
we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature.

You asked if there was any government organisation which you could join that investigates
‘UFO’ sightings and “strange phenomena’. I am afraid that there is no organisation within the
MOD of the kind you describe and perhaps it would be helpful if I explain more fully our position
on these matters. The MOD 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. However, should wish to pursue your
interest, you may find it helpful to contact a civilian "UFQ" research organisation, the details of
which you can find in the numerous "UFQ" magazines sold in many newsagents. 1 hope this is
helpful.

\/gunll A n‘v\M@LJ




_ ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

i I “E-MAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To —m—c&%—ﬂ’“— TORetNo_550° 1002

Date  2) . \'Q - S —

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

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

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

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

#»» ALTHORId HOIH V NAAID A4 OL x+

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

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

1al Correspondence; e: ministers@defence mod.uk;

7 : h/chots.mod.uk/min . parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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. Ministers
From: W
Sent: 19:44
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Dear Sir/Madam,

I have what you may call a slgihtly weird question. But here goes: Does the
British Government (you guys, the Armed Forces etc), have any, no matter how
secret, organisation which investigates UFO sighting and Strange Phenomona?
If so I want to join.

I believe in UFOs and am interested in Strange Phenomona, and if there is an
orgainsation which invetsigates them then I would like to join it. I

realise, due to defence purposes, that you will probably deny that an
organisation like this exists - a sort of British version of he X Files, but

if there is one, no matter how top secret then I would like to join. At

least consider me, Please.

I read an article on the internet which said the organisation which is
incharge of UFQ reports etc is called the Aerospace Intelligence. I have
searched for it on your site but it has not come up with anything possible.

Please, if there is such an organisation, anywhere in the British
Government, no matter how small, please put my name down for joining it.

Thank you for taking time to read my email,

Blackburn

Choose an Internet access plan right for you -- try MSN!
http://resourcecenter.msn.com/access/plans/default.asp



Directorate of Air 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 7213 9000
(GTN)
Your Reference
Our Reference
Wantage B%AS/64/3

1
b 1 ia\Igvember 2002

Thank you for your letter of 11 October addressed to Mr Hoon regarding ‘unidentified flying
objects'. Your letter has been passed to me as 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. 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
sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural
phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

With regard to your comments about reports from Police Officers, the MOD receives reports from
a variety of sources and they are all examined in light of our defence interests as described above.
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 rerains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
TORefNo _SL[3 12002

Date_ 19 jo  od

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

To 3 <

ot

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
vour reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

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

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, 0ld War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

! linigterial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence mod.uk;

w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/
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* Delete as appropriate.
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I PARLTAMENTARY BRANCH
JOB #319
DATE TIME TO/FROM MODE MIN/SEC PGS STATUS
001 10-29 11:17A DAS(SEC) EC--S 00" 26" 002 OK

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
PARLTAMENTARY BRANCH
ROOM 221, Old War Office

FROM:

Telephone(6TN)

DATE: 29 October 2002

TO: DAS

FAX NO:
NO OF PAGES: -

Can you let me know if this is for you to deal with?
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH
ROOM 221, Old War Office
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DATE: 29 October 2002

TO: DAS

FAX NO:
NO OF PAGES: L

Can you let me know if this is for you to deal with?

pedSection 40 | Letter dated 18/10/02



ear Mr Hoon,
Last month, September, | picked up a
copy of the UFO magazine at our local newsagents.
One article describes forty-one accounts of Police Officers seeing
or in one case being abducted by UFQ’s. | would hope that you
already know of the cases and | wonder what you intend to do
about the situation. Either forty-one of our police officers are not all
there or something quite frightening is happening in our country,
that is being hidden from the general pubilic.

Looking forward to your reply
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH
ROOM 221, Old War Office
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DATE: 29 October 2002

TO: DAS

FAX NO:
NO OF PAGES: L

Can you let me know if this is for you o deal with?

S cction 40 | Letter dated 18/10/02
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Dear Mr Hoon,

Last month, September, | picked up a
copy of the UFO magazine at our local newsagents.
One article describes forty-one accounts of Police Officers seeing
or in one case being abducted by UFO's. | would hope that you
already know of the cases and | wonder what you intend to do
about the situation. Either forty-one of our police officers are not all
there or something quite frightening is happening in our country,
that is being hidden from the general public.

Looking forward to your reply

1/10/02

0k TOTAL PAGE.B2 *x
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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 58P

Telephone (Direct dialy 0207218 2140
{8witchboard)
{Fax}
(GTN)

Your Reference

”s Biskelon

ate
1 November 2002

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your letter of 17 October concerning Ministry of Defence policy regarding 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 8o beyond our specific defence remit.

As to our records of these reports, ali UK government 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 vears 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. Any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for
examination by members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,
Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely released to the Public
Record Office at the 30 year point. The Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the
Code of Practice on Access to Govetnment Information (the Code), which encourages the
provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to




arequest. Information requested from the files that are less than 30 years old is supplied
wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours faithfully,




Sabadell, 17 October 2002

Ministry of Defence (MoD)
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2 A, Room 8245
Main Building, Whitehall

London SWIA 2HB (UK)

Dear Sirs,

I belong a spanish group of investigators of anomalous aerospatial phenomena. Our working methodology is
objective and scientific.

I am writing asking information about the existence of official UFO investigations (list of reports, analysis
and statistics, sightings, declassification, ...) by the Ministry of Defense (MoD), and U.K. Government UFO
policy.

Looking forward to hearing from you, and being grateful for your help.
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From:

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dialy 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax}
(GTN) ~

Your Reference
Our Referen
Bﬁ)Ag/smce

ate
Wakefield 31 October 2002

Thank you for your letter of 10 October concerning your database of ‘UFQ’ sighting reports from
Police Officers and your request for us to supply copies of any reports made to the Ministry of
Defence, by Police Officers, between 1 January and 31 December 1980,

First, I should inform you that the “UFO’ sighting reports and correspondence we receive are not
computerised, but filed manually on Branch files, in the form they are received. Only the files
covering the past few years are retained in this office, with the rest being held in archives until
their release to the Public Record Office on reaching the 30 year point. Therefore, the only way
to fulfil your request, is to recall all the relevant files and conduct a manual search. We have
identified 6 files, currently held in archives, which cover this period.

The Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.
This means that we are committed to providing you with the information you require, as long as it
is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure that this does not create an extra burden on
the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more complicated requests. If a request is likely to
require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at
£15 per hour. Assuming it will take two minutes to check each page, and photocopy and sanitise
any relevant documents to remove personal details in accordance with the Data Protection Act
1998, T estimate to undertake the work you have requested would take around 20 hours. Four
hours would be conducted free, leaving 16 hours which would attract a fee of £240. In advance of
conducting a careful review of the documentation this sum remains an estimate only. The final
cost may be lower, but if, during the course of the review, it appears that the cost may be in excess
of this sum I shall let you know so that you may decide whether you wish the work to continue.

I should also inform you that this task amounts to three whole days work and we do not have the
resources to conduct this amount of additional work within in the normal course of our duties.
However, if you do wish us to continue, we are willing to spread the work over a period of six
half days.




I would be grateful for confirmation that ydu wish to proééed with this enquiry and that you are
willing to accept the extended period and meet the appropriate charge.

Yours sincerely,




POLICE REPORTING UFO SIGHTINGS
FOUNDED 2001

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue

LONDON WC2N 5BP

10/10/02

My name i

entitled

have a dedicated website: [Sleleile]aIZ10) -where many of these cases are listed in

brief. —

Since the launch of the database I have amassed some 65 cases dating back to the mid
fifties involving 150 British police officers. Many of these officers have stated that
official reports were made and were later forwarded to the Ministry of Defence. Several
of these officers have confirmed that MOD officials contacted them regarding these
reports.

With the above in mind, I am writing to you under the terms of the ‘Code of Practice’ on
‘Access to Government Information’ to request that youn send me copies of any UFO
related matena]/reports which originated from police officers for the penod J anuary 1*
1980 to 31™ Decemeber 1980.

our cooperation in this request.
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 27

Operations & Policy 1 A,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE U
Room 6/73, Metropote Building, Northumberland Avenue, -
WC2N §BP _
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax) %
(GTN)
Your Reference
D)bReference
ﬂ 30 October 2002

Dear

Thank you for your letter of 23 October concerning your request for copies of Ministry of
Defence documents about ‘unidentified flying objects’.

You should have now received my letter of 25 October which answers the first part of your
request concerning ‘Operation Aeneid’.

You also asked for documents relating to the “disappearance of Captain William Shaffner in
September 1970”. Please find enclosed a copy of the accident card and the Aircraft Accident
Report, both of which provide details of the events leading to the tragic loss of Captain Shaffner.
These documents were made available to the makers of the BBC “Inside Qut’ programme and
due to the public interest in this particular accident, a copy has been earmarked for preservation in
the Public Record Office in the near future.

I hope this is helpful.

Your sincerely,

=


The National Archives
Inside Out Programme
Papers covering the BBC1 ‘Inside Out’ programme shown in 2002, investigating the death of US exchange pilot Captain William Schaffner during an exercise over the North Sea in September 1970. The programme obtained copies of the original RAF accident investigation report and other documents supplied by the MoD that conclusively debunked claims that Schaffner died following a live ‘scramble’ to pursue UFOs detected on air defence radars.
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) ATRCRAFT ACCIDENT REPORT

o t

: " Date: ‘ 8 September 1970 - I

L Alvoraft; Lighining Mc P X§ 894 P

f /' Crew: ‘ . one e
PR  Bortie: Teotical Evaluation frezolse = Nigat =~ | ( |
okl Shadowing end Shepherding of Low Spesd . ! |
i Tergets _ S
£ - Cagualties: One killed T :" ' ;

’ Alreraft Demage: Category 5 .7 B \ ) !

i Unit: No 5 Squadron, BAF Binbrook .
H ¢ Ciroumstances R : ;o
’ ;1. No 5 Smadron was participsting in e Strike Command Taotical: Evaluation :
l i (Taceval) exercise st RAF Binbrook. The pilot of ‘the accident alreraft was o a
; USAF exchange offiser whose experience included tro tours of duty on USAF F102 Ey
f ;_ﬂl,,weafbher,fiaiité_;‘,_,,a}.rgmfty..Eeihad, sccumilated 121 hours on Lightning =
;  alroraft, of which 18 were at night, and had obbaimsg @ Green Instrument Rating. | |
o - B8 hal Beon extiegorised as Mlintted combat ready" after § wesks on the Squadron, | |

: This was an wnusually chort period tut the category was Justifieq by his USAF . :
Texpérietice & aquadron pilot and 00w Instructor, and by his'résilts tn’stmiletos’
*relning and dual flying tactical and weapons checks on tne Lighining, Tne !
linitation on his operationsl status was due to his need for further training in:
maximm effeative ume of the Lightning weapens system and because ke had not i
yet met the requirement for full vigident missiong, he had completed only two of ;
: the specified three phases of preparation. Tn consequence at his. stage of
! training gt the time of the accident he would only have been clesred for 2o
 shedowing end shepherding tasks with the target in full visual contagt, The - |
. Squadron Commander clesred the pilot to participate in the Taceval, therefore,
* ' In the bellef that he would mot be involved in & shadowing or shepherding
P! migsion. :

~! 2. On the day of the accident the pllot was ordered to his alroraft at 18342 . |
" | hours, and, after waiting on readiness, was scrambled at 19477 hovmws. He !
started taxying, howsver his scramble was cancelled and he was oxdered back to 1

dispersal. On return he ordered fuel only and-no twrmround servicing, Aocordim:'

.
[ERPNER

A _ UNCE.ENSSIFIED s




"to standing instmuetions the engineer officer on d\ity ordered a full tumroung,

; The turnround weg delayed, end during thig delay the pilot was warned that he - | i
731 would be sezambled as goon &s he was ready. He asked the grownderew 4o expedite
! the turnround, however, before it was completed he called for engine starting, . :

; failed %o lgn the servieing certificate and texied out at 20252 houze. As he L

: entered the munway the metal turnroind board and stbached servieing certificate . ;'

! fell off the slroraft, . - i

’

Y . S
| 3. Unkmoma 4o the sbation and squadron, the Taceval team had just changed the |
 exeraise seenario from normal mteréeptions to interception, o shadowing or - i
shepherding on slow speed-low flying targets. The targets were Shackleton ;
alrozaft flying at 160 knots, and at the mirimm authordsed helght of 1500 feet . |
. 88 specified in Group Opders, The minimm speed for Lign’:.n.i.ng alveraft for

" visiden$ practices is 200 knots, which was not specified a5 an order, btut was

" referred to in the Lighining squadron training syllsbus. The syllebus made no _
refarence to shadowing or shepherding techniques. f‘Shadow:Lng and -shepherding are - |
" howsver included in the war task of Lightning squadrons and, thus, were P

"chebre’cic-allyisubdeot %0 Taceval. o ;

[

Y4, " The pilot toek off 2% 20302 and was ordered to elimb to BT, 100; he waa
;—still ‘unewere of the type or height of his target, He was handed over to the V
MBS aad was given in & short mpace of tims, the QNE, and height of target (1,500
| £%), and a shadowing tagc with target speed of 160 kmots. He was told %o '
‘ accelerate towards the target which was 28 nmg dway. At 20392, the pilot
. scknowledged instructions to aseelerate $o 0.95U to effect a rapid take over

| foom another Lightning, this in a tone of surprise. Ee was elven varlons

. alterations to heading until he amounced that he was in contact with lights tut
* would have %o manoeuvre to slow down; his volce sowmded strained ag though he was
 affected by '6'. At 20407 the MES broadeast thet the Gontroller was being

» | changed; at this time the Lightning was turning port at shout 220 knotas. At

" ; 20417 the aireraft was meen by the other Lightning piiot, who had Just broken .
!Caway from the tazget, tp be at about 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 1,000 feet
: ‘above the Shackleton, fn & port tum. The Shackieton crew then saw the alvarafh,

" apparently Yery lows The MRS Chief Controller had eppreciated that this was a

; @ifficult inferception, and had monitored the latber sbages very closely. When

, @t 20422 the Iightning pilot failed to ackuowledge instructions, he instituted

UNCLASSIFIED
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‘emezgency procedures, however, he experienced difficulty ixi’inaking contact with

1the Shackleton becamse he did not have immediate aceess o 243.0 m:z An -

-’ izmedinte alv gearch by the targes Shackleton, and subsequent 2ir/ssa gearch the :
;fol‘l.owing day, failed to detect eny trace of the atroraft or pilote )

Detem:ma.tion of Cauges

‘

5 From caloulations provided by the Boszd of Inquiry ard emer‘b sources, a
! 'sea.roh by & BN minesweeper *loogted" the wrecksge nearly 2 months later, The
aircraft was in a complete state excapt tha.t the port wing had broken off snd
-buckled under the fuselage, and some fuselsge panels were missing, The cockpit
, CaNoFy was stteched but not closed end ‘bhere was 1o sign of the pilot. P
;E.xamina‘tion of the wreckage showed that the: aircra.t‘*h ‘had shruck the mea at & low . |
speed, in & tail-down attitude with a minimal rate of descenit. It ~appeared to
:.hg.ve Planed on the surface and come to rest comparatively slowly. Bo’ch tb_'eo“"blea

‘were in the reheat gales, there was 2 nose—up trim of &° + undercarriege was up,

' flaps down and airbrakes out. Thers was no sizn of fire or explogion and expert :
examination :r:evea.led. no indication that the aircraft was otaer tha.n servicaa‘ble

- at impam‘:

‘by the Interrupter link on the mein gun- sear. The cenopy gun sear hed been

- withiraws, but the canopy ewn cartridge had Teceived cnly & ligat percussion

" strike and had not fired. The canopy had been released by the normal operating
lever, the harness QEB was wndone, the PEC discormected and the PSP lanyard had
.. been released from the life preserver and waes lying tangled in the cockpit.

7. The Board coneluded that a combination of a difficult task in rushed

- oivounstances and lack of training in the low speed visident and shepherding

| techmigques, led to o mituation where the pilot failed to monitor the height of

" bis alroraft whilst slowing down and acquiring hig target, and that he had o
;.madver'hently flom his airoraft into the sea. The pilot had attempbed to . |
.recover the situation ‘bg selecting reheat, which falled to take effect, with the .

aizcra.ft tail skimming on the water. He had then Initisted an ejection which

was unguoceasful because of the imbexrupbion of the sequence by £he failure of

. the canopy to jettison. EHe then mamually abandoned the gircraft but because he
} ha.s not been found, he was presumed to have drowmed during &r a.fte:: his esecape.

.
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"8,  The light pemussion strike on the canopy gun carbrid@e ocauz:-ea. ‘becauge of
+ negligent Berviecing, in that the firing wnit was incorrecily seated because of } ;
AN . damaged sorew threads. i

e

!
! : !
.9+ The Board made & mumber of recommendations relating to :I.nconsistenciés ed
omissiona in orders, instructions and the training syllabus, concemning low speed. ;.
S visidents and the shedowing sud hepherding techniques. They slso made P
xacommenda.tions oconcerning the access of MRSs +o emergency freouenciea, snd for

remad.ial action soncernming Lightuing canopy ejection uns.

|
-(
| Remazks of the Ay 0fficer Commandingein-Chlef . = I
*10. The A0C-in-¢ stated that in common with' go many a.ccidants, this ascident hag
‘1o single root cause, and he agreed with the Board's conclusions. Ee gaid that ]
* the pllot made an error of Jjudegment in sllowing his airorafy o get into a T

" position from which he was wnable to recover. Because of mitigating cimxms‘bance_s,:
his error was excusesble, .

P
'

I TN e e e o e

- ;'11. The Aoé-izz_-c"svcc;ments. on the Boardss recc;mmeﬁdai:iéﬁs are 'ét:;{rere'd 'balo;;r.. 0

«12, The Board’s recommendation concermning ascess to the emergency radio frequency

! by the MRS was not accepted bty the 20C~in=C, who siated that MRSB elready have ; !

the facility to select 243.0 Muz although they do not normally monitor it, He =

" oonalderaed that the allocation of a 2afety frequency for use dw:ing all peacetime
", exercises had more merit,

: 13, The hitherto undeteated wealmess in training for the identiﬁca.tion,
ghadowing and shepherding of low altitude, low speed targets, have been rectified
. a8 follows: .
A & Fo 1l (Fighter) Group Air Staff Orders now specify s minimum speed for -
visldent targets, and minimun target speeds and helghts for shadowing and
-ghepherding operatlons by day and night,
b, Few tactios have been devised and Tublished in the Lightning Tacties
Manual,
¢.  Shadowing and shepherding tasks have been inoluded in the Anmmal I
Training 8yllabus for Lightning Squadrons, ) . i ,!

- -

o 4
- UNStASSIFIED




- UNCLAGSHFIED -

;& Pilots of aiveraft under GCT control must now reag back'eltineter

: se¥tings before descending to low level, : : :
het e A ralio safety frequency is allocated for all exeraigeg, :
f.  During al1 pertineni exercises, ‘& target radio i‘xe@encfs Plan will be

§ .;14. Seriricing Trocedures for the ingpesction, Tewgzming and aerviéing of cznopy .

: firing undts haye besn amended.

: -~

115, ALL ejestion seat firlng units of a type similar 4o that waten Preventeq

et

.

" eJection in this accldent have been inspecidd fox Blgns ofdmage.

16. The design of the canopy firing wnlt hag been exsmipeq, Fo ehange will be
; made, however, the Design Authority has been made avare of the failure for

- consideration in future designa,

‘17, The é.efic;ienc;ies J:evealed bsr-tﬁe-change' e of “co-z.r(:;:o]ier at .thé MHS ;nd th; ST
!

i aver-xapid attempt to ‘e'ffecfc,the changeover of the intercepting alroraft; have .

i 18,

{19, The defictencies in Planning,

. eencomnirg the change of exorcige
: and Taceval Teanm,

. 20. Negligenoe in the fitting of

. sexvicing the walt was found exous
! baken against him because of the involvement of of ‘
‘olear servieing ingtructions smg guidance on the acceptable degree of burring of
“ the screw ¥hreads, the lack of evidence that he had cansed the dsmsge %o the :
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England
»Inside Out - rggz-l.:un SANDERS WELCOMES YOU TO YOUR LOCAL ﬁﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁi
East SOUTH EAST .
East Midlands
London

North East

Inside Out sheds new light on claims
N of an alien abduction in Yorkshire.
West Midlands See previously classified evidence
North West from the Ministry of Defence...

South Find a pre

South East September 9tt
South West FRESH EVIDENCE ON YORKSHIRE ALIEN ABDUCTION e
West
Yorks & Lincs List all tra
WHERE I LT\
my BBC Local Yorkshi
sites
Contact Us ¥ Leeds
‘¥ Bradford
# North York:
Help * South York:
¥ Humber
Like this page? 2 Lo g 2 i
Send itl to aglriendl NEWSLETTE

Britain’s most plausible alien abduction  Subscribe
WATCH and happened off the East Yorkshire coast,

LISTEN according to some UFOlogists. TR 51 Iha
Watch the bogus BBF News>>

g |lmpscristthat  The incident happened in September 1970. Patients told of
ine (el " Foxtrot 94, an RAF Lightening fighter jet Cities shortliste

BBC download guide  crashed into the North Sea. Inauiry into po
free Real player CONTACT US
SEE ALSO UFOlogists claim its pilot, Captain William g’;?e:rg:'zn

Schaffner was abducted by an alien BEC Centre

Inside Out Home Page i
Inside Out Home Page o5 acraft after he’d scrambled to intercept  Woodhouse L
Read the pilot's last

racorded conversation... it off FIamborough Head. ::;;d;px
Part two - the target

Pa - aircraft |Wreckage I

cantact

Part four - final o

minutes The Lightning aircraft was recovered three

Your comments months later from the seabed. Remarkably,

WEB LINKS it was virtually undamaged.
Internet stories about
the accident

! The cockpit canopy
Alternative accounts
e e e, Was shut but there
The Roswell incident  Was no sign of

The BBC is not Captain Schaffner’s
responsible for the

content of external body.
websites.
FACTS The unusual condition

Captain William of the wreckage
Schaffner was based at  fueled UFOlogists
Binbrook in Lincolnshire  gpeculations of an
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and was flying with No5
Squadron. He was &

Vietnam war veteran

UFQ is an acronym for
unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous
UFO sighting happened
in the summer of 1947.
It was in Roswell, USA.
Extraterrestrial life forms
are alleged to have
landed.

PRINT THIS
PAGE

View a printable
wversion of this page.

alien abduction.

These claims are the
talk of UFO Internet
sites, as are bogus
transcripts of the
Captain’s last radio
conversation with
RAF Patrington.

Family trauma

oh ea
Captain William Schaffner was a 28-Year-
old American exchange officer.

His family were never told the results of the
official inquiry into the crash.

The Ministry of
Defence has
previously insisted
that the report on the
crash was shredded.

His sons, Glenn and
Mike Schaffner, have
been trying to I
discover the truth
about their father’s
disappearance for
years.

Captain William Schaffner

Their efforts have not solved the mystery.
Until now.

[Breakthrough |

Secret documents and classified
photographs of the RAF fighter have been
exclusively obtained from the Ministry of
Defence by the BBC’s Inside Out team.

The following will finally give the brothers
the information they desire and deserve:

s A copy of the inquiry report

» A transcript of the Captain's final
conversation with ground controllers

e Pictures showing the aircraft's empty
cockpit

The inquiry report makes the following
points:

It was not a UFO but a slow
moving Shackleton recconaissance

hitp://www.bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index shtml

Page 2 of 4
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aircraft that the Captain was trying
to intercept on an exercise

Its crew had lost radio contact.
Then, by the light of a flare, they'd
seen the aircraft in the water.

