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1259 ' Unidentified
publi~ Finally, T should like to thank

our weotdships for your kind attention,
and I beg to move for Papers.

7.29 p.m.

Lord TREFGARNE: My Lords, 1 am
pound to say that I face making this
speech with some tre g";"dati«an 1 had
wondered whether we could justify the
holding of what is in effect a qu d =bate

on this matter; but having seen the
audlcr"c we have tonight, and indesd

having heard the speech of the noble Earl,
Lord Clancarty, I can sce that that sort
of thought would not go down too well.
1 may well be shouted down before I finish
anyway, but let us ses if we can avoid that
right at the start,

The noble
support &

Earl asked usin his Motion (o
proposal particolarly for an

intra-governmental study—-1 suppose he
means, as indesd he has described,

netwesen  Governmenis. No  doubt he
would wish to see the co-operation of the
United States. Bui { should not want to
support that kind of proposal. 1 do not
think the time has vet come when we can
view this matter with sufficient certa inty

to  justify the expenditure of {fxubhc
money on it

{ certainly agree that the numerous
voluntary bodies, including those with
which the noble Barl is associated, ought
to be encouraged, and indead 1 should not
be opposed to informal links between
those bodies—or, at least the responsible

ones—and others, such as the Mins
of Defence. But i

in the midst of all
myself a i

believer

I believe they are, as objects or vehicles
from another “mmk or from another
universe,

1 have some 2,500 hours as a pilol

I bave flown across the Atlantic a fow
times as a pilot. Bui, unlike with the
aircraft reported by the noble Earl, 1
have never seen one, I presume—indesd,
I believe—that & good many of th%

sightings c.a.p. ‘r: explained by logica
seientific th ?id E a"ﬁ, so far at k’:ast,
chmmccd ‘rmt those that cannot so far

gd could be, i our knowled
or 'x we had more

be 80 sxplates

were more advanced
information abOUT*hL‘ ohtings mqumm,
It is these unexplained ighm pon
which ufoio:istc m} 50 TJSAVL} in ‘w\mo
us to accept their theorles, Butl believe,
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as 1 sdy, that these unexplained sighting.
could be—and, indeed, would be-—ox-
plained, if we had more knowle edge about
them; for example, better ph@togmphb
How many k,@r phot@granm of UFOs
have your Lordships seen? All 1 have seen
are na‘:y, fudgy photographs which could,
or could not, be genuine.

Ufologists often rely upon radar infor-
mation for evidence in their case, but |
must tell your Lordships that radar plays
more fricks even than the camera, and 1

do not believe that radar information, in
this context, is valid. For example, the

D:E sightings in New thmu, which
imf rxpzmad just before Christmas,
indudm? some rather st"'mgs,—.eukuw
pi'xotog which appeared on te Emlslon,
were also said fo have bzen confirmed by
radar formation which was auié: hie
to the aircraft in gquestion. But [ know
from my own z;)xpu'iencc that radar s
frequent l} used, and, indeed, 15 5o designed,
for us*u.mm anomalies in mmos,;imm
copditions and in weather patterns, and
{ am not persuaded that radar is a valid
supporting argument in this case.

Fec

Were

338

Since tme immemorial,

ibed those phenomena that é oa.:id 1
explain to some supernatural or ext
terrestrial agents.  Eventually, as scienti
wisdom has advanced, these phenomena
are understood more fully,

2l

today, no one takes witchoraft us

cm‘i there are no faires ni the hottom
of my garden. It s not so long ago that
magnetism, ad it oceurs naturally in the
form of | wea;onc was thought to be the
work of the Devil, as indeed were some of
the hot springs found in Ieceland, Anstralia

and a‘:i&awharu.

An eclipse of the mm or the moon,
now fully understond, was once thought
w0 be:: an expression ni the »”alm;a,h.ys
sure, Perhaps this devives from
"description in the Gospels of the events
following the Crucifixion. [ recall the
44th and 45th verses of the 23rd chapler
of St Lhkfza Gospel, and 1 shall }‘m.lﬁ

there
rzth

And z* was about the sixth Imm, ang
was o darkness over allYhe earth until the
hour,

Axd the sun was darkened, a and the veil of the
tomple was rerd in the midst 7,

St Matihew described it rather weli also

A‘m beh mA, the veil of the temple was reat
in twain from the top to m bottom; and the
d quake, and the rocks rent ”.
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0" one would now seriously doubt that

those happenings were, in fact, an eclipse

of the sun and an earthguake respectively.

would not deny that there may have been
divine intervention in respect of the timing
of those events, but certainly T would say
that they were caused by terrestrial forces
which we now fully understand.

Without wishing to pre-empt anything
that the right reverend Prelate the Bishop

of Nerwich may say, perhaps I may |

pose the question as to whether the exis-
tence of another race or races outside our
universe is compatible with our Christian
principles. 1 sneak only as a simple
member of the Christian faith, but 1
think 1 believe that He loves us and us
glonz. 1 am not aware that there is any
supggestion in the words of Christ or in
the words of the Almighty, as recorded
that we must share his goodness with
peopie from another universe, There i
no suggesiion that there is, indead, any
other such people. 1 acknowledge, how-
ever, that, for example, the works of
Darwin were once thought incompatible
with the Christian faith, and so perhaps
my view of the credibility of these things,
from a Christian point of view, is open to
correction,  Perhaps ths right reversnd
Prefate will be able to help us when he
comes to speak.

I emphasise that I do not for 2 moment
doubt the sincerity and conviction of those
who believe in these objects, who believe
that they are visitors from another universe
or, at least, some supernatural force
beyond our reason. 1 simply do not
happen to agree with them. 1 certainty do
not agree with the learmed professor,
speaking on the radic the other morning,
who said: “ Anyone who bhelieves in
UFOsisaloony 7. Butasfor the sugges-
tion that an international study group
should be set up, T do not think that |
could countenance that as a serious
proposal at this time. I emphasiss,
however, that I would be happy to
encourage informal links between, for
example, the RAF and the very worthy
groups who believe differently from the
way [ do,

Before I sit down, T should just like to
say how much T am looking forward to
the maiden speech of my noble friend
Lord Oxfuird, who is to speak later in
the debate, His pame has, of course,

fLORDS 3

i

P 738 pom.

" which are completely

Fying Gbjects

appeared on the Order Paper "wefor
today, and I hope that it appears on th
list of speakers a good many times in the
future. The noble Barl, Lord Clancarty
has done us a service by bringing this
matter forward, but I would Counge] -
cantion and care.

The Harl of KIMBERLEY: My Lords
as the noble Lord, Lord Trefgarne, has
said, the majority of noble Lords in this
Chamber will be greatly indebted to the
noble Earl, Lord Clancarty, for raising
this fascinating and controversial subject
this evening. Before I begin, perhaps |
should say that T have an interest in t,
because T am a director of a company
which is to make an identified flying
object—a thermo skyship, which is saucer -
shaped. 1 shall not get that muddied up,
But in spite of sceptics, such as the noble
Lord, Lord Wige, the other day in g
newspaper, and Sir Bernard Lovell from
Jodrell Bank, who says that UFDOs do
not exist, we must agreg that they do,
because otherwise there would be no
unidentified flving objects. Furthermore,
we should not have threughout the world
radio telescopes listening to try to pick up
stgnals from 1telligences in outer space.

As the noble Earl, Lord Clancarty,
satd, UFOs are not products of the 20th
century imagination. They bhave beer
observed here for years—by the North
American  Indians, by the monks o
Byland Abbey in 1250, who were terrified
by the appearance of a huge silver dise
Right through history up fo tfoday,
miliions of people have seen UFOs, and
I will go so far as to siy that | am the
first to admit that the very laree majority
of them can be explaingd as patural.or
man-made phenomenas
lite  débris, weather?
flares, et cetera.  Bupth

It has bheen reported
States and the USSR sip
1971 to swop UFQ information, hut
pact stated that they were to keep the
rest of the world in the dark. 1 believe
that the pact was signed so that neifh
super-Power would make mig abo
UFOs being atomic missile
to understand that qu ;
United  States balloondsis who crosse
the Atlantic were followed: for up to 1
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1.  Lord Bishop of Norwich.j
which can cause serious distress to them
and to their personal life. That is my
anxiety. I may be wrong, but T put it
forward with some

care, having Lho ught
about it and studied it a

[LORE

good dw“
Therefors, my third m}:'mymanm 1 am
sorry to be negative bui it is important to
share both the light and the dark sides
—ig the danger of the religious aspect of
the UFQ situation leading to the obscuring
of basic Christian truths. When all s
said and done, Christ himselfl is the agent
of God in the creation of the world. 1
quote from Colossians;

* C}‘mt L: ‘hg image of the invisible
ion: forn C

e

and on earth,

0(3 the

3%

through Pﬂm and wr mm

This iascznatmg
which is perhaps one
of Christological  te §
Christ being before all things: © by him
all things consist”, as the Authorised
Version put it. All things held together
He is h{: great u*niyir holding-t f)szeihc,r
principle of God’s universe.

chapter in C elossians,
of the highest ?wais
hing, f}eai{ﬁ of

I say this in this debate recognising the
danger of, as it were, pre caching a sermon,
However, I do not think that 1s *‘fuc in this

case becauss the very mb;ccf we are
dwating is helping to widen our hortizons
—and the 1";0’0}- Viscount, Lord Oxfuird,

stressed this point o' looking far out in
hxs maiden speech. [ believe that Christ
has not only & terrestial, not only a cosmic
-_szgn,fuana but literally a galactic signi-
ficance, 1 believe that 'H‘a is God’s vice-
regent concerning His great creative
woﬂd, It is bood that our minds and
eyes should be stretched further out
becauu 1 do not believe that at any point
of the universe we get beyond the hand
of God. Ti,crafore,. it helps us to under-
stand the majesty of the Godhead when
we begin to siretch cur minds to reach oot
to the far corners of creation.

Lord TREFGARNE: My Lords, will
the right reverend Prelate “allow me to
intervene? Is he actually offering eccle-
siastical aurhorlty for the existence of
another race of people in another uni-
verse? Is he saying that the existence of
UFOs, togetber with their inhabitants
such as are so often described to-us, is
compatible with Christian faith?

05 Flying Ghjscts 1272

'.‘bu Lovd BISHOP of \"Ii{‘fvlw
My Lords, { thank the noble ,.,ord, Lord
Tregfarns, for his interjection because it
shows that he must have besii listening
:;miuiim becanse the next mmg on my

otes is, * Say »mue*hxm about Lord
'irﬂfgamm remarks’ Hnwevcr, there
are about 20 seconds 1o go before I get
to the noble Lord. Perhaps in the mean-
tine hb can have a glass of water from
Lord Davies of ‘{ gek, or something, but §
am almost with the noble Lord. 1 am glad
for that intericction because I obvicusly
Was f:xcﬂ getting right what { was trying to
say { helieve that all the far corners of
mu "“mt ve world, right cut further than
we can ever see or even know by radio, are
within the plan of the Creator. I believe
they are within the raajestic purposes of
I bhalieve that Christ, as Creator
under the Godhead, is Ca,mcsmd with it

Now may I come to the nobls Lord’s
mrtmmar guestion a few minutes ago.
His guestion went cnmethmg like this:
“ Do we believe in the existence of anocther
race? Ts it possible that there is another
race further afield?” T must say that 1 do
not know. I believe there is a place for.
reverant Christian u.gtm\mmm concerning
what is not revealed to us in scripture and
by our Lord. Having said that, I believe
that God may bave other plans for other
worlds, but I believe that God’s plan for
this world is Jesus. That at least is how !
view the guestion, The emphasis in
f;"ripmrc is most interesting on the fact
that there never seems a point beyond
the revelation of scripture where there is
not God.

