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AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION T

Applicant:_

Case Number: 26-11-2007-085625-001 Expiry: 24 Dec 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copy of MoD responses to FOI requests 08-10-2007-090830-001 and 07-11-
2007-155411-001

Case for release of information

There is no objection to the release of this material.
Some personal information has been withheld under exemption s.40

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to release the aforementioned information




From:%
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial} 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office@maod.
Our Reference
Merton Abbey 26-11-2007-085625-001
London Date
20 December 2007

peor EEETRD

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 25 November 2007 asking
for copies of the MoD responses to FOI requests 08-10-2007-090830-001 and 07-11-2007-
155411-001.

I attach copies of the relevant responses. You will note that some personal details such as names
and addresses have been withheld under exemption 5.40 (Personal Information) of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apRly for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://'www.informationcommisgioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,
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IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

From:

Sent: 05 December 2007 11:32
N ] -
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST - 07-11

Subject:

Attachments: R - FILES FOR RELEASE pdf
e
T
Q1. What is the redaction policy for documents released as a result of this initiative
Will public and/or official names be withheld?

-2007-155411-001

It is the intention to make both the DAS and DIS files available in digital
format through TNA "Doc-Online" service. However, as the DAS original
files were created in paper, thege files will be transferred to TNA and made

available to the public in that format in dye course. The original DIS paper

However, there is an internal process that the records have to undergo at TNA
before they can be made available to the general public. It is not envisaged that
will be any significant delays in Placing the redacted electronic files on Docs

Q4. Ifthe documents are redacted, will the unredacted versions be available as per
current arrangements i.e_under the 30 vear mle?

s time to declare with absolute certainty that all
redactions will be available after 30 years,

Q5.  IfFOI Tequests are to be included do You mean the original request. the
responses or both?




It is intended that both the original request and answer will be released. Names
and addresses of requesters will be withheld.

Q6  What will be the most recent dates on released material under this initiative?

Material released over the coming years will include documents up to and
including 2007

Q7.  Can you please provide a list of files it is intended to release?

I attach a list of those closed files the MoD will be releasing. You will note that
the titles of a number of files have been partially redacted. This is because the
titles contain the names of correspondents which are being withheld under
exemption s.40 (Personal Information) of the Freedom of Information Act
2000. Files A-W on series D/DAS/10/2/8/13 are entitled “Information
Management - Defence Information Management - The Freedom of
Information Act - Requests for Information”. However, for reasons of space, 1
have shortened the titles on the attached spreadsheet to “FOI Requests”.

Q8.  Will this planned release affect FOI requests for material which is intended for
release?

All FOI requests will be considered on an individual basis, but the MoD will
apply exemption s.22 (Information intended for Future Publication) if it deems
it appropriate. As I am sure you will appreciate, the more time that is spent
answering individual FOI requests, the longer the release programme will take.

Q9.  Which files are intended for release in the first tranche and is there a provisional
date for that release.

Currently a range of files are being reviewed and prepared for release. Until
these administrative procedures have been completed and the Lord
Chancellor’s Advisory Council has approved the necessary Lord Chancellor’s
Instruments it is not possible to advise you which files will be released in the
first tranche or to set a provisional date for their release.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an
independent internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6t
Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD(@mod.uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 working
days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to
the Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of
Information Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate
the case until the internal review process has been completed. Further details of the
role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s
website, http.//www.informationcommissioner, gov.uk.”




o [REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT]

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI
)
MoD Main Building
Whitehall
Londen
SWiA 2HB




DAS FILES FOR RELEASE

Prefix File Number Part Title

D/DS8/ 10/209/1
D/Sec(AS} 12/1
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
DiSec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 1272
DiSec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec{AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 12/2/1
D/Sec(AS) 12/3

C  General Briefs & Reports, UFQ Correspondence
A Unidentified Flying Objects - Policy
A Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
B  Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
C  Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
D Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
E  Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
F  Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
G Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQO) Reports
H  Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
I Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
J Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQO) Reports
K  Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
L. Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
M Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
N Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
O Unidentified Flying Objects (UF(Q) Reports
A UFOs Report of Sighting Rendlesham Forest December 1981
A Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence
D/Sec(AS) 1273 B  Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence
D/Sec{AS) 12/3 C  Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence
D/Sec{AS) 1213 D Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence
D/Sec(AS) 12/3 E
D/Sec(AS) 12/3 F
D/Sec(AS) 12/3 G
D/Sec{AS) 12/3 H
D/Sec(AS) 1273 I
D/Sec(AS) 12/3 J
D/Sec(AS) 12/3 K
D/Sec(AS) 12/3 L
D/Sec(AS) 1273 M
D/Sec(AS) 12/3 N
D/Sec(AS) 1273 0
D/Sec(AS) 12/3 P
D/Sec{AS} 12/3 Q
D/Sec{AS) 12/3 R
D/Sec(AS) 12/4 A
. DiSec(AS) 12/4 B
- D/Sec(AS) 12/5 A
D/Sec(AS) 12/6 A
A
A

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unideatified Flying Objects (UFQOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) — Parliamentary Questions & Enquiries
UFOs — Parliamentary Questions & Enquiries

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) - Close Encounters, Alien Entities, Abductions

Unidentified Flymg Objects (UFOs) - Alleged UFO Incident Crash of Lightning F6 8
Sep 70
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQs) - Incident 31 March 1993

UFQOs — Policy

D/Sec(AS) 12/7
D/DAS(Sec 64/1



:)/DAS(Sec 64/1 UFQs — Policy
}DIDAS(Sec 64/1 UFQOs - Policy
;:VDAS(Sec 64/1 UFOQOs - Policy
;D/DAS(Sec 64/1 UFOs — Policy

)
D/DAS(Sec 64/1/1 UFOs - Policy - Selected Papers (1974-1995)

%)fSec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/Sec(AS) 64/2
D/DAS(Sec 64/2

Unidentified Flying Objects — UFO Sighting Reports
UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFQs — UFQ Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFGs — UFO Sighting Reports

Unidentified Flying Objects Sighting reports

)
D/DAS(Sec 64/2

)
D/DAS(Sec 64/2

)

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reporis

UFQs - UFQ Sighting Reports

D/DAS/ 64/2 UFQs — UFQ Sighting Reports
D/DAS/ 64/2 UFQs — UFQ Sighting Reports
D/DAS/ 64/2 UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports
D/DAS/ 6472 UFOs — UFQ Sighting Reports
D/DAS/ 64/2 UFOs —~ UFO Sighting Reporis .
D/DAS/ 64/2 UFQOs — UFQ Sighting Reports
D/DAS/ 64/2 UFQOs — UFO Sighting Reports
D/DAS/ ad4/2 UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

D/Sec{AS) 64/3
D/Sec{AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/Sec(AS) 64/3

UFQs — Public Correspondence
UFOQOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFQOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs - Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFQs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
UFQOs — Public Correspondence
UFOs — Public Correspondence
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D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec{AS)
D/Sec{AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec{AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
- D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)

D/DAS(Sec

)
D/Sec(AS)

D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/

64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3/1
64/3/1
64/3/2
64/3/3
64/3/4
64/3/5
64/3/6
64/3/7
64/3/8
64/3/9
64/3/10
64/3/11

. 64/3/11

64/3/11
64/3/11
64/3/11
64/3/12
64/3/13
64/3/14
64/3/15
64/3/15
64/3/16
64/4
64/4
64/4
64/4
64/4
64/4
64/4

64/5

10/2/8/13
10/2/8/13
10/2/8/13

(@ -~ I i C‘J"ﬂmUOw:D-TPW>>>>WUOW>>>>>>>>>>W>%%EE;N'<N€<CHWWO

UFOs — Public Correspondence

UFOs — Public Cotrespondence

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFQs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOQOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Cormrespondence & Requests for Information

UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent X3S0
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX 330X
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XX X3 XXX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XX XXX XX XX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX XXO{XXXX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XX 3300 XXX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XX XXX XX XXX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX X XXXXXX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX XX XX XX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX XX XXX XK
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXXX XXX XXX
UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - XX XXX XXX

UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - XX 3OO XX

UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - XX XXX X

UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - X3CCXX XXX XXX

UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - XXX XXX

UFQOs - Pubtic Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX XX XX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXXXXXXXXX
UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - XXX XXX XXXXX

UFOs - Persistenit Correspondent - XXXXXXXXXXX

UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - XXXXXXXXXXX

UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - X XXXXXXXXXX

UFOs — Parliamentary Questions & Enquiries

UFOs — Parliamentary Questions & Enquiries

UFOs — PQs/Pes

UFOs — PQs/Pes

UFOs - PQs/Pes

UFOs — PQs/Pes

UFOs — PQs/Pes

UFOQOs — Press Cuttings
FOI Requests
FOI Requests
FOI Requests



D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 D  FOIRequests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 E  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 F  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 G  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 H  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 I  FOIRequests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 1  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 K FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 L FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 M  FOI Requesis

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 N  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 O FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 P FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 Q@  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 R FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 S FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 T  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 U  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 V  FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 W FOI Requests

D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 X Freedom of Information - Requests for Information
D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 Y  FOI Requests for Information requests
D/DAS/ 10/2/8/13 Z  FOI Requests for Information requests

DIS FILES FOR

RELEASE

D/DISS/ 108/15/1/32 UFO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/34 Ur'O - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/35 UFO - Incidents

D/DI55/ 108/15/1/36 A UFQ - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/36 B UFO - Incidents

D/DISS/ 108/15/1/37 UFO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/38 UFO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/39 UFO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/40 UFO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/41 UFOQ - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/42 UFO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/43 UFOQ - Incidents
D/DISS/ 108/15/1/44 UFO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/45 UFQ - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/46 UFQO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/47 UFO - Incidents
D/DIS5/ 108/15/1/48 UFQ - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/49 UFO - Incidents
D/DI5S/ 108/15/1/50 UFO - Incidents
D/DI55/ 108/15/1/51 UFO - Incidents

D/DI5S/ 108/15/1/52 UFO - Incidents




D/DI5s/
D/DI55/
D/DI55/
D/DIS5/
D/DI5S/

108/15/1/53
108/15/1/54 .
108/15
108/15
108/15

4
5
6

UFO - Incidents
UFQ - Incidents
UFO - Policy
UFO - Policy
UFO - Policy
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IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

From:

Sent: 01 November 2007 16:02

To:

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-2007-090830-001
De '

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 5 October 2007 asking
whether the MoD had decided to release the UFO files held by both DIS5 and DAS. Additionally,
you asked for details of how and when the department intends to implement this release and for
access to records of any discussions relating to this release that have taken place since January 2007.

There are some 160 DAS and DI55 files that deal with the subject of UFOs dating back to the 1970s
and it has been decided to place them in the National Archive over the next three years,
commencing, it is hoped, in Spring 2008. The release will be undertaken on a rolling programme in
chronological order, starting with the oldest files first and will also include Freedom of Information
requests received since 2005 relating to UFOs.

Regarding your request for access to documents of any di scussions within MoD on the release of
files, I can inform you that the Ministry of Defence holds relevant material but we believe this
information, which discusses the formulation of MoD policy, falls within the scope of a qualified
exemption of the Freedom of Information Act 2000. This is exemption S.35 (Formulation of
Government Policy). As a qualified exemption, it is necessary for the Ministry of Defence to
consider whether there are overriding reasons why disclosure would not be in the public interest.

The Freedom of Information Act requires us to respond to requests promptly and in any case no later
than 20 working days after receiving your request. However, when a qualified exemption applies to
the information and the public interest test has to be conducted, the Act allows the time for response
to be longer than the 20 working days. A full response must be provided within such time as is
reasonable in all circumstances of the case and, in response to your requests, it is therefore planned
to let you have a final decision on where the balance of public interest lies, by 14 December 2007.
However, I would hope that the matter can be resolved quicker than that and I will push for an early
response.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www informationcommissioner.gov.uk ”

Finally, my response of 25 June 2007 to your previous request on this subject, treated exemption
s.35 as an absolute rather than a qualified exemption and therefore failed to point out the need for a
formal public interest test. Please accept my apologies for this mistake.

Yours sincerely,

ﬁle:f‘/E: 19/12/2007

S
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DAS-FO!

05—H |
MoD Main Buildin,

Whitehall :
London
SW1A 2HB

file:/E: EReg hirrD) 19/12/2007




IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

From:
Sent: 11 December 2007 15:31
To:
Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-
2007-090830-001
Dear

In my response dated 1 November 2007 to your Freedom of
Information request reference 08-10-2007-090830-001, I explained that access to
documents of any internal discussions within MoD regarding the release of MoD
UFO/UAP files was exempted under exemption s.35 (Formulation of Government
Policy), and that additional time was required to conduct a public interest test.

Section 35(1)(a) of the Act provides that information may be exempt from disclosure if
it would, or would be likely to, prejudice the formulation or development of
government policy. The decision to proactively release such a large number of files to
the National Archive, was quite clearly a matter of government policy.

This is not the end of the matter, of course; section 35 is a qualified exemption,
meaning that the MOD must assess the balance of public interest in release of the
information. We have done this at several levels:

i There is an undoubted public interest in the public being able to assess the
quality of advice being given to ministers and subsequent decision making based on
that advice. Given the level of interest in the matter amongst a small but vociferous
section of the public, and the probability that ill informed speculation and conspiracy
theories are likely to be rife, it is reasonable that the public have a right to know why
the Ministry of Defence has made its decision to release the UFO/UAP files.

ii. Greater transparency makes government more accountable to the electorate
and increases trust; if by releasing these discussion papers we were to demonstrate that
the decision to proceed was one taken on good advice and following a sensible debate,
this may have a positive effect in increasing public confidence in government decision-
making. However, if the advice and debate behind policy-making were routinely
disclosed, officials may be less willing to offer frank advice or ministers may be less
willing to explore the full range of policy options. There is a risk that officials could
come under pressure not to challenge ideas in the formulation of policy, thus leading to
poorer decision making. Ministers and officials also need to be able to conduct
rigorous and candid risk assessments of their policies in a free space without constant
scrutiny. Discussions surrounding the release of these files are still on going. This is a
major exercise, which I believe is unique in MoD history. The MoD will be proactively
placing a large number of files less that 30 years old in the National Archive in both
paper and importantly, electronic format. The practical difficulties of this are still under
discussion and may well continue to be for some time. As we work on the transfer of
these files to the National Archive, we are coming across a number of challenges and
need to be able to discuss and seek solutions without the concern that our discussions
will be placed in the public domain while this process is ongoing.

Taking the above arguments into account, in this case, we believe that it would not be
in the public interest to disclose the discussion documents surrounding the decision to
place the DIS and DAS UFO/UARP files in the National Archive. That having been said,
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I believe that it will be helpful if I provide you with a little more background as to why
the decision was taken. Once a policy decision has been taken and the policy
implemented, the position can be reconsidered and it may be that any factual
background information can then be disclosed.

The subject of UFOs is one of the most popular subjects for FOI requests. Answering
requests takes a considerable amount of time and resources and can involve officials in
days of work, which frequently means trawling through old files to find the information
requested. By placing the UFO files on-line at the National Archive in a structured
manner, the MoD is able to follow its remit for more open government and, by re-
directing applicants to the National Archive site, reduce the amount of time it spends
answering requests. By opening our files in this way, we may also help to counter the
maze of rumour and frequently ill informed speculation that surrounds the role of the
MoD in the UFO phenomena.

1 am sure that you will be disappointed with this response, however, if you have any
more specific questions, I will attempt to answer them.

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB
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Sent: 25 November 2007 09:51

o [EEERE

Subject: FOI Request

I'd be grateful for a copy of the response to the following RFis, relating to the release of UFQ files:

08-10-2007-090830-001
07-11-2007-155411-001

Best wishes,

19/12/2007




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Applicant: EESIECINN

Case Number: 19-12-2007-102429-001 Expiry: 18/01/08

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

-has asked for more details of three sighting reports from South
Wales that were sent to her on the 26™ November 2007.

Case for release of information

There is no extra information, but | have copied and redacted the reports sent
before to
Names, addresses and telephone numbers have been removed in
accordance with exemption .40 (Personal Information) of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the release of the aforementioned information
to the Applicant.




From:

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
Your Reference:

Reporter — South Wales Echo

Thomson House Our Reference:

Havelock Street 19-12-2007-102429-001

Cardiff Date:

South Glamorgan CF10 1XR 19 December 2007

e TR

I am writing with reference to your Freedom of Information request asking for more details of
three sighting reports, from South Wales.

Due to previous correspondence, you will know our policy on UFOs.

The sighting reports that were sent to you before on the 26™ November 2007, have all the details
that were passed to this office on the DAS answerphone. There is no extra information that I can
pass on to you. When we take a message, all the details are immediately input on to our report
form.

1 have enclosed copies of three sighting reports mentioned for the dates above. Names, addresses
and telephone numbers have been removed in accordance with exemption s.40 (Personal
Information) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail [nfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 days on the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,

http://www informationcommissioner. gov.uk.



Yours sincerely
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ORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

REP
= s A Al D ARRIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

20 February 2005
09.50L

.| Description of object.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Bright blue object, broke into about three to
four pieces, before disappearing.

Exact position of observer,
Geographical locition.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Not given.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Not given.

Direction in which object was

 first seen.

(A landmark may be more heipful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

Not given.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(clqudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.
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To whom reported. - Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and telephone no |
of informant.

11. | Other witnesses.

12. | Remarks. - Not given.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 22 February 2005
14.40L
2




O

ORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.

1. 8 September 2004
(Duration of sighting.) 20.15L
2. | Description of object. Large flash of light which turned into a
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | grey object descending over Cardiff bay,
brightness, noise.) with trailing smoke behind it. '
3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. Not given.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder,)
5. | Direction in which object was Just said over Cardiff bay.
first seen.
(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)
6. | Approximate distance. Not given.
7. | Movements and speed. Going quite fast as it was descending,
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)
8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation,
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)
1
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To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc) |

10.

Name, address and telephone no ﬁ_

of informant.

Cardiff Police Contol Room, who then in
turn left a message on the Das
answerphone,

Canton
Cardiff

South Wales

11.

Other wimesses.

Not given.

12.

Remarks,

PC t left the message on the
Das answ ne, said he contacted the
Coast guard, being that Cardiffis a coastal
area and enquired if there were any aircraft
over the bay, that day, i.e. from a base and
the Coast guard said no. Being that the
object was spotted over the bay aswell.
Also said he spoke to Air Traffic Control -
Cardiff, but didn’t say on the message of
what the outcome was.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

9 September 2004
11.30L




.REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

Date and time not given.

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Not given.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Not given.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Not given.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

Not given.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.
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To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no |
of informant. _
Grange Town
Cardiff
South Wales )
11. | Other witnesses. , Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 July 2005
14.30L




Page 1 of 3

{

seciondo

Ll o cotion 40

Sent: 17 December 2007 11:42

T

Subject: FW: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 07-11-2007-073339-006

Can you deal

Fr°m=P
Sent: ecember 2007 09:31

To:
Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 07-11-2007-073339-006

Dear

Thanﬁinfowﬂaﬁon in regards to my FOI request about UFO sightings.
it is very thorough and | appreciate your efforts. However, there is one small thing missing. In regards to the
sightings in Cardiff, | need to know what area/district of Cardiff as obviously it is a big city and need to narrow
it down a little bit.
It is not to track down the reporter of the sighting, but just to give a more pracise location than just Cardiff as
we have to do in all of our stories.
It is only for three sightings so | wondered if it was not too much trouble if you could assist me as soon as
possible,
The date and time of sightings are:
v+ 20 February, 2005: 09.50L in Cardiff.

«* 8 September 2004. 20.151. Cardiff.

v7* Sighting with little information, no date or time given, no exact location given, reported to DAS answerphone.
Date and time of receipt: 28 July 2005, 14.30L

Thank you very much,
Best Wishes,

Reporter
South Wales Echo

e

PLEASE NOTE CHANGE OF E-MAIL ADDRESS

Section40 . Sectiona) |

[+10M
08/11/2007 08:54 Subject:  FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 07-11-2007-073338-006

pBSection 40|

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 7 November 2007 asking for details of UFO

17/12/2007
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“ting reports from Cardiff, Bridgend, Caerphilly, Merthyr Tydfil and Rhondda Cynon Taff.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence (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 source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to
us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence
resources if we were to do so.

The MoD files on this subject go back to the late 1970s. Copies of UFO correspondence and reports
are not held geographically, but are filed in the order in which they are received. Before any of this
information can be released, personal data has to be removed in accordance with the Data Protection
Act 1998. Clearly, if we were to search for and then process copies of all these reports the costs
would quickly exceed the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information
Act 2000 and as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply
with your request. However, if you can narrow the scope of your request to one or two specitic
years, we may be able to help you.

However, details of sighting reports for the years 1998 to 2006, are held on the Ministry of Defence
Freedom of Information website. This can be accessed via the internet at: '
http://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomofInformation/PublicationScheme, by searching under
‘UFO’ reports. I suspect that this will give you much of the information you are looking for. Details
of sightings for 2007 will be placed on the website early in 2008.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of
information about UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed
after 5 years until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have
survived before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for public
viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9
4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving information
about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at:
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an internal review by contacting the Director of
Information Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail
InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 days
of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on

the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

I am sorry I was unable to be of more assistance.

Yours sincerely,

17/12/2007



DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
London

SW1A 2HB
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AUTHORISATION TO WITHHOLD REQUESTED INFORMATION

Applicant: ECSTECIEN

Case Number: 26-11-2007-072100-009 Expiry:

The Applicant has made the following request for information:
has asked for information detailing UFQ sightings or reports within
the UK for dates — 16 June 2007 and 3 November 2007.

Case for withholding information

The information is being withheld due to the fact that reports for this current
year will be placed on the website in January 2008. Therefore, as provided by
exemption s.22 (information intended for future publication) of the Freedom Of
Information Act 2000.

Proposed use of the following FOI Exemptions

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to withhold the aforementioned information to the
Applicant.
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From: SISO

Sent: 07 December 2007 11:55

ro: RN

Subject: Release-Authorised: FOI Request - 26-11-2007-072100-009

Dear D

| am writing concerning your Freedom of Information request asking for details of UFO sightings or reports
within the UK for the dates 3 November 2007 and 16 June 2007. Your request has been passed to this
Depariment as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence (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 at potential threat to the United Kingdom from
an external 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 request asking for information detailing UFO sightings or reports for the dates 16 June
and 3 November 2007, the MOD has a website, '
http://Awww.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/Freedomofinformation/PublicationScheme, on which reports for this
current year will be placed on in January 2008. Therefore, as provided by exemption 5.22 (information
intended for future publication) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, the MOD is not obliged to comply with
your request.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFQs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when
they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these together
with records up to 1986 are now available for public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at
Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also
have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on
the internet at: hitp://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

| hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the Director
of Information Exploitation, 6 Fioor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 working days on the date on
which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come 1o an end. .

if you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been completed.
Further details of the role and powers of the Infermation Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's
website, hitp://informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely

%!mstry o! gefence

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1
5t Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

07/12/2007
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mail — das-ufo-office @mod.uk
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————— Original Message-----

From: feedbackBwww.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 25 November 2007 12:15

To: Info-Access-Office

Subject: FOI written request PS 26-11-2007-072100-00% Lowe

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Sunday.
. November 25, 2007 at 12:15:03

txtfirstname: E
txtlastname: :E

txtorganisation: Birmingham UFO Group
txtaddressl: -
txtaddressl: -
txttowncity: birmingham
txtstatecountry: west midlands

txtzipcodepostcode: I

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: Please supply any information detailing ufo sightings
or reports with in the uk for dates:

3rd November 2007
and
leth June 2007

Thank you




-
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AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Applicant: BRSO

Case Number: 21-11-2007-112607-002 Expiry: 17 Dec 2007
The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copy of material released in previous FOI response on crop circles.
Case for release of information

There is no objection to the release of this material.

Some personal information has been withheld under exemption s.40
Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to release the aforementioned information

52
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From: IS
Sent: 07 December 2007 09:59
To: [Section 40
Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 21-11-2007-112507-002
Attachments:

B clon 40|

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 18 November 2007 asking for
a copy of material sent to another member of the public in 2007. If I understand you correctly, the
relevant request was raised in 2006 and related information on crop files held for the period 1991-93.
If this is incorrect, please let me know. You also asked whether the MoD holds information on crop

circles. @

The MoD answered five Freedom of Information requests to date during 2007, excluding those
raised by yourseif.

One relates to 1990 and is therefore outside the scope of your request. Three relate to the existence
of a MoD file on crop circles and our responses confirm that the MoD has no record of any such file
having been created. I have made the assumption that you are not interested in these requests but if [
am incotrect, please let me know. This leaves one request in which information held by the MoD for
the year 1991 was released to a member of the public. This request was received in December 2006
and I therefore assume that it is the one you refer to. You will note that names, addresses and
telephone numbers have been withheld under exemption 5.40 (Personal Information) of the Freedom
of Information Act 2000, including some that were erroneously released in the original response.
Security classifications have been removed as they are no longer relevant. You should also note that
the copyright for non MoD documents contained in the information provided is not held by the
MoD. If you intend to reproduce or publish them, you should seek legal advice before doing so.

I can also confirm that the MoD does hold information related on crop circles. The majority of the
information will be held on our correspondence files (the 12/3 and 64/3 series), although some may
also be on our sighting report files (12/2 and 64/2 series). In addition to that, information relating to
crop circles can be found on the FOI files held by this office, although this is largely re-cycled
information from the correspondence and sighting reports files.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an internal review by contacting the Director of

Information Exploitation, 6t Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail

InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 days
of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on
the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

07/12/2007


The National Archives
FOI re crop circles
FOI request for copies of MoD papers on Crop Circles from 1990-91
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EAS-FOI
MoD Main Building

London
SW1A 2HB

07/12/2007
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‘R.EDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT]

From: N

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE _ -
5" Fioor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial)
(Switchbodrd)
(Fax} _

e-mail das-ufo-office@mad.uk ~

Our Reference
08-01-2007-101817-003
Date

09 Januwary 2007

I am writing in response to your revised Freedom of Information request dated 19 December 2006
for information held on file relating to crop circles for the year 1991,

- Iattach copies of documentation relating to crop circles for the year 1991. You will notice that the

names and signatures of some individuals have been removed as they do not for a substantive part
of your request. Additionally, you will note that words have been blacked out at the top and
botton of the signal dated 21 July 1991. These were security classifications which are now no
longer relevant. ' :

If you are wnhappy with this nespbnse or wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of this

request, then you should contact the undersigned in the first instance. Should you remain
dissatisfied, then you may apply for an internal review by contacting the Director of Information

- Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail: Info-XD@mod.uk).

If you are still unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information
Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not normally investigate your case until
the MOD internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of
the Inforination Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,

h f//www.informmonoomnﬁssioner, ov.uk.

Yours sincerely




From: oS Secretariat (Air Staff)?a, Room -

£l7

REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehali London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling) 0
. {Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your reference

Hon. Secretary _
Cent Crop Circle Studies Our reference
i ) D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date
§ August 1991

Thank you for your letter of 6 Au ust,- on the subject of a recent crop circle-
occurrence in Cambridgeshire. és letter ¢rossed in the post with my reply to
your-earlier letter.

As I explained in this previous letter, there is no Ministry of Defence
involvement in crop circle research. I can confirm that an RAF aircraft was in
the area at the time you mentioned, but, again, can give you a catagoric
assurance that its presence was entirely unconnected with the bresence of any
crop circles. RAF aircraft routinely fly from bases in this area, and there was
nothing out of the ordinary about thisg flight. ’

Once again, I wish you luck with your studies.

wa ‘5:‘*‘4’/@/‘7

WeAR

o |

Recycled Paper


The National Archives
Released crop circle papers
Copies of Crop Circle papers released to a member of the public in 2007
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Jack Straw, the shadow education fence: “The review will alsg con- was bound to consider al] Options,
- secretary, said yesterday: “At a sider whether there. is any need The regulations, which were
stroke, MacGregor moved the  for regulations.” The press notice extendediin_- 1989 to schools that
goalposts. Now it would appear  had continmed: “The. review will opt out of local authority control,
that Kenneth Clarke, his suceag. Teport:to the Secretaries;oi} State  are wide-ranging. As well ag ade-
sor, is ‘planning to- abolish- the r Bducation and Wales who-will quate classroom space, sufficient
footbai] pitch.” . ,,then%ggconsider:my-;recummendw toilets: anil weatherproof bujld-
In hs press nati Mr tiong bﬁnging;thefregqlpﬁcns-- ings, they- say- thete must he
'MacGTegqf‘?taidf.ﬂiat:the:!review up _.date;?’:‘&gain-,athe-kaudit-tjf-“ chaugin sdccommodation -avail-
would -consider -rthe'---:regnlaﬂons: it Tepeated:the: sentence but. able or

£

T ..ch;\ildren:takingaPE,;-readi-
“in the light of changes:in-editca. ---:'addéiﬂ'ﬂh'ea_mrds;—-:"-‘oz-.,aboﬁsh-‘ ly accessible from the achoal
tional practice ave wtheclost'10° ing-them”; . R grounds, There- should be ghow-
years” ‘and ~assesst “the. implieg.. ers. for sigff teaching. PE if the

A spokesman for the Depart.-

school hag pupits aged over eight,
There should be » room avail-

able for the medica} or dentaj
aminaion of pupils during sclg
houss, Every sehool shoald haveT

head teachers’ room, and a room

for  teachers “foy sovial
purposes”, . .
Paul White, Tory chairman of
the Association of Comnty Coup-
cils education comititiee, said he
would“be surprised i minimum
standards were abolisheq. «
think they will be changed by
kept on in some way. Some of the
regulations are absurd. Iy a small

primary school you do nos need o

build a shower for the staif, These
regulations are a hig crazy, they
are terribly expensive, You need
gsome laws, but noi thegs ”
However, Jim Keight, lander of
Knowsley council. iy Yorkshire,
said: “If. they abolish ihe minj.
mum standareds they #re saying ‘to
hell with-it, it -does ot matier
!whaf the school buildings. are
ike,’ ” :
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P,_atron: The Earl of h ’

13th, August, 1991
Your refe_rence: D/Sec(AS)l_%/3 _

B Esq.,
t (Air Staff)za,

Ministry of Defence,
Whitehall,
London SWiA 2HB

Dear Mr. quumm _
Thank you for your letters of 7th and 8th August.,

I am sorry that the
phenomenon. I feel that pe
thought it worth funding a massi
the provision of mich equipment -
in Wiltshire for several weeks 'thig
trick,.. o ' '

‘Be that as it may, the phenomenon a rs to be taking an interest in the
government ! I enclose (for you to keep) an aerial photograph of a recent event

which occurred on the Chequers estate,

You may also like to have the enclosed newspaper cutting,

If at some future date government
CCCS will remain ready to contribute to research.

Yours sincerely,

President: Professor WEEENN 25c,PhD, FRAS, FRSE, FBIS. Chairman: 4EMJMEEP RIBA_ FSA. Secretary: | GEEEEEEF 2Sc (Econ)

CENTRE FOR CROP CIRCLE STUDIES

o.intéfest in the crop circle

_Japanese universities have

Famie in this country, including

dnde 6f a team of 19 scientists

"THé British could be missing a
i ;

agencies decide to study the phenomenon,

g






Event in Buckinghamsh

' ire,
Rig .
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near Princes

boreugh (05 ref.t .
have occurred over weekend §1ol4A8
Spotted and photographed by private
flying from Denham - @ * Passed to
us by courtesy of (SPR).
11/8/91 ,
X Conechimn (o, PlolStrmihar ane G antn gEn
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Patron: The Earl of At

CENTRE FOR CROP CIRCLE STUDIES

.[REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

From: -

6th August, 1991
Your Ref': D/Sec(AS)12/3 of 26/7/91

L Esq.

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a,

- Ministry of Defence

Thank you for your letter of 26th July.

Perhaps I might add to my letter of 15th July that a recent crop circle
OCCurrence near Spaldwick, C.ambridgeshire, which we think can be dated to the
night of. 27/28 July, seems to have been of close jnterest to g Nimrod aireraft
(possibly of No. o1 Squadron), which made five.:lew passes across it shortly
after sunset on Monday 29th July, e have other aped otal evidence of what seems
to be more than casyal interest in thege events by military aircraft,

We believe these events are of importance. We would welcome (with suitable
discretion) your confirmation that government research is in train, I repeat
's offer to contribute to serious study of the phenomenon. ‘

Gifeg T

Yours sincerely,

President: Professor WP 55 PhD, FRAS, FRSE, FBI5. Chairman: SR - rca Secretary: QSRR #5¢ (Econ)
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MIMISTRY OF OEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall Londor SW1A 2HB

Telephanz {Direct Dialling;
{3witchboard)
[Fax)

pﬁm M*’

i

15 July 1991 ¢t

crop circles,
Edgecombe. (J

Individuals ar

circle phenome

You also menti
area on the pi
the time, byt

I hope this is
hoping for. 1
for Crop Cirel

From:

Yourreference

Hon. Secretary
Centre for Crop Circle Siudies Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date '
- _ 7 August 1991

My predecessor wrote to you on 26 July, with an interim reply to your letter of

o0 the Under-Secretary of State for the Armed Forces. I am noy

able to provide the substantive reply that you were promised.

I should state at the outset that the Hinistry of Defence has no interest in

and is conducting no research or investigations into this

phenomenon. You mentioned the involvement of the Army Air Corps, and Lt Col

early, there have been instances of individuals taking photographs

of crop circles, but this has only occurred during routine training flights.

¢ entirely free to pursue their personal interests either in their
I a manner that is consistent with Service regulations. There can

_ be no question of MOD Tésources being used to support investigation of the crop

non .

oned that a Chinook helicopter was in the Beckhampton—Marlboroqgh
ght of July 11, T can confirm that a Chinook was in the area at

helpful, although I realise it is not the response that you were
should like to take this opportunity to wish you and the Centre
e Studies luck with your investigations.

Y %hamzi% ,

Boecretariat (Air Staff)Za, Room _

Efe
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D/Sec(NS)513/1

2 August 1991

Bsmanin

AT bR
3 e

U

Sec(AS)2a

Copy to:
GS Sec 1d

ARMY INVDLVEMENT IN CORN CIRCLE INVESTIGATIONS

Reference:
A. D/GS Sec 41/2 dated 30 July 1991
B. -D/Sec(AS)12/3 dated 1 August 1991

1. Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the debate

on service involvement in corn circle investigations.

2. I am unaware of any instances in which the RN has helped
investigators by taking aerial photographs of these circles
and I very much doubt whether any such requests  have been
received. However, I feel that I would have some -difficulty
persuading the Navy that they should not co-operate where
possible on the basis of the advice contained in reference B.

3. Are we not being over-sensitive towards the UFO lobby
here? While our long standing policy of not devoting time or
resources to investigating UFO reports is without question
sensible, there is surely a need to draw a distinction
between bizarre and unconfirmable reports of incidents which
probably never occurred and a mildly idteresting natural

phenomenon the existence of which is patently obvious. It

seems odd that we should impose an artificial constraint on
servicemen +to avoid any association with crop circles'simply
because of the antics of the lunatic fringe. After all, as
your guidelines stipulate, there is no harm . in providing
assistance where this does not involve the expenditure of
extra time or effort. I am quite happy to see RN helicopters
overflying these objects should they be asked to do so and
intend to register no cbjection should any requests come my
way .

Sec (NS )b

o
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‘/Sec(AS y12/3
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LOOSE MINUTE
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1 August 1991

68 Sec 1d - CHENESG—

Copy to:
Sec{NS)b

ARMY TNVOLVEMENT IN CORN CIRCLE INVESTIGATIONS

Reference: D/GS Sec 41/2 datred 30 July 1991

1. Thank you for your minute at Reference in which you set out the position
with regard to Army involvement into the investigation of corn circles.

2. The fact that photographs have been taken from Army Air Corps
helicopters puts us in a difficult position, even if this was done during
routine training flights. The MOD's position with regard to UFOs is that we do
not devote time or resources to investigation of such reports, unless an
incident has any defence significance. For the AAC to involve themselves in
this way erodes this position, as the UFQ lobby will see this as active
investigation of UFQ-related activity (as they view corn cireles) - something
that we have categorically and publicly stated that we do not do.

. I vould be grateful if you would have a look at this, and give some
thought to whether it would be possible to steer the AAC away from getting
involved with the investigation of corn circles.

4. 0f course, none of this would in any way prevent AAC personnel getting
involved in their own time, provided that Service/MOD resources were not used.

3. I would be grateful for your rapid advice, as I believe we should ensure
that our policy is consistent before we reply to the letter from the Centre for
Crop Circle Studies. - [

N b -
6 I am copying this minute to Sec(NS), who may wish to ensure that Naval

helicopters are not similarly involved.
ool

Sec(AS)2a




LOOSE MINUTE

D/GS Sec 4172 .\REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT] ~

£ August 1991

Sec(As8)2a

Copy to:
Sec(NS)b
802 Coord ACC Centre (with attachment)

ARMY INVOQLVEMENT IN CORN CIRCLES INVESTIGATION

1. Thank you for your ninute Sec(A8)12/3 of 1 August.

2. Frankly I am reluctant te start firing off edicts about what
AAC pilots can and can't do when they spot corn circles beneath
their helicopters - T am bretty sure that I wouldn't be taken
seriously if I did.

3. T think it is already generally accepted that_MOD resources

must not be used specifically in pursuit of Personal interests.
I do not, however, see that the act of taking photographs of corn
circles during rputiné'training flights - which incidentally
frequently entail maintaining a low hover in a chosen position -

consumes any additional resources whatsoever. Neither do T See

organisations concerned with solving the mystery, provided no
impression was given that they formed any part of an official MoD

MINISTRY OF DEvENgE ;
Sec{As)]

"6 AUG 9y ;

BT AT e g

Aot e i e Ty e

;"" -/f.-”;’

g
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. LOOSE MINUTE
D/GS Sec 41,2

30 July 1991

Sec(AS)2a - Nr GEEEED

Copy to:

Hels 2

PL({(LS)L1

AG Sec lc

S10£{Air)

AAC Centre - 802 Coord

ARMY II_\T“VDLVEMENT IN CORN CIRCLE INVESTIGATIONS

References: A. D/GS Sec 41,2 dated 18 July
B. D/Sec(AB) 12/3 dated 17 July

1. Further to Refereﬁée A, I attach a short Piece provided bv
t,lgg_gg;myt Alr Corps on the involvement of LT Col (Retd) ouume
B AFC in the corn circles business.

2. You will note that Lt Col GNP intercst wag entirely
pPersonal and was originally sparked by a routine low flying
complaint from a local farmer. Though a report of was made to MOD
I suspect that this was Solely on Lt Col ,t"'_*own

initiative.

3. I have not attempted to verify the claim that a pilot from
658 Sgn took pictures of corn circles - I am sure we can take Mr
s word for it. I imagine that this is just another example
of an AAC pilot taking a personal interest in the phenomenon.

4. I agree with your suggested line of reply (Reference B,
paragraph 4), but you might consider developing it along the
following lines.

MOD has no interest in the corn circles phenomenon and
therefore has nothing to offer in the way of information _
exchange. However, as they have done in the past, individuals
in the Services are free to pursue their personal interests
either in their own time or in a manner that is consistent
with normal training objectives. if, for example, Army Air
Corps pilots take photographs of corn circles during routine
training flights they would be entirely free to share the
results with organisations concerned with solving the
mystery. Nor would MOD object to such organisations
cultivating their existing individual contacts with the
Bervices, provide it was understood that no MOD resources
could be made available for the sole purpose of corn circle
research.

T
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5. I hope this helps | '
reply. o ps, and I woul? be grateﬁul for a copy of your

T T
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CIRCLES IN THE CORN .
INVOLVHENT OF LT COL (RETD) NSNS - ~

In 1985 Lt Col CEEEEINR then SO STANDARDS /NIGHT SAFETY HQ DAAC, was
contacted by a local farmer asking what the AAC had been doing to his corn.
Taking the Technical Accident Investigation Officer (AIFS0) with him he
visited the area which was about 2 miles from Middle Wallep. It turned out
to be a perfect set of ¢ircles in the corn. -

Neither he ner the AIFS0 could find any sensible explanation for the rings
8cCept to state categorically that it was nothing to do with helicopters.

Col @I subnitted a factual report to MOD, accompanied by good
photographs, stating what they saw and their inability to explain it.

A local man, Mr Colin Andrews (author of Circles in the Corn) a member of

4 group who had been investigating the circles for some years, also turned
up on the scene. He invited Col GRS o attend a meeting at which any
theories could be put forward for ‘the méefing to shoot down, Col ¢
was asked to attend as s helicopter agent to debate the inevitable "It'sg
HELICOPTERS" theories. This he did and found the meeting to be very sensible
and level headed. He told the chairman the ghist of his report. :

Col ?ﬁbecame intrigﬁed and that year, 1985, passed the word round
to UK based AAC units to let him know if they saw any circles and give him
the Grid Ref. There wére one Or two responses and then interest waiwad,

Col GRS - subsequently approached by BBC.TV Pebble Mill, who were
making a film about the circles, to again be the helicopter agent and debate
the helicopter theories, This he did, and laid on a demonstration with a .
helicopter in long grass to conclusively illustrate the facts. This was

all filmed and shown on TV. Lt Col P continues to take an inactive
interest in the circles and would be delighted to be given a satisfactory
explanation for them, '

——

G
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/810(Aix) /41/17/%

24s July 91

i Bec{hB)2a

-G8 Bec 14
Hels 2

PL{LS}Y L1

AG Bec 1o

Copy to

Company Secretary - Defence Research Agency

ARMY INVOLVEMENT IN GORN CARCUE_INVESTIGATIONS
Reference: D/Sec(AS)s/12/3 dated 17 July 91

1. Thank you for the chance to comment on the above. AL
confirm your supposition, in para 5 of the reférance, - 1. the:s
are no restrictions on the activitiess of RAY personnel . thair
leisure time. Personnel would of course have to obey ...y 8t

.7

Standing Orders and take account of general security regquizes::

“ement with the CGentre for Crop Circle Investigat
Joverned by the provisions of QR(RAF) Chap 36 Secli. o .
1 is common teo all three Seivices. May I suggest that voo
pY the eorrespondence to DER(RAF) and DPO(RAF).

—
S10£1(air)

. U

5,
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LDOSE MINUTE
DAPLALSY &30/3

Q#—ﬂ" July 1999

Bec(AS)2a ~ v QEEED

Copy o
68 8Becidg
Helsg 2

AG SBecic
B10F (airm)

ARMY INVOLVEMENT IN CORN CIRCLE INVESTIGATIONS

Reference: D/Sec(AS) 12/3 — 17/7/91.

Lo Thank you for the reference seeking comments on the above
sub ject. ' '

2. I have nothing to add to that in  your ﬂaragr@phﬁ 4 and 5. I
trast this is of help. :

e

TR

PL{LS) LR I
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. Gl
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ’?L}"
Main Bu_i_!ding Whitshall London SW1A 2HB

Talephone {Diract Dialiing)
' (Switchboarg)
{Fax)

Your reference

QOur reference ‘D/SEC(AS)12/3E_ '
Date . 26 duly 1991

Roon

From: o S cretariat (Air Staff)2a,
_ o

&8

fecycled Paper
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S
. LOOSE MINUTE
D/GS Sec 41,2

(% guly 1901 - fz/g"

Sec(AS)2a - Mr -
2rrlac)sa

Copy to:
Hels 2
PL{LS)L1
AG Sec lc
510£(Air)

ARMY INVOLVEMENT IN CORN CIRCLE INVESTIGATIONS

1, Thank you for your minute 12/3 of 17 July,

2. My previous advice to your office on this subject was not, as

however, optimistic of receiving a reply before Your deadline of
26 July (nor, indeed, of Middle Wallop’s chancesg of turning
anything up at all) ang You may therefore consider sending a
bholding reply. -

R

| A Qe = 1) P“"M ch, HoD ctsomn o |




LOOSE MINUTE -
9. 2c(A8)12/3 & REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCPUMENT\ _ “f

[T July 19901 ' "

GS Sec 1d

Hels 2
PL(LS)L1

AG Sec 1c¢
SlOf(Air)(Glos}

- Copy to:

Company Secretary - Defence Research Agency

-

ARMY INVOLVEMENT IN CORN CIRCLE INVESTIGATIONS

References: A) Letter from Centre for Crop Circle Studies dated 15 July 1991
B) D/GS Sec 41/2 dated 16 October 1991

1. I attach a copy of Reference A, vhich has been passed onto Sec(AS) by US of
S (AF)'s office for answer, '

B

2. T would bhe grateful if:GS Sec could provide advice on the first paragraph of
the second page of Mr “—'Letter, especially regarding the claims of Army
Co-operation with crop circie feseargheggtuthg"use of Army helicopters to
photograph the phenomena and Lt Col_m_’wu_mhm“,;teport to MoD. YQU,Vil%qF?Call

3. Could Hels 2 provide advice regarding Mr GuSSEEMFreport of a Chinook in the
Beckhampton - Marlborough area from 23.30 hours on the night of 11 July ?