The Captain had simply flown too
low trying to get beneath his
target and hit the sea.

Captain Schaffner had not been
properly trained to carry out the
exercise he had been asked to
undertake.

When he tried to bail out, his
ejector seat failed to operate.

|accident |

These points appears to suggest that the
crash was an unfortunate accident with a
plausible explanation.

This should destroy some of the alien
abduction rumours, which have angered
and upset Captain Schaffner’s sons for
years.

lopposition ]

A few budding UFOlogists may still not
accept this explanation, due to distrust of
the Ministry of Defence documentation.

Former North
Yorkshire policeman
Tony Dodd told
Inside Cut, "I don’t
think that we will
ever get to the
bottom of what
happened because
the RAF would never
accept that a UFO
could be involved.”

Tony Dodd is unconvinced
Reporter Sophie Hull about the incident

said, "Some aspects of Capt. Schaffner’s
disappearance can‘t be explained.

"But we believe this is as close to a detailed
explanation of what actually happened that
anyone will get.”

It appears to be enough for Captain
Schaffner’s sons.

http://www.bbe.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index.shtml 30/10/2002
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They can now concentrate on enjoying their
father's memory in peace.

Read the actual transcript of the
Captain’s last radio conversation

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms & Conditions | Privacy
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MORLAND SANDERS| Monday 16 September, 7.30pm

- MORLAND SANDERS WELCOMES YOU TO YOUR LOCAL
PAGE...
SOUTH EAST

Inside Out looks at the last recorded
radio with the tr d
RAF aircraft which crashed into the
North Sea. Read the transcript
below...

PART 1 = THE WARNING CALL

SEE ALSO

Inside Out Home Page
Read more of the
transcript...

Part two - the target
Part three - aircraft
contact

Part four - final
minutes

Your comments
WEB LINKS

the i1

Alternative accounts
Online UFO magazine
The Roswell incident
The BBC is not
respensible for the
content of external
websites,

FACTS

Captatn William
Schaffner was based at
Binbrook in Lincoinshire
and was flying with the
No5 Squadron. He was 3

Vietnam war veteran

UFO is an acranym for
unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous

UFO sighting happened
in the summer of 1947.
It was in Roswell, USA.

Transcript of tape recording at RAF
Patrington concerning incident to
Mission CPM45 at 20:45 Hours on the
8th September 1970.

Fighter Controller: Time check 20:30.
Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52.
Fighter Controller:

Is the target heading about 250° again?
Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:
Affirmative but I shall not have enough
fuel to accompany to land if he does cross
territorial waters.

Fighter Controller: Roger 52.

cc

Assistant, controller please - will you tell
him that his fighter 45 is airborne at
20:30. I think that’s him there,

http://www.bbe.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index_02.shtml
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Extraterrestrial life forms
are alleged to have
landed.

PRINT THIS
PAGE
View a printable
version of this page.

A previously classlfied image
of recovered wreckage which
highlights its size

Cont / Asst: 20:307 Yes - OK thank you.

Capt. Schaffner’'s Wingman:

52 check about 45 miles from point
alpha?

Fighter Controller:

52 that’s affirmative and 45 is south of
you at this time range 35 not on channel
yet.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: Roger.
Fighter Controller:

52 on this heading Flamborough Head is
dead ahead of you, range 20 miles.
Capt. Schaffner's Wingman: 52,
Fighter Controller:

52 is the target still at 1500 feet?

The cockp 1 p.
The cockpit canopy was
closed when the wreckage
was recovered.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:
Affirmative.

Fighter Controlier: Roger.

Capt. Schaffner:

Mission 45 airborne at one zero zero.
Fighter Controller:

Roger 45 Patrington port 335 over.
Capt. Schaffner:

Roger understood on a port turn 335 a
heading of 100.

Fighter Controller:

Roger 45 have you weapon contact and
the target is north-west of you range 35

http://www .bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index_02.shtml

Page 2 of 3
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at this time and his height is at 1500 feet.
Capt. Schaffner:

Roger 45 copied - level 100 until close.
Fighter Controller: 45.

Fighter Controller:

45 the OHH is 986 - 52 is with the target
at this time shadowing and your task will
be to take over from 52,

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller

Buster buster target range 28.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger buster.

Capt. Schaffner: Target heading?
Fighter Controller:

45 the last target heading was 250. 52
Patrington confirm target heading?
Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

52 affirmative and the target speed I
estimate at no faster than 160 knots.
Fighter Controller:

Roger - did you get that 45?7

Capt. Schaffner: Got it.

Fighter Controller: Roger.

Fighter Controller:

45 on 335 target is 10 right to you range
21,

Read more of the transcript

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms & Conditions | Privacy
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" Page recording at RAF Patrington
Read more of the concerning incident to Mission CPM45
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You are reading part two
Part three - aircraft
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contact Back to part 1 - the warning call Inquiry into powe

gg_n four - final CONTACT US:

Your comments Capt. Schaffner: Roger descending. I O .
WEB LINKS Fighter Controller: Roger 45, BBC Centre

Internet stories about Capt. Schaffner: 45 will descend to five, Wovdhouse Lai

< Leeds
the accident Fighter Controller: Roger. LS2 9PX

Online UFO magazine Fighter Controlier:
The Roswell incident 45 target is holding at 10 to 15 left and

The BBC is not
responsible for the the range 17%z.

content of external Capt. Schaffner: Roger looking.
websites. Fighter Controller:

FACTS 45 one instruction was if the aircraft
Captain William crosses the International Boundary Line

Schaffner was based at  he is to be ordered to follow you back to
Binbrook in Lincolnshire Binbrook.

and was flying with the °

No5 Squadron. He wasa  Gapt. Schaffner: Roger.

Vietnam war veteran

UFO is an acronym for
unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous
UFO sighting happened
in the summer of 1947.
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It was in Roswell, USA.
Extraterrestrial life forms
are alleged to have
landed.
PRINT THIS
PAGE

View a printable
wversion of this page.

Page 2 of 3

T rckage was found on
the bed of the North Sea

Fighter Controller:

45 the target is now 35 left range 13%z.
Capt. Schaffner: 45 roger at 5,000.
Capt. Schaffner:

45 is armament safety check complete,
Fighter Controller: 45 say again.
Capt. Schaffner: 45 is armed safe.
Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Fighter Controiler:

45 the target has moved 45 left range 10.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 Port 310 over.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger Port 310.
Capt. Schaffner: 52 check height.
Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

52 is at 1,500 feet with the target at 2,00
yards.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller:

45 make speed decimal 95 over.

Capt. Schaffner:

45 roger? That's pretty fast.

Fighter Controlier:

Roger 45 make it a speed commensurate
with your endurance then, that target
range 10 at this moment. I think we've
got enough to catch up at this peed, he's
only 160 kts.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger,

Capt. Schaffner’'s Wingman:

52 be leaving the target in about 2
minutes.

Fighter Controller: Roger 52
understood.

Capt. Schaffner: 45's now at 2,000.
Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Fighter Controller:

52 your pigeons to alpha 200 range 32.
Capt. Schaffner’'s Wingman:

200 32 copied.

Fighter Controller:

45 on 310 targets at 40 left, range 7 V2.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controlier:

http://www.bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index_03.shtml 30/10/2002
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. 45 be advised the targets about 12 miles
off Flamborough Head on his present
heading.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 port 250 over.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger turning port 250.
Fighter Controller:

45 target range 6% - 7.

Capt. Schaffner:

Contact with a set of lights in that area.
Fighter Controller: Say again.

Capt. Schaffner:

Set of lights in that area - closing.

Read more of the transcript...

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms & Conditions | Privacy
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DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 Qctober 2002 15:14

To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

Following our telephone conversati , | have established that AAR’'s do not generally end up in the Public Record

Exp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has
earmarked a copy-ofthis AAR for the PRO. It is on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO
clearance which | understand can take several months sgid-the Jh&j the PRO could refuse to accept items
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they Shotilky 4056 in this case, There is therefore every likelihood
_of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly
when. In light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know
whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.
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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 8 9000
@ 0
Your Reference
| Biskefeme
North Yorkshire 2% eOctober 2002

Thank you for your letter of 18 September addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1 concerning
information about ‘unidentified flying objects’. You may wish to note that our title and address
have now changed as shown at the head of this letter. Also, please accept my apologies for the
delay in replying.

You requested copies of any documents we hold 6n an exercise called “Operation Aeneid” which
allegedly took place between September 1970 and March 1971. Current staff have no knowledge
of this “exercise” and records of files held in MOD archives have revealed no files covering this
subject. Any ‘UFOQ’ files from 1970-71 which were created by this Directorate (then called
S4f(Air)) are already open for viewing at the Public Record Office. If you wish to look at these or
send a representative to view them on your behalf, the address is as follows;

Public Records Office
Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond

Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444
Fax: 020 8878 8905

You also requested copies of documents relating to the “disappearance of Captain William
Shaffner in September 1970”. We are currently seeing what material may be released and I will
write to you again shortly regarding this matter. :

Yours sincerely,




FILE NOTE

18 Oct 2002

e my e-mail of 17 Oct. He does not know what happens
S. a re if AARs went on files. 1500 copies are made and

distributed to all RAF, RN and Army flying stations so that aircrew may learn lessons

from them. DASC keep a copy of each one. They are not normally given to the

public. The Military Aircraft Accident Summary (MAAS) produced by DAS-Sec is

a shorter (less technical) version given to MPs and copies placed in the House of

Commons library (therefore in the public domain). Sqdn Ld e BOI
files are passed to Hayes afier two years but did not know wl the
PRO.

I spoke tMAS-SeC about a possible MAAS for this accident. He
confirme ore recent invention which was not in existence in 1970.
He did not know whether AARs or BOI files went to the PRO. Suggested we check

with Hayes for any files for DASC predecessor Directorate of Flight Safety
(DFS(RAF)),

Hayes archive do hold some files for DFS(RAF) but did not know what the files
contain or whether they will be selected for the PRO.

21 Oct 2002

I telephoneM(Exp)-Records‘1. He does not believe that all AARs

are preserve: , but confirmed that following the BBC’s enquiries about this

event and the fact that this particular accident has such a public interest, he has

earmarked a copy of the AAR on Captain Shaffner for permanent retention in the

PRO. 1t is currently on his draft list awaiting PRO approval and has been selected for
; 0

PRO class AIR 2. Approval of the list can take months bu saiil-the PR very
rarely reject items on the list and he could see no reason for them to do so it thi

I spoke to%n about the AAR on Capt Shaffner and its release to the
two enquirers. ough these are not normally released to the general public, this

one is over 30 years old and will be open in the PRO at some time in the near future.
M saw no reason why we could not release it now to those who have

22 Oct 2002

Before release I sent an e-mail to Sqdn Ld check his approval of

this action.




%AS-LA-Ops-!-PoH

*From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 17 October 2002 14:47
To: BEP-IFS-BOIA1
Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

A few months ago | was in discussion with DCC(RAF)-SO1 Em programme the BBC were
making about the crash of a Lightening aircraft on 8 Septemb: d in the death of the pilot, USAF
exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. | was involved because | am the MOD focal point for correspondence on
'unidentified flying objects' and this event has become a famous case amongst 'ufologists' who believe a 'UFQ' was
inveolved and that Capt Shaffrer's body was not found because he was abducted by aliens. | understand

that the reason Capt Shaffner's sons had agreed to take part in this programme was to dispel these stories

The programme "inside Out" apparently went out on the 16th September and | have received two letters from
members of the public, one requesting a copy of the "general Board of Inquiry" report as shown on the prog
and the other requesting "any documents relating to the disappearance of Capt Shaffner” sdid
release anything directly to the BBC, but that the Shaffner family were given a copy of th &.';Wﬂ. A e port,
the transcript of the RT between the aircraft and the ground controller and approximately 8 photos which | believe
you supplied. | would be gratefu if you could advise me on the following;

a) Do Aircraft Accident Reports (AAR) go to the Public Record Office when they are 30 years old?

b) If so, will the AAR in this case be open to the public soon (possibly January 2003)?

¢) We have a copy of the AAR on one of our files. Would you be content for us to release it now to these two
enquiriers? We are not seeking to supply the other material given to the Shaffner family.

| am grateful for your help. Please give me a call if you need any further information.




DAS-LA-Ops+Poi1

From: DCC(RAF)-801 EC

Sent: 15 October 2002 08:30

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject; RE: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

"8 40

the information released was as agreed witl nce Aviation Safety Centre - a copy of the Aicraft
Accident Report (about 6 or so pages), the tra between the aircraft and the ground controller, and
approximately 8 photos. The information was released to the Schaffner family, and not to the BBC per se. Clearly the
Schaffner family have made this material available to the BBC, but the point is we did gat telease this dj ectly. The
copy of the AAR that | used has been returned to DASC (BEP-DASC-BOIA1 - Sqn Ld

1
Rgds, BeP P~ g oiat

----- Original Message----«

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Sent: 10 October 2002 11:50
To: DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC

Subject: BBC Enquiry ahout aircraft accident

You may recall that a few months ago you visited (Secretariat) 1) and myself, concerning a
programme the BBC was making about the crash ft on 8 September 1970 which resulted in
the foss of the pilot, USAF exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. The programme 'Inside Out' apparently went out
on the 16th September and | have received two requests from members of the public for copies of the
information supplied to the BBC (the Board of Inquiry report was mentioned by one) as shown on the
programme. We have contacted /AFB(RAF) who provided us with a copy of the accident card
[wotid o oful f you would contact me asap with details of exactly what

which he supplied to the BBC, but |
was released to the BBC.
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ﬂS-LA-Ops+PoI1

From: D1 ISEC SEC4

Sent: 22 QOctober 2002 10:07

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION - Op Aeneid

\Wehave searched our records for Op Aeneid and | have a nil return from DI55 and our archives. Thanks

From: DISSY

Sent: 21 October 2002 09:26

To: DI ISEC SEC4

Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

1. We have checked our records and cannot locate any files or product which covers this subject.

3

-—-QOriginal Message--—~-

From: DI ISEC SEC4

Sent: 10 October 2002 15:23

To: DISSB; DISSY

Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

Please see the attched request fro ful if you could see whether we hold any info on Op
Aeneid. Thanks very much. ~ ~

-----Criginal Message---—

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 10 October 2002 15:07

To: DHISEC SEC4; DAO ADGE1
Subject: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

L

| have received a request for "any information and copies of documents the MOD may hold on a joint American
and British military exercise cailed "Operation Aeneid’. This allegedly took place between September 1970 and
March 1971 and its remit was to investigate general public sightings of unidentified flying shapes and objects
over the North Sea.

Any UFO files we had for this period would now be in the PRO, but as DI sometimes hold files for longer than 30
years and bearing in mind that Ufologists often take a geniune operation/Exercise and turn it into something it
never was, | wondered if either of you might of heard of this.

I
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aS-LA-Ops+PoI1

From:
Sent:

DAO ADGE1

14 Qctober 2002 08:46
DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

DI ISEC SEC4

RE: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

I have never heard of this and, being almost the most senior wg cdr in our branch now, | doubt if anyone else would
have heard of it. There certainly will be no files covering this period at the other units.

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt

Sent: 10 October 2002 15:07

To: DI ISEC SEC4; DAQ ADGE1
Subject; REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

| have received a request for "any information and copies of documents the MOD may hold on a joint American
and British military exercise called "Operation Aeneid'. This allegedly took place between September 1970 and
March 1971 and its remit was to investigate general public sightings of unidentified flying shapes and objects
over the North Sea.

Any UFO files we had for this period would now be in the PRO, but as DI sometimes hold files for longer than 30
years and bearing in mind that Ufologists often take a geniune operation/Exercise and turn it into something it
never was, | wondered if either of you might of heard of this.
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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 58P ‘

Telephane {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 8 anon
{Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference
Ref

T

Date

10 October 2002

astchurch

secion <0

Thank you for your letter of 26 September, concerning your ambition to join a branch of the
Armed Forces, possibly the Army, on your release from prison.

My Department is not responsible for recruiting personnel for the Armed Forces, but if you have
access to the Internet, the MOD website holds details of the many, varied
careers in the Army, RN, RAF and the Royal Marines. On release, you may also like to contact
your local Armed Forces Careers Office who would be able to advise you on your eligibility to
join whichever branch you chose.

T hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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claims to
have proof
of UFQO’s
- existence

“THE BEST photographs of a UFO
ever taken” have been snapged by a
Leven man from outside his home, he
claims. .

Andrew Wilson (58) believes he saw
the unidentified flying object when he
was looking out of his living-room
window at Letham Avenue on
Friday night. -

Mr Wilson, who is unemployed and
on disability allowance, claims it was
moving across the sky above the
houses in his street, “It was a small
thing and it was travelling fast but
there was no sound from it.”

Mr Wilson maintained it was not the
imoon he observed as he saw it
in another part of the sky. '

A member of the RSPB and a keen
birdwatcher, Mr Wilson owns a book
on astronomly and often watches the
night sky, “I like the stars, they're
beautiful,” he added.

It ¥as, perhaps, this hobby that
allowed him to witness another UFO
in 1971, “It was right above me. It had
a red dome on it, and a flashing light.”

Unfortunately, as he had nobody to
jcorToborate his tale the experience
[was not investigated.

Stargazer |

= Mr Wilson’s UFO phqtogréph.
However, on this occasi&n Mr Wil-
son has two witnesses (both of whom
‘were unwilling to speak about their
experience) who also saw the object.
At first, accor'dinE”to Mr Wilson,
they believed it to be an aircraft of
some kind but after seeing his pictures
they have changed their opinion.
Firm in his belief that what he saw
was an UFO, Mr Wilson has handed
the matter over to the authorities, “I
have phoned RAF Leuchars and the:
said they would get in touch witl
the Ministry, of Defence about the
photographs,” he added.




ment claims that :iny initial confu-
sion over severance package has
been resolved as preparations to
wind-down production continue.

A number of workers have
claimed that, having initially been
led to believe they would be
allowed to leave the factory around
now, they have subsequently been
told they will have to continue
working meantime.

A unofficial spokesman for some
of the workers—who asked not to
be named—said dozens of em-
ployees had been left even more
disgruntled over the factory
closure because they were not
being allowed to leave as they had
wanted.

AR Y VaD LRITOTIL AUR
that it had been operating for just
over two years and redundancies
payments would consequently be
considerably less than if one of
APW’s two other, longer estab-
lished, factories in Scotland had
been selected.

“We think it’s down to that
and that alone,” commented the
employee.

APW announced in mid-July that
the com‘gany’s modern factory in
Wright Avenue, off Riverside Av-
enue, is to close with the loss of
around 200 jobs. The US-owned
company blamed a continuing
downturn in the global telecoms
and technologies sectors for the
move.




v g
O e T Miny Coesfy AL 25/

“jj,v m@c/wo M /[’«ﬂ/ Mm [/70//\»%1(/
| mm o e

{ yﬁémm) % aafw,z;,
Ifu%?/{ «i”pmb/\wjaﬁﬁtmm Md/m ——UFGZWmf«&m

(e wenfonts - ot sy

fAr(/PkaPE“-DK
oF
&75( N




From

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) o 2 S
Operations & Policy 1 : ’hx AL
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE )
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 900
(GTN)
Your Reference
8?‘1?&55823‘3‘“
5]
IZaSeptember 2002

I am writing with reference to your e-mail concerning enquiries about ‘unidentified flying
objects’. Your message has been passed to this office as we are the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQs.’

We are, of course, happy to answer any questions you may have, but it may assist you if I explain
the MOD’s limited interest in these matters.

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

You may also like 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. I should add that to date the MOD knows
of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lowrliqress(a50: mvaTL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To Das{ c2C) TO RefNo L 5% /2002

Date_ || 4 oy

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

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

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

'CHOS: Ministerial Comrespondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

O

NVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002
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Page 1 of 1

Parliamentary-MC Clerk4

From:
Sent: 2 14:03

To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFO's

| was looking for a way to contact the department which may deal with enguires regarding UFO’s that are
reported to you by the general public.

Sectiopiy

AS g T

10/09/2002



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

a

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** R

Low Erf as(4D2 pMaT
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_ Dac(ec) e TO Ref No _Li (%9 /2002

Date 4 o

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

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

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

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

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

#+ ALIRIOTId HOTH V NIAID A4 OL xx

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

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

[FCHOS Ministerial Correspondence; ¢: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: hitp://main.chots. mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
-
&

DVESTOR IN PROBLE

Revised 5™ August 2002



Page 1 of 1

Parliamentary-MC Clerk4

From:
Sent: 14:03

To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFO's

| was looking for a way to contact the department which may deal with enquires regarding UFO’s that are
reported to you by the general public.

10/09/2002




From:% ’
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2
Operations & Policy 1 ?‘
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Refy
DIDASIEAR

ate
12° September 2002

est Sussex

Dear N

th reference to your letter of 6 September addressed to my colleague,
terning ‘unidentified flying objects’. Your letter has been passed to me because
e focal point for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

It may help if I clarify the MOD’s position regarding UFOs. The MOD does not have any
expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. All reports of
'UFOs' received by the MOD are examined solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity, Unless there is
evidence of a potential threat to the 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.

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

I hope this explains our position.

Yours sincerely,




] TR -
elep one/Fax: : ail:

EWM’TG Staff (Visiting Forces) T bt B pals
Ministry of Defence %
Room 6/10 Metropole Building Py Sly o a tre Geole :
Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N SBP _m

Your ref: D/DAS/71/24 Enc. Post war Molesworth q{
CIA de-class. docs

9.

6 September 2002

- T

RAF Molesworth - Unconventional Flying Objects

I refer to your letter dated 30th August and thank you for replying to my letters addressed to
your colleague, reference to 'unconventional' flying objects does refer to
UFOs but I pre by that description to separate them from the emerging
aeronautic technologies that still remain subject to known aerodynamic principles.

I note your comments regarding the close co-operation between the US and UK security
common defence interests and I am, of course, aware of the general principles of SIGINT
operations carried out at Menwith and GCHG - and elsewhere.

However, whilst I am aware of the MOD's well known stance re: interest only in breaches of
UK airspace, I have some difficulty in accepting that the MOD's interest is solely that
particularly when reports of strange aerial objects come from solid professional sources - eg,
civilian pilots and serving members of the armed forces.

To support my initial enquiry, I enclose copies of material gleaned from the web which, you
may find interesting. Unclassified CIA name RAF Molesworth as recipients of such
information and whilst the Molesworth JAC is largely turned over to the US and NATO, I find
it hard to believe that the MOD would have no interest. Unless, of course, you are now
saying that the subject of UFOs is no longer studied by the MOD. Presumably, because the
MOD possesses the truth about them or that the MOD view them as an inconsequential and
harmless phenomenon.

1 do not wish to take up a lot of your time on this because I appreciate you are bound by rules
concerning security issues (especially at this time) but I would appreciate a worthwhile and
meaningful reply if possible.

Yours sincerely
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Post-War Molesworth
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MOLESWORTH, ENGLAND
Following World War I

[exert from "Might in Flight" Copyright ©1997 Harry D. Gobrecht]

Royal Air Force - 1945 to 1946

01 July 1945 RAF repossessed the Molesworth airfield. Assigned to RAF 12
Group.

16 July 1945 RCAF 441 and 442 Squadrons arrive with their Mustang Il and IV
fighters

27 July 1945 1335 Conversion Unit came in from Colerne with Meteor lls. The
Unit converted from a piston to a jet Fighter Squadron.