I quote, if T may follow Lord Tre fgarnsg
once more before ﬁmshmg what T had to
say, from the most majectic opening letter
to the Hebrews. .

“ In these last days, God bas spoken 0 us b}

his Son, whom he hath vpnu“ heir of all
things, by whom also he made the worlds,  He
I'tflu. ts the glory of God. e bears the stamp of
s natur\., upholding the universe by his word
of power’
My pfxmf is that the dangu of g:,tlms the
UFO thing linked with the religious tmnb'
is that it Qbsuur% the fact that Chmt is *}w
image of the invisible God, and { that all
God’s purposes and plans for humanity
are in dnd through }us Son, our Lord.

This 15 not aarved

This is not popular.
chmy of ppoglu

by dozens of people.
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e Earl of Cork and Orrery.]
of (. If this represents all that the
Conservative Party can produce in the
way of thinking on what is undoubiedly
a serious subject, whatever your opinion
about it may be, % 1 this 18 deple ra‘t;ie.

ble Lord really thi }‘(\ that
rious interest or belief taken
1 witcheraft, perhaps he does
right new Spd”\ﬁi‘", but [ can
hat this is far from true, He
tever m unidentified i’yimf
) lever in VP(\"
{ do not iamw« how you can 1
’ You can take i'
"z s a 1“‘ip ahead,
’{mg 3 'x
awt is s

Unidentified

: KPace, and jy(‘r-
can say mu G0 n ':if*.'w in that, But
I do not know what i implies to say that
you do not in wn unidentified

You do not believe in the
do not believe W i ~1y ing?

Aving object,
object? You

You do not believe it iz unidentified?
There are things that are unidentified,

Perhaps we are not trving. I do not think
it is reasonable to say that they do not
exist.  Nobody, except my noble friend
Lord Hewlett, has seriously contended
that they do not exist. The guestion is,
what are they?

Lord TREF
nohis friend h
my Lords, hee

:‘J O

i me to mzf:wenv
been very caustic
about what | I do not deny
the gxistence ¢ umdennf ied flying obiects.
[ simply say tha{ maost of them are iden-
tifiable, that some are not objects at all
but simply a trick of the i%ght or & meteo-
rofogical pheronemon—-1 think that is so
i many cases—and that [ agree one
cannot deny the ,\!;7.?1“.,6 of unidentified
flying objects. It is simply a question of

($FSRR
f had
"

frow we identify them.
The Earl of CORK and QORRERY:

My Lords, | take my noble friend’s point.
I am anxious not to misquote him, but he

also said that ufologists——it 15 difficult
not to use that word—-referred to un-
explained  sightings which  would  be

explained if only we had better evidence;
that was the gist of one part of my noble
friend’s argument. In other words, if we
had better evidence we should be able io
explain those sightings. That is the sole
point on which the noble Earl initiated

[LORDS ]

Flying Objecis 1304

 this debate. That is what he is asking . ¢

he wishes wiﬁmse to be collected,
coilated, examined, evaluated and reported

on as to what these things are, and it is
notable that he himself did not sav what
he thought they were. Other noble Lords
have spoken as though he had said they
were fairies or § do not know what, when
in fact he said po such thing, I believe he
is a leading authority on these matters—
certainly he has studied them more closely
than anyone else of whom I have heard-—
he must have exercised very great
restraind in this matter, and he is to be
congratulated on that as well as on
itiating the whole debate.

an

ostor-—1 still have

once had an ance
ki in a sense, in that he is stil my
ancest thougl is  degd-—called
Rober de wh ded a society
call Loval Saciety. | feel that it he
retu the rooms of that enor-
1 izious sn{:uty now .ﬂd found

& et b 3

t 3 ome; a '“mm Of the mast
hle and totally non-sceptical nature,
[ he did write a book called 7The
o Chemist.

ey

ical
1
i

Farl has done a service by
f@ our very eves the
opher who knows precisely
clence md makes no efiort
to go beyond them. Nor does he point the
finger of scorn at anyone else.  He must
know, as others knqm, that it is impossible
to prove anvthing by neggative evidence,
If vou wish to prove that something is not
so vou can do it only m logic—by proving
the ence of something that is so that
makes that first premise impossible.  Thus.
vou cannot prove that any particular type
of flying object does not exist, and with
respect to my noble friend, the fact that
the Jodrell Bank telescope has not segn
something not only docs not prove, but
is not even particularly good evidence,
that it was not there. [ am prepared 10
accept, If told, that the Jodrell Bank
tzlescope has been operating on a fre-
quency suited to the observation of
UFOs of one kind or another for the
last 30 vears, but, until [ am told that, 1
shall be sceptical in that matter,

‘an“ nnhh,
% }”ﬁ‘*
ientist mfm
%.i's‘: limits of s

Lord HEWLETT: Llet me be quite
clear about. this, my Lords. 1 did not
say other than that Jodrell Bank bad made



LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)/12/4

2 Jul 85

APS/US of S(AF)

UFOs: LORD HILL~NORTON

In the light of Lord Hill-Nortonts

response to US of S(AF)'s letter of 19 June vou

may consider it prudent w@ave the attached
additional note on UFOs for the Second Day of
the House of Lords Defence Debate.




UFOs: RAF WOODBRIDGE INCIDENT - 27 DEC 80

Our concern, naturally, is the defence of the UK and more
specifically any possibility df infringements of UK airspace, In
this particular incident the report, received 2 weeks after the
event, was carefully examined and as I have previously said, it was

concluded that there was no Defence interest.

[Indeed the high visibility of the phenomenon reported - multi-
coloured bright lights - is totally inconsistent with a covert entry

into the UK, ]

I can assure Noble Lords that sightings of unidentified
objects are not a matter [the Ministry of Defenceliwe] take lightly.
I am however confident that the Jjudgement of the time was correct.

Nothing since casts doubt on that assessment.

That is not to say, however, that Colonel Halt and the other
personnel mentioned in the report were suffering from hallucinations.
Speaking personally, I can accept that pecple do from time to time
see things in the sky which they find difficult to explain. I am
sure your Lordships will agree that in many oaseé normal explanations
come to light, such as falling meteorites or satellite debris,
unusual cloud formations or aircraft lights. The press has carried
the results of a good deal of investigative journaiiém which turned
up rational and down-to-earth explanations for what was seen. What
the true explanation is, I do not know; MOD does
not attempt to investigate reports to the point at which a positive

tmble lordo
identification can be made. I can assure/f y however, that there is
no evidence of anything having intruded into British airspacg.and

"landing' near RAF Woodbridge.



The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
Briefing on the Rendlesham Forest incident for the House of Lords.
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UFO's

Hoble Lords may recall that this subject was discussed in detail |\ / ahoy F

during a debate in this House on 18 January 1979. I have seen

nothing, sincé that time, to alter my views,

We have Lo recognise that there are many strange things to be seen in
the sky, bubt we believe there are adegquate explanations for them.
They may be satellite debris re-entering the eazrth atmosphere, ball
lightning, unusual cloud formations, mebteoroclogical balloons,

aircraft lights, asircraft at unusual angles or many other things.

The sole interest of HMG in reported sightings of UF0Os is to
establish whether they have any bearing on the defence of the

sountry.

There 1s no organisation in the MOD appointed solely for the purpose
of studying reports of UFOs, and no staffl are employed on the subject
full time. Reports are referred to the staff in the Department who
are responsible for the alr defence of the United Kingdom, and they

gexaming them as part of their normal dubies.

ble defence

e

Since cur intersst in UFOs is limited to poss
implicstions we have not carried out & study into the secientific

gignificance of these phenomena.

RAF Woodbridge incident 27 Dec 80. We have nothing to add to what

has aslready been said. We were satisfied, at the time, thet Lhere
was no Defence significance to the report and we have seen nothing to

alter this view.

2
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ‘
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Te!ephone‘ ...... (Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/OH 0074/95 /€ January 1995

/ 2

L a -

Thank you for your letter of 4 Janua : i £l
enclosing one from vour constituent,
about alleged alien abductions.

I should first like to correct the misconceptions on which the
Press article which encloses are based.

First, the Ministry of Defence has not agreed to formal
discussions with had expressed a wish to
meet staff to discuss information he had with respect to "UFO"
sightings, but he was advised that whilst a meeting would not
be appropriate he could if he wished drop any information he
had in connection with "UFO" sightings at the foyer of the MOD
Main Building, whereupon it would be staffed in the normal way.

Secondly, no discussions with respect to alien abductions have
lace between my officials and either_ or _!I:I >
he author of The People article. The subject of

alleged alien abductions falls outside this Department's
responsibilities. I should perhaps at this point explain that
the Ministry of Defence has only a limited interest and role
with respect to reports of unexplained aerial phenomena. We
look at such reports purely in the context of our
responsibilities for ensuring that the integrity of the United
Kingdom's air defences is maintained. Our only concern is to
establish whether any evidence exists which would indicate the
presence of a physical threat to our air defences. If we are
satisfied that there is no such evidence we make no further
attempt to investigate or establish the precise nature of the
sighting/phenomena. In pursuing this Department's
responsibility in this respect, we are not aware of any
evidence which would substantiate the existence of lifeforms or
craft of extraterrestrial origin.

Sir Ralph Howell MP

Recycled Paper



In conclusion, I should like to reiterate that there has been
no agreement to a formal meeting between my officials and /

and that my officials have received no information or
'evidence' from with respect to 'Rebecca', or alien

abduction generally.

LORD HENLEY

Y
&)

Recycled Papasr



LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/12/4
I Jan 95

APS/US of S

D/USofS/0H/0074/95; SIR RALPH HOWELL, MP - UFOs/ALIEN
ABDUCTIONS

1. The background to the newspaper article in question, and
its references to the MOD, is important and is therefore set

out below.

2. My staff were contacted by_ in early
November. He requested a meeting 1n the New Year - when it was
his intention to make a trip to London - to discuss some
information he had with respect to various "UFO" sightings. He
was advised that it would not be appropriate for such a meeting
to take place, but that if he wanted to call in at the Main
Building Foyer he could hand in any evidence he wished us to
look over, is would be taken away and staffed in the
normal way.Wfollowed up his telephone call with a
letter in which he expressed the hope that early in the New
Year he could make an appointment to discuss his findings of
reported objects near military bases.

staff heard nothing further until we received a call

of The People, asking if there was any truth
agreed to hold formal discussions with_

e subject of "UFOs". My staff explained the
ﬁand this was reaffirmed, I understand, in
ad with the Press Office. Whilst speaking

made no reference to the alien abduction
story.

n th
situation to
a conversation he
to my staff
aspects of

4. In the light of the fact that FECHSMGENN appeared to be
touting his story to the Press, we wrote to him expressing our
surprise that he had chosen to represent his discussion with my
staff as agreement to hold formal talks when this was clearly

not the case.