4. I intend to answer Mr G in the terms ve nor}ihlly use for UFQ

: interest in corn circles,
and that we could not Justify the use of Defence funds on scientific (or other)
investigations, unless g clear threat to the security of the UK had been
ddentified.

Lo

e

5. However, T do not vish to give the impression that MoD ig in any way
‘covering up’ anything, and for that reason I would like to add that there is no
teason why MoD or Service bersonnel should not become involved in corn circle
research in their spare time as long as MoD resources were not ugsed in thisg
activity,. PL{LS)L1, AG Sec 1c¢ and SI10£(Air) may wish to comment on this line, "

6. US of S(AF)’s office have asked that a reply be sent to Mr @EE by 30 July
and could I therefore have your inputs by 26 July, please ? '

Sec(AS)%a



. | | 'OUR REF: apG,/0A/100, 39 /4

......... trrrssec-evee.. is forwarded to you for OfflClal actlon

This letter has/has=ﬁbt been acknowledged from this office. T7The

............. ¢ O alternatiyely, if a delay is
antidipated, an interim reply should be forwarded preferably "'

within the sape timescale.

Lt

Would you please let us see a copy of your reply quoting our

reference. If thisg correspondence is transferred. then this
-‘_.—-“_“—-_——‘ 0

office must be notified.

A =

4

A0/US of S(ar) ‘
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CENTRE FOR CROP CIRCLE STUDIES
| Ser il ,
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From; -
Patron: The Earl of — S,

15th July, 1991

The Under-Secretary of State, -
The Army Department, ‘
Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall, I.-,c'n;_doq SW1A 2HB

country, --

The presence of an Army Chinook helicopter in the ares of Beckhampton-
Marlborough, Wiltshire, for a sg.lsbgltatytj?al;pgg:iod from about 23.30 hours last
srarsday, 1ith July, Elyieg st very Tof Tovel oay i
its searchlight, indicates thdt you ity Havé a hypothesis about the causation of
the crop circle events to which we could usa ully contribute From our own
studies,

You may by now have received complaints from ocal residents about this
prolonged intrusion at a late hour, My own purpose in writing is not, however,
to make a complaint but to register CCCS's interest. -

The Centre was founded early in 1990 to conduct Systematic research into the
buzzling sequence of events which, as you will know, first came under scientific
study by e _ . in 1980. Several of us have felt that .

thampts {with the récent assistance of Japanese scientists) to
atmospheric vortex which might acceunt for the

than, at best, a partial
2 scope of research, Following the
itumn, we are making a degree of
our information with any .

President: Professor CMME:Sc,PhD), FRAS, FRSE, FBIS. Chalrman: GNP . 7154, FSA. Secretary: QRN £Sc (Eoon)
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There is a precedent for. this kind of collaboration. In August 1987 a pilot
of No. 658 Squadron, Army Air Corps, Netheravon, took some excellent aerigl
Photographs of crop circles near Westbury, Wiltshire, Thanks to the courtesy of
the Army Air Corps, these were made available to 4 research organisation which

I and other members of my Council are at the Department's disposal if a
discussion seems useful to you, .

Yours faithfully,
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Sent: ovember 2007 13:39

To:
Subject: %NFORMATION REQUEST 12-11-2007-091644-016

e EEIERED

Further to your response to my Jquery:

a) I am fully aware that the MOD does not hold a file on "Crop Circles®, you have made
that perfectly clear.

b) However, I am given to understand that MOD does hold some material on crop circles,
but that it is held within another series of filed relating te UFOs and UFQ
correspondence, dating from the period 1%91-13995, possibly in the file series
D/Sec{aS)12/37

c) I am also given to understand that, in response to an FOI reguest from another
member of the public during 2005 or 2006, that vou or a member of your staff were able
to provide that reguestor with copies of the material referred to in (b), from this
series of files?

d) Could you confirm that is indeed the case, or not.
If the answer is yes - then:

e) I wish to make a request for a copy of the material supplied to the cther
regquestor.

Under the FOIA act, Section 16, vou are required to provide assist to reguestors - it
would seem to me that I have made it perfectly clear what material I am looking for.
OK, the file reference I supplied D/Sec(AS) 12/6 was in error, but it should be
abundantly clear that I am simply reguesting a copy of the material on crop circles
released earlier this year to another member of the public. A request that either vyou
or another member of yvour staff must have dealt with, and therefore I would expect you
to be aware ¢of that fact.

As far as I am aware there is nothing in the Act to prevent someone making a request
for a copy of the response sent to another regquestor. A glance at your 'Disclosure
Log' makes it clear that many other people have made similar requests for copies of
responses sent to other members of the public. On that basis, I cannot understand why
this request has become the source of such a convoluted exchanges.

Regards



. ' j
AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION \% i

ErHrS.

Applicant SR

Case Number: 07-11-2007-155411-001 Expiry: 6 Dec 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

9 questions asking for arrangements surrounding transfer of UFO files to
Naional Archive

Case for release of information
There is no need to withhold this information.

Names of individuals appearing in the file list are withheld under $.40

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to release the aforementioned information

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




Page 1 of 2

| Section 0|

From: TSI

Sent: 05 December 2007 11:53

To: Sectiond0 |
Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 07-11-2007-155411-001
Attachments: R - FILES FOR RELEASE.pdf

plscction 40

Thank you for your Freedom of information request of 7 November 2007 which
raised a number of questions r%jﬁng the administration of the release of the DIS and DAS UFO
files. I will deal with them in o

Q1.  What is the redaction policy for documents released as a result of this initiative. Will public
and/or official names be withheld?

Documents released under the upcoming programme will be released in accordance with
existing Freedom of Information principles and guidelines.

Q2.  Will they be available in paper or digital form at the National Archive?

It is the intention to make both the DAS and DIS files available in digital format through
TNA "Doc-Online" service. However, as the DAS original files were created in paper, these
files will be transferred to TNA and made available to the public in that format in due
course. The original DIS paper files were contaminated by asbestos and have been destroyed
in accordance with health and safety requirements now that they have been reconstituted in
electronic format. However, a paper version will be made available to the public in TNA
shortly after the transfer of the electronic file.

Q3. Have the TNA agreed to collect these documents as they released?

TNA will accept the transfer of these records as they are released by MOD. However, there
is an internal process that the records have to undergo at TNA before they can be made
available to the general public. It is not envisaged that will be any significant delays in
placing the redacted electronic files on Docs Online.

Q4.  Ifthe documents are redacted, will the unredacted versions be available as per current
arrangements i.¢. under the 30 vear rule?

At this early stage in the project, almost all redactions made are under FOIA s.40 (i.e. names
of officials and names/addressees of those reporting UFQ sighting), and as such will remain
closed for the usual period of 30 years. However, there may be some instances where other
sensitivities are found to exist, so it is nof possible at this time to declare with absolute
certainty that all redactions will be available after 30 years.

Q5. I FOI requests are to be included do you mean the original request, the responses or both?

It is intended that both the original request and answer will be released Names and addresses
of requesters will be withheld.

Q6  What will be the most recent dates on released material under this initiative?

05/12/2007
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. Material released over the coming years will include documents up to and including 2007.

Q7. Can you please provide a list of files it is intended to release?

I attach a list of those closed files the MoD will be releasing. You will note that the titles of a
number of files have been partially redacted. This is because the titles contain the names of
correspondents which are being withheld under exemption 5.40 (Personal Information) of the
Freedom of Information Act 2000. Files A-W on series D/DAS/10/2/8/13 are entitled
“Information Management - Defence Information Management - The Freedom of
Information Act - Requests for Information”. However, for reasons of space, [ have shortened
the titles on the attached spreadsheet to “FOI Requests”™.

Q8.  Will this planned release affect FOI requests for material which is intended for release?

All FOI requests will be considered on an individual basis, but the MoD will apply
exemption s.22 (Information intended for Future Publication) if it deems it appropriate. As I
am sure you will appreciate, the more time that is spent answering individual FOI requests,
the longer the release programme will take.

Q9.  Which files are intended for release in the first tranche and is there a provisional date for that
release.

Currently a range of files are being reviewed and prepared for release. Until these

administrative procedures have been completed and the Lord Chancellor’s Advisory Council

has approved the necessary Lord Chancellor’s Instruments it is not possible to advise you
“which files will be released in the first tranche or to set a provisional date for their release.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, eth Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, hitp.//www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
- SWi4 2HB

05/12/2007



DAS FILES FOR RELEASE

Prefix File Number Part Title

D/DS8/  10/209/1
D/Sec(AS) 12/1
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 1212
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 1272
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2
D/Sec(AS) 12/2/1
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 1273
D/Sec(AS) 1273
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 1213
D/Sec(AS) 1273
D/Sec(AS) 1213
D/Sec(AS) 1273
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 1213
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
D/Sec(AS) 12/4
_ DiSec(AS) 12/4
D/Sec(AS) 12/5
D/Sec(AS) 12/6

Gengeral Briefs & Reports, UFO Correspondence
Unidentified Flying Objects - Policy
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reporis
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objecis (UFO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQO) Reports
UFOs Report of Sighting Rendlesham Forest December 1981

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOS) - Correspondence

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) — Parliamentary Questions & Enquiries
UFOs — Parliamentary Questions & Enquities

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQs) - Close Encounters, Alien Entities, Abductions
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) - Alleged UFQ Incident Crash of Lightning F6 8
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Sep 70
D/Sec(AS) 1277 Unidentified Flying Objects {UFQs) - Incident 31 March 1993
D/DAS 64/1 UFQOs — Policy
(Sec)
D/DAS 64/1 UFQs - Policy
(Sec}
D/DAS 64/1 UFOs — Policy
(Sec) '
D/DAS 64/1 UFOs — Policy

(Sec)



D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)

D/DAS
(Sec)
D/DAS
(Sec)
D/DAS
(Sec)
D/DAS/

D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Scc(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS}
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/8ec(AS})
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/DAS/
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)

D/Sec(AS).

D/Sec(AS)
D/Sec(AS)

64/2
6412
64/2
64/2

64/2
64/2

64/2
64/2
64/2
64/2
64/2
64/2
6442
64/2
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3
64/3/1
64/3/1
64/3/2
64/3/3
64/3/4
64/3/5
64/3/6
64/3/7
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UFOs — UFQ Sighting Reports
UFOs - UFO Sighting Reports
UFOs - UFO Sighting Reports
Unidentified Flying Objects Sighting reports

UFOs — UFQ Sighting Reports
UFOs — UFQ Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFOs - UFO Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFQs — UFQ Sighting Reports

UFQOs — UFQ Sighting Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFQOs — UFQO Sighling Reports

UFOs — UFO Sighting Reports

UFOs — Public Correspondence

UFOs - Public Correspondence

UFQs - Public Correspondence

UFOs — Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence

UFOs — Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence

UFOs - Public Correspondence

UFOs - Public Correspondence

UFOs — Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence

UFOs ~ Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence

UFQs - Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence

UFQs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFQOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFQs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOQOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOs — Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFOQOs - Public Correspondence & Requests for Information

UFQs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent X3OOOOCIXKK
UFQs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XX XOOXCX XXX
UFQs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX XX
UFQOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XXX XXX XXXX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent X 3XCOCNX
UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XOOO0OOKX
UFQs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent XX X2O000XX



D/DAS/  64/3/12
D/DAS/  64/3/13
D/Sec(AS) 64/3/14
D/Sec(AS) 64/3/15
D/Sec(AS) 64/3/15
D/Sec(AS) 64/3/16
D/Sec(AS) 64/4
D/Sec(AS) 64/4
D/Sec(AS) 64/4
D/Sec(AS) 64/4
D/Sec(AS) 64/4
D/Sec(AS) 64/4
D/DAS  64/4

(Sec)

D/Sec(AS) 64/3
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8N13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8%/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
D/DAS/  10/2/8/13
DIS FILES FOR
RELEASE

D/DI55/  108/15/1/32
D/DI55/  108/15/1/34
D/DI5S/  108/15/1/35
D/DI55/  108/15/1/36
D/DI55/  108/15/1/36
D/DISS/  108/15/1/37
D/DI5S/  108/15/1/38
D/DISS/  108/15/1/39
D/DI55/

108/15/1/40
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UFOs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent 30X XXNXK
UFOQs - Public Correspondence - Persistent Correspondent JXXXX XX XXX
UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - 323CCOCCOOKKX

UFOQs - Persistent Correspondent -~ X3OOOXXXXX

UFQOs - Persistent Correspondent - X3OOXX XXX

UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - XXX

UFQs — Parliamentary Questions & Enquiries

UFQs — Parliamentary Questions & Enquiries

UFOs — PQs/Pes

UFOs — PQs/Pes

UFQOs - PQs/Pes

UFQOs — PQs/Pes

UFQOs — PQs/Pes

UFOs — Press Cuttings

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requesis

FOI Requests

FOI Reguests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Reguests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

FOI Requests

Freedom of Information - Requests for Information
FOI Requests for Information requests
FOI Requests for Information requests

UFQ - Incidents
UFQ - Incidents
UFQ - Incidents
UFO - incidents
UFO - Incidents
UFO - Incidents
JFO - Incidents
UFO - Incidents
UFOQ - Incidents




D/DISS/
D/DISS/
D/DI55/
D/DI55/
D/DISS/
D/DISS/
D/DISS/
D/DI5s/
D/DI5S/

108/15/1/49
108/15/1/50
108/15/1/51
108/15/1/52
108/15/1/53
108/15/1/54
108/15 4
108/15 5
108/15 6

UFO - Incidents
UFO - Incidents
UFO - Incidents
UFQ - Incidents
UFO - Incidents
UFO - Incidents
UFO - Policy
UFO - Policy
UFO - Policy
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Sent: 07 November 2007 14:37
To:
Subject: st

o110 S 40

This is supplementary to request 08-10-2007-090830-001. While some of the guestions
may be answered in the outstanding part of that request, at this juncture that is not
known, nor do I know if the outstanding part will be allowed.

1. What is the redaction policy for documents released as a result of this initiative?
Will public and/or official's names and contact details be withheld?

2. Will they be available in paper or digital form at TNA?

3. Has TNA already agreed to collect these records as they are released? (There have
been instances of significant delay when the MoD have prepared records for release,
but TNA have not been ready to accept them).

4. If the released records are redacted, will the unredacted versions be available as
per current arrangements (ie usually after 30 vears of the date of the most recent
enclosgsure) ?

5. In your response to request 08-10-2007-090830-001, vyou wrote "...will also include
Freedom of Information requests received since 2005 relating to UF0Os". Please can you
clarify if you mean the original regquests, the responses to those reguests, or both.
6. What will be the most recent dates on the released material under this initiative?
7. Please can you provide a list of the files it is intended to release.

8. Will this planned release affect FoIA reguests for material which is intended to be
released (will the requester be told that they will have to walit for the scheduled
release, even if the release date can't be specified and may be up to 3 years away)?

9. Which files will be included in the first tranche of the release, and is there a
provisional date for that release?

Regards,
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Sent: 04 December 2007 11:15

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 23-11-2007-093452-002

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 22 November 2007 asking for details
of the scrambling of two fighter jets to investigate an alleged UFO incident at Felpham in West
Sussex on 4 October 2007. You also asked for copies of any pictures or reports of the alleged
unknown objects taken by the pilots or the MoD.

No aircraft were scrambled to investigate this matter. The alleged sighting has not been reported to
this office which acts as the focal point for UFO reports across the MoD. We are therefore unaware
of any reports or photographs of the alleged incident.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI
05-H-Efaon 40
MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SWI1A 2HB

04/12/2007
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Sent: 22 November 2007 23:54
To

Cc: -

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 16-10-2007-105758-002

If you want to mince words and play with the definition of 'recent' to satisfy the frankly absurd
requirements that none of this information can be released, I will provide you with a request for a
very recent event. Please, if you will, release the full details on the scrambling of fighter jets to
intercept the unknown objects described in the following news article from today, as well as any
pictures or reports of the unknown objects taken by the fighter pilots or MoD.

http://www.worthingherald.co.uk/6427/UFQO-report--RAF-did.3488813.jp

UFO report — RAF did send fighters up

A UFO spotter from Felpham has appealed to anyone else who saw the objects to contact him. Leo
Lindsay and his wife, Rosie, watched the visitors from outer space from a bedroom window.

Mr Lindsay has since had unofficial confirmation from the Ministry of Defence that two RAF planes were
sent up to investigate the phenomenon.

"The RAF don't do that unless there is a real reason," he stated. "l can't believe no one else saw the
objects. | would estimate they were each about the size of a house.

"Anyone walking along Felpham seafront at that time would not have been able to miss them. | hope
they will let me know on 01243 855728."

Mr Lindsay estimates the objects must have been above Felpham seafront in a beautiful light blue sky
with white puffy clouds. He was looking out of a bedroom window in his home in Roundle Avenue at

about 6pm on Qctober 4 when he saw 'two round football-shaped objects' coming over the trees high in
the sky.

He went downstairs to tell his wife. He watched as the objects changed to become 'multi-faceted
diamond shaped discs which moved further apart'.

The fighter planes appeared on the scene ten minutes later. Two aunts staying with the couple also saw
the incident.

Last Updated: 15 November 2007 10:16 AM

On Nov 13,2007, at 1:45 AM SSRGS v rote:

23/11/2007
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Deer SRR

Thank you for your e-mail of 21 October 2007 which requested I revisit my previous
response to you of 16 October 2007.

Your Freedom of Information request of 15 October 2007 asked whether there had been
any air space violation incidents involving unknown objects in recent years. The
incident you refer to, details of which have already been made available to the public by
this branch on the MoD website, took place some 14 years ago. Since it took place so
long ago and has already been the subject of considerable speculation and debate
amongst ufologists, I did not consider it in my response to you. However, if you can
specify which time period you are interested in, I will look at your request again.

If you are still dissatisfied, then you may apply for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation,

6t Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-

XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within
40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come
to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to
the Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of
Information Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the
case until the internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and
powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s
website,http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

Section 40
DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SWI1A 2HB

2311/2007
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From: ST

Sent: 04 December 2007 10:10

To:

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 27-11-2007-154550-006 AND
TO07013/2007

Dear SRR

Thank you for your e-mail to Des Browne, the Secretary of State for Defence,

regarding the scrambling of RAF jets to investigate an alleged UFO sighting near Bognor on 4t
October 2007. It has been passed to this branch to answer as we have responsibility for this subject.
Additionally, you raised a Freedom of Information request on the same topic. I shall both queries in
the same e-mail.

Firstly, it may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to
us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence
resources if we were to do so.

Turning to your actual question, 1 can confirm that no aircraft were launched to investigate this
matter.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6!t Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, hitp://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOIL

05-H-
MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

04/12/2007
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————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 27 November 2007 15:42

To: Info-Access-Qffice

Subject: foi email request 27-11-2007-154550-006 E

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted
on Tuesday, November 27, 2007 at 15:42:0%

txtfirstname: _Z!:I
txtlastname: E

txtoccupation: Radio and TV Presenter

txtorganisation: Glastonbury Broadcasting Ltd

txtemailaddress : RN
txttelephone: E

txtinforequest: Could you please confirm that two RAF jets were
scrambled to confront an alleged UFQ over Bognor on October 4th?

Glastonbury Radio
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From:  EISSISIRASNEWo Cor
Sent: 03 December 2007 16:08
To:

Subject:  FW: Release-Authorised: foi email request 27-11-2007-154550-006 il aRas]
Categories: FO!

You may wish to see the response provided below to a very similar request

Wg Cdr
801 Air & Ops Dev
CT & UK Ops
MOD Main Building
Floor 4 Zone |

CTandUKOps-S0O1 Air & Ops Dev (DI}
(D)

From:
Sent: cember 2007 16:05

To: Cdr

Subject: FW: Release-Authorised: foi email request 27-11-2007-154550-006 EleilNRAN

Similar to your FOI request.

s Fol 1h
MB4-f

me:M SQN LDR

Sent: ovember 2007 13:51

To: San Ldr ;

Su r RE: Release- : foi email request 27-11-2007-154550-006_

The assets committed to the QRA mission remain standard and were so on 4" Oct. There were no live
launches of any of these assets on the date in question for unplanned incursions of or perceived threats to the
UK or NATO airspace. There was however g training launch of one alrcraft from RAF Leuchars in the

afterncon of the date in question; the aircraft was tasked to work in the North Sea and was all times under the
control of the ASACS community.

!qn Ldr

502 F3 Ops
HQ 1 Gp

This e-mail and any files transmitied with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is
addressed. If you are not the intended recipient or there are problems please notify the sender and then delete the e-maif (and file(s} if

03/12/2007
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.ached) from vour system. Recipients should note that e-mail traffic on MOD systems is subject to monitoring, recording and auditing to
secure the effective operation of the system and for other iawful purposes. The MOD has taken steps to keep this e-mail and any
attachmenis free from viruses. However it accepts no liability for any loss or damage howsoever caused as a result of any virus being
passed on. It is the responsibitity of the recipient to perform all necessary checks. The statements expressed in this e-mall are personal
and do not necessarily reflect the opinions or policies of the deparntment.

From: Sqn Ldr

Sent: ovember 2007 12:58

To: SQN LDR

Ce:

Subject: RE: Release-Authorised: foi email request 27-11-2007-154550-006 SN0

| have nothing to indicate any launch on 4™ Oct. You might wish to try the CAQC as they keep records of all
such activity. '

Can you shed any light?

Sqn Ldr
PSO/ACC1 G
DSN:
BT:

This e-mait and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individuat or entity to whom itis
addressed. if you are not the intended recipient or thers are problems piease notify the sender and then delete the e-mail (and file{s) i
attached) from your system.Recipients should note that e-mait traffic on MOD systems is subject to mondtoring, recarding and auditing 1o
secure the effective operation of the system and for other lawlul purposes.The MOD has taken steps to keep this e-mail and any
attachments free from viruses. However it accepts no liability for any less or damage howsoever caused as a result of any virus being
passed on. It is the responsibility of the recipient to perform all necessary checks. The statements expressed in this e-mail are personal
and do not necessarily reflect the opinions or poiicies of the department.

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

From:

Sent: ovember 2007 12:25

- S . E—
Subject: T Release-Authori : email reguest 27-11-2007-154550-006

Dear both,

Please see the FOI request below.

Could vou please task this to the relevant person to find ocut if we hold any info
on this? :

I would appreciate a regponse if possible nlt Thursday 6/12 at 1700

Regards,
RAF Businesgs Secretariat
ATE COMMAND

RAF High combe
mil:
ext:
fax:

Email;

————— Original Message-----

Sent: er 2007 12:12

To: Alr CmdSecCS~-RAF Parli Business
Subject: Release-Authorised: foi email request 27-11-2007-154550-006 e IRAON

03/12/2007
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I!ir,

Can you take?

Info-AccessOpss

Main Building

————— Original Message~----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 27 November 2007 15:42
To: Info-Access-0ffice

Subject: foi email request 27-11-2007-154550-006 lESUORASN

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted
on Tuesday, November 27, 2007 at 15:42:09

txttitle: _m

txtfirstname:

txtlastname:

txtoccupation: Radio and TV Presenter

txtorganisation: Glastonbury Broadcasting Ltd

txttelephone: !

txtinforequest: Could you please confirm that two RAF jets were scrambled to
confront an alleged UFO over Bognor on October 4th?

Glastonbury Radic

03/12/2007
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. St
RN

Sent: 04 December 2007 09:42

CHcccion0

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 23-11-2007-065-001

plscton 40

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 22 November 2007 asking whether
two jets were despatched to investigate an alleged UFO incident at Felpham in West Sussex on 4
QOctober 2007. You also asked what the aircraft saw, what the pilots reported and where the aircraft
were launched from and whether there were any radar contacts. '

The MoD has no record of any aircraft being launched to investigate this matter, or of any radar
contacts.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6t Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-

mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

os-H Bcion 40
MoD Main Bulding
Whitehall

London
SW1A 2HB

04/12/2007
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————— Original Message-----

From: feedbackBwww.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 22 November 2007 12:21

To: Info-Access-0Office

Subject: FOI written request PS 23-11-2007-065152~-001 [ EeueNRa0)

Below is the result of yvour feedback form. It was submitted on
Thursday, November 22, 2007 at 12:20:39

txtfirstname:
txtlastname:

txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: Dewsbury

txtstatecountry: West Yorkshire

txtzipcodepostcode: _I

txtocountry: UK

txtinforequest: I read with interest a report in the online edition of
the Worthing Herald { http://www.worthingherald.co.uk/6427/U0FC-report--
RAF-did.3488813.ip )} about the sighting of a pair of unknown objects in
the sky above Felpham, West Sussex, on 4 october, 2007 at about 6pm.
The news report stated that two fighter jets appeared on the scene and
the article goes on to say that there was "had unofficial confirmation
from the Ministry of Defence that two RAF planes were sent up to
investigate the phenomenon.”

Could you confirm that two jets were despatched to investigate the
objects in question and what they found when they arrived on the scene?
Where were these jets launched from? What did the pilots report? Were
there any radar contacts?

Thank you for your indulgence,




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION 4.

Applicant:_ e

Case Number: 28-11-2007-150422-004 Expiry: 18 Dec 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copies of UAP Report and executive summary.
Copy of all documentation held on UFOs

Case for release of information

UAP Reports already on website
Other UFQ information to be withheld as likely to exceed £600 cost

Authorisation
| hereby give authorisation to withhold the W&ttion
Grade/Rank: ..... g l .................. Name: N ... ...........




From: EESIIRCIN

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephong (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
e-mail das-uio-office@mod.
% Our Reference
09648 Mittweida Date
Germany 30 November 2007

Dear SN

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 20 November 2007 asking
for copies of the “UAP in the UK Air Defence Region: Executive Summary” and “Unidentified
Aerial Phenomena (UAP) in the UK Air Defence Region — Results of Internal Review”.
Additionally, you asked for all information relating to UFOs or UAPs and a list of all documents
concerning UFOs and UAPs.

Both the documents you mention are available for viewing on the MoD website www.mod.uk by
searching in the publication scheme under the word UAP.

The MoD files on this subject go back to the late 1970s. Copies of UFO correspondence and
reports are filed in the order in which they are received. Before any of this information can be
released, personal data has to be removed in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, If we
were to search for and then process copies of all the documentation held, the costs would quickly
exceed the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act 2000
and, as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with
your request. I should also add that the MoD does not have a list of all its documents relating to
UFOs. Any attempt to list all documents held by the MoD on this subject would be 2 major task
and once again exceed the £600 limit.

That having been said, there are some 160 files held by two branches, DAS and DI5S, that deal
with the subject of UFOs dating from the late 1970s to 2007 and it has been decided to place them
in the National Archive over the next three years, commencing, it is hoped, in Spring 2008. The
release will be undertaken on a rolling programme in chronological order, starting with the oldest
files first and will also include Freedom of Information requests received since 2005 relating to
UFOs.

Details of UFO sighting reports for the years 1998 to 2006, are held on the Ministry of Defence
Freedom of Information website. This can be accessed via the internet at:

http://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomofInformation/PublicationScheme, by searching

under ‘UFQ’ reports. I suspect that this will give you much of the information you are looking
for. Details of sightings for 2007 will be placed on the website early in 2008.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of
information about UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely



destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives.
A few have survived before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for
public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew,
Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving
information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet

at: hitp://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may ap;ﬂly for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,

http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

As I speak no German, [ have attached an automated translation, Please accept my apologies for
any grammatical errors.

Y ours sincerel




. Sehr geehrter RIS

Vielen Dank fiir Thre "Freedom of Information Anfrage vom 20. November 2007 um Kopien der"
UAP in der britischen Air Defence Region: Executive Summary "und" Unidentified Aerial
Phenomena (UAP) in der britischen Air Defence Region - Ergebnisse der internen Review .
Zusitzlich kénnen Sie aufgefordert, alle Informationen tiber UFOs oder UAPs und eine Liste aller

- Dokumente iiber UFOs und UAPs.

Beide Dokumente, die Sie erwihnen, sind fiir die Anzeige auf dem Verteidigungsministerium
Website www.mod.uk suchen in der Verdffentlichung unter der UAP Wort,

Das Verteidigungsministerium Dateien zu diesem Thema gehen zuriick bis in die spéten 1970er
Jahre. Kopien von UFO Korrespondenz und Berichte werden in der Reihenfolge, in der sie
empfangen werden. Vor jedem dieser Informationen kdnnen freigegeben werden, persénliche
Daten entfernt werden in Ubereinstimmung mit dem Data Protection Act 1998, Wenn wir bei der
Suche nach und dann Kopien aller in der Dokumentation statt, die Kosten wiirden schneller als
die erlaubten £ 600 Limit fiir die Einhaltung der Freedom of Information Act "2000 und, wie in
Abschnitt 12 des Gesetzes, das Ministerium fiir Die Verteidigung ist nicht verpflichtet, sich mit
Threr Anfrage. Ich méchte auch hinzufiigen, dass das Verteidigungsministerium nicht iiber eine
Liste mit allen Dokumenten im Zusammenhang mit UFOs. Jeder Versuch, eine Liste aller
Dokumente, die im Besitz des Verteidigungsministeriums zu diesem Thema wiire eine grofie
Aufgabe und noch einmal iiber die £ 600 begrenzen.

Dass die gesagt wurde, gibt es rund 160 Dateien, die von zwei Filialen, DAS und DIS5, die sich
mit dem Thema UFOs aus den spéten 1970er Jahren bis 2007, und es wurde beschlossen, sie in
der National Archiv in den néchsten drei Jahren , Beginnend, so hofft man, im Frithjahr 2008. Die
Freigabe wird zu einem fortlaufenden Programms in chronologischer Reihenfolge, beginnend mit
dem &ltesten Dateien erste und wird auch "Freedom of Information Anfragen, die seit 2005 im
Zusammenhang mit UFQOs.

Details zu UFO Sichtung Berichte fiir die Jahre 1998 bis 2006, werden auf das Ministerium fiir
Verteidigung "Freedom of Information Website. Dies kann iiber das Internet unter:
hitp://www.mod.uk/DefenceInternet/FreedomofInformation/PublicationScheme, indem Sie unter
"UFO" berichtet. Ich vermute, dass diese thnen einen GroBteil der Informationen, die Sie suchen.
Einzelheiten zu den Museumsdirektor fiir 2007 wird auf der Website Anfang 2008,

SchlieBlich kénnen Sie auch wollen sich bewusst sein, dass der MOD hat bereits eine Vielzahl
von Informationen iiber UFOs, die steht fiir Public Viewing. MOD Dateien wurden routinemafig
zerstort nach 5 Jahren bis 1967, als sie waren in der Regel erhalten fiir die National Archives. Ein
paar haben iiberlebt, bevor 1967 und diese zusammen mit den Aufzeichnungen bis 1984 sind nun
verfiigbar fiir Public Viewing. The National Archives kontaktiert werden kann bei Ruskin
Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey, TW9 4DU oder Telefon 020 8876 3444. Die National Archives
haben auch eine Website mit Informationen itber die Datensitze, wie sie halten und den Zugang
zu ihnen. Diese finden Sie im Internet unter: http://www.nationalarchives. gov.uk.

Wenn Sie unzufrieden sind mit dieser Antwort, oder Sie méchten sich tiber alle Aspekte der _
Bearbeitung Threr Anfrage, dann sollten Sie sich mit mir in der ersten Instanz. Wenn informelle
Beilegung nicht méglich ist, und Sie sind immer noch nicht zufrieden, dann kénnen Sie sich fiir
eine unabhingige interne Uberpriifung durch die Kontaktaufnahme mit dem Direktor der
Information Ausbeutung, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-
XD(@mod.uk ). Bitte beachten Sie, dass jeder Antrag auf eine interne Uberpriifung muss
innerhalb von 40 Werktagen nach dem Tag, an dem der Versuch zu erreichen informellen
Resolution ein Ende gefunden hat.



. Wenn Sie noch ungliicklich nach einer internen Uberpriifung, kénnen Sie Thre Beschwerde an die
Information Commissioner im Rahmen der Bestimmungen von Abschnitt 50 des Freedom of
Information Act ". Bitte beachten Sie, dass die Informationen nicht untersuchen Kommissar wird
der Fall, bis die internen Uberpriifung abgeschlossen ist. Weitere Einzelheiten iiber die Rolle und
die Befugnisse des Kommissars Informationen finden Sie auf der Website des Kommissars,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk. "

Wie spreche ich kein Deutsch, ich habe eine automatische Ubersetzung beigefiigt. Bitte
akzeptieren meine Entschuldigung fir die grammatische Fehler.

Mit freundlichen Griiflen,



T

Presse- und Redaktionsbilro fir Publfic Relations, Magazine, Tages. und wﬂh,mmﬁ-‘ngm e
Draiwerdener Wag 77 ¢ « 08548 Mitiweida « Deutschiand / Germany

ﬂmaw@nc-mmm-mm

I oL T, P
N I A L

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

INFO ACCESS |
6TH FLOOR, ZONE E

MAIN BUILDING 2Ptz (S0l 22~ ON
WHITEHALL Exf 1& deC oF

LONDON, SW1A 2HB
UNITED KINGDOM
& 2007-11-20

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT REQUEST

Dear Information and Privacy Coordinator:

This is a request under the Freedom of Information Act. Herewith | respectfully request once more all information or
records as well as a complete and thorough search of all your filing systems and locations conceming UNIDENTIFIED
FLYING OBJECTS (UFO) andfor UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL PHENOMENA (UAP). Primarily | request a copy of the
report(s) from list below®. Furthermore | respectfully request a printed list with all your available documents/records
concerning UFOs and/or UAPs.

*UAP IN THE UK AIR DEFENCE REGION: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
{the report was published by Ministry of Defence on 15 May 2008)

*UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL PHENOMENA (UAP) IN THE UK AIR DEFENCE REGION - RESULT OF INTERNAL REVIEW
{the report was published by Ministry of Defence on 1 September 2006)

Disclosure of the requested information to me is in the public interest because it is likely contribute significantly to public
understanding of the operations or activities of the government and/or military and is not primarily in my commercial
interest. If there are any fees for searching for, reviewing, or copying the records, please inform me about the costs (in
detail) before you process my request. Please do not ignore this course in reference to my request. Should the records
already receive me (without the requested information in advance), | will pay nothing for the documents, which go back
to you within one month. If you deny all or any part of this request, please cite each specific exemption you think justifies
your refusal to release the information and notify me of appeal procedures available under the law.

they exist, directly at the following address:
Germany.

ress Office, Dreiwerdener Weg 77 C, 09648 Mitiweida,

Thank you very much for your time, and | look forward to éour response. Please send your answer andfor records, if

v

Prasse- und Redakionsbive — Telefon: Stauer-Nr. beim Finanzamt Mittweida Kralgsparkasse Mithweida Himweis [ information:

Rall Haetel Telefax| 22212371299 BLZ 870510 00 Dieses Schreiben wurde elekironisch
Dreiwardener Weg 77 ¢ Kto.Nr. 3310014923 verfasst und bedarf keiner Unlerschrift
09648 Mithveida Internationale Steuesidentifkatons-Nr. IBAK: DEST 8705 1000 33100148 23 This is 2 elecironic produzed letier and

Daulschiand ! Garmary . Ust-idhr. DE241045029 BICWELADEDMTW require Rot Eignalure.




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION \1\: ’
appiicant EEETNERIN e
Case Number: 07-11-2007-073339-006 Expiry: & Déc oF

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

has asked for copies of thirteen UFO reports from South Wales for
the last five years.

Alsb UFO reports from South Wales in 2007.

Case for release of information

e it

| have enclosed the thirteen copies of the UFO reports for South Wales.
Persona! Information has been removed in accordance with exemption s.40 of
the Data Protection Act 1998.

Reports for the current year will be placed on the website in 2008. Therefore,
exemption .22 is {information intended for future publication) has been used.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the release of the aforementioned information
to the Applicant.

Grade/Rank: J%\ .................... Name:.. _ ..................
Signature.. _ ......................................................




From: ESSNENN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:
Reporter — South Wales Echo

Thomson House Our Reference:
Havelock Street 07-11-2007-073339-006
Cardiff Date:

South Glamorgan CF10 1XR 26 November 2007

Dexs TR

I am writing with reference to your Freedom of Information request asking for copies of UFO
sightings from South Wales for the last five years, including reports in 2007. Your request has
been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no “‘UFO’ report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence
resources if we were to do so.

Copies of the thirteen UFO sightings that you requested have been enclosed. Names, addresses
and telephone numbers have been removed in accordance with exemption s.40 (Personal
Information) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000.

Finally, reports for the current year will be placed on the website in January 2008. Therefore, as
provided by exemption .22 (information intended for future publication) of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000. The MoD is not obliged to comply with this part of your request.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may applg for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an



o

M ternal review must be made within 40 days on the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,

ht;p_:f/www.informationcommissioner. gov.uk.

Yours sincerely
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From: IO

Sent: 08 November 2007 15:54

To: !

Subject: FW: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 07-11-2007-073339-006

Please dig out and copy the original reports for the UFQ sightings listed below.

Thanks
¥secton40

Sent: 08 November 2007 11:37
To
Su%mﬂ OF INFORMATION REQUEST 07-11-2007-073339-006

Thank you for your reply to my request - especially so soon.

I have had a look at the website you recommended and it was very helpful. Please may 1

subsequently amend my FOI request to the following:

__Please could you provide me with UFO sightings in the South Wales area in the year 2007. I have

Hspec1ﬁed the South Wales area. . o
~ I have marked out the SIghtmgs in our area from the website but was wondering if you could

possibly expand on the following reports. [ have done a FOI request to the MOD a few years ago for

the Rhondda area in relation to UFOs and I was sent a copy of all the reports. Don't worry, I'm not

asking for this, but if could you please add any information you have to the following sightings, such

as: Precise location reported from? Details of who reported it (name, age, location, occupatmn)?

Further descnptlon‘?

Srnea WA P WY
I hope this is acceptable, please let me know if you have any querlesL A\ f 2
Best Wishes, o

* 20-Feb-05 09:50 Cardiff South .Glamorgan
Bright blue object, that broke into about 3/4 segments and then disappeared.

*02-Sep-05 21:30 Rhossili Bay South Wales

A bright object was travelling at high speed, horizontally, West to East. The object was a
matt white, which looked like marble.

*26-Oct-05 23:58 Wales

The object looked like a red ball and was the size of a sixpence. It exploded and the whole
sky lit up.

*Cardiff South Wales A UFQ. (Seen sometime in 2005).

*Pontyclun South Wales A UFQ. (Seen sometime in 2005).

*Two UFOs were spotted, and they were clearly not aeroplanes. (Seen sometime in July

09/11/2007
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*05-Sep-04 15:20 Barry South Glamorgan

The object was a bright light at first and then looked like a box kite. There was no sound,
wings or fuselage.

*08-Sep-04 20:15 Cardiff South Glamorgan |
Large flash of light which turned into a grey object descending over Cardiff bay, with trailing
smoke behind it.

*15-Jan-03 22:10 Cowbridge South Glamorgan
A large round disc, slightly smaller than the moon. Creamy white then changed green.

*02-Mar-03 15:54 Pontypridd Mid-Glamorgan
Strange object, silver and shaped like a dart.

*12-Jul-03 22:05 Rhonda Mid-Glamorgan
Two round objects with legs, which were black and spinning.

*13-Aug-03 22:55 Maesteg Mid-Glamorgan
Roundish, football shaped. Flashing lights-multi coloured. The lights were on top, then
moved around the object.

*24-Sep-03 19:25 Barry South Glamorgan
Saw an unusual object, falling from a cloud, like it was burning, and was very fast. Was
viewed for five minutes.

Reporter

South Wales Echo
T:
Fi

PLEASE NOTE CHANGE OF E-MAIL ADDRESS
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st Aenan (R

P. 02

9 Sep 03 15:23

IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

% ke 3, 07 Gt dumiac Sepming obsens
S P@«"Saﬂ" At coth-Olua . '
Description of object: - ' p | Moo~ Q,L.;UQ&':
ovmnism € Lort s Sape) SRR G ST LT Leeod
PV A1ty AQouns Ta TL:&,J Ll-c,a-r'r‘x }-Lw E0 A_Qnuﬁab 'O&jﬁ‘é—‘:—'— .
Exact position of observer: . o _ _ - . e

How observed - (naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or video camera).

AL B Aeen E'ﬁ&_, 'g‘njo'c.uuﬂ:—ﬂ‘-i\, \li‘h(_'-:o EQA-

(Zon-«mi—-'x

Direction in which the object was first seen: (A landmiark may be more useful thana
badly estimated bearing). s, ~y Caupn& - 0\1:; A

Angle of sight: o | l S -

Distance: (By reference to a kn'own landmark wherever. possible) .
C—A.O_ B._y‘\' ACE - No  f=r. st Ay ac AR,

Movements: : .
_ D waa \MOQJ.‘;.L.J.;: ~N Ar_'i‘aauc'H G:NJ-'..; g8 I;b
s T aL ORUECNATay AQZaAn | |

Meteorological conditions during Qbservations: (Moving clouds, haze, mist etc).

lwimiAcey Che AL, LG-\L.,HEQ (=Y S/ NP RN S e,
el Cioon CGovep Brose |
Nearby objects: (Telephone lines; high voltage linies; reservoir,.lake or dam; swamp or

marsh; river; high buildings; tall chimneys;. steeples; spires; TV or radio masts; airfields;

generating plant; factories; pits or other sights with floodlights or other night lighting).

~ A | . T

1o whom reported: (Police, military organisations, the pfess' etc).
192 - D Qzex <__,'Qe_1 Eaquiliens - (lomg e SN SE Araany
Aﬁv backeround on the infonnan; that may be voluntcgred: | '
b~ }‘A,_. o
Other witnesses:
N A
Is a reply requested?

e
Date and time of receipt of report:

t’g A—uc-l S . 23&:&/@ .
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RECORD OF ANSWERPHONE MESSAGE RECEIVED ON THURSDAY 25™
SEPTEMBER 2003 (@ 08.04

CALLER

Wanted to report a ‘UFO’ sighting from Sl on 2 ‘i*/? / o1 J 425 G(:J{

Barry
Wales

who saw an unusual object, falling from a cloud, like it was burning, very fast.
Viewed for 5 minutes.
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E REPORT OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

| . Date, Time and Duration of Sighting - Local times to be quoted.
7 0% 22-05L (A‘/ 10 mins

B Descr tion of Object - Number of objects, size, shape, colours, brightness, sound smell efc.
é Jn m/ttl\- {eajs - é(o{ C/C Q-Pmnm,c; 5?1 > @ 7
C Exact Position of Observer - Geograpmcal location, indoors or outdoors, stationary or moving.
Zmdaé Mir’tJLOnL U#ntflﬂm’r SD »‘nx U,L[e;, /ga(?d;a’gj’?s/ &?&WB Ofif%/ . S'écﬂ(hwy
D How Observed - Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or movie camera.
Nﬂm %L’f‘ ﬁmmc,ufavs
E Direction in which Object was First Seen - A landmark may be more useful than a badly

estimated bearing.

\West

F Angular Elevation of Object - Estimated heights are unreliable.
. appos. o’
; G Distance of Object.from Observer - By reference to a known landmark wherever possible.
& No€ Knrown

H Movements of Object - Change in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of course

and speed.
S‘f: a:fjabaarm
J Meteorological Goﬁéltlons During Observatlons Moving cloud, haze, mist, etc.
Few Clod _+= 20,000 afpror . Liglt wisds | Excallod Vi
K Nearby Objects - Telephone or high voltage lines; reservo:r, 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 other lighting.

Nove

L To Whom Reported - Police, military organisafion, the prass, etc.

RAE St Athan + Cag fif ATC

M ame and Address of Inf. _
lﬂkj] re,,fe({, fjlaaj&
N Any Background Information on the Informant that may olunteered

Né&vE
0 Other Witnesses
Son o ’I—n,,@rm"f’
P Date and Time of Recelp /Jf Report

27201 707

. o1T POSSIKE
The details are to be telephoned immediately to S CLOSFD
o re CIue

The completed form report is to be sent by the originating air traffic service unit to the Ministry of
Defence Sec (AS), RAF Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB.

Related Procedure: COF/MATS Pt2/EMG _
Form: CDF/UFO/01 Issue 1 13 January 1999
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

T

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting )

Sunday 2™ March 2003 @ 15:54

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Strange object, silver, shaped like a dart

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving)

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing )

Approximate distance.

2 miles from informant’s home.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)
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9. | To whom reported. DAS(LA)Ops&Polla answerphone
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Ynysybwl
Pontypridd
11. | Other witnesses.
12. | Remarks.
13. | Date and time of receipt. Monday 3™ March 2003 @ 21:27

Return the completed form by fax or post to:

Roo

Northumberland Avenue
WC2N 5BP

Directorate of Airstaff (Lower Airspace) Operations & Policy 1

R

Metropole Building
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

Name, address and telephone no. of informant:

PENLLYN
COWBRIDGE

Date, time and duration of sighting:

C.