10 Aug 1945 RCAF 441 and 442 Squadrons disbanded. RAF 234 Squadron
moves in from Hutton Cranswick.

07 Sept 1945 RAF 19 Squadron moved in with Mustang IVs

March 1946 RAF 19 Squadron replaced Mustangs with Spitfire XVIs

August 1945 RAF 124 Squadron arrived with Meteor lils.

06 Oct 1945 RAF 124 Squadron departs Molesworth.

15 Oct 1945 First Meteor accident. Ran out of fuel. Came down two miles from
Polebrook.

Late Oct 1945 RAF 223 Squadron arrived from Weston Zoyland to convert to
Meteors.

09 Nov 1945 RAF 129 Squadron arrived from Brussels, Belgium with Spitfire
[Xs.

03 Dec 1945 RAF 129 Squadron departed for Hutton Cranswick.

11 Dec 1945 RAF 222 Squadron left for Exeter.

Mid Feb 1946 RAF 234 Squadron arrived to convert to Meteors

March 1946 RAF 234 Squadron departed for Boxted.

28 June 1946 RAF 19 Squadron. Replaced their Mustang 1Vs with Spitfire
XVls

28 June 1946 RAF 19 Squadron departs Molesworth.

September 1946 RAF 54 Squadron arrives with Tempest IIs

e October 1946 RAF 54 Squadron departs. Molesworth put on care and

maintenance status.

United States Air Force - 1951 to 1957

July 1951 Molesworth station re-opened for the USAF. A long single runway
was laid superimposed upon the conventional three runway site.

February 1954 USAF 582nd Air Resupply Group arrives. Brought twelve B-
29s, four Grumman SA-16A Amphibians, three C-119s (able to use RATO gear)
and a C-47. The primary mission was search and rescue of reconnaissance
aircraft forced down in hostile territory Base Commander Colonel Thomas A.

http://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar.html 05/09/2002
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Holdman

« Mid 1956 USAF 47th Bomb Wing was at Molesworth with a few B-45s while
their home base at Alconbury, England had runway repairs. WB-50 weather
reconnaissance aircraft, 86th Bomb Squadron and 801st Engineer Aviation
Battalion at Molesworth.

» 25 0ct 1956 USAF 582nd ARG dissolved into 42nd Troop Carrier Squadron
(M) directly controlled by USAFE Hq 3rd AF. Aircraft - C-119, C-54, C-47 and
SA 16A

s 31 May 1957 USAF 42nd TCS transferred to Alconbury where they remained
until 8 Dec 1957

« 08 Dec 1957 USAF 42nd TCS de-activated. Molesworth was used as a family
housing annex, Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office supply and spare
parts storage depot, a reserve airfield and a Defense Mapping Agency site. A
few WB-50s made use of Molesworth.

« 1973 The Molesworth Airbase was closed.

Molesworth Runways Removed

« 1980 The ARC Eastern Region with the approval of the Ministry of Defense,
began a two-year demolition project at the Moleswarth airfield. Hardcore runway
concrete was used on motor ways and trunk road construction. The debris of
crumbling buildings left over from the war years was removed

303rd Tactical Missile Wing - 1981 to 1989

« 19811985 Molesworth was designated as one of Britain's Cruise Missile
Bases. Parts of the outside perimeter became the site of a "Peace Camp" for
those demonstrating against the missiles to be deployed in 1985.

s 06 Feb 1985 Defense Secretary Michael Haseltine led a midnight raid to oust

the Molesworth base "peaceniks" - Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament

squatters. They secured the base with 7 1/2 miles of razor-tipped steel fencing.

Three Battalions of 1,500 Royal Engineers, 100 Defense Ministry Police and 600

civilian police descended upon the base. They ousted the protester campers

and fenced the entire perimeter of RAF Molesworth in the "Battle of

Molesworth".

10 July 1986 Headquarters USAF granted approval to change the numerical

designator of the 550th Tactical Missile Wing to the 303rd in honor of

Molesworth's illustrious wartime inhabitants.

12 Dec 1986 The 303rd Tactical Missile Wing was activated by MajGen

William K. James, 3rd AF Commander. Colonel Kent Harbaugh was given

command , It operated out of newly constructed RAF facilities. Responsibilities

included the employment of four BGM 109 Ground Launched Cruise Missiles

(GLCM) flights within the United Kingdom in support of NATO objectives. The

GLCM (pronounced "glick-um") was a mobile ground-to-ground tactical Nuclear

missile. Its sophisticated guidance system enabled it to penetrate enemy

territory at low altitudes and subsonic speeds. The 303rd TMW was a part of the
3rd Air Force, RAF Mildenhall, England. It reported to Headquarters, United

States Air Forces in Europe, Ramstein Air Base, West Germany. A unit of the

Royal Air Force Regiment was employed in support of or as integral members of

the 303rd Missile Security Squadron. The groups primary task was to provide

security for GLCM flights during dispersal and providing security for the GLCM
alert and maintenance areas.

» 23 July 1987 RAF Molesworth was returned to USAF command by the RAF

« 17 Dec 1987 The 303rd TMW achieved initial operational capability, ahead of

hitp://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar itml 05/09/2002
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schedule. After lengthy Initial Nuclear Surety Testing, by USAF and RAF
authorities, the 303rd TMW achieved excellent ratings in all areas and won the
best ever ratings of a GLCM Missile Wing.

30 May 1988 The Intermediate Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty was ratified
despite last-minute reservations by members of Congress. The 303rd TMW
began looking forward to drawdown and closure. The 1983 deployment of
GLCMs in Europe by President Reagan helped force the Soviet Union to the
bargaining table, beginning a process that culminated in the INF Treaty between
the U.S. and USSR which was signed in December 1987. The INF Treaty
eliminated two entire classes of nuclear weapons -- the GLCM and the Ground
Launched Ballistic Missile (GLBM), both of which had been deployed in Europe.
it was the first time in the history of the Cold War that an entire class of nuclear
weapons were eliminated from the U.S. and USSR arsenals.

20 July 1988 Ten Soviet inspectors, per INF treaty conditions, arrived and
began their inspection of RAF Mosesworth. The inspection went off without a
hitch.

08 Sept 1988 At a Media Day Presentation, 150 of the worlds press corps,
including members of the Eastern European press, witnessed the departure of
the first two Cruise Missiles. They were taken by road to RAF Alconbury, for
return to the USA for destruction. During the next few weeks the 303rd
continued the drawdown and return of missiles and warheads to the USA.

31 Jan 1988 The 303rd TMW was deactivated. USAF Security Police and
MOD Police still manned Molesworth gates and patroiled her fences.

MOLESWORTH OPENS AGAIN WITH A NEW MISSION
THE JOINT ANALYSIS CENTER

JAC APPROVAL AND ACTIVATION

 Approximately a year after the 303rd Tactical Missile Wing left
RAF Molesworth the base was assigned a new mission. On 1

1 September 1989 four individuals arrived at Molesworth bringing
with them the whispers of a new intelligence mission.

During the Fall of 1990 and Spring of 1991 the rumblings of a
new mission grew louder. After discussions between the British
Government, the United States and NATQ authorities, the United States European
Command decided to develop RAF Molesworth as a new intelligence base. In late
Spring of 1991 Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher authorized the formation of a Joint
Analysis Center ("JAC") at RAF Molesworth. After additional planning and high level
approvals, final approval for the JAC was granted. The JAC was activated at
Molesworth on 1 October 1991.

JAC MISSION AND PERSONNEL

The role of the JAC is to process and analyze military information from a variety of
sources for the benefit of the United States and NATO. Responsibility consists of
eighty-three countries across Europe, Africa and the Middle East. The JAC reports to
the Director of Intelligence (J-2), Headquarters, USEUCQM, in Stuttgart-Valhingen,
Germany.

The JAC employs over 750 military and civilian employees from the four military

services (Air Force, Army, Navy and Marines) and other Government Agencies as
well as civilian contractors. The 423rd Air Base Squadron, with approximately 250

http://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar html 05/09/2002
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employees at Molesworth, provides support services to RAF Molesworth, Alconbury
and Upwood.

PRESERVATION OF THE 303RD BOMBARDMENT GROUP (H) HERITAGE

A new JAC Headquarters and Operations Building No. 100 was dedicated on 15
August 1984 It was named the 303rd Bomb Group (Heavy) Memorial Building also
known as the Might in Flight Building. A beautiful billboard size sign was placed in
front of the building with the 303rd BG(H) and JAC insignias, a 303rd BG(H) B-17
silhouette, the building name plus "Might in Flight 1942-1945." The "Might in Flight"
name was approved after being suggested by members of the 303rd BG(H)
Association. Attending the dedication ceremony, representing the 303rd BG(H) were:
J. Ford and Betty Kelley, Quentin and Virginia Hargrove, Harry and Thomas
Gobrecht, Carlton Smith, Eugene Girman, Malcolm and Iris Magid.

15 August 1944 was the fiftieth anniversary of the bombing of the Weisbaden,
Germany airfield that was the subject of artist Keith Ferris' 25 foot by 75 foot mural in
oil Fortresses under Fire which covers the entire back wall of the World War |l
Gallery of the Smithsonian Institution's Air and Space Museum in Washington, DC.
Keith Ferris attended the ceremony, which included the unveiling of a print of his
painting. Two original paintings of the famed British artist Keith Hill were also unveiled.
The two paintings, Molesworth Dawn and Might in Flight were done specifically for
the occasion. Original paintings by other British artists have since been added to the
building including two by Mike Bailey and one, The Courage of Eagles, by Ronald
Wong.

Other JAC buildings commemorating the 303rd BG(H) heritage are the Mathis
Headquarters Building and Vosler Hall named in honor of the two 303rd BG(H)
Medal of Honor award recipients, and the Thunderbird Lounge named after the
303rdBG(H) E : rhire,

[

A large red triangle "C" B-17 tail insignia is reproduced on the VWWII Molesworth "J"
hanger door - one of the few remaining WWII Molesworth structures. The new JAC
"Might in Flight" building Conference Room was named the Major General Lewis E.
Lyle Conference Room after one of the 303rd BG's most distinguished
Commanders. The "Might in Flight Building," the "Heritage Room" in building 320 and
other RAF Molesworth building proudly display paintings and prints by Keith Ferris,
Keith Hill, Mike Baily and Richard Wong, as well as prints by other artists,
photographs, artifacts and memorabilia of the 303rd BG(H) crews and activities.
Numerous wood carvings by William F. Adams are also displayed. JAC
Commanders and personnel make a continuous effort to preserve the heritage of the
303rd BG(H) and have commissioned some of the paintings and prints that are
displayed.

JAC Commanders have been Colonel Glen D. Shaffer, USAF, Colonel Philip C.
Marcum, USA, Colonel Frances M. Early, USAF, Captain Michael A. Noll, USN and
Captain Tony L. Cothron, USN. 423rd Air Base Squadron Commanders have been
LtCol Evans, LtCol John Howe, USAF and LtCol Carl E. Zimmerman, USAF.

http://www 303rdbga.com/h-postwar. htm! 05/09/2002
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FroMecmmte of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MINT FENCE

Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Londen, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) M
(Switchboard)

(Fax)

Your Refercnce:

Our Reference: D/DAS/71/24

West Sussex

[ ©<ciion 40|

RAF MOLESWORTH - UNCONVENTIONAL FLYING OBJECTS

Date: 30 August 2002

Thank you for your letter of 19 July to my colleague ”l sorry not to have replied
~ d
before now.

I confirm that, in general terms, there is very close co-operation between the UK and US
Governments on matters of mutual defence and security interest; and indeed there is a long tradition
of our two countries working together in this respect.

Although L am sure you will understand that T cannot go into detail about specific operations, you
do ask in particular about reports relating to Unconventional Flying Objects - which I take to refer
to UFOs. 1 should perhaps add that the UK’s defence interest in these is very limited and relates
only to any unauthorised breach of UK airspace. 1t is therefore unlikely that the Department would
have an interest in any specific data relevant to that subject.

(/;)_/f 35

§<_«(,¢_,r¢3

. i
,fof‘ it ,,,QNV\ACL/(\!G‘VL -




Telephone/Fax: m“zi

!!i!egora!e 0! !! Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1 n

Ministry of Defence L’ LT '

Room6/73 Metropole Bu(ll@g;g\__lo. . H

Northumberland Avenue ST

London WC2N SBP |
i

22 August 2002

Unconventional Flying Objects

I do not appear to have received a reply to my letter dated 19th July (copy enclosed) and
wonder whether or not you are now in a position to reply.

Yours sincerely




West Sussex|

W&aﬁ” (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy |

Ministry of Defence

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

19 July 2002

Dear m

Unconventional Flying Objects

I am undertaking a study of the methodologies empleyed in data exchange between our allies
and friends and wonder whether you car help me in the specific area I amn interested in.

Since the development of RAF Molesworth as a JAC - Joint Analysis Centre (activated by
Margaret Thatcher's Government on 1st October 1991), I understand from declassified CIA
documents that the JAC has received a large number of Unconventional Flying Object reports
from the FBIS - Foreign Broadcast Information Service.

Can you confirm that the MOD has full access to that data, and if so, which MOD Department
is the responsible recipient.

Thank you in advance for your kind co-operation in this matter.

Yours sincerely




From% =
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2_%

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ~

Room 8/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Londc;:
WC2N 5BP

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

Your Reference

Dbkl

ate
10 September 2002

Thank you for your recent letter concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’.

You requested details of a tubular object seen by Sussex Police on the 2 September 2002 as
reported on Meridian Television. To date we have received no sighting reports from Sussex
Police or anyone else for the 2 September, from anywhere in the UK. I am, therefore, unable to
assist you with this particular query.

You also asked for details of any “record company” who may hold files on UFOs. We are not
aware of any other official organisations who may hold files concerning ‘UFQ’ sightings. There
are a number of groups throughout the country which have been set up by those with an interest in
these matters and details of these can be found in UFO Magazine and on the internet, where many
have their own websites.

As for MOD files on this subject, these 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 "UFOQ" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public
interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an
increase in public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are now routinely preserved. Any files
from the 19505 and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by
members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TW9 4DU. Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely released to the Public Record Office at the
30 year point. With regard to release of material from these closed files, the MOD operates in
accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which
encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to
defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of
resources to respond to a request. Information requested from these files is supplied wherever
possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.



Finally, you asked if there are any files that have been “declassified” that we could send to you.
I enclose with this letter two sets of documents that may be of interest to you.

The first of these is a collection of papers which were released following a request made under the
Code. They concern a well known ‘UFO’ incident at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December
1980. These papers were put together on a file some time after these events and they include
some contemporary documents and some later correspondence with members of the public.
Where appropriate personal details have been removed in accordance with the Data Protection
Act 1998.

The second document was produced in June 1951 by the Flying Saucer Working Party and was
recently found on an unrelated file during a routine review of files for possible release to the
Public Record Office. It has now been downgraded and released into the Public Record Office.
You may be unfamiliar with this document so it may help if T explain the background to the
Flying Saucer Working Party.

During the summer of 1950 there was an increase in reports of unidentified aerial phenomena in
the UK and in August a Working Party was set up (at the suggestion of Sir Henry Tizard) who
thought “flying saucers should be investigated”. At the 11" meeting of the Joint Technical
Intelligence Committee the Chairman of the Flying Saucer Working Party presented his Report.
The Committee decided that the document should be regarded as the final report and in view of
the conclusions, the Working Party should be dissolved. This document is a copy of that Report.
You will wish to note that two short passages have been deleted. These have been retained under
Section 3(4) of the Public Record Act 1958 and are the subject of discussions between the MOD
and the relevant party.

If you are interested in the Flying Saucer Working Party, further documents may be contained in
the following files which are open for inspection at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue,
Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU. Telephone: 0208 876 3444 Fax:0208 878 8905.

DEFE 41/74 DSIATIC Minutes 1950

DEFE 41/75 DSIATIC Minutes 1951

DEFE 41/76 DSIAITIC Minutes  1952-54

DEFE 10/496  DSI/JTIC Minutes of Meetings April 1950-December 1951
DEFE 10/497  DSV/JTIC Minutes of Meetings January 1952-October 1954

The Public Record Office will not conduct research, but they can supply details of private
researchers or alternatively, you could ask someone to view this material on your behalf. Copies
of documents can be obtained for a small fee.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



In replying to this letter, please write on the envelope:

[AANE AN
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) AN s

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

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Faxy
E-Mail das-lacpspol!a@defe
Your Reference
. Qur Reference
Bristol D/DAS/64/3 &~
Socto U

Date
O September 2002

Do R ol

1 am writing with reference to the message you recently left on the DAS (LA) Operations/
& Policy 1 answerphone, in which you request information on reported sightings of ‘unidentified
flying objects’ to the Ministry of Defence. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat, 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.

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. Sighting reports can
also be left on our answerphone. 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 scen represents a threat to the security of the UK. Sightings
reports are kept on file within this office for future reference.

Finally, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFQ/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. [ hope this is helpful.

You(& $im



ENCLOSURE 21 IS PLACED ON
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephane (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) gog 8 onna
(Fax) 1
(GTN)
Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

ate
ent 9 September 2002

Thank you for your letter of 31 August in which you requested copies of papers on the alleged
‘UFO’ incident at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980.

Please find enclosed copies of the MOD file concerning the events in Rendlesham Forest which
was released last year under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. This is
a compilation of papers which had been assembled on one file some time after the alleged event.
Some are contemporary with the events and others are later correspondence showing MOD staff
attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer public enquiries. We have examined
our files of the period in an effort to identify any other papers which had not been included in this
file and a few internal letters were found. Copies of these have also now been added to this file,
The names and addresses of those who have corresponded with the MOD have been obscured in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) r ﬁ
Operations & Policy 1 s

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE . -
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP :
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 72
(Fax)

Your Reference
Our Reference

D/DAS/64/3
West Lothian D

ate
Scotlani 2 September 2002

Thank you for your e-mail regarding your research into ‘unidentified flying objects’. Your
message has been passed to us, as this office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
- correspondence relating to “UFQs.’

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

With regard to your question about UFO organisations, we are not aware of any official
organisations for the study of UFOs. There are a number of groups throughout the country which
have been set up by those with an interest in these matters and details of these can be found in
UFO Magazine and on the internet, where many have their own websites.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To [2&( 13)()95 A/fo[ TORefNo 42354 . /2002

Date Q7. T

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

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

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

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

"CHOtS " Ministérial Correspondence; e; ministers@defence.mod.uk
© w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

9,

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5 August 2002
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Page 1 of 1

Ministers

From:
Sent: 23 August 2002 13:10
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: Research

Dear Sir / Madam,

1 am conducting some research and would like to know if there is any organisations setup in Britain to which
the subject of UFO sightings or contacts are reported before they are reported to the MOD or the Air Force ?

If so are these military organisations or civilian ? If not do you think such an organisation would be of benefit
as it would limit the amout of reports received by the military ?

Thank You,

West Lothian
Scotland

23/08/2002
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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 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
28 August 2002

I am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 15 August concerning the Ministry of
Defence’s policy on ‘unidentified flying objects’ and alien abduction.

Your letter seems to have crossed in the post with my reply to your previous letter, in which these

matters were addressed. [hope this letter has now reached you and you found the information
helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 5000
{Fax)
{GTN)

Your Reference

Ref
pis el

ate
20 August 2002

Thank you for your letter of 28™ July concerning Ministry of Defence’s policy and views in
relation to the alien abduction phenomenon.

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 comproimised 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 alleged abductions by alien beings, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which
might substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial activity, so the matter of abduction by alien
lifeforms is a non-issue as far as the MOD is concerned. Abduction/kidnap in the general sense
is, of course, a criminal offence and as such would be a matter for the civil police.

Finally, you requested the address of the Wright Patterson Air Force Base and this is as follows;
Office of Public Affairs
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base
Dayton
Ohio
45433
T hope this is helpfl.

Yours sincerley,






i pipted ,’js i

\,;7-& | Pa’btﬂ)‘ <o (\

A \C::r(;z

'RoﬂJy

d_bd\r/&f—QCQF.’ 7 .
0 r< o ’ :

2as | hewe
AL easss § oot

i3




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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference
Qur Refer
D/DASIEAR

ate
East Yorkshire 19 August 2002

Thank you for your letter of 9 August concerning the photograph of an alleged ‘unidentified
flying object” in the August edition of UFQ Magazine.

First, it may be helpful if I explain the Ministry of Defence’s position regarding ‘UFO’ matters,
The MOD 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 questions about the photograph, I will answer these in the same order as your
letter.

1 & 2. We have receive no reports from anywhere in the UK for 15 June 2002,

3. Without contacting every helicopter squadron it is not possible to say whether there were any
military helicopters in the area at the time. However, you may wish to be aware that there are a
number of offshore oil and gas installations with helicopter platforms in the area and Withersea is
beneath a helicopter route to them.

4. The Lancaster bomber in the photograph was from the Battle of Britain Memorial F light based
at RAF Coningsby, in Lincolnshire. It was conducting a display as part of the Withersea Golden
Jubilee Celebrations.



1

5. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s

. airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft on the 15 June. As explained above,
unless there is evidence of a threat to the UK, the MOD does not attempt to identify precisely
what was seen.

T hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




To Directorate of Air Staff {-
Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73

Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue. {
London. WC2N 5BP.

East Yorkshire.

Friday, 9 August 2002.

Dear Air Staff,

Please find details of an alleged UFO photograph taken from
Withernsea on Saturday 15 June, 2002 by a uring a Lancaster
Bomber flyby. A photograph was featured August 2002 edition p

52 and the brief article verbatim is as follows:

Mﬁe&.. 1 live in Withernsea, on the east coast of England. On
aturday une 2002, we were treated to a fly by of one of the RAF’s Lancaster
bomber. I took several snaps with my digital camera and, after downloading them on
my computer, noticed one image containing an unidentified object (upper right and

trailing the Lancaster) and looking decidedly triangular in shape. Nothing was
noticed with the naked eye at the time.

1 have since contacted our local paper asking if anyone else may have captured
something odd on their cameras. I'm still waiting for a reply on that one, but one of
my friends did take video of the fly-by and I've asked him to take a close look — just in

case! 1 look forward to your comments.’
There are a number of possible explanations, which could account fo
> P 'JI-E

report. Given the MoD’s new open policy on dealing with some such
ponder whether you can verify any of the following details.

e
1. Did you receive any reports of UFOs from the East Yorkshire or Lincolnshire P ‘5 3 ve s
areas around this time? — 0
2. Did you receive any similar report, or one which matches the details as A
described above? :

3. Was an RAF helicopter flying in the area at the time of the above sighting? If
so can any details be furnished of it’s origin and flight movements on this
date? Would you please forward this report and enquiry on to any RAF base,
_ who this may have relevance to?
4, What was the origin of the Lancaster bomber (i.e RAF base); what was the
Lancaster’s manoeuvres on this date? S ME PAF Gonino
5. Can the MoD supply an explanation for the above UFO report? -
Wit ca Goldon
@ Tk {_o.p_ Ce;;" ekiony

Yours sincerely

4o
Wy, @m Sl

Aoy 15 spe

¥ tﬁ\jﬁ { TG{J Lo s


The National Archives
photo UFO RAF Lancaster
Colour photograph showing a ‘UFO’ near a RAF Lancaster display aircraft, taken on 15 June 2002 at a display in East Yorkshire. This image was published in UFO Magazine. The photographer saw nothing at the time. MoD response is at 149-50.