5. The story subsequently appeared concentrating solely on
alie uction claims - a subject we have never discussed with
or nor would we as the subject quite
clearly falls outside our remit - and even alleging that the




MOD were looking at the evidence relating to 'Rebecca', when no

such evidence has ever been discussed or submitted. The

article in The People is, therefore, a fabrication. To date IM!
has not contacted this office again to advise when he

wil e dropping off his alleged evidence of "UFO" sightings.

6. I attach a draft reply to Sir Ralph Howell's letter.

Sec(AS)2




DRAFT

D/US of S/OH 0074/95 January 1995

Thank you for your letter to Malcolm Rifkind of

abductions. I am replying as this matter falls within my area

of responsibility.

I should first like to correct the misconceptions which

underly the Press article which_ encloses.

First, the Ministry of Defence has not agreed to formal
discussions with__had expressed a wish to
meet staff to discuss information he had with respect to "UFO"
sightings, but he was advised that whilst a meeting would not
be appropriate he could if he wished drop any information he
had in connection with "UFO" sightings at the Foyer of the MOD

Main Building, whereupon it would be staffed in the normal way.

Secondly, no discussions with respect to alien abductions
have taken place between my officials and either_ or
_the author of The People article. The subject of
alleged alien abductions falls outside this Department's
responsibilities. I should perhaps at this point explain that
the Ministry of Defence has only a limited interest and role
with respect to reports of unexplained aerial phenomena. We

Sir Ralph Howells MP



look at such reports purely in the context of our
responsibilities for ensuring that the integrity of the United
Kingdom's air defences is maintained. Our only concern is to
establish whether any evidence exists which would indicate the
presence of a physical threat to our air defences. If we are
satisfied that there is no such evidence we make no further
attempt to investigate or establish the precise nature of the
sighting/phenomena. In pursuing this Department's
responsibility in this respect, we are not aware of any
evidence which would substantiate the existence of lifeforms or

craft of extra-terrestrial origin.

In conclusion, I should like to reiterate that there has
been no agreement to a formal meeting between my officials and
_ and that my officials have received no information
or 'evidence'’ from_with respect to 'Rebecca', or

alien abduction generally.

I hope this is helpful.

THE LORD HENLEY



PARLIAMENTARY UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

Reference D/US of S/OH | (10 nugwg 44 | (to be quoted in all correspondence)
: Hd Ser {p<)
For action by: na_vec [ AS

| would be grateful if you would prepare a double spaced draft for the Minister to
send in reply to the enclosed letter, together with relevant advice. This should be
cleared by a grade 7 equivalent or higher. No action should be taken which may
prejudice Ministerial consideration of this case.

The deadline for your reply is: 7/ ‘-“’f'gm@g@ 12958

If you cannot meet this deadline, you should forward an interim reply immediately
and inform this office of the date when a full reply is expected.

The draft should be sent by CHOTS to US of S TYPIST1. Divisions in Main
Building may send a hard copy if they do not have CHOTS; others should send the
draft by fax to Main Building extensior_’!ease use only one of these
methods.

Your draft should be as short as possible, but it should answer all the points made
by the MP and the constituent, in clear and concise language. Never use jargon,
abbreviations or any form of words which the recipient may not understand. Drafts
should include the reference in the top left hand corner, the constituent's name and
address in the first paragraph, the MP's name at the foot of the first page and the
Minister's signature block at the end of the text.

If you have any questions about how to deal with this folder

please telephone Main Building extension

for the Private Secretary
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Rt Hon Malcolm Rifkind Mp
Secretary of State for Defence
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being investigated by the Ministry of Defence.
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House of Commons,
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_ MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
~ MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

v k Te}ephb‘yn-].‘....,(Direct Dialling)
R (Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/OH 0058/95 - ~ . /{f3anuary 1995
- N N y

Thank you for your letter of 17 December to Roger Freeman
enclosing one from your constituent,

concerning unidentified
lying objects. 3 : : :

I should perhaps first explain that the Ministry of Defence has
a limited interest and role with respect to unexplained aerial
phenomena.  We look at such reports purely in the context of
our responsibilities‘for ensuring that the integrity of the
UK's air defences is maintained. Our only concern is to
establish whether any evidence exists which would indicate the
presence of a physical threat to our air defences. If we are
satisfied that there is no such evidence, we make no further
attempt to investigate or establish the precise nature of the
sighting/phenomena.

From the reports which we receive it is quite clear that there .
are many sights in the sky which are not immediately -
identifiable. However, we believe explanations could be found
for most of them. Possibilities include aircraft lights or
~aircraft seen from unusual angles, helium balloons,
searchlights or lasers reflecting off clouds, or even natural
phenomena like fireballs and meteorites. Nevertheless, we do
accept that there will always be some sightings that appear to
defy explanation, and we are open-minded on these as
essentially it is outside the Department's remit to investigate
further.

I can confirm that to date it remains the case that we have no
evidence to substantiate the existence of craft or lifeforms of
extraterrestrial origin. That said, the MOD and our Armed
Forces remain properly vigilant for any physical threat to the
security of the United Kingdom.

Stephen Dorrell Esg MP

&9

Recycled Paper



Finally,_asked for a point of contact in this
Department with whom he could correspond with any further
enquires he has on this subject. The MOD focal point which
looks at reports of unexplained aerial phenomena, for the
reasons I have explained above, is as follows:

Ministry of Defence

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a
Room

Main Building
Whitehall
SW1A 2HB
I hope this is helpful in explaining the role of this

Deiartment with respect to 'UFO' sightings and I can assure

hat there is certainly no attempt to cover up
information on this subject.

5 e =

e

LORD HENLEY. : B

&9
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/12/4
{2 Jan 95

APS/US of S

LETTER FROM STEPHEN DORRELL MP

1. A self explanatory draft reply to Mr Dorrell's letter of
17 December is attached.

Sec(AS)2




DRAFT

D/US of S/0H 0058/95 January 1995

Thank you for your letter to Roger Freeman of 17 December

enclosing one fron
_ concerning unidentified flying objects.

I am replying as this matter falls within my area of

responsibility.

I should perhaps first explain tha£ the Ministry of
Defence has a limited interest and role with respect to
unexplained aerial phenomena. We look at such reports purely
in the context of our responsibilities for ensuring that the
integrity of the UK's air defences is maintained. Our only
concern is to establish whether any evidence exists which would
indicate the presence of a physical threat to our air defences.
If we are satisfied that there is no such evidence, we make no
further attempt to investigate or establish the precise nature

of the sighting/phenomena.

From the reports which we receive it is quite clear that
there are many sights in the sky which are not immediately
identifiable. However, we believe explanations could be found
for most of them. Possibilities include aircraft lights or
aircraft seen from unusual angles, helium balloons,
searchlights or lasers reflecting off clouds, or even natural

phenomena like fireballs and meteorites. Nevertheless, we do



accept that there will always be some sightings that appear to
defy explanation, and we are open-minded on these as
essentially it is outside the Department's remit to investigate

further.

I can confirm that to date it remains the case that we
have no evidence to substantiate the existence of craft or
lifeforms of extra-terrestrial origin. That said, the MOD and
our Armed Forces remain properly vigilant for any physical

threat to the security of the United Kingdom.

Finally,_ asked for a point of contact in this

Department with whom he could correspond with any further
enquires he has on this subject. The MOD focal point which
looks at reports of unexplained aerial phenomena, for the
reasons I have explained above, is as follows:

Ministry of Defence

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

Room

Main Building

Whitehall
SW1A 2HB

I hope this is helpful in explaining the role of this
Department with respect to 'UFO' sightings and I can assure Mr
Barker that there is certainly no attempt to cover up

information on this subject.

Stephen Dorrell Esg MP THE LORD HENLEY



PARLIAMENTARY UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

Reference D/US of S/IOH [ C0 S5 j 4< | (to be quoted in all correspondence)

™y
1y P
P e DA

‘{" P
For actionby:_Sec (AS

uE

| would be grateful if you would prepare a double spaced draft for the Minister to
send in reply to the enclosed letter, together with relevant advice. This should be
cleared by a grade 7 equivalent or higher. No action should be taken which may
prejudice Ministerial consideration of this case.

The deadline for yourreplyis: | & . vy 1 AAS
o

If you cannot meet this deadline, you should forward an interim reply immediately
and inform this office of the date when a full reply is expected.

The draft should be sent by CHOTS to US of S TYPIST1. Divisions in Main
Building may send a hard copy if they do not have CHOTS; others should send the
draft by fax to Main Building extensior SRSl lease use only one of these
methods.

Your draft should be as short as possible, but it should answer all the points made
by the MP and the constituent, in clear and concise language. Never use jargon,
abbreviations or any form of words which the recipient may not understand. Drafts
should include the reference in the top left hand corner, the constituent's name and
address in the first paragraph, the MP's name at the foot of the first page and the
Minister's signature block at the end of the text.

If you have any questions about how to deal with this folder
please telephone Main Building extensio

for the Private Secretary




Stephen Dorrell, M.P, ~ it g’égﬁ”ﬁ“&&f
- RECEIVEL
§ - 0§ IBW 1055
ACKNOWLEDGED

2 AAA

HOUSE OF COMMONS e

LONDON SW1A 0AA 7th December ., 19g3*

The Rt. Hon. Roger Freeman M.P.
Minister of Dtate,

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

L.ondon, SW1A 2HB

o Aope

o
I enclose a

constituent
on the subject of UFOs.

I would be grateful for your comments on the points raised in
i letter.

% - \“&-»—Af’“/’\\._

Stephen Dorrell

Enc.
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S LORDS

. pAPWIAMENTARY QUESTION HOUSE OF CO
FuL @NSWEL ON ,.ucoevsoscsosassensasss DY ...........................PQ No.
praft reply required by .............................................[¥F1é§%(;
L=
ACTION DIVISION: SECRETARIAT(AIR STAFF)

Draft approved by |Signature Contact{Question copied by Action Division to
or initialsjTel No '

Secretary of State
Answer copied to:- As above plus:
fMinister (AF) '
: ; AUS(C)
Minister(DP) PSO/ACAS
Us of §
Type of Question:- First Order Oral (No............); Non Priority Written;

Supplementary Questions are not reguired.

Please type Member’s name, party, constituency and Question here

LORD MASON OF BARNSLEY, Lab; To ask Her Majesty's Government to
what extent official records are kept of sightings of unidentified
flying objects, especially those sightings that may have a bearing 4
on the Air Defence of this country; whether units of the Ministry
of Defence, especially RAF units have standing instructions to
report sightings of unusual flying objects; whether reports are
logged; and whether these can now be made public.

DRAFT ANSWER

The Ministry of Defence evaluates reports of unexplained
aerial phenomena solely in order to establish whether they may.
have any defence significance. Reports are received from a wide .
range of sources, 1nclud1ng the pollce and general public, as well
as the RAF, which in the context of its air defence :
responsibilities has standing instructions to report all 51ght1ngs”
of unexplained aerial phenomena to the MOD. All such reports are -
placed on departmental files in the normal way and are therefore
subject to the Public Records Act. Several files on this subject.

. are however ava'lable for v1ew1ng at the Publlc Record fflce. e




PQ4968G — Unidentified Flying Objects

Background

_ There are commonly held misconceptions regarding the MOD's

role and responsibilities with respect to unexplained aerial
phenomena. We have a very limited interest - our only concern
is to establish whether there is any evidence of a threat to

our air defences.