15 JAN 032210HRS

Description of object:

A LARGE ROUND DISC, SLIGHTLY SMALLER THAN MOON.
CREAMY WHITE THEN CHANGED GREEN.

Exact position of observer:

NOT KNOWN

How observed: (naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or video
camera).

NAKED EYE

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

SOUTH BY SOUTH EAST

Angle of sight:
NOT KNOWN

Distance: (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible).
NOT KNOWN

Movements:

~oy e TO

NDS 840 NoHiH 1S
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MOVED TOWARDS THE MOON AND MADE A WHIZZING NOISE

f.—u

k. Meteorological conditions during observations: (Moving clouds, haze, mist etc).
CLEAR SKY
L Nearby objects: (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake or dam;

swamp o@marsh; river; high buildings; tall chimneys, steeples; spires; TV or
radio masts; airfields). .

NOT KNOWN

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

RAF POLICE ST ATHAN N

n. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered:

0. Other witnesscs:

p- Is 2 reply requested?

g. Date and time of receipt of report:

17 JAN 03 1740HRS.

cnscntd 17-7T7 [o/n BN B ~Talll o KU M ML L A
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING | \'\‘S" vey
1. | Date and time of sighting. Date and time of sighting not given.
(Duration of sighting.)
2. | Description of object. Just said that she saw two UFOs but didn’t
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | know at first who to contact.
brightness, noise.)
3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location. e
(Indoors/outdoors, '
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. Not given.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)
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9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and telephone no Woman, but did not give name.

of informant. )

11. | Other witne?sézé. 7 Not given.

12. | Remarks. Just said she was not mad and knew what
she had seen, and the two UFOs were
certainly not planes.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 29 July 2005
11.30L
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- REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting,
(Duration of sighting.)

Date and time not given.

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Not given.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Not given.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Not given.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful

than a roughly estimated bearing,)

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

Not given.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.
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9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and tclephone no
of informant. i
Tyla Garw
Pontyclun
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 July 2005
14.30L




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting, Date and time not given.
(Duration of sighting,)
2. | Description of object. Not given.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

& 3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
i Geographicalfocation.
» (Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. Not given.

{Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

| 5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.).

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
" | observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)
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9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
ardiff
South Wales
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 July 2005
14.30L
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- October 26™
11.58 PM
Ty "nat Wales
Explosion in the sky



. REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 20 February 2005

(Duration of sighting.) 09.50L
2. | Description of object. Bright blue object, broke into about three to

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | four pieces, before disappearing.
brightness, noise.)

P 3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
& Geographical location.
§ (Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving,)
4. | How object was observed. Not given.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. | Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)
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Das answerphone.

9. | To whom reported. .
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and telephone no

of informant.
Cardiff
South Wales
. 11. | Other witnesses. . Not given.
Not given.

12. | Remarks.

Date and time of receipt. 22 February 2005
14.40L

13.




: ﬁ;&: T

IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

=

1. | Date and time of sighting. 5 September 2004
(Duration of sighting,) 15.20L

2. | Description of object. The object was a bright light at first and
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | then looked like a box kite. There was no
brightness, noise.) sound, wings or fuselage.

3. | Exact position of observer, were sitting out in
Geographical location. their garden.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. Both witnessed the object with the naked
(Naked eye, binoculars, other eye.
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was The object after flying towards them, over
first seen. their garden in Barry, flew due west over
(A landmark may be more helpful | Cardiff Airport.
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. 2,000 1t to 3,000 ft above them in the sky.

7. | Movements and speed. The object was going quite fast overhead.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during The sky was very clear, was a very sunny

observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

day.
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9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Barry
South Wales
11. | Other witnesses. _
12. | Remarks. aid visibility was excellent and
that you could not mistake it for a plane.
Was definitely something you could not
explain.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 13 September 2004

12.15L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING
SRl T AN VIV ATLAUNID AKRIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting. 8 September 2004

(Duration of sighting.) 20.15L

Description of object. Large flash of light which turned into a
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | grey object descending over Cardiff bay,
brightness, noise.) with trailing smoke behind it.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Not given.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Not given.

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

Just said over Cardiff bay.

Approximate distance,

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

Going quite fast as it was descending,

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.
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To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Cardiff Police Conto! Room, who then in
turn left a message on the Das
answerphone.

10.

Name, address and telephone no §

of informant,

Cardiff

iiitﬁ Wales I

11.

Other witnesses,

Not given.

12.

Remarks.

PC #\\at left the message on the
Das answerphone, said he contacted the

Coast guard, being that Cardiff is a coastal
area and enquired if there were any aircraft
over the bay, that day, i.e. from a base and
the Coast guard said no. Being that the
object was spotted over the bay aswell.
Also said he spoke to Air Traffic Control -
Cardiff, but didn’t say on the message of
what the outcome was.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

9 September 2004
11.30L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXI;LAINED AEthL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

(Date and time not given).

Description of object.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,

brightness, noise.)

Just said a UFO.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
{Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving,)

Not given.

How object was observed.
{Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

The UFO was flying over the bay to the
West of Swansea.

Approximate distance, Not given.
Movements and speed. Was going quite fast.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during Not given.

observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)
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To whom reported. - Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and telephone no | SRS
of informant, i

LTy

11. | Other witnesses. I o usin saw the UFO too.

12. | Remarks, h_?aid that he and his cousin saw

the UFO at the beginning of the year, but
didn’t report it. They then thought that
perhaps they should, because they thought
it was their duty to tell the MOD of what
they had seen.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 18 December 2005
10.45L




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION A 'ﬁ
Appiican: EESEREEN
Case Number: 29-10-2007-093343-001 Expiry: 23 November 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copies of any correspondence or sighting reports which occurred on 20/21/22
August 1994, Additionally,ﬂasked if we had any record of a visit
by personnel from RAF Prestwick to a named individual.

if we had information on a sighting report on the 21%* August 1994 in
Bellingham, Northumberland.

Case for release of infbrmation

Copies enclosed of correspondence and sighting reports covering the dates
requested. Names, addresses and telephone numbers have been removed
though in accordance with Exemption s. 40 (Personal Information) of the Data
Protection Act 1998.

No sighting report was found for Bellingham, Northumberland and RAF
Prestwick can find no record of their personnel making any visit.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the release of the aforementioned information
to the Applicant. |

Grade/Rank: ...... g’— ............... Name:....... _ ........
Sir..... I



From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dia'I) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:
Stoke on Trent Our Reference:
Staffordshire : 29-10-2007-093343-001

Secton 40 Date:

23 November 2007

Deor SN

I am writing with reference to you Freedom of Information request asking for copies of any
correspondence relating to UFO reports which occurred on 20/21/22 August 1994. Additionally,
you asked if we had any record of a visit by personnel from RAF Prestwick to a named individual.

Copies of three correspondence letters and three UFO reports covering the dates requested have
been enclosed. Names, addresses, telephone numbers etc have been removed in accordance with
exemption .40 (Personal Information) of the Data Protection Act 1998.

Finally, with regard to the sighting on the 21™ August 1994 in Bellingham, Northumberland, I
searched our records and could find no sighting report of that description and RAF Prestwick can
find no record of their personnel making any visit.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 working days on the date on which the attempt to reach
informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of section 50 of Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,

http://www informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
From: I_C(AS)ZB., s

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling
{Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec (AS)/12/3
Date
10 August 1994
aki--f-

\

L 1. You recently reported to the Ballingry Police a strange sight in
% the sky which you saw on the evening of Friday 12 August in the

Ballingry area.

2. Your report has been passed to this office which has
responsibility within the Ministry of Defence for recording such
sightings. oOur sole interest relates to whether the possibility of a
threat to the United Kingdom's air defences exists. If we conclude
that no threat to the security of the UK has occurred, we do not
attempt to investigate further or try to establish what may have been

seen.,

3. It is clear from reports we receive that there are many strange
things to be seen in the sky. However, we believe that explanatlons
could be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind
include aircraft lights or aircraft seen from unusual angles, kites,
helium balloons, weather balloons, unusual cloud formations,
satellites in orblt or satellite debrls entering the atmosphere, ball
lightning, fireballs and meteorites. We accept, however, that there
will always be some sightings that appear to defy explanation, and we
are open-minded on these.

4, In this instance we are satisfied that no threat to the UK's air
defence has occurred but have taken careful note of your report and
would like to thank you for your interest.

5. If, however, you are interested in pursuing the subject further,
you may wish to contact some of the civilian organisations currently
engaged in the study of UFO phenomenon. I suggest the following
societies:

British UFO Research Association

L
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_Contact Internationa

Yours sincerely,




e
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MINISTRY

Froms:: ' c(as)za 1 A
Main Bullding, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

(Feox}

Telephone {Direct Diallin A -
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference
D/8ec (AS)/12/3
Date
NN August 1994
Pt

Y repor bright lights which you saw in
the sky very early in the morning of Wednesday 10 August.

2. Your report has been passed to this office which has Ministry of
Defence responsibility for recording such sightings. oOur sole :
interest relates to whether the possibility of a threat to the United
Kingdom's air defences exists. If we conclude that no threat to the
security of the UK has occurred, we do not attempt to investigate
further or try to establish what may have been seen.

3. It is clear from reports we receive that there are many strange
things to be seen in the sky. However, we believe that explanations
could be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind
include aircraft lights or aircraft seen from unusual angles, kites,
helium balloons, weather balloons, unusual cloud formations,
satellites in orbit or satellite debris entering the atmosphere, ball
lightning, fireballs and meteorites. We accept, however, that there
will always be some sightings that appear to defy explanation, and we
are open-minded on these.

4. In this instance we are satisfied that no threat to the UK's air
defence has occurred but have taken careful note of your report and
would like to thank you for your interest.

5. If, however, you are interested in pursuing the subject further,
you may wish to contact some of the civilian organisations currently
engaged in the study of UFO phenomenon. I suggest the following
societies: :

ish UFO Research Associes
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national (UK)

Yours sincerely,
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Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec (AS8)/12/3
Date

A7) August 1994
72

1. You recently reported to Cardiff Air Traffic Control a strange
bright object in the Rhonda Valley, which you saw late on Thursday
11th August.

2, Your report has been passed to this office which has Ministry of
Defence responsibility for recording such sightings. oOur sole
interest relates to whether the possibility of a threat to the United
Kingdom's air defences exists. If we conclude that no threat to the
security of the UK has occurred, we do not attempt to investigate
further or try to establish what may have been seen.

3. It is clear from reports we receive that there are many strange
things to be seen in the sky. However, we believe that explanations
could be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind
include aircraft lights or aircraft seen from unusual angles, kites,
helium balloons, weather balloons, unusual cloud formations,
satellites in orbit or satellite debris entering the atmosphere, ball
lightning, fireballs and meteorites. We accept, however, that there
will always be some sightings that appear to defy explanation, and we
are open-minded on these.

4. In this instance we are satisfied that no threat to the UK's air
defence has occurred but have taken careful note of your report and
would like to thank you for your interest.

5. If, however, you are interested in pursuing the subject further,
you may wish to contact some of the civilian organisations currently
engaged in the study of UFO phenomenon. I suggest the following
societies:

British UFO Research Association

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE _

2o S ). R | (O

Telephone (Direct Dialling—
{Switchboard)

——— -
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t Intermational ,

Yours sincerely,
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rrom:

Sent: 07 November 2007 11:14

o

Subject: FOI - UFOQ Interview - 21 Aug 1994

Sorry for the delay in getting back to you. My staff have checked back through our records, files, SDO reports
etc and have found nothing relating to the incident you described. In addition, we have 4 staff that were at the
Unit in 1994 but none of them can recall anyone going to interview someone reference a UFO. Sorry |

couldn't be of more help.

Regards,

Squadron Leader
Senior Operations Officer - SCATCC (Mil)

=Mil:
=BT:
®Fax

(®)rOYAL
AIRFORCE

ook ook AR T o ok ok ok o ok o b e e e e o s ek ok sk ok e e sk ok ok b et s ook ok o sk ok s ok ok ke e
If you are not the intended recipient, please notify our Help Desk at Email postmaster{@nuats.co.uk
immediately. You should not copy or use this email or attachment(s) for any purpose nor disclose
their contents to any other person.

NATS computer systems may be monitored and communications carried on them recorded, to
secure the effective operation of the system

Please note that neither NATS nor the sender accepts any responsibility for viruses or any losses
caused as a result of viruses and it is your responsibility to scan or otherwise check this email
and any attachments.

NATS means NATS (En Route) plc (company number: 4129273), NATS (Services) Ltd
{company number 4129270), NATSNAYV Ltd (company number: 4164590)

or NATS Ltd (company number 3155567) or NATS Holdings Ltd (company number 4138218).
All companies are registered in England and their registered office is at 5th Floor,

Brettenham House South, Lancaster Place, London, WC2E 7EN.
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From:
Sent:
To:

Please may I have copies of any corregpondence relating to UFO reports which occurred
on 20/21/22 August 1994.

I am particularly interested in a particular report, copied below, but would
appreciate all material relating to all reports on all three dates from anywhere in
the UK.

0f particular interest is the detail from the report:

"Peter was visited in September by two military officials, who ¢laimed to be from RAF
Prestwick. They briefly showed Peter some identification and asked many questions
pertaining to the object he cbserved. They also asked for the negatives."

Please can you also check with RAF Prestwick if any such a visit is on record, and if
s0, provide all related documentation.

The report is copied below, Gloria Dixon is the Director of Investigations for the
British UFO Research Association (BUFORA) and is known to me (I will send copies of
this request to her as well as the Chairman of BUFORA, Robert Rosamond) .

Regards,

http://spacepub.com/users/data/gightings/eng/eng.htm
Strange Nights in the North
Date: 21lst August 1994 Place: Bellingham, Northumberland

Peter Nelson had retired to bed on Sunday, 21st August, when his alarm system went
off. It was 11.35.pm and Peter got out of bed and checked the house and garden. There
appeared to be no problem with intruders, and when checking the garden he looked up at
the night sky and noticed a bright object travelling in an easterly direction and
moving guite slowly. He went into the rear garden to have a closer look as it came
over the Tyne Valley, and cculd see a glowing outline of what he described as a
coppery dome shape. It moved slowly aleong the valley towards the river Tyne, then
changed direction and headed North.

Peter describes his sighting in the following way.

*I could hardly believe what I was looking at. As it came closer I could feel the air
pulsating and was aware of ozone in the air.

The hairs on my arms started to bristle. As I watched the object I remembered there
was some film left in my camera, so I went into the house to get the camera and
shouted for my daughter Mary-anne to come and see the object. I toock five photographs
of it. The bright light on the bottom of the disc slowly got brighter and it
accelerated at great speed to the north.'

Peter's observation time was approximately twelve minutes and he describes the object
as being largexr than the full moon. He heard no sound, and states that it was a clear,
dry and mild night with no cloud cover. This object was also observed by five other
people west of Ovington at about 11.30 pm on the same night.

The Hexam Courant and Evening Chronicle carried articles about this sighting and Phil
Mantle called me to tell me that photographs had been taken by Peter Nelson. I

contacted Peter and he very kindly came to see me bringing the negatives with him and
the camera he had used. He left the negatives with me for examination. The photograph

i

7 23:44
i 15 fomert o373 Do
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of e UFO shows a coppery dome shaped object with a light emanating from underneath,
a e moon clearly visible. The cbject seen by the other witnesses is described by
them as an orangey vellow colour in two parts hovering above the trees, a few miles
west of Ovington. This sighting was at 11.30pm, and several of the withesses said they
had never seen anything like it hefore.

Visit from the Military

Peter was visited in September by two military officials, who claimed to be from RAF
Pregtwick. They briefly showed Peter some identification and asked many questions
pertaining to the object he observed. They also asked for the negatives. However, I
had the negatives at that time and so Peter gave them a copy of the photograph of the
UFC. They were interested to know about the gound, movement and height of the object
and the approximate distance from which Peter had observed it. The men spent over an
hour with him and then went down to the golf course nearby, where they used binoculars
and appeared to be looking around. Peter has since told me that bhoth he and his
daughter felt that their conversation was being taped.

Otterburn Army Range is in close proximity to Peter's home and he and his daughter are
uged to geeing military activity around the area on a regular basis. Apparently there
is going to be a large military base there in the future and there has been a great
deal of cobjection to this from residents in the area.

This photograph will be forwarded to a photographic analysis consultant and I will
give you an update on this when I receive his evaluation.

By Gloria Dixon.
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From:
Sent: 23 November 2007 13:05

To: SRR

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 22-11-2007-132556-005

s cion 40

Thank you for your e-mail of 22 November 2007 asking if I could double check the
response provided to you on 16 March 2005 under reference 01-03-2005-13581-007 regarding an
alleged UFO incident at Llanilar, near Aberystwyth, in January 1983.

I can confirm the MoD has no record of this incident. The Directorate of Air Staff UFO files
covering this period have been placed in The National Archive and are now available for
examination by the public at The National Archives, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9
4DU, Telephone: 0208 876 3444. Details of how to access these records and The National Archives
on line catalogue can be found on their website at http//:www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an internal review by contacting the Director of

Information Exploitation, 6t F loor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail
InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 days
of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on
the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

I am sorry [ was unable to be of more assistance.

Yours sincerely,

05-H-
MoD Main Building
London

SW1A 2HB

23/11/2007
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From: _on behalf of DAS-UFOQ-Office

Sent: 22 November 2007 13:36

To: RN

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST

Deer G

Please accept this e-mail as acknowledgement of your request that 1 revisit our files to check whether
our response to you at 01-03-2005-13581-007 was correct. For administrative reasons, it will be allocated a
fresh reference number.

| should mention that we have no record of having received your e-mail of 2 November.

05-H
Whitehall
London

SW1A 2HB

oo 0
Sent: ovember :

To: DAS-UFQ-Office
Subject: re my previous email to you

Dear MOD,( | have not received any reply from the email sent to you on
Sent: Friday, November 02, 2007 5:32 PM
Subject: re MOD

Re Llanilar enquiry. Your reference 01-03-2005-13581-007 your letter dated 16th of March 2005

Dear Sir/fMadam, You will see from previous correspondence sent to you, and your letter to me dated the 16th
of March 2005,that you confirmed no knowledge of any incident involving the attendance of the MOD and
Police to a remote farm at

Llanilar near Aberystwyth, in January 1983, when a large amount of metal fragments were recovered and
removed from the site, details of which were published in the Sunday Express 23.1 83.

| am dissatisfied with your response and would like to know whether you could double check this

enquiry prior to an appeal being lodged, as it seems incomprehensible that you have no details of an incident
of this nature, taking into consideration the circumstances of the event as

published in the Sunday Express.Unless its a hoax

1 am using the free version of SPAMTfighter for private users.
It has removed 4389 spam emails to date.

Paying users do not have this message in their emails.

Try SPAMfighter for free now!

23/11/2007
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rrom:

Sent: 23 November 2007 16:07

To R

Subject: Fw: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 22-11-2007-132556-005

oo SEEIED

Thanks for replying.

| am satisfied from my own enguiries into this incident

that a large amount of metal was recovered from the farmers field,

in gquestion and more likely to have have been the remains

of an umanned aerial vehicle,constructed by human hands rather than
any material froma UFO. -

What puzzles me is why there are no records kept of this material ever having
been recoved in the first place,not that | suggest there has been 'any cover up,'
bearing in mind it is more likely the material and the report embracing the

other such incidents have taken place?

Under the circumstances | can only form my own conclusions as to what has

happened here, and will be considering my options as outlined by you, but

reiterate my findings have confirmed from their description to be some sort of aircraft,-but in the absence of
any other information can only speculate as to

the source, without any substantive evidence to support my theory.

_Hetired Police Officer

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

From:
To
Sent: Friday, November 23, 2007 1:04 PM

Subject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 22-11-2007-132556-005

RIS cotion 40

Thank you for your e-mail of 22 November 2007 asking if I could double check the
response provided to you on 16 March 2005 under reference 01-03-2005-13581-007 regarding an
alleged UFO incident at Llanilar, near Aberystwyth, in January 1983.

I can confirm the MoD has no record of this incident. The Directorate of Air Staff UFO files
covering this period have been placed in The National Archive and are now available for
examination by the public at The National Archives, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9
4DU, Telephone: 0208 876 3444. Details of how to access these records and The National Archives
on line catalogue can be found on their website at http//:-www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an internal review by contacting the Director of

Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail
InfoXD(@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 days
of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

26/11/2007
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If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on
the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

I am sorry I was unable to be of more assistance.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

05-H ¥ ¥ion 40
MoD Main Build

London
SW1A 2HB

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.5.503 / Virus Database: 269.16.4/1146 - Release Date: 22/11/2007 18:55

I am using the free version of SPAMfighter for private users.
It has removed 4469 spam emails to date.

Paying users do not have this message in their emails,

Try SPAMfighter for free now!

26/11/2007



AUTHORISATION TO WITHHOLD REQUESTED INFORMATION St

sppicant: E

Case Number: 13-11-2007-073412-010 Expiry:

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

is asking for details of UFO sightings reported to the MOD from the
Northumberland area for the last five years.

Case for withholding information

| have informed TSR that the Ministry of Defence has a database which
contains sightings from the year 1998 up to 2006.

The information is being withheld for the year 2007, as it will be added to the
website in 2008.

Pl‘m use of the following FOI Exemptions

Exemption s.22 is used for the sightings for this year — (information intended
for future publication).

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to withhold the aforementioned information to the
Applicant.
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Sent: 15 November 2007 15:59

G cccion 0 |

Subject: Release-Authorised: FOI Request - 13-11-2007-073412-010.

| am writing concerning your Freedom of Information request asking for details of UFO reports from the
Northumberiand area for the last five years. Your request has been passed to this Department as we are the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence (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 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. If would be an inappropriate use of
defence resources if we were to do so.

With regard to your request for details of UFO sightings over Northumberland, over the past five years, the
MoD has placed details of reports for the period 1998-2006 on its website, which can be found at:

reporis.

Reports for the current year will be placed on the website in January 2008. Therefore, as provided by
exemption 5.22 (information intended for future publication) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000. The
MOD is not obliged to comply with this part of your request.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when
they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these fogether
with records up to 1986 are how available for public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at
Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also
have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on
the internet at: hitp.//www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

| hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish fo complain about any aspect of the
handling of this reguest, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the Director
of Information Exploitation, 68 Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB {e-mail InfoXD @ mod,uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 working days on the date on
which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been completed.
Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's
website,

Yours sincerely

Mfence

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1
5% Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

15/11/2007
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E.mail — das-ufo-office @mod.uk

15/11/2007



. Ex/hf 1oDec oF
————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 12 November 2007 18:03
To: Info-Access-0ffice

Subject: FOI written request PS 13-11-2007-073412-010 _m

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday,
Novenber 12, 2007 at 18:02:47

txttitle: tion 40

txtfirstname: -@
txtlastname:; _mm

txtoccupatlon: Journalist
txtorganisation: NCJ Media
txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: Newcastle

txtstatecountry: Northumberland
txtzipcodepostoode: I

txtcountry: UK

txtemaildddress: _
txttelephone: !

txtinforequest: I would like information on UFO sitings in the
Northumberland area.

I would like numbers of sitings reported to the MOD, broken down by
vear for the last five years, with a break down of exact locations in
Northumberland for the last year only, if possible.

Also comparison figures for other parts of the country in the last year
only. Thank you.
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From: IO

Sent: 12 November 2007 10:03

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 12-11-2007-091644-016

Dea

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 11 November 2007 asking for
copies of material on crop circles held by the MoD in file series D/Sec(AS)/12/6.

I should point put that the 12/6 series consists of one file only, entitled “UFOs — Alleged UFO
incident — Crash of Lightning F'6 — 8 Sep 1970"". The incident took place over the North Sea and
contains no information relating to crop circles. There is no record that this branch ever opened a file
on the subject of crop circles. No file on the subject of crop circles was opened by this branch during
the period 1991-95,

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, hitp://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
SWI1A 2HB

12/11/2007



Exf 1O doc OF

From:

Sent: 11 November 2007 09:34
To:

Subject: - crop circles

Thanks for your recent email concerning
information held by the MOD on the subject of crop circles.

I wish to make a fresh request under the Freedom of Information Act for copies of the
material held by the MOD on the crop circles, relating to the peried 1991-1%95, in the
file file serieg D/Sec{AS)/12/6 released to the other requester listed in your Annexe
&, request dated 2 August

2007 namely:

"Pieage gsend me any information about the title and content of files
D/Sec(A8)/12/6 from the file lists, from the PQ background notgI mentioned, or freom

any other source — I think this will resolve the mystery and help clear up any
misunderstandings."

Please note this is clearly the same information I initially requested, under the
mistaken impression that it was contained within a separate file on crop circles.
Please could you supply this material in hard copy format.

I understand I am entitled to a response within 20 days and I look forward to hearing
from vyou,

Regards



AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Applicant: SRS

Case Number: 07-11-2007-173339-006 Expiry: 4 Dec 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Details of UFO sightings Cardiff, Bridgend, Caerphilly, Merthyr Tydfil and
Rhondda Cynon Taff.

Case for release of information

Information to be withheld as likely to exceed £600 cost

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to withhold the aforementioned information

Grade/Rank:
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From: GO

Sent: 08 November 2007 09:55

o R

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 07-11-2007-073339-006

plsecton 40

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 7 November 2007 asking for details of UFO
sighting reports from Cardiff, Bridgend, Caerphilly, Merthyr Tydfil and Rhondda Cynon Taff.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence (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 source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to
us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence
resources if we were to do so.

The MoD files on this subject go back to the late 1970s. Copies of UFO correspondence and reports
are not held geographically, but are filed in the order in which they are received. Before any of this
information can be released, personal data has to be removed in accordance with the Data Protection
Act 1998. Clearly, if we were to search for and then process copies of all these reports the costs
would quickly exceed the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information
Act 2000 and as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply
with your request. However, if you can narrow the scope of your request to one or two specific
years, we may be able to help you.

However, details of sighting reports for the years 1998 to 2006, are held on the Ministry of Defence
Freedom of Information website. This can be accessed via the internet at:

‘UFO’ reports. I suspect that this will give you much of the information you are looking for. Details
of sightings for 2007 will be placed on the website early in 2008.

Finaily, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of
information about UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed
after 5 years until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have
survived before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for public
viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9
4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving information
about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at:
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an internal review by contacting the Director of

Information Exploitation, 6® Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail

of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

08/11/2007
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If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on -
the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

I am sorry I was unable to be of more assistance.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FQ

05-H
MoD Main Building
London

SWI1A 2HB

08/11/2007



————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 07 November 2007 13:25

To: Info-Access-Qffice

Subject: FOI written reguest 07—11—2007—173339—006-@

Below is the result of your feedhack form. It was submitted on
Wednesday, November 7, 2007 at 13:24:56

cxceiete: [N 40

txtfirstname:
txtlastname:

txtoccupation: Reporter

txtorganisation: South Wales Echo
txtaddresgsl: Thomsgon House
txtaddressZ2: Havelock Street
txttowncity: Cardiff
txtstatecountfy: Wales
txtzipcodepostcode: CF10 1XR

txtcountry: UK

-
txttelephone: !

txtinforequest: Dear Sir/ Madam,

This is a request for information under the Freedom of Information Act
2000.
I would please like to request the following information:

* Any sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects in the last three years
in the the following areas:

Cardiff (city and county), Bridgend, Caerphilly, Merthyr Tydfil and
Rhondda Cynon Taff.

*Please could thiz include: Date and time of sighting, duration,
location, who reported the UFO, number of reports made for that
particular sighting and what was reported.

If there are any queries on this request please will vyou contact me
immediately and I will endeavour to provide the necessary clarification.

Please can you send the information as Word attachments or PDF files to
the following email address:



If this is not possible, then please could vou post copies of the
information to the following postal address:
South Wales Echo, Thomson House, Havelock Street, Cardiff,

Please can you notify me straight away if you do not possess this
information, or if you believe someone else holds it.

My telephone number isM. Please call me if you need any
further details to com is request.

Yours Sincerely,



AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Applicant: SRR

Case Number: 08-10-2007-090830-001 Expiry: 5 Nov 2007
The Applicant has made the following request for information:
Has a decision been made regarding the reiease of UFO files

If yes how and when will they be released |

Copies of discussion documents

Case for release of information

Confirmation that decision to release has been taken can be released

Discussion documents withheld under exemption $.35 Formulation of
Government policy

A public interest test is being undertaken
Authorisation

I hereby give authorisation for the release of the aforementioned information
subject to public interest case.
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rrom: - SR

Sent: 01 November 2007 16:02

LR ©ection 40 |

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-2007-090830-001

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 5 October 2007 asking
whether the MoD had decided to release the UFO files held by both DI55 and DAS. Additionally,
you asked for details of how and when the department intends to implement this release and for
access to records of any discussions relating to this release that have taken place since January 2007.

There are some 160 DAS and DISS files that deal with the subject of UFOs dating back to the 1970s
and it has been decided to place them in the National Archive over the next three years,
commencing, it is hoped, in Spring 2008. The release will be undertaken on a rolling programme in
chronological order, starting with the oldest files first and will also include Freedom of Information
requests received since 2005 relating to UFOs.

Regarding your request for access to documents of any discussions within MoD on the release of
files, I can inform you that the Ministry of Defence holds relevant material but we believe this
information, which discusses the formulation of MoD policy, falls within the scope of a qualified
exemption of the Freedom of Information Act 2000. This is exemption S.35 (Formulation of
Government Policy). As a qualified exemption, it is necessary for the Ministry of Defence to
consider whether there are overriding reasons why disclosure would not be in the public interest.

The Freedom of Information Act requires us to respond to requests promptly and in any case no later
than 20 working days after receiving your request. However, when a qualified exemption applies to
the information and the public interest test has to be conducted, the Act allows the time for response
to be longer than the 20 working days. A full response must be provided within such time as is
reasonable in all circumstances of the case and, in response to your requests, it is therefore planned
to let you have a final decision on where the balance of public interest lies, by 14 December 2007.
However, I would hope that the matter can be resolved quicker than that and I will push for an early
response.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitechall, SW1A 2HB (e-

mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Finally, my response of 25 June 2007 to your previous request on this subject, treated exemption

.35 as an absolute rather than a qualified exemption and therefore failed to point out the need for a
formal public interest test. Please accept my apologies for this mistake,

01/11/2007



\Q‘s sincerely,

DAS-FOI

os-1 88 o 40
MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
SW1A 2HB

01/11/2007
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From: _

Sent: _ %7 15:24

To:

Subject: e: OM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 25-06-2007-161221-003
Hello

Given that three months have passed since your response (reproduced below), please can
you advise: ' :

a) If the MoD has decided to proceed with a wholesale release of UFO files held by
either or both DIS5 and DAS.

b) If the answer to any part of (a) is 'Yes', how and when either/both departments
propose to implement any such release.

Finally, please may I have access to records of any discussion within the MoD related
to the wholesale release of UFO related material since January 2007 until today.

Regards,

wrote:

Thank you for vour Freedom of Information
request of 9 May 2007 asking whether DAS UFO files would be subject to
a wholesale release, whether the 2 year timescale quoted in the Daily
Star is accurate and whether un-redacted files would be made available
under the normal Public Records Act legislation. Additiocnally, you
asked for copies of any internal and external discussion relating to
the decision to release the UFQ files. Finally., vou asked whether the
recent French release of their UFO records or the Guernsey incident on
23 April 2007 or the F-15 incident on 12 January 2007 had influenced
the decision process regarding the releagse of UFD files.

The MoD is currently reviewing the status of UFQ files held by DAS and
DIS although no decision has been taken yet. Discussion papers
relating any release of these files are withheld under exemption s.35
(Formulation of Government Policy) of the Freedom of Information Act
2000.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about
any aspect of the handling of your reguest, then you should contact me
in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible and you
are still dissatisfied then vou may apply for an independent internal
review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th
Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XDEmod.uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made
within two calendar months of the date on which the attempt to reach
informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your
complaint to the Information Commissioner under the provisions of
Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Piease note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the
internal review process has been completed. Further details of the
role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the
Commissioner's website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk."

Finally, please accept my apologies for the delay in responding to
your regquest and I should like to thank you for your patience.

V VYV VY VYV Y VY VYV YVYVVVYVYVVYVYYYVYYY VYV VY VYVYVYYVYYY VY



VVVVVVVVVY

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FQI

MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
SW1A 2HB



AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Applicant: BRI
Case Number: 08-10-2007-090830-001 Expiry: 6 Nov 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copies of discussion documents surrounding the decision to release the MoD
files to the National Archive

Case for release of information

This information should be withheld under exemption s.35 (Formulation of
Government Policy).

Whilst there is a public interest in the release of these documents, on balance
following a PIT itis felt the need to ensure staff have the space to develop
policy and provide frank advice to ministers, means the information should be
withheld.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to withhold the aforementioned information
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Sectona)

Sent: 11 December 2007 15:31

o O

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-2007-090830-001

Deor SRR

In my response dated 1 November 2007 to your Freedom of Information request
reference 08-10-2007-090830-001, I explained that access to documents of any internal discussions
within MoD regarding the release of MoD UFO/UAP files was exempted under exemption $.35
(Formulation of Government Policy), and that additional time was required to conduct a public
interest test.

Section 35(1)(a) of the Act provides that information may be exempt from disclosure if it would, or
would be likely to, prejudice the formulation or development of government policy. The decision to
proactively release such a large number of files to the National Archive, was quite clearly a matter of
government policy.

This is not the end of the matter, of course; section 35 is a qualified exemption, meaning that the
MOD must assess the balance of public interest in release of the information. We have done this at
several levels:

i There is an undoubted public interest in the public being able to assess the quality of advice
being given to ministers and subsequent decision making based on that advice. Given the level of
interest in the matter amongst a small but vociferous section of the public, and the probability that ill
informed speculation and conspiracy theories are likely to be rife, it is reasonable that the public
have a right to know why the Ministry of Defence has made its decision to release the UFO/UAP
files.

1i. Greater transparency makes government more accountable to the electorate and increases
trust; if by releasing these discussion papers we were to demonstrate that the decision to proceed was
one taken on good advice and following a sensible debate, this may have a positive etfect in
increasing public confidence in government decision-making. However, if the advice and debate
behind policy-making were routinely disclosed, officials may be less willing to offer frank advice or
ministers may be less willing to explore the full range of policy options. There is a risk that officials
could come under pressure not to challenge ideas in the formulation of policy, thus leading to poorer
decision making. Ministers and officials also need to be able to conduct rigorous and candid risk
assessments of their policies in a free space without constant scrutiny. Discussions surrounding the
release of these files are still on going. This is a major exercise, which I believe is unique 1n MoD
histery. The MoD will be proactively placing a large number of files less that 30 years old in the
National Archive in both paper and importantly, electronic format. The practical difficulties of this
are still under discussion and may well continue to be for some time. As we work on the transfer of
these files to the National Archive, we are coming across a number of challenges and need to be able
to discuss and seek solutions without the concern that our discussions will be placed in the public
domain while this process is ongoing.

Taking the above arguments into account, in this case, we believe that it would not be in the public
interest to disclose the discussion documents surrounding the decision to place the DIS and DAS
UFO/UATP files in the National Archive. That having been said, I believe that it will be helpful if I
provide you with a little more background as to why the decision was taken. Once a policy decision
has been taken and the policy implemented, the position can be reconsidered and it may be that any
factual background information can then be disclosed.

11/12/2007
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e subject of UFOs is one of the most popular subjects for FOI requests. Answering requests takes
a considerable amount of time and resources and can involve officials in days of work, which
frequently means trawling through old files to find the information requested. By placing the UFO
files on-line at the National Archive in a structured manner, the MoD is able to follow its remit for
more open government and, by re-directing applicants to the National Archive site, reduce the
amount of time it spends answering requests. By opening our files in this way, we may also help to
counter the maze of rumour and frequently ill informed speculation that surrounds the role of the
MoD in the UFO phenomena.

T am sure that you will be disappointed with this response, however, if you have any more specific
questions, I will attempt to answer them. .

DAS-FOI

o5 1 88 on 40
MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
SWI1A 2HB

11/12/2007
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From: SISO

Sent: 19 Decembet 2007 10:09

T

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-2007-090830-001

Deor EETRETINS

Further to my e-mail of 11 December 2007, I note that I failed to remind you that on
completion of the public interest test, the standard rights of appeal apply, namely that if you are
unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of this request,
then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible and you are
still dissatisfied then you may apply for an internal review by contacting the Director of Information

Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which
the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on
the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Secondly, [ have received a FOI request for copies of the MoD responses to FOI requests 07-11-
2007-155411-001 and 08-10-2007-090830-001. Exceptionally, and as a courtesy, since you only
received a final response to the latter request on 11 December 2007, I thought it appropriate to
inform you that I will be passing them to the individual concerned either today or tomorrow. I should
make clear that your personal details, such as name and e-mail address, will be withheld under
exemption s.40 (Personal Information).

Finally, may I offer you my best wishes for the festive season.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

London
SWI1A 2HB

19/12/2007
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S < ction 40|
Sent: 11 December 2007 14:21

LR - <ciion 40

Subject: RE: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-2007-090830-001

Only the standard initial response as found in section D of the guidance — copied below — when you
come to the final response you just need to set out the argument for and against and say that you
are applying the exemption because the balance of public interest is in withholding. What most
people forget to do is set out the argument.

This letter is to inform you that the MOD holds information related to your request, but that we
believe the information falls within the scope of the following qualified exemption(s): {State
exemption(s) e.g. Section 26 (Defence), Section 27 (International Relations)] As such it is
necessary for us to decide whether, in all the circumstances of the case, the public interest in
maintaining the exemption outweighs the public interest in disclosure.

The Freedom of Information Act requires us 1o respond to requests promptly, and in any case no
later than 20 working days after receiving your request. However, when a qualified exemption
applies to the information and the public interest test has to be conducted, the Act allows the time
for response to be longer than 20 working days. A full response must be provided within such time
as is reasonable in all circumstances of the case and, in relation to your request, we estimate that
it will take an additional [ ] working days to take a final decision on where the balance of public
interest lies. We therefore plan to let you have a respense by......

Section 40L 1
MOD Floor GOE

Main Building
Whitehall
London
SW1A 2HB

e
BT:

Sent: 2007 13:55

To:
SUM-aumorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-2007-090830-001

Sorry to be a pain, but are the standard paragraphs we us for a normal FO! request appropriate for a PIT? |
have iooked on the toolkit but can’t find anything.

From:

Sent: 10 December 2007 16:15
To:

SuMseéuthorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-2007-090830-001

11/12/2007



ANNEX C — New requests — November 2006
DCA Access to Information Central Clearing House
Referral Form — New Requests - November 2006

1/ Please complete this form as thoroughly as possible. Referral forms must be used when referring cases
to the Clearing House.

2/ When e-mailing this form to the Clearing House, please copy in all relevant departmental contacts in the
e-mail cc. field. :

3/ You should continue to process the request until a Clearing House case officer contacts you. However,
please do not issue a final response before agreement with the Clearing House.

Departmental Case Ref: | 08-10-2007-050830-001

‘Timeframes '
Date request received: 5 QOctober 2007

Deadline for response to applicant {(including any 14 December 2007
PIT extension already issued or due to be issued):

Case detzils and analysis:

Narme / arganisation of applicant and exact wording _
of request:

.............. please can you advise:

a) If the MoD has decided to proceed with a wholesale
release of UFQ files held by either or both DI55 and DAS.
b} If the answer to any part of a} is “Yes” how and when

gither/both departments propose to implement such a
release

Finally, please may | have access to records of any discussions
within the MoD related to the wholesale release of UFQO material
since January 2007 until today (5 October)




Pleas.e a detailed analysis of the request.
You must provide information on:

« Subject matter and sensitivities.

» What Clearing House triggers are engaged.

» What information is held — please provide a
sample with the referral form if possible.

+ What exemptions you think may apply and
why.

» Whether there is a prospect of using NCND.

» Whether media interest in the response is
likely.

« Any other factors you believe to be relevant.

Internal discussions have been taking place within the MeD as to
whether we should release all the UFO related files held by the two
named branches (DI5S5 and DAS).

This resulted in a Ministerial Submission on the subject and
Ministers gave their approval for the release of these files to the
National Archive. it had been planned to make a formal
announcement in Spring 2008 when the first files will become
available at the National Archive. However, there is no objection to
informing!that a decision to release has been made.

Exemption .35 applies as the information consists of Ministerial
Submissions and drafts, together with discussion documents
between staff required for the preparation of the Ministerial
Submission requiring a policy decision. Release of this information
could inhibit free and frank provision of advice to Ministers.

Exemption .40 appiies as the information contains personal
information regarding officials.

Exemption s.42 applies as the information contains discussions on
Copyright legislation and the FOI, which has potential implications
across government.

A Public Interest test is now being conducted.

It is possible there wiii be press interest, although the MoD press
office believe that national press coverage will be withheld until the
first files are available for viewing. The decision fo release UFO
files will be of considerable interest to those members of the public
interested in UFOs

Do you need to consider the use of Section 23 or
247

What case categorisation (1, 2, 3, or 4)
NO does the department believe would be most | 4
suitable (see Clearing House toolKit para
24)

Involvement of other government departments and/or NDPBs:

Is this a suspected round robin request?

NO

if not a suspected round robin, are any other government departments or NDPBs likely to be involved or Yes

have an interest in the request?

If “Yes” or “possibly”, please state why and provide contact details for relevant departments where possible:

Department 1

Department 2 Department 3

Name of Department | The National Archive

Contains details of

Reasons for (possible) | discussions with their
involvement: | officials on mechanics of

placing files with them

Contact details (if available):




Caontact details of lead de

nartmental FQI practitioner

Please check if this
is first point of
contact for Clearing
House

Name:

£ — mail (check accuracy):

O

Telephone Number:

Contact details of lead departmental policy official

Name:

Please check if this
is first point of
contact for Clearing
House

E — mail (check accuracy):

Telephone Number:

1

Other key contact details (if applicable

Please check if this
is first point of
contact for Clearing
House

Name and position:

E — mail (check accuracy):

Telephone Number:

O
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0070507 FOI AND
We spoke about a meeting to define the issues, but | think andrehensive
assessments (for which, many thanks) might be enough to st drafl, ar you plse discuss para
10 with C Mem.

The CPDA seem to put a bit of a crimp in DAS' plans to use the pubn scheme. Grateful for your thoughts,
esp possible loopholes. _

DD Info Access

From: IPR-PCL1

Sent:

To: DAS-FOI;

16 July 2007 18:36

Subject: RE: I AND COPYRIGHT

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Further to my telephone advice referred to at the bottom of this e-mail chain, I wish to formally set out
the advice of the Directorate of Intellectual Property Rights on this issue.

| understand that DAS proposes to publish on the internet its records of UFQO sightings. The records
comprise largely of photographs, diagrams and letters created by members of the public, together
with MOD responses to those letters.

The photographs, diagrams and letters written by the members of the public are protected by
copyright under the Copyright Designs and Patents Act 1988 as amended (“CDPA”). | shafl refer to
these as "“third party works”.

Section 16(d) restricts the “communication of [a] work to the public’. “Communication to the public” is
defined by section 20(2) as: “the making available to the public of a work by electronic transmission in
such a way that members of the public may access if from a place and at a time individually chosen
by them'". These sections were inserted into the CDPA in order to enact the Information Society
Directive (2001/29/EC). The provisions are specifically designed to cover the act putting of copyright
material onto the internet.

Other acts restricted by copyright include “copying” a work and “issuing copies io the public’. These
acts are separately defined in sections 17 and 18 CDPA. It is important to note that “copying” and
“issuing copies to the public” are separate, defined, acts under the CDPA.

The CPDA includes a number of “defences” permitting activities that would otherwise constitute
infringement of copyright. Severai of these defences relate to public administration. The legality of
MOD’s plans hinge entirely on whether MOD has a “defence” permitting it to “communicate” the third
party works to the public.

Unfortunately, there is no defence available that would permit the proposal described in paragraph 2
above:

Section 47 CDPA permits the "copying’ and “issuing to the public’ of material “open to public
inspection” 1o enable the material to be inspected at a more convenient time or place. This defence is
generally believed to permit third party works to be copied and issued to FOIA enguirers. However,

section 47 does not permit third party works to the “communicated to the public’.

Section 48 CDPA concerns information communicated to the Crown in the course of public business.
Although there is room for an opposing view, | would concur with DGLA'’s opinion that the defence

file://C:\Documents and Settings\ElsliaaRa-ocal Settings\Temporary Internet Files\... 11/12/2007
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. applies to works communicated to the Crown following the enactment of the Freedom of Information
Act, but does not apply to earlier works. However, Section 48 only permits the work to be “copied’ and

“copies issued to the public’: it does not permit third party works to the “communicated fo the public’.