Blown up scan and print ommmgmph taken from Withernsea
Saturday, 15 June, 2002, e: Magazine August 2002 page 52.
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Direc {Lower Airspace) ’
Operations & Policy 1 Co-
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N 5BP

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

& See40
(GTN) C O

Your Reference
O%Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date

30™ July 2002

Manchester

Thank you for your letter of 9" July.

Please find enclosed a copy of the Ministry of Defence file on the alleged sighting of an
“Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk, in 1980 as requested. You may
wish to be aware that these documents are a compilation of papers which were put together on one
file some time after this event. Some are contemporary with the events and others are later
correspondence showing MOD staff attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer
public enquiries. We have examined our files for this period to see if there were any further
documents that had not been put on this file, and copies of the few that were found have been
placed on the file and released. The papers have been anonymised in accordance with the Data

Protection Act 1998.

In your letter you also asked whether there had been any further developments or similar incidents
in the vicinity. There have beena number of allegations made about these reported events, but
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. We are not aware of any similar incidents in
the vicinity of Rendlesham Forrest in recent years.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,

Whods. ’[Z«»L( Seak ol .,(,{,ch, s A F 1
H (,L t‘ L,a f Mc‘d‘ N\I{Ln,(o,( ACC);-



Manchester,

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a,
Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building,

Whitehall,

London,

SWI1A 2HB.

9" July 2002
Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing with reference to the alleged incident, which occurred at Rendlesham
Forest, Suffolk during the winter of 1980, involving the Bentwaters and Woodbridge
Airbases which were then leased from the Ministry of Defence to the United States
Air Force.

I believe that in May of 2001, the papers relating to this case were released by the
Ministry of Defence.

I would be very grateful, therefore, if you would kindly forward me the afore-
mentioned documents relating to this case as I have a personal interest in this
particular case.

I would also be interested in knowing if there has been any further developments
concerning this case or any similar incidents in the vicinity within recent years.

Thank you.
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1 / 0
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE :

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
0

{Switchboard) 020 72
{GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reft

DDAS/GAB -
Stoke ii ii" D

ate
29 July 2002

‘Thank you for your letter of 8™ July in which you asked several questions relating to the way in
‘which the Ministry of Defence handles reports of ‘unidentified flying abjects’.

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

With regard to your questions 1 and 2, you may wish to be aware that the integrity of the UK's
airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area
by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar
installations, which provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the
UK Air 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, we do not actively seek ‘UFO’ sightings reports, but those provided to us (from
any source) are examined and air defence staff are consulted where there is sufficient evidence to
suggest there may be something in the report of defence concern. The vast majority of reports we
receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of those received in recent years have
warranted further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat.

You enclosed with your letter, three documents taken from a Defence Intelligence file of 1960,
and requested any similar documents that are in use today. There are no instructions in place
today that are the equivalent of these documents. Today all ‘UFQ” sighting reports are forwarded
to this Department and examined as described above. During my enquiries I have found a copy of
“Air Force Operations Room, Standard Operating Procedure No.502” which was sent to this


The National Archives
Standard Operating Procedure
Copy of the most recent SOP (Standard Operating Procedure) for the reporting and distribution of information on UFO sightings, issued by the MoD in 1985.


Department (previously named Sec(AS)2) for updating in 1985 and I enclose a copy for your
. information. However, you should be aware that while this is a more up-to-date version than the
copy you have, it is not in use today. The Air Force Operations Room no longer exists and its
duties are now part of the Defence Crisis Management Centre (DCMC). Until 1997 this centre
would record any reports received out of office hours and forward them to us the next morning,.
In February 1997 we introduced an answerphone to take calls during office hours and in October
1998 this was extended to a 24 hour service. The DCMC therefore no. longer receives ‘UFO’
reports and their instructions are to direct any enquirers to leave a message on our answerphone,

Finally, you asked about our policy relating to Service personnel discussing sightings with the
press. Service personnel are discouraged from discussing any defence matters with the press. It is
the duty of this office, along with air defence experts to determine whether ‘UFQ’ reports are of
defence concern therefore any press enquiries should be directed to this Department through the
MOD Press Office.

Yours sincerely,




Co{m'co( ]éfcw\. D/Sec(-%) ded

: COPY NO

B SCP NO 502
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

AIR FORCE OPERATIONS ROOM

STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE NO 502

REPORTS OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

- Reference: AF Ops/1/11

{Annex Report of an Unidentified Flying Object
| )

Sponsar Sec(4AS)2

L INFORMATION

i ANFORMATION

|11, Sec(AS)2 co-ordinate detailed

investigation into reports on
iUnidentified Flying Objects, consulting AEW/GE and DT 55, and

'correspond with the public on the subject of UFOs when required,

2. Circulation of reports on UFCs is the
'Sec(AS)2 during normal working hours,
‘working hours. Reports may be rec
‘signal message,

responsibility of
and AF Ops outside normal
eived by telephone message or by

3. Copies of all UFC reports received in AF Ops and reports of AF
Ops initial investigation, are circulated to Sec(AS)2, AEW/GE and

DI 55.

b .

:?. The above mentioned reference gives ceansiderable detail on the

istages of investigation of UFO reports,

and information should be
'passed to Sec(AS)2 as early as possible.

ACTION BY THE DUTY OPERATIONS OFFICER

5. During Normal Working Hours. Refer telephone calls repoarting
UFOs to Sec(ASY2, Ext 27h0. Ta action is required on signal message
reports.

6. Outside Normal Working Hours

a. Reports Received by Telephaone. Complete the proforma at
; the Annex to this S0P, Pispatch it through the Registry.

b. Reports Received by Signal Message

(1) Ensure that the message has been circulated to the
staffs detailed at para 3 above.

(2) Complete para R of the proforma at the Annex to this
i SOP and insert on the proforma the signal message
[

reference to which the investigation refers. Dispateh it
through the Registry.



i

{REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

ANNEX & TO
SoP 50z —

—

Date, Time &
Duration of Sighting

Description of Cbject
(No of objects, size,
shape, colour, brightness)

Exact Position of Observer
Locatioen, indoor/outdoor,
stationary/moving

How Observed (naked eye,
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

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

Angle of Sight (Estimated
heights are unreliable)

Distance*(By reference to a
known landmark)

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

Met Conditions during Observations
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,
high voltage lines, reserveir, lake
or dam, swamp or marsh, river,

high buildings, tall chimneys,
Steeples, spires, TV or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)




L. To whom reported (Police,
military, press ete)

M. Name & Address of Informant

N. Background of Informant that
may be volunteered

0. Other Witnesses
P, Date, Time of Receipt
Q. Any Unusual Meteorological

Conditions

File AF Ops/1/11

R. Remarks
Squadron Leader
Duty Operations Officer
Date............. ceun AF Cps
‘Copies to:
Sec(AS)2
AEW/GE
‘DI 55



»

DA -Ops+Pol1

From: STC-OPSSPT-SO1

Sent: 10 July 2002 14:59

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Instructions to Aircrew
Importance: Low

Could T suggest that you contact the Air Historical Branch for access to this material, they are the
only organisation that could have records going back to the 1960s. There are no regulations to military
aircrew directing specific procedures that are to be undertaken should they sight a UFO. ATCRUs have
historic guidance from AIS(Mil) via DAS that they should report sightings/reports of sightings to DAS Ops
& Policy (yourself) in MOD, and have inherited a form from DAS' predecessors. Whilst there is guidance to
controllers at individual units, there is no STC policy issued by Ops Spt (ATC), nor is there mention in the

JSP318 or 318A. I hope that this helps.
Lt &’r‘ Tmﬁdc chWA~—/ﬂc‘"M &VM

I\/{‘(x‘ o Hyr W% ~Cxewrewes. \&‘r’ﬂvg—ﬁ, {’")UJ"*“L .
ﬂ Ayl Wfalyy. o775,

Wg Cdr

SO1 Ois Sit

-—---Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 10 July 2002 10:56

To: STC-OPSSPT-S01; MOD-DASC-FW-SO1
Subject: Instructions to Aircrew

I have responsibility for replying to correspondence from the public on 'unidentified flying objects' and
would be grateful for any help you could provide with the following

One of our correspondents has written enclosing copies of some papers from a Defence Intelligence file
which is open in the Public Record Office. These papers were not generated by DIS but appear on their
files because they were copied to them. The documents are from the 1960s and appear to be instructions
to RAF aircrew on reporting of unusual aircraft or aerial phenomena (or UFOs). The correspondent has
made a request under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information for the modern day
equivalent of these documents.

The documents are:

Headquarters Fighter Command Air Staff Instruction No. F/1
Reporting of Unusual Aircraft or Aerial Phenomena
Dated December 1960

Air Ministry Operations Centre - Standard Operating Procedure No.16/60
Reports of Unidentified Flying Objects
Dated 21st September 1960

1 would be grateful for any assistance you can give me with locating these or any other instructions on
this subject that may be in operation today. Any instructions found will not necessarily be released to the
enquirer, but I first need to establish whether they exist.



Please give me a call if you need any further details.

DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
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JOINT REGS - FLIGHT SAFETY - OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES

CHAPTER 071 OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES
07101 REPORTING OF AIRCRAFT ACCIDENTS '

1. All occurrences to Service aircraft are to be reported to the Ministry of Defence. Detailed procedures for the
reporting and investigation of accidents and incidents that occur in the United Kingdom or abroad are in:

RN Part 2 of these regulations
Amy  Part 3 of these regulations
RAF AP 3207 (5th edition)

A revised common Tri-Service Occurrence Report format is at Annex 071A

‘2. Accidents/Incidents Involving Two or More NATO Nations, See STANAG 3531 reproduced at Annex 072A.

ISP 318 071-1
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ANNEX071A  AIRCRAFT OCCURRENCE SIGNAL MESSAGE FORMAT

Message Content:

A. Title (Air/Ground*, Accident/Incident*) Ship/Unit Serial Number,

. Aircraft Type, Mark and Serial Number.

. Parent ship/station and Squadron.

. Originator's’ rank, name, category (e.g. pilot/engineer) and role (e.g. captain/instructor/supervisor).

Pilot’s rank, name and role if different to D.

mm g W

Place, date and local time of occurrence (include zone suffix).

G. Stage of Flight; day/night/dawn/dusk®; VMC/IMC*; Takeoff/Landing*; *IAS/Mach No; OAT; Height; NVG/
NBC operations*,

H. Purpose of Flight, time of take off and landing.

. Describe occurrence in plain language, include relevant details of weather, engine/cockpit/system indications
and action taken. Effect on sortie and assessment of flight safety implications.

K (1) Main cause of occurrence.
2) Contributory cause(s) if appropriate.
L. Occurrence cause group from JSP 318 Preliminaries.

M. Aircraft/Engine damage and repair categories. For engine related faults state engine type, mark, serial number,
position and hours run. .

N. Remedial action taken or proposed. Recommendations to prevent recurrence.

0. State MF 707(ADP) reference number. State MF 760 reference number, if raised.
State mod/technical instructions if relevant.

P. Damage to civilian property, owner’s name and address

Q. Completeness of this report: Complete/Under Investigation(Ul)*. If Ul follow-up signal must be released
within 15 days.

R. State if further investigation/assistance proposed or required:

RN: No/None/A25/Ship’s Investigation/BOV/RNFSAIC*
ARMY: No/None/AACFom 5/Regimental Inquiry/BOI/AIEFSO/HFU*
RAF: No/None/765B/Unit Inquiry/BOVAAIB*

The following sections are to be used for Accident reports only.

" 8. Whether salvage required? State any factors that may assist recovery.

T Details of any dangerous cargo, explosives or ammunition on board.

U. Nationality and service of crew/passengers killed/missing/injured. State degree of injury, location of casual-
ties and whether bodies have been recovered. State whether next-of-kin informed. .

*  Delete as appropriate

JSP 318 ‘ 071A-1 CHANGES
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805 — INCIDENT REPORTING AND INVESTIGATION -
CONTROLLERS

805.100 GENERAL

805.100.1 The reporting and investigation of incidents of any sort is essential to the safe
management of the air traffic services provided by military units. The aim of flight reporting
procedures is to provide for the rapid identification of the causes of air and ground incidents, and of the
mmmmmmgusafaymmmmmmmmmmwmwﬁmm
be taken to prevent any recurrence and minimise risk. The final reports are not to apportion blame nor
indicate any disciplinary action taken.

Note: Appendix 7 contains dewailed information and instructions for aircrew regarding incident
reporting and investigation.

805.105 TYPES OF INCIDENT REPORT

805.105.1 Aircraft Proximity Report (Airprox). An Airprox is a situation in which, in

the opinion of 2 pilot or controller, the distance between aircraft as well as their relative positions and
speeds have been such that the safety of the aircraft involved was or may have been compromised. This
definition is the UK National definition, which has been filed with ICAO as a “difference’ fiom the
ICAO definition. Comprehensive details regarding Airprox reporting are at 805.120.4.

805.1052 ATC Oceurrence Report (ATCOR). An ATCOR is submitted by a civil controller
for an occurrence, which does not meet the criteria for an Airprox. Further information is contained in
MATS Part 1, Section 6 and CAP 382 Mandatory Occurrence Reporting Scheme, les may
include infringements of CAS, losses of prescribed separation. Details regarding the military llow-up
action to an ATCOR are at 805.130.

805.105.3 Air Incident a;R_emrt (Control) !AIR %t_C_)[. A military controller may submit an AIR
(C) whenever he considers that the safety of an ai has been or could have been prejudiced by a
hazard or potential hazard. Comprehensive details regarding ATR (C) reports are at 805.135.

805.1054 Breach of ATC B.‘ﬂ'lﬁ‘m s, Breaches of ATC Regulations and Flying Discipline
are to be itted, in accordance with 805.135 and 805.140 whenever a military controller considers
that a pilot has committed a breach of ATC instructions contained in these regulations.

805.1055 All Incidents. Following an incident, the supervisot/ATCO I/C is to undertake the
actions listed at Annex 805F. The follow up actions to be undertaken by the Unit Cdr/SATCO/S Ops
O are listed at Annex 805G.

805110 REPORT FORMS

805.110.1 ATC Initial Incident Reports 1 and 2 — Annexes 805C & D are to be submitted
when reporting, or responding to, any of the incidents listed at 805.105.

Note: An example of a signalled ATC Incident Report, if required, can be found at Annex 805E.

805.115 AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE UNITS — RADAR AND COMMUNICATION
RECORDINGS

Note: Where RT recording facilities exist onboard HM Ships, the following regulations also apply.

805.115.1 Transmissions on ATC frequencies and, whenever possible, landline commmumications,
are to be recorded (ANO Article 105 refers). Such recordings are to be retained for a period of at least
30 days prior to the re-use of the recording medium. In addition, units with a capability of recording
radar data are to retain the original recording for a period of at least 30 days prior to their re-use.

JSP 318A 805-1 ORIGINAL



.805.115.2 knmcdiatelyfoﬂowingminddmﬂacddemﬁx_erelevﬂmigimlmdingiswbe
hnpomﬂedandhddmaseuneomnaina;hnpomdedmdmgsmmmbereumedmsavice
without the approval of SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC. Fmﬂnmole,inm'da'mpmtectﬂ:erecording i
mediumﬁuminadvatmtdamage,sudlrecozdings,whidxmaxbereqlﬁmd for the investigation of an
wddammenmmber&mdedmmmedwiﬂmnmepanﬁmofmepmﬁdamhmdofmeinqmy
Amoordofimpoundacﬁon/releaseofhnpomdedmemdmgsbackmsa'woeistobenotedmﬂxeATC
watch log.

805.1153 Requests for release of original recordings, copies or tape transcripts from bodies other
than boards of inquiry are to be referred o SO2 ATC (S&T) 3, for DPA, D Flying (ATC), or for
ASACS Units, SO3 ASSU OSA.

805.120 INCIDENT REPORTING - INVESTIGATION AND ASSESSMENT OF
ALL INCIDENTS IN THE UNITED KINGDOM AND OVERSEAS
s A AN N 1B VNIIED KINGDOM AND OVERSEAS

805.120.1 FmﬂaepmposeofﬂmemooedlmUKaimpaceisdeﬁnedasﬂmInndonmdSwtﬁsh
wiﬂ;ﬂwShmwichlR/OoearﬁcCTAandChamwl]slandsRegtﬂatedAi:spaoe.
Overseas is ed as any airspace outside these areas, AIR (C) and ATCORs will only be raised in the
United Kingdom.
805.1202 Action by a Controller when informed of an incident by a Third . Whena
controller is informed of an inci the ATS/ASACS Unit Supérvisor is to be informed immediately.
haddiﬁmmaﬂanmmidaﬁfyﬁw@omdahmﬁbmbemade.ﬂmmaﬁmacﬁmsmuhedof :
the Supervisor at ATS/ASACS Units are noted at 805.,120.5 and Annex 805F, The Incident is |
to be faxed or e-mailed to the relevant Hi and LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil) (PSTN 01895 426153 or DFTS
95243 ext 6153) at the earliest opportunity.

805.1203 Action by 2 Controller Intending to Submit an Incident rt (Ori rs).
a, Amiﬁtatymntoﬂa‘intaxﬁngtosubnﬁtmhddankeponrelaﬁngmanaimﬁmda
his control is to inform his Supervisor immediately. The Supervisor is to make an initial
'ass&smnanofmechumwmnm,mldngmmmmmmfomaﬁmrequked(seesos.lms
mﬂAnmSﬂSﬂ,mdreponmedﬁaﬂsmﬂmUMthﬂSATUO/SOpso;ﬂmwﬁa,mhddmt

Report may be raised.
b. Within the context of an incident, the term “controller’ applies equally to RN/RAF Air
Traffic Controllers operating at an ATSU, RN/RAF Fighter/Weapons ers i

c Wiﬁlﬁwemq)ﬁonofDPAairweaponsmngwandairﬁelds,atmﬂitaxyA’I’SUswhae
civilian ATCOs licensed by the CAA are established to provide an ATS, applicable reporting
procedures detailed in MATS Pt 1 are to be followed. Information copies of all reports are to be
submitted to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC., Subsequent investigation of the ATC aspects is
conducted by the Air Traffic Services Investigations (ATSI) ent of the CAA who will
HaisewimHQSTCmgardMgmymoedmdﬁaomﬂmhavemngedmtheAhjmxwhﬁe
appropriate. At DPA units, reporting action is to follow DFATCIs and ATSI will Baise with the
Directorate of Flying through D Flying (ATC).

805.1204 Immediate actions by the S isor — ATS/ASACS Units & HM . (See
Annex 805F). Should the Supervisor be actively engaged in ies which preclude his immediate
prwmceatdmewnﬁolposiﬁoncomanﬂheismdemﬂmﬂmquaﬁﬁedwmﬂamcompletethc
initial checks. Ifaﬂqualiﬁedwnﬁoﬂasmeacﬁvdymgagedhﬂmmnﬁolofahmﬁ,ﬂ:atﬁmeﬁmism
take priority over the immediate requirements of this order. Within the foregoing constraints the
Supmdsoristommﬂlefoﬂowingacﬁmismkmwhmanhwidmtisreportedz

a Check the controller’s radar display to establish whether or not the aircraft concerned

mpdlgMgmpmnmyxadmmmmmmplmMposiﬁm
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TS —

b. Noteﬂxegmemloondiﬁonsofﬂleradarpicunemdlastaﬁcdmsi , weather or other
interference, radar head(s) in use etc. > o

c Makpmagsmmofﬂxemmoﬂa’swmkloadintmnsofboﬂlﬂlemmbeofairmﬂ
and frequencies being handled, degxeeofdﬂiiaﬂtywiﬂl&leparﬁaﬂartaskandnanneofﬂ)eair
traffic service(s) being provided.

d. Have the controller(s) relieved and instruct (each of) them to complete the ATC
IncidqntReporthl—ControIIerillustmtedatAnmeSC, while details of the occurrence
canstl]lbeacuna@dymaﬂed;astq;—by—swpgtﬁdembefomdmﬂlemvaseofﬁmhddun
Report. Thedmanonofﬂﬁspaiodofmﬁefvﬁnvaryacooldingwﬂ)enanreofﬂwmcidemm
the depth of the controller’s involvement.

e InfbnnSmmdUnithr,SATCOorSOpsOasappmpaiate.

£ (ForAixpmxIncidaﬂs)PassdaailsofﬂleAimmxtoLATCC(Mﬂ)AIS(Mil)ext6153
who will oonductl:acingactionifmquimdﬁxAimxinlhe[H(, and the next higher formation
for Airprox overseas.

e Reooxdbﬁefdetai]sof&xeooammcehﬁleWatchIng

h Reoorddetailsofﬂlemcidanonﬂ:eAIwaidmRepoﬂsz-Stpem:mr,
ililusnamdatAnnexsosD;astep—by-stepguidecanbefomdon&)creve:seofmehddmt
eport.

i Telephone brief details as soon as possible to:

@ Military ATSUs  HQ STC SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 or SO3 ATC (S&T) 3a.
Omsidenmmalwoddnghoms,ﬂleSMSatIATCC(Mi]),who acts as the ATC Duty
Officer, is to be notified.

(i)  ASACS Units HQ?2 Gp (SO3 ASACS ASSU 0SA) 95271 7318 or, for
Zl%g)mxsmvolving RNSFC or FCs appointed to Naval Air Squadrons, COMNA (SO2

@) DPAATSUs Inaccordance with DFATCIS.

j- AmgeforﬂwoﬁginalRT,lmﬂineand,whereappﬁmble,radarmwrdmgs' to be
impounded. OriginalrecordingsmaynotbereunnedmsaﬁcemﬁlﬁleAirpoxlmsbem
assmsedbymcUKABandmeA'ISU/ASACSUxﬂthasbeminfonnedinwriﬁng&xatﬂze
investigation is concluded.

805.120.5 Initial Investigation by Unit Cdr/SATCO/S Ops O.

a Initial Report. As soon as practicable after the occurrence the Unit CA/SATCO/
SOpsO, is to liaise with HQ STC Spt (ATC) staff (normally SO2 ATC (S&T) 3) to
determine a course of action. Should action be required, the Unit Cdv/SATCO/SOpsO,
usingallﬂ\eavailableinfonnaﬁon,islzooompleteanilﬂﬁalhvesﬁgaﬁonintothchcidem
Following the initial review of the oocumrence an ATC Incident Report Part 1 - Controller in the
fonnatdetaﬂedatAnnexBOSCistobefaxedore—maﬂedmdlemlevaQ.

b. Post Incident Considerations Ri ing Personne]l Involved. When a controller is
mvolvedmmocamwe,heismbereﬁewdﬁomﬂlecontmﬂmgposiﬁon,inorda-tomable
the initial reporting actions to be taken. Before he is retumed to , the Unit
Cdr/SATCO/SOpsO, using all the available information, is to decide whether the controller
stwuldbe“dﬂldmwnﬁmnoonnoﬂmgpmdingamrecmnprd:msivemquﬁy. The Unit
Cdr/SATCO/SOpsO should take into consideration that personne] involved may suffer from
shock or similar post incident trauma. If there is any doubt as to their wellbeing, or their ability
mwnﬁme“dmmdrduﬁs,ﬁwl]nithr/SATCOISOPSOismmrelhepasomdsed(
medical advice. Ddailsofﬂﬁsitﬁﬁalinv&sﬁgiﬁmaretoinc}udeareviewofmdarmdings,
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. RTandhpeﬂmsuiiﬁMmavaﬂabkmﬂmiﬁal‘mddmmsubnﬁMbymdm
supervisory staff. investigation/decision process should be documentad, [k is
accepted that the withdrawal o awnhollaﬁundmy,patﬁmﬂadymﬂuqdethmnsordming
extremely busy periods, could result in refisals of service,

805.120.6 Controllers operating from HM Ships. Ocmtro]la‘sopemtingﬁvomHMShi;:.samtz)‘E
e-mailorfaxAnnexesFanthoCOWASOZATC,ormiseanlmclassiﬁedsignalintheﬁxmat i
specified at Annex 805H.