Generally reports of sightings are made to police
stations, RAF bases and air traffic control centres. These
establishments are required to forward details of the reports
to the MOD. The MOD focal point, Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a,
in consultation with RAF air defence colleagues, consider all
available information and decide if there is any evidence a

threat.

With regard to our records, unfortunately most of the
"UFO" files from before 1967 were destroyed as at the time they
were not considered to be of sufficient public interest to
merit retention. Since that date, in the context of an
increase in public interest, files have been preserved. . These,
however, in line with all government files, fall under the
terms of the Public Records Act which states that government
files should generally stay closed for 30 years after the date
of the most recent paper. However, a few files from the
Fifties have survived and can be viewed at the Public Record

Qffice in Kew.

If we are asked about specific sightings we can and do
provide details, such as a copy of the report (which would be
sanitized to protect the witness's personal details). We would
not however wish to advertise this too widely, as we would risk
inundation by such requests from the extremely active 'ufology'

community.



Se b
Cﬂcﬂ“? i~
\Eg GFES’#;%ﬁisL'CL,

LOOSE MINUTE

iy D/Sec(AS)/12/4
23 Nov 94

APS/US of 8

LETTER FROM NICHOLAS WINTERTON MP

1. A self explanatory draft reply to Mr Winterton's letter of
4 November is attached.

2. I attach for your information a copy of the Hansard
Extract which is referred to in the draft.

SeciASiZ

3
1. Hansard Extract: 13 Mar 84 (Coloumns 132 and 133). <\

Enc.

consrt
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DRAFT

D/US of S/0H 0902/94 November 1994

Thank you for your letter of 4 November enclosing one from

Y - c<ning

unidentified flying objects.

I should perhaps first explain that the Ministry of
Defence's interest and role with respect to unexplained-
phenomena relates solely to the identification of any potential
threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Once we are
content that a reported sighting does not represent a threat,
or suggest that our security has been compromised, we do not
pursue the matter further or seek to establish the precise

nature of the sighting/phenomena.

In his lette-makes specific reference to the

Parliamentary Question posed in March 1984 by Sir Patrick Wall
MP_clearly misrepresents the answer given to Sir
Patrick by the then Under Secretary of State for Defence
Procurement, Mr John Lee (Hansard 13 Mar 84 Cols 132 & 133).
As the answer states, the figures relate to reports of aerial
sightings for which the observer had no explanation, received
by the MOD in the years in question. They do not relate to

reports of alleged landings, and they should in no way be taken



to represent sightings of alien spacecraft of extra-terrestrial

origin.

-goes on to misconstrue the comments of the MOD
division responsible for these matters, Secretariat (Air
Staff)2a, regarding reports which remain unexplained. Whilst
we believe that for the majority of reported sightings a simple
and mundane explanation could be found, we do accept that a few
cases, perhaps 10%, defy immediate explanation. However, once
we are satisfied that nothing of defence significance has
occurred, our interest in the sightings ends. As it is outside

my Department's remit to investigate further, we remain open-

minded on these.

As such, and contrary to_assertions, the

Ministry of Defence does not conduct formal research into 'UFO
sightings'. I can confirm that to date it remains the case
that we have no evidence to substantiate the existence of craft
or lifeforms of extra-terrestrial origin. That said, the
Ministry of Defence and Armed Forces remain properly vigilant

for any physical threat to the security of the United Kingdom.

With respect to our records, which relate to réported
sightings and not 'UFO' research, unfortunately most of our old
files from before 1967 were destroyed as at the time they were
not considered to be of sufficient public interest to merit

retention. Since that date, in the context of an increase in



public interest, files have been'presefved. These, however, in
line with all government files, fall under the terms of the
Public Records Act which states that government files should
generally stay closed for thirty years after the date of the
most recent paper. A few files from the Fifties have survived
and can be viewed at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue,

RKew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references of these files

are as follows:

AIR 16/1199  AIR 2/16918
AIR 20/7390  AIR 2/17318
AIR 20/9320  AIR 20/9994
AIR 20/9321  PREM 11/855
AIR 20/9322

I hope this is helpful in explaining the role of this
Department with respect to 'UFO' sightings and I can assure you
that there is certainly no attempt to cover up any information

on this subject.

Nicholas Winterton Esq MP THE LORD HENLEY



PARLIAMENTARY UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

Reference D/US of S/OH | 04902 } g4 | (to be quoted in all correspondence)

For action by: _ e e ifﬂ f:}i} i — Plosse Qoban the, Foidar

| would be grateful if you would prepare a double spaced draft for the Minister to
send in reply to the enclosed letter, together with relevant advice. This should be
cleared by a grade 7 equivalent or higher. No action should be taken which may
prejudice Ministerial consideration of this case.

The deadline for your reply is: 14 Aoveriewr (994

If you cannot meet this deadline, you should forward an interim reply immediately
and inform this office of the date when a full reply is expected.

The draft should be sent by CHOTS to US of S TYPIST1. Divisions in Main
Building may send a hard copy if they do not have CHOTS; others should send the
draft by fax to Main Building extensionlease use only one of these
methods. '

Your draft should be as short as possible, but it should answer all the points made
by the MP and the constituent, in clear and concise language. Never use jargon,
abbreviations or any form of words which the recipient may not understand. Drafts
should include the reference in the top left hand corner, the constituent's name and
address in the first paragraph, the MP's name at the foot of the first page and the
Minister's signature block at the end of the text.

- If you have any questions about how to deal with this folder
please telephone Main Building extensio

for the Private Secretary




NICHOLAS R. WINTERTON, M.P.
(Macciesfield)

Private office:
Secretary:
Assistant:

The Lord Henley,

Parliameéntary Under-Secretary of State,
Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

London SW1A 2HB.

4th November, 1994

o Of wer,

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

I enclose, for your attention, a letter which I have received and
upon which I shall be most grateful to have your comments.

Your acknowledgment of receipt of this correspondence would be
appreciated. .




Nicholas Winterton MP
House of Commons

London
SWIA OAA

2 November 1994

Dear Mr Winterton

I am writing to you concerning, in my opinion, an extremely important sub ject that
has. alas, been severely abused and discredited by the popular press. 1 dc hope
you will read my letter before dismissing it out of hand.

On 9th March 1984 Sir Patrick Wall MP, asked the Secretary of State for
Defence "How many alleged landings by unidentified flying ob jects have been
made in 1980, 1981, 1982 and 1983 respectively? John Lee, Defence Under
Secretary for Procurement replied five days later in the House of Commons:
"350, 600, 250 and 39Q.respectively.”

The standard government response released by the MoD. and Secretariat (Air
Staffy 2a is that approximately 10% of sitings cannot be explained due to
insufficient information. This means that between 1980 and 1983 there were an
average of 39 breaches of air security per year that could not be explained.
Relevant research by Timothy Good in 'Above Top Secret’ (Harper Collins ~ 1993}
suggests that the MoD. has spent large amounts of money and time studying
these cases without resolution. Furthermore. in many of these cases the
information gathered suggests that these sitings cannot be anything else but a
manifestation of the activities of extra terrestrial visitors.

This seemingly fantastic conclusion is confirmed by people such as: Admiral of the
Fleet, The Lord Hill Norton GCB Chief of Defence Staff 1971-33 amongst others;
and suggests that there is an official cover up of all information relating to
extraterrestrial life. This cover up is in place, suggests Lord Norton "because
Governments believe this (UFO confirmation’ would cause such public alarm and

; . Timothy: ‘Above Top Secret’ ; Haper Collins 1993; p.100



despondency as to have far reaching social and political effects™ 2

I am hoping that you can clarify the position of the M.oD. relating to the existence
of Extraterrestrial life and current UF.O. research: and could you confirm any
date that the M.o.D.. will be releasing files to the public concerning this research .
I would alsp appreciate it if you could bring the topic of this alleged cover up to
the attention of your peers in the House of Commons.

I would also be grateful if you can supply me with the names and addresses of
any relevant people concerned with this topic you think I should contact.

I thank you for your time and look forward to hearing from you.

2 Good, Timathy: ‘Above Top Secret’; Harper Collins 1993 p10
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Thank you for your letter dated 26th June to the Secretary of
State for Defence, concerning UFO sightings over Belgium. You have
asked two specific guestions, both of which have been answered before,
however 1 will try to answer them again as fully and clearly as
possible.

First, why were we not advised of the sightings. It remains the
Ministry of Defence’'s view that the Belglan authorities were best
placed to make a judgement on these reported UFO sightings. 1In view of
their location and the lack of any indication that any threat was
posed, the Belgians decided not to notify any other countries. It is
correct therefore that the UK was not made aware of these detections.
They occurred outside the UK Air Defence Region and there is no record
of detections having been made on any British system. The Belgians
took the decision that, in the light of the circumstances, there was no
threat to the UK. The relevant British authorities are content that
this decision was correct.

Second, why are we not concerned at the lack of a radar detection
by our own radar defence system. There 1s no evidence that any
sightings or radar contacts occurred within the expected coverage of
our own systems We would not, therefore, have expected to detect
anything and were neither surprised nor concerned at the fact that no
contacts were detected.

Fervriesd Panar
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The sequence of events has been explained in previous lstters, and
the various gquestions which you have raised on this issue have been
dealt with at some length. I do not therefore see any useful purpose
in a continuation of this correspondence.

aﬁfﬁv\! 5 )’\;\Uﬂi\g,

Commander Royal Navy
Private Secretary
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LOOSE MINUTE
‘D/Sec(AS)12/4
13 Jul 94

APS/S of 8

Copy to:
APS/Minister(AF)
APS/US of §

Reference: MO 9/18 dated 4 July 94

+ Reference you asked us to draft a PS reply to Mr
atest letter on UFO sightings over Belgium, and I

have attached a draft.

I

Sec(AS)2




DRAFT REPLY FROM PS/S OF S TO_

Thank you for your letter dated 26 June to the Secretary of State

for Defence, concerning UFO sightings over Belgium.

The Belgian authorities were best placed to make a judgement on
these reported UFO sightings; in view of the location, and the
lack of any indication that any threat was posed, they decided not
to notify any other countries. While it is_correct therefore that
UK Air Defence was not made aware of these UFO sightings which
occurred outside the ﬁk Air Defence Region, they have confirmed

that in the light of the circumstances there was no threat to the

UK.

The sequence of events has been explained in previous
correspondence, and the various questions which you have raised on
this issue have been dealt with at some length. I do not

therefore see any useful purpose in a continuation of this

correspondence.
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Dear Mr Rifkin. 26th June 1094,

Admiral Lord Hill-Norton has advised me of your reply to his letter of the
17th May.

The actual presence of flying objects above Belgium in 1989/90 is not in
doubt:neither is the fact that they were unidentified. These facts were
confirmed to me by Guy Coeme the Belgian Minister of Defence at that time,
and endorsed by Leo Delcroix the present Belgian Minister of Defence.

This being so - and the actions of the Belgian armed forces would confirm
their apprehensions - as they did not know what these tiving objects were,
how could they possibly state that they did not constitute a threat?

There mow also seems to be a subtle alteration to the chronology of these
events that I do not understand.