¢ Section 49 CDPA provides a defence in respect of public records, open to public inspection in
pursuance of the Public Records Act. These records can be “copied’ and a “copy supplied fo any
persor?’. However, again, there is no permission to “communicate the work to the public®.

e Section 50 CDPA permits acts “specifically authorised by an Act of Parliament’. It is debatable whaether
the Freedom of Information Act contains any specific authorisation to undertake an act ordinarily
restricted by the CDPA. However, again, there is certainly no specific provision in the FOIA permitting
third party works to be “communicated to the public’.

8) In conclusion, MOD would be exposed to liability for copyright infringement were it to

proactively, or indeed reactively, place the third party works on the internet.

9) 1| have spoken to Mr Tim Padfield of the National Archives, whom | regard as the most
knowledgeable authority on copyright law in this area. He concurs with my view, and has explained
that National Archives does not put third party works onto the internet unless cleared with the
copyright owner. Instead, National Archive’s policy is to use the section 49 defence to supply
electronic copies of third party works on demand.

10) As DGLA has explained, section 49 only applies to “public records”, open to public inspection. | have
limited knowledge of the application of the Public Records Act: however, | presume the Act requires
the documents to be sent to Kew, the Imperial War Museum, or {o another authorised depository.
Nevertheless, this might be a way forward: National Archives already has the people and systems in
place to deal with large numbers of requests to inspect government records, including third party
works. Furthermore, my understanding is that documents do not necessarily need to be 30 years to
be sent to Kew. DG Info should know more about this.

11) | can see no other way forward, but remain happy to advise on any proposals that develop.

;

erec orate of Intellectual Property Rights

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

Sent: uly 11:37

To: IPR-POL1
Cc:

Sub]%: I!% gg070507 FOI AND COPYRIGHT

You will recall we spoke about the release of letters from the public on the MoD publication scheme.
We have sought opinion from DGLS on the matter and received the advice below and would be
grateful for your comments.

;

at Info Access has agreed to lead on this matter and to provide USofS’ office with a
submission on the approach the Depariment should take. | think he will probably wish to have a
meeting of interested parties in due course.

At the risk of appearing to slope shoulders on this, can | ask you to contact- im! sS a way
forward?

Your early comments would be very much appreciated.

From:
Sent:

uly 10:03

file:/C:\Documents and Settings E¥SeiEMEINLocal Settings\Temporary Internet Files\... ~11/12/2007
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G —
Cc: -

Subject: RE: 20070507 FOI AND COPYRIGHT

Thank you for pursuing this. The advice does raise questions about the wider use of the publication
scheme if there is doubt about what we can and cannot place on it. US of S office are looking for clear
guidance on this issue and as the policy branch I think it falls to you to make a submission. It is
fortuitous that the UFO question has brought the issue to the fore and Minister needs to understand
the legal aspects of publication and be given the appropriate advice on the line the Department
should adopt.

| am copying this tofSTTeHTNEAR to keep him in the picture.
Regards

Sent: 06 July 08:56
LA—
Subject: FW: 20070507 FOI AND COPYRIGHT

;

Well you did ask. Will you take this back to the IPR team and discuss with us further ii necessary?

Regards,

DD Info Access

MB 06.E
0207 21 "‘M
Info-AccessPolDD

From:

Sent: uly 16:15
To:
Su : 07 FOI AND COPYRIGHT

This refers to your note below.

2 | have not seen the advice of the IPR specialists in Abbeywood who in any event [because of their
expertise in the area] should be asked to comment further in light of what | say below. However, the
position seems to me to be as follows.

3 On the face of it no breach of copyright shoutd result in respect of a letter put on the publication
scheme-

a) where it has been opened as a public record in accordance with the Public Records Acts, although
there may still be breaches of confidence or the Data Protection Act 1998 as a consequence,
depending on the information in it [see 7 below]; or

b} on the basis of a reasonable argument, in a case where, (i) it has not already been generally

published, (i} it has been sent to the Department on a day after the implementation of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000, and (iii) were a Freedom of Information request made, the information in it
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Briefing document containing background to MoD’s decision to transfer its UFO files to The National Archives from 2008, dated September 2007

bkeay
Note
None set by bkeay
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would be disciosed [see 8 below and in particular the last sentence].

4 Howevet, it seems to me that the proper process to follow would be to open the letter as a public
record [taking account of matters relevant to confidence and data protection] in view of what is said in
8, since in that case there is little chance of there being a breach of copyright. In any event, | do not
think it makes any difference whether or not any reference is made on the material to the effect that it
is subject to copyright.

5 It is settled that a letter is a literary work and that copyright subsists in it. That copyright belongs to
the writer and does not confer on the receiver a licence to publish. A letter is likely to include personal
data within the meaning of the Data Protection Act 1998 and is likely to have been sent to the
Department in expectation that it would be kept confidential as to the sender and, dependent on its
terms, also its contents [although those matters do not necessarily mean that an actionable breach of
confidence may be sustained in the event of its publication but as to whether confidence exists will
need to be determined on & case by case basis].

6 Pursuant to s3 of the Crown Proceedings Act 1947, civil proceedings lie against the Crown for an
infringement of copyright committed by a servant or agent of the Crown but otherwise no proceedings
lie against the Crown by virtue of the 1947 Act. In my view, an official putting the material into the
public domain via a publication scheme will be an infringement of the copyright, unless a defence can
be made out [see 7-9 below].

7 Pursuant to $49 of the Copyright and Designs Act 1988, material in public records which are open
to inspection may be copied and supplied to any person without infringing copyright: this means that
files which have been placed in the National Archives [or held for the National Archives in a
designated place of deposit eg the Department ] and opened for inspection by the public will not be
subject to restrictions of copyright.

8 Pursuant to 548 of the 1988 Act, where a literary work has been communicated to the Crown in the
course of public business, the Crown may, for the purpose for which the work was communicated or
any related purpose which could reasonably have been anticipated by the copyright owner, copy the
work and issue copies of it to the public without infringing copyright. However, the Crown may not do
s0, if the information has previously been published otherwise than by virtue of that section. It seems
to me that in this case the work [the letter] will have been communicated to the Department for the
purpose of informing the Department about UFQOs; a related purpose to which the Department could
put the letter is to inform others. In the era of the information rights regime it seems to me that, save
to the extent to which an exemption under the Freedom of Information Act applies {for exampie s40
(personal information) or s41 (an actionable breach of confidence)), it should be within the reasonabie
anticipation of the sender of the letter that it would be made public either in answer to a request or
through the publication scheme which forms part of the structure of the information rights regime.
However, the danger lying in this section is that,if the letter has already been published, for example
put into circulation within or outside of the EEA on the internet, the defence in the section will not
apply and there may be no way of telling whether this is the case.

9 Usual defences to the commission of a tort will also apply to a breach of copyright, for example
acquiescence in the breach or delay in pursuing it; however, on the face of it they are unlikely to apply
in this case.

Happy to discuss further.

MOD DGLS
legal adviser

Sent: 10:43

To:
Cc:
Su : D COPYRIGHT
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This subject has been knocking around for a while but I’'m not sure if you have been formally
consutted. [STIREARM rom DAS would be grateful for your advice.

The Air Staff wish to place ali the Department's UFO files into the publication scheme in order to
deflect the constant, resource-intensive flow of individual RFis. They have received advice from the
IPR lawyers that much (if not all) of the material sent in by the public is subject to copyright and
cannot therefore be published on the website. Contacting individual contributors for permission to
publish is not practical. But we know that copyright is not a justification to withhold from an individual
RFi. Sowe appear to be in the illogical position where we must provide this information reactively,
but not proactively.

Is this true and, if it is, can we do anything about it — e.g. adding a strapline to each web page saying
that this material may be subject to copyright? Or can we assume that the material was given to us to
use as we see fit?

DD Info Access
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20070906 U MINSUB UFO FILES

X Sep 2007

APS/USofS

Copy to:

APS/SofS PS/CDI
APS/MInDES MA/DCD!
APS/MinAF DG Info
PS/PUS DAS

PS/CAS D News (RAF)
PSO/ACAS DNews/PS
Special Advisors DN ol 2

SO1 Air & Ops Dev

Through DAS AD (Secretariat)

RELEASE OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT (UFO) ANb AERIAL
PHENOMENA (UAP) FILES

Issue

1. Proactive transfer to the National Archives of MOD files related to UFOs
and UAPs.

Recommendation

2. That the Minister:

a. approves the transfer of UFO and UAP files held by DAS and DIS
to the National Archives progressively over the next three years;

b. agrees that a formal press announcement should be made at the
time the first files are transferred, planned to be in February 2008 .
Timin
3. Routine.

Background

4. Since the end of WW2, MOD has been tasked with recording and, from
time to time, investigating UFO sightings. Contrary to what many members of
the public may believe, MOD has no interest in the subject of extraterrestrial
life forms visiting the UK, only in ensuring the integrity and security of UK
airspace.

L '{_I.')elebetl: Crelober this year

)



The National Archives
FOI re. TNA file release
FOI request for documents covering decision to release UFO files via The National Archives, announced in 2007


5. DAS and DIS have some 160 files that deal with the subject of UFOs
dating back to the 1970s. Of these, the majority contain correspondence with
members of the public, with the next largest category being sighting reports.
The remainder comprise PQ and Policy files and a small number of files that
cover peripheral subjects. The majority of the information held on the 27 DIS
files is likely to duplicate that held by DAS. DAS also holds a considerable
number of files covering FOI requests and responses on the subject of UFOs
which will also need to be released. In total over the course of the proposed 3
year programme, some 180 existing files will be released, with a further 20
new files being created over the same period, also requiring release at a
future date

6. The files held by DAS and DIS are of keen interest to a large worldwide
group of amateur and professional “ufologists”. As a result, MOD receives a
large number of, often complex, FOI requests each year for information
regarding UFOQs (DAS alone receiving 199 in 2005, 140 in 2006 and 120 to
date in 2007). *

7. DIS has already made a written commitment to review its files for
release in a response to an FOI request from an academic researcher. This,
and the decision by the French National Centre for Space Studies to release
their UFO files earlier this year, has increased the, already significant, press
and internet speculation that we are about to release our own.

Benefits from publication

8. in addition to the clear presentational benefits in meeting public demand
and expectation, release of the files would also smooth the workload on DIS
and DAS. The processing of FOI requests on the subject of UFQOs is
becoming increasingly costly and time consuming, especially if the
Department’s responses are challenged. The piecemeal release of
information also fueis unhelpful speculation from those who believe there are
issues that MOD are trying to hide. It is expected that within relatively few
years, FOI requests on the subject will require the MOD to release virtually all
its UFO files and it is considered beneficial that the release be managed in a
structured manner,

9. ltis not expected that the volume of requests about UFOs will
significantly reduce (indeed, in the short term, press coverage may lead to an
increase). However, section 22 of the FOI Act exempts from release
information which public authorities have a "“view to publication” at a future
date. By making a clear commitment to publish these files, DAS and DIS can
therefore stop responding reactively to requests as they are received and
instead manage their effort in 2 more organised manner. Whilst the time
scale over which we can claim exemption under 5.22 has not yet been fesied,
it is believed that invoking the exemption on the basis that we will publish
information sometime within the next three years would be inappropriate and
pose presentational difficulties. Instead it is believed usé of this exemption
should be limited to those instances when it is planned io release the relevant
information within a 12 monih period.



Mechanjsm of release

10. In order to maximise the presentational benefit, it would be preferable to
publish the files on the internet using the MOD publication scheme. However,
some 40% of the information in the files is correspondence from the public.
This material is subject to the Copyright Designs and Patents Act (CDPA)
1988, which prohibits its publication on the infernet. Publication of only the
remainder of the information, not protected by copyright, would fuel
accusations of a “cover-up” and undermine our presentational objectives.

11. It should be noted that the MoD has aiready placed two redacted files on
the publication scheme together with a small number of non MoD documents.
Although this move has been greeted with approval from ufologists, it may be
never the less be necessary to remove them in order to comply with copyright
obtigations.

12. The alternative proposed is to transfer the files to The National Archives
(TNA). Once transferred, the material would be “published” under the terms
of the FOI Act, allowing MOD to refuse specific requests under section 22 and
therefore to manage the files’ release in a structured manner. Transferred
material would all be available electronically on demand through the TNA
website, as there is a specific exemption in the CDPA to provide public
records in this way, even when this includes material subject to copyright. Itis
unusual for files to be transferred to TNA so far in advance of the usual 30-
year review point. However, it is assessed that the high level of public interest
and lack of sensitive material in the files means that no precedent is set by
their early release. Corporate Memory and TNA are content with our transfer
plan. Although ‘publication’ of the files to TNA does not provide the flexibility
of using our own website, doing so still largely delivers the benefits set out
above. However, it is imporiant to note that unlike existing MoD practice, TNA

will impose a charge of £3.50 to view or downioad each file,

13. The majority of the files are of low security classification but include
references to air defence matters, defence technology, relations with foreign
powers and occasional uncomplimentary comments by staff or police officers
about members of the public, which will need to be withheld in accordance
with FOI principles. In particular, the PQ files will require considerable work
before they can be transferred as they contain background notes for Ministers,
but there is no reason, in principle, why they cannot be released and, indeed,
a small number of background notes for PQs have already been released
under FOI. The MoD in aware of no clear evidence to prove or disprove the
existence of aliens and consequently the files are considerably less exciting
than the “industry” surrounding the UFO phenomena would like to believe.

14. The most cost effective solution is to scan the files (~£13K), and
purchase specialised redaction software (£2K). It is estimated that with
current staffing levels, it will take approximately three years to complete, with
the release conducted around the continuing normal duties of both branches.

Deleted: for information
provided




Files covering a complete year will be released on a rolling programme, in
year order, with the oldest files being reviewed for release first. Itis expected
that on average, it will be possible to release a years files roughly every two
months. DAS files up to and including 1984 have already been passed to
TNA, which will mean that the first few files to be released will be from DIS,
which holds files back to the 1970s. Files will be transferred in chronological

order with those covering 1979-92 released in 2008, 1992-2000 in 2009 and

2001 onwards in 2010.,
Presentation

. - 1| Deleted: DIS expects to be
""""""""""""""""""""""""" able to release their first files,
following review and redaction,
in Cctober 2007,

15. There have been several national press articles in the past year on this
topic (attached at Annex C). Subsequently, any announcement of a more
general release of files is likely to attract a great deal of interest from the
press and general public. There is a risk that media will overplay the MOD’s
involvement in these cases, therefore we will need to manage our message
and be prepared to deal with a high level of media interest.

16. Press Office advice is that a Ministerial decision to release the files is not
newsworthy in itseif. It is therefore proposed that D News will issue a press
notice when the first file(s) is transferred to TNA. This may be accompanied
by internet publication of selected material, not subject to copyright, on the
MOD website to ease access for the media. We would not recommend that a
Ministerial quote is included in this press release as it could be taken out of
context,

17. The press office will hold defensive lines to take, attached at Annex A,

18. A draft press release to co-incide with the release of the first documents
is attached at Annex B.

(signed on DII)

T

Vi .+ ARG

AUTHORISED BY: _ TeEL:
GRADE/RANK:

BRANCH: DAS AD (Secretariat)
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Sent: 18 May 2007 10:15

Attachments: Ministerial Submission - Release of UFO Files - Press Office version-amended.doc;

Annex B draft UFO press release - Press Office version-amended.doc
Paul,

As discussed, please find attached some suggested amendments to the Ministerial Submission and,
especially, the Press Release. We remain of the opinion that reference to ‘aliens’ should not be included,
hence some of the wording being removed from para 10.

Please give me a call if you wish to discuss further.

DI CSD Seca
MBO4.J

Sent: 17 May 18
paccion s
Cc:

;

‘Subject: RE: UFO sub

Thanks

Comments passed via angela this pm
Hea! o' !|! !ecretariat

(Dl CSD-Sec Hd

Sent: a 16:58
To:
Cc:

Subject: FW: UFO sub

Please see attached and below. The Press Office have drafted a press release and have also
made some suggested amendmenits to the Ministerial Submission, do you have any comments on
either and is the Submission now in line with what you agreed with g?
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@m o

MBO04.J

From:
Sent: 17 May 2007 16:31
To

Cc
Subject: UFO sub

Suggested amendments attached along with draft press release.

Only key amendment we need to make to the newsbrief will be a LTT on the documents we are withholding.
This wili be the key 'conspiracy theory' that people will jump on.

While your looking at this I'll scan in the recent coverage that | think we should atiach in a seperate Annex C

Sorry for delay.

0 ress Ice

Tel:
Mil:
Fax
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AUTHORISATION TO WITHHOLD REQUESTED INFORMATION

Applicant: ESSeRs)|

Case Number; 22-10-2007-072008-005 Expiry:

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

ad asked for all UFQ sighting reports from Cornwall and the Isles
of Scilly in the past 12 months.

Case for withholding information

I have withheld the information on Section 22 of the Freedom of Information
Act. (information intended for future publication). The information will be put
on the web in January 2008.

Proposed use of the following FOI Exemptions

Section 22.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to withhold the aforementioned information to the
Applicant.

Grade/Rank: Bl ............... Name:...._ ...........




‘ Date:.......ﬂuk-(—.\.k.f?.(.o.?f.' ........................
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From:  EIIECN

Sent: 24 Qctober 2007 11:33

Subject: Release-Authorised: FOI Request - 22-10-2007-072008-005

Do SRR

| am writing concerning your Freedom of Information request asking for details of UFO sighting reports from
Cornwall and the Isles of Scilly in the past twelve months. Your request has been passed to this Department
as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence (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 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 request, for sighting reports reported to the MOD from Cornwall and the Isles of Scilly in
the past twelve months, the Ministry of Defence has a database which contains this information, which covers
details of reports from 1898 to 2006. The Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website can be
accessed via the internet at:

hitp://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/Freedomofinformation/PublicationScheme, by searching under ‘UFO’
reports.

Reports for the current year will be placed on the website in January 2008. Therefore, as provided by
exemption $.22 (information intended for future publication) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, the MOD
is hot obliged to comply with this part of your request.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has aiready released a great deal of information about
UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when
they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these together
with records up to 1986 are now available for public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at
Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also
have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on
the internet at: http://www .nationalarchives.gov.uk.

| hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resclution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent intemal review by contacting the Director
of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD @ mod.uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which
the attempt to reach informal resolution has come 1o an end.

if you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish o take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal review process has been completed.
Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's
website,

hitp:/Awww.informationcommissioner.gov. uk.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1
5% Floor, Zone H

24/10/2007
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! 1 Building
Whnitehall
London
SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office @mod.uk

24/10/2007



From:

Sent: . 22 Qctober 2007 09:15

—— T
Subject: : itten request PS 22-1 0-2007—072008-005
Categories: FOI Information Request

Can you answer this please.

Sent: Dctober 2007 07:21

To:
T FOI written request PS 22—10—2007—072008-005_

Subject:

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

!g! ge!pgesk

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedbackBwww.mod.uk]
Sent: 19 October 2007 11:04

To: Info-Access-0ffice

Subject: FOI written request BS 22-10-2007-072008-005 :@

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Friday, October 19,
2007 at 11:03:48

txtfirstname: !

txtlastname: J

txtoccupation: Reporter

txtorganisation: Cornwall and Devon Media
txtaddressl: The West Briton, Harmsworth House,
txtaddress2: City Wharf, Malpas Road, Truro.
txttowncity: Truro

txtstatecountry: Cornwall

txtzipcodepostcode: TR1 1QH

txtcountry: Great Britain

txttelephone: g

txtinforequest: Please can vou supply details of all UFO sightings in Cornwall and the

1




Isles of Scilly that have been investigated by the Ministry of Defence in the past 12

mont® .
the number of

Ple. can this information include the location of each sighting,
reports it prompted and the outcome of each MoD investigation.

Many thanks,



O
get
AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION 4&*?;{@ ,‘,%://r
Applicant: EEateas) e
Case Number: 18-10-2007-091419-001 Expiry: 14 Nov 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Details of UFQ sighting made 17 Nov 2003 Bromley

Case for release of information

Relevant documents have been provided

Names, addresses etc of individuals have been redacted under exemption
5.40 (Personal Information) Freedom Information Act.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the release of the aforementioned information
subject to exemptions under FOI.
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Fom: N

Sent: 18 October 2007 10:45
To:
Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 18-10-2007-091419-001

Attachments: UFO Bromley.mdi

BWs-cion 40

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 17 October 2007 asking for
further details of an alleged UFO sighting on 17 November 2003 in Bromley listed on the MoD
Publication Scheme.

I attach copies of the releva%]ocuments. Names, addresses, telephone numbers etc have been
withheld under exemption .40 (Personal Information) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

05-H tion 40
MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SWI1A 2HB

18/10/2007


The National Archives
FOI re. Bromley UFO
FOI request for information on UFO sighting by the crew of a police helicopter over Bromley, Kent, on 17 November 2003
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REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT]

Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) Reports

Report of Unidentified Flying Object

Date
i1 Nevwemeer 20673
Time 6125
Sighting Duration UKo
Description of Object 20 - 36 Fuasune Red+ WHME Lievrs
pedd e QuickdeYy
Res DENT  VWDEGED Tuz INCITRENT -

Exact Position of Observer

Qe &t ReENT

How Object was Observed KinwED EYE
Direction in which Object ousn
was First Seen W
Angular Elevation of Object AR KNG
Distance of Object from
Observer U R Rsmand
M t of Object
ovement of Objec 206 ZAGCEINE

Meteorological Conditions
During Observations UNKNoa N
Nearby Objecis : ‘ :

UK amN
To Whom Reported S weay o SR -

SN > 2S

Name of 2 ADULTS 4 b ol |
Infonmant Uk Mo N
Address of Infortnant

LN KRS o
Background Information on
Informant that may be N
Volunteered LNRNGS
Other Witnesses A Foudmad SENT To InMESTIEATE

COMPIRMED g Sient NE  ORIECS  WRE
MoVinG  EASER TirnN ARy AN HADT  ANRCRAFT .
Date of Receipt of Report - .
P P LO3FT {1 NoEusR 2003

Time of Receipt of Report

o530
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-

IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

18 Nov 03
DAS Sec 3

CREDIBLE WITNESS ‘UFO’ REPORT — 17 NOV 03

Reference:
A D/Sec(AS)/64/2 dated 17 Nov 03.

At Reference, you asked whether the report submitted by Sgt sy from New Scotland Yard,
through Plt Off @@ at CRC Neatishead, regarding “20-30 red tlashing lights in the sky
accompanied by a whirring noise” at 0225hrs on 17 Nov 03 at Bromley in Kent, represented
anything of air defence interest. CRC Neatishead have reviewed the radar tapes for the time period
specified and other than routine air traffic in the area, nothing additional was detected in the area
despite good radar coverage. Therefore, I can now confirm that the incident does not represent
anything of air defence interest. '

Signed on CHOtS

Al
Wg Cdr
DUK S0O1 Air Ops 2

Ackion.
. N o Voo Sctlond Vordionot o . Monage of
ﬁcwﬁ*&&bcwwmm%&xfm

LW 20 Maﬂb& &
;;P ”@M mﬁ&fn{m ¢

I‘?(ulo?s,



.} LOOSE MINUTE

-

IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

D/Sec(AS)/64/2

17 November 2003.

D UK-SO1 AIR

)

\ poes o0 ,
CREDIBLE WITNESS REPQRT DATED 3 N OVEMBER 1999,

1. In line with our current policy, please find below a "UFQ' report which you may wish to be
aware of.  Although the report was originally from a member of the public, these lights were also
seen by Police Officers and a Police helicopter crew. Swanwick and RAF Neatishead have also

become involved. T would be grateful if you could let me know if the report represents anything of
air defence interest. '

.
DAS-Sec3
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U REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

®
Follow-up UFO Report — 170612z Nov 03

=

UFO report relayed to STCDO from the Duty Surveillance Officer Fg Clif aummmmmw
RAF Neatishead who had received the report from F/Sgt@WF at Swanivck Mil ext - oy Off
@B has also passed this report to MOD Sec (AS) 2a and to CAOC 9 —Fit Lt Al IRy

F/Sgt ggumrhad received the report from Sgt "GN New Scotland Yard Ref. No CAD
625

contact Tel No guammmy

‘At 2.25am 17 Nov 03 2 adults and 1 child in Bromley, Kent saw 20-30 red flashing lights in the
sky accompanied by a whirring noise and they recorded the occurrence on video tape. The
family called the police who confirmed the sighting. The policeman using a lamppost as a
marker concluded the lights were zigzagging / turning across the sky at a speeds faster than
any man-made aircraft.

A crew of a police helicopter airborne at the time also confirmed the lights but they thought
they might be lights of aircraft on the approach in to LHR. However Swanick Mil declared that
there were no aircraft in the approach pattern at that time all aircraft on their radar were at
high level,
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ExF
rom: s o

Sent: 17 October 2007 20:46
To: DAS-UFQ-Office
Subject: Police helicopter

BROMLEY KENT

Facsmile -
Organisation -
Position -
Request text.

Dear Sirs,
Could you please supply information on the below event especially the reports taken from the police (or
whoever) at the time. | believe this is what you would have used to compile your recent MOD release scheme.

On the 17 November 2003 (02.25) according to the MOD Publication
scheme a Police Helicopter reported:

“There were 20-30 red flashing

lights in the sky accompanied by a whitring noise". Which, | believe were
all around the helicopter.

Could you supply any further details of this event such as the original
report (as it did not involve a crime)

Below is a link to the MOD page where a scroll down to the second page will find the entry for 17 November
2003

http:/Awww.mod. U/NR/rdonlyres/EFDFEBBO-87 EQ-4DBA-8785-
8A81493AA247//UFORepons2003Wholeofthe UK. pdf

or

Police Helicopter

18/10/2007
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From:
Sent: 16 October 2007 15:53

LS o0 40 |

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 16-10-2007-105758-002

Do ST

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 15 October 2007 asking
whether in recent years there were any air space violation incidents involving unknown objects.

The MoD has no record of any such incidents.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent

internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitchall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

o518 cn <0
MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
SWI1A 2HB

16/10/2007
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From:

Sent: 15 October 2007 17:05

To:

Cc: infoXD @mod.uk

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-08-2007-151226-003

IR S cotion 40

Thank you for your kind response. Would you be able to clarify the structure of a pertinent sentence
in your reply? You mentioned:

"[MoD is] not aware of _investigations__ that ...."

The key word is 'investigations'. 1believe my inquiry asked if there were any airspace violation
_iricidents_ involving unknown objects (regardless of whether or not there was an accompanying
investigation). Your response indeed clarified that there were no formal investigation into potential
incidents, however, it did not address the core of my question, which was aimed to determine if any
airspace violation incidents occurred in general.

If you can clarify whether or not unknown object airspace violation incidents have occurred in the
first place, and the number of which that have occurred in recent history, I would appreciate that.
You have already established there were no formal investigations, so I will not expect to receive
documentation to that effect, but I would expect to receive a lighter set of documentation that
includes original (and dated) incident reports and any documentation that can speak to the number
of unknown object airspace violations that have occurred, along with any preliminary investigative
reports into these matters.

Thank You,

On Oct 15, 2007, at 6:43 AM! wrote:
Desr EEVN

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 2 August 2007
which asked whether there were any incidents of unauthorised violation of airspace by
an unknown object, whether such air activity was investigated and whether the
investigation revealed whether any of the objects had entered UK airspace from outside
the earths atmosphere.

Firstly, please accept my apologies for the delay in responding to yon which was due to
the need to consult with colleagues in the RAF Air Defence and Space Surveillance
community, who are not aware of, and therefore do not hold any records of, any

16/10/2007




Page 2 of 2

. investigations that have identified an unauthorised violation of UK airspace by any
unknown aerial object.

T hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain
about any aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first
instance. If informal resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you
may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the Director of Information
Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-
mailinfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be
made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to
the Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of
Information Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the
case until the internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and
powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s

website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI
05-T1 G on 40
MoD Main Building
Whitehali

London

SWIA 2HB

16/10/2007
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From;  EESIERERNN o C<
Sent: 16 October 2007 13:56

Subject: RE: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-08-2007-151226-003

Many thanks; sorry to dash off but as usual | am trying to do many things at the same time. | have had a
quick think and do not see that the semantics make any difference here. The crux of it is we do not have
unidentified things, we historically, have always known, to my knowledge at least what the object has been in
at least generic terms and therefore have not investigated any unknown objects.

For your background, not for the response we will investigate unidentified aircraft and any other objects we
will have knowledge of the type of object from when it was in space. The UFQ piece is usually only invoked
as part of a call that comes in and we will then check back whether this correlated with anything on our
systems and | am unaware of any such occasions when it has

Hope this helps

Wg Cdr
SO1 Air & Ops Dev
CT& UK Ops
MOD Main Building
Floor 4 Zone |

CTandUKQOps-S0O1 Air & Ops Dev (DIl
* (BN

Sent: r 2007 11:21

Su FRWL EDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-08-2007-151226-003

Electronic copy for you.

From:

Sent: 15 October 2007 17:05

Cc: uk

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-08-2007-151226-003

Deor EETEREN

Thank you for your kind response. Would you be able to clarify the structure of a pertinent sentence

16/10/2007
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.your reply? You mentioned:
"[MoD is] not aware of _investigations_ that ...."

The key word is 'investigations'. I believe my inquiry asked if there were any airspace violation
_incidents_ involving unknown objects (regardless of whether or not there was an accompanying
investigation). Your response indeed clarified that there were no formal investigation into potential
incidents, however, it did not address the core of my question, which was aimed to determine if any
airspace violation incidents occurred in general.

If you can clarify whether or not unknown object airspace violation incidents have occurred in the
first place, and the number of which that have occurred in recent history, I would appreciate that.
You have already established there were no formal investigations, so I will not expect to receive
documentation to that effect, but 1 would expect to receive a lighter set of documentation that
includes original (and dated) incident reports and any documentation that can speak to the number -
of unknown object airspace violations that have occurred, along with any preliminary investigative
reports into these matters.

Thank You

On Oct 15, 2007, at 6:43 AM, EESISIRGI wrote:
e RN

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 2 August 2007 which asked
whether there were any incidents of unauthorised violation of airspace by an unknown object,
whether such air activity was investigated and whether the investigation revealed whether any of the
objects had entered UK airspace from outside the earths atmosphere.

Firstly, please accept my apologies for the delay in responding to you which was due to the need to
consult with colleagues in the RAF Air Defence and Space Surveillance community, who are not
aware of, and therefore do not hold any records of, any investigations that have identified an
unauthorised violation of UK airspace by any unknown aerial object.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance, If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent

internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mailInfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review
process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner
can be found on the Commissioner’s website,http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Y ours sincerely,

16/10/2007
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MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
SW1A 2HB

16/10/2007
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rrom: IR

Sent: 13 November 2007 09:45

. R

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 16-10-2007-105758-002

o S

Thank you for your e-mail of 21 October 2007 which requested I revisit my previous response to you
of 16 October 2007.

Your Freedom of Information request of 15 October 2007 asked whether there had been any air
space violation incidents involving unknown objects in recent years. The incident you refer to,
details of which have already been made available to the public by this branch on the MoD website,
took place some 14 years ago. Since it took place so long ago and has already been the subject of
considerable speculation and debate amongst ufologists, I did not consider it in my response to you.
However, if you can specify which time period you are interested in, I will look at your request
again.

If you are still dissatisfied, then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

13/11/2007
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rrom:

Sent: 21 October 2007 21:51
To:

Ce:  InfoXD@mod.uk: EISSISNED

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 16-10-2007-105758-002

Do D

It is fascinating that with a simple 2-minute search I found a detailed MoD report involving a
violation of UK air space by an unknown object:

htip://www.mod.uk/NR/rdonl yres/TAB48599-74BC-4AA9-R228-
C98A33D68197/0/costord_mar93_ptl.pdf

This is in direct conflict with your official response to my inquiry in which you stated that the MoD
has 'no record of air space violations by unknown objects".

1 think this example makes it extremely probable that the MoD does indeed possess reports
containing detailed information on numerous incidents of air space violations by unknown objects.
Under what basis can you state there are 'no’ records of airspace violations when in fact you've
released at least one record already, and under what basis can you continue to mislead the public to
the true nature of what is occurring in the skies overhead?

1 kindly ask again that you perform a proper search and return the requested information in its
entirety.

Sincerely,

On Oct 16, 2007, at 10:53 AM, EESTIROIIN wrote:
-

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 15 October 2007
asking whether in recent years there were any air space violation incidents involving
unknown objects.

The MoD has no record of any such incidents.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain
about any aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first
instance. 1f informal resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you

22/10/2007
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. may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the Director of Information
Exploitation, 6® Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-
maillnfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be
made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to
the Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of
Information Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the
case until the internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and
powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s

website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

05-H
MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SWI1A 2HB

22/10/2007
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From:  EECISIEUNN

Sent: 15 October 2007 11:44

o R

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-08-2007-151226-003

ISt cotion 40

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 2 August 2007 which asked
whether there were any incidents of unauthorised violation of airspace by an unknown object,
whether such air activity was investigated and whether the investigation revealed whether any of the
objects had entered UK airspace from outside the earths atmosphere.

Firstly, please accept my apologies for the delay in responding to you which was due to the need to
consult with colleagues in the RAF Air Defence and Space Surveillance community, who are not
aware of, and therefore do not hold any records of, any investigations that have identified an
unauthorised violation of UK airspace by any unknown aerial object.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6t Fioor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD{@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SWI1A ZHB

15/10/2007
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From:
Sent: 02 August 2007 17:05
To:
Cc:
Subject: Re: RELEASE OF UFQ FILES

Do SR

Regarding today's news story:

http://www belfasttelegraph.co.uk/news/local-national/article2 826498 .ece

"To date the MoD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

"The MoD examines any 'UFQ" reporis it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, wheiher 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 source, and to date
no 'UFQ' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting
- reported o us."

The MoD states that no '"UFQ' report has revealed a potential threat to the UK. However, the
paragraph above that states the MoD) investigates to determine whether the UFO

represented "unauthorized air activity”. Have there been cases where, even though there was

no 'threat', there was indeed siiil an unauthorized violation of airspace by an unknown object? If
such unauthorized air activity was investigated, did any of the investigations reveal objects that
entered UK airspace from outside the earth's atmosphere? Please forward specific report
information on these types of sightings if you have them.

Thank You,

On Jun 28, 2007, at 11:31 AM. EESERIOI * rote:
Des

Thank you for your kind and immediate response.

What I don't understand is that by stating that the matter is 'under discussion', you are
clearly implying there is some past or present compelling need to keep the information
secret. This does not reconcile in any way with public statements by the MoD that the
UFO/UAP phenomenon are of 'no defense significance’. You did not state that the files
weren't being released because they needed to be purged of privacy information. You
stated 'the matter is under discussion’, clearly inferring that there is something about the
topic that requires continued secrecy.

At this point the only conclusion a sensible person can come to is that the MoD is lying

to the public when it states that the phenomenon are of 'no defense significance’. I
therefore would like to know from the top of your chain of command why the MoD

03/08/2007
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. views the population as a bunch of morons that deserve to be lied t0?

Sincerely,

On Jun 27, 2007, at 4:55 AM, EESHS IO wrote:

Thank you for your e-mail (below) requesting the refease of the MoD's UFO
files. | can only refer you to my previous response and state that the matter is under
chscussion.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI
MoD Main Buitding
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

From:

Sent: 26 lune 2007 16:42
To:

Cc:
Subject: Re: RELEASE OF UFO FILES

D ST

The multiple news articles were very clear in indicating that the MoD was

03/08/2007
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most certamly going to release 24 DI35 files on the topic of UFOs & UAP
in the coming weeks. Furthermore, the MoD has repeated on several
occasions that UFOs are not of military concern. Therefore, what possible
reason, safety or otherwise, could be used for withholding these documents
any longer?

I request that the MoD release the entirety of its files on UFOs and UAP
with no delay. '

Thank You,

MS Nuclear Engincering

On Jun 26, 2007, at 5:04 AM,_wrote:

Thank you for your e-mail of 30 May 2007 regarding reports in the
press that the Ministry of Defence (MoD) was planning to release all its UFO files to
the public. It has been passed to this office to answer as we have lead responsibility
within the MoD for UFO matters.

To date, contrary to any newspaper articles you may have seen, no decision has
been taken to release all our UFQ files, although the matter is under discussion. The
MoD has however, already reieased much information on the subject of UFOs whlch
can be found on our website www.mod.uk by searching under UFQ.

Please accept my apalogizs for the delay in responding to you.

Yours sincerely,

Page 3 of 4
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DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB
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AUTHORISATION TO WITHHOLD REQUESTED INFORMATION

Applicant EESTEC N

Case Number: 09-10-2007-070245 o2 Expiry: 6 November 2007

- The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Details of UFO reports from each London borough over the past three years.

Case for withholding information

Reports so far for 2007 that were asked for, will be placed on the website in
January 2008.

Proposed use of the following FOI Exemptions

Exemption .22 (information intended for future publication) of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to withhold the aforementioned information to the

. ..






From: SRS

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Greenford _ 09-10-2007-070245-002
Middlesex Date:

_ 12 October 2007

o

I am writing concerning your Freedom of Information asking for details of UFO reports from each
London borough over the past three years. Your request has been passed to this Department as we
are 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 (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 source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it i3 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 request, for sighting reports reported to the MOD from each London borough
over the past three years, the Ministry of Defence has a database which contains this information,
which covers details of reports from 1998 to 2006. The Ministry of Defence Freedom of
Information website can be accessed via the internet at:

http://www mod.uk/Defencelnternet/Freedomofinformation/PublicationScheme, by searching
under ‘UFQO’ reports.

Reports for the current year will be placed on the website in January 2008. Therefore, as provided
by exemption s.22 (information intended for future publication) of the Freedom of Information
Act 2000, The MOD is not obliged to comply with this part of your request.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of
information about UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely
destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives.



few have survived before 1967 and these together with records up to 1986 are now available for
public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew,
Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving
information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet
at: http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach
informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please
note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review
process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commisstoner’s website,

http://www.informationcommissioner. gov.uk.

Yours sincerely



————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedbackBwww.mod.uk]
Sent: 08 October 2007 22:31

To: Info-Access-Office

gubject: FOI written request PS 09—10-2007~070245-002_

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday,
October 8, 2007 at 22:30:42

txtfirstname: -

txtlastname:

txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: Greenford

txtstatecountry: Middlesex

txtzipcodepostcode: _:!:I

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: The number and locaiion (where sighting were made) of
each unidentified flying objects reported to the MOD in each London
borough over the past 12 months.

If this takes so long as to incur costs on my behalf, please limit to
the number in each London borough with the lecation only where each
sighting was identified in the boroughs of Faling and Hammermsith and
Fulham for the past 12 months.

Also I would like the information zbove to cover a period of the past
three vears. Again if this will incur a cost on my behalf please limit
to the scope outlined in the second paragraph.

Thanks



AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Appiicart: EESENIENNN

Case Number: 06-08-2007-155401-0043 Expiry: 31 Aug 07

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Release of all photographs of UFOs held by the M oD.
Confirm contact was primary

Confirm it was a UK air defence matter

Case for release of information

Cost of release of photographé would exceed £600
No difficulty in release of other information.
Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the partial release of the aforementioned
information subject to exemptions under FOL.
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From:  EECEREENN

Sent: 11 October 2007 11:23

o R

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-08-2007-155401-004

Desr SRR

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 2 August 2007 asking the MoD to
release all its copies of photographs of alleged UAP for the last sixty years. Additionally, you asked
me to confirm that the alleged Alderney UFO sighting of 23 April 2007 was a UK air defence matter
as it was some 10 miles NNE of Aldemey.

If they are retained, (and they are often returned to owners) copies of UFO photographs etc are
stored on our normal files, together with any sighting reports or correspondence, in the date order in
which they are received. To comply with your request would require a manual search of those
records, the cost of which would exceed the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the
Freedom of Information Act and, as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is
not obliged to comply with the request. However, if you restricted your request to one or two
specific years, we may be in a position to help.

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 "UFQO" report files are now routinely
preserved. Any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive and those from 1967-84 are
already available for examination by members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin
Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU.

The CAA documentation on this matter indeed states that the radar contact was a primary one. The
MoD sees no requirement to contact them to confirm this.

The MoD is aware of the reported location of the sighting. This falls within an area of airspace for
which French air traffic control have responsibility. We do not therefore consider this to be a UK air
defence matter.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6% Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehalt SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Finally, please accept my apologies for the amount of time it has taken to answer your question,
which was due to volume of work. T should also like to thank you for your patience.

11/10/2007
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Y ours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

o5-1. 8o 40
MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London
SW1A 2HB

11/10/2007
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Sent 02 August 2007 16.42
To:
Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 17-07-2007-075648-001

Attachments: 550788494-Aiderney_27Apr07.doc

WSl 0]

Thank you for the reply.

I have attached the official Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) database entries for the Alderney
incident which specifically refer to the radar contact as a primary. Also the bearing has been stated as
10NNE which technically I think does make it a UK air defence matter.

I would be grateful if you could could contact the CAA to cross validate the information I've
supplied and once you've done this, let me know if you agree that this was a primary contact and it is
indeed a UK air defence matter.

Finally, in the spirit of Fol, T would indeed be grateful if the MoD released all its photographs of
unidentified aerial phenomena - ideally from the last sixty years.

Hope this 1s OK

Regards

-
De: ST

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 17 July 2007 asking
why the MoD response to FOI request 27-04-2007-080512-007 referred to the radar contact
with the Alderney UAP sighting of 23 April 2007 as a secondary, when it was reported as a
pnmary radar contact. Additionally, you asked why it was reported as being in French
airspace when the Alderney constitution states that the UK is responsible for the islands
defence matters. You went on to ask how many UAP sightings by pilots in the last 5 years
have been backed up by primary radar contacts and finally, you asked if the MoD is gomg to
release all its photographs of alleged UAP for public scrutiny.

In response to the first part of your question, I assume you are referring to an internal e-mail
released with our response, suggesting that Jersey air traffic control did not have a primary
radar capability. The longer rznge ares radar system is indeed a secondary system, The
Jersey Airport radar system, which has a shorter range, has both primary and secondary
radar capability. I assume therefcre, that the e-mail is referring to the longer range area
radar.

The UK does retain responﬁbilitv for the defence of Alderney. That does not mean that it 1s
necessary at this moment in time to place military radars there with the coverage necessary
to have seen this UAP. The alleged incident occurred within an area of airspace that French
air traffic control at Brest have overall responsibility for. This should not be confused with

03/08/2007



.nattcrs of sovereignty.

The MoD is not aware of any sighting reports made by pilots over the last five years that
have been backed up by primary radar contacts.

The MoD has no plans at present to release all its photographs of alleged UAP incidents for
public scrutiny. However, under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, should any member
of the public request photographs for a particular incident or time period, we will respond
appropriately.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and vou are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD
Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any
request for an internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which the
attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information
Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the
internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the
Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk '

<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> "

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

London
SWI1A 2HB

03/08/2007
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Safety Regulation Group
Safety Investigation & Data Department

Aviation House Direct Dial F Switchboard 01293 567171
Gatwick Alrport South Direct Fax Fax

Waest Sussex E-mail E srg.caa.co.uk | Telex -
RHE DYR

These records were refrieved from the UK CAA Mandatory Occurrence Reporting (MOR) system by a
member of the SIDD Department

The MOR system records de information reported to the CAA, information obtained from CAA
investigations, and deductiens by CAA siaff based on the available information. The authenticity of
the contents or the absence of errors and omissions cannot be guaranteed. Records in this system
commenced on 1 January 1976 coincident with the introduction of Mandatory Occurrence Reporting
in the UK, but occurrences reported voluntarily are also included, and no distinction is made between
them.

Note: Any data provided from these records are made available on the understanding that they
are only to be used for purposes of Flight Safety and must not be used for other purposes.

A/C Type: BN2a Trislander Occurrence Number : © 200703486

Flight Phase : Cruise Occurrence Date : 23 Apr 2007

Classification : Occurrences Location : Alderney

Events : Miscellaneous Non-AD Location Info : 10NNE
Occurrence :

Pretitle :

BN2T crew observed a stationary bright light ahead, thought fo be a reflection from the ground.
However, crew viewed the light through binoculars and observed a shape, similar to a B737 fuselage.

Precis :
The crew contacted ATC, who originally stated that there wasn't anything showing on radar.
However, they then observed a primary contact. The crew and some passengers observed the bright

lights again later in the flight. The shape was said to be bright yellow with a dark area nearer to one
end.

Note: Any data provided from these records are made available on the understanding that they
are only to be used for purposes of Flight Safety and must not be used for other purposes.