805.120.7 Detailed Reporting Action. (Sec Annex 805G). The OC Unit/SATCO/SOpsO is to
canyo!.ttaﬂwmughim/&stigaﬁmi:mmhddmtandistooompileademﬂedmpmt‘vhichisto
inchude:

a Oneoopyof&xeomnpletedAIClnademRepoanl&Zwithstatunmtsﬁmnaﬂ
controllers involved.

b. Anmaﬁverq)onbymyoﬂlupasmabletooonm'bmetoﬂleinvmﬁgaﬁon
c A factual summary of events excluding opinion.

d. One copy of the RT/landline/position tape transcription covering the period of the
ooammoe,beginﬁngmlﬂaﬂlmﬂ:epohtatwhidametypeofsavicew;smstmﬂmﬂ
produced in the format shown at Annex 805A. The following certificate is to be added at the
mdofﬂlenmlsai;nsigtmdbySATCO/SOpsOasappropﬁate:

“Certified true transcription of RT and landline commumication by the (Control
Position) on (date)............ (year)......"

Tms::igﬁofaﬂﬁequmdm,wﬁﬁmsmﬂlmﬂ]hmwhaemembjwahmﬂmcﬁswmedme
to be included.

e AoopyofanERCﬁagmmt/diagxamoru'acingoftradc(s)ofﬂ\eairmﬂifmyaimﬁ
involved was gecelvmg a radar sg;ice. oEolr Area Radarﬂlllﬂnits, gopi&s of radar recording
photographs/videoprints covering the peri eading up to the incident with relevant aircraft
returns indicated. Thcsomueofthcmdarinfonnaﬁonismbestatedandﬂ:ephotographsamto
showmesmleofmemapifﬂﬁsisnotobvicusﬁmn,forexample,theomlineofanaimay. If
ﬂ:cphotogxaphsdonotdeaﬂyidmﬁiythetmd((s)ofmeaimmﬂ,zoopiesofahadngshowing
times and tracks are to be included.

f ?&s of any oﬁa doannmtanfmb relevant to the investigation of the Airprox eg
Letters of Agreement, Memorandum o nderstanding, Airspace Co-ordination Notices,
NOTAMs, Flight Plans or Local Orders.

805.120.8 Report Distribution, Copisofﬂ:ereponsreqlﬁredatpmws.n(lﬂaamtobe
forwmﬂedmduamvmngRESTRICPED—STAFFletta‘,mﬂ:eapmpﬁawHQsmﬁ'asfollows'

a Military ATC Units.

@)  SO2 ATC (S&T)3 at HQ STC, or DPA D Flying (ATC) as appropriate. For
RNA’I‘SUs,aninfonnaﬁonoopyisa]sotobesmtiz>C01\dNA(SO2ATC).

(@)  For military airfields, if a station aircraft is involved, the SATCO is to forward
a copy of the reports at 805.120.7a to the SFSO.

b. ASACS Units. HQ 2 Gp (SO1 ASSU) or, (for incidents involving RNSFC or
FCs appointed to Naval Air Squadrons) COMNA (802 ATC) as appropriate.

c. HM Ships. COMNA (SO2 ATC) info FOSF.
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805.120.9 Covering Letter, The covering letter is to include:
a A personal assessment of the causal factors.
b. mw?nyacﬁmtakmorreomnmmdedmrspeaofanydeﬁdmcyofpmoedmecr

persol
805.125 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO AIRPROX REPORTING ONLY
S e RN AN 1O AIRFROX REPORTING ONLY

805.125.1 irprox incidents are to be invest inaqcozﬂaqoewiﬂlﬁmprindglsgomained

a All Airprox i within UK Airspace are to be investigated by the iate H
and examined accoxdmg%pmcedmsouﬂinedbelow. Airprox within UKwﬂteauspamvmb%
asmedbyﬁeUnﬂedKingdomAMxBomdﬂJKAB}whbﬁﬂwdjoﬁﬂymda&empic&
of the MOD and CAA, with the sole objective of enhancing flight safety.

b. FormAﬁptrjoi)((invol\(r)ingaim'aﬁofaNAT]?enaﬁoninﬁ)elH(orUKMilitaryaimaﬂ
operating in a non-UK NATO FIR, reports are to submitted to the investigating nation in
accordance with STANAG 3750,

805.1252 In addition to the UK airspace defined at 805.120.1, an investigation by UK authorities
maydmbequredifﬂncAhmoxomhadiwthR/Usthﬂemerwponsibiﬁtyforme
provision of ATC has been delegated to the UK.

805.1253 Actions to be Taken by AIS (Mil) - Airprox in UK Airspace Only.

a Tracing Action. OnreoeiptofanAirpmxrepoxt,AIS(Mﬂ)istoattunpttoidmﬁfyﬂle
reported aircraft if the reporting unit has not already done so. The prompt identification of the

aircraft is of vital importance.  Action addressees of a “REQUEST
IDENTIFICATION” signal are to investigate thoroughly any possible involvement of their
aimﬁ(kmludingamdnnmmdddadmmis)mdmlymAIS(Nﬁl)mlmaﬂmtheﬁmc
stated in the signal; nil returns are requi The tracing of unidentified civil aircraft within the
UK FIRs/UIRs is the responsibility o AILS (Mil) if initial efforts to trace the aircraft by LATCC
(Civil) have proved unsuccessful. Close liaison between the UKAB and AIS (Mil) is essential.
AIS(Mil)isminfounﬂleUKABofaﬂmporwdAirpmxandismkeepﬂerKABappmisedof

mdttaoeacﬁon. TthKABistoglﬁdeAIS(Mil)ﬁﬂncnatmeandﬁenmtofacﬁon
required advise AIS (Mil) when tracing action may be terminated. tracing action
mbsequmﬂywvedsﬂmtﬂwreponedairmy?wasrweiﬁngasmdceﬁomamﬂitmy
ATS/ASACS unit, SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC is to be informed immediately. HQ STC
may initiate tracing action for ATCORs, AIR(C)s and Breaches of ATC Regs.

b. Civilian pilot involvement. OnmeiptofaniniﬁalAirpmxreportﬂledbyacivilpilot,
AIS(MiDistopassﬂledetailstoﬂleUKABandﬁmappmpdateACCSupﬂvisor. Details of
ﬂlereponandanyevidmoewpporﬁngidmﬁﬁcaﬁonmembedismhuwdbysignaltoﬂle
appropriate addressees.

c. Airprox Signals. Within 24 hrs of a pilot's Airprox confirmatory report/controller's
repoﬂbdngmceivﬂmwhmﬂwrepoﬂedaimﬁhasbpm&acedmdampoﬁorsigual
received, whichever is the earlier, AIS (Mil) is to repeat by signal, each pilot’s or ATS/ASACS
Unit’s report to the appropriate addressees using the SIC KQJ.

805.125.4 irprox Investigation and Assessment — UK.
a Investigation by Unit -~ General. Military units are to investigate the involvement of
their own aircrafi/personnel in an Airprox unless otherwise directed by MOD. Conclusions
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Dropose, e e et B, emomi ey eons apdremedil acion henr
are to be sent ' Fhi to the Director
UKAB. Iﬁhoweva,recommmdedranedialacﬁonaﬂ'edsairuaﬂicpauans/' :
acﬁonmustbeeomdinaiedﬂmuthQSTCOpsSpt(ATC)andnotedonﬁﬁA.

b. Military ATC Units. HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) is to investigate any involvement of
nﬁﬁmryATSUshanAhpmxmdmayalsoberequﬁedtoactwhmAhpmxommtheUK
LFS,UKDmgaAmsmbdwemakuaﬁmeu%ﬁ;{iddpaﬁansmdmom.
Comprehensive reports are sent to the Director UKAB; i ion copies of associated reports
medisuibMedthﬂimzymﬁts/comdeQsﬁwoNedmdih:CAAasappm;ﬁata

c. ASACS Units. COMNAorHQZGpasappmpﬂahe,istoinv&igatetheinvolvunan
of RN/RAF ASACS Units in an Airprox. Findings and recommendations are to be sent to the
Director UKAB with copies of associated reports.

d Controllers ing onboard HM Ships. COMNA is to investigate the involvement
of an HM Ships' controller(s) in an Airprox. Findings and recommendations are to be sent to
the Director UKAB with copies of associated reports.

e Foreign Agencies. Airprox incidents involving foreign aircraft within UK airspace as ‘»

defined in 805.120.2 above, or a foreign military ATSU viding a service to a British military -

ﬁ%ﬂm&ﬁ%%a@mmm&m@%ﬁ@bﬂwm@md&ﬂdm
ations.

f Unxiched Kingdom Airprox Anmeoa:d (ﬂleygg). 'I‘l}eUKAB isﬂnsmglns;:fe;.gw'l%e the sole

objective of assessing reported Airprox in the interests o ing fli . UKAB

comprises a Director, who is appointed conjointly by the Chief of the Air Staff and the
ChaﬁmmCAA,aSeuﬂmimandMBomdmenbasdrawnﬁomappmpiawaixspaceusas.
Regular Board Meetings are convened by the Director, who acts as Chairman, The UKAB is
chmged“dthdmﬁnmgwhatownred,ﬂlepﬁmmyemmeofarepomedﬁxpmxmdw
classify,initsopinion,ﬂleziskofcollision.ItismtﬂlepmposeoftheUKABtoappmﬁon
blame or liability. 'IheBoaxdmaycommtonmymnedialacﬁontalmnand,whm
appropriate, make safety recommendations to appropriate bodies. The UKAB is also
responsible for maintaining records of reported Airprox and making information available to
appropriate bodies.

g UKAB Final Report. A final report of each Airprox investigation and assessment will
beﬁxwmdedbyﬂkaechorUKAB,viaﬂlechainofomnmmd,maﬂpﬂoisandmmoﬂas
involved. ‘The report, which will not identify individual or company names, will include a
pmdsofmcmfonnaﬁonavailableﬁmnﬂwsemvolvedmdcmnmanﬁmnappmpﬁate
mﬂoﬁﬁs;ammmmyofﬂwdehbaaﬁmofﬁwBomiwhoseopmimasmcwsemddegree
of risk is also recorded. Thmeindividuaquamsareconanedimoasixmnﬂﬂymponimwdby
the Director UKAB,

h Follow-up Action. Any safety recommendations that the Board may have cause to
make are forwarded by the Director to the relevant authority. It is the responsibility of that
wﬂmﬁtybmnsidaWhatacﬁmisapmpdatcandMadviseﬂleUKABwhmmyfoﬂowmp

action has been completed.
805.125.5 irprox Investigation and Examination — Overseas. Until notified otherwise, the
investigation and examination o x incidents overseas is t0 be in accordance with the instructions

Airpro:
jven in RAF GAI J 1021, Part II, para 10 ef seq (as amended). However, all references to ‘C (G)
%O‘ERAFOvaseas)’arembedeletedand‘ﬂlelﬂ(AB’insawdmstead.

805.130 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO ATCOR REPORTING ONLY

805.130.1 Initial evaluation of ATCORs submitted in compliance with the CAA

Occurrence Reporting Scheme is camried out by SDU3 of the CAA Safety and Investigations Data
Department (SIDD). If&nerq)mtisopmedﬁ)rinvsﬁgaﬁonﬂxeSDDappohns,mdfonvardsawpyof
the report to, an appropriate Executor. The appointed Executor for occurrences involving UK and UK-
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based USAF military aircrew and/or controllers is ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC, who will initiate an
mvestigation and request that reports be submitted as i The i Executor for
ocammces}nvolvgnganuaﬂunda-DPAjm'isdicﬁonist' g(ATC). The appointed Executor for
occurrences involving Foreign military aircrew is DAP (ORA1). For those incidents involving military
aircrew, an Aircrew Occurrence Report, illusirated at Annex 805B, is to be completed. Completed
repommepbedgguihnedwmeCommmFﬁghtSafayomcumeqmvﬂanmﬂawvamglwu
ﬁomﬂ;emgdeﬂmhngapymaﬂaﬁmsmacﬁmﬂkmbmevcﬁammmmp&ﬁnmtﬂigm
safety issues, together with a copy to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3. Once command comments are received at
HQ STC, SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 will forward a consolidated nilitary report to the SIDD and, if all the
pertinent fli tsafetyissuwhavebemaddrwed,reomnmmddomofﬂ)emvesﬁgaﬁon The SIDD
may raise 'ﬁonalqua'is,butnormal]y&xeinvaﬁgaﬁonofanATCORisconchﬂedatﬂﬁssmge.

805.130.2 For ATS/ASACS Units, ATC Incident Report Parts 1& 2 at Annexes 805C and D (a
step-by-step guide is on the reverse of the report) and the relevant radar and RT i i
are to be held at the Unit. When SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 receives a request for assistance into the
invmﬁgaﬁmofanomnrmce,aoopyofﬂ:eATCORwﬂlbeforwardedmﬂncUlﬁtandampome
requested.

'IheOCUnit/SATCO/SOpsOistoprq)atehisrepon,inasimilarfas]ﬂontoﬂlatforanAlRPROX,
“félﬁidl_ismmdudeophﬁonmmewuseofﬂleocammaniwhaeappmpﬁate,anyorallofihe
owing:

a Apasonalamnaﬁoflhemnsdfadombgdinwiﬁmysaﬁtyissusdﬁecﬂym
indirectly relevant to the incident.

b. Any action taken or recommended in respect of current practices or procedures where
such changes might prevent a similar occurrence.

c Details of the action taken in respect of unit staff involved.

TheOCUnit/SATCO/SOpsOistofomardhisrepoxtplusaoopyofAnnexa&)SCandDmgeﬁxer
with applicable RT/landline ipts. For ASACS Units, these reports are to be submitted through the
appropriate chain of command, with copies to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC.

805.130.3 Whenever a military controller has reason to believe that he, or aircraft under his
wntoLhasbemhnpﬁcawdmmATCOR,hcismadviseﬁ)eSupavisorasmaspossibla Units are
then to report the circumstances of the occurrence to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 by telephone, supplemented by
anAICInddentsgngmI at Annex 805C. ASACS Units are also to report the incident to their
appropriate HQ

805.135 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO AIR (C) REPORTING ONLY

805.135.1 AIR (C) reports are to be submitted to HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers (nonmally
502 ATC (S&T) 3), via ATC Incident Report Parts 1 and 2 at Annexes 805C and D. Some additional
information can also be found in the RAF Manual of Flight Safety (AP 3207) Chapter 5.

805.1352 Objectives of the AIR (C). The objectives of the AIR (C) are as follows:
a. To ensure that HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers are advised of hazardous or
potentially hazardous air incidents, technical defects, procedural irregularities andior ATC
occurrences that do not result in an Airprox.

b. To enable an assessment to be made regarding the safety implications of each
occurrence.

c. To ensure that knowledge of these occurrences is disseminated in a timely fashion so
that other organizations may learn from them.

The overall ebjective of the AIR (C) is to use the reported information to improve the level of
flight safety rather than to attribute blame.
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8051353 Mﬁm 'Ihe_ﬁollowinggl.lidelinesindicateﬂwtypeof
e b s e o e Sl

i ine managers or pt any event not falli
mﬂwsmm“mﬂmegndm ines: filling

a Ooanrmcwwhereanaoddmtwasmﬂyavoidedbyﬂwnmowstofmargins.

b. EnorsbyATCsIaﬂ;aimew,aimﬁopaaﬁngm'mahﬁmanoepasmmdﬂmmduoe
the levels of safety normally expected.

c Asigmﬁmﬁﬂmemmformemdowngmﬁngofanysafay-aiﬁcdsyﬁm

d. Occurrences involving a serious increase in ATC or aircrew workload which reduced,
or could have reduced, safety margins.

e Any loss of planned separation between aircraft.

f AnyoomnrmcewhereATCpmcedmm,nﬁ]ita:yﬂ}dngregtﬂaﬁonsor,whae
appropriate, civil legislation are breached.

g Whmanindividualindireaalpponofaimﬂopaaﬁonsmﬂightsafayhasbem
adversely effected by inj ,incapacitatedduemiﬂnm,ﬂlcuseofmndidrm,dmgsoralooholg
oreﬁ‘eaedbyno:dousnmoranyomermbstance.

h Whmapﬂotadvismaommuamathehasreceivedmdhaswspondedmam
Resolution Advisory (RA).

805.1354 Reporting Procedure.

a Anynﬁ]itaryoonnollerofmymkmaysnmmitanAR(C) whenever he considers that
ﬂ:esafetyofmaixmﬁhasbemorcmﬂdhavebemprqiudicedhyahamd or potential hazard;
805.120 and Annexes 805F and G refer.

b. SubmissionsmtobemﬁemmetmTlateatAmexSOSCand,ifappﬁcable,Amex
805D. A y—stepgl.ﬁdeadvismgonmeevelofcomreqtﬁredeanbefmmdonﬂw
reverse of bo hlcidmtReportsandasa‘popup‘ﬂagoneleeﬂoniccopi&ofﬂ:eform&

805.1355 Investigation of AIR (C) Reports. HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers will:

a Evalumeewhmddanr?onmeivedmddeddewhidlocummcsmquheﬁmha
investigation. The options avai e to the HQ STC Investigation Team are as follows:

@ Open.  Further investigation is considered necessary and the appropriate
parties/organisations will be contacted for further information. The incident
will be closed on completion of the investigation, or when it becomes clear that
no further progress can be made.

(i) Closed On Receipt. Based on the report content and any additional
inibnnaﬁonreceived,noﬁnﬁerinvwﬁgaﬁonisrequﬁmd/possible. The details
oftheinddanwithowever,bereooxdedandﬁ)rwardedmpotmﬁaﬂy

interested parties.
iif)  Non Reportable. The incident, as reported, is not considered to ly within
¢ the scope of the AIR(C) system and will not be recorded, el

b. Ass&ssandmalysetheinfonnaﬂmrepmwdm&mninmdamddeamﬂrwﬁiyﬂight
safety issues or deficiencies.
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c Make such checks as consider necessary to ensure that interested parti taking
rex_nedialacﬁoninrelaﬁonmrg(eymedmcidmls. partes are

d _Whﬂeapmpﬁ&issuespedﬁcﬁﬁcemeﬁonsmbothmﬂilmymidvﬂim
organizations.

805.135.6 Confidentiality. Whilst the AIR (C) is not a confidential reportin, g system, every
mbleeﬁonvdﬂbemadempmvememynﬁWOfbommeoﬁginmmmdrpmmmit

805.140 BREACHFS OF ATC REGULATIONS BY CIVIL PILOTS

805.140.1 In the event of a civil pilot committing a breach of ATC Regulations contained in these
mgqﬂaﬁmmatamﬁhryaaodrome,theCmmnmdthﬁﬁc&ismmalwasigmﬂedmponm:

a Ministry of Defence (DNO).

b. HQ Director Army Aviation. { (as appropriate)
RAF Command HQ.

DPA.

e DAP [Signal Message Address — DAP (ORA) LONDON] for the attention of ORA1T.
805.140.2 The signalled report is to be followed as soon as possible by a written submitted
through the normal channels, together with signed statements by witnesses, in duplicate, for reference to
the Civil Aviation Authority. The identity of the aircraft, or the action taken to attempt to obtain
identification, is also to be notified in the report.

805.1403 Where a breach of ATC regulations is associated with a reported Airprox incident

within the UK FIR, the signal report required at para 1 above is also to be addressed to UKAB Uxbridge
and LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil); cross-referring to the reported Airprox.

)

805.145 BREACHES OF ATC REGULATIONS BY MILITARY PILOTS

805.145.1 RN Air Stations. LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil) mlfx‘tlg be ];;ogfsmwd when mtg?&l:;ﬁcanm of
an offending aircraft is required. Reports in writing are to include a brief description o incident,
weather conditions, traffic information and any other pertinent imformation.

a RN Aircraft  Breaches of regulations committed by RN aircraft at RN air stations are
to be investigated by the SATCO and reported to Commander (Air) who will initiate any
necessary disciplinary action.
b. Other Military Aircraft. Breaches of regulations are to be reported to Commander
(Air) who will initiate a written report to COMNA. Afier investigation, COMNA is to forward
the reports to MOD DNO with a copy to HQ STC (for SO2 ATC (S&T) 3).
805.145.2 Army Airfields. All breaches of flying discipline are to be investigated by the unit
commander. Subsequent reports are to be forwarded to HQ DAAwn for further action. Any violation of
ATC regulations is also to be reported in writing within 24 hours, giving full details of the incident, to
the responsible officer at the first point of landing.

805.1453 RAF Airfields and ATCCs.

a Breaches of Flying Discipline.  All breaches of flying discipline are to be reported
directly to the Officer Commanding Flying/Operations Wing.

b. Breaches of Air Traffic Control Regulations.
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(ii) Ah::mofATCrg%ﬂl%msfﬁmedwhﬂeapﬂmhmdaﬂwemmlofm
ATCC is to be reported to of the 'ot’spamﬁCmnnand,using,induplicate,
the formashownatAnnex&OSE,togeﬂxawnﬂ:acopyofﬂ]eATCbtadequzon
ngtl,z_MdZatAnnexeSSUSCandD.

(i)  Abreach of ATC regulations committed by a Naval, Amy or foreign military
pﬂotistoberq)ortedassoonaspossibleﬂmu@mnnaldmmelstoDAPORAl. The
reponistoincludesignedstawnmisbywimessmmmplime. The identity of the
ahaa&orﬂleacﬁmtakenmaﬁmzmmidﬁﬁﬂ/d:eahuaﬁ,isalsombemﬁﬁedinﬂw
report. Iniﬁalbﬁefdetai]sarealsotobemﬁﬁedtoHQS’ICOpsSpt(ATC)by
completing the ATC Incident Report Parts 1 and 2 at Annexes 805C and D, along with
the proforma at Annex 805E. Subsequmﬂy,onecopyofﬂlecompletedAIC’InaHmt
Reports Part 1 & 2 (together with a signed statement by the controller’s assistant if
appropﬁate)istobeforwaxdedtoHQSTC(SOZATC(S&T)s)wiﬂminSdaysofﬂJc :
incident. Inlﬁscovuingletta,ﬂ:eOCLhﬁt/SATCOistocommemonme
dmnnsmncasleadinguptoﬂlemdanandmfammyrelevantsafetyissum.

805.145.4 DPA Airfields. ATSUs and Ranges. The reporting of breaches of
regulations is to be in accordance with DFIs and AvP67 as appropriate.

805.150 OTHER REPORTS

805.150.1 Confidential Direct Occurrence rt. Nothing contained in these Regulations

L-onfidental Direct Occurrence Report
prevents any miljtary controller from submitting a Confidential Direct Occurrence Report (CONDORY)
(See RAF Manual of Flight Safety, AP 3207, Chapter 5).

805.150.2 Human Factors Open Report. Nothing contained in these Regulations prevents any

mﬂitarypﬂsonnelﬁommbmi!ﬁngaHmnanFamOmeepon(I-IFOR) (See RAF Manual of Flight
Safety, AP 3207, Chapter 5).