Section 40
On the 26th Hovember 1993,in a letter Ref D/Sec{AS)12/3| nf the
Ministry of Defence stated im his last paragraph ‘In answer to your
specific question, Alr Defence experts concluded that the Belgian UFC
sightings posed no threat to the UK because there was no evidence or any
such threat does not say that the reason that there was no
evidence of any threat was because our Air Defence experts were not aware
of these detections at the time.
Your letter Ref MO 9/18K of the 1lth June 1994 to Admiral Lord Hill-Forton
confirws this fact by stating that 'our 4ir Defence experts were not
notified at the time of the Belgian radar detections': in fact you state
that they only became aware of these sightings through UFU literature and
approaches by members of the public.’

This establishes bevond doubt that our 2ir Detence evperts could not
possibly have been in any position fo ascertain the natnre ot these
phenomena at the actual time ot these detectioms.

FIVE radar stationsia mixture of Array type and Hulti-purpose impulsion
systems): four in Belgium;Glons, Bertem, Semmerzeke,St Hubert - and one at
Vedem in Germany - all established confirmed radar detections by highly
skilled operatives over Wavre SW of Brussels.These unidentified detections
- possibly hostile - although 100 miles from our national boundary, were
closing on our air-space at speeds in excess of 1000 kts. This represented
a contact time of only six minutes,

it ic obvious that we do not wait until an unidentified intruder is only
six minutes from our national boundary to be advised by another country 1if
they consider this intrusion to be a threat to our national security!

This being so - and the observations of Admiral Lord Hill-Nortom (who held
the highest military office in the UK and NATO) that 'it was inconceivable
that we were NOT informed through NATO of these radar detections' - I would
ask again WHY we were not advised of these detections and WHY vou were not
concerned at this lack of radar detection by our own radar defence system?

Yours sincerely,




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone N=YeillelalAl - {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

-~
D/US of S RMC 6488 4 July 1994

Y

Do o,

Thank you for your letter of 8 June to Malcolm Rifkind, in
which you asked about the UFO sightings that occurred near RAF
Woodbridge in December 1980. As the responsible Minister I
have been asked to reply.

T think it would be helpful if I began by explaining that
although the Ministry of Defence does receive some reports of
UFO sightings, our only concern is to establish whether or not
there is evidence of any threat to the security of the United
Kingdom. Unless we judge that there is, and this has not been
the case so far, we do not attempt to investigate further, or
to identify whatever might have been seen. It is clear from
the reports we receive that there are many strange things to be
seen in the sky. We believe that explanations could be found
for most of them, but do accept that there will always be a few
sightings that appear to defy explanation. We are open-minded
on these.

The details of the UFO sightings in Rendlesham Forest are set
out in a report submitted by the Deputy Base Commander at RAF
Woodbridge, Lt Col Charles Halt, and I have attached a copy of
this for your information. I am aware that a number of strange
claims have been made about these sightings in subsequent
years, but have to say that the report was examined carefully
at the time; no evidence of any threat was found.

The Viscount /Cranborne

Jamie Cann Esq MP

Qaneinind Dacar
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TR DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

HEADQUARTERS 8187 COMBAT SUPPORT GRCUp {USAFE)
APO MNEW YORK 09755

CREREIOCD - e e e }3ﬂ§rm'
supsecr:  Unexplained Lights 7 e :
o, RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security police patrolmen saw dnusual lights 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. responded and allowed three patrelmen to Dyn -~
ceed on fooct. The individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It {lluminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on 1egs.
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappaared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went into a
frenzy. -The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later near
the back gate.

2. The rext day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" in dismeter were
--found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following
night {29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings

of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three de-

pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree

toward the depressions.

3. lLater in the night a red sun-like light was seen through the trees.

It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off alowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were noticed

in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about 100 off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp angular
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to the
north appeared.to be eltiptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circles. 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-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aetivities in paragraphs

2 and 3. - :

s 7

CHERLES 1. BALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander
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APS/US of S

1. I have placed opposite a self explanatory draft reply to the
letter from Jamie Cann MP.

2. Although RAF Woodbridge does not fall within Jamie Cann's
constituency, it is only a few miles away. The UFO sighting that
occurred in December 1980 in Rendlesham Forest, near RAF
Woodbridge, still fascinates UFO researchers; it has been
highlighted in a number of books and magazines, and we still
receive a steady stream of correspondence on this subject. The
draft reply reflects the standard approach, including the release
of Lt Col Halt's report, which is taken in responding to this
correspondence.

3. It is not known what has prompted this specific enquiry,

although we are aware that Central TV's forthcoming documentary on
UFOs will focus on the Rendlesham Forest sightings; they have done
some filming and interviewing in the area, and it is possible that
this has led to some local press reports.

Sec(AS)2

23 June 1994



D/US of S RMC 6488

Thank you for your letter of 8 June to the Secretary of State
for Defence, in which you asked about the UFO sightings that
occurred near RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. As the

responsible Minister I have been asked to reply.

I think it would be helpful if I began by explaining that
although the Ministry of Defence does receive some reports of
UFO sightings, our only concern is to establish whether or not
there is evidence of any threat to the security of the United
Kingdom. Unless we judge that there is, and this has not been
the case so far, we do not attempt to investigate further, or to
identify whatever might have been seen. It is clear from the
reports we receive that there are many strange things to be seen
in the sky. We believe that explanations could be found for
most of them, but do accept that there will always be a few
sightings that appear to defy explanation. We are open-minde&

on these.

The details of the UFQ sightings in Rendlesham Forest are set
out in a report submitted by the Deputy Base Commander at RAF
Woodbridge, Lt Col Charles Halt, and I have attached a copy of
this for your information. I am aware that a number of strange
claims have been made about these sightings in subsequent years,
but have to say that the réport was examined carefully at the

time; no evidence of any threat was found.



I hope this is helpful, and has explained the position.

THE VISCOUNT CRANBORNE

Jamie Cann MP
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1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approx1mate1y 0300L), two USAF
security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gate at .
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been ferced :
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate. 7
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrelmen to pro-
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object

in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It {lluminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a 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 object, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappzsared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went into a
frenzy. -The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later nzar

‘the back gate.

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" in diametzr were

- found where the object had been sighted-on the ground. The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.
A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree

toward the depressions.

3. Llater in the night a red sun-like light was seen through the trees.

It nmoved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off clowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like cobjects were noticed

in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about 100 off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp angular
movements and displayed red, green and blue“lights. The objects to the
north appeared .to be ettiptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circles. The objects. to the.north rémained in the sky for
an hour or more. The objett to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time. to time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aet1v1t1es in paragraghs

2 and 3.

Wiz

CHARLES 1. FAIT Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander
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JAMIE CANN MP FOR IPSWICH

In correspondence, please

quote ref: JCC/GD/346C HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

Rt. Hon. Malcolm Rifkind QC MP,
Secretary of State for Defence, ETrre o
The Ministry of Defence, o SRl
Main Building, A S S
Whitehall, N R T
LONDON,

Swla 2HB.

8th June 19%4.

Dear Me E»\L (c_‘.,.,_,‘-A

RE: POSSIBLE U.F.0. INCIDENT IN RENDLESHAM FOREST - 28/12/80

P

Queries have been raised recently regarding the above.

It would be helpful if vyou would let me have full details of
precisely what was seen on 28/12/80 in the wvicinity of the
Woodbridge Air Base.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,

\_/\/-—/’

*JAMIE CANN MP

PSWICH, SUFFOLK. iP1 ITF,

ey

PLEASE REPLY TC: CONSTITUENCY OFFICE, 33 SILENT STREET
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Thank you for your letter dated 17 May concerning the UFO

sightings that occurred over Belgium in March 1990.

I am grateful to you for alerting me to this problem, and I am

aware t‘lat_may attempt to create a public fuss. However I

am satisfied that correct procedures have been followed, that all

relevant information has been passed tO_ and that no

E purpose would be served by continuing the correspondence with him.

Y

TS
Iy
v

T

You will know that our sole reason for examining reports of UFO

sightings is to establish whether or not there is evidence of any

threat to the United Kingdom. The Belgium authorities have indicated

that they did not notify us of these sightings at the time because
there was no evidence of any threat, and because they occurred over the

central part of Belgium. I should add that notification of NADGE radar

detections is at the discretion of the operators, and does not occur

automatically.

Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB

€D

Recycled Paper


The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
Malcolkm Rifkind's response to Lord Hill-Norton's letter on Belgian UFOs

Note - see p75-76


A

We subsequently became aware of these sightings through the UFO
literature and through approaches from members of the public such as
_ On the basis of the information now available our own Air |
Defence experts have confirmed that they would not have been concerned
with these UFO reports, and tha

ey saw no reason why the Belgians
should have noti JK ies. I am sure it goes without
saying, however,fihat aﬂyﬁu horised penetration of the UK Air

Defence Region would be.detected byﬁour Air Defenders, and dealt with

as appropriate.

It is clear to me from the papers I have seen that the position
has been explained in great detail to! I am aware of one
television programme on the subject, a Central TV production to be
shown on 18 October. The MOD desk officer responsible for UFOs was

interviewed for this programme and was able to set out the MOD's policy
on UFOs.

I hope this has explained the situation satisfactorily.

Maa 4N

Malcolm Rifkind



M2

APS/US of §

1. I have placed opposite a self explanatory draft reply to the
letter from Sir Teddy Taylor MP.

2. It is possible that this Parliamentary Enguiry was prompted
by the document that each MP received on May 23 from a UFO lobby
group, as notified to Ministers in our D/Sec(AS)12/3 dated 10 May
1994.

3. Sir Teddy Taylor mentions the involvement of an EC
Committee; this is a reference to a report considered by the
European Parliament's Energy, Research and Technology Committee
last year; some of the Committee's members had wanted a study
carried out into UFO reports, but this proposal was not accepted.
Sir Teddy Taylor raised a PQ about this with the Department of

Trade and Industry last year.

Sec(AS)2

14 June 1994



D/US of S RMC 6382

Thank you for your letter of 26 May, in which you asked about

UFOs.

I should explain first of all that although the Ministry of
Defence does receive some reports of UFO sightings, our only
concern is to establish whether or not there is evidence of any
threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge
that there is, and this has not been the case so far, we do not
attempt to investigate further, or to identify whatever might

have been seen.

It is clear from the reports we receive that there are many
strange things to be seen in the sky. We believe that
explanations could be found for most of them, but do accept that
there will always be a few sightings that appear to defy

explanation. We are open-minded on these.

We are, of course, aware of some of the more exotic stories that
circulate about UFOs, but most of the reports that we get refer
to little more than a vague light or shape in the sky. We are
not aware of any evidence that would support the existence of
extraterrestrial life, and we are not covering up any

information on this subject.

I hope this is helpful, and has explained the position.



THE VISCOUNT CRANBORNE

Sir Teddy Taylor MP



Sir Teddy Taylor M.P.

M
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HOUSE OfF commons US>

LONDON SWIA GAA

The Rt. Hon. Malcolm Rifkind, QC., MP.,
Secretary of State,

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

London SW1A 2HB.

26 May 1994

Dear Malcolm,

There seems to be an increase in the number of people writing about flying saucers and
alleging that there is a great issue here which the Government is keeping quiet about.

It is not something which worries me personally but I sometimes wonder if in fact
there have been genuine reports about UFOs. 1 know that there was an E.C. Commitiee
that wanted to look into the whole issue but I think that this would be an error because
we would inevitably have a mountain of UFOs in consequence. Is there really an issue

here at all.