(3/08/2007


The National Archives
FOI re. Alderney incident
Copy of the Civil Aviation Authority summary of the sighting by the pilot of a Trislander aircraft over the English Channel on 23 April 2007 (see also DEFE 24/2081). The incident was recorded on the CAA database as a “Mandatory Occurrence Report.”
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Sent: 11 Qctober 2007 11:20

To: G

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 08-10-2007-105240-002

Dear ERTTRUNANS

Thank you for your e-mail of 5 October clarifying your previous Freedom of
Information request surrounding the recovery of a Soviet Venera 4 atmospheric probe, also known as
Kosmos-96, in what is called the Kecksburg Incident. You state that this recovery occurred in 1967,
but I believe that this may be a typing etror on your part. If this is not the case, please let me know.

RAF Fylingdales has a record of the Kosmos-96 payload showing a “decay” date of ¢ December
1965, although the time is unknown. Calculations based on orbital parameters for this object, show
that even if it was still in orbit at the time of the incident (around 22:00), the orbital path was not
crossing the USA, We have no record of any other satellites decaying on 9 December 1965.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB {e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London

SWI1A 2HB

11/10/2007
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From: IO

Sent: 05 October 2007 14:04

To: TR

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 05-10-2007-071629-003

Thank you for your e-mail clarifying your request regarding the Kecksburg Incident. This
incident is often described as a UFQ incident, hence my erroneous assumption that your original request
related to UFOs. | will try to track down the relevant branch to deal with the matter and will respond to you as

soon as possible.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
SW1A 2HB

05/10/2007
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From:

Sent: 09 October 2007 11:08
To:

co T

Subject: Release-Authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 05-10-2007-071628-003

Morning

Please see below the information we have on the events in question from 1965/67
Hope this will be of help in your FOI reply

MCO Asst
RAF Fylingdales

>2 Media Communications Office, RAF Fylingdales

=
=

& RAFMail: FYL Spt-MCOA
2 E-Mail: mco@fylingdales.raf.mod.uk

From: FYL Ops-Strk Ldr

Sent: 05 October 2007 10:36

To: FYL Spt-MCOA

Subject: RE: Release-authorised: FW: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 05-10-2007-071629-003

Hope that the following is of use to your MOD contact.

Note that item three is probably above and beyond the requirements of the FOI response but | include it for
your interest.

We have no files or records relating to the Kecksburg Incident (although | am aware of the 1965 event).
Qur records on the Cosmos 96 payload (SCC object 1742) show a "decay’ date of 9 December 1965
{time unknown).

3. We have a set of orbital parameters for object 1742. Calculations using these parameters show that
even if the object was still in orbit at the time of the reported incident (around 2200 Zulu) the orbital
path was not crossing the US.

Qur records indicate that no other sateliites decayed on 9 December 1965.

We have no information relating to a Kecksburg incident in 1967.

o

4.
5.

Serco Spacetrack Leader
Tel FRRSIER 40

11/10/2007
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m: FYL Spt-MCOA
Sent: 08 October 2007 14:57

To: FYL Ops-Strk Ldr
Subject: FW: Release-authorised: FW: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 05-10-2007-071629-003

This is the email traffic associated with the FOI request. Any info appreciated

Hi

cheers

MCO Asst

RAF Fylingdales

edia Communications Office, RAF Fylingdales

e
&4 RAFMail: FYL Spt-MCOA
H E-Mail: mco@fylingdales.raf.mod.uk

Fror S
Sent: 0 ober 2007 09:36

To: mco@fylingdales.raf.mod.uk
Subject: Release-authorised: FW: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 05-10-2007-071629-003

e

Please find below the FOI request we spoke about. The original request was for all information held on the
Kecksburg incident but has since been refined.

The original incident was December 1265 so | am not certain why he is now asking for information about
1967.

Can | therefore ask that you ¢heck both 1965 and 1967.

I suggest that it is best that | actually answer this question as | am already in correspondence with the
requester - do you agres?

DAg-FgI
Secion o)

. me:F
Sent: ctober 2007 13:44

To: '
SUMDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 05-10-2007-071629-003

e EERERED

Thank you for your email. My request re: the "Kecksburg Incident" relating to the recovery of the Soviet

“* " Venera 4 atmospheric probe, (also known as Kosmos-96, originally destined for Venus) by the US in 1967 is a

11/10/2007
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jous query and no way related to a 'UFO X-file'.

Please process my freedom of information request.

Yours Sincerely,

Subject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 05-10-2007-071629-003
Date: Fri, 5 Oct 2007 09:31:46 +0100

From:
To:

Deor EERTENERNN

_ Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 4 October 2007 asking for any
information the MoD holds on the "Kecksburg Incident" of 9 December 1965, in Pennsylvania,
USA.

Given the length of time since the alleged incident, the Ministry of Defence no longer holds "UFO"
files for the periods in question. Before 1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there
was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since
1967, following an increase in public interest in this subject, "UFO" report files are now routinely
preserved. Files for 1967 to 1984, and any files prior to 1967 which did survive, are now available
for examination at The National Archives, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU,
Telephone: 0208 876 3444. Details of how to access these records and The National Archives on
line catalogue can be found on their website at http//:www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6t Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail
InfoXD(@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on
the Commissioner's website, http://www.informationcommissioner,goyv.uk.

1 am sorry [ was unable to be of more help.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence
DAS-FOI
0s-H-Eltion 40
Main Building
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

11/10/2007
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AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Appican: SRRV

Case Number: 04-10-20074-085107-003 Expiry: 1 Nov 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Information on Roswell, Blue Book, aircraft accidents involving UFOs. Deaths

involving UFOs and information on UFOs in UK and USA

Q__.ise for release of information

Request for information on UFOs in UK and USA withheld on cost basis.
MoD has no knowledge of deaths or aircraft accidents involving UFOs
Roswell and Blue book — referred to US authorities

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the partial release of the aforementioned
information subject to exemptions under FOI.

Grade/Rank: ... B2— ..o Name:.....

Authorisation Reference Number: DAS-FOI 08/05.......

Date:...........gf..l?.'{.f’.'.qt .........................
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rrom: IO

Sent: 05 October 2007 14:48

To: _

Subject: release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 04-10-2007-085107-003

Dea SN

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 4 October asking for information
regarding Blue Book, Roswell UFOs in the UK, UFOs in the USA, plane accidents caused by UFOs
and Deaths caused by UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to
us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence
resources if we were to do so.

With regard to your request for UFO reports/information relating to UFOs in the UK 1 should inform
you that MOD records are filed in the order in which they are received and we currently hold records
spanning a 25 year period. To provide you with all the information you have requested would far
exceed the permitted £600 cost limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act, and as
provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with your
request. However, the Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website has a database which
contains UFO sighting reports for the last 9 years, and this can be accessed via the internet at:
http:/;"www.mod.ukf_{)c_fence!n&:mt:t,"FreedomQﬂufommti.cmf?ub],%cati(mSchemﬁ, by searching under
‘UFO’ reports. However, if you could limit your request to s specific topic over a short period of
time (perhaps a year) I may be able to help you.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of
information about UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed
after 5 years until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have
survived before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for public
viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9
4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving information
about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at:
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal
resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information

05/10/2007
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.nmissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissionet’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

MoD o
MoD Main Building
‘Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

05/10/2007
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————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto: feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 04 October 2007 09:08

To: Info-Access-Office

Subject: FOI written request PS 04-10-2007-085107-003 _I

Below is the result of vour feedback form. IC was submitted on
Thursday, October 4, 2007 at 09:07:52

txttitle:

txtfirstname:
txtlastname:
txtorganisation: HTI Research Institute of Space Filght

txtaddressf: ---————-—--—--—-—-----=

txttowncity: Braunsbach

txtetatecountry: BW/schwAubisch hall

txtzipcodepostcode :‘

txtcountry: Germany

txtinforequest: I need Informations about:
-Blue Book

-Roswell

-Ufo in GB

-Ufo in USA

-Plane accidents throug UFOA s

-Deaths trough UFOA’s

and many other



Page 1 of 2

{ ""p DN
30
Nps/

{‘ﬁ;ﬁ;—‘ :;;'_x"

Sent: 05 October 2007 11:38

Suh;ect Release-authorised: U 20070925h01 Buccaneer MAAS

Greenham
Newbury

5 QOctober 2007

Qur Reference: 27-09-2007-132239-007

Dear EEETIREN

| am responding to your Request for Information about Military Aircraft Accident Summaries
relating to the Buccaneer.

You wrote asking if you could use the Military Aircraft Accident Summaries (MAAS) for
Buccaneers XV345 and XN976 on your website with credit given to the MoD. You also
asked whether it was possible to find further MAAS for the Buccaneer for the period 1968 to
1994.

| should explain that MAAS have been produced since 1979 as a way of advising first
Parliament, and then, as required, the public, of the findings of Boards of Inquiry into
aircraft accidents. We have now placed all the MAAS we have been able to trace into the
MoD Publication scheme on the MoD website, and they can be found by following this link :
hitp://www.mod.uk/Defenceinternet/AboutDefence/WhatWeDo/AirSafetyandAviation/Military

As regards MAAS for Buccaneers, we have been able to identify the following 9 since 1979
(as explained above there no earlier MAAS) (the date in each case is that of the accident.)

XV 345 7 February 1980
XW 537 23 September 1981
XX 898 17 June 1982

XV 160 20 September 1982
XX 891 11 August 1983

XZ 430 20 May 1984

XV 431 14 June 1985

05/10/2007



| QN 540 22 April 1987
XN 976 9 July 1992.

Obviously you were aware of the first and last of these; all of them are on the MoD website
(as PDF).

We are quite happy for these to be made available to the public, hence our placing them on
the Internet, but we would suggest that instead of your reproducing them on your website,
you post links to the MoD site, either to the general area, or to each individual report.

| hope that the above will be useful to you.

if you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an

independent internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6t Floor,
MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any
request for an internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which
the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy foliowing an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information
Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the
internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the
Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely

Directorate of Air Staff Secretariat
5.H Bvein Building

Ministry of Defence

Whitehali

LONDON

sSwW
Tel

05/10/2007
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————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mallto:feedback@www.mod.ukl
Sent: 24 September 2007 20:42

To: Info-Access-Qffice

Subject: FOI written reguest

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday,
September 24, 2007 at 20:41:37

txtfirstname

txtlastname:

txtaddress2: Greenham

txttowncity: Newbury

txtstatecountry: Berkshire

txtzipcodepostcode-

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: Hello, please let me introduce myself, my name is ln:
- and I am the Project Cecordinator for the
/""" "]

I would like to know whether it is possible to obtain permission to use
two of the Military Aircraft Accident Summarises on Buccaneer XV3i4h &
XN976 on our own website, with suitable creditation to the MOD.

I would alsc like to know if it is at all possible to find further
MAAS' that involved Buccaneer aircraft from 1958 to 1994,

all the best and I look forwards to hearing from you.

Begst regards

Coordinator
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From: EESIMEIN He

Sent: 05 Ociober 2007 09:32

To:

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 05-10-2007-071629-003

R cccion 40

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 4 October 2007 asking for any
information the MoD holds on the “Kecksburg Incident” of 9 December 1965, in Pennsylvania,
USA.

Given the length of time since the alleged incident, the Ministry of Defence no longer holds “UFO”
files for the periods in question. 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. Files for 1967 to 1984, and any files prior to 1967 which did survive, are now available
for examination at The National Archives, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU,
Telephone: 0208 876 3444. Details of how to access these records and The National Archives on
line catalogue can be found on their website at http//:www.nationalarchives. gov.uk.

If you are unthappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6t Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail

InfoXD(@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on
the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

I am sorry I was unable to be of more help.

Yours sincerely

Fotrvow P wvESTow

Ministry of Defence DF-1n-2=>F — 1084 a2
DAS-FOI
051 Blion 40
Main Building
Whitehall
London
SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office@mod.uk

05/10/2007
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----- Original Message-----

From: feedbackBwww.mod.uk [(mailto:feedback@www. mod.uk]
gent: 04 Qctober 2007 22:06

To: Info-Access-0ffice

Subject: FOI written reguest PS 05-10-2007-071629-003 ]

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on
Thursday, Octcber 4, 2007 at 22:06:23

txttitle:
txtfirstnam
txtlastname-
txtaddressl:

txtaddress2: -

txttowncity: Barnard Castle

txtstatecountry: Durham

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I request any information held in the Mod's files
regarding the "Kecksburg Incident" of Recksburg, Pennsylvania, USA
occurring on December 9, 1965. It was generally assumed and reported by
the US press to be a meteor - now thought to be part of the failed
Russian Cosmos #96 Venus probe.
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Sent: 02 QOctober 2007 10:00

o R

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 02-10-2007-072448-001

Des: ST

Thank your for your Freedom of Information request of 1 October 2007 asking for a
copy of the Irish Defence Force UFO file. ‘

The MoD does not have a copy of this file, which will be the property of the Irish Department of
Defence. 1 suggest that you contact them at the following address:

Department of Defence,
Parkgate,

Infirmary Road,

Dublin 7

Email: foi@defence.irlgov.ie

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail
InfoXD@mod,uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on

I am sorry 1 was unable to be of more help.
Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence
DAS-FOI

Main Building

Whitehall
London
SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office@mod.uk

02/10/2007
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————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 01 October 2007 20:53
To: Info-Access-Office
Subject: FOI written request PS 02-10-2007—072448-001-@

Below is the result of vour feedback form. It was submitted on Monday,
October 1, 2007 at 20:53:06

txtfirstname
txtlagtname:

txtaddressl:

txtaddress2: Scholar Green
txttowncity: Stoke-On-Trent

txtstatecountry: Staffordshire

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtemailaddress ?

txtinforeguest: Dear Sir/Madam,

I am interested in knowing if it would be possible for me to acquire a
copy of the Irish Defence Forced€™s UFO file, or the contact details of
where I could obtain the document, which was recently released, and
also covered in an article in The Irish Times, dated Thursday 20th
September, 2007. As I understand, the document contains such items as
press clippings, classified memos and other such information.

The URL below is to the referenced article.
[http:f/www.ireland.com/newspaper/frontpage/2007/0920/1190238990654.htm
1]

I would be more than willing to pay any costs that might arise through
this request, so if vyou could supply me with any details concerning
this enquiry, I would be most grateful as I know you are busy. Also,
could you please keep me informed of the cost if it rises above 50
pounds.

Many thanks,



From: EEEIIECIN

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information s .

gt Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

“Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard)
{Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE | crm

Our Reference
Welton 21-09-2007-065643-001
Brough Date

East Ridini of Yorkshire 25 September 2007

e R

. Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 20 September 2007 asking
whether UFO’s exist and what the government is doing about them.

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.

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
unauthorized foreign military 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 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.

The MOD does not study or research the phenomena of "UFOs", It is outside the Department's
defence remit to devote resources to determining the precise identity of every seemingly
inexplicable sight in the sky or the existence of extraterrestrials.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SWI1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD{@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach
informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please



note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal process
has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can
be found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

S g




————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedbackBwww.mod.uk]

Sent: 20 September 2007 20:48
To: Info-aAccess-Qffice
Subject: FOI written request PS 21-09-2007-065643-001

Below is the result of your feedback form., It was submitted on
Thursday, September 20, 2007 at 20:47:32

exceitle: SERTN 40

txtfirstname
txtlastname:

txtoccupation: N/A

txtorganisation: N/A

txtaddressz: Welton
txttowncity: Brough

txtstatecountry: East Riding of Yorkshire

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I just want to know that if ufo's actually exist then
what is the government doing about them because from what i've seen you
are only concerned if they are a risk to national security so if thats
the case do yvou think they come from ancther country or another planet?
And if its half and half then why not undertake some research into the
ones from other planets as they may have the technology to help sort
out the worlds problems.

thanks



From: I

Sent: 25 September 2007 10:07
To:
Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 25-09-2007-065850-005

oo SN

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 22 September 2007 asking if the Ministry of
Defence had any plans for dealing with hostile alien contact and whether any plans for first contact
had been drawn up with other nations.

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. We therefore have no plans relating to first contact and have
not drawn up any plans in concert with other nations.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SWI1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an

internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach
informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on
the Commissioner’s website, hitp://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

Whitehall
London
SWI1A 2HB

25/09/2007



————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 22 September 2007 21:20
To: Info-Access-0Office :
Subject: FOI written request PS 25-09-2007-065850-005

Below 1s the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on
Saturday, September 22, 2007 at 21:20:07

txtfirstname

txtlastname:
txtoccupation: Operations Supervisor
txtaddress2: St Lecnards
txttowncity: Exeter

txtstatecountry: Devon

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtocountry: UK

exttelephone [T

txtinforequest: Dear Sir / Madam,

I am very interested in the Ministry of Defence's contingency for
dealing with potentially hostile contact from extra terrestrial sources.
In particular, if plans have been drawn up with other nations and what
first contact procedures have been agreed upon should such events occur.

I request this information in all seriousoness, as it is my sincere
hope that humanity finds a peaceful solution for its problems, and that
our governments are properly egquipped tco welcome enlightenment and help
from outside sources. However, should a hostile species make contact,
it would give me peace of mind to know that the leaders of the world
are equipped for the conseguences.

Thank vou for your time.

Yours sincerely,



rrom: IR

Sent: 19 September 2007 15:06

(YR cction 40

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 13-09-2007-070207-002

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 12 September 2007 asking for a hard
copy of all documents pertaining to UFOs and all paranormal activity. Your request has been passed
to this Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to ‘UFQs.” Additionally, you requested access to the MoD’s official files.

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

Turning to your request for copies of all documentation on the subject of UFOs and paranormal
activity, I should inform you that most UFO records are not held electronically, but are filed on
paper files in the order in which they are received and we currently hold records spanning a quarter
of a century. The cost of complying with your request would exceed the permitted £600 cost limit set
for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act, and as provided by Section 12 of the Act,
therefore, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with your request.

However, you may wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information
about UFOs, together with a report into its study on Remote Viewing which is available on our
website at www.mod.uk. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when they
were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these
together with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The National Archives can be
contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The
National Archives also have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to
access them. This can be found on the internet at: http://www.nutionalarchives.gov.uk.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an

internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach
informal resolution has come to an end. -

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal process has been
completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on

19/09/2007
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Qe Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Finally, I must inform you that I am unable to provide you with personal access to the MoD’s files.
Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence ‘
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information
sth Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office@mod.uk

19/09/2007



————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@8www.mod.uk]

Sent: 12 September 2007 20:59
To: Info-Access-0ffice
Subject: FOI written request PS 13-09-2007-070207-002 m

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on
Wednesday, September 12, 2007 at 20:59:22

cxtfirstname:
txtlastname:
txtaddressl:

txtaddress2: WEEDSWOOD

txttowncity: CHATHAM

txtstatecountry: KENT

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I WOULD LIKE TO REQUEST A HARD COPY OF ALL DOCUMENTS
PERTAINING TO UFO'S AND ALL PARANORMAL ACTIVITIES INVESTIGATED BY THE

MOD FOR RESEARCH PURPOSE'S IF THIS IS POSSIBLE IT WOULD BE MOST

APPRECIATED IF NOT THEN ACCESS TO THE OFFICIAL FILES WOULD BE HELP¥FUL.
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Sent: 17 September 2007 13:01

To: TR

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 17-09-2007-120401-004

i 0

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 15 September 2007 asking
whether the MoD has files on all UFO contacts with the military or civilians. Additionally, you
asked if details of all contacts from 1900 onwards are available on-line or by CD.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence (MOD) examines any reports of
‘anidentified 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 source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to
us. We believe that rational explanations such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena could be found
for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide
this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we
were to do so.

The Ministry of Defence does not have files on UFOs dating back to 1900 since, to the best of my
knowledge, official interest in the subject only commenced after World War Two. The MOD holds
files on the subject of UFOs dating back to the late 1970s.

In the meantime you may wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of
information about UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed
after 5 years until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have
survived before1967 and together with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing: The
National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew Surrey TW9 4DU or
telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving information about the
records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at:
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk. The Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website also
contains some released information on UFOs. This can be accessed via the internet at:

sightings reported to the Mod for the period 1998-2006 are also available on the MOD website by
searching under “UFO Reports”. Details for 2007 will be released in January 2008.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with the response or you wish to complain about any aspect
of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution
is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review
by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall
SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD{@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be

made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come
to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been
completed. Further details of the details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can

17/09/2007
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Qfound on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov k.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information
sth Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office@mod.uk

17/09/2007
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————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto: feedbackBwww.mod.uk]

Sent: 15 September 2007 10:31
To: Info-Access-Office
Subject: FOI written request 17-09-2007-120401-004 TSN

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on
gaturday, September 15, 2007 at 10:31:23

txttitle:

txtfirstname:
txtlastname:

txtoccupation: IT

txtaddressl:
txtaddressl:
txttowncity: havant

txtstatecountry: hampshire

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I was wandering if the MOD have on file all UFO
contacts with the Military covering all Services or with Civilians.

Is there an MOD URL that I can go to online where there is details of
all UFO encounters since 1900 or encounters with UFO's by witneses in
written reports. If you don't have an URL could you send all details on
a CD for Operating System WiN.98SE.

One of the most interesting reports should also include the Triangle
Craft { 5 timnes the size of a Stealth Plane ) seen over the North of
England & Atlantic amd Mainland Europe in 1391 and reported by the
Belgium Airforce in a Press Conference.

Many thanks



FOI REQUEST 22-08-2007-17421 5-006
Crash of Phantom XV434 7 Jan 1986

Non UFO request. Transferred to File D/DAS/10/2/8/15 Part A Enc 1




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Case Number: 12-09-2007-145438-012 . Expiry: 9 Oct 07

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Details of UFO sightings in Southwark, Lambeth, Lewisham and Greenwich
over the last 5 years.

Case for release of information

Details of UFO sightings are available on the MoD website for the period
1998-2006.

Details for 2007 will be published in January 2007 so are withheld under
exemption s.22

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation not to release the aforementioned information to
the Applicant.
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From: - ST

Sent: 13 September 2007 09:46

o

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 12-09-2007-145438-012

Dear SR

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 12 September 2007 asking for
numbers and details of UFO sightings in Southwark, Lambeth, Lewisham and Greenwich.

Firstly, it may be helpful if I explain the role of the Ministry of Defence regarding UFO sightings.
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
unauthorized foreign military 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.

Details of UFO sightings for the period 1998-2006 can be found on the MoD website at
www.mod.uk by searching under the term “UFO Reports™. Details for 2007 will also be placed on
the website in January 2008 and this information is therefore withheld under exemption .22
(Information intended for Future Publication) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000.

In the meantime, you may wish to be aware that there is some information about UFOs available for
public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when they were
generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and together with
records up to 1977 are now available for public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at
Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National
Archives also have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them.
This can be found on the internet at: http://www.nationalarchives. gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD{@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, hitp://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk

I am sorry I could not be of more assistance.

13/09/2007
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DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
London

SWIA 2HB

13/09/2007



————— Original Message-—---

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.nod.uk]
Sent: 12 September 2007 14:51

To: Info-Access-0Office

Subject: FOI written request 12-09-2007-145438-012 _

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on
Wednesday, September 12, 2007 at 14:51:C0

txtfirstname
txtlastname:
txtaddressi:

txtaddressZ: London

3l
o

txttowncity: London

txtstatecountry: London

txtzipcodepostcode: !

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I would like information on how many UFO sightings
there have been in the areas of Southwark, Lambeth, Lewisham and
Greenwich respectively in the last five vears.

I would like to know how many UFO sightings there have been, but also
any details of the sightings. For example, where specifically they were
seen, how many reports of each UFO, what action was taken by the MoD
and whether vou identified what the UFQ was.

Please let me know and please confirm receipt of this email.

Mani thanks



From: SO

Sent: 11 September 2007 09:19

T TR

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-09-2007-064728-002 -
RENDLESHAM

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request asking for full disclosure on what
has become known as the Rendlesham Incident in 1980.

When the Ministry of Defence was informed of the events which are alleged to have occurred at
Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in December 1980, all available substantiated evidence was
looked at in the usual manner by those within the MoD/RAF with responsibility for air defence
matters. The judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air
defences had occurred on the nights in question. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of
defence concern, no further investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of
allegations have subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over the
last quarter of a century which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by
this Department was incorrect. The MoD file on the matter is available for viewing at www.mod.uk
by scarching under the word Rendlesham.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. 1f informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has -
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

DAS-FOI
05-H
MoD Main Building
London

SWI1A 2HB

11/09/2007




————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 05 September 2007 23:04
To: Info-Access-0Office

Subject: FOT written request PS 06-09-2007-064728-002 :@

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on
Wednesday, September 5, 2007 at 23:04:24

txttitle: I!:I

txtfirstname;

txtlastname:
txtoccupation: BANK OFFICIAL
txtorganigsation: N/A
txtaddressl:

txtaddress2 :-

txttowncity: BELFAST

txtstatecountry: DOWB

txtz ipcodepostcode:-

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: Under the FOI act i would like to regquest full
disclosure on an incident that occurred 27 years ago at: BENTWATERS,
WOCDBRIDGE NATO AIRFORCE BASE, EAST ANGLIA

Witnessed by a several workers at this base including a security
Specialist named Larry Warren who was assigned to the base at this
time.

The person named above was in charge ''OF THE STORAGE OF NUCLEAR
WEAPONS WITHOUT THE KNOWLEDGE OF THE PEQPLE OF GB''

At the time of this he was subjected to a 3 night UFO event at this
baze, where-by UFOS ' 'MADE INCURSIONS OVER THEIR WSA, ALSO SENT BEAMS
OF LIGHT INTQ THEM & ADVERSLY AFFECTED THE ORDIMENTS'®

''THE OBJECTS WHERE ON THE GROUND ON 2 DIFFERENT NIGHTS, POTENTIALLY AN
EXTRA TERRESTRIAL SEEN''

' 'THESE EVENTS WHERE OF EXTREME SIGNIFICANCE TC HER MAJESTIES GOV AND
THE US GOVERNMENT''



I would like to request all reports and documented information
regarding the above incident.

The was also a memo made from LFT COLONEL CHARLES HOLT who was the DEPT
BASED COMMANDER at this time, of which again i would like to see full
disclosure of this memo.

There was also an on sight audio feed that night and if possible to
request this information media also.

Mr Warren has testified to US Congress under ocath and has stated that
thie case has been kept from the UK citizens of which i would like full
disclosure on, all comments that have quotes have came directly from Mr
Warren regarding the incidents at Bentwaters Nato Base.

A full video of his disclosure can be supplied if you need further
evidence of someone working under Her Majesty's service when this
incident happened.

Thank you for your co-cperation.
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AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION K

Case Number: 06-09-2007-064312-001 Expiry: 3 Oct 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

All information on UFQ sightings in Scotland 2006-07.

Files on named UFQ sighting reports in same period

Case for release of information

Information for sightings is readily available on the MoD website so should be
withheld under exemption s.21. Information for 2007 will be placed on the
website in January 2008 so is withheld under exemption 5.22.

The MoD does not have separate files on the named incidents.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to withhold the aforementioned information from
the Applicant.

Grade/Rank: Bl ................. Name:...—
Authorisation Reference Number: DAS-FOI 08/05_ ......
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From: IO

Sent: 10 September 2007 10:44

o R

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-09-2007-064312-001

pe SRR

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request dated 6 September 2007 asking
for information relating to all UFO cases in Scotland for the period 2006-07.

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 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 any evidence of a potential
threat to the United Kingdom from an external 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
S0.

Your request also refers to files relating to specific sighting reports. The MoD does not generally
open separate files on individual incidents (and has not done so for any on the incidents you
mention) but places all reports, regardless of geographical location, on the same file. Information
regarding sightings for 2006 and other UFO matters is readily available on the MoD website
www.mod.uk and therefore under exemption s.21 (Information reasonably accessible by other
means) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 the MoD is not required to provide you the
information you requested. Details of the sightings for 2007 will be published on the MoD website in
January 2008 and therefore are withheld under exemption s.22 (Information intended for future
publication).

In the meantime, you may wish to be aware that there is some information about UFOs available for
public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when they were
generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and together with
records up to 1977 are now available for public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at
Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444, The National
Archives also have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them.
This can be found on the internet at; hitp://www .nationalarchives.gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, http;//www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk

10/09/2007
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I am sorry I could not be of more assistance.

DAS-FOI

os-1 B on 40
MoD Main Building

London
SWI1A 2HB

10/09/2007



Sent: eptember 2007 06:44
To:
Subject: : itten request PS 06-09-2007-064312-001 ;

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

FgI He!pgesk

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: (06 September 2007 00:45

To: Info-Accegs-0Office

Subject: FOI written request PS 06—09—2007-064312—001_

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Thursday, September 6,
2007 at 00:44:45

txttitle:

txtfirstnam

txtlastname:
txtorganisation: East 2 West UFO Society
txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: Glasgow

txtstatecountry: Lanarkshire

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: Dear Sir/Madam,

I would like to make a request for information relating to all UF0O cases for Scotland
made in the year 2006/2007 as I read in a local newspaper {(Airdrie & Coatbridge
Advertiser) that these filegs are avallable under the FOI.

21 February 2006, Unknown, Scotland

18 March 2006, West Kilbride, Ayrshire

23 April 2006, West Kilbride, Ayrshire

04 July 2006, Locherbridges, Dumfries

20 July 2006, Johnston, Paisley

29 September 2006, East Linton, East Lothian
01 November 2006, Ayr, Ayrshire

29 November 2006, Cecatbridge, Nr Glasgow

No Firm Date, (According to MOD PDF File on website the Message taken 10 January
2006), Bony Lake, Mid Lothian.

(I am looking for 2 files relating to the above report, One is of 5 orange lights

1



T ights moving slowly across the sky both were reported on the same evening)

thii were quite bright moving slowly across the sky. The other was of 4 small bright

No Firm Date, Midiothian, Scotland (According to MOD PDF File on website the object
was seen sometime in December 2006, Message taken 04 January 2007),

Many Thanks

East 2 West UFO Society




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

fal ANk dR) i el Jh N A R o

Applican: TR

Case Number: 07-08-2007-082541-001 Expiry: 05 Sep 2007
The Applicant has made the following request for information:
Clarification of previous response

Copies of correspondence to MoD on subject of crop circles file over last two
years.

Case for release of information

Relevant extracts have been provided.

Names, addresses etc of individuals have been redacted under exemption
5.40 (Personal Information) Freedom Information Act.

Additionally, 5 e-mails have been withheld in full as their contents clearly
identify the originai correspondent or a specific individual member of the
public.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the release of the aforementioned information
subject to exemptions under FOI.

Grade/Rank: ..... @’t ................... Name:.. _ ...............
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Fom: RN

Sent: 04 September 2007 13:04

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 07-08-2007-082541-001
Attachments: Annex to 07-08-2007-082541-001.doc

R Scotion 40

1. Thank you for your e-mail of 6 August 2007. You asked for clarification of a number of points
made in my response to your FOI request Ref: 23-07020070143005-004.

2. You asked specifically for copies of correspondence from a named individual_ This
information is personal to When a request is made for information, and MOD then
considers the information for disclosure, care is taken to ensure that all third party personal data is
redacted or withheld where appropriate. In your e-mail you have suggested that there is no reason
that correspondence from members of the public to MOD should not be made available to the public
in general. This is not the case, personal information must be processed in accordance with the Data
Protection Act 1998. The Freedom of Information Act (the Act) provides access to recorded
information held by a public authority at the time a request is made. The authority has an obligation
to provide this information unless it is exempt from disclosure by virtue of an exemption under the
Act. Section 40 of the Act provides for the protection of personal data.

3. Section 40(3)(a) of the FOI Act states that where information falls within the definition of “data”
in DPA 98, and “the disclosure of the mformatlon to a member of the public otherwise than under
this Act would contravene-

i.  Any of the data protection principles, or

ii.  Section 10 of DPA 98 (right to prevent processing likely to cause damage or
distress)”

this information is exempt from disclosure,

4. Furthermore, the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), Article 8, provides that
everyone has the right to respect for his/her private and family life. The purpose of DPA 98 is to
protect personal data, and to ensure that the processing of any such data (or, to put it in
straightforward terms, the use of such information), is carried out in accordance with the Act.
Personal data 1s defined as data which relates to a living individual who can be identified from that
data. The protection afforded by DPA98 is not an excuse to withhold information, but any
disclosure must comply with the provisions set out in the Act. The data protection principles state
that personal data must be processed fairly and lawfully, and not processed in any manner
incompatible with the purpose for which it was obtained.

5. All recorded information held by a public authority is subject to the Act, and where the MoD
considers that information is personal and therefore covered by exemption 5.40, it will be withheld.
A letter written to the MoD by a member of the public would contain personal information such as
their name or address and any response to that letter is considered as personal to the individual
concerned. That having been said, where an member off the publics letter is considered to be a
request for information under the Freedom of Information Act, any resulting information released is
considered to have become into the public domain and a disclosure to the wider public. This
information is not considered personal.

04/09/2007
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?The transfer of files to The National Archives (TNA) is handled under the Public Records Act
(PRA). Public records selected for permanent preservation are selected because there 1s a strong
public interest in preserving this information. The balance of public interest in respect of any
exemptions used under the FOI Act to withhold information will be considered at the time of transfer
to TNA. Inrespect of personal information and information provided in confidence in some case it
may be that any duty of confidence will have diminished over the period of 20 to 30 years, in other
cases the duty of confidence will remain strong and therefore the information will be withheld.

There may also be other exemptions that apply to the information.

7. In summary, when a member of the public writes to MOD they would not expect their letter to be
either published or disclosed to another member of the public, and any reply from MOD is treated as
personal to that individual. The individual would expect the MOD to retain the confidence of the
originator, unless they have provided their consent to release. When MOD provides a copy of a
response to an FOI request it is the recorded information subject to the request that is released, or the
explanation of why the information was not disclosed— not the identity of the person who asked for
it, or irrelevant details of their correspondence. Over time the balance of public interest in
withholding information may change and this will be considered in the light of the prevailing
circumstances.

8. In your e-mail of 17 July 2007 you asked if I could offer any thoughts as to why mims
to have opened a file- it was to this question that I replied that it would not be appropriate for me to
speculate on the motives of a member of the public in any statement that they make.

9. As to your new request for copies of any correspondence to the MOD within the last two years
from anyone which deals with the matter of crop circles and whether or not the MOD holds files on
crop circles, MOD does hold information relevant to your request, extracts of which are attached to
this e-mail. However names, addresses and any information that could be used to identify the
correspondent have been withheld under exemption s.40 of the Act for the reasons that I have
explained above. Additionally, five e-mails have been withheld in full on the same basis,

10. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling
of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SWI1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be
made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come
to an end.

11. If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review
process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner
can be found on the Commissioner's website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

London
SWI1A 2HB

04/09/2007



Annex to
07-08-2007-082541-001

EXTRACTS FROM CORRESPONDENCE ON THE SUBJECT OF A
CROP CIRCLE FILE

FOI request received 17 November 2006

I would like to see a copy of the file that was opened on crop circles
[REDACTED] between the years of 1991-94, I have searched the MoD website
for any information on crop circles and have not found any. I would like to know
if it would be possible to purchase this file that was opened on crop circles but
then subsequently closed.

FOI Request dated 17 December 2006

I would like to request under the Freedom of information act the file
[REDACTED] opened on crop circles [REDACTED] between 1991 and 1994.

FOI request received 19 December 2006

Further to speaking with [REDACTED] again regarding the file [REDACTED]
on crop circles I would like to make a final request for information from the
MoD. The file was opened somewhere in the period 1991 to 1994 [REDACTED].
The file was simply called *“Crop Circles” and was in the 12 series of files, ie the
reference began “D/Sec(A8)/12”,

Please can you locate this file for me? What does it contain and when exactly
was it opened?

E-mail received 2 August 2007

Please send me any information about the title and content of files
D/Sec(AS)/12/6 from the file lists, from the PQ background not I mentioned, or
Jrom any other source — I think this will resolve the mystery and help clear up
any misunderstandings.

I hope this is helpful and assists you in tracking down what I still believe is a
discrete file on crop circles that has gone missing.

WITHHELD IN FULL

E-mail dated 20 December 2006
E-mail dated 19 January 2007
E-mail dated 23 July 2007
E-mail dated 6 August 2007
E-mail dated 6 August 2007




- & | Page 1 of 2
OF- b’ - Z2ooF - O LS -~

— xS Jp 07
rrom: - R

Sent: 06 August 2007 20:24

LI cion 40|

Subject: Fw: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 23-07-2007-143005-004

Thank you for'your response, the nature of which has left me somewhat confused. To that end | am guerying
a few of your statements, to which | would appreciate answers, and refining the nature of my question.

>Any correspondence between a named member of the public such as indeed yourself,
remains a confidential >matter between the individual and the MoD and is withheld under exemption
5.40 (Personal Information).

Yet this is clearly not the case. iIf | applied for details of a specific UFQ file the MOD would
send me that file. If that file contained letter/s from members of the public those letters
would be included in the copied file. As | was making a specific FOI request concerning
crop circles and ahappened to know the name of the individual who *claimed* to have
written to you | would like to know how this request differs from the request for a specific
file?

Surely ha or indeed anyone else - written to you about a crop circle file (which
you may or may not hold) then this would be placed in a file and would, at some point,
appear in TNA. Therefore, now we no longer have to wait for time periods to expire before
we can see the majority of MOD files, there is no reason why any such correspondence,
redacted or otherwise, shoud not be made available to members of the public.

>1 would point out, that if
and the MoD, the same >would apply.

¢ to ask for copies of any correspondence between yourself

Not s0. If it was concerned with UFOs or related matters, as [SEisis
my letter would be in a file which could bg r and seen by
intentionally obfuscating the matter here

>It would not be appropriate for me to speculate on the motives of a member of the public in any
statement that they make >during the course of their private or business life.

his was, then
i thiink you are

At no time have | asked you to speculate on the motives of a member of the pubiic, as well
you know. | have merely requested information as t0 whether you hold correspondence on the
subject matter in question. Your response does not answer that question....

>You have asked me to review my response to Freedom of Information request 16-07-2007-074214-
001 in light of >comments made bym a recent magazine article. I can only state that the
MoD has no record of a file on crop >circles having been opened either prior to, during, or after, the

period 1993-94.
| would, as a result of your respone, like to refine my request further.
| am now requesting copies of any correspondence to the MOD within the last two years,

from anyone, which deals with the matter of crop circles and whether or not the MOD holds
files on crop circles. | am quite happy to have these letters redacted if you so wish.

07/08/2007
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regards

07/08/2007



AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Case Number: 04-09-2007-111221-001 Expiry: 2 Oct 07

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

UFO/Flying Triangle sighting reports for Northern Ireland 2006-07

References to UFO, UAP, ASC and Flying Triangles

Case for release of information

Details for 2006 are available on the MoD website. Details for 2007 will be
released in January 2007 so are currently withheld under exemption s.22
Cost of releasing all references to UFOs etc would exceed £600 so under

Section 12 of the FOI Act MoD is not required to comply

Authorigation

| hereby give authorisation to withhold the aforementioned information from
the Applicant.




From: , ﬁ
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct diaf) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office@mod.
Our Reference
04-09-2007-111221-001
Spanaway Date
Wa 58387 4 September 2007
USA

Rl Section 40

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 25 August 2007 asking for
sightings of UFOs and Flying Triangles from our Northern Ireland “dossier”, Additionally, you
asked for all references to the words UFO, UAP, ASC and Flying Triangles.

Firstly, I should explain that we do not have a Northern Ireland dossier as our records are not filed
geographically. As I informed you in my letter of 23 May 2007, details of sightings over the UK
for 2006 are available on the Ministry of Defence website at www.mod.uk by searching under
“UFQ Reports”. Details of sightings for 2007 will be placed on the website in January 2008 and
therefore are withheld under exemption s,22 (Information intended for Future Publication).

- The cost of releasing all documents containing the words UFO, UAP, ASC and Flying triangles
would exceed the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act
and as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with
the request.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance, If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SWI1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website,

http://'www.informationcommissioner. gov.uk <http.//www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

Yours sincerely,



o

T e
e ¥

L

R

it

*

.FOIA Unit Mbo_ | mmm ' yoViA Sarer

< Request under the Freedom of Information Act. Pf\dac\/ AQ-\- Au3 A5 A6OT

FOIA Agency Address - _ Owr DG - P - (0 2.0 5
, Ex’ 2 ocro7

This is a request fora (.omplete search 0[ all ﬁhng systems dnd locations for all records held by
your agency relating 10: {A4s 4 O\}vhwja Ve Nay Jr\\ en ¢ AR anch Do ssiac .

insert details of the desired records, or describe in detail the eveni(s) for which you seek -

information, JSo ‘S\g\rv\*lhf,s O-Y\(L H\/t nG 1y Q,‘I\B\ es ‘5\5\,\-\', ngs 2006, QQO'}
Q‘ “
mcludlqng all documentatlon mcludlmJr captrons that includes reference to:

insert possible altemattve names.and spellings, abbreviations, acronyms, etc. _
I also request all “see references”™ to these names. -UQQ: U I\P ASC, F\'Y{ n S'Tr\ G S\'Q.' B

If the documents are denied in part or whole, please specify which exemptions are claimed for =
each passage or whole document denied. Please provide a complete itemized inventory and
detailed factual justification of, any denial. Specify the number of pages in each document and

the total number of pages pertaining to this request. For classified material deniied, please

include the followmg information: -

* the classification rarmg (confidential, secret, top secret, eic. )
= the identity of the classifier
the date or event for automatic. declas.stf cation or (.iasszf r.atwn review

| l rcque.st that censor J matenal be bldckecl out® rather than - whltcd out Or cut out. I cxpect that -

the remaining non—éxempt portlons of documents will be released.

Please send a memo 1o the appropnate units in your office or dgency to assure that no records
related to this request are destroyed (and please send a copy of the memo to me). Please adv1se :
of any destruction of records, dnd mclude the date and authonty for such destruction. o

As I expect to appeal against any demals please spemfy the office and addrcsq to Wthh an

- appeal should be directed.

I believe that my request quallﬁes for a waiver of fees as the release of the mformatlon would

benefit the general public and be in the public interest.

I can be reached at the telephone number listed above. Please call rather than wnte if there are
any questions or if you need additional information from me. ' ' a

I expect a response to this request within g workmg days as prov1ded for in’ the Freedom of
Information Act. :

Sincerely, etc
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Sent: 28 August 2007 13:48

N octonad |

Subject: Release-authorised: FRREDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 28-08-2007-175604-010

o~

Thank you for Freedom of Information request of 25 August 2007 regarding the
availability of the Rendlesham Forest file on the MoD website. 1 attach a link that should work:

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, http://www.infomationcommissioner,ggy.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov . uk/> ."

DAS-FOI

o518 cn 40
MoD Main Building

London
SW1aA 2HB

28/08/2007




From:
Sent: ugust 2007 08:33
Subject: : en request PS 28—08-2007-075604-010-

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

esk

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 25 August 2007 14:45

To: Info-Access-0Office

Subject: FOI written request PS 28-08-2007-075604-010_

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Saturday, August 25,

2007 at 14:45:30

cxttitle:

txtfirstname
txtlastname:

txtaddressl:

txtaddress2: *

txttowncity: LE PERREUX SUR MARNE
txtstatecountry: FRANCE

txXtzipcodeposteode: -

tXtcountry: France

txtinforequest: Dear sir,

i write this mail just to ask you where I ccould find the following document named

"Unidentified Flyving Objects: Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980".

This document doesn't seems to be available again here, but there are some links about

it there

http://www.nidsci.org/articles/articlesl.php =>

http://www.mod.uk/linked_files/publications/foi/ufo/ufofilepartl.pdf
http://www.mod.uk/linked_files/publications/foi/ufo/ufofilepart2.pdf
http://www.mod.uk/linked fileg/publicationsg/fol/ufo/ufofilepart3.pdf
http://www.mod.uk/linked_files/publications/foi/ufo/ufofilepartd.pdf
http://www.mod.uk/linked_files/publicaticons/foi/ufo/ufofileparts.pdf

Thank yvou a lot for wyour help.



AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Appiican SR

Case Number: 23-08-2007-070328-001 Expiry: 21 Sep 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Where he can find a copy of the UAP report.

Can he read it in person.

Case for release of information

The information is withheld under exemption s.21 in that it is readily available
on the MoD website

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation o withhold the aforementioned information from
Applicant.

. Authorisation Reference Number: DAS-FOI 08/05...._..

Date:.......... 24¢ [9’5’? .......................




From B :
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) ‘020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
a-mall . das-ufo-office@mod.
Our Reference
Windermere 23-08-2007-070328-001
Cumbnia Date

[Section 40 | 24 August 2007

Dear

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 23 August 2007 asking where you
can locate a copy of the UAP in the UK Air Defence Region report. Additionally, you asked
whether it would be possible to read the document in person.