JSP 318A 805-10 ORIGINAL




a ® Annex 805B Aircrew Occurrence Report
Breach of ATC Regulanons *D&xsm

1*  ATCOR . AR©)

2. Basic Details of Incident.

a. Date Time UTC
b. Aircraft type(s)

¢. Callsign(s)

d. FL/Altitude/Height Pressure Setting

3. Description of Incident. If relevant, include confirmation on whether or not the other aircraft
wassigmedand,ifso,yomasmentofﬂ)edegmeofﬁsk,ifa_ny. The text should include your

recollections of the incident, your workload at the

Date

SFSO’s contact details

Signature

Name

Unit
Station

time, cockpit distractions etc. Continue on a

This report is forwarded in response to

Dated

JSP 318A
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Your Reference: D/DAS/64/3 _
. € OfL_Lren

o TR o
mobile)

Thankyou very much for your considered reply of 27" June.

While it gave a full and frank reply to my question which is most appreciated, I fear that I made my question too specific, so Tam
writing again to elaborate on my original question, and to ask some additional questions relevant to how the MOD handles UFO

reports.
1 shall number them for the purpose of clarity, and in case further reference to the same questions is necessary in the future.
1. Does the Ministry of Defence still wish to receive UFO reports from military and/or public sources?

2. Ifthe answer to (1) is yes to either military or public sources, what subsequent action is taken with respect to those reports? (I
appreciate that different types of report may require different handling, if it will help matters I am quite willing to provide
hypothetical examples of reports on which to base the answer(s) to this question).

3. Thave come across documents from the 1960's at the Public Records Office (PRO reference DEFE 31/118, "UFO Policy") which
include draft and final versions of standard operating procedures for the handling of UFO sightings, and other official instructions
with respect to UFO reports. I was particularly interested in the following,

(a) Headquarters Fighter Command Air Staff Instruction No. F/1
Title: Reporting of unusual aircraft or unusual phenomena.
(Parts I and II)

{(b) Air Ministry Operations Centre, Standard Operating Procedures No. 16/60
Title: Reports of Unidentified Fiying Objects

(c) A rough draft of a document entitled "Unidentified Flying Objects-Policy” which appears to be a draft of a policy document
for the then Air Ministry and describing the actions to be taken by the Ministry on receipt of UFO reports.

3(i) Are similar procedural documents in place?

3(ii) If the answer to 3(i) is yes, are they regarded as too sensitive for public viewing?

3(iii) If the answer to 3(ii) is no, may I please have copies of them?

3(iv) If the answer to 3(ii) is yes, please can you tell me the document references and titles in order that I may make an
application under the Code of Practice relating to the release of Government information, or perhaps you would be willing to
provide copies with the sensitive information obliterated?

T have enclosed copies of the PRO documents referred to in order that you can compare them to existing decuments to assist you
in answering these questions. I do not require them to be returned to me as I have another copy.

4. Within the documents referred to in #3 is a statement under the subtitle "Press Publicity” to the effect that service personnel are
not to discuss sighting reports (visual or radar, originating from military or public sources) with the press, and to do so would be
in contravention of the Official Secrets Act. Is this still the policy relating to UFO sightings?

1 apologise for the length and amount of detail in this letter, but T thought it best to make the questions as clear as possible in order to
avoid repeated clarifications in the future. Should you require clarification of any of the questions, please fell free to contact me by
telephone or email.

Thankyou in advance for your patience,

e
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Lemertdng of, ferird Phenovens

1. Air Winistry hove drewn eifestion ir the difficulty of
investigeting unidentified eerisd phenomewn some time after
onsurrarcer hare vaen reported by 3eryice witnesnes.

2. They heve vequested that 211 future sightings be juvesti-
geted on the mpoh Ly the Unit fmuediately ooncernsd and thet
interrogstion reports be included,whanever poszible,in asplifie
cetion of the alghting signzle recuired by Fighter Command 24p
Steff lmvtructions No, §/1, Part YI, Where thda is not
practicable, interrogetion reports sre to follow aa soon as
posuible.

3. Givilien witnessss of aerisl phonowens are not (o be
interrogatad to the ssme oxtent ao Service witrnesnes, tut any
edditions] informgtion of valus they possess 48 to be

Wing Coxmsnder,
ighter Command
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INSTRUCTION

< B

NO. ®/1

REPORTING OF UNUSUAL AIRGRAP’f OR_AERTAL PHENOMENA
e ol 2P oRRTC VO NOHIADL STRNOMENA

PART I - RADAR SIGHTINGS
07 wtT

EEGHICTRE

1. This Instruotion replaces instructions previously promulgated by letter.
4 copy of Part I of this instruction is to be immediately available to Squadron
Commanders of Night/All Weather Squadrons, to the Air Defence Controller ati:
4.D.0,C., to Master Controllers and Reporting Controllers at M,R.5's., and to
Diaplhyv'cunmlhrh"nb"‘Snthlli‘tohll'l‘d.nr!'sn'tiomi $0'G.C.T,vBontrollers. and: .
Display Controllers et ells otheri€,»& RL:stations ahd'to: Duty Staff and Aini Staff
officers at Group and Gommand Headquerters. AL SRR RAE S i E

Immediste Investigation

2, When an unusual phencmenon or track is observed by radar, the ocourrence is
to bo investigeted immadintely. This investigation should endesvour to determine
whother the phenomenon or treck 1s due to;-

(a) A technical fault.

(v) & friendly ajreraft previously unidentified.

(¢) Interference.

(@) Meteorological conditions,
(With refercuce to (b), the procedure for identifying airoruft, and for reporting
airoraft that remain unidentified, ia laid down in Headquarters Fighter Command
Contrel and Reporting Procedure Instructions, In areas where, or at times when,
the identification of all eiroraft is not carried out, a track should be

considered unusuel if it is moving et a ground speed exceeding 700 knots or at an
altitude exceeding 60,000 feet}.

Reporting
3« If the immediste investigation does not disoover the oourse of the Lruok or
phenomenon, e report is to be made by Confidential Routine aignel to Headquarters
Pighter Command (Opa, C. and R.) copies for informetion to Group, This report is
to include: - :
(2) The appearance of the echo,
(b) The ground speed end altitude of the echo.
(e} Whether it is pontinucus or interwmittent,

(a) Tta »ignal atrength (atrong, medium or weak) throughout the time of
observation, including pick-up and fede points.

(o) The range and bearing of theme points.
(£) The type of radar used.

(&) Whether confirmation was obtained from other types of radar.
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4 copy of the receid. shaets, fogeﬁhe
{where applicnble) is to be unt ) \'s pust.

Analysis

L, Operstions Branch Head ig]

and if an explanation cannot be raund & report will be rendersd by Confidentiel
Routine signal to Air Minietry (D.D.I. (Tech)), {information copy to Intelligence
Bro.nch, H, Q.F c.).

Press Publioigxrr -

5e " The Press are. vrlovpz- tn b- s.ivcn 1nformﬁtion ubDut unuuual reday
Unsuthoriaed disclosurés of thia. typsiwill be. vhnd (Y] nf‘r-noom undm
Official Secrets Aots, Le it
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Introduction

|
PART IT - VISUAL SIGHTINGS ‘
i
6. & copy of Part IT of this instruction is to be immediztely available to all {
Station Commenders, Squadron Commanders and Intelligencé Officers during working
hours, and to Station Duty Officers and Duty Staff Officers at all other times. ‘

Bightinga by Sorvice Pursonnel

7. (a) Airoraft. Should o wember of the Services, or of the Royal Observer
Corps observe an aircraf't belonging to the Soviet bloc; or one which cannot
be identified as friendly, behaving in a manner likely to cause suspicion,
that is, flying other than the flight pattern normally seen in the particular
area; he is to report the sighting to his Station Commander through his

superdor officer immediutely.

(b) Phenomena, Should a member of the Services see an object in the sky
for which he cannot account, he is to report it at once to the Station

. Commender through his superior officer.

(e) Action by Commanding Officers. In both cases (a) and (b) abave, the
Gommanding OCfour 15 to reporl thu coourrence by telephone to the appropriste
Master Redar Station without delay, end is to initiate a sighting signel as
detailed in paragraph (&) below. He is then to arrange the immediate
interrogation of the witness/witnesses and to send & report of the interro-
gation to all addressees of the signal in paragraph 7(f) as soon as possible,
(d) Aetion by AMrovew, Where mightings of suspicious aircrafi or phenonena
are made by airorew when airberne, they are to report the occurrence
immedistely as follows:-

(i)  Crews of Fighter Aiveraft. To the appropriate Master Radar

Station.

(11) Crows of Other Adroraft. To the approprivte Master Rader Station

if in radio contact, otherwise to the appropriate Air Treffic Control

authority. N

/e) Sighting Signal.
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(9) Sighting Signal. The signal is to be graded "Priority Gonfidential",
addressed to Air Ministry, London (for the atteptiun of A.M.O.C.),
Headquarters Fighter Command and A.D,0.C., and repeated to Group Headquarters.
It is to be set out as follows:-
(1)  The time ("Z") of the occurrence.
(i1} The place where it was observed {Georef, or distance and bearing
from a town or R.A.F. Station).
(1ii) A detailed desoription of the aircraft or phenomenon (i.e., size,
shape, colour, movements or changes in appearance if any, its estimeted
altltude, speed and course, ard the duralion of the observation).
(iv) Whether the observer has been trained in aireraft recognition.
(v)  How many other people saw the phencmenon.
Sightings of Phenomens by Civilians
8. Should a civilien report to an R.A.F. euthority that he has observed a
plienononon, a slgiasl us in purageaph 7(B), but dncluding the neme and address of
the civilian, is to be despatched. It ia also to be follewed by an amplifying
written report to 21l addressees in paragraph 7(5’) as soon as practicable after
the sighting. A letter of acknowledgment and thanks should be sent to the
eivilian, but any action taken as a result of the report must not be disclosed
oither verbally or in writing.
Fress Publicity
9.  Bightings by Service personnel, or the aotion taken as e result of sightings
by civilian personnel, sre in no circumstances to be di;closed to the Press.
Hembers of the Press are, if they meke enquiries, to be referred to the Information
Mvision of the Air Ministry, Whitehall Gardens, Tondon, 3,W,),
Entry in S.R.0s8.
10. Statiorsere to insert in 8.R.0s. at intervals of thres months an order
aimilar to the following:-

{a) "Visual Sighting of Suspicious Aireraft or Aeriel Phenomena

(1) Inlidentitled Mporart, Ay oftiner or wivean who neoy an wlperall,
that he cannot identify as friendly is immediately to refer the sighting
to his superior officer for guidance.

(3i) Aerial Phenomena.
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(2i) MAerial Phenomena. Likewise any officer or airman who observes
in the sky a phenomenon or object so unusual that he considers it should

be investigeted, is to report it to his superior officer.

(ii1) Tn no ciroumstences is any communication to be made to the Press

without Air Ministry authority.”

December, 1960
FG/5.48160/0ps.(C.& R.)
PC/S.42917/Int.

UNCLASSIFIED
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Amendment to Revised Version of 4.5.I.
No. ¥/1, Part IT

Detpdil

1. Amend paragraph 7(e) to read 7(f). Amend two references
in paragraph 7(c), and two references in paregraph 8,
accordingly.

2, Tnsert new paragraph 7(e), as follows:~

“(a) Action by Mastor Rudar Stations., When ai; ldins"l ury

voportod Lo o Master Redar Statlon under (¢) aud (d4), (1)
and (1i), above, the Mester Controller or his deputy is to
ensure that the radar is checked for any unidentified
rasponses, If the Master Rader Station has aircraft
under control in the vieinity of the reported phenomena,
those aircraft are to be diverted to investigate the
phencmena. .

UNCLASSIFIED
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AIR MINISIRY OPERATTONS OENTRE
STANDARD OFERATING FROCEDUEE NO. 16/60

i

7
BEPORTS OF UNIDENTTFLED FLYING OBJECTS
M/W// =

Baferences /e "‘7/4‘““‘:“ ‘“‘“’%"‘ “9“““)

1. Loose mimuts D.D.I.(TECH)/290/NIT38 dated 13th April, 1960, filed as
enalosure 1 A, on AYOG/S.92/23.

Background

2. Thu responsibility for dealing with reports of Unideutified Fiylwg Objects 1o
with 8.6 and 4.1.(7)5b, Reporte frow oivilian scurces and the replies thureto are
dealt with by 8.6., amd reports from servics sources including unidentified radar
responses are dealt with by A.I.(T)5b.

3. Reports may be received from both service and olvillan sources. The Bagtdent
Clerk and the D.I.S.0. will keep the Iuty Officer A.M.0.C. informed of awy reporis
they receive cutside normal workinghours. Some veports are the resuli of the
relesase of meteorological balloone, which give rise to reports of helghis in the
sky or unidentified radar responses.

Aotion by Duty Offieer A.M.0.0.

4. The Duty Officer is to take actlon to reconcile reports of lights in the sky
or unjdentified radar responses, by telephoning as appropriates—

8o Stammors Met. Office (STONBOROVE €361 Ex. 660 or 649}, to check whether
‘ballcons are heing released and in which direction. (Tuis office is
not nopeally open during the eveuing or wight).

b.  4.D.0.C., to requost a cheok of F.C. radar stetions for wanidentified
FUBPONENN.

5. The Duty Offioer is to pasa the reports, together with mny additional
infarnmation obtained, as followak-

a. During normal working hours to A.I.{Tech)5b. (WETROFOLE Bxt. 454).

b. Outside normal working hours to the D.I.S.0. !

fos o |
(. vomsaEy™""

Wing Commander,

21st September, 1960 for Officer i/o A.M.0.C. (.
Distribution \\

Duty Off%ogra Handbodk
Vs of Tu(A .
il.l.g'l')l ~
A.1.{TR0H)5(b)

AT.44
Reaideat Clexk
AMo/5.52/23
AMOC/1S.92/2

o pags -~ .
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I reslly 40 not think that this cun be regarded as &
public relations problew, ab any rase to auy ateor extent
t nn the host of othor queations on which membays of the publio
write to the Alr Kinimtxry. T underwtand tlud Inf,2 hav baen
anlked to sign letters about 1% only because D.D.I. Peohs.) fuld
that people might sosetizes Follow up thelr anguiries by
salting for en interview and sonslderstions of ascurity made 1%
indesiruble that intezviews ahould be 16 any of the offices
15ed by hia stafl, [ aonfens Ehat this seens o we an
syrrangencnt and I should hove thought that the answer lay in
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Unldentified Flying Objeots = Palioy
x

n “1. * The Air Ministry is responeible for the collationa’ 81l reports dealing with
U.F.0s. This responeibility has been delegated to A.l.(Tech}3 in the Deputy Direc-
torste of Intelligence (Techniosl). v

2, All reports from all sources are o pe sent to A.I.(Tech)3 for ¢xamination,
suwlysis wnd classifiowtion.

3. Reports on unideptified airoraft emanating f¥yom sources gther than Fighter

Coumand .

All such reports are te be noted snd pessed to C.L.J. Fighter Command for
investiation.

4, Letbers Crom mepbers of the public

Letters will be received st Air Minlstry in the first instancs by the
Public Reletions branch who will send off an immediate acknswledgement.

The letter will then be passed to A.I.(Tech)3 for anelysis, or slternstively
the context of the letter may be pasged o £.I.(Tech)3 by P.R. over the telephone.
This latter method should be used when it appears that come immediste investigation
is warrsnted.

A.I.(Tech)3 will examine the report and attempt to obtain subatentiating
evidence from Pighter Commsnd, BET, WA eto as appropriate.

The result of the investigetion is to be forwarded to the public relations
departament who will write s suitsble reply to the wember of the public concerned.
5. Tecords to be lept by A.I.{Tech)3

(a) Register

411 reports will be ent:red in & special register as they arrive and will
include the following detamils ‘
(i) Deteils of originetor l.e. civuxan,mar,etc

(11} Addrons of originator
(111) Prelininary clesslfication of* sighting i.e. ballaun‘nlmrurt ety

(iv) Height

{v) 8peed
(vi) sShape
(vii) Bize

(viii) GColour

(ix)} Date/Time and locslity of sighting

(x) Remerks
(b) A folder imt be reised for each report into which nll pepors relating o
the occurrence sre to be pleced
(o) A pro forms which includes the deteils mentioned in sub para {a) sbove end
alse shows details of the investigation and anclysis, is to be completed and

inserted as the last enclosure in the case folder.

/6.
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6. Consolidated Reports
An snnuel report swmerising all U.F.0, sightings by types is to be
submltied to D.0.L.(Teah),
Examples of the veriocus categories of U.,F.0. sightings are given below
(a) Balloons
(b} aireraft
() Miesiles
(1) Awtronontosl phenomans
(e) Other phenomena
{£) Unknown

(g) Insufficient deta for evaluation




Direct e of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) o ﬂ

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone {Direct dial} 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7.
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Bibelsine

ate
25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 3 September 2001, T am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an “Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2, However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

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 2000
(Fax)
(GTN) SN=Yaiila )

Your Reference

Qur Ref
DDA

ate
Suffolkc 25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 22 January 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,
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Direc i (Lower Airspace) ; ” 65
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)

Your Reference

O%Reference
D tAS/64/3
IVErpool ate
Merseyside 25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 14 May 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file
on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the docurments should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincer:
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Direct: (Lower Airspace) P %

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE o

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue| | ondomn;”
WC2N 5BP .

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

Your Reference

R
Chelsea B%Ag eéze/%ce

gndan ate
25 July 2002

'Further to our letter of 18 July 2001, T am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file
on the alleged sighting of an “Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
“which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

i There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall

runder the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he

rrecommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



Dire: ff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE o

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

wczN 5BP ) e st o s ere—
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218
(GTN)
Our Reference
elston D/DAS/64/3

t
Suffolk 23 Tuly 2002

‘Deal

B

Further to our letter of 6 September 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an “Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
‘withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

"The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,




Direct aff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Pollcy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference
D}i) Reference

AS/
rewsbury
Shropshire 25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 19 November 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Umdentlﬁed Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,




Mayocclion 20
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) ?

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Ref
DIDASESS
Liverpool

ate
25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 30 November 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



From:

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 0207218 9000

Your Reference

AS/64/3

ate
St Helens 25 July 2002
Merseyside

Further to our letter of 29 January 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an “Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

§% Reference

‘There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
rrecommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,




Direc e of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial} 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN) X alalW.
Your Reference
Qur Refi
BﬁéA@%ﬁ?ﬁ“
NY12756 ate
USA 25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 24™ September 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,

Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
‘under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

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)

e

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

ate
25 July 2002

€St _Yorkshire

_ Further to our letter of 16 October 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendiesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



Direct: ir Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

_ Your Reference
QOur Refi
Shefticld D%Aglggte/%ce

ate
25 July 2002

o SERE 0
Further to our letter of 24 October 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,

which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

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
Our Reft
DIDAS/BAB S

Date

@ vsad e

i
Dear Neiila
Further to our letter of 24™ September 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,

Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

‘There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
.withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
-under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,




Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE [

Room §/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Lon\don,
WC2N 5BP

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

Your Reference

N

- Date
Hamishlre! 25 July 2002

o SRR O

Further to our letter of 13 May 2002, 1 am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file
on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

As you will be aware, there was an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the
decision to withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three
docurhents do fall under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of
this case he recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual
who made the complaint, and MOD has accepted this,

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998,

Yours sincerely,




CODE 1877

M1

Fees bt
This non-oraliguestion has been allocated to
Minister(aF) for answer.

2. Would you please supply a draft reply and background note,
together with any relevant Hansard extracts and Press cuttings,
to-reach this office at the time shown on the front cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USofS(AF)

when returning this, allowing sufficient time for USofS(AF)
to comment. ’

Office of Minister(AF)

ioom 6386 Main Building

2lrin - T2

" REDACTED O

M2

| APS/Minister(AP) (thro' DUS(Air))

Copy to:
APS/US of S(AF)
Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 7608C.

2. The same background note has beer provided for PQV7607C
and PQ 7609C.

REDACTED O

21 October 1983




SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSFRVATIVE) (BEVERLEY).

Bir Patrick Wall - To ask the Secretary of State for

Defende whether, in view of the
fact that the United States' Air
Force memo of 13 January-l981 on
| - the incident at RAF Woodbridge
has been released under the Freedom
of Information Act, he will now
release reports and documents
concerning similar unexplained

incidents in the United Kingdom.

| . SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)

This has been considered. It is the intention to publish reports.



3 . Background Note ...

~

These three quest:mm follow from the News of the World .
article of 2 October 1983 (Annex 4) descrlblné an alleged UFO
sighting by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbridge in Suffolk on
27 December 1980.

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the~
Air Staff and DS 8. It was concluded that there was nothing

of defence interest in the alleged sight}ng.

There was, of course, no question of any contact with
"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object seen on any

radar recordings, as alleged in the News of the World. .

A BBC investigation into the incident following publication
of the News or the World Article concluded that a possible
explanation for the lights seen by the USAF persbnnel was the
Pulsating light of the Orfordness lighfhouse some 6 - 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in &FO reports is to establish
whether they reveal anything of defenbe interest (eg intruding
aireraft). MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point
at which we are satisfied that a report has no defence

implications. No attempts are made to identiﬁyaﬂ.catalogue

the likely explanation for individual reports.

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by
the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into the possibility

" of publlshing such reports as are received by the H1n1stry or

N ‘ - : [esa




Defenc'e. Us of S(AF) ha.s now dec:.ded to release comp:.lations

’ of reports. ’ They will be publlshed on a quarterly basis and

w111 be ava:.lable to members o.t‘ the publ:.c, at a small charge
to cover costs. US of S(AF) had planned to make ‘an announcement
shortly in the House of lLords through an arransed PQ. Pend:.ng
arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the decision in the Commons.
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This non-oralyquestion has been allocated to
Minister(AF) for answer. :

2. Would you please supply a draft reply and background note,
together with any relevant Hansard extracts and Press cuttings,
to-reach this office at the time shown on the front cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USofS(AF)
when returning this, allowing sufficient time for USofS(aF)
to comment. - .

REDACTED ON ¢

ice o nister(AF)
Room 6386 Main Building
Extension

Q- o ¥3

M2

APS/Minister(AF) (thro' DUS(Air))

Copy to:
"APS/US of S(AF)
Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft_reply to PQ 7607C.

2. The same background note has been provided for PQ 7608C
and PQ 7609C.

REDACTED O

21 October 1983

CODE 1377




SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERTEY),

Sir Patrick Wall -

SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)

Yes.

To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence, if he has seen the United
States Air Force memo dated 13
January 1981 concerning unéxplained
lights near RAF Wbddbridge.

&




Background Note

These three questioms follow from the News o:t‘ the WOrld i
article of 2 October 1983 (Annex A) descrlblng an alleged UFO
sighting by USAF persomnel at RAF Woodbridge in Suffolk on
27 December 1980. '

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the
Air Staff and DS 8. It was concluded that there was nothing

of defence interest in the alleged sight;ng.

There was, of course, no question of any contact with
"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object seen on any

radar recordings, as alleged in the News of the World.

A BBC investigation into the incident followipg publication
of the News or the World Article concluded that a possible
explanation for the lights seen by the USAF personnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some 6 - 7 miles

away.

ot

The sole interest of the MOD in ﬁio reports is to establish
whether they reveal anything of defence interest (eg intruding
aircraft). MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point
at which we are satisfied that a report has no defence
implications. No attempts are made to identiﬁyaﬂ.catalogue

thé>like1y explanation for individual reports.

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by
the Earl Clancarty, said “that he would look into the possibility
of publishing such reports as are recelved by the Ministry Of
/...
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Defence. us of S(AF) has now dec:.ded to - release compzlations :

--of reports. They w:.ll be publ:.shed on a quarterly basis a.nd
will be ava:.lable to members of the publ:.c, at a small charge
to cover costs.' US of S(AF) had plan.ned to’ make an annou.ncement
shortly in the House of Lords through an arranged PQ. Pending

. arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US of S(aF) -

has agreed that we should Andicate the decision in the Commons.