Yours sincerely,




LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/4
8 Jun 94

PS/Minister(AF)

Copy to:
APS/S of S
APS/US of S
PS/CAS

DA Brussels

BELGIAN UFOS

Reference: D/MIN(AF)/94/94 dated 6 Jun 94
1. Thank you for your Minute at Reference.

2. The quote attributed to Colonel DeBrouwers is correct,
although it should be noted that he was not the Belgian CAS but
the Chief of Operations in the Belgian Air Staff.

3. The quotation was made at a press conference dealing with the
wave of UFO sightings reported over Belgium in 1989/90,
particularly on 30/31 March 1990, and was simply stating the facts
as known. We understand informally that although it is possible
that the radar returns were spurious, the Belgians do not consider
that to be the case, and believe that a craft of some sort was
involved.

4. Given that the Belgians found no evidence of any threat, when
media coverage of these UFO sightings became too intrusive they
decided to pass all the information to a civilian research group,
and not to answer any further questions on the subject. The
sightings remain unexplained, and the Belgiang remain open-minded
as to what occurred.

5. In the absence of any identified threat, and given that the
sightings did not occur close to the UK Air Defence Region, the
Belgians saw no requirement to notify UK Air Defence authorities
of these events. They have confirmed this in writing (copy
attached). Our own Air Defence experts have confirmed that under
these circumstances there would have been no reason for the
Belgians to have informed them of the sightings.

6. Given the formal Belgian position, and our clearly stated
policy that our sole reason for examining UFO reports is to
ascertain whether there is any evidence of a threat to the defence
of the UK, I believe that we should maintain our line on these
sightings. They are a matter for the Belgian government, not for

us.
SeCiASiZ

Fr

EVLE


The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
MoD summary of Belgian sightings. The sightings were unexplained but not seen as a threat to the UK.
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FORCES ARMEES : N° VSRp 574

ETAT-MAJOR GENERAL
Etat-Major de la Force Aérienne
Scction Relations Publiques

Quartier Reine Elisabeth
Ruc dEvere - 1140 BRUXELLES

Tél
Fax

Reference: Your D/Sec (AS) 12/3 dated 12 November 1993

" Dear Sir,

Your letter in reference concerning unusual sightings
over Belgium was received, through the office of Group Captain ﬁ]
on 23 January 1994. i

Relating to your questions I can confirm that 2 F-16
have been scrambled on 30 March 1990, as a reaction to both visual and
radar observations. The scramble was co-ordinated with and authorised by

the Sector Commander of the NATO Air Defence System.

Reporis to other agencies or adjacent countries have
not been made since the events took place in the central part of Belgium and
ho presumed activities of any hostile or aggressive nature were registred.

A press conference on the findings of the radar
observations has been given in July 1990. At a later stage, since no more
additional military interventions took place and with the intend to contain
the growing aggressz'vene_s' s of the media, the Minister of Defence and the

- Chief of the General Staff decided on an mfonnanon stop on the sub]e(.t

[ hope that the above information will be helpful to
answer the question on the non-involvement of the UK Air Defence System.

Yours sincerely,

Licutenant-Colonel
Chief Public Affairs

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2 a, Room
Ministry of Defence

Main Building Whitchall

London SWIA 2HB

UNITED KINGDOM
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I have now received advice on the questions posed by Minister (AF)
from DA Brussels, Gp Capt

The quote attributed to Colonel DeBrouwer is correct, and was made
at a press conference dealing with the wave of sightings. He was
not, however, the Belgian CAS, but Chief of Operations in the
Belgian Air Staff.

Gp Capt _I has spoken to DeBrouwer, Lt Col ! (an

expert on the sightings, and the one who wrote to me on the
subject) and the pilots who were involved in trying to intercept
the object. The consensus is that they think it very unlikely
that the radar returns were spurious. They do believe that there
was a craft of some sort involved, and they have no explanation.

Media pressure led to the Belgians refusing to answer any further
questions; all information was passed to the civilian group
SOBEPS.

I have attached a draft response to PS/Minister(AF), which answers
the specific questions posed, and deploys the basic lines about
there being no indication of any hostile activity, and about the
distance from the UK Air Defence Region. Clearly we will have to
be very careful about suggesting to anybody that the radar returns
might have been spurious. We might need to consider the Hill-
Norton background note in the light of this.
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MoD note confirms de Brouwer's quotes are correct, and the consensus is that they believe some sort of craft was involved in the incident, but they have no explanation.


MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

LOOSE MINUTE

D/MIN(AF)/94/94
6 June 1994 P
Sec(as)2 L
Copy to:

PS/CAS

DA Brussels - fax

BELGIAN UFOs

You have kindly provided draft replies on a number of
occasions in response to letters from a
(forwarded through Sir Keith Speed). I attac
PE folder for convenience.

for you only) the

2. Mr Hanley has received the attached handout about UFOs (it
has been sent to all MPs). You will see that on page 1 the handout
prays in aid a statement alleged to have been made by the Belgian
CAS about the sightings over Belgium between December 1989 and
April 1990.

3. The Minister would be grateful if you could investigate
whether the quote ascribed to the Belgian CAS is accurate, and if
so what his purpose was in saying this.

ii iﬁi iisteriAF)
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Operation Right to Know - joint UK/USA ‘ /g
May 23rd 1994 End UFO Secrecy Protest @” ﬂb

At 3
.. . I K e,
Noon UK - The Ministry of Defence, Whitehall, London J / o
Noon USA - The Pentagon, Washington DC NE %\M ,
2:00pm UK - The House of Commons, London o 1 "ut/% =
o

"We call on the military in the United States and Britain to tell the truth about UFOs. And )
we call on the US Congress and the British Parliament to go after the truth.'

Circulation - hand delivery to MOD Buildings and House of Commons ( every UK member of
Parliament ) on May 23rd. To all UK National Press, Radio and TV representatives.

ARE YOU AWARE

That in excess of 3500 documented reports from military and civilian pilots world wide,
have confirmed the operation in the Earths atmosphere of intelligently guided UFOs, of a nature
and technology clearly non-human.

That UFOs have now left over 4000 documented landing traces world wide, and in
addition have generated hundreds of reports of electromagnetic interference of car engines,
radios and other electrical devices.

That on the night 30th/31st March 1990, the Belgian Air Force scrambled two F16
interceptors in response to radar images of a UFO and visual observations of the UFO reported
by civilians and confirmed by the Police, This documented interception of a purposely operated
structured UFO was one of several such encounters which occurred over Belgium between
December 1989 and April 1990,0n July lith 1990, Colonel W DeBrouwer, Chief of the Belgian
Air Staff made this statement:

, *On the night 30th and 3 1st March, we had an observation on the radar and in addition a
visual observation on the ground by the Police - What the pilots detected was well outside the

normal flying envelope of an aeroplane. Sometimes they had what we call lock-ons, which gave

: a parameters varying from speeds between 150 knots to 990 knots, an acceleration which

\ﬁ occurred in a few seconds. The speeds would be impossible to tolerate for a human being, that’s
the first point. The second point 1s, the visual observations always describe a system, a machine,

which hangs and hovers above the surface at quite a low altitude without making any notse. Now

with the current technology that would be impossible™

And in the European Parliament document ‘Report of the Committee on Energy, Research
and Technology - On the proposal to set up a European centre for sightings of unidentified flying
objects’ (DOC EN/RR/241/241196) Rapporteur Mr Tullio Regge had this to say in his paragraph
titled “Military Secrets” (Page 5)

-However, the Belgium Air Force says that the Stealth Bomber was not involved in the
spate of sightings which have taken place in Belgium™
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Operation Right to Know press release given to MPs during a protest outside the House of Commons in 1994. Contains a quote from General Wilfried de Brouwer, Chief of Operations of the Belgian Air Staff stating that UFOs detected by F-16 pilots remained unidentified.


On page 7 he also had this to sav.

"1t 1s not the job of Parllament to pass judgement on UFOs. on the other hand. Parhiamen:
must take prompt steps to ensure that the mformation imparted to the public 1s correct™

That in Mexico Citv on July Iith 1991, dunng the total eclipse of the sun. tens of
thousands of witnesses observed a UFO. and 17 independently operated camcorders. at varving
locations. recorded the event for a total of 25 minutes. Upon enhancement each camcorder had
recorded the same silver disc-shaped object At a time when all eves would be focused on the X
skv. this was undoubted!y an attempt to raise human awareness to the reality of the UFO.

That there are over 200 primarv and secondary witnesses to the retrieval of a craft TLQ"
evidently of non-human origin. from the New Mexico desert. near Roswell. in 1947. Many of ',
these witnesses gave testimony to having seen alien bodies recovered from the crash site J

Because many new witnesses are coming forward. the General Accounting Office has recently W tJC/
Jaunched a full investigation. GAO spokeswomen, Laura Kopleson said Congress Investigator ¢

Rep. Steven Schiff has asked the GAO , M
“10 see if there is any evidence that information regarding UFOs had been suppressed.”” A" g
following the Roswell incident. H Vﬁ P

That documentation exists on a world wide phenomenon commonly known as "animai
mutilations” involving the surgical removal of genetically relevant tissues. Veterinary surgeons
have confirmed that the procedure< carried out in the fields. are un-reproducible bv any known
technology. Farmers and ranchers have testified to the existence of UFOs over fi elds where such
incidents have occurred. In the USA it is known that investigations into these on-going UFC
animal interactions have been conducted by the FBI and the Governor of Colorado has spoken

publiciv and officially on the matter.

These six points constitute only a small fraction of the currently available
evidence, which whollv suggests the presence of alien beings.

The public have a right to know the truth about the UFO/Alien reality.
The public now have a right to be made aware of this truth through their
representatives.

It 1s now time to act.

AAC AFFILIATED ORGANISATIONS

Contact International (UK ). Andover Unexplained Phenomena Investigation Network. South
Wales UFO Group. Mansfield UFO Group. The Organisation for Scientific Research into
Peripheral Information. Centre for the Study of Extraterrestrial Intelligence - Nottingham &
Yorkshire.

AAC/ORTE - UK Contact _



LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/4
8 Jun 94

APS/S of S

Copy to:
APS/Minister (AF)
APS/US of S
DDGE/AEW

LETTER FROM LORD HILL~-NORTON ON UFOS

References:
A. MO 9/18 dated 23 May 94
B. D/Sec(AS)12/3 dated 10 May 94

1. At Reference A you asked for advice on the letter from Lord
Hill-Norton concerning UFO sightings over Belgium, together with a

draft reply.
2. TLord Hill-Norton is raising concerns put to him by
is

F a UFO researcher who is very well known to t
ivision. first approached us in January 1993, and

my staff have now written ten letters to him. I have attached
(NOTAL) copies of this correspondence, together with copies of the

three Parliamentary Enquiries that have been generated by
is clear

approaches to Sir Keith Speed MP. I think it
that although we have done our best to answer all

questions, the correspondence had reached the point where nothing
could usefully be added.

3. A detailed summary of the case is set out in D/MIN(AF)/94/94
dated 14 March 1994; essentially, a wave of UFO sightings was
reported over Belgium on 30/31 March 1990. As well as visual
sightings, some radar returns were noted, and as a result the
Belgians decided to launch two of their aircraft to investigate.
These aircraft did attain some radar lock-ons. As with the
returns recorded by ground based radar, this does not necessarily
mean that any structured craft was present, although we
understand, informally, that the view of the Belgian Air Force is
that a craft of some sort was involved and that they maintain an
open mind on the sightings, which remain unexplained.