As you are aware, the report is available on the Ministry of Defence internet site at www.mod.uk.
It is therefore readily available for the public to read and under exemption s.21 (Information
Reasonably Accessible to the Applicant by Other Means) the MoD is not required to provide you
with a copy. I am afraid that it is not possible for you to read the report in person, by which I
assume you mean you wish to visit and read the original document.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6~ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SWI1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,

http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

I am sorry I could not be more helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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From:

Sent: 23 August 2007 07:08
To: !!!!!i!!!!'lll
Subject: : written reqguest PS 23-08-2007-070328-001 ‘

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

esk

————— Original Message~-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 23 August 2007 00:51

To: Info-Access-Office

Subject: FOI written request PS 23-08-2007-070328-001 E

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Thursday, August 23,
2007 at 00:51:03

txttitle:

txtfirstname

txtlasthame:

txtaddressl:

txtaddregs?:

txttowncity: Windermere

txtstatecountry: Cumbria

txtzipcodepostcode: _

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I would like to know where i can find a copy of the 3 volume report
titled "UAP in the UK Air Defence Region" I have recently discovered this report on
the website but would like to be able to read the document in person. Is there any way
i can do thig?
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From: RS
Sent: 21 August 2007 11:52
To: _

Subject: Release-Authorised: FOI Reéquest - 10-08-2007-101915-002

gl cciion 40

| am writing concerning your Freedom of Information request asking for UFO sighting reports in the London
Borough of Croydon, since the Ministry of Defence started keeping records. Your request has been passed to
this Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence (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 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 request for UFO sighting reports from Croydon, since the Ministry of Defence started
keeping records, | have checked my records for so far in 2007, and have found no sighting reports for this
area. As to sighting reporis since records began, | should inform you that MCQD records are filed in the order in
which they are received and we currently hold records spanning a 25 year period. They are not segregated by
geographical area. To identify records specifically for the information from the area that you require, would
require a manual search and the costs to do this would exceed the permitted £600 cost limit set for
compliance with the Freedom of Information Act, and as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of
Defence is not obliged to comply with your request. However, the Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information
website has a database which contains UFO sighting reports for the last 9 years, and this can be accessed
via the internet at: hitp://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomQfinformation/PublicationScheme, by
searching under ‘UFQY’ reports.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when
they were generally preserved for The Natiohal Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these together
with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at
Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW3 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also
have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on
the internet at: http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

! hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent intemal review by contacting the Director
of Information Exploitation, 6! Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 days of the date on which the
attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been compieted.
Further detaiis of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s
website, htip://www.informationcommigsioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1
5% Floor, Zone H

21/08/2007
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'n Building
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London
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E.mail — das-ufo-office @mod.uk
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From: Section 40| |

Sent: 2007 10:21

To:

Subject: : written request 10-08-2007-101915-002-@

Categories: FOI Information Request '

I'll pass it on AIT.

Info-AccessQpsh

Main Building

————— Original Message---—--

From: feedbacklwww.mod.uk [mailto:feedbackEwww.mod.uk]
Sent: 0% August 2007 15:51

To: Info-Access-0ffice

Subject: FOI written request 10-08-2007-101915—002_

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Thursday, August 9,

2007 at 15:50:48

txttitle:

txtfirstnam

txtlastname:

txtoccupation: News Reporter

txtorganisation: _
txtaddressl:

fxtaadressz : -
txttowncity: South Croydon

txtstatecountry: Surrey

txtzipcodepostcode: _

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: Can you tell me about the UFQ sightings in the London Borough of

Croydeon since the Ministry of Defence started keeping records? Coul
date and time of these sightings and explain what the sighting was?

d you detalil the




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Applicant: EECIR

Case Number: 16-08-2007-111650-002 Expiry: 10 Sep 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:
Details of UFQ sightings at Shipston-on-Stour in 1999 and 2000.

Case for release of information

There is no reason to withhold the information. Names, addresses etc of
individuals have been redacted under exemption s.40 (Personal information)
Freedom Information Act.

Although the information is available on line, on this occasion, hard copies
have been provided. -

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the release of the aforementioned information
to the Applicant.




From: .
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5t Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) g
{Fax)
e-mall das-ufo-office @mod.
Our Reference
- 16-08-2007-111650-002
Shipston-on-Stour Date
Warwickshire
15 August 2007
Dear

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 5 August 2007 asking for
copies of two UFO sighting reports for Shipston-on-Stour in 1999 and 2000.

The information you require can be found on the MoD website at www.mod.uk by searching
under UFO reports in the publication scheme. On this occasion, I am prepared to provide you with
hard copies of the reports. However, in future you should contact your local public library which
will have internet facilities available to you.

You will notice that personal details such as names, addresses and telephone numbers have been
withheld under exemption s.40 of the Freedom of Information Act 2000.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SWI1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end,

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website, '

http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk <http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

Yours sincere




REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMEN

T_

12/12/00

-
Sec (as) 2

M O D Main Building
Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

Dear sir,

We are enquiring regarding the following situation.

On Tuesday 28 November at 4. 05am we noticed from our bedroom toilet
window a stationary intermittent flashing yellow light some distance away in a
South Easterly direction.

At one point there were three objects which appeared to be fixed in one
position.

I went outside to acquire another angle but it was still there in the same
position. In fact at 7.05 am | asked my grand daughter to have a look. Only
one light was visible still in the same position, This morning at 12.30am we
noticed one light in the same area again but not as bright as before and
flashing less often.

Please can you confirm anything different on your radar screens and have
any of your air crew seen these lights in our area.

If you take a line due South from Birmingham airport,it was seen 28 miles with
an angle 6 miles East of the North to South line. It appeared roughly 30
degrees from our window. If you investigate further | can pinpoint the direction
through the trees on our property. '

We look forward to your reply.

Yours Sincerely —




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

23 N 9

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

(oakad Gk, AN ferpdne
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on & .

Exact position of observer.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

v gle) Qlovxa ABOO Sk
20

How object was observed.
{Naked eye, binoculars, other

optical device, camera or Nakod euo
camcorder.}

Direction in which object was

first seen. forAG Joora

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

o f2pS

Approximate distance,

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

9. | To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant,
11. | Other witnesses,
12. | Remarks.
13.

Date and time of receipt.
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AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION e
Nelo
Appilcant

Case Number: 10-08-2007-114308-005 Expiry: 10 Sep 2007

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Details of UFO sighting at Primrose Hill in June 1993 and supporting
documentation.

Case for release of information

There is no reason to withhold the information. Names, addresses etc of
individuals have been redacted under exemption s.40 (Personal information)
Freedom Information Act.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation for the release of the aforementioned information
to the Applicant.
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From:
Sent: 20 August 2007 14:44

Subject: Release-authorised: freedom of information request 10-08-2007-114308-005
Attachments: Primrose Hill Sighting.mdi

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 10 August 2007 asking for copies of any
UFO reports for Primrose Hill in London during June 1993, together with related documentation.

I have located one UFO report which I attach. You will notice that names and personal details have
been withheld under exemption s.40 (Personal information) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000.

You may wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after five years
until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived
before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The
National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or
telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving information about the
records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at: '
hitp://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk. The Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website also
contains some released information on UFQOs. This can be accessed the internet at:

UFO reports.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, hitp://www.informationcommissioner. gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

Paul Webb
DAS-FOI

o5-H i 40
MoD Main Building

London
SW1A 2HB

20/08/2007



" REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

Date, Time &
Duration of Sighting
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(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness}
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Exact Position of Observer
Location, indoor/outdoor,
stationary/moving
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How Observed (Naked eye,
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)
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Direction in which Object
first seen (A landmark may be
more useful -than a badly
estimated bearing)
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Angle of Sight (Estimated
heights are unreliable)
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known landmark)
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may be of more use than
estimates of course and speed)
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Met Conditions during Observations

{Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)
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Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,

high Voltage lines, reservoir, lake
or dam, swamp or marsh, river, high
buildings, tall chimneys, steeples,

spires, TV or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,

factories, pits or other sites with

floodlights or night lighting)
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Sent: 10 August 2007 11:40
Subject: UFO sightings copies

Hi nouldyou please send me copies of any UFO sightin reports and related documents covering UFO
sightings in London - Primrose Hill in June 1993. thank youm

10/08/2007
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From: ST

Sent: 20 August 2007 11:24

(N ecion 40

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 23-07-2007-104116-003

Dear SRR

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 23 July 2007 asking for the
status of file D/DS/8/75/2/1 Part G. You also asked what dates the file covered.

The file was transferred to The National Archive on 31 July 2007 and should be available for public
viewing within the next few weeks. I am afraid that your request crossed with the file being sent off,
and I am therefore unable to confirm the dates covered.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6!t Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-

mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

I am sorry I could not be of more assistance.

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

London
SWI1A 2HB

20/08/2007
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Thank you for your letter of 17 July and for the papers you sent in response to my FOI
request dated
18 June.

If vou recall in my letter I also asked about the status of a UFO file which I
identified by the former reference 'D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt H UFO reports & correspondence
1980 .

This was a typographical mistake on my part; I was aware Pt H was at Kew and had
reviewed its contents in March this year.

The file that was the actual subject of my inguiry is the preceding file in the
gequence {(Part G); this was the file I inguired about in my 1 February letter which
you replied to on 16 February to say this file had been located (it had previocusly
been 'missing' in the material supplied by your precessor) and was being prepared for
transfer to the national archives.

Can you confirm the status and dates covered by D/DSB/75/2/1 Pt G?

Many thanks,



AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION \*”,g,?%&/

Appican: SRR

Case Number: 20-08-2007-065339-003 Expiry: 14 Sep 07

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copies of pictures of UFOs for the period 1980-80

Case for release of information

The cost of providing this information would exceed £600 and therefore under
Section 12 of the FOI Act MoD is not obliged to provide an answer.,

Requester has been asked to narrow the scope of his request.

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation not to release the aforementioned information to
the Applicant.
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rrom: R

Sent: 20 August 2007 09:32

L cccion 40
Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 20-08-2007065339-003

e SRR

Thark you for Freedom of Information request of 18 August 2007 requesting copies of pictures
purporting to be of Unidentified Flying Objects held by the MoD for the period 1980-1990.

You may wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after five years
until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived
before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The
National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or
telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving information about the
records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at:
hitp://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk. The Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website also
contains some released information on UFOs. This can be accessed the internet at:

http://'www mod.uk/Defencelniernet/ FreedomOfinformation/PublicationScheme, by searching under
UFO reports.

If they are retained, (and they are often returned to owners) copies of UFO photographs etc are
stored on our normal files, together with any sighting reports or correspondence, in the date order in
which they are received. To comply with your request for the remaining period 1985-90 would
require a manual search of those records, the cost of which would exceed the permitted £600 limit
set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act and, as provided by Section 12 of the Act,
the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with the request. However, if you restricted your
request to one specific year, we may be in a position fo help.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6 Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, hitp://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

I am sorry 1 could not be of more assistance.

DAS-FOI
0s-H-Etion 40
MoD Main Building
London

20/08/2007
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FW: FOI written request PS 20-08-2007-065339-003 [EISSEN 40

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

!g! %& pdesk

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

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 18 August 2007 03:55

To: Info-Access-0ffice

Subject: FOI written request PS 20-08-2007-065339-003 -@

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Saturday, aAugust 18,
2007 at 03:54:42

txttitle:

txtfirstname

txtlastname:

txtaddressi:

txtaddress2:
txttowncity: Winsford
txtstatecountry: Chesire

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: The Information/Content i request is a hard copy of all the pictures
held by the MOD on the subject of UFOs/Aliens from the 1980 to 1990 to be sent to the
postal address, any attachment files should also be sent.

Thanks
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Sent: 16 August 2007 15:34

L ecton 40

Subject: Release-aut

ised: OF INFOBMATION REQUEST 08-085-2007-094616-002
ATTENTION
e EETERNN

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of requesting details of UFO
sightings over East Staffordshire since 1999.

The Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website contains details of UFO sightings reported
to us for the period 1998-2006. This can be accessed the internet at:

http:/www . mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomOflnformation/PublicationScheme, by searching under
“UFO reports”. Details for 2007 will be published early in the new year. However, so far this year,
we have had no reports of any UFO sightings in East Staffordshire, although we have had one report
for Stafford.

You also requested information held by the MoD regarding your request. I wrote to you on 10
August 2007 requesting clarification and await your reply.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, hitp://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

DAS-FOI
05-H-
MoD Main Building
London

SWIA ZHB

16/08/2007
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Dear Sir or Madam

| am writing to request information under the Freedom of Information Act 2000.
in order to assist you with this request, i am outlining my query as specifically as
possible.

1 would like to know the details of all unexplained sitings(suspected UFQOs) in East
Staffordshire since 1999. | would like details of when they were spotted, by who
and what they saw.

| would also like copies of the witness stalements handed to the MoD.

I would like to request the information in a written reply, by email if possible.

| would be interested in any information held by your organisation regarding my
request and considered relevant to my request.

If my request is denied in whole or part, | would kindly request that you explain
all deletions by reference to the specific exemptions of the act.

| would be grateful if you could confirm in writing that you have received this
reguest. If you have any queries about my request pleae don't hesitate to give me a
call on :

Yours faithfully,

Reporter

O — OF-2007
HH G616 —002

Part of Siaffordshige Newspapers Lid
Registered Office: 6568 High Street, Burton-on-Trent, Staffordshire DE14 1LE
Registered Number: 142592 :
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From: SRS

Sent: 10 August 2007 11:38

o
Section 48

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST - ATTENTION

Dear Madam,

| can confirm that | have received your Freedom of Information request regarding UFO sightings over
Shropshire. However, | should be grateful if you would clarify what information you require when you ask for
“any information held by your organisation regarding my request and considered relevant to my request”. Until
such time as we received your reguest, the MobD had no knowledge of it.

Yours sincerely,

05-H
Whitehall
London

SW1A 2HB

16/08/2007
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rrom: IR

Sent: 16 August 2007 11:56

(O -ccion0

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 09-08-2007-130728-011

Do

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 8 August 2007 asking whether
the MoD had any files on UFOs in Cornwall and whether there had ever been any contact with
aliens.

The MoD does not file information on UFOs by location and therefore we have no file specifically
relating to Cornwall.

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.

You may wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after five years
until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived
before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The
National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or
telephone, 020 8876 3444, The National Archives also have a website giving information about the
records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at:
contains some released information on UFOs. This can be accessed the internet at:
httpr/Awww.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomOfInformation/PublicationScheme, by searching under
- UFO reports.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be

Wwaly €977 Al gET T
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16/08/2007
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oD Main Building
London
SW1A 2HB

16/08/2007



From: ;
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Diract dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
a-mail . das-uto-office@mod:

Our Reference
09-08-2007-130728-011
Date

15 August 2007

Dear

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 8 August 2007 asking
whether the MoD had any files on UFOs in Cornwall and whether there had ever been any contact
with aliens.

The MoD does not file information on UFOs by location and therefore we have no file
specifically relating to Cornwall.

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.

You may wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after five years
until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived
before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The
National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or
telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving information about
the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at:
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk. The Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website
also contains some released information on UFOs. This can be accessed the internet at:

http://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomOfinformation/PublicationScheme, by searching

under UFO reports.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.



lease note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
eview process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website,

http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk <http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> .

Yours sincerely,

H
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From:

Sent: 007 13:08

To:

Subject: : itten request 09-08-2007-130728-011

Categories: FOI Information Request

Thanks.

Info-Access0Opsh

Main Bulilding

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedbackBwww.mod.uk]
Sent: 08 August 2007 20:23

To: Info-Access-0ffice

Subject: FOI written request 09-08-2007-130728-011 -@

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Wednesday, August 8,
2007 at 20:22:40

txtfirstname)

txtlastname:

txtoccupation: retail

txtaddressl:
txtaddress?:
txttownecity:

txtstatecountry: truro,cornwall

txtzipcodepostcode :-

txtcountry: United Kingdom

txtemailaddress:
txttelephone;

txtinforequest: do u have any files on ufo's in Cornwall? Has there ever heen any
contacted with aliens?




From: S

Sent: 15 August 2007 13:25

To: [T

Subject: release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 15-08-2007-131054-001

scion 10

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 15 August 2997 asking for the
number of UFO reports for North Warwickshire over the past three years.

The information you require can be found on the Ministry of Defence website www.mod.uk by
searching in the publication scheme under “UFO Reports”.

You may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after five years
until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived
before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The
National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or
telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving information about the
records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at:
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

London
SW1A 2HB

15/08/2007




From:

Sent: 15 August 2007 13:12

Subject: : en request PS 15-08-2007-131054-001 TSR0
Categories: FOI Information Request

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

esk

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 15 August 2007 11:08

To: Info-Access-0Office

Subject: FOI written request PS 15—08—2007—131054—001-

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Wednesday, aAugust 15,
2007 at 11:07:52

txttitle: on 40

txtfirstname

txtlastname: '
txtoccupation: Reporter
txtorganisation: Midland Newspapers
tktaddressl:

txtaddress2: -
txttowncity: Hinckley
txtstatecountry: Leics

txtzipcodepostcode :_

txtcountry: UK

txttelephone: ;

txtinforequest: I would like to know how many UFO sightings there have been in the
North Warwickshire region over the past three years.

If possible could I have this information by next Wednesday {August 22)




From: EEEISIEINN

Sent: 14 August 2007 11:46
To:
Subject: release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 06-08-2007-150438-002

pl s ciion 40

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 2 August 2007 regarding an
incident at Hepton Hill, Wiltshire, on 31 October 1994 when part of an aircraft fell into a field. You
asked if the Ministry of Defence had any record of this incident and if we could tell you what the
object was.

The MoD has no record of this incident and no knowledge of what the object was, As you state the
Police and Fire Brigade were involved, perhaps you should direct your query towards them, as they
may have a record of the incident.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your reguest, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

1f you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

DAS-FOI

MoD Main Building

London
SWiA 2HB

14/08/2007
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-----QOriginal Message---—-—-

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 02 August 2007 12:49

To: Info-Access-0Office

Subject: FOI written reguest 02-08-2007-164610-004 ]

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on
Thursday, August 2, 2007 at 12:48:57

txttitle: m

txtfirstname

txtlastname:

txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:
txttowncity: alvehcurch

txtstatecountry: worcestershire

txtzipcodepostecode !

txtcountry: United Kingdom

txtinforequest: Im researching into an incident that took place on the
31st of October 1994, when what appears to be part of an aircraft fell
down intco a field at Hepton Hill Wiltshire near the villages of Church
Lench and Norton. Attracting the attention of the Police and Fire
Brigade who cordoned off the area. I gather an object was recovered and
transported away from the scene, can you confirm(l} Any knowledge of
this incident{2} If so what was the object? please.



The National Archives
FOI re. Wiltshore incident
FOI request for information about an incident in Wiltshire, October 1994, where a barrel-shaped object was seen to fall into a field and police cordoned off the area


Uk-Ufo-Nw - E-zine 83 Page 1 of 1

1

.&SE HISTORY No 7: Hepton Hill, Yis. 1994

Viliagers in the Cetswolds reporied secing  barrel-shaped oraft fall into an isolated field on the evening of
Halloween in 1984

But they were later told it wes & baks O sl

The incident happened &t Hopio

Hi i witshive near the villages of Church Lench and Norton,
The strange obiest was described by one witness Fau! Brooke as resembling a 40-galion drum.
Police sealed of the field and peorio were wamed to keep away. The object was loaded on to a Royal Navy

lorry and iaken away. Hesiden natter with both the Flest Air Arm and the BAF, each of whom
tater denied any knowledge of the

A police spokesman said "
brigade put oul. Heporis of so
had come to the wrong conciu

ria reveat it was a bale of siraw thal was on fire and which the fire
o from e sky are elther hoaxes or somebody has said something

ey

Brooke replied: “What do e policg ihoh ol we gre all rmad around here?”

http://web.ukonline.co.uk/phil.light/ufocus/zine/83 htm 03/08/2007
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From: AHB(RAF)&PCB(AIR}-(RAF)-PCB(AIR)
Sent: 07 August 2007 10:01

Subject: RE: FOI REQUEST

We have no information on this. If it was an RAF aircraft the Flight Safety Staff at Air Command may have
sormething - contact Sqn Ld on If it was civilian the AAIB at Farnborough might be

able to help - sorry no contac its.

Regards,

AHBI FiAFi&PCBIAiri

---~-Original Message--—-

Sent: ugust 2007 15:39

To: AHB(RAF)&PCB(AIR}-(RAF)-PCB(AIR)
Subject: FOI REQUEST

I have an FOI request asking if we have detalls of an object falling from an aircraft on 31 October 1994
in Wiltshire.

Although it's meant to be a UFQ related incident, would you have a record of any accident. | don't think
we are looking at a crashl

DAS-FOI

07/08/2007



From: ST

Sent: 14 August 2007 09:39
To:
Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 09-08-2007-131235-012

I cotion 40

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 8 August 2007 asking for Top
Secret or above documents on UFO research.

The MoD has no documents at Top Secret or above on the subject of UFO research.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner's website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
London

SWI1A 2HB

14/08/2007



Sent: 13 August 2007 08:58
To:

Cc:
Subject: RE: FO! written request 09-08-2007-131235-012
Categories: FOI Information Request

Confirmed.

A———

angela.embleton876@mod.uk
————— Original Message-----

: : FOL written reguest 09—08-2007—131235-01“
Importance: High

Can you confirm you have no Top Secret or above files on UF0Os and I will respond on
behalf of both of us. ‘

ora.
Section 20

Mtten reguest 09-08-2007-131235-012 -@

Importance: High

Not heard from you on this.

Info-AccessOpsh

Main Building

Thanks



InTo-Access0Opsh

Main Building

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

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 08 August 2007 23:09
To: Info-access-Qffice

Subject: FOI written request 09—03—2007—131235-012-@

Below is the result of your feedback form.

2007 at 23:09:18 '

It was submitted on Wednesday, August 8,

Extricle:

txtfirstname:
txtlastname:
txtoccupation: IT Tec

txtaddressZ: none

txttowncity: Winsford

txtstatecountry: Cheshire

txtzipcodepostcode: _

txtcountry: UK

cxtinforequest: Top Secret or above Top Secret Documents on ufo research.
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Referred to Date Referred to Date
USER NOTES

1. AMOD Form 262A (File Record Sheet) must be raised for each new Temporary Enclosure Jacket
(TEJ) created. The TEJ should also include a minute sheet.

2. When a TEJ is incorporated into the parent file it should be placed in the file in date order {according
to the date of the last action on the TEJ) and aliocated an enclosure number.

3. The file minute sheet should be annotated to record the enciosure number of the TEJ along with
details of the number of enclosures contained within it. The TEJ record sheet {(MOD Form 262A)
should be annotated to record the date on which the TEJ was incorporated into the parent file (JSP
441, paragraph 4.13 refers).
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AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION

Applicant: _

Case Number: 17-05-2007-110357-003 Expiry: 10 Aug 07

The Applicant has made the following request for informatio_n:

Copy of background notes and supporting internal documentation for 5 PQs
on the subject of UFOs between 1997-2001

Case for release of information

There is no reason to withhold the information.

Personal details have been redacted under exemption s.40 (Personal
information)

Details of other PQs not relevant to the request have been withheld
Release has been agreed by USofS and the Clearing House
Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to release the aforementioned information to the
Applicant.

Grade/Rank: B7—~ ................ Name:......

Authorisation Reference Number: DAS-FOI 08/05..



UFO PQs chret 7524 Page 1 of 1

Srrom—

From: TSI oo .

Sent: 09 August 2007 15:38

L - <ction 40

Subject: UFO PQs ch ref 7524

Given - the age of the material, the fact that it is factual background and that you plan to redact
personal information (and anything remoftely sensitive (the book stuff) etc) - and that you want to
release, disclosure seems reasonable to me,

information Rights

si.gov.uk
Consfitution Directorate: strengthening democracy and rights

This e-mail (and any attachment) is intended only for the attention of the addressee(s). Its
unauthorised use, disclosure, storage or copying is not permitted. If you are not the intended
recipient, please destroy all copies and inform the sender by return e-mail.

Internet e-mail is not a secure medium. Any reply to this message could be intercepted and read by
someone else. Please bear that in mind when deciding whether to send material in response to this
message by e-mail.

This e-mail (whether you are the sender or the recipient) may be monitored, recorded and retained by
the Ministry of Justice. E-mail monitoring / blocking software may be used, and e-mail content may
be read at any time. You have a responsibility to ensure laws are not broken when composing or
forwarding e-mails and their contents.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet Anti-Virus
service supplied by Cable&Wireless in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM Certificate Number
2006/04/0007.) On leaving the GSi this email was certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal

purposes.

10/08/2007
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.n:_Cdr on behalf of USofS-Private Office

Sent: 24 July 2007 13:13

To: DAS-X0O; DGMC-DNews RAF; DGInfo

Ce

Subject: FW: MINISTERIAL SUBMISSION - USE OF EXEMPTION 8.36 TO FOI ACT.

Attachments: Minsub Release of PQs.doc; Annex A to sl Minsub.doc; Draft
response tmloc; PQ 08621 and 08611 Lord Hill-Norton.tif; PQ 03051 Lord Hill-Norton.tif;

PQ 0348L Lord Hill-Norton.tif; PQ 0355L Lord Hill-Norton.tif; PQ 32951 Lord Hill-Norton.tif

The Minister has approved the partial release of this information. He thinks the Department can make
something of this during recess and would look to DGMC to take this forward ensuring suitable press lines are
available if required.

Rgds

Cdr RN
Military Assistant to Under Secretary of State
> Level 5 Zone B

From: EESIIRI

Sent: 17 July 2007 15:14
To: USofS-Private Office
Subject: FW: MINISTERIAL SUBMISSION - LSE QF EXEMPTION 5.36 TO FOI ACT.

Agsistant Private Secretary / Under Secretary of State

Y section 40|

Serll:. 17 July 2007 15:13

MC-DNews RAF; DGInfo

Sub]ect MINIST ERIAL SUBMISSION - USE OF EXEMPTION 5.36 TO FOI ACT.

Please find attached a Ministerial Submission regarding an FOI request to release five PQ and
background notes on the subject of UFQs. In fact, there are actually six PQs as two were combined in one
answer in Hansard. | have attached the relevant documents. They have been redacted alteady to exclude
names, addresses and telephone numbers of officials.

The background note to PQ3295 was a combined note covering five separate PQs which do not form part of
the information requested. Only details relevant to PQ3295 will be released. | have hlghllghted in grange
those paragraphs not relevant to the FOI request which will be withheld.

A number of statements relating to Mr Nick Pope will be withheld under .40 as they are speculation relating
to activities in his private life. These have also been highlighted in orange.

DAS are content for the PQs to be released since they relate to matters long since past. However, since

advice to ministers is invoived, 1 have informed the Clearing House as there are potential cross government
implications.

file:/MCn3rfil062\roles] S RAFDAS\DAS-FONTemplates GO -20Min... 10/08/2007



From: ESIECI

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Infofmation

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) (20 7218 2140
gg:rgchboard) (20 7218 9000

e-mail das-ufo-office@mod.

Our Reference
17-05-2007-110357-003

Date
Hessle
East Yorks 10 August 2007
Dea;

I 'wrote to you on 19 July 2007 informing you that your request for background
information relating to six Parliamentary Questions from Admiral of the Fleet, The Lord Hill
Norton, between October 1997 and January 2001, had been considered to fall within the scope of
Section 36 of the Freedom of Information Act and the MoD was therefore required to consider
whether there are any overriding reasons why the disclosure would not be in the public interest.
This consideration is now concluded and I am writing to provide you with the outcome.

The Ministry of Defence holds a number of papers relevant to your request including copies of
draft answers and background notes. This information falls within the scope of Section 36
(2)(b)(i) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 — prejudice to the effective conduct of public
affairs, as it relates to information that would be likely to inhibit the free and frank provision of
advice.

Against disclosure of the information is the need to ensure that officials are able to provide
Ministers with free and frank opinions and advice in support of draft answers provided to
parliamentary questions without this information becoming public. Routine release of such
information could inhibit this process and therefore prejudice the effective conduct of public
affairs. This would not be in the public interest.

However, this must be balanced against the public need to be assured that accurate information is
provided in answers provide by Ministers in response to parliamentary questions. All Freedom of
Information requests are considered individually on their merits, and in this case, the age and
contents off the background information has been taken into account. It is considered that there is
no longer a harm with the release of the majority of the background papers. The balance of public
interest therefore falls in favour of release.

However, you should note that some personal information relating to officials including names,
addresses and telephone numbers has been withheld under exemption S.40 (Personal
Information). Additionally, a small amount of information relating to an official’s activities
outside the MoD has been withheld under S.40 (Personal Information).

You will also note that a number of paragraphs in the background notes for PQ3295L and
PQO350L have been withheld because they relate to other Parliamentary Questions and therefore
are not relevant to your request.



’you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apgly for an independent internal review by

contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SWIA 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has
come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal -
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,

http:/'www.informationcommissioner. gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,




D/DAS/10/2/8/13
17 July 2007
PS/PUS

Copied to:

DG Info

DAS-XO
D News(RAF)

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FREEDOM
OF INFORMATION ACT 2000

Reference: 17-05-2007-110357-003 _

Issue

1. The MoD has received a Freedom of Information request for briefing papers
and internal correspondence relating to six Parliamentary Questions concerning UFO
matters. Details of the full request are attached at Annex A. This information falls
within the scope of a qualified exemption of the Freedom of Information Act, namely:;
exemption s.36 (Prejudice to the effective conduct of public affairs).

Recommendation

2. That the Minister approve the partial release of this information, subject to
redactions of personal information withheld under exemption s.40 (Personal
Information) of The Freedom of Information Act 2000.

Timing

3. Routine. The MoD is required to respond to the individual by 10 August 2007.

Background

4. The applicant has requested copies of briefing papers and internal
correspondence for six written parliamentary questions raised by Admiral of the Fleet,
The Lord Hill Norton, between October 1997 and January 2001. The questions cover
the so called 1980 Rendlesham Incident, when a UFQO was alleged to have been seen
outside RAF Woodbridge in Suffolk. The remaining PQ related to an alleged UFO
sighting at RAF Cosford and RAF Shawbury in 1993. Despite the age of both
incidents, they still hold considerable interest for those members of the public
interested in UFOs.

5. The information falls within the scope of a qualified exemption to the
Freedom of Information Act 2000. As such, it is necessary for the MoD to consider
whether there are any overriding reasons why disclosure would not be in the public
interest.


The National Archives
FOI re. Hill-Norton PQs
MoD briefing on FOI request for copies of background papers covering answers to Parliamentary Questions tabled by Lord Hill-Norton between 1997 and 2001 on aspects of the Rendlesham forest UFO incident. A decision is made to release the documents with redactions


The Case against Disclosure

6. Against disclosure of the information is the need to ensure that officials are
able to provide Ministers with free and frank opinions and advice in support of draft
answers provided to PQs without this information becoming public. Routine release
of such information could inhibit this process and therefore prejudice the effective
conduct of public affairs. This would not be in the public interest.

7. However, this must be balanced against the public need to be assured that
accurate information is provided in answers by Ministers in response to parliamentary
questions. All Freedom of Information requests are considered individually on their
merits, and in this case, the age and contents of the background information has been
taken into account.

The Case for Disclosure

8. Although three of the PQ’s date from 2001, the subject matter is considerably
older, dealing with the Rendlesham Incident in 1980. The MoD has already published
its file on this alleged incident on its website. Our only interest in this matter now, is
in answering correspondence from interested members of the public. Likewise we
have no interest in the alleged sighting in 1993. It is considered that there is no longer
harm in the release of the majority of the background papers. The balance of public
interest therefore falls in favour of release.

9. That having been said, it will be necessary to withhold personnel information,
such as names and addresses of officials under exemption s.40 (Personal Information),
which is standard practice. Speculation contained within the background notes as to -
the role and actions of Mr Nick Pope, should also be withheld under the same
exemption. Mr Pope, a former civil servant, remains a figure of some contention
within the ufology community and his activities have been the subject of a number of
FOI requests. The Minister may recall he recently up held the use of exemption 5.36

in relation to the release of material concerning internal discussions regarding the
release of Mr Pope’s book “Open Skies, Closed Minds™, which dealt with his time in
Sec(AS) dealing with UFO matters.

10.  The applicant, SSTSIRIONN 2 longstanding correspondent on UFO
matters, received 13 UFO related PQs together with background notes in 2006,
following agreement with USofS’ office.

Conclusion
11.  In view of the above, we submit that the public interest against disclosure is

not sufficient to withhold the information. A draft letter to the applicant is attached at
Annex B.



DAS-F

MB 5.H

AUTHORISED BY: _ TEL-
GRADE/RANK:

BRANCH: DAS AD (Secretariat)




Annex A

Text of FOI request 17-05-2007-110357-003

In the interim please consider this email an FOIA enquiry for briefing papers and
internal correspondence, trimmed to your specification of maximum 5 parliamentary
questions. Included is a bit more information relevant to each, for your reference.

1) 14 October 1997 Lords Hansard (Written Answer): Lt Charles Halt
memorandum, one PQ from Hill-Norton answered by Lord Gilbert.

2) 15 July 1998 Lords Hansard (Written Answer HL2612]): Unidentified
Flying Objects: Hill-Norton Question: 'How many military personnel
witnessed the unidentified craft that overflew RAF Cosford and RAF
Shawbury on 31 March 1993; and whether, when the craft has not been
identified, such an event ought to be classified as being of no

defence significance.! Answered by Lord Gilbert.

3) 25 January 2001 Lords Hansard [Written Answer HL303]: Lord Hill
Norton PQ: "Whether they [HMG] are aware of any involvement by Special
Branch personnel in the investigation of the 1980 Rendlesham Forest
incident.' Answered by Baroness Symons

4) 25 January 2001 Lords Hansard {Written Answer HL301]: Lord Hill
Norton PQ: 'Whether personnel from Porton Down visited Rendlesham
Forest or the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or January
1981; and whether they are aware of any tests carried out in either of
those two areas aimed at assessing any nuclear, biological or chemical
hazard.! Answered by Baroness Symons

5) 30 January 2001 Lords Hansard [Written Answer HL.322]: Lord Hill
Norton PQ: "Whether they [HMG[ are aware of any investigation of the
1980 Rendlesham Forest incident carried out by the United States Air
Force, the Air Force Office of Special Investigations or any other
United States Agency.! Answered by Baroness Symons

Note: The PQ referred to a 1) above in fact relates to two PQs that were
amalgamated into one answer in Lords Hansard.



Annex B

DRAFT

oo R

I wrote to you on 19 July 2007 informing you that your request for background
information relating to six Parliamentary Questions from Admiral of the Fleet, The
Lord Hill Norton, between October 1997 and January 2001, had been considered to
fall within the scope of Section 36 of the Freedom of Information Act and the MoD
was therefore required to consider whether there are any overriding reasons why the
disclosure would not be in the public interest. This consideration is now concluded
and I am writing to provide you with the outcome.

The Ministry of Defence holds a number of papers relevant to your request including
copies of draft answers and background notes. This information falls within the scope
of Section 36 (2}(b)(i) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 — prejudice to the
effective conduct of public affairs, as it relates to information that would be likely to
inhibit the free and frank provision of advice.

Against disclosure of the information is the need to ensure that officials are able to
provide Ministers with free and frank opinions and advice in support of draft answers
provided to parliamentary questions without this information becoming public.
Routine release of such information could inhibit this process and therefore prejudice
the effective conduct of public affairs. This would not be in the public interest.

However, this must be balanced against the public need to be assured that accurate
information is provided in answers provide by Ministers in response to parliamentary
questions. All Freedom of Information requests are considered individually on their
merits, and in this case, the age and contents off the background information has been
taken into account. It is considered that there is no longer a harm with the release of
the majority of the background papers. The balance of public interest therefore falls in
favour of release.

However, you should note that some personal information relating to officials
including names, addresses and telephone numbers has been withheld under
exemption S.40 (Personal Information). Additionally, a small amount of information
relating to an officials activities outside the MoD has been withheld under S.40
(Personal Information.

You will also note that a number of paragraphs in the background notes for PQ3293L
and PQ0350L have been withheld because they relate to other Parliamentary
Questions and therefore are not relevant to your request.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an
independent internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation,



6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-

XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made
within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution
has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to
the Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of
Information Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate
the case until the internal review process has been completed. Further details of the
role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the
Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,
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lcecton40 |
Sent: 19 June 2007 12:25

o

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 17-05-2007-110357-003

Hi h 40

Thanks for your reply to my amended Freedom Of Information request concerning PQs and Lord Hili Norton
and news of the application of exemption S 36 - | recall having a similar problem with this exemption in the
past concerning PQs about Martin Redmond, again | would have thought that material as dated as this would
not require this exemption and that the historical nature of this information would indeed easily be outweighed
by public interest, (especially since Lord Hill Norton is now deceased). It's quite possible that other interested
members of the public will ask for this information and concerning the other parliamentary questions from the
previous request at some future point. If there is a negative decision to not release this information, | might
have to consider using the internal review process. (Though | would rather not waste tax payers money).
Anyhow, | thank you for your work and ditigence and patiently await the outcome of the MoD's decision.

Sincerely

Sent: ~June 19, 2007 10:20 AM
Subject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 17-05-2007-110357-003

Des- SRR

Thank you for your e-mail of 15 May 2007 which amended your previous FOI request for copies
of briefing papers and internal correspondence for Parliamentary Questions relating to UFOs.

I can inform you that the Ministry of Defence holds information relevant to these requests but we
believe this information falls within the scope of a qualified exemption of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000. This is exemption S.36 — Prejudice to the effective conduct of public
affairs. As a qualified exemption, it is necessary for the Ministry of Defence to consider whether
there are overriding reasons why disclosure would not be in the public interest.

The Freedom of Information Act requires us to respond to requests promptly and in any case no
later than 20 working days after receiving your request. However, when a qualified exemption
applies to the information and the public interest test has to be conducted, the Act allows the time
for response to be longer than the 20 working days. A full response must be provided within such
time as is reasonable in all circumstances of the case and, in response to your requests, it 15
estimated that it will take a further 40 working days to make a final decision on where the balance
of public interest lies. It is therefore planned to let you have a response by 10 August 2006. If it
appears that it will take longer than this to reach a conclusion I will let you know.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting

the Director of Information Exploitation, ot Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB
(e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made
within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to
an end.

19/06/2007
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If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

19/06/2007
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From:
Sent: 19 June 2007 10:16

(O ccion 0

Subject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST - 17-05-2007-110357-003

Thank you for your e-mail of 15 May 2007 which amended your previous FOI request for copies of
briefing papers and internal correspondence for Parliamentary Questions relating to UFOs.

I can inform you that the Ministry of Defence holds information relevant to these requests but we
believe this information falls within the scope of a qualified exemption of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000. This is exemption $.36 — Prejudice to the effective conduct of public affairs.
As a qualified exemption, it is necessary for the Ministry of Defence to consider whether there are
overriding reasons why disclosure would not be in the public interest.

The Freedom of Information Act requires us to respond to requests promptly and in any case no later
than 20 working days after receiving your request. However, when a qualified exemption applies to
the information and the public interest test has to be conducted, the Act allows the time for response
to be longer than the 20 working days. A full response must be provided within such time as is
reasonable in all circumstances of the case and, in response to your requests, it is estimated that it
will take a further 40 working days to make a final decision on where the balance of public interest
lies. It is therefore planned to let you have a response by 10 August 2006. Ifit appears that it will
take longer than this to reach a conclusion 1 will let you know.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the

Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-

mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be
found on the Commissioner’s website, hitp://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SWI1A 2HB

19/06/2007
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From: EEIIRC

Sent: 15 May 2007 19:57

LB ciion 40|

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 15-05-2007-112958-002

This message was quarantined by the 1GS in line with current MoD security policy, quarantine
reference '14FImnbD004537.2104". Its release has been sanctioned by DCSA.

An attachment to this email may contain a potentially harmful file.
If this email is unsolicited DO NOT open the attachment and advise your local help desk. If you

requested the attachment ensure that a virus scan is carried out by your local System Administrator
before the file is run/installed/executed.

Thanks for your prompt reply -- | thought it may be too much for one anguiry, though |1 am interested in the
MoD background to all of the guestions. Perhaps | should submit separate enquiries after the time expires
for a FOIA enquiry, for further PQs relating to Lord Hill Norton.

In the interim please consider this email an FOIA enquiry for briefing papers and internal correspondence,
trimmed to your specification of maximum 5 parliamentary questions. included is a bit more information
relevant to each, for your reference.

bdbd

P>
1) 14 October 1997 Lords Hansard (Written Answer): Lt Charles Hait f? Cr)"b 1
memorandum, one PQ from Hill-Norton answered by Lord Gilbert. D

2) 15 July 1898 Lords Hansard (Wrtitten Answer HL2612]): Unidentified

Flying Objects: Hill-Norton Question: '"How many military personnel

witnessed the unidentified craft that overflew RAF Cosford and RAF po 3298y
Shawbury on 31 March 1993; and whether, when the craft has not been

identified, such an event ought to be classified as being of no

defence significance.! Answered by Lord Gilbert.

3) 25 January 2001 Lords Hansard [Written Answer HL303]: Lord Hill

Norton PQ: ‘Whether they [HMG] are aware of any involvement by Special p@ oA L
Branch personnel in the investigation of the 1980 Rendlesham Forest

incident.' Answered by Baroness Symons

4) 25 January 2001 Lords Hansard [Written Answer HL301]: Lord Hill

Norton PQ: 'Whether personnel from Porton Down visited Rendlesham

Forest or the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or January fo o3u-#L
1981; and whether they are aware of any tests carried out in either of

those two areas aimed at assessing any nuclear, biological or chemical

hazard.' Answered by Baroness Symons

5) 30 January 2001 Lords Hansard [Written Answer HL322]: Lord Hill

Norton PQ: 'Whether they [HMG[ are aware of any investigation of the foclSf
1980 Rendlesham Forest incident carried out by the United States Air

Force, the Air Force Office of Special Investigations or any other

United States Agency.' Answered by Baroness Symons.

Best Regards

18/06/2007
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Subject FFIEEDOM OF INFOF{MATION REQUEST 15-05-2007-112958-002

Dea ST

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 9 May 2007 asking for MoD
briefing papers and internal correspondence relating to some 19 parliamentary questions on a range
of subjects.

As you expected, the costs of providing you with the information you request are likely to exceed
the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act and, as provided
by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with your

request. However, if you could limit your request to a maximum of five parhamentary questions, [
may be in a position to help you.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting

the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB
(e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made
within two calendar months of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come
to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

I am sorry I could not be of more assistance.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
Whitchall

London

SWI1A 2HB

18/06/2007
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From: T

Sent: 15 May 2007 20:02

To:  EESIEGE

Subject: Re: FOIA 15-05-2007-112958-002 addendum

This message was quarantined by the IGS in line with current MoD security policy, quarantine
reference "[4FIyXdH016015.2105". Its release has been sanctioned by DCSA.

An attachment to this email may contain a potentially harmful file.
If this email is unsolicited DO NOT open the attachment and advise your local help desk. If you

requested the attachment ensure that a virus scan is carried out by your local System Administrator
before the file is run/installed/executed.

Hi Agai n 40

As addendum to my last post and revised FOIA enquiry on Lord Hill Norton PQs, | forgot to mention,
questions 3 & 4 [25 Jan 2001] are among a group of PQs with the title ‘Rendlesham Forest incident' in Lords
Hansard.

Question 5 [30 Jan 2001] is among a group of PQs with the title
‘Rendlesham Forest/RAF Bentwaters incident’, in Lords Hansard. [f this helps.

Best Reiards

: . May 15, 2007 2:29 PM
Subject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 15-05-2007-112958-002

briefing papers and internal correspondence relating to some 19 parliamentary questions on a range
of subjects. ‘

As you expected, the costs of providing you with the information you request are likely to exceed
the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act and, as provided
by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with your

request. However, if you could limit your request to a maximum of five parliamentary questions, 1
may be in g position to help you.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting
the Director of Information Exploitation, pib Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB
(e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made

within two calendar months of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come
to an end.

18/06/2007

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 9 May 2007 asking for MoD-
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.lou remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

I am sorry I could not be of more assistance.

Yours sincerely,

DAS-FOI
0s-H-{&ltion 40
MoD Main Building
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

18/06/2007
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TEMPLATE TO BE USED FOR REPLY o é

Ministry of Defence
FRIDAY 26 JANUARY 2001

. Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton ﬂ‘ B(X) (CB)

LORDS WRITTEN

To ask Her Majesty's Government whether they are aware of any involvement by
Special Branch personnel in the investigation of the 1980 Rendlesham Forest
incident. (HL303) '

Minister replying Baroness Symons

Special Branch officers may have been aware of the incident but would not have
shown an interest unless there was evidence of a potential threat to national
security. No such interest appears to have been shown.

18 January 01 PQ Ref 0350L




L . REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

BACKGROUND NOTE

Linked to PQ 0348..