Reference

) \REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

) M3 .
APS/US of S(AF) ' )
Through Sec(AsY: 2 (D
L]
1. US of S(AF) will recall recent correspondence on this matter

with Lord Hill-Norton and Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP. 1In both cases he
took the line that we have nothing to add to what had already been
said on the Woodbridge incident. Indeed, this was the line taken ir
previous ¢orrespondence with David Alton (See M3). The enclosed
draft reply to Mr Alton once more follows this approach,

2. Mr_ Alton s ecifically requested a copy of the MOD official
reply to“p last letter. This is enclosed, together with an
earlier letter to which it refers. There is no objection to passing
this correspondence to Mr Alton,

3. You may wish to rote that Mr Alton has apparertly passed on
both letters sent by Lord Trefgarne on 19 March 85, even though one
of these was intended to be for his informatior orly,

I1Z June 1985

- |REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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D/US of S(AF)/DGT 5173 June 1985,

Thank you.for your letter of 16 May to Michael Heseltine

enclosing one from Y. vou asked to see a copy of the

‘Departmert's reply to S ctter of 25 February 1985 and thig

is enclosed, together with earlier correspondence to which it refers,

As I pointed out ir my letter of 19 March, the MOD concerns
itself only with the defence implications of reported UFO sightings.
'Ir this context the report submitted by Col Halt in January 1981 was
examined by those in the Department responsible for such matters and,
as I have made clear ir the past, it was considered to have no
defence signifipance.' We have since seen nothing to alter this view

'jand there is nothing I can usefully add to the comments made in

Sec(AS)'s letter or NNy

Lord Trefgarne

David Alton Esq MP
Job No 2-24
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. : HOUSE OF COMMONS
£ 1 . LONDON SWIA OAA

- B T e

16th May 1985

| e lh‘dao.d.

I enclose a letter I have received from Iy 701!0wing on
from enquiries I first raised with your Department in March.

I read SUNEENND !ctter with great Interest and it seems to me that
the points he raises ‘are quite reasonable and merit a reply.

I should be most grateful if vou could let me have your comments
.and if you could let me see’a copy of the reply to oWn
letter to your Department dated 25th February 1985,

Yours sincerely,

awid it

David Alton, MP.

The Rt. Hon. Michael Heseltine, MP.

Secretary of State

Minlstry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall
sesilondon

o AR Lo L e L e B

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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14th May, 1985

David Alton, Esq., MP, ’ ‘
House of Commons,

Westminster,

London SWi

_—
Dear Mr. Alton,

has kept me informed about her corres-
pondence with you on the unusual incidents which were reported to the Ministry
of Defence by USAF authorities at RAF Woodbridge in January 1981. I have also
seen Lord Trefgarne's letters to you of 19th March.

decided to write further to you about this puzzling
and disquieting case, and she referred to me her enclosed letter of 3]st March,
which is addressed to you, in the hope that I might be able to add useful comm-
ents. Much to my regret I have had to spend much time out of London on other

business in recent w and it is only now that I am able, very belatedly, to
send on ﬂletter to you.

My own background, .in brief, is that I served in the Ministry of

¢ Defence from 1949 to 1977, leaving in the grade of Under Secretary of State.

i From 1969 to late in 1972 I headed a Division in the central staffs of the MOD
which had responsibilities for supporting RAF operations. This brought me into
touch with a proportion of the many reports which the Department receives about
unidentified traces in British airspace.

I believe that —is right to remain very dissatisfied
with the official lipe which the MOD has adopted on the Rendlesham Forest incid-
., ents of December. 1980. I have myself said so on a number of public occasions,

i and I have pursued the matter in correspondence with the MOD - wholly without
success,

At the risk of burdening you with an excessive amount of paper, I
attach the most recent of my letters to the Ministry of Defence. You will see
that this is dated 25¢th February 1985. I have so far received no answer, despite
reminders. On a previous occasion it took the Department three and a half months
to send me a wholly perfunctory reply. .

laims much collateral evidence for her own views; on
this I am not competent to comment. My own position is, quite simply, that an
extraordinary report was made to the Ministry of Defence by the Deputy Base
Commander at RAF Woodbridge early in 1981; that the very existence of this report
., . was denied by the MOD until persistent researchers in the US secured its.release .
T esem - yirder the American“Fréedom- of Information Act in 1983; and that the MOD's resp-
' onses to questions since that time have been thoroughly unsatisfactory.

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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case can hardly be with&ué'Defence significance.- )

. The dates in question are now rather remote, but I doubt that
this should be taken to excuse the very perfunctory manner in which Lord
Trefgarne has dealt with your letter. I hope that you may feel able to ,
pursue the matter further, either in correspondence or in a PQ. The essence

of the questions to be pressed seems to me to lie in my preceding paragraph.
Seen in these terms, harticle in the GUARDIAN (which Lord -
Trefgarne rather surprisingly falls back upon) is wholly irrelevant, If the
USAF really are capable of hallucinations induced by a lighthouse wh%ich must
surely be very familiar to them, then I shudder for that powerful finéer
which lies upon so many triggers... .

My own letter to the MOD (enclosed) raises other more detailed
questions, But I do not suggest that you should necessarily concern yourself
with them, anyway at this stage. It would be nice if the MOD would answer
letters, of course ! But the'essence of the Defence interest which I suggest
a responsible Member of Parliament might reasonably raise lies in the argument
I have tried to present above.

If T can be of any assistance in discussion with vou, I am at
your disposal.

|
Yours sincerely,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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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 5BpP
Telephone (Direct diaf) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax) .
(GTN)
Your Reference
Our Ref
B Agieess
a
Rouaty Fermanagh 5 July 2002

Seciion El

: Thank you for your letter concerning the ‘UFO’ sighting report you made in 1998 and the
“ newspaper articles which appeared in the Daily Mail and Daily Mirror.

We are aware that articles appeared in The Daily Te elegraph, 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.

 The articles also claimed that radar records of this alleged craft were to be shown at an “RAF

- Conference” at RAF Cranwell in June 1998. RAF Cranwell hosted a Military Exploitation of
Space Symposium on 3-4 June 1998 which was open to Service and MOD civilian personnel and
industrialists with an interest in this subject. It had nothing whatsoever to do with ‘UFOs’ and
there was no material of this nature on the agenda.

I hope this explains the situation.

Yours sincerely,



County Fermanagh,
N.lreland

Dear sir,

On the 10 April 1998 1 reported to you a massive triangular shaped
UFO that went over my head here in Enniskillen. ( You would have
received it about the 13/14™ April )

As your records will show ( | have the original reply ) you said that as |
was the only person to have reported the incident to them you could not
corroborate my sighting. Frankly this is the answer | expected to get at
the time but | figured | had done my duty in reporting it and at the same
time had avoided the ridicule | would have got had | had gone to the
press or police.

Since then through the internet | have discovered that a full page story
was run in the Daily Mail on the story on the 27 April and the following
day 28" the Daily Mirror ran a similar story. ( Cuttings enclosed )

The Daily Mail story says that the MOD long range
listening station on Flyingdale Moor in North Yorkshire
also spotted the UFO. Is this true as this does not tally
up with your reply to me that my story was
uncorroborated.

There is also video footage of this craft also seen down the south coast
of England on the net.

How many over people did report this sighting or is this classified as
nearly three years later this is still doing my head in.

Yours sincerel

S T
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ton spot
forfiying
saucers

RECOR ™ REPORTER

SCOTLAND tops the world
league for UFO sightings
according to a new report.

At least 300 flying saucers -
are seen in the country’s
skies each year.

Visitscotland - the
Scottish tourist board ~
commissioned the survey to
mark today’s unofficial
International UFO Day.

The country tops a league
table based on sightings per
head of population, with 59
sightings per miltion peoplc,
knocking Canada into
second place.

The data also shows
Scotland has four times as
many compared with larger
areas such as Ttaly and
France, who came joint
second in a table of sightings
per square kilometre.

There have been dozens
of reports of alien action
over Bonnybridge in
Stirlingshire,

It has been dubbed

Scotland’s Roswell - after
the US town where an alien
craft allegedly crashed in
the 1950 - and attracts UFQ
spotters from Germany,
Japan and America,

UFO expert Ron Halliday
said: “There have also been
a substantial number of
sightings in Glasgow, East
Kilbride and Kirkintilloch.

“When you think of the
number of sightings in
Scotland in relation to the
size of its population, it is
phenomenal.

“Right through history,
Scodand has had a lot of odd
incidents, from ghosts to the
Loch Ness monster.

“So, Scotland is well-
known as a place where
strange things happen.”

UFO experts say alien
visitors are attracted to
Scotland because it is
remote. Ten per cent of UFQ
sightings can’t be explained.

5
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Royal Air Force Leuchars 7
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St Andrews Fife Scotland KY16 0JX

s iSO A couMeRORE | Tolephone: 01334 839471 Ext7700 g
KG GCMG GCYO ADC

GOLD MEDAL
Award

_ Reference: LEU/1446/11/P1
CVEN

! Date: € July 2002

Thank you for sending us the cuttings from the newspaper dated 24 June 2002 regarding UFO
sightings. 1 have once again, on your behalf, forwarded this to the department in the Ministry of
Defence who deal with such data.

Kind regards

!I !I !1eutenant

Corporate Communications Officer



Direct {Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 5000
(Fax)
(GTN) -

Your Reference

AS/64/3

B%Reference
Date
3 July 2002

1Verpoo

Merseiside

T'am writing with reference to your letter of 27™ June addressed to my colleague_ E
your letter of 11" June which has been passed to us by the Records Department.
In your letters you have made three requests for information as follows;

1. All information we have on the subject of ‘unidentified aerial phenomena’ reported to the
MOD within the last 12 years, by British or allied military personnel or ‘unidentified
phenomena’ sighted on or close to military installations. Including reports made by allied
Armed Forces that have military installations in the British Commonwealth.

2. Reports of UFOs seen over the North West of England over the last 20 years.

3. All dates and times of UFO sightings accrued over the last 30 years. over the North West
of England.

As you will be aware from my letter of 29 May, we receive between 200 and 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of letters some of which also contain reports, The information is
not computerised, but filed manually on Branch files in the order in which it is received.
Therefore, the only way to identify any reports in the categories you have specified is to undertake
a manual search of all the files for the periods concerned. Any reports/correspondence found
would then have to be anonymised in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the
privacy of those who have contacted the Department. We estimate to conduct such an exercise for
the three requests you have made would take over 213 hours for your first request, 286 hours for
the second, and 620 hours for the third. We do not have the resources to undertake such a task
and I therefore regret that your requests are refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information (voluminous or vexatious request). If however, you were to
submit a new request which would involve a more limited search of the archive, I should be

happy to consider what information we could make available.




If you are unhappy about the decision to refuse your request and wish to appeal, you should write
to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of Information (Exploitation), Room 830, St Giles Court,
1-13 St Giles High Street, London WC2H SLD 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. :

Finally, I should inform you that the Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information and this means that we are committed to providing you with
the information you require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure
that this does not create an extra burden on the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more
complicated requests. If a request is likely to require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work
over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at £15 per hour. An estimate of the cost of a
search would be provided before any task is undertaken.

Yours sincerely,



LOOSE MINUTE

D/DAS/64/3

K ey & gook olo. Fo Alrncecy
z e?ava. Vagus otv s Pat a

REFUSAL OF REQUEST FOR INFORMATION UNDER THE CODE OF PRACTICE ON
ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

1. s written to us three times previously and has been advised of our
limited interest in UFO matters. On this occasion he has written to both
Information(Exploitation) Records 1, and ourselves requesting information. Info(Exp) have
passed his letter to us for reply.

s made three requests for information, all of which would involve a

any files. The first request is fora 12 year period for which there are 64
files. I est1mate to examine all these files, copy and anonymise any relevant reports found,
would take 213 hours and 33 minutes to complete. His second request is for a 20 year period
and would require the examination etc of 86 files, taking 286 hours 6 minutes and the third, a
30 year period, 186 files and 620 hours.

3. I propose we refuse these requests under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on

Access to Government Information (Voluminous or Vexatious request) and I would be grateful
for your approval of this action. I attach a copy of my draft reply to
will see (in accordance with the Code), I have informed him that we
request. Ihave also informed him of his right to appeal to Info(Exp) if he is not content

DAS-LA-Ops+Poll




Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)
(GTN) wY=Taiila

Your Reference

Dybﬁgﬁerence

July 2002

Liverpool

I am writing with reference to your letter of 27" June addressed to my colleague, -deq_o
your letter of 11" June which has been passed to us by the Records Department.

In your letters you have made three requests for information as follows;

1. All information we have on the subject of ‘unidentified aerial phenomena’ reported to the
MOD within the last 12 years, by British or allied military personnel or ‘unidentified
phenomena’ sighted on or close to military installations. Including reports made by allied
Armed Forces that have military installations in the British Commonwealth.

2. Reports of UFOs seen over the North West of England over the last 20 years.

3. All dates and times of UFO sightings accrued over the last 30 years over the North West
of England.

As you will be aware from my letter of 29 May, we receive between 200 and 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of letters some of which also contain reports. The information is
not computerised, but filed manually on Branch files in the order in which it is received.
Therefore, the only way to identify any reports in the categories you have specified is to undertake
a manual search of all the files for the periods concerned. Any reports/correspondence found
would then have to be anonymised in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the
privacy of those who have contacted the Department. We estimate to conduct such an exercise for
the three requests you have made would take over 213 hours for your first request, 286 hours for
the second, and 620 hours for the third. We do not have the resources to undertake such a task
and I therefore regret that your requests are refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information (voluminous or vexatious request). 1f however, you were to
submit a new request which would involve a more limited search of the archive, I should be

happy to consider what information we could make available.



If you are unhappy about the decision to refuse your request and wish to appeal, you should write
to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of Information (Exploitation), Room 830, 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.

Finally, I should inform you that the Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information and this means that we are committed to providing you with
the information you require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure
that this does not create an extra burden on the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more
complicated requests. If a request is likely to require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work
over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at £15 per hour, An estimate of the cost of a
search would be provided before any task is undertaken.

Yours sincerely,



'® | DGINFO ADMIN
18 JUN 2002 12 JUN 2002 Departmental Records Office
Room 821
- ROOM 830 SY Gilos ©
AATH RN VAR o
GREAT SUOTL’(\;‘\M PA ;D 113 Giles High Stremctt

London
WC2H 8LD

11th June 2002

AW :
Newts

Dear SirMadam \(J‘\Q,\W
T am wrighting this letter to ask for Information under the Freedom Of
Information Act.

Will you please send me all information that you have an the subject of
1938~ 2001 Unidentified Aerial Phenomena that has been reported to the Ministry Of Defence with
st Bl in the last 12 years, by British or Allied Military Personnel or Unidentified Phenomenon

a that have been sighted on or close to Military Installations.
A3 het 3pgn

Will you please include reports that have been made by Allied Armed Forces that
1931-2001  have Military Instillations in the British Commonwealth. Could you please include any
S Bl reports of Unidentified Flying Objects seen over the North West of England over the last

20 years.
BRlthg

If you would be kind enough to include all radio transcripts of thee events and any
photographical material and also the governments reports into these events this will de of
immense value to my investigation.

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.

Yours Faithfully




Fromuty Departmental Record Officer

Mezzanine 2

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
3-5 Great Scotland Yard, London SW1A 2HW

CHOts address: info-Records] Tele: (Direct dial)
e-mall address: defence.records.1@gtnet.gov.uk (Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Reference

D INFO(EXP)R/3/7/8
Liverpool Date

18 June 2002

Thank you for your letter dated 8 March 2001 seeking information relation unidentified aerial
phenomena.

Please note that your letter has been passed for action to the following address:

DAS(LA(Ops+Pol1

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73 Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue
London WCZn58L
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Operations & Policy 1a
Ministry of Defence

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

WC2N 5BP

27th June 2002

am writing this letter in reference to the information that you have sent to me in

the past. The information that you have provided proved to be most useful in my
ongoing investigation into the field of Unidentified Ariel Phenomenon for that I Thank
You.

I am wrighting this letter to request information for a third party that has asked
myself to investigate a sighting that they have experienced. Will you please send me all
dates and times of U.F.O sightings that have accued over the last 30 years over the North
West of England. If this material is Classified may [ ask that the material has a
classification and sanitation review.

If you wish to contact me please do not hesitate to contact me on the telephone
number provided and I will be glad to render my assistance.
Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.

Director of Air Staff ( Lower !rspace !




Liverpool
cyside

Director of Air Staff ( Lower Airspace )
Operations & Policy 1a
Ministry of Defence
Room 6/73, Metropole Building,
Northumberland Avenue,
London
WC2N 5BP



Directorate of Air 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) QEC LIC

_ Your Reference
Qur R
€ENIOTt B%Ag ga%ce

ate
2 July 2002

S

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on the evening
of 22 June 2002. Your letter has been passed to us as this office is the focal point within the
* Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFQs.’

First, it may be helpful if [ 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 observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 22 June from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised military aircraft.

Yours sincerely,




** 10 BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY *¥* kaq:\;hjwcﬂ/
UTFoS

/EMAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To OFS (LA)P 4¢P TORefNo _ 20977 /2002

Date 27 . 6 -

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

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

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

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

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

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

MINISTERIAL NDENCE UNIT
Room 222 WH

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

9,

INVESTOR I PROPLE

Revised 1* April 2002
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Unknown sighting
' !isters
From:
Sent: 26 June 2002 09:23
To: 'Ministers@defence.mod.uk’
Subject: Unknown sighting
Hi, S

g
On Saturday evenin§, approx. between the hours of 12:00 and 01:00hrs; myself and a friend witnessed an
odd object in the sky in Greenford, Middlesex.

The 'object’ was not a perfect circular shape, but not oval. It was a light, almost white in colour.

Three was no flashing lights (as seen on usual aircraft) and it was not ‘gliding' through the sky like normal
aircraft either, it was more "rolling". We could definitely see it rotating.

| was just curious to know if a) anyone else has reported this; b) was it something the MOD were testing?

Yours Sincerely

P.S. If you need to contact me, you can either e-mail me, or my telephone number is:_

(5 eoss - 16, Tukny .

26/06/2002
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’ ‘ﬁsters
From:

Sent: une 51
'Ministers@defence.mod.uk'

Sublect RE: Unknown sighting

Mlddlesex

From ence.mod.uk [mailto:Ministers@defence.mod.uk]

Seut Wednesda June 26,2002 11:53 AM
lghting

Thank you for your further copy of your original email.
For a reply, please provide your full postal address.
Many thanks,

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

26/06/2002
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
B/DAS/64/3

ate
1 July 2002

Your letter of 7 June addressed to the National Air Traffic Services Limited regarding

‘unidentified flying objects’ has been passed to this Department because, as you will be aware
; from our previous correspondence, we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence
- regarding these matters.

" NATS staff have confirmed that they do not hold records of reports of ‘unidentified flying
objects’ and that if they did receive a report it would be forwarded to this Department. With
regard to your questions about extra-terrestrial craft, we know of no evidence of the existence of
any craft of extra-terresirial origin or of a public or private organisation that does have knowledge
or expertise of such craft.

Yours sincerely,




AIEF EXECUTIVE'S OFFICE
National Air Traffic Services Limited, T1415, One Kemble Street, London, WC2B 4AP.

Telephone: VTS - F - YYeTelaAoll

E-mail; firstname.lastname@nats.co.uk

WITH COMPLIMENTS

b3 ‘\ " ﬁ :
CC! - :)e(:‘.t\“G»r \ S O N C.Q




_ COMPANY SECRETARY S OFFICE

National Air Traffic Services Ltd

One Kemble Street, London WC2B 4AP
: Direct Fax
Switchboard: + 97 5888 E-Mail:

Yeadon

11 June 2002

Thank you for your letter dated 7 June regarding reports of UFO’s.: Unfortunately NATS

does not keep records of the type of information you require. | am forwarding your letter
g at the Directorate of Air Staff, Ministry of Defence who will be able to give

you a more detailed response.

“Yours sincerely

/\QWM uef@ »efaw‘& Q»é 4 6(7 aé._b/ iwgl\ 5[7 MWZLZ//»MaZG’
T
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National Air Traffic Services Ltd Registered in England 3155567 Registered Office: One Kemble Street, Londgh

U:\UFO response letter.doc




National Air Traffic Services Ltd
Registered address:

One Kemble Street

London

WC2B 4AP

7 June 2002
Dear Sir

From time to time, you probably receive reports of unidentified flying objects
(UFQ’s) and ‘unconventional’ but identified flying objects (by which I mean not a
kite, aeroplane, helicopter, airship, balloon or missile/rocket) from pilots, air traffic
controllers and others.

I am particularly interested in reports where there are radar tracks.

« What do you do with these reports when you receive them?

. Does NATS have any expettise in craft of extra-terrestrial origin?

. Isthe NATS aware of any UK government department, public body or private
organisation, in this country or abroad that has expertise in craft of extra-terrestrial
origin?

Yours sincerely

N
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Operations & Policy 1 e
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Referenc

DH?AS/64/3 ©
ate

28 June 2002

Rugeley

Staffordshir

o SO =

Thank you for your letter of 26 May in which you requested details of Bill Cash MP letter of
May/June 1988 to Roger Freeman MP concerning events over Stafford on 16 May 1988.

I have located the relevant papers and can therefore provide the following details;

I can confirm that William Cash MP wrote to Roger Freeman MP (Under Secretary of State for
the Armed Forces) on 15 June 1988 on behalf of his constituents about lights seen in the vicinity
of Stafford on 16" May at 9.45pm. On 4 July 1988, the MP wrote again to the US of S(AF) and
enclosed some eye witness reports which he thought the Minister may wish to consider when
replying to his earlier letter.

'On 19™ September 1988 US of S(AF) replied to both of Mr Cash’s letters as follows;

“As you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-ordinates information about
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which
have been passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Qur sole concern is then to
establish whether or not the sightings present a threat to the security and defence of the United
Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not usually
attempt any further investigation.”.

“As far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that we received a number of
reports from members of the public, which appear to correspond roughly with the detail given by
your constituents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents may find of interest. In
order lo maintain the privacy of the report originators, you will see that some details have been
obscured”.

“Although as I have said above, we do not normally find it necessary to investigate specific
sightings, and could not justify the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my
staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected with civil air traffic going into
Birmingham Airport, which was exceptionally busy at the time in question. The differing times of


The National Archives
UFO Staffordshire 1988
Collection of MoD papers relating to UFO sightings in Staffordshire/West Midlands during May 1988 released to a UFO researcher in June 2002. Includes papers covering a Parliamentary Enquiry by Staffordshire MP Bill Cash.


the sightings could thus correspond 1o aircraft Jollowing a holding pattern around the airport,
and the descriptions could relate to a modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most
sightings can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as aircraft observed at
unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological balloons to mention Jjust afew”.

For your information, T have enclosed with this letter copies of the “eye witness reports”
mentioned in the MPs letter of 4 July 1988. The personal details have been removed in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the privacy of the individuals concerned.
The reports mentioned in paragraph two of the reply from the Minister have already been sent to
you with my earlier letter.

In your letter you also asked about the areas of work of the Departments on the distribution list of
some of the reports I sent to you, and why these were consulted. The Departments mentioned
were as follows;

Sec(AS) - (Secretariat (Air Staff)) —This Department had responsibility for developing and giving
advice on political and parliamentary aspects of RAF activities and was the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’. Sec(AS) merged with the Director of
Air Staff in August 2000 and now forms part of the Directorate of Air Staff (DAS). UFO maiters
have continued to be the responsibility of this section of DAS,

Directorate of Air Defence — Formerly part of a Directorate which is now known as the
Directorate of Air Operations. This Department had responsibility for air defence matters and
was consulted to see if reports may contain evidence of air defence concern. Today as part of our
assessment of reports this office contacts, as required, appropriate air defence experts.