4. The key point in all this is that the MOD's only role as far
as UFOs are concerned is to ascertain whether there is evidence of
any threat to the defence of the UK. The Belgians have confirmed
to us in writing that they found no evidence of any threat, and
that as a result they saw no requirement to inform any other
countries or agencies. Given this, and given that these sightings
occurred outside the UK Air Defence Region, the whole question

goes beyond our remit.

5. Notwithstanding Lord Hill-Norton's comments, it is not the
case that the UK would necessarily be informed of unidentified

ey

ol

R


The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
MoD briefing on response to Lord Hill-Norton, with detailed summary of MoD position on Belgian sightings.


returns picked up on NADGE radars in Belgium. Only if radar
operators believed there was evidence that a unidentified craft

was moving towards the UK would such action be taken.

6. Lord Hill-Norton has a long-standing interest in UFOs, and
has approached the Department on this subject before, in 1985,
when he wrote to the then S of S about a well-known UFO sighting.
He was a member of the (now defunct) House of Lords All-Party UFO
Study Group, and has written forewords for two books on the

subject.

7. _ is writing a book on these Belgian UFO

sightings, and is doubtless keen to build up a large file of
correspondence to be used as part of this enterprise.

8. We believe that Lord Hill-Norton's comments about a public
uproar seriously overstate any likely reaction. The Belgian
sightings are well-known among UFO researchers, and while they are
likely to be mentioned in any documentary on UFOs, they are,
effectively, old news. Lord Hill-Norton mentioned the
demonstration agalnst perceived government secrecy about UFOs,
held outside Main Building and Parliament on 23 May (notified to
Ministers at Reference B). This was a low key affair; there
appeared to be only around a dozen protesters, and there was
little media coverage of the event. Although every MP was given a
document, which among other points mentioned the Belglan
31ghtlngs, we have only received one Parliamentary Enquiry since
then, and it is not clear whether this was prompted by the
lobbying. I should add that in informal contacts with my staff a
number of UFO groups and researchers have disassociated themselves
from the group which arranged the demonstration.

9. Lord Hill-Norton also mentions two television programmes on
the subject. One of these is a Central TV production, due to be
shown on ITV on 18 October. The desk officer responsible for UFO
matters was interviewed for this programme, and was able to set
out the MOD's policy with regard to UFOs. The Belgian sightings
were briefly raised during the interview. We understand that Lord
Hill-Norton has also given an interview. We cannot positively
identify the second programme, but it may be either the James
Whale show (whose recent request for an MOD representative to
appear in an item on UFOs was declined), or a programme in LWT's
Strange but True series.

10. The attached draft reply is self-explanatory, and has been
cleared with D Air Def's staff. Given Lord Hill-Norton's
familiarity with our policy on UFOs and with the specifics of this
particular exchange of correspondence, I have kept the draft reply
short, and avoided going into detail over points which have
already been explained in previous letters.

SeciASiz



DRAFT REPLY TO ADMIRAL OF THE FLEET THE LORD HILL-NORTON GCB

Thank you for your letter dated 17 May concerning the UFO

sightings that occurred over Belgium in March 1990.

You will know that our sole reason for examining reports of UFO
sightings is to establish whether or not there is evidence of any
threat to the United Kingdom. The Belgian authorities have
indicated that they did not notify us of these sightings at the
time because there was no evidence of any threat, and because they
occurred over the central part of Belgium. I should add that
notification of NADGE radar detections is at the discretion of the

operators, and does not occur automatically.

We subsequently became aware of these sightings through the UFO
literature and through approaches from members of the public such
as _ On the basis of the information now available
our own Air Defence experts have confirmed that they would not
have been concerned with these UFO reports, and that they saw no
reason why the Belgians should have notified any UK authorities.
I am sure it goes without saying, however, that any unauthorised
penetration of the UK Air Defence Region would be detected by our

Air Defenders, and dealt with as appropriate.
It is clear to me from the papers I have seen that the position

has been explained in great detail to _ and I share

the view that there is nothing further to be said on the subject.

I hope that this has explained the position.
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‘ x Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hili-Norton G.C.B. W

PERSONAL

The Rt Hon Malcolm Rifkind MP
Secretary of State

Ministry of Defence

Whitehall

London SW14 2HB

17 May 1994

-

WL«L, AS s

I have been approached by a EECIIRIIN <o has asked ne

to help him to obtain a satisfactory response from your Ministry to an enquiry he
initiated a year or wore ago. I enclose a copy of his letter to me dated 16 March 1994,
which sets out his request and his complaint. This is a small part of a gquite lengthy
correspondence,

He had earlier approached his Member, Sir Keith Speed, and I have seen several
letters which have been exchanged between Sir Keith and Mr Hanley and also your

officials, These letters do not answer enquiries, and he finds them
unsatisfactory. I am bound to say that I share that view, in the light of all the
circumstances,

There is no need for me to rehearse all that has already been written in these
exchanges. In short, detections were made by three NADGE radars in Germany and Belgium
in March 1990, air defence aircraft of the Belgian Air Force were scrambled to intercept
but although the objects were detected and held on the radar of these aircraft as well,
no identification, or visual contact was made. There is no dispute about these facts,
which have been confirmed by the Belgian Minister of Defence in public statements,
repeated in writing to_ I have advisedFthat, unless the
procedure has been changed since I was Chairman of the Military Committee, it is

inconceivable that the UK would not be informed (probably automatically) of a possibly
hostile, certain unidentified, detection by NADGE radars.,

_ has been brushed off with the standard MOD response to all reports
{of which I have seen a great many) of UFO activity, which briefly put amount to "......
no threat was perceived to the UK so no notice was taken or record made of the incident
sses’« In this instance this has, in separate letters, been complicated by written
statements by your Ministry that no report of the Belgian detections was ever received
in the UK,

asks, reasonably enough, "If, as Ministers assert, they had no
knowledge of the Belgian events how could their Air Defence experts possibly conclude

that the phenomenon did not constitute a threat, as they had no knowledge of it?"
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Letter from Lord Hill-Norton to Defence Minister Malcolm Rifkind concerning the Belgium UFO incident.


I fear that_may well make a damaging public uproar about all this.
He has already had a petition to the Furopean Parliament upheld, and his dossier has
been formally remitted to the relevant Euro Committee., A public demarche, s0 he tells
me, is planned for the MOD, the House of Commons, and simultaneously at the Pentagon
on 23 May. At least two television programmes in this country will carry his story
within the next few months, and this may well not be the end of it.

1 strongly recommend that you should take a personal interest in having the
whole matter re—examined, so that a wmore satisfactory and convincing reply may be
given to_ question, before the matter gets out of hand.

y
W?Wl/
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16th March 1994.

Dear Admiral Lord Hill-¥orton

I have been informed of the following Iacts in a letter dated Z6th May
1993 from Leo Delcroiw the Belgian Minister of Defernce.
That on the 15th and 16th December 1949, radar detections were made by
Semmerzeke (BEelgium’ and VedemiGermany) of tlying objects over Eupen in
Bastern Belgium.
On the night of 30/31st March 1900,detections were made by Semmerzeke
and Glons CRC(NADGE) radars ot the Belgian Air Force,and Vedem in
Germany,of an apparent airbourne intruder in the vicinity of Brussels in
Belgium. Aircraft of QRA J Wing of the Belgian Air Force were involved.
These detections tollowed visuval observations by many thousands of
witnesses, of whom 75 were members of the Belgian Gendermeris.
4 report was received dated 195th August 1993. It was made by Major

7573 Ctl-Met 1 of the Belgian Air Force. It states that the
Belgian Air Force scrambled two F-16 intercepltors (Nos AL 17 and AL 23)
from the base at Bevekom.
These vighters were vectored to their ftargets by Glons CRC NADGE radar.
This incident caused a major security alert. It sted for over 1 hour,
At 22k 39r an interception occurred during which radar 'lock-on' was
acheived by both aircratt. This lasted for 45.9 secs.
At this time the target was travelling on a Vesterly heading towards UK
airspace at speeds in excess of 1000 knots.

[y

The Belgian Minister of Defence at that time Guy Coeme,stated in the
Belgian Parliament on the 2let December 18969 fhat;- 'All hypotheses can
be excluded, the Minister could not tell what these flying objects were.’

ed to the Eurcpean Parlilament for an enquiry
ig Ho 990/93. It has been accepted for
tions Commiifee.

A report has been submitt
into thess incidents. It
consideration by the Pet

NATO and the Belgian agencleg have provided conclusive proof of these
detections. How is it that [ was iurcrmed by o0f the Ministry
of Defence in a Letter D/SecdaSriZ/3 of 13ih October 1993, that there is
no record in the UK of thig incident and,despite the track having come
to within £ix minutes of Kent,it could not therefore have been
considered a threat to the security ot the UK?

Your comments would be appreciated

Yours sincerely,
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MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

)
D/MIN(AF)94/94 2[ April 1994
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Thank you for your letter of 2 April, enclosing a
further letter from iour constituent # of

The Belgian authorities have advised that since the
sightings took place in the central part of Belgium and there
was no evidence of any threat, reports to other countries
were not made. Our own Air Defence experts have also
confirmed that they do not regard these Belgian UFO sightings
as having posed any sort of threat to the United Kingdom.

In the circumstances, I am afraid that there is little
else that I can say in this subject.
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JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP
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From Sir Keith Speed R.I>. AP

&
&

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

2nd April, 1994

Dear Jeremy,

I enciose a further letter from_

regarding the UFO sightings declared over Beigium
some &1 years ago. Could you please answer the
question in his last paragraph.

incerely,

Yours si
tzted by Sir Keith and signed in his absence

dic

Keith Speed

Jeremy Hanley, Esq., MP,
Minister of State for the Armed Forces,

Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,

;\Lj%uﬁchgﬁﬁft./v§2~ \:\\ﬂ

i:)éi é\“. CKKP\ciu?
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Please renly o Strood House, Rolvenden. Cranbrook, Kent TN 4L



Z3rd March 1994,

Dear Sir Keith
Thank you for your prompt reply and the enc
te

r i ¢

from the Minigt

an ltemized reply of the $ letters sent *to his

The Minis
Department. Hs Jdoes not comment that his minisfiry were evasive on the iscue
of radar detesction. Fiw

admit that radar weuld

object of opaciiy and s
request copies of repli

nigh between true radar signals and fals

Taking both of thase facts into account,it would ssem that d

substance.
The Hinister statas t the Eslgians did not consider fthess =sightings as

tha
posing any sort of a threat. [his is nol commeansurats
u]

The Felgian Minister of Defence confirmed Belgian Air

ietectione, by admitting the presence of Iflying objects over Liege (Leo

=5

Delcroix O/ IM RT/18 Z26th May 1993 and stating that 'all hypothesss could
L

be eicludsd, the Minister could not tell what these flying objects were

The zround rules ror the Eslgian Air Force are quite clear.
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e not identified, t
1 ag heetile. The Eelgian Air Force is aleried.
interceptor aircrart,
thres main NADGE radar
ong over a peried of an .