REMEMBER you are accountable for the accuracy and timeliness of the advice you
provide. Departmental Instructions on answering PQs can be viewed on the CHOTS

public area and on DAWN.

DRAFTED BY : TEL:
AUTHORISED BY : TEL:
GRADE/RANK : Bl

BRANCH . DAS(Sec)

DECLARATION: 1 have satisfied myself that the above answet and background note
are in accordance with the Government's policy on answering PQs, Departmental
instructions (DCI GEN 150/97), and the Open Government Code (DCIE GEN 54/98).




TION - UR A

DATE FOR RETURN 12:00 ON 18 January 2004
PQ REFERENCE : PQ 0350L ¢

PQ TYPE : LORDS WRITTEN.
MINISTER REPLYING : -NOTFOUND-

LEAD BRANCH: : SEC (AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S) :

MDP Sec

D (F&S)AIR 1

Defence Evaluation& Research

Head of Sec HSF

GVIU

D SEF POL ‘ ' '
D NEWS

HD of MDP QQR

- The answer and background note must be authorised by a civil servant at Senlor Civil
Service level or a military officer at one-star level or above who is responsible for ensuring
that the information and advice provided is accurate and reflects Departmental Instructions
on answering PQs DCI GEN 150/97,

- Those contributing information for PQ answers and background notes are responsible for
ensuring the information is accurate.

- The attached cheéklist should be used by those drafting PQ answers and background
material, those contributing information and those responsible for authorising the answer
and background note as an aid to ensuring that departmental policy is adhered to. '

- If you or others concerned are uncertain about how P()s are answered seek advice from 8
senior civil servant in or closely associated with your area,

Peer’s DETAIL: Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB
QUESTION

To ask Her Majesty’s Government To ask Her Majesty's Government whether they are aware of any
involvement by Special Branch personnel in the investigation of the 1980 Rendlesham Forest incident.

(HL303) \
 ASSumerr Weenr

(PR 73 P ¥ ‘ .
. n\wméu.hu.
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Home Office
Action Against Crime and Disorder Unit

50 Queen Anne’s Gate, London SWAH 9AT
mmﬁ Facsimile ' NP Direct Line G

FAX ouer

GRS DAS 4a (Sec) - Ministry of Defence

From: R
Date: 18 January 2001
Time: 11.20am

Fax number: oEnEE——
Number of pages: 4

{including this one)

if any part of this fax Is unclear piease telephone: [ D

PQs ON RENDIESHAM FOREST INCIDENT IN 1980

I have enclosed & response from Suffolk Constabulsry concerning PQ's on the Rendlesham

Farest incident in 1980. As you will see, they have enclosed & letter from Inspector GuE—u—

o Me Bruoi on the incidens which concems Suffolk police involvement at the

tme. This appears 1o be their only interest but I note that the contents of this letter was

aready included in the chapter of Ms Bruni's book which was enclosed. I think that the

answer oo this question will have to be that SfiRELR] did investigate jocident (tper Yo do adV
Mr’ ‘hm:)attheumebutthamhasbeemmpossiblemlocatethemudmﬁlecfox Sodedhy Y
8 more detailed response. Alsomstof&nofﬁcmmngatthenmehawsmmmumd ﬂ.m-&-h

- including Mr @um— .u..-.,,? -
|k lh

I suggest that the answer to the sl Roschiqestion s that they may have been aware 2t o b Ao, Allcasd,

the ime of the modentbutwuuldnothme tmvolwdduemd:mebungno chreat to

national SECULLY ey - Ty e(-lu.... ?.aa SiiMle
m— Certbulouy opwasct sy

o= ~ - oo Ka §rm
Public Section € .0y
ey

BUILDING A SAFE, JUST AND TOLERANT SOCIETY
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'SUFFOLK CONS1 . jY

REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

~u

- L 3

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION

FORCE HEADQUARTERS
MARTLESHAM HEATH
IPSWICH PS5 3QS

T: QP Fo GEENEND (M GRS

DATE : 18 Jaruary 2001
0 : Home Office Action Against Crime
. and Disarder Unit
FAX NO. ' : R |
FOR ATTENTION OF : GNPy biic Ordes Section
ORIGINATOR : CEEEIPEecytive Services Manager
PAGES TO FOLLOW : 2
TEXT
o

As discussed please find 3 copy of 2 letter sent 10 Georgina Bruni in July 1999 which may be of
use. As 250 discussed due to the period elapsad since the ‘incident’ it has not been possible to
lgcate any files {due to them being stored in & different location).  Furthermore the situation is
exacerbated by the fact that moat pelice officers serving at that tme have cince retired
fincluding the auther of the attached lettert]. ‘

| tryst this will auffice.

e
Executive Servicas Manager

Confidurtiality Notics « this mestage is intsnded only for the arddrasass and may contain infornation that is sonfidential
or privileged, Unautherised use it stricily prohibited and may be unfawful, If you a78 not the addrsesen. you shiuld

not rend, vopy, disciose or stharwiss use thiv musaege, xacept 1or The pympese of defivery <0 the addressec. Pleass
wiephone the ashowve member H thia fax is Incempias, iegithe, or if you hyve edivnd it in arrar,

pez
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\ 18-JAN-2001 11:38 FROM BXECUTIVE SERVICES 0 _ P.82

IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

FORCE HEADQUARTERS. MARTLESHAM MEATH. IPSWICH IP5 7058
Tel: Ipswich @umElNESR Telex: gl Fox:
Alt afficia! correspondencs shauld be addressed to the Chiet Constable

IR E5q. OPM
Chint Constable

Your Ref:

Dur Ref: 28 July 1889

Doar Ms Brumi,
MNCIDENT IN RENDLESHAM FOREST - DECEMBER 1980

} refer 1o yout letter of 22 July 1858 in relation to a series of unusual Bvents which eliegediy accurred outside
the perimeter ot RAF Woodbridge, Sutfolk. during the tast week of Dacember 1980, :

A great deal of interest has understandably been gensrated in respect of this s1ory, not lesst because of the
apporent number and standing of witnesses. However, over the intesvening years, various reports of the
incidentis} seem 10 have taken on a life of their own 10 the extent that the “sighting’ details snd corroborative
svidence have been substantially embellished. This contrasts sharply with the views of the locat police who
sttended at the tme snd did not perceive this occurence as being anything unususi considering the fastive
significance of tha date and expected high spirits.

Sueh 2 perception lends support to the lack of police documentary evidence and one needs te understand the
minimalistic nature of rural poliging in order to appreciate the answers which | will attempt 10 give to your
guestions.

{1} Both Pc ¢@i™and Pc '@ have retired from the Torcs but, being @ long standing friend of the
former, | have spoken to him recantly and at great iength in response to other similar journalistic

enquiries. Me does not recall making sny official raport and there is no evidenae that one was made.

{(2) GEEgEEPhas confirmed that he and Pc guguee were in the Lew Enforcement Office at RAF
Bartwaters when they were diverted 5o 3 "higher priority' task at Otley poat office. As rural might-duty
officers they wauld have sole responsibiiity for poficing & huge territorial area (approx 400 square
miles} and would certainly have testad a past office burglary as more importent than 8 recurrence
of en earlizr incidant which was seen as somewhat frivolous.

{3 PooliUENEEEENY olsc now retired) visit to the alisged lending site would not heve genergted more
than a standerd incident [og uniess he was convinced that something worth reperting hed occured.
Pcommaghad discussed the matter with him and it appeared that 8l theee officers were equalty
unimpressed with the nights svents. ;

{4)  Civilian police officars were not employed in guarding the area surrounding the alieged landing sitels)
or to dete! dcCess as there was no evidence to indicate that anything of Immediste concern to the
police had occumred. ‘

[~ 11 PEE

Georgina Bruml

Ve 2 Vgl

LAt
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5 There is no documemary evidence that police officers were involved in similar incidents on 7N
December that yesr and P “@gtannot racell any further requests for police attendance.
ity .
{5} Spacisl Branch officers shoild have been aware of the incidant{sl(thmuun having sight of the
Incident l.og{sl)m would not have shown an interest uniess there was svidence of 8 potential
threar to national sscurity. No such threat was evident.

1 have vied 1o be 8s objective s possible with the answers provided and, like yourself, would
undoubtedly be pleased 1o see a local incident such @3 this substantiated ss sn authantic 'UFD’
expurience. Pc @i holds similar views 10 mywelf ond retumad to the torest site in daylight in-case he had
missad some evidance in the darkness. There was nothing to ba seen snd he remains unconvincad that
the occurrence was genuine. The immediate ares was swept by powerful fight beams from a landing
beacon at RAF Bertwaters snd the Orfordness lighthouss. | know trom parsons! experience that st night,
in cortain wagther and tloud conditions, these besms wera very pronounced and Sertainly caused strange
visual effects.

If you have eny other Query in respect of this subject | will be pleased 1o discuss the fssues furthes. My
direct dial wlephone number is ' QRN

Yours sincerely,

'

A
Inspector - Operationé (Planning]

TOTAL P.E3
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hane 03,
R’ S «. —
From: WP DAS 4a(Sec) s
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Secretariat (Air Staff)

GNP Main Building, Whitchall
LONDON SWI1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial)
(Switchboard)
(Fax) ese———
CHOTS - DAS4A(SEC)

FAX MESSAGE

TO:Ms N - Vome Al Cox: NN

SUBJECT: PQ 0350L/ -
DATE: 17 January 01

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER:

We spoke on the telephone.

[ attach copies of the above PQs which I understand from MOD Parliamentary Branch are 1o be
answered by MOD on behalf of HMG as they relate to an incident said to have taken place in 1980 in
which MOD has the lead interest. Both make reference to Home Office issues and I was given S
amin nuimber as a contact in the Departinent.

PQO350 - is to be answered by us by 1200 on 13 January. 1 wouid be grateful if you would supply us
with an answer to the question and paragraphs to insert in the background note by 0900, 18 January. 1
altach a short note on the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest in 1980 and a phatocopy of a chapter
in the book on the incident that was published in November 2000. The Chapter contains references to
Special Branch.
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BACKGROUND NOTE - PO TABLED BY LORD HILI-NORTON JAN 01

1. ...Lord Hill-Norton has tabled XXX PQs on the subject of material contained in a book by
Georgina Bruni published in November 2000 and MOD handling of materia! relating to "UFOs".
Meiss Bruni's book, *You can't tell the people" concerns a well known 'UFQ' incident alleged to
have occurred in Rendiesham Forest in Suffolk over the Christmas period in 1980 in the vicinity of
two RAF bases at that time on lease to the USAF, RAF Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge.

2. The subject of the incident said to have taken place in Rendlesham Forest came to prominence in
1983 when a memorandum sent to MOD shortly after the event by the then Deputy Base
Commander, Lt Col Charles Halt USAF, was unearthed in the US by researchers. The Halt
memorandum describes the alleged incident in some detail and is reprinted in the book where
claims are also made that USAF personnel met and communicated with "beings". The book '
accuses the UK establishment of a "cover-up” to hide the detail of the alleged event in Rendlesham
Forest. Text of correspondence on the subject between a retired Chief of Defence Staff, Lord Hill-
Notton, and a previous MOD Minister is reprinted in the book.

3. MOD's interest in "UFO's' is limited to whether alleged sightings might have any defence
significance; namely, if they provide evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace may have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity, Unless there is corroborating evidence to

* suggest that the UK's airspace may have been compromised, MOD does not investigate or seek to
provide a precise explanation for each of the 'UFO' letters and reported sightings received each
year. MOD believes that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could
be found for most of the sightings. However, it is not the function of MOD to provide this kind of

aerial identification service and resources are not diverted for this purpose.
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We spoke on the felephone.

I atiach copies of the above PQs which I understand from MOD Patliamentary Branch are to be

answered by MOD on behalf of HMG as they relate to an incident said to have taken place in 1980 in

which MOD has the lead interest. Both make reference to Home Office issues and 1 was given
m as a contact in the Department.

P(Q0350 - is 1o be answered by us by 1200 on 18 January. 1 would be grateful if you would supply us
with an answer to the question and paragraphs to insert in the background note by 6900, 18 January. [
attach a short note on the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest in 1980 and a photocopy of a chapter
in the book on the incident that was published in November 2000. The Chapter containg references to
Special Branch.
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- The answer and background note must be authorised by a civil servant at Senior Civil
Service level or a military officer at one-star level or above whe is responsible for ensuring
that the information and advice provided Is accurate and reflects Departmental Instructions
on answering PQs DCI GEN 150/97.

- Those contributing information for PQ answers and background notes are responsible for
ensuring the information is accurate.

- The attached checklist should be used by those drafting PQ answers and background
material, those contributing information and those responsible for authorising the answer
and background note as an aid to ensuring that departmental policy is adhered to.

- If you or others concerned are uncertain about how PQs are answered seek advice from a
senior civil servant in or closely associated with your area.

Peer’s DETAIL: Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB

QUESTION

To ask Her Majesty’s Government To ask Her Majesty's Government whether they are aware of any

involvement by Special Branch personnel in the investigation of the 1980 Rendlesham Forest incident.
(HL303)
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Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government:

How many military personnel witnessed the unidentified craft
that overflew RAF Cosford and RAF Shawbury on 31st March 1993;
and whether, when the craft has not been identified, such an

event ought to be classified as being of no defence significance.
[HL2612]

The Minister of State for Defence Procurement, Lord Gilbert:

The Ministry of Defence is aware of a single report from two
military personnel of an alleged sighting in the West Midlands on
31 March 1993. The facts reported were fully examined at the
time. No firm conclusions were drawn then about the nature of
what had been seen, but the events were not judged to be of
defence significance. The MOD has no reason to doubt the

judgments made at the time.

Ministry of Defence

1S July 1998 32951

Rorvrlad Pans:
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Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty’'s Government:

How many military personnel witnessed the unidentified craft
that overflew RAF Cosford and RAF Shawbury on 31st March 1993;
and whether, when the craft has not been identified, such an

event ought to be classified as being of no defence significance.
(HL2612]

The Minister of State for Defence Procurement, Lord Gilbexrt:

The Ministry of Defence is aware of a single report from two
military personnel of an alleged sighting in the West Midlands on
31 March 1993. The facts reported were fully examined at the
time. No firm conclusions were drawn then about the nature of
what had been seen;but the events were not judged to be of
defence significance. The MOD has no reason to doubt the

judgfments made at the time.

Ministry of Defence

July 1998 32951
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' DATE FOR RETURN : 12:00 ON FRIDAY 10 JULY 1998
' PQ REFERENCE :  PQ 32951
‘PQ TYPE : Lord's Written
SUPPLEMENTARIES REQUIRED? ¢ No
MINISTER REPLYING :  MINISTER OF STATE FOR DEFENCE
PROCUREMENT
LEAD BRANCH: : SEC (AS)

COPY ADDRESSEE(S) :

ESTION

Tord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government how many
military personnel witneesed the unidentified craft that
overflew RAF Cosford and RAF Shawbury on 31st March 1993; and
whether, when the craft has not been identified, such an event
ought to be classified as being of no defence significance.
[HL2612) _

DRAFTED BY: 5 rer: (D
auTrORISED BY: NN reL: N
[

GRADE /RANK ~ Grade 7

AUTHORISED BY: N TEL:

GRADE /RANK : 8CS

DECLARATION: I have satisfied myself that the following answer
and background note are in accordance with the Government's
policy on answering PQs, Departmental instructions (DCI GEN
150/97), and the Open Government Code (DCI GEN 54/98). '
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The Ministry of Defence is aware of a single report from two
military personnel of an alleged sighting in the West Midlands
on 31 March 1993, The facts reported were fully examined at
the time. No firm conclusions were drawn then about the
nature of what had been seen but the events were not judged to
be of defence significance. The MOD has no reason to doubt
the judgements made at the time.

LINKED BACKGROUND NoTE: POs: QNP 27500
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BACKGROUND NOTE:  Pos: AR 205 S

1. Lord Hill-Norton, aged 83, and Chief of the Defence Staff
from 1971-1973, has tabled six 'UFO'-related PQs (3290/1/2/3/5 and
3335). - He has a long-standing interest in 'UFOs', was a member of
the (long defunct) House of Lords-All-Party 'UFO' Study Group and
has written the forewords for a least two boocks on the subject.
Over the years Hill-Norton has supported individual ‘ufologists''
causes and, in the last nine months, we have answered seven
further PQs (Hansard Extracts attached).

2. In April he wrote asking for all ‘UFO' files held in MOD
archives to be released to the Public Record Office (ie. in.
advance of the 30 year rule). DOMD, the MOD focal point for
Access to Government Information, is currently seeking legal
advice on third party confidentiality issues in respect of this
regquest, ' ' '

POLICY & STAFF.




REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT]
POLICY & STAFF

PO_3295

8. This alleged sighting has been the subject of previous PQs
(Hansard extracts attached). The lights in the sky witnessed in
the early hours of 31 March 1993 were seen by a number of people
in the West Country and South Wales area. Witnesses included two
& STAFF

POLICY

L
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members of a mobile RAF police patrol on duty at RAF Cosford, a
Meteorological Officer at RAF Shawbury and several police
officers. All reports were examined at the time but nothing
conclusive was established and it must therefore be assumed that
officials at the time did not view the alleged incident. of defence
CONCern. | o
e —— - ¥} It is not
Clear from the papers held on file whether the Met Officer was a

serviceman or civilian and we have not therefore speculated on
this point in the answer.

3
POLICY & STAFF
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The Prime Minister: This moming, [ had meetings
with ministerial colleagues and others. In addition to my
duties in the House, I shall be having further meetings
later today.

Burma

Mr. Parry: To ask the Prime Minister what recent
representations Her Majesty’s Govemment have made 10
‘the Government of Burma regarding abuses of human

rights; and if he will make a statement. {31781

*- The Prime Minister: We have recently issued several
staternents about viclations of human rights in Burma, and
did so again yesterday.

In addition, our Ambassador in Rangoon has expressed
pur grave concern at recent events in Burma on several
occasions.

The EU presidency and troika Foreign Ministers also
raised these concemns at meetings with the Burmese
Foreign Minister on 22 July and 26 September.

Land Mines

Mr. Parry: To ask the Prime Minister what
representations he has received from UNICEF concerning
tand mines in {a) Cambodia and (b} Thailand; and if he
wiil make a statement. (21759

The Prime Minister: As far as | am aware, none.

Mr. Parry: To ask the Prime Minister what assistance
(a) Her Majesty’s Government and {b) non-govemmental
organisations have given o (a) Cambodia, (5) Laos and
{c) Thailand in respect of the clearance of land mines; and
if he will make a statement. [3176]

The Prime Minister: Since 1 April 1993, the British
Government have committed over £5.1 million for
humanitarian mine clearance activities in Cambodia,
£543,000 in Laos and £5,000 in Thailand, concentrating
on specific clearance projects  addressing urgent
humanitarian needs. Some of these projecis are managed
by British non-governmental organisations.

We do not have details of all non-govemmental
organisations’ commitments to mine clearance in
Cambodia, Laos and Thailand.

DEFENCE

Unidentified Fiying Objects

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secreiary of State fo
Defence (1) what factors underlay his Department’
decision that the reported sightings of unidentified flyin
objects on 5 November 1990 and 31 March 1993 we
not of defence significance; ' (2398
(2) for what reasons his Department assessed the sightings of a
unidentified fying object over RAF Shawbury, referred to in hi

answer of 24 July, Official Report, column 424, as having
defence significance, i [2928

Mr. S_oames: { refer the hon. Member o the unswer tha
1 gave him on 8 July 1996, Official Report, column 26.

36 CWILPAGIR
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Guif War

Mr. Campbell-Savours: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence if supplies of vaccine 10HO3A supplied to
the Chemical and Biological Defence Establishment were
used in circumstances relating to the Gulf war, {1674)

Mr. Soames: This is a matter for the chief executive
of the Chemical and Biological Defence Establishment. |
have asked the chief executive to write to the hon.
Member.

- Lenter from John Chisholm 1o Mr. Dalz Campbell-
Savours, dated 12 November 1996,

I have heen asked 1o reply to your Parliamentary Question about
whether the Vaccine 10HO3A supplied o the Chemical and
Biological Defence Estzblishiment were used in circumstances
relating to the Gulf War. § have been asked 10 reply since The
Chemical and Biclogical Defence Establishment {CBD) is now part
of the Defance Evaluation and Research Agency of which I am
Chief Executive.

1 regret that it is not our policy to provide details of the particular
vaccines required for the research programme at CBD Porton Down.

[ am sorry [ could not be more helpful.

Mr. Campbell-Savours: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence (1) on what date vaccine I0HO3A was
received by United Kingdom military personnel in the
gulf; [1675]

(2) if named patient requirements as required by the
manufacturer were used in the case of vaccine number
10HO3A while used in circemstances relating to the Gulf
war; {1673}

(3) on what date Her Majesty's Government purchased

- from the Miles Drug Company, Miles Pharmaceuticals or

Bayer UK vaccine 10HO3A; and which was used in the
Gulf war; {1672]

{4) how many British Aerospace personnel {a) did and
{&) did not receive doses of vaccine 10HO3A during the
course of the Gulf war; {1671}

(5) if he will make a statement on the use of vaccine
I0HQ3A during the course of the Gulf war. {1670]

Mr. Soames: At present, details relating to biological
warfare medical counter measures remain*classified for
operational reasons. ;

Mr. Campbell-Savours: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence at what lime on the 20 and 21 January 199!
United Kingdom personnel were brought into contact with
chemical or biological agents near Dhahran. (1677

Mr. Soames: No chemical or biclogical agents were
detected at Dhahran on 20 and 21 January 1991.

Mr. Campbell-Savours: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence at what time on the 20 and 2} January 1992
chemical agent monitors indicated sarin in the air in the
vicinity of United Kingdom personnel at Dhahran, [1676]

Mr. Soames: There is no evidence of sarin being
detected at Dhahran on 2G and 21 January 1991,
Gurkha Troops

Mr. Fatchett: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence how many Gurkha troops will be stationed in
Britain as a result of the handover of Hong Kong; where
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DEFENCE

Plutonium

 Mr. Llew Smith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence if the United States Government have since 1956
requested the United Kingdom 1o provide reactor grade
plutonium for the purpose of conducting a nuclear test
explosion under the provisions of the US-UK mutual
defence agrcement on atomic enesgy co-operation.{38500]

Mr. Arbuthnot: No such requests have been made by -

the United States.

Small Businesses

Mr. David Shaw: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence if he will make a statement on the impact of
{a) his policies and (b) the work of his Department in
helping small businesses in the last 12 months as
against the previous [2 months; and if he will publish
the performance indicators by which bis Department
monitors the impact and the statistical results of such
moniloring. (39141}

Mr. Arbuthnot: The Government recognise the crucial
role played by small firms in the UK economy and aim
to help them by providing sound economic conditions—
keeping inflation and interest rates low; reducing
legistative administrative and taxation burdens; and where
appropriate provide direct assistance in the form of
specialist advice and support and easing access to finance.

My Department supports the DTI's small business
measures and initiatives. I am the Minister within this
Department for small businesses and I attend or am
represenied at the DTI's regular meetings.

The Defence Suppliers Service ‘assists companies,
including small businesses, in making contact with
appropriate contracts branches. It also arranges for details
of many forthcoming tenders to be published in the
fortnightly MOD Centracts Bullerin which is available to
uy interested party on subscription. This enables small
yusinesses either to seek to tender directly for specific
tquirements or, more commonly, o become
sub-contractors to larger companies.

Since the Procuremeat Executive of the Ministry of
Jefence moved 1o the new procurement headquarters at
Abbey Wood near Bristol earlier this year, the Defence
suppliers Service is in contact with the Bristol chamber
if commerce and DTI's business links, whose South-west
egional supply network office has become their national
ocal point for the defence industry. Other areas of the
ountry can reach my Department, and be reached by us,
hrough the business links network.

As much of the assistance provided by my Department
3 smali businesses tends to be in the sub-contractor
ector, it is not possible to establish suitable performance
arameters and therefore no statistics are available.

Re'lidlééh'aﬁ: Forest (Incident)

Mr. Reqund' To ask the Secretary of State for
lefence (1) what response his Department made to the
;port submitted - by ‘Lieutenant Colonel Charles Hait

NI EWIS-PAGYSD

24 JULY 1996

statement;
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" relating to events in Rendlesham forest in December

1980; what interviews were held; and if he will make a
(39247

(2) who assessed that the events around RAF
Woodbridge and RAF Bemwaters it December 1980,
which were reported to his Department by Licutenant
Colonel Charies Halt were of no defence significance;
on what evidence the assessment was matle; what
analysis of events was carried out; and if he will make
& statement. (39249)

Mr. Soames: The report was assessed by the staff in
my Department responsible for air defence matters. Since
the judgment was that it contained nothing of defence
significance no further action was taken.

Uncorrelated Radar Tracks (Investigations)

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence on how many occasions RAF aircraft havc been
{a) scrambled and (b} diverted from task to investigate
uncorrelated targets picked up on rader; and if he will
make a statement. [39218)

Mr. Soames: In the past five years RAF aircraft have
been scrambled or diverted from task on two occasions to
intercept and identify uncorrelated radar tracks entering
the United Kingdom air defence region.

Unidentified Craft

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) what is his Department’s assessmeat of the
incident that occurred on 5 November 1990 when a patro|
of RAF Tornado aircraft flying over the North sea were
overtaken at high speed by an unidentified craft; and if he
will make a statement; {39245}

{2) if he will make a statement on the unidentified
flying object sighting reported to his Department by the
meteorological officer at RAF Shawbury in the early
hours of 31 March 1993. [39246)

Mr. Soames: Reports of sightings on these dates are
recorded on file and were examined by staff responsible
for air defence matters. No firm conclusions were drawn
about the nature of the phenomena reported bat the events
were not judged to be of deferce significance.

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what assessment his Department made of the
photograph of an unidentified craft at Calvine on 4 August
1990; who removed it from an office in secretariat (air
staff) 2a; for what reasons; and if he will make a
statement. [39248])

Mr. Soames: A number of negatives associated with
the sighting were examined by staff responsible for air
defence matters. Since it was judged that they contained
nothing of defence significance the negatives were not
retained and we have no record of any photographs having
been taken from them.

Publicity

Ms Hodge: To ask the Secrelary of State for Defence
what is his Department’s budget in 199697 for
consuliants 1o assist with information, publicity, press and
media. (39353}
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TEMPLATE TO BE USED FOR REPLY

Ministry of Defence
FRIDAY 26 JANUARY 2001

Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton B CB

LORDS WRITTEN

To ask Her Majesty's Government whether personnel from Porton Down visited
Rendlesham Forest or the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or
January 1981; and whether they are aware of any tests carried out in either of
those two areas aimed at assessing any nuclear, biological or chemical hazard.

(HL301)

Minister replying Baroness Symons

The staff at the Defence Evaluation and Research Agency (DERA) Chemical and Biological
Defence (CBD) laboratories at Porton Down have made a thorough search of their archives
and have found no record of any such visits.

18 January 01 PQ Ref 0348L
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The answer and background note must be authorised by a civil servant at Senjor Civil
Service level or a military officer at one-star level or above who is responsible for ensuring
that the information and advice provided is accurate and reflects Departmental Tostructions
on answering PQs DCI GEN 150/97.
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Those contributing information for P(Q answers and background notes are responsible for
ensuring the information is accurate.

The attached checklist should be used by those drafting PQ answers and background
material, those contributing information and those responsible for authorising the answer
and background note as an aid to ensuring that departmental policy is adhered to.

If you or others concerned are uncertain about how PQs are answered seek advice from a
senior civil servant in or closely associated with your area.

Peer’s DETAIL: Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB
QUESTION

To ask Her Majesty’s Government To ask Her Majesty's Government whether personnel from Porton
Down visited Rendlesham Forest or the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or January
1981; and whether they are aware of any/carried out in either of those two areas aimed at assessing any

nuclear, biological or chemical hazard. /HLSOI)
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Ministry of Defence
Fr 26 January 2001

Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB(X) CB

LORDS WRITTEN

To ask Her Majesty’s Government whether personnel from Porton Down visited
Rendiesham Forest or the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or
January 1981; and whether they are aware of any carried out in either of those two
areas aimed at @ssessing any nuclear, biclogical or chemical hazard. (HL301)

-Minister replying Baroness Symons

The staff at the Defence Evaluation and Research Agency (DERA) Chemical and
Biological Defence (CBD) laboratories at Porton Down have made a thorough search
of their archives but have been unable to find any records of such visits taking place.

January 01 PQ Ref 03481




10.TAN-2001 12:44 FROM CORPORATE HEFHIRS

Background to PQ Ref No: $38LACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

This is one of several PQs raised by Lord Hill-Norton, the answers to which, including
this one, are being coordinated by the Directorate of Air Staff. The questions are
believed to have been prompted by a recently published book on the Rendlesham
Forest incident about an alleged UFO sighting,

Staff at DERA Porton Down have searched records for details of this incident and
also made enquiries with some of the very few existing members of staff who were
working at Porton Down at that time. No information about this incident has been
found.

Drafted by: G Oirectorate of Corporate Affairs, DERA, Famborough
Te R ‘2x  guEnENE

Approved by. QENEEEF Oirector Corporate Affairs, DERA, Farmborough
Tel: guEm— Fax gy

TOTAL £.83
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From: -mmeemmummis
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Directorate of Air Staff 4al (Secretariat)
@R \ain Building, Whitehall
LONDON SWI1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial)
(Switchboard) ¢all
(Fax) 1
FAX MESSAGE
Phome:
. “-‘ _ | To: y—
SUBJECT: PQ 0348L
R
F'ax . DATE: 16 January 2001 NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 7
— -

Sorry about the delay but Lord Hill Norton has now tabled a further two PQs on this
subject that diverted our attention slightly.

Please find attached a background note, a copy of the acknowledgements from a
recently published book on the Rendlesham Forest incident (thanking Lord Hill-
Norton) and extracts from the book which mention possible involvement of Porton
Down personnel.

1 hope this helps. Please let me know if there is anything else we can help with.




BACKGROUND NOTE

1. ... Lord Hill-Norton has tabled five other PQs on the subject of material contained in a book by
Georgina Bruni published in November 2000 and MOD handling of material relating to 'UFOs'.
Three are being answered by MOD, one by the Home Office and one is to be answered by (DERA).
Miss Bruni's book, "You can't tell the people” concerns a well known "UFQ' incident alleged to
have occurred in Rendlesham Forest in Suffolk over the Christmas period in 1980 in the vicinity of
two RAF bases at that time on lease to the USAF, RAF Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge.

2. The subject of the incident said to have taken place in Rendlesham Forest came to prominence in
1983 when a2 memorandum sent to MOD shortly after the event by the then Deputy Base
Commander, Lt Col Charles Halt USAF, was unearthed in the US by researchers. The Halt
memorandum describes the alleged incident in some detail and is reprinted in the book where

. claims are also made that USAF personnel met and communicated with "beings". The book
accuses the UK establishment of a "cover-up" to hide the detail.of the alleged event in Rendlesham
Forest. Text of correspondence on the subject between a retired Chief of Defence Staff, Lord Hill-
Norton, and a previous MOD Minister is reprinted in the book.

3. MOD's interest in "UFO's' is limited to whether alleged sightings might have any defence
significance; namely, if they provide evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace may have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is corroborating evidence to
suggest that the UK's airspace may have been compromised, MOD does not investigate or é.eek to
provide a precise explanation for each of the 'UFQ' letters and reported sightings received each
year. MOD believes that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or naturai phenomena, could
be found for most of the sightings. However, it is not the function of MOD to provide this kind of
aerial identification service and resources are not diverted for this purpose.




known civilians to hear
1999. © Georgina Bruni
ral Petr S. Deynekin, the
Air Force (cencre), and
i Chief of Staff of the
ion circa 1996. Courresy

RAF Bentwaters (1999).

| for training purposes),

RAF Woodbridge, taken
anuary 1981). ©@ Adrian

sites (1999). © Georgina

19). © Georgina Bruni
ling sire showing barten

d Captain Mike Verrano
orning after the incident

wing the scuffed-up area

three indentations in a

gs (26 December 1980).

¢« {26 December 1980).

ving indentation marked
ulyas

ving indentation marked
wlyas

ving indentation marked
ulyas

sfficer and Captain Mike
v Ray Gulyas

s at RAF Woodbridge/

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This book has only been made possible thanks to a great many
people. I am decply indebted to my agent, Andrew Lownie, for his
encouragement, support and cfforts. My thanks also to my editor
Gordon Scott Wise, Editorial Director at Sidgwick and Jackson, for
his enthusiasm and patience and for helping me to turn this
extraotdinary, complex case into a valuable cascbook. To Nick Pope
for contributing the foreword, for advising me on the best way 10
obtain government documents and for his precious contributions.
To my patents, family and friends for their understanding of my
isolation whilst working on this investigation.

This story could not have been told withour the generous
assistance of the witnesses and many people who have played an
important role in these strange events. I am especially grateful o
Maijor General Gordon E. Williams USAF (ret.) for his patience and
contributions and allowing me to interview him in person. To
former Special Agent Wayne Persinger, Deputy Commander, Air
Force Office of Special Investigations (Bentwaters), USAF (ret.), for
his contributions. To Colonel Sam P Morgan USAF (ret.), for
providing me with the first copy of the ‘Halt Tape'. To Ray Gulyas
USAF (ret.) and his wife Maryann, for their contributions and for
leading me to the original photographs of the initial landing site. I
am grateful to all these men and women for allowing me to
interview them and for assisting me with my enquires: Rick Bobo
USAF (get.), Lieutenant Colonel Fred ‘Skip’ Buran USAF (ret.),
Adrian Bustinza USAF (ret.), Tony Brisciano USAF, Edward N.
Cabansag USAF (ret.), Gary Collins, Licutenant Colonel Bernard E.




TEMPLATE TO BE USED FOR REPLY . 2

Ministry of Defence
FRIDAY 26 JANUARY 2001

Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB(X) (CB)

LORDS WRITTEN

To ask Her Majesty's Government whether they are aware of any investigation of
the 1980 Rendlesham Forest incident carried out by the United States Air Force,
the Air Force Office of Special Investigations or any other United States agency.
(HL322)

Minister replying Baroness Symons

The Ministry of Defence's knowledge of an investigation by the US authorities
into the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest in 1980 is limited to the
information contained in the memorandum sent by Lt Col Halt USAF, Deputy
Base Commander at RAF Woodbridge, to the RAF Liaison Officer at RAF
Bentwaters on 13 January 1981,

January 01 - PQ Ref 0355L
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Question: To ask HMG whether they are aware of any investigation of the 1930 Rendlesham

Forest incident carried ont by the United States Air Force, the Air Force Office of Special
Investigations or any other United States agency.

Answer: "The only cvidence of investigation by the US authorities into the alleged incident in
Rendlesham Forest in 1980 of which MOD is aware is contained in the memorandum sent by
Lt Col Halt USAF, Deputy Base Commander at RAF Woodbridge, to the RAF Liaison
Officer at RAF Bentwaters on 13 January 1981."

(Insert for PQ 0355L - Background material)

The MOD file on the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest in 1980 (D/Sec(AS)/12/2/1) claims
to have been opened as a registered file on 25 October 1982. However, as Sec(AS) did not
exist until towards the end of 1984, or early in 1985 it is impossible to be certain when the file
was actu'ally created, An examination of the file that took place in 1998 confirmed that many
of the papers it contained had been removed from their original location. The file cannot,
therefore, be regarded with any degree of certainty as a full record of all papers available to
MOD on the event that ever existed. A mention in a file note written in October 1983 to an
unclassified USAF report is likely to be a reference to the "Halt memorandum” (Annex).

The handwritten note also records that the US authorities did not carry out investigations
(conducting interviews of personnel) but left MOD to carry out any inquiries it felt necessary.

When the Ministry of Defence was informed of the eveats which are alleged to have occurred
at Rendiesham Forest in December 1980, all available substantiated evidence was looked at in
the usual manner by those within the MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. |
The judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air
defences had occurred on the nights in question. As there was no evidence to substantiate an

event of defence concern no further investigation into the matter was necessary.
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Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L}), two USAHF
security police patvolien saw unusual lights outside the back gate &t
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or becn fuicid
down, they called for perwission Lo go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrelmen o no-
ceed on foot. The individuals reporied seeing a strange glowing object
in the forest. The obiect was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across lhe
base and approximately fwo meters high. It jiluminated the entirc foreést
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing ved light on tep and
a bank{s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on lags.
As the patrolmen approached the object, it msneuvered through the trezs
and disappzared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went in(o a
frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later nzar
1he back gate.

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" in diameter wers
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A nearby tree had moderate {.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree
toward the depressions.

3. Later in the night a red sun-1ike 1ight was seen through the trees.
It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off glowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. lmediately thereafter, Lhree star-like objects were noticed
in the sky, two obiects to the novth and one to the south, all of which
were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp ensular
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to the
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circlies. The objects to the north remained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numerous indivi-
gua1s. including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs
and 3.

7 o S
CHARLES 1. RALT, Lt Col, USAF
feputy Base Coumander
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Ministry of Defence
FRIDAY 26 JANUARY 2001

Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB CB

LORDS WRITTEN

To ask Her Majesty's Government whether personnel from Porton Down visited
Rendlesham Forest or the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or
January 1981; and whether they are aware of any tests carried out in either of
those two areas aimed at assessing any nuclear, biological or chemical hazard.
(HL301) -

Minister replying Baroness Symons

The staff at the Defence Evaluation and Research Agency (DERA) Chemical and Biological
Defence (CBD) laboratories at Porton Down have made a thorough search of their archives
and have found no record of any such visits.

18 January 01 PQRef 0348L
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- The answer and background note must be authorised by a civil servant at Senior Civil
Service level or a military officer at one-star level or above who is responsible for ensuring
that the information and advice provided is accurate and refiects Departmental Instructions
on answering PQs DC1 GEN 150/97.

Y

- Those contributing information for PQ answers and background notes are responsible for
ensuring the information is accurate.

- The attached checklist should be used by those drafting PQ answers and background
material, those contributing information and those responsible for authorising the answer
and background note as an aid to ensuring that departmental policy is adhered to.

- If you or others concerned are uncertain about how PQs are answered seek advice from a
senior civil servant in or closely associated with your area.

Peer’s DETAIL: Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB

QUESTION

To ask Her Majesty’s Government To ask Her Majesty's Government whether personnel from Porton
Down visited Rendlesham Forest or the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or January
1981; and whether they are aware of any/carried out in either of those two areas aimed at assessing any
nuclear, biological or chemical hazard. (HL301)
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Ministry of Defence
Fri 26 January 2001

Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB(X) CB

LORDS WRITTEN

To ask Her Majesty's Government whether personnet from Porton Down visited
Rendlesham Forest or the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or
January 1881; and whether they are aware of any carried out in either of those two
areas aimed at assessing any nuclear, biological or chemical hazard, (HL301)

Minister replying Baroness Symons

The staff at the Defence Evaluation and Research Agency (DERA) Chemical and
Biological Defence (CBD) laboratories at Porton Down have made a thorough search
of their archives but have been unable to find any records of such visits taking place.

January 01 PQ Ref 0348L
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* " Background to PQ Ref No; 0348L

This is one of several PQs raised by Lord Hill-Norton, the answers to which, including
this one, are being coordinated by the Directorate of Air Staff. The questions are
believed to have been prompted by a recently published book on the Rendlesham
Forest incident about an alleged UFO sighting,

Staff at DERA Porton Down have searched records for detalils of this incident and
also made enquiries with some of the very few existing members of staff who were
working at Porton Down at that time. No information about this incldent has been
found. ‘

Drafted by: G Directorate of Corporate Affairs, DERA, Farnborough
Te AN “2X ' g

Appraved by. @EEEEENF Director Corporate Affairs, DERA, Famborough
Tel: g FiX gumr

TOTAL P.83




From: et

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Directorate of Air Staff 4al (Secretariat)
' ammmmm» Main Building, Whitehall
LONDON SWI1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial)
(Switchboard)
(Fax)

FAX MESSAGE

TO:

SUBJECT: PQ 0348L

DATE: 16 January 2001 NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 7

Sorry about the delay but Lord Hill Norton has now tabled s further two PQs on this
subject that diverted our attention slightly. '

Please find attached a background note, a copy of the acknowledgements from a
recently published book on the Rendlesham Forest incident (thanking Lord Hill-
Norton) and extracts from the book which mention possible involvement of Porton
Down personnel.

1 hope this helps. Please let me know if there is anything else we can help with.




BACKGROUND NOTE

1. ...Lord Hill-Norton has tabled five other PQs on the subject of material contained in a book by
Georgina Bruni published in November 2000 and MOD handling of material relating to "UFOs..
Three are being answered by MOD, one by the Home Office and one is to be answered by (DERA).
Miss Bruni's book, "You can't teil the people” concerns a well known ‘'UFO' incident alleged to
have occurred in Rendlesham Forest in Suffolk over the Christmas period in 1980 in the vicinity of
two RAF bases at that time on lease to the USAF, RAF Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge.

2. The subject of the incident said to have taken place in Rendlesham Forest came to prominence in
1983 when a memorandum sent to MOD shortly after the event by the then Deputy Base
Commander, Lt Col Charles Halt USAF, was unearthed in the US by researchers. The Halt
memorandum describes the alleged incident in some detail and is reprinted in the book where
claims are also made that USAF personnel met and communicated with "beings". The book:
accuses the UK establishment of a "cover-up" to hide the detail.of the alleged event in Rendlesham
Forest. Text of correspondence on the subject between a retired Chief of Defence Staff, Lord Hill-
Norton, and a previous MOD Minister is reprinted in the book.

3. MOD's interest in "UFO's' is limited to whether alleged sightings might have any defence
significance; namely, if they provide evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace may have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is corroborating evidence to
suggest that the UK's airspace may have been compromised, MOD does not investigate or Seek to
provide a precise explanation for each of the "UFO’ letters and reported sightings received each
year. MOD believes that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could
be found for most of the sightings. However, it is not the function of MOD to provide this kind of
aerial identification service and ,resourc:es are not diverted for this purpose. '
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169 Writen Answers

Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt:
Memorandum

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty’s Government:

Whether the Ministry of Defence replied 1o the
1981 memorandum from Lieutenant Colonel Charles
Halt, which reported the presence of an unidentified
craft that had Janded in close proximity to RAF
Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge, witnessed by
United States Air Force personnel; and if not, why
not; and

How the radiation readings reported to the Ministry
of Defence by Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt in his
memorandum dated 13 January 1981 compare to the
normal levels of background radiation in
Rendelsham Forest.

Lord Gilbert: The memorandum, which reported
observations of unusual lights in the sky, was assessed
by staff in the MoD responsible for air defence matters.
Since the judgment was that it contained nothing of
defence significance, no further action was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the
radiation readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt.
From a Defence perspective some 16} years after the
alleged events, there is no requirement to carry out such
an assessment now,

Joint Services Command and Staff College

Lord Kennet asked Her Majesty's Government:

Whether the sile at Camberley, in favour of which
the Greenwich site was rejected for the JSCSC, is to
be cleared of asbestos, and, if so, at what cost, why
wag the presence of asbestos not ascertained before
plans to move the ISCSC there were finalised and
then changed; and what plans do the Ministry of
Defence have for the Camberley site once it has been
cleared of asbestos; and

Why, given ihat the consultation document on the

future location of the JSCSC that was issued in
January 1995 did not address the possibility of seiting
the college up on a greenfield site, there has been no
consultation on the Shrivenham option; and

What is the anticipated total cost of the interim
accommodation for the ISCSC unitil the work on
Shrivenham is completed, and what date is being
required for completion; and

Whether the anticipated overall cost (o the taxpayer
of the PFI scheme currently being considered for the
new site of the ISCSC will be declared to
Parliament; and

Further to the Written Answers by Lord Gilbert on
21 July (WA 147-148) on the future of the Joint
Services Command and 5taff College (JSCSC),
whether apart from the provision of married
accommodation, the Greenwich site would be at least
£200 million cheaper than accommodation at the
proposed greenfield site at Shrivenham; and whether
the cost of the Shrivenham site is expected to be
arcund £500 million.

85 LWas-PAGY30

{14 OCTOBER 1997]

Writren Answers WA 170

Lord Gilbert: | am odvised that the asbestos
identified at the Camberley site presenis no threat to
health if left undisturbed. Its removal would be required
if buildings were to be demolished, which was the case
when the JSCSC was to have been based at Camberley.
At that stage it was estimated that survey and removal
together would cost no more than £87K. The presence
of asbestos was not (he reason for exploring a PFI
solution for the 3SCSC. Until a decision is reached on
the future use of the Camberley site, il is not clear
whether action will be needed to deal with the asbestos.
It remaing our intention to identify a fitting and
appropriate military use for the historic Staff College
building at Camberley and work is currently under way
to this end.