DGSTI - (Directorate General of Scientific and Technical Intelligence) — This was a part of the
Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) and is now a Directorate called Defence Intelligence Scientific
and Technical. DIS5 also mentioned on the distribution lists is one of its branches, Reports of
sightings from either military or civilian sources were sent to DIS in case they contained any
information of value in DIS’s task of analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons
systems, nuclear, chemical and biological warfare programmes and technologies and emerging
technologies. None of the reports received over a period of 30 years yielded any valuable
information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in December 2000, not to receive these reports
any longer.

T hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely




TED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

STAFFORD.

Dear Sir,
Iam writingr i reply to the plea im the Newsletter regarding- the object
Seen imr the sky on approximately 16 May this year.I too saw this object

for a good four minutes from start to finish.

My house is situated at with an
unrestricted view over Moss ritt,Highfields and across to the castle,
Sitting by my lounge window, I observed two bright lights at approximately
9.40pm approaching from the Acton Trussell / Penkridge direction.At first
my thoughts werw of a low flying plane, (very low)with lights on the wings
coming towards my direction.'lhe lights were at first horizontal to each
other but after about one minute they very steadily moved in an arc from
horizontal to vertical and then climbed up verticaly.(see sketch)

On seeing this L was intrigued as to what manceuvre this "plane?" was
taking and wanted to get a better view.I walked out on to the lawn and
after a further minute or so the two bright lights started to dim,I could
see the object was to come overhead.By now I could make out rnumerous
coloured lights but no shape.As it flew overhead I started to make out
twe perfect triangles,but in line not one over the other as stated in
the Newsletter,However, the lights were as stated but stil) none flashing
&s conventionel lights do om aircrafi.There was sound but very very faint,
The sound was of a very high aircraft,30 - 40 thousand feet but the - '
object was nowhere near this ~ltitude,if it was it would have tesn very
big,

It moved overhead in the direction cf Baswich House 2nd out of view,

I cannot beggin to explair wvhat it was but I know of no plane that can
marosuvre in this manner at such a slow speed.The triangles wers equal
in size and the dis‘ance apart did nct fluctuate at 211,If it hzd not
been in the air I would have said that it could not fly at all.

A rsal eye opener, lets hope for morel I hope this has been of some use
to you, .
Regards,

1
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mrs . O S ¢ - €0, S

iShe was mentioned in one of the Newsletter articles.
;standing in a front garden with 5 other.people and the objects
;were Seéen in a northerly direction over the town. - They were beloyw
ithe height that a microlight would fly. There was no noise.

.They moved slowly towards them and then banked round. She saig g
‘normal plane would not have banked in the same way. She phoned

Shawbury RAF Station who told her that there were no movements
that they knew of.

She was’

‘Mrs Hixon, Stafford

Not 'a constituent.

i9.45 pm was in the garden and saw two lights in the shape of a
/cross. There was no noise and they came over where she lives

lin went off in the direction of Uttoxeter. She ran into the house
{to phone her sister and when she came out again they had gone.

wes . (Y ::-ci-y, Starford.

‘Alan knows her and says she is perfectly sane. She was out
walking with her son in law who is a policeman at 9.30. It looked
‘like 2 headlights coming towards them, no sound. When it came
ioverhead there was a mass of lights underneath. Moved very slowly
‘and appeared to go in an eastward direction.

. e fues . N - GEENS
] -

fThey were sitting in their lounge approx 10pm. Suddenly saw two
.delta shaped objects coming from the south, which.then turned
;southeast before Stafford. They were at about 5,000 ft, close
together and silent.

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON §

Telephone Q1-218... .. [Direct Dialling]

01-218 -9000 ‘Switchboard) ”or—ZPHOGS)
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE FOR THE ARMED FORCES
D/US of S(AF)/RNF 6123 and 6278 4™ september 1988

Beon D,

Thank you for your letters of 15 June and 4 July on behalf of a

‘number of your constituents, about unusual sightings witnessed in the

Stafford area during the evening of 16 May 1988,

As you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-
ordinates information about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs),

‘usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which have been

‘passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Our sole
concern is then to establish whether or not the sightings present a
 threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we

:judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not

usually attempt any further investigation.
: As far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that
'we Teceived a number of reports from members of the public, which
,appear to correspond roughly with the details given by your

.jconstituents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents

;may find of interest. In order to maintain the privacy of the report
‘originators, you will see that some details have been obscured.

Although as I have said abaove, we do not normally find it
necessary to investigate specific sightings, and could not justify
the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my
staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected
with civil air traffic going into Birmingham Airport, which was
exceptionally busy at the time inr question. The differing times of
the sightings could thus correspond to aircraft following a holding
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pattern around the airport, and the descriptions could relate 4o &
modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most sightings
can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as
aircraft observed at unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological
balloons to mention just a few.

I hope you and your constituents will find this helpful.

l h,pnﬂf—1vyi'—¥~ L* AJLJ”% b rglag Lw& L-“H*& *;?
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Roger Freeman

Encl:
UFO Reports




}:PS/US of S (AF) : (‘Gf’ 7"""3’55)

I attach at E2 a self explanatory draft response to William Cash's
letter of 15 June 1988. I also enclose copies of the sighting
reports we received that relate to the details given by Mr cash's
constituents, which US of S(AF) may wish to send with his reply.
In line with our usual policy of maintaining the privacy of the
report originators, identifying details have been obscured.

ljl September 1988

ec
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DRAFT

D/US of S(AF)/RNF 6123 and 6278 September 1988

Thank you for your letter of 15 June on behalf of a number of
your constituents, concerning unusual sightings witnessed in the

Stafford area during the evening of 16 May 1988.

As you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-
ordinates information about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs),
usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which have been
passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Our sole
concern is then to establish whether or not the sightings present a
threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Tnlesgs we
judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not

jusually attempt any further investigation.

As far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that
we received a number of reports from members of the public, which
appear to correspdnd roughly with the details giVéh by your
constituents and I enclose copies of these, whiech your constituents
may find of interest. In order to maintain the privacy of the report

originators, you will see that some details have been obscured.

Although as I have said above, we do not normally find it
necessary to investigate specific sightings, and could not justify
the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my

staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected



‘with civil air traffic going into Birmingham Airport, ﬁhich was
‘exceptionally busy at the time in question. The differing times of
the sightings could thus correspond to aircraft following a holding
pattern around the airport, and the descriptions could relate to a
modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most sightings
can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as
aircraft observed at unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological

balloons to mention just a few.

I hope you and your constituents will find this hel ful.
pe ¥y ¥ P

Roger Freeman

William Cash MP

Encl:

UFO Reports
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REPORT FORI{

f’L/j,_
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING ORJECT
; :
A. 16/o5/88 150 Jo min

,B' TRIANGULAR 1IN SHAPE. Two 083ECTS /n FoRMATION, wWi|TE LIGHT

AT FRoNT ©F EACH oNE. THE Two OTHER CoRNERS oF THE 08 SCCTS
WERE REDPVISH orANGE |n Coiouf

¢. ournoorS. NN -7 Nock  STATIONARY

Do NAKED EVE. '

E. IN THE b:ggcﬂénj oF PENKRIDGE Fﬂo;\/\ fosiTionl 0F THE ©0B8SERVEAR .
F. 20°

G UNCERTA IN

H. THE Two 08TECTS MoVED IN FRMATIoN KEEANG SAME -DI1STANCE
APART HEAD I)NG NOATH TowAldS CANNGCK CHASE .
CLEAR, FINE AND PRY

‘E.  HouS/NG ESTATE.

L. CanNNOCK CHASE PoLICE.

H. ‘NONE .
o G S

P. 1bfoS/28 2325 uTc.
Q. '

Copy sent to mis ....8e 28 % date/time

Yoo ATC ol Wadd Sfavais .
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REPORT FORI
(L/ .
‘ UNIDEUTIFIED FLYING ORJECT

A. 16/o5/88 Q150 10 min

h- TRIANGULAL IN SHACE. Two 083ECTS In ForRmMATIonN, WiliTE LicH

AT FRoNT oF EACH oNE. THE Two OTHER CernifS oF THe 0BSECTS
WERE REPPISH oRANGE N CoiouR

¢c. outdoorS. NS - Vock  STATIONARY

D NAKED EXE. '

E. IN THE DIRECTIon OF PENKRIDGE Faem fo5iTion OF THE 0@SCAVER
. 30°

C. UNCERTAIN

. THE Two eBIECTS MevED InN [eRMATION KEEANTG SAME BISIAmn o
APART READINT NeRTH TownarldS CANN G CA CHASE
CLEAR, FInE AND DR

jr:. CHeusING ESTATE

L. CAaNNOCK CHASE poLITE.

P. lbfos/28 2325 uTc.
o :

Copy sent to 115 .. 0080 28 % . date/time

V‘Hm ATC C'w.l wa}l/t\ &}w-s\w
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WILLIAM CASH, M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

4 July Q‘C'

bo- Lo

I enclose some eye witness reports
on the question of the unidentified flying
objects in the vicinity of Stafford which
you may wish to consider when replying to
my letter to you on this matter.

Roger Freeman, Esq., MP
Under Secretary of State for’

the Armed Forces
Ministry of Defence
Main Building \A“\
Whitehall \Q&L -
London SW1A 2HB a)\d(\




MR B. CASH. MP.
CASTLE STREET,
STAFFORD.

Dear Sir,
I am writing im reply to the plea im the Newsletter regarding- the object
Seen ir the sky on approximately 16 May this year.I too saw this object
for a good four minutes from start to finish.

My house is situated at the front of Wildwood on the Radford side with an
unrestricted view over Moss Pitt,Highfields and across to the castle.
Sitting by my lounge window,I observed two bright lights at approximately
9.40pm approaching from the Acton Trussell / Penkridge direction.At first
my thoughts were of a low flying plane,(very low)with lights on the wings
coming towards my direction.lhe lights were at first horizontal to each
other but after about one minute they very steadily moved in an arc from
horizontal to vertical and then climbed up verticaly.(see sketch)

On seeing this 1 was intrigued zs to what manceuvre this "plane?" was
taking and wanted to get a better view.I walked out on to the lawn and
after a further mimite or so the two bright lights started to dim,I could
see the object was to come overhead.By now I could make out numerous
coloured lights but no shape.As it flew overhead I started to make out
twe perfect triangles,but in line not one over the other as statei in .
the Newsletter,However,the lights were as stated but still none flasking
as conventioneal lights do om aircrafi.There was sound but very very faint.
The sound was of a very high aircraft,30 - 40 thousand feet but the
object was nownere near this ~ltiiude,if it was it would have been very
big.

It moved overnead in the direction of Baswich House and out of view.

I cannot beggin to explaim what it was but T know of no plane that can
manosuvre in this manner at such a slow speed.The triangles wera equal
in size and the dis*ance apart did not fluctuate at all.If it had not
been in the air T would have said that it could no% fly at all.

A real eye opener, lets hope for more? I hope this has besen of some use

to you,
Reia rdsI I
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Stafford, 45700.

iShe was mentioned in one of the Newsletter articles. She was .
istanding in a front garden with 5 other people and the objects
iwere seen in a northerly direction over the town. - They were below
[the height that a microlight would fly. There was no noise.

:They moved slowly towards them and then banked round. She said a
normal plane would not have banked in the same way. She phoned
Shawbury RAF Station who told her that there were no movements
that they knew of.

Stafford

Not a constituent.

}9.45 pm was in the garden and saw two lights in the shape of a
icross. There was no noise and they came over where she lives

{in went off in the direction of Uttoxeter. She ran into the house
'to phone her sister and when she came out again they had gone,

¢

cif§) her and says she is perfectly sane. She was out

with her son in law who is a policeman at 9.30. It looked
like 2 headlights coming towards them, no sound. When it came
joverhead there was a mass of lights underneath. Moved very slowly
‘and appeared to go in an eastward direction.

i
i

fThey were sitting in their lounge approx 10pm. Suddenly saw two
{delta shaped objects coming from the south, which.then turned
jsoutheast before Stafford. They were at about 5,000 ft, close
together and silent.




WILLIAM CASH, M.P. ‘\0L oty

SR

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

15 June 1988

Nt P

I have been requested to write to you by constituents of
mine regarding reports in my constituency of sightings of
unidentified objects and lights in the vicinity of Stafford on
16th May at 9.45 pm.

I have to confess to being highly sceptical about UFOs but
apparently a number of people who saw these things were very
emphatic and, therefore, I feel it is right to raise this matter
with you.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Y ¢

nger Freeman, Esq., MP
Under Secretary of State for
the Armed Forces
Ministry of Defence
Main Building \\\

Whitehall b&}b

London SW1A 2HB . N
P
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.S-LA-Ops+PoI1

From: Info-Access2

Sent: 26 June 2002 17:27

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Release of Information

| obviously have seen neither the request nor the relevant letters, so it is difficult for me to comment on your draft,
although no probiems jump out. In terms of any Data Protection concemns, then| ﬁlm and Legal) has
the policy lead, although with the amateur knowledge | have | can not detect an 1

The office transfer has now been completed without any problems.
| will look forward to your response on the Ombudsman.

Regards,

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Sent: 26 June 2002 16:58
To: Info-Access2
Subject: Retease of Information

H
o

h4@ unexpected domestic emergency and has not been in today.
d hope to get back to you very soon,

1. The Ombudsman case -
We are however discussingw

2. Please see attached my draft response to the person who requested details of an MPs letter and our
response for which you provided advice. You will see | have only confirmed that the MP wrote to the Minister
(not provided an exiract of exactly what he said), and provided an extract of the Minister's reply. As the
correspondent named the MP | thought there was little point in not mentioning his name. | would be grateful if
you would cast an eye over this just to make sure | have not breached any Code/Data Protection rules,

<< File: [y TTa |

Thanks for your help.

e 02.doc >>




LOOSE MINUTE
DG Info 3/1/2

25 June 2002

DAS LA Ops and Pol 1

Copy to:
AD/ InfoExp-Access
CL (FS) —Legal 1

POLICY ON DISCLOSURE OF CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN MOD AND
MPS

1. We spoke last week regarding the policy on disclosure of correspondence
between MOD and MPs. Your enquiry was in the context of a request that had been
made under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code)
for, as I understand it, all correspondence between MOD and a named MP,

2. There is likely to be a great deal of correspondence between MOD and any
particular MP, and it would be necessary to review information held across the
Department in order to give a comprehensive reply to such a request. Unless the
applicant has specified that he is interested in correspondence on a particular issue it
seems unlikely that DAS holds all the relevant documents.

+ 3. If, however, the request is for correspondence on a specified issue that is

within your purview, it is relevant to note that the Code provides for the disclosure of

information rather than documents. Indeed, it explicitly states that “there is no

commitment that pre-existing documents, as distinct from information, will be made

- available in response to requests.” It may, in the first instance, be appropriate to
no@ the applicant of this fact in the response.

e 4. As you will be aware, it is important when disclosing correspondence to have
due regard for the rights of the correspondents. There are statutory obligations to
protect personal data set out in the Data Protection Act (DPA) 1998 and Exemption
13 of the Code (Privacy of an individual) further protects against the “unwarranted
disclosure to a third party of personal information about any person.” Personal
information must therefore be removed from any correspondence prior to release. In_
this context personal information can be taken to include statements of personal
opinion, in addition to names, addresses ete. It is also relevant to note that the
decision has been taken in the past that it is more appropriate to release an abstract of
any correspondence between MOD and an MP, rather than a copy.

5. Given that the apphcant in question has identified a specific MP the snuanon
is mc more complex and it is more difficult to hold the personal data Although

sald of a letter fro from an MP. -



6. The Code is a commitment to disclose information, as opposed to
documents, and, given this, it might be simplest to acknowledge that any letters
(implicitly from the MP or any other correspondent) regarding a specific incident
would have received a response setting out MOD policy. An abstract of the letter

from MOD to the MP could then be enclosed, as an example vle of the letter sent i n feply
to enquiries about this incident. An alternative would be to contact the MP in
question to obtain their ascent for disclosure of the relevant cotrespondence but, in the

first instance, I offer the approach outlined above.

7. In terms of whether it would be appropriate to acknowledge that a named MP
did in fact write to MOD on a particular issue, this should be determined on a case-
by-case basis with regard to the Code Exemptions. The only exemptions that it is
likely to be appropriate to consider in this case, as I understand it, would be
Exemption 12 (Privacy of an individual) and Exemption 14 (Information in
confidence). Given that ac acknowledgmg correspondence on the issue is not
synonymous with disclosing the contents of that correspondence the decision as to
the applicability of these exemptions should be based on the topic of the
correspondence.

1 hope that this is of some assistance. Iam also copying this loose minute to &
in Claims and Legal who may like to offer some comments on the personal d
Mangle 0

In!o-!ccessz
St Giles 830 actin E




Staffordshire.

-

26 May 2002

|!1rgora!e o! !u‘ !taff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73, Metropole Building,

Northumberland Avenue,

London. Your Ref: D/DAS/64/3

Dear

With reference to your letter dated 22 May, I am grateful for your assistance and
thank you for the enclosures.

1 am aware that there may be further information/correspondence relating to File 12/2
which unfortunately did not come to light in your search. In addition, I was also
hoping that you could have provided me with details of Bill Cash’s (MP) letter of
May/June 1988 to Roger Freeman (Defence Minister) asking direct questions
pertaining to the events over Stafford of 16 May 1988. If it should be possible to
provide me with the MP’s questions, and Roger Freeman’s response under the terms
of the Code of Practice on access to Government information, I would be very
grateful. If this request should prove unviable, please advise me further.

Within your letter, you give explanation relating to the standard list of questions
within the enclosed reports, which is most heipful. However, there is no indication as
to the distribution lists Departments areas of work or why they should have been
provided with details. I would be grateful if you could provide me with details as to
what areas of work are conducted by the Departments within the distribution lists and
reasons to why they were consulted/notified of the events of 16 May 1988.

I very much appreciate that there will be some information that cannot be disclosed
and in such event, please make it known where such information is withheld. I would
however, appreciate as much explanation as possible that would make the reports and
their compilation more understandable.

I veryvmuch look forward to hearing from you further.

Yours sincerely

‘ DAS
8117 1 J——
©31iA g
[ VG ofS =
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 5000

(GTN) wY=Taiila

Your Reference

Goldenhill ]1(2)))/% ggfggf/%ce

ate
27 June 2002

Thank you for your letter of 5" June, addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a, concerning the
extract from “The Daily Nation” newspaper about the Ministry of Defence, “Directorate of
Intelligence” decision to no longer receive UFO reporis. You may wish to note our change of
title and address as shown at the top of this letter.

We believe that this newspaper article may have been generated as a result of press interest in the
release of 2 document by the Public Record Office (PRO) in January this year. This document
was a report made to the Directorate of Scientific Intelligence and Joint Technical Intelligence
Committee by the Fiying Saucer Working Party, in June 1951. Papers concerning the Flying
Saucer Working Party have been open in the PRO for a number of years, but this document
(whose whereabouts had previously been unknown), was recently discovered on an unrelated file
during a routine review and was duly released to the PRO. This generated some interest from the
public and media and in answering these enquiries the Defence Intelligence Secretariat gave
details of their past involvement with these matters and the fact that in December 2000 they
decided not to receive UFO reports any longer. There was no particular press announcement of
this decision.

The reason behind this decision was that since the 1950s reports of ‘UFQ’ sightings from both
military and civilian sources were sent to Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) from the Air Staffin
case they contained any information which was of value in DIS’s task of analysing the
performance and threat of foreign weapons systems, nuclear, chemical and biological weapons
programmes and technologies and emerging technologies. However, none of the reports received
had yielded any valuable information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in 2000 not to
receive the reports any longer.

T hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



. DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: Dt {SEC SEC4

Sent: 26 June 2002 16:23
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Ce: DI55B

Subject: RE: DIS & UFO reports

period of 30 years." We think that this may have been because before then we had the Working
udied the reports, then there was heightened interest in UFOs in the 60's so reports were looked at

carefully. it may also stemn from the 30 year rule - ie files over 30 years oid have been sent to archives. But the fact
remains that nothing of any value ever came out of them. The phrase "over a period of 30 years" could be
deleted.

-----Original Message—-

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 26 June 2002 14:29
To: DI ISEC SEC4
Subject: RE: DIS & UFO reports

--—-Original Message—----

From DHISEC SEC4
Sent: 26 June 2002 14:27
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Fol1
Cc: DISSB

Subject: DIS & UFO reports

<< File: why did di55 get ufo reports_.doc >>

. R
Please fihd attdcHed ! orm of words to use in your answer to why DI55 were sent UFO reports. Sorry for the

delay.



In the 1950s, the Air Ministry, produced a ‘minimum format’, a one page, 'UFO’
reporting procedure for both public and military reporting of the phenomena. Reports
of sightings from either military or civilian sources were sent to Defence Intelligence
Staff (DIS) from the Air Staff in case they contained any information which was of
value in DIS’s task of analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons
systems, nuclear, chemical and biological weapons programmes and technologies
and emerging technologies. However, none of the reports received over a period of
30 years have yielded any valuable information whatsoever. DIS therefore decided
in December 2000, not to receive these reports any longer.

e



5 June 2002 %
014€"

Stoke on Trent

Subject: MOD UFO reporting

To whom it may concern,

1 came across the following extract from "The Daily Nation" (Kenya newspaper) on
the internet at:

http.//www.virtuallystrange. net/ufo/updates/2002/may/m12-007 shtml

"Letter from London Sunday, May 12, 2002

After halfa century, it's RIP for the UFOs

fisection40

<snip>

The Ministry of Defence Directorate of Intelligence has declared that it no longer
wishes to be sent any reports of UFOs (Unidentified Flying Objects) and, perhaps
more pertinently, the enthusiasts of the British Flying Saucer Burcau announced they
are suspending activities because sightings have dried up. "Perhaps”, said a
spokesman wanly, "our alien visitors have completed their survey of earth". UFOs
were a national fixation These terse announcements tucked away inside a few
newspapers in no way reflect the obsessional nature of the events they refer to."

1 did not come across the UK newspaper reports alluded to in the article. Please can
you confirm or refute the assertion in the article that "The Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Intelligence has declared that it no longer wishes to be sent any reports
of UFOs"?

If the report is accurate, please would you be so kind as to send me a copy of the
original press release from the MOD.

Regards,







From:%
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N sBP '

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

£-Mail das-laopspoll a@deNENeES

Your Reference
BisRems—
- IN 46904
. USA

Date
i June 2002

T

Thank you for your letter dated 14 June in which you request information concerning the
UK Ministry of Defence’s position with regard to “unidentified flying objects”. This office is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature.

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/lying saucer’
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it
remains totally open-minded. T should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. I hope this is helpful.

}éu/& e/
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	P.35 - Letter from UFOlogist East Yorkshire incident reported by RAF Tornado crew

	P.61-80 - BBC1 ‘Inside Out’ programme
 death of US pilot Captain William Schaffner  
	P. 150-51 - Colour photograph showing a ‘UFO’ near a RAF Lancaster display aircraft

	P.163-65 - Standard Operating Procedure for reporting UFO sightings MoD 1985

	P.250-68 - UFO sighting Staffordshire /West Midlands during May 1988 