It was considsred so by

that German radar at Vedem h 1lso registered these phenomenon,
understand from & NATO sourcs ihat undsr the NADGE defensive system, it
would have been inconcsivable fthat U radar would not have been advised of

would once

+he Minizt

tD

([HG INTO ACCOUNT THE NATO

CONSIDERED THE RADAR

0 10 BE CONCLUSIVE PROOF OF

L
DETECTIONE ABOVE EELGIUN O HASCHE Zo-Tls

TO THE NATIONAL SECURITY OF

QBIECTE OF OPACITY AND SUBSTAKECE
THE EELGIAN STATE,WHY, AT 2Zh Com JH CH 1990, ¥ITH THIS

‘E,DIE YOUF AIR DEFENTE EXFPEHTS

URITY OF THE UEY

kffote. I wrote to the Balgian s year ago. Cn thelr advice [
contacted the Eelgian air Fovcs. Tizy supplied me with all the

infarmation that [ have.
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Thank you for your letter of 2 April, enclosing a
further letter from iour constituentP

The Belgian authorities have advised that since the
sightings took place in the central part of Belgium and there
was no evidence of any threat, reports to other countries
were not made. Our own Air Defence experts have also
confirmed that they do not regard these Belgian UFO sightings
as having posed any sort of threat to the United Kingdom.

In the circumstances, I am afraid that there is little
else that I can say in this subject. L QL
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JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

TelephondelsloillolaiEale)] ... {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/RMC 5690 22 April 1994

DewDderd,
Thank you fo
onstituent

letter of 24 March, enclosing one from your

had expressed some concerns abou

and you asked for my comments.

I should explain first of all that our involvement with this
subject is limited; while we do receive some reports of UFO
sightings, our only concern is to establish whether or not they
pose a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless we
judge that they do, and this has not been the case so far, we do
not attempt to investigate further, or to identify whatever
might have been seen.

It is clear from the 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, weather balloons, 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.

We are aware from UFO literature and from the media of some of
the claims that have been made on this subject, but I can assure
you that we are not aware of any evidence that would support the
existence of extraterrestrial life. I hope this is helpful, and
has explained our position.

7’
adlﬂ/rww
The Viscount Cranborne
David Faber Esg MP

=
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APS/Minister (AF)
1. I have placed opposite a self explanatory draft reply to the latest
letter from Sir Keith Speed MP.
2. Just as was the case with our own correspondence with _ I

fear this correspondence is now going round in circles. We understand that
is writing a book on these Belgian UF0 sightings; doubtless the

exchanges of correspondence provide a useful way to fill some space.

3. I have attached, for your information, an exchange of correspondence
that we had with the Belgians on this subject.




D/MIN(AF)/PE 94/94

Thank you for your letter of 2 April, enclosing a further letter from your

The Belgian authorities have advised that since the sightings took place in the
central part of Belgium and there was no evidence of any threat, reports to

other countries were not made. Our own Air Defence experts have also confirmed
that they do not regard these Belgian UFO sightings as having posed any sort of

threat to the United Kingdom.

I hope this has explained the position.

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP
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ETAT-MAJOR GENERAL
Etat-Major de la Force Aérienne
Scction Relations Publiques

Quartier Reine Elisubeth
Ruc d'Evere - 1140 BRUXELLES

TélL:
Fax.

Reference: Your D/Sec (48) 12/3 dated 12 November 1993

Dear Sir,

Your letter in reference concerning unusual sightings
over Belgium was received, through the office of Group Captain ﬁ
on 23 January 1994. , B

Relating to your questions I can confirm that 2 F-16
have been scrambled on 30 March 1990, as a reaction to both visual and
" radar observations. The scramble was co-ordinated with and authorised by
the Sector Commander of the NATO Air Defence System.

Reporis to other agencies or adjacent countries have
not been made since the events took place in the central part of Belgium and
1o presumed activities of any hostile or aggressive nature were registred.

A press conference on the findings of the radar
observations has been given in July 1990. At a later stage, since no more
additional military interventions ook place and with the intend to contain
the growing aggressiveness of the media, the Minister of Defence and the

. Chief of the General Staff decided on an information stop on the subject.

I hope that the above information will be helpful 1o
answer the question on the non-involvement of the UK Air Defence System.

Yours sincerely,

Licuienani-Colonel
Chief Public Affairs

Secretariatl (Air Staff) 2 a, Room
Ministry of Defence

Main Building Whitchall
London SWIiA 2HB

UNITED KINGDOM
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Statement from Belgian Air Force to British MoD regarding UFO sightings in 1990. Confirms F-16 aircraft were scrambled to intercept UFOs, which remained unexplainted.
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#- o X, Main Building Whitehall Lo

N1 ‘ Telephone {Direct Dialling)

{ @ {Switchboard)
2P (Fax) .

ILUH(;- OELULTLAL LG L ALLE QLALLJoGy WV

" British Embassy

co1 IR | Vour reference

Defence Attaché
Our reference

Rue d’Arlon 85

1040 Brussels ‘ D/Sec(AS)12/3
Belgium Date

’ : 12 November 1993

o o4 R

I understand that during 1989 and 1990 there was a wave of sightings of uﬁuﬁual
objects in ‘the sky over Belgium. I have also been told that as‘a result of a

wave of sightings on 30/31 March 1990, F-16 aircraft were scrambléd and vectored
Apparently there were a number of strange radar

oy

towards the area concerned.
returns, involving ground-based radar and radar systems on the F-16s.

We have received a number of letters asbout this, and although our basic position
is that this is a matter for the Belgian zuthorities, we have been drawn into a

debate about whether there was a potential threat to the UK, and whether or not

the Belgians would have notified UK Air Defenders about wvhat was happening in

their airspace.

I would be grateful if you could give me some indication of .the official Belgian
position on this matter, together with any other background information that you

may have.

fours mm(/ )

Recycled Paper



From Sir Keith Speed RD. M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

2nd April, 1994

Dear Jeremy,

I enciose a further letter from

regarding the UFO sightings declared over Beigium
some 4% years ago. Could you please answer the
question in his last paragraph.

sinc
ted by Sir Keith and signed in his absence

Keith Speed

Jeremy Hanley, Esq., MP,

Minister of State for the Armed Forces,
Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall, —_ . ¥=\\,
London, B oSN\ S e S LY
SWia z2HB

£> & QCL, CK\L\LCkuP
Sec (Bs) Do

-y

Please reply tor Strood House, Rolvenden. Cranbrook, Kent TN 41
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admit that radar would onlv npositively detect a an
ahiect of #artty and substanos T owould syuceest that for vour interegt o
object of opacity and substance., I would suggest that for your interest, you

o

Department confirmed (DI/Sec (A

SO I

nperatives could easily distinguish between irue radar signs

Taking bhoth of these facts into account, it would e that

.4 HADGE radar operatives at Semerzeks (Eelgiumd, Glons QRO

- . ot e
Germany? were definate

be excluded, the Hinister
The ground rules for the

gightings by individuals,
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APS/US of S

1. I have placed opposite a self explanatory draft reply to the letter from
David Faber MP.

Sec(AS)2
15 April 1994




D/US of S/RMC 5690

Thank you for your letter of 24 March, enclosing one from your constituent

some concerns about UF0s, and you asked for my comments.

I should explain first of all that our involvement with this subject is limited;
while we do receive some réports of UFO sightings, our only concern is to
establish whether or not they pose a threat to the security of the United
Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this has not been the case so far,

ve do not attempt to investigate further, or to identify whatever might have

been seen.

Iz is clear from the 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, weather balloons, satellites in orbit or satellite
debris entering the atmosphere, ball lightning, fireballs and meteorites. Ve
accept, however, that there will always be some sightings that appear to defy

explanation, and we are open-minded on these.

Ve are aware from UF0 literature and from the media of some of the claims that
have been made on this subject, but I can assure you that we are not aware of
any evidence that would support the existence of extraterrestrial life.

I hope this is helpful, and has explained our position. .

The Viscount Cranborne

David Faber MP



' | DAVID FABER MP e

RS’

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWI1A 0AA

24th March 1994

D TRl

RE:

I have received the enclosed letter from my constituent,
who has recently joined the British Unidentified Flying
Research Association.

He believes in extra-terrestrials and is particularly concerned
about a Sunday newspaper report of an incident in Dartford where
a woman was abducted and raped allegedly by such creatures.

_wishes to know the Government's position and feels that
the UFO issue should be debated in Parliament to allay any fears
the public may have.

I would be most grateful for your authoritative reopens to my
constituent’ oncerns. ,

Viscount Cranborne
PUSS

Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall

London SW1a 2HB
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Letter from David Faber MP after receiving correspondence from a constituent who was concerned about extra-terrestrials following a Sunday newspaper report of an alleged alien abduction


e, -

23 February 1994

Dear Mr Faber

May I begin by belatedly congratulating you on your success on
becoming Westbury's MP in the last General Election.

I am very much interested in the ever increasing reports of
local, national and international sightings of Unidentified
Flying Objects(UFOs). So much so that I recently became a member
of the British Unidentified Flying Objects Research
Association(BUFORA) to learn more.

I personally believe that extra-terrestrials (ufonauts) do visit
Earth, for various reasons, make contact and abductions take
place. Recent revelations in a Sunday newspaper regarding the
abduction, terrifying abuse and rape of a women from Dartford,
Kent (my neighbouring home town) has finally caused me to write
and ask whether this topical and emotional subject is likely to
be debated in the House of Commons? This would go some way to
allay the fears of the general public to hear that this
disturbing phenomenon is being taken seriously and fully
investigated by the appropriate authorities. I recall that the
House of Lords debated UFOs many years ago.

It is understood that Ministry of Defence experts are responsible
for investigating UFO sightings and abductions. I appreciate
that this subject very much impacts upon national security and
therefore any positive findings are likely to be shrouded in

secrecy.

I would appreciate your assistance in raising my views with
fellow members of the House and in obtaining the official view on

the UFO phenomenon.

Yours faithfully

David Faber MP
House of Commons
London SW1
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB
{Direct Dialling)

Telephone
(Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/RMC 5649 /] april 1994

,Am%v;
‘
Thank you for your letter of 21 March, enclosing one from your constituent
H Section 40 el
sed a number ol points about UFOs, and you.asked for my comments.
I should explain first of all that vhile the Ministry of Defence does receive
some reports of UFO sightings, our only concern is to establish whether or
not they pose a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless we
judge that they do, and this has not been the case so far, we do not attempt
to investigate further, or to identify what might have been seen.
Ve are avare from UFO literature of some of the bizarre claims that have been
made on this subject, but I can assure you that we are not aware of any

evidence that would support the existence of extraterrestrial life.

Most of the points that your constituent raises are of course matters for the
Americans. It would not be proper for me to comment on the official us
position, although I suspect it is similar to our own.

I hope this is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

The Rt Hon Roger Freeman MP

&

Recycled Paper
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1. I have placed oppositevé self explanatory draft reply to the letter from
the Rt. Hon. Roger Freeman MP.
2. We are not aware of the television programme that mentions,

but there are many bizarre claims made about the US government’s role in
relation to the UFO phenomenon. There are a number of colourful characters’
involved in UF0O research, some of whom are scientists, and some of whom claim to
have links with the intelligence community.

' Sec(AS)?2
30 March 1994



D/US of S/RMC 5649

Thank you for your letter of 21 March, enclosing one from your constituent _IE

ceconso e O EREEEE

number of points about the UF0 controversy, and you asked for my comments.

&

I should explain first of all that while the Ministry of Defence does receive
some reports of UFO sightings, our only concern