Although the January 1995 Consultative Document
did not consider greenfield sites for the permanent
JSCSC, for the reasons given in paragraph 9 of the
Document, the two further Consultative Documents of
March 1996 and July 1996 indicated, inter alia, that
interim arrangements would last for two years, that
proposals for the permanent site would be dealt with
separately, and that work in hand “to determine the best
way of providing (a permancnt JSCSC), on a site yet
10 be identified, includes a development under Private
Finance !nitiative (PFI) urrangements™. Since then, the
trades unions have been informed of the choice of a PF
Preferred Bidder and provided with extracts from the
Invitation To Negotiate which are currently under
discussion, [n accordance with normal procedures, staff
will be consulted again, after a contract has been placed,
about the possible transfer aTangements for civilian
staff working at interim sites.

The anticipated total cost of the JSCSC in its interim
accommodation is approximately £70 million over the
period 1996-97 to 1999-2000. The required completion
date for the permanent JSCSC, as given in the published
Statement of Requirement, is September 1999.

The estimated total, undiscounted and VAT
inclusive, cost of the PFI contract over a 30-year period
is approximately £500 million at current prices. This
information was widely reported at the time of the
announcement of the Preferred Bidder, and given out in
another place on 26 February in response 10 a specific
question. This estimate excludes the ongoing costs of
MoD-provided teaching and directing staff of around
£10 million per annum.

The last time that Greenwich costs were subjected to
formal assessment was around the end of 1994. The
results of this assessment were published in the
Consultative Document of January 1995. These showed
the Greenwich option, leaving aside the cost of
providing the necessary married accommodation, to be
more than 25 per cent. more expensive than the
Camberley option. There is no evidence to suggest that,
if the costs of the Greenwich option were revisited, they
would prove anything other than significantly more
expensive than both the Camberley option and the
Preferred Shrivenham Bid submitted in the course of the
PFI competition.




The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government

whether the Ministry of Defence

~replied to the 1981 memorandum from
Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt,
which reported the presence of an
unidentified craft that had landed in
close proximity to RAF Bentwaters and
RAF Woodbridge, witnessed by United
States Air Force personnel; and if
not, why not. [3lst July]

The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government how

: the radiation readings reported to
the Ministry of Defence by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt in his
memorandum dated 13th January 1981
compare to the normal levels of
background radiation in Rendelsham
Forest. [31st July) '

ANSWETR

{The Lord Gilbert)

The memorandum, which réported observations of unusual lights in the |
sky, was assessed by staff in the MOD responsible for air defence
matters. Since the judgment was that it contained nothing of

defence significance no further action was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the radiation
readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt. From a Defence
perspective, some 16% years after the alleged events, there is no

reguirement to carry out such an assessment now.

Ministry of Defence

/? september 1997 08611/08621
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- The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government

whether the Ministry of Defence
replied to the 1981 memorandum from
Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, which
reported the presence of an
unidentified craft that had landed in
close proximity to RAF Bentwaters and
RAF Woodbrldge, witnessed by United
States Air Force personnel; and if
not, why not. ([3lst July]

The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government how
the radiation readings reported to the
Ministry of Defence by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt in his memorandum
dated 13th January 1981 compare to the

normal levels of background radiation
in Rendelsham Forest. ([31lst July]

ANSWER
{(The Lord Gilbert)

The memorandum, which reported observations of unusual lights in
the. MO

the sky, was assessed by staff in -my-Department responsible for

air defence matters. Since the judg¢ment was that it contained

nothing of defence significance no further action was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the radiation
readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt. From a Defence
perspec;ive, some 16% years after the alleged events, there is no

requirement to carry out such an assessment now.

Ministry of Defence

August 1997 08611/08621
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"' .PQ REFERENCE : PQ 08621 and PQ 08611
PQ TYPE : Written
SUPPLEMENTARIES REQUIRED? : No
MINISTER REPLYING o MINISTER OF STATE FOR DEFENCE
: PROCUREMENT
LEAD BRANCH: SEC(AS)

COPY ADDRESSEE(S)

QUESTION

PQ 0862i: The Lord Hill-Norton — To ask Her Majesty's
Government whether the Ministry of Defence replied to the 1981
memorandum from Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, which
reported the presence of an unidentified craft that had landed
in close proximity to RAF Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge,
witnessed by United States Air Force personnel, and, if not,
why not. ([31st July]

PO 0861i: The Lord Hill-Nortom - To ask Her Majesty's
Government how the radiation readings reported to the Ministry
of Defence by Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt in his
memorandum dated 13th January 1981 compare to the normal |
levels of background radiation in Rendelsham Forest. [31lst
July]

ANSWER

The memorandum, which reported observations of unusual lights
in the sky, was assessed by staff in my Department responsible
for air defence matters. Since the judgement was that it
contained nothing of defence significance no further action
was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the radiation
readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt. From a Defence
perspective, some 16% years after the alleged events, there is
no reguirement to carry out such an assessment now.
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The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government
whether the Ministry of Defence
replied to the 1981 memorandum from

. Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, which
reported the presence of an
unidentified craft that had landed in
close proximity to RAF Bentwaters and
RAF Woodbridge, witnessed by United
States Air Force personnel; and if
not, why not. [31lst July]

IREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government how
the radiation readings reported to the
Ministry of Defence by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt in his memorandum
dated i3th January 1981 compare to the
normal levels of background radiation
in Rendelsham Forest. [31st July)

ANSWETR
{(The Lord Gilbert)

The memorandum, which reported observations of unusual lights in
the sky, was assessed by staff in my Department responsible for
air defence matters. Since the judgement was that it contained

nothing of defence significance no further action was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the radiation
readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt. From a Defence
perspective, some 16% years after the alleged events, there is no

requirement to carry out such an assessment now.

Ministry of Defence

August 1997 | 08611,/08621
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DATE FOR RETURN
1997

12:00 ON WEDNESDAY 13 AUGUST

PQ REFERENCE PQ 08621 and PQ 0861i

PQ TYPE : Wwritten

SUPPLEMENTARIES REQUIRED? : No

MINISTER REPLYING : MINISTER OF STATE FOR DEFENCE
PROCUREMENT

LEAD BRANCH: SEC(AS)

“m ma

COPY ADDRESSEE(S)

QUESTION

PQ 0862i: The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's
Government whether the Ministry of Defence replied to the 1981
memorandum from Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, which
reported the presence of an unidentified craft that had landed
in close proximity to RAF Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge,
witnessed by United States Air Force personnel, and, if not,
why not. [3lst July]

PO 0861i: The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's
Government how the radiation readings reported to the Ministry
of Defence by Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt in his
memorandum dated 13th January 1981 compare to the normal
levels of background radiation in Rendelsham Forest. [3lst
Julyl

ANSWER

The memorandum, which reported observations of unusual lights
in the sky, was assessed by staff in my Department responsible
for air defence matters. Since the judgement was that it
contained nothing of defence significance no further action
was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the radiation
readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt. From & Defence

perspective, some 16% years after the alleged events, there is
no reguirement to carry out such an asgessment now.




. The Lord Hill-Norton -

The Lord Hill-Norton

ANSWER
(The Lord Gilbert)

To ask Her Majesty's Government
whether the Ministry of Defence
replied to the 1981 memorandum from
Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, which
reported the presence of an
unidentified craft that had landed in
close proximity to RAF Bentwaters and
RAF Woodbridge, witnessed by United
States Air Force persconnel; and if
not, why not. ({31lst July]

To ask Her Majesty's Government how
the radiation readings reported to the
Ministry of Defence by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt in his memorandum
dated 13th Januvary 1981 compare to the
normal levels of background radiation
in Rendelsham Forest. ({31lst July]

The memorandum, which reported observations of unusual lights in

the sky, was assessed by staff in my Department responsible for

air defence matters. Since the judgement was that it contained

‘nothing of defence significance no further action was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the radiation

' readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt. From a Defence

perspective, some 16% years after the alleged events, there is no

requirement to carry out such an assessment now.

Ministry of Defence

August 1997

08611/08621
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DECLARATION: I have satisfied myself that the following
answer and background note are in accordance with.the
Government's policy on answering PQs, Departmental
instructions (DCI {To Be Confirmed}), and the Open Government

Code (DCI GEN 48/97).

GRADE/RANK

BACKGROUND NOTE:

1. Lord Hill-Norton has a long-standing interest in “"UFOs",
was a member of the {(now defunct) House of Lords All-Party
"UFQ" Study Group, and has written forewords for two books on
the subject. He has previously written to Ministers
supporting individual "ufologist" causes.

2. The MOD position on "UFO" sightings is that we examine
any reports received solely to establish whether what wae seen
might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is
any evidence that the UK Air Defence Region might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military
activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential military
threat, and to date no "unidentified flying object" sighting
has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the
precise nature of each reported incident.

3. The alleged incidente referred to in the 1981 memorandum
occurred between 27-29 December 1980 when unusual lights were
seen by USAF personnel, including the Deputy Base Commander,
outside RAF Woodbridge. A report of the sighting written some
two weeks after the events (copy attached) was forwarded to
the MOD by the RAF Liaison Officer at RAF Bentwaters. The
report was examined by the Department at the time and no
evidence of any matter of defence significance was found.

This is of course the Department's only interest in such
sightings.

4, This incident is regularly quoted by the media and
‘ufologists' as evidence of "UFOs" penetrating the UK Air
Defence Region. However, all available evidence was examined
at the time and nothing of defence concern was judged to have
occurred in the location on the nights in guestion. No
additional information has come to light over the last 16%

years which calls the original iudgement into gquestion.
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5. It was then, and continues to be the case that witnesses
are not routinely contacted following receipt of a "UFO"
report. It would only have been necessary to contact Lt Col
Halt (or any other witness) had there been any indication that
the sighting was of defence relevance and further information
was required.

6. The PQs may have been prompted by the publication of two
bocks, one on "UFOs" and the other on “Alien Abductions" hy a
former member of Sec(AS), Mr Nicholas Pope. The incident is
discussed in Mr Pope's first book. He states that the
radiation readings taken by USAF personnel at the site were
unusually high. There is, however, no evidence that any
analysis of the radiation readings reported at the site was
undertaken at the time. It can only be assumed now that in
view of the assessment made at the time by the relevant air
defence experts that the UK air defence region had not been

compromised,_no analysis of the reported readings was judged
necessary.

approachéd tHe Defents Radiological Protection Service in 1994
for their views. Their advice was that the readings were
higher than normal but that there could be a number of
explanations for this.
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Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC _
. Eariy in the morning of 27 Dec 80 tapproxima;ely 0300L), two USAF

security police patrolmen saw unusual 1ights outside the back gate at .
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have-crashed or been forced :
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief respended and allowed thres pztrelmen o pro-
ceed on foet. The individuals reported seeing 2 strangs glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three ma2ters across the
basc and approximztely two meters high. It jl1luminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had 2 pulsing red light on top and
a bank{s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the patrolmen approached the cbject, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappaared. At this time the animals on a nearby ferm went inlc a
frenzy. -Th2 object vias briefly sighted approximately an hour laler nzer
the back gete. :

Lol 1]

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" in diametar were

The follewing
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Ueta/gamuma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgzns were récorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A nezrby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the sice of the tree

toward the depressions.

3. Later in the night & red sun-like light was se2n through the trees.

It nmoved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off glowing
particles and then broke into five separate white obiects end then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like chjecls were noticec

in the sky, two objects to ths rorth and one to the south, all of which
were about 100 off the horizon. The objects wioved repidly in sharp énguler
movements and displaved red, green and bluelights. The cbjects to the
north appeared .to be etliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circlies. The objects to the.north rémained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time.to tine. HNumerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aetivities in paragraphs

2 and 3.

CHRARLES 1. BALT, Lt Col, USAF
Depuly Case Commencer
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The Lord Hill-Norton - ~ To ask Her. Majesty's Government

whether the Ministry of Defence
replied to the 1981 memorandum from
Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, which
reported the presence of an
unidentified craft that had landed in
close proximity to RAF Bentwaters and
RAF Woodbridge, witnessed by United
States Air Force personnel; and if
not, why not. ([31st July]

The Lord Hill-Norton - To ask Her Majesty's Government how
the radiation readings reported to the
Ministry of Defence by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt in his memorandum
dated 13th January 1981 compare to the

normal levels of background radiation
in Rendelsham Forest. [31lst July]

ANSWER
(The Lord Gilbert)

The memorandum, which reported observations of unusual lights in
the sky, was assessed by staff in my Department responsible for
air defence matters. Since the judgement was that it contained

nothing of defence significance no further action was taken.

There is no record of any official assessment of the radiation
readings reported by Lieutenant Colonel Halt. From a Defence
perspective, some 16% years after the alleged events, there is no

requirement to carry out such an assessment now.

Ministry of Defence

August 1997 0861I1/08621
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From: RSN L

Sent: 09 August 2007 14:33

To: TGN

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST - 06-08-2007-142629-001

Do SESTERED

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 4 August 2007 asking whether
the internal review into a Freedom of Information request from a member of the public (as
mentioned in an e-mail of 29 November 2006) upheld the original MoD decision.

I can confirm that it did.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the
Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-
mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40
working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note
that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has
been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be

<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> "

DAS-FOI

05-H

MoD Main Building
London

SW1A ?HB

09/08/2007
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From: T

Sent: 04 August 2007 09:07

(O cion 0|

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 03-08-2007-110116-004

Thank you for this reply, stating that Section 40 (Personal Information) preiludes release of the response to

the internal review mentioned in your 29 November 2006 (11:35) email to Without releasing
a copy of the response itself, are you able to say whether or not the review upheld the original decision, or led
to the release of any further documents? If so, please let me know. But if you believe this too is covered by
Section 40, | shall take the matter no further.

 look forward to hearing from you in due course on the other matters raised in my emait to you dated 3 July
2007 (15:22). While the overall aim of this email was to set up a consistent and mutually-convenient
consultation process in respect of any FOI requests that might be categorised as "personal requests”, | am
not sure | entirely agree that these matters were not themselves RFls. To clarify, if any further FOI requests
have been received that fall within the scope of paragraphs 3 and paragraphs 4 a, b and ¢ of my 3 July email,
| would want to see copies of them and of any related documentation.

Best wishes,

Sent: Friday, August 03, 2007 11:35 AM
Subject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 03-08-2007<110116-004

Deor SRR

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 3 July 2007 asking for copies of the
response to an internal review undertaken by the Directorate of Information Exploitation into a
Freedom of Information request from a member of the public, as mentioned in an e-mail from
DAS-FOI dated 29 November 2006. You also raised a number of other matters that were not
requests for information. These will be dealt with separately in due course.

The Freedom of Information Act 2000 is designed to cover information held by public bodies.
However, the results of any internal review conducted at the request of a member of the public, are
a private matter between the MoD and the individual. The information you request is therefore
withheld under exemption s.40 (Personal Information).

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting
the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitchall, SW1A 2HB
(e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be made
within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to
an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.

06/08/2007
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.Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal

review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk <http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> "

Finally, please accept my apologies for the delay in responding to your request. It had been hoped
to respond to all the matters that you raised in your e-mail in the same response, but unfortunately
this has not been possible due to pressure of work, hence the delay.

DAS-FQ
05-H
MoD Main Building
London

SWI1A 2HB

06/08/2007
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From: TR

Sent: 08 August 2007 16:02

Subject: Release-Authorised: FOI Request - 07-08-2007-101513-001

i am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’ seen on 4 August 2007, and your
request for information on this particular sighting. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence
for correspondence relating to ‘UFO’s.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that Ministry of Defence (MOD) examines 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 source, and to date no ‘UFQ’ 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.

The Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFQ/flying saucer’ matters or the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally open-
minded. | should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these
alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, and the guestion of ahy other member of the public reporting the
incident to this office, | can confirm that no other reports were received regarding your incident, but one other
report was received for the same date from Hemel Hempstead in Hertfordshire.

| hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. if informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the Director
of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD @ mod.uk).
Please note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which
the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been completed.
Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's
website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1
5t Flgor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SWi1A 2HB

E.mail - das-ufo-office @ mod.uk

08/08/2007
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From:

Sent: 07 August 2007 10:18

To:

Subject: : ritten request PS 07-08-2007-101513-001
Categories: FOI Information Request

RFI aSsigned as requested.

Regards

FgI He!pgesk

————— Original Message-----
From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.ukl]
Sent: 06 August 2007 20:26

To: Info-Access-0Office
Subject: FOI written request PS 07—08—2007-101513-001”

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday, August &, 2007
at 20:26:04

txttitle:

txtfirstnam

txtlagtname:

txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: Sheffield

txtstatecountry: South Yorkshire

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I am sending this to yvou as not sure were else to send it, have e-
mailed 2 local radio stations but have had now response.

We live in Shefield and on Saturday 4th August around 10.45 we spotted 2 strange
obie i sk followed by 3 offiers. We can only describe them as very bright
fire coloured, spinning and moving very fast across the gky, when locking through
binocculars it was like looking into a light shade and seeing the bulb.

There was no engine noise at. all.

We are genuine people and were very curious. We wondered if you have any other. reports
for the game evening.

We would appreciate if this is not the correct department, that you forward it on,
Thank You. '

We wait in anticipation




AUTHORISATION FOR THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION \bg:,. i
Applicant: BTN
Case Number: 24-07-2007-124317-002 Expiry: 14 Aug 07

The Applicant has made the following request for information:

Copies of sighting reports and correspondence for UFOs in Scotland 1999-
2007

Case for release of information

There is no reason to withhold the information.

A small amount of information that could identify the individual has been
withheld under exemption s.40(Personal Information)

Authorisation

| hereby give authorisation to release the aforementioned information to the
Applicant.




From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephcne {Direct dial) 0207218 2140

{Switchboard)
{Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.

Qur Reference
24-07-2007-124317-002
Date

8 August 2007

Further to my letter of 26 July 2007 enclosing copies of photographs of alleged
UFOs, please find attached the remaining letter that I promised.

A small amount of information such as names, addresses, and telephone numbers has been
removed under exemption s.40 (Personal Information). I have also withheld other personal
information that could be used to identify the individual under the same exemption.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
_your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
'possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may ap}ﬂly for an independent internal review by

contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,

SW1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must

be made within two calendar months of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution

has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”

Yours sincerely,
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Sir;

I have been browsing here and there in your much publicised 400 page
“Freedom of Information™ and feel impelled to comment, after MANY years of
actual involvement one to one...with what we still call “UFO™s

although I now feel that “The Visitors” would be a more apt

description. _

In March 1960 I was a humble ' GEESEEE® : on my local GERE——S
@y debit”,and crossing a railway bridge in the town. My left eye

was caught by a glint in the bright, clear, cold, and windy sky.I looked

at it and saw a “cigar” shaped object apparently hovering at about a
thousand feet. T looked hard at it and decided it was an aircraft

fighting a very strong wind from the north east.A young man passed by,
pushing his bike. I asked him if he thought the object was a “plane. He looked,
and said ves,it WAS a “plane. Satisfied,] walked on. The word “flying
saucer” has flicked across my mind but was dismissed. I'd read about such
in the press etc,,bad an open mind about it. Five years in the wartime

RAF had given me much food for thought subsequently. Why not? 1

had been, still am, an “expert” on aircraft recognition. Prewar 1 was

in the AIR TRAINING CORP and stationed on an aircratt Factory

roof at Fareham,|where I worked at 16,as its “spotter”, during the early
war years, 1 pressed the buzzer and got some 100 workers into our shelter
as the sound and then the brief glimpse of two Junkers JU 88s breaking
low cloud was followed by bomb explosions and then AA batteries. ..too
late! HMS COLLINGWOOD was a huge naval training base just a mile
or so.away. We learnt, later that a number of Wrens etc had been lining up
for their Friday payday. Identification had been too late. Not unusual
confusion with our own Blenhiem Bombers. The death toll was appalling.
T actually lived just a few hundred yards away from the establishment.

Relevant on that 1960 March morning? As I heard the roar of jet engines
thirty minutes after my initial sighting while talking to a client [ ran to

a vantage point as two Meieor jets hove into view low over the roofiops,
heading up where, to my amazement, the “plane” was still hovering. 1
KNEW then it was no aircraft! Those jets had been “scrambled” from a
nearby airbase. As the aircraft drew near the object, it lazily turned on end
in the clear blue sky and vanished! I ran into a nearby phone box. Found
the number for Thorney Island Airbase,got the control tower officer, gave
him my name and address, asked him what was the object those two Meteor
jets were chasing?

His answer changed my life, at 30 odd
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years of age. ~You saw no object, you

saw no jets’ I tried again. Precisely the same answer. 1 left that phone box
my mind in a whirl. Cold War Russian surveillance aircrafi? It had been over
a very sensitive Admiralty Air Surface Weapons Establishment, (ASWE)

Next day my then brother in law called in on a social visit. Coincidence?
Much later in life | LEARNT about “coincidences™> Jung called them
“synchronicities”.

My wife went out to the kiichen to make a cup of tea for our visitor. WHO
WORKED AT ASWE! Indulging in “small talk” I said; * You had some
excitement over your place yesterday morning’ His face went grey. Then
WHITE.His mouth set in a grimline. He never spoke. NEVER DID!

I changed the subjeet,

On subsequent visits over the years he never brought the subject up as my
“library” of “flying Saucer” books grew and even when I appeared on
Southern TV speaking on “flying saucers™.

So,you see,all is relevant. All is “connected”. I mean, WHO did I go to
in authority after that on the spot refusal? But I KNEW! For ever! To

this day.The photographic proof lies in your hands. YOU don't want it.
YOU KNOW. But SCARED TO TELL US...the PEOPLE,THE WORLD,

My 400 page manuscript lies in my dusty bookcase. Another 400 pages
will say “THE END”.Or WILL IT? That 1960 incident appeared in top
author Nick Redfern’s splendid FACTUAL best seller in 1997 under
*A COVERT AGENDA”... FACTS from the OFFICIAL REPORTS.

He has written others. None equal that first one. He wrote in it at a book
presentation; “To @ Hope you enjoy the book and thanks for your help’

MY HELP? Of course, why not? He was telling us.me, there were many
others having the same experiences. He put me on to his publisher.

No joy there. You see, by then, 1997, I “d had MORE sightings..afresh in
1977 and 1978 One with other witnesses five miles away. Another that

I didn’t recognise with my then wife in 1978...also with a close by neighbour
whose story appeared in my local Southampton Daily Echo. The last of
THREE in that January 1978 period I was given a swift trip around the

Solar system! Funny, I thought! Odd too. I started my own small UFO
Group...two ladies and myself. Applicants HAD TOHAVE HAD ACTUAL
EXPERIENCES. Together we had many more, cven stranger. Odd dreams,
I “became” a “healer.. We had “spiritual” experiences. “Sittings” and “spiritual”
visits to church or churches produced more awesome

incidents. I spoke in public,on radio, TV, on such. Read books that equalled
in content what I was going through... AFTER I'd had them.

To sum up what is an ongoing and LONG LONG LONG story. Although
1 believe the end, the conclusion,is not far off. Why?How?
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Cast your eye over a selection of photos. Remember our UFO group has
had videos shown to the MOD top man Sir Lewis Mooney a few years
back,made into a very good BBC HORIZON “Paranormal” series, featured
our local Police Spotter plane encircling (twice) a strange object hovering
and moving over Southampton Water in 2001 and 2002 with dates almost
to the same day. Totally denied first of all by ALL local authorities.
Eventually confirmed by Police Spotter unit,times,locations,confirmed.
However, the crews “saw nothing™. “Possibly Jupiter." Which I thought
was pretty good technology for a humble spotter plane,and said so.

Later certain matters confirmed the TRUTH as we knew and filmed it.

*Course,you may not KNOW all this. Then again........................ ?
OK Had enough?

T'll just leave you to ponder. Much as the total SILENCE from the media
...even from dear old R whose first wad of photos earlier this
year he thought "fascinating’ but the very recent ones...particularly

the “humanoid”™ has brought WEEK.S OF NO REACTION. I suggested
‘awesome” might be more apt this time.

Sincerely

PS; Oh,yes...mustn’t forget the 12 abductions accompanied (3) witnessed (3)
and“visitations”1932, then 1978 and onwards,last ones June 04, scars and photo of
two still visible or on photo.

1ale|ob




From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dlal) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 3000
{Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office@mod!

Our Reference
24-07-2007-124317-002
Date

26 July 2007

T

Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 27 July 2007 asking for
copies of any photographs of alleged UFOs held by the MoD for the year 2006. Additionally, you
asked for copies of any related reports or correspondence.

Please find attached copies of photographs and relevant correspondence. I have not included
newspaper cuftings that members of the public have sent us. You should note that the MoD) does
not hold the copyright on these photographs which may actually lay with the individuals that sent
them to the MoD and if that is the case, you should take all reasonable steps to protect that
copyright, particularly if you intend to publish or disseminate them further. You will also notice
that two of the photographs feature individuals whose faces have been obscured in order to
comply with the Data Protection Act 1998.

A small amount of information such as names, addresses, and telephone numbers has been
removed under exemption 5.40 (Personal Information). As you have made it clear that speed is of
the essence, I have withheld a letter from a member of the public whilst I seek advice on its
correct handling under the Freedom of Information Act. This matter will be resolved within the
deadlines imposed by the Act, but I did not wish to delay sending the rest of the information to
you.

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of
your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may ap]ﬂly for an independent internal review by
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall,
SWI1A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must
be made within two calendar months of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution
has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act.
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.”




Yours sincerely,
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From:

Direttorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE MB
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9
o0 Sccionag
e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.
R Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
12 July 2006

Dear DY

I am writing in response to your letter dated 19 June regarding the release of the Ministry of
Defence report entitled “Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region” and your
comments about your own UFO sightings.

As you will be aware from previous correspondence, 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. We remain totally open-minded, but to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. We do not doubt that
individuals observe phenomenon that they are unable to identify, but believe that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them. It is not,
however, 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 comments about the content of the Ministry of Defence UAP report, I can
advise you that the study was conducted purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports
received by the MOD were of any value to the Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) and whether there
was a requirement for the DIS to see them in the future. Given the conclusion it was decided that
there was no such requirement and, since December 2000, UFO reports have not been forwarded
to the DIS. We appreciate that there may be those who disagree with the report’s findings, but
the MOD is satisfied that its conclusions are sufficient for defence needs.

Yours sincerely,
A
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J am writing conceming your cmail of 8 May regarding ‘unidentified flying objects’.
Your message has been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFQs.

It may be helpful if T explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in
respect of 'UFO/ilying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise
of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded but to date the MOD
knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.
The MOD examines any reports of '"UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what
was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any
evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile
or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat 1o the United
Kingdom from an external 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 li ghts 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 obscrvations, we arc satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace has been
breached by unauthorised aircraft.

If you wish to see information about UFOs which has been released to the public from
MOD records, please look at the MOD website
http://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomOfInformation/PublicationScheme
There is also information available for public viewing at The National Archives.
Details can be found on their website at http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Aier of Information

5th Floor, Zone H
Main Building
Whitehall
LONDON

SWI1A 2IB

e-mail:das-ufo-office@mod.uk

26 May 2006




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

" TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To D‘FDYS ((ﬁ) P% P

C

TORefNo  2242—. 12006

Date o - g. o6 .

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 re'fained 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.

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request
for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence
requests mformation which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see
http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by
DG Info.

It 1s vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. .

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

SRR Di: Ministerial Correspondence; 4

Detaited guidance on handling TO Comrespondence can be found on the Defence Iniranet at hitp:/imain.defence.imod.ukimin_parl/PariBrch/ TOGuid fitm

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Q.

SNVIRTOR 1% I

Revised January 2006
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Fom:
Sent; 08 May 2006 18:58

To: public @ ministers.mod.uk
Subject: ufos are intelligently driven craft and are not man-made

Dear Minister

It is a fallacy for the government to assume that these vehicles aren't piloted by intelligences. These photos
were taken by me and my husband. On both ogcasjons, the crafts were invisible. The reason that I knew
where they were as I sensed them and was di d where to point the camera. Natural phenomenon is
incapable of that sort of communication. The one over the church tower was taken in the middle of the
afterncon over St Saviours Church, Magdalene Street Norwich and there were plenty of people who could
have seen it had it wanted to do so.

The second one was taken over my flat. The pink shield like object at the bottom. I sensed the craft was like
a living organism, but intelligences were inside of it, (biomechanical).

1 have had experiences with these craft and their occupants from the age of four. I remember seeing the
greys, and having thought I imagined them by the bed. It wasn't until I woke up the next morning with a
small pin hole in my navel and it leaking that I knew something happened. 1 was married to a man in the
military at the time and I had to military officers, who were doctors questioning me at length demanding to
know who done the surgical procedure on me. As far as, I am concerned, I just lost a little bit of dna with
that encounter. No real harm done and no long term psychological damage. I was much more distressed by
the military doctors abrupt questioning than the incident itself.

I have always come back intact. However, I have developed a sixth sense, as it were, or they somehow
communicate to me where to point the camera. Two days before the photograph of the craft over the
church, I had had a dream inferrupted where a tall, white being communicated to me,

There is no hostility associated with their presence in our atmosphere. Then again, we did invite them with
the Voyager craft in the 70's.

However, I don't like my Intelligence being insulted by telling me that these beings do not exist and they are
not visiting. We send craft out there; is mankind's ego so big that it can't handie visitors taking an interest in
our planet.

Earth is a beautiful planet and is a living organism in itself. It is a contrast to see the beauty marred by
violence, bloodshed, hunger, rape, etc, etc. The bombs used in warfare are as detrimental to the
environment, as the carbons emitted by cars. By warring with each other, we are not only destroying
ourselves, but our planet. Global Warming can't solely be blamed on pollutants, cars, and toxins. Weapons of
war contribute to the planet's health,

Besides, if we have any hope of reaching the furtherest planets and meeting our neighbours outside of our
solar system, then we need to take into account that if we are to achieve that goal that we must unite in
peace and find a common goal.

They are visiting us without interference, or hostility. Would we be so peaceful, or we would just go at take
whatever we want from another civilisation and strip it of it's minerals and destroy it's people and it's
environment like we are doing to our own.

thank you for taking the time to read this.

My full address is at the bottom of this email.

09/05/2006

V


The National Archives
UFO experiences
Letter to MoD from a woman in Norwich describing her experiences with UFOs and their occupants since the age of 4
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pear (NN

I am writing in response lo your e-mail of 23 March concerning lights seen near your home
over the past three years. Your message has been passed to this department as we are the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about Unidentified Flying
Objects. | apologise for the delay in responding.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or
role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise
of extraterrestrial life-forms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date we know of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 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 Kingdomn
from an external source, and to date no 'UFQ' report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that
rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them,
but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We
could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific
defence remit.

I can assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved
by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a centinuous
real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be
handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate,
involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports
provided to us of ‘'UFQ’ sightings are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and
others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach
of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a
handful of reports in recent years have warranted further investigation and none revealed any
evidence of a threat.

With regard to your comments concerning the presents of low flying military helicopters in the
vicinity shortly after you saw an orange light, | should inform you that low flying training takes
place throughout the UK and is not connected to UFO sightings. One of the main roles of
military helicopters is to provide close support to ground forces. In the event of conflict
helicopters would have to fly at very low levels to reinforce troops in the field undetected by
highly developed radar systems. Low ievel training for helicopters generally takes place at
heights below 500 feet down to ground level. Helicopters are vulnerabie to ground fire and
one of the vital skills which must be acquired by the pilots is flying as closely as possible to
the nap of the earth so that the aircraft is shielded and camouflaged by the features of the
terrain. This is a perishable skill that needs to be practiced regularly. This type of training is
therefore spread as thinly as possibie throughout the UK s0 as not to concentrate activity over
one are and to keep disturbance to the public to a minimum. 1am sorry if this training has
caused disturbance to you.

Yours sincerely,

T
Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information
5th Floor, Zone H,
Main Building
Whitehati!
LONDON
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS LR G TORefNo 2 L 1> /2006

CC. ? . .
Date 7 — >~ ¢ &

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AFyMin(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 cotrespondence 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.

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information — even if it is only a request
for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see
htip://aitportal/defauit.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by
DG Info.

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence.

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

— Ministerial Correspondence; €: —

Detaited guidance on handling TO Comespundence can be found on the Defence Intranct at htep:simin defenee.mod whimin_parl/PartBreh: TOGud hin
If you do not have access to the Intranel, piease inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

" Delete as appropriate.
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From:

Sent: 23 March 2006 08:24

To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: Disturbing Lights and Craft

1]

UFO's and Aliens

(28).jpg {1 M... . ) o , .
Please take notice of this message as it is wvery sericus ana 1 feel has
very much importance.

Dear MOD

I have witnessed some strang;:}nd disturbing aircraft in the vicinity of my home in
the past three years. I have’ seen strange triangular craft, strange fleets of small
lights and light balls and most recently a strange orange object that seemed Lo appear
behind me out of nowhere. I am concerned that these are not aircraft owned by the RAF
and would like to know what they are. Do you own Triangle craft that make no noige of
an engine? I would like to know because as a British citizen I have a right to know. I
know that you know there are strange things in the skles as when I sighted the orange
light shortly after the military was here as I saw two low flying helicopters pass
over at a very very low altitude you would think the helicopters were landing in my
back garden with the sound made. As the MOD you should tell us what is going on
outaide our very own homes. If you wish to contact me further te discuss this issue
please do. I have encolosed one of my pictures of a light ball craft i have witnessed

i think you will agree how amazing the picture is.

Regards,



The National Archives
Lights over Glasgow
Still from video showing lights in the sky over Glasgow in 2007





REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT]

From: GGG

Direciorate of Alr 8iafi - Freedom of Information
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

50 Ficor, Zone H, Msin Building, Whitzhall, London SWiA 2HB

Teiephona (Direct cliaf)
(Switchboard) 020 7218 B00C
{Fax)

a-mail das-uic-office @ mod . 0k

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date

28" September 2006

Dear W

I am writing in response to your letter concerning lights that you have seen over Glasgow. I
apologise for the delay in replying,

The MOD examines any reports such as yours 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 source, we do not attempt
to identify the precise nature of each reported si ghting. We could not justify expenditure of public
funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit

I have viewed your video and am content that it contains nothing of defence concern but it has
been placed on file.

Yours sincerely,
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ear
v@p?“

I am writing with reference to your e.mail dated 2 September 2008, for which you sent to our
ufo-das-office e.mail address.

With regard to the UFO photographs, thank you, but as mentionad in previous
correspendence, we do not attempt to identify pictures of UFOs, and do not investigate into
sighting reports that we receive. However, | did take a look at the photographs, but could not
make out as to what the images could be. As stated before, some sightings could be put
down to natural phenomena.

Finally, you mentioned that you had not had a reply from your previous FOI request dated 23
August. This office has 20 days in which to complete requests and sometimes questions
require investigation, so c¢an take longer. You will receive a reply in due course.

Hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of information 1
5" Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office @mod. uk

Ha\de
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From:

Seni: 02 September 2006 18:52
To: DAS-UFQ-Ofifice
Subject: Fwd: Ufo photo's

These were forwarded to me by an associate of mine. These pictures were taken over Heathrow Airport
last Halloween, it lasted for a few hours. Would it be possible for you to have a lock and tell me what you
think of them? P.S. have still had no reply to my last FOI request?

Kind Regards _

04/09/2006
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From: (Y

Sent: 26 August 2006 01:09

o

Subject: Uto photo's

Hey < its ‘' @@ here ufo hunter lets see if | can send these pics to you ok, let me know if they come out ok and indeed what
you think about the images, cheers (see how it changes shape from pic te pic)

04/09/2006



Page 2 ot'4

04/09/2006



Page 3 of 4

04/09/2006



Page 4 of 4

04/09/2006



v . - W/D.?’ibﬁ:?—l%.?ﬁ- S8
ExX - L pve >

From:

Sent: 24 July 2007 12:13 ‘

To: !%%!!é!!gE!II

Subject: : M OF INFORMATION REQUEST 18-07-2007-111138-006

Many thanks for your prompt response.

I am indeed interested in the alleged UFQ photographs for 2006.

I would be grateful if you were able to send copies of them to me - along with any
related reports or correspondence if possible.

Many thanks

i reporter (news
Edinburgh

Subject: FREEDCM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 18-07-2007-111138-006

Thank you for Freedom of Information request of 17 July 2007
requesting copies of photographs or videos purporting to be of Unidentified Aerial
Phenomena or Unidentified Flying Cbjects held by the MeoD for the period 1980-2007.
Additionally, vou asked for copies of any related reports or correspondence. It has
been passed to this branch to answer as we are the lead branch on UF0O matters.

If they are retained, (and they are often returned to owners) copies of UFO
photographs etc are stored on our normal paper files, together with any sighting
reports or correspondence, in the date order in which they are received. To comply
with your request would reguire a manual search of those records, the cost of which
would exceed the permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of
Information Act and, as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is
not obliged to comply with the reguest. However, if you restricted your request to
one or two specific vears, we may be in a position to help. We have recently answered
a request for copies of alleged UFO photographs for 2006. If you are interested,
please e-mail a response and I will send you copies.

Additionally, as I mentioned in my response to your request 18-07-2007-110343-004, our
files for the period 1967-1984 have been transferred to the National Archive and it is
quite likely they contain alleged UFQO/UAP photographs.

If vou are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If
informal resclution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then wvou may apply
for an independent internal review by contacting the Director of Information
Expleoitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SWl1lA 2HB {(e-mail Info-
XDeEmad.uk). Please note that any regquest for an internal review must be made within
40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resclution has come
to an end.



Imaremain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Ir tion Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of
information Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate
the case until the internal review process has been completed. Further details of the
role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's
website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk
<http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/> ."

I am sorry I could not be of more assistance.

DAS-FOI
MoD Main Building
London

SW1A 2HB

M Registered in Scotland no. SC015382 Registered Office:
lace, Edinburgh, EH3 7EG

Opinions expressed in this email are those of the writer and not the company. E-mail
traffic is monitored within Johnston Press and messages may be viewed. This e-mail
and any files with it are solely for the use of the addressee(s). If you are not the
intended recipient, you have received this e-mail in error. Please delete it or
return it to the sender or notify us by email at postmaster@ipress.co.uk
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From: ESSTII

Sent: 25 July 2007 14:58

Subject: Release-authorised: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST FROM JOURNALIST

As a courtesy, | wish to inform you that | have received a Freedom of Information request from
a journalist for copies of photographs of alleged UFOs for the period 2006, together with any associated
correspondence.

As you will recall, in June 20086, you wrote to the MoD enclosing a number of photographs and cuttings from
local newspapers. Your letter outlined a UFO experience you had in 1960.

Under the terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, | am obliged to release copies of the photographs
and correspondence. The photographs are marked as being copyrighted by yourself and the journalist will be
informed of this in any response | send him. It is normal practice for the MoD to withhold the names and
personal details of people that correspond with us. However, in view of your position as
MIUFOG, | should be grateful if you would confirm that you wish your name to ,or

wish it to be released. Additionally, if you would actually like to contact the journalist, whilst | am
unable to give you his name for the same reasons of privacy that protect you, | am prepared to pass on your
contact details to him.

We also hold a number of local newspaper clippings that you sent us which also show alleged UFOs together
with your name and photograph. | should be grateful if you would inform me whether you are content for these -
to also be passed to the journalist.

{ should emphasise that the MoD will withhold your personal details unless you specifically tell us otherwise.
This decision is entirely yours and you should not feel in anyway pressurised one way or the other.

It would be helpful if you could make any response by e-mail.

Yours sincerely

05-H{EEn
Whitehall

London
SW1A 2HB

25/07/2007



From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
Your Reference:
Our Reference:
Wrexham 01-08-2007-105617-010
North Wales Date:
6 August 2007

Desc SRR

I am writing concerning your Freedom of Information request asking for any UFO reports and
information relating to North Wales over the last ten years. Your request has been passed to this
Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating
to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external 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 request for UFO reports/information relating to North East Wales in the last
ten years, I have checked my records so far for 2007 and there have been no sighting reports for
North East Wales and in particular — Wrexham. As to the last ten years, the Ministry of Defence
Freedom of Information website has a database which contains this information you require. This
can be accessed via the intemet at:

http://www.mod.uk/Defencelnternet/FreedomOfInformation/PublicationScheme, by searching
under ‘UFO’ reports.

Turning to your general request, to sighting reports in living memory from North East Wales, I
should inform you that MOD records are not held electronically, but are filed on paper files in the
order in which they are received and we currently hold records spanning a 25 year period. They
are not segregated by geographical area. To identify records specifically from North East Wales
and Wrexham, a manual search would be required, and the costs to do this would exceed the



ermitted £600 cost limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act, and as
provided by Section 12 of the Act, therefore, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply
with your request.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of
information about UFOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely
destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when they were generally preserved for The National Archives.
A few have survived before 1967 and these together with records up to 1984 are now available for
public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew,
Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a website giving
information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet
at: http://www .nationalarchives.gov.uk.

I hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any
aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an
internal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach
informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may wish to take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please
note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the internal process
has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can
be found on the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely




From: Section 40

Sent: 01 August 2007 11:41

To: W

Subject: : itten request PS 01-08-2007-105617-01C

Categories: FOI Information Request

New one

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

esk

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 01 August 2007 09:32

To: Info-Access-0ffice

subject: FOI written request PS 01—03—2007-105617—010E

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Wednesday, August 1,
2007 at 09:31:40

txttitle:
txtfirstname
txtlastname:

txtoccupation: Reporter

txtaddressl:
txtaddress2:

txttowneity: Wrexham

txtstatecountry: Wrexham

txtzipcodepostcode: _

txtcountry: UK

txtinforequest: I would like any UFO reports/information relating to North East Wales,
in particular the Wrexham area, over the past 10 vears or so and any with more than
one or two 'sightings' in living memory.




Page 1 otl 2

" PP
f"’{@"“!‘i’i‘,

Y ‘Itf\‘g
oo V.

From: ESINEOI

Sent: 06 August 2007 11:37

To: ?

Subject: Release-Authorised: FOI Request - 01-08-2007-1 05203-009

eer ETSTRNER

| am writing concerning your Freedom of Information request asking for the number and details of sightings
that have been made from Hampstead Heath/Parliament Hill, Primrose Hill, and Alexandra Palace/Alexandra
Park.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence (MOD) examines any reports of ‘unidentified
fiying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what might have some defence significance; namely,
whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace might have been compromised by hostile
or unauthotised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an
external source, and to date no ‘UFO’ 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 request, for UFO sighting reports from Hampstead Heath/Parliament Hill, Primrose Hill
and Alexandra Palace, in the last few decades, | have checked my records for so far in 2007, and have found
no sighting reports for these areas. As to the last few decades, | should inform you that MOD records are not
held electronically, but are filed on paper files in the order in which they are received and we currently hold
records spanning a 25 year period. They are not segregated by geographical area. To identify records
specifically for the information from that areas that you require, would require a manual search and the costs
to do this would exceed the permitted £600 cost limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act,
and as provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to comply with your request.
However, the Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information website has a database which contains UFO
sighting reports for the last 9 years, and this can be accessed via the internet at:
http://www.mod.uk/Defencelntemnet/FreedomOfinformation/PublicationScheme, by searching under ‘UFQ’
reports.

Finally, you may also wish to be aware that the MOD has already released a great deal of information about
UFQOs which is available for public viewing. MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1967 when
they were generally preserved for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these together
with records up to 1984 are now available for public viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at
Ruskin Avenue, Richmond, Kew, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also
have a website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on
the internet at: hitp://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.

| hope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the
handliing of this request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not possible
and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by contacting the Director
of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB (e-mail InfoXD @ mod,uk).
Please note that any request for an interal review must be made within 40 working days of the date on which
the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.

If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the Information
Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the
Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal review process has been completed.
Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

06/08/2007



From: Section 40 |

Sent: D1 August 2007 11:53

To:

Subject: m request PS 01-08-2007-105203-009
Categories: " FOI Information Request

Can I interest you with this FOI request?

Regards

!!! !e!p!esk

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

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 01 August 2007 10:21

To: Info-Access-Office

Subject: FOI written reguest PS 01-08-2007-105203-009 E

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Wednesday, August 1,
2007 at 10:20:56

exceicre: NI 40

txtfirstname

txtlastname:

txtoccupation: Journalist

txtorganisation: _

txtaddress2: Hampstead
txttowneity: London

txtstatecountry: London

txtzipcodepostcode: -@

txtcountry: UK

txttelephone: !

txtinforequest: I understand the MoD is opening up its files on UFO sightings over the
past few decades. I would like to know how many sightings have been made from
Hampstead Heath / Parliament Hill and from Primrose Hill in north London. Details on
what was reportedly seen would also be useful. In addition, similar information about
sightings made from Alexandra Palace / Alexandra Park.

1
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Floor, Zone H
Main Building
Whitehalt
London
SW1A 2HB

E.mail - das-ufo-office @mod.uk

06/08/2007
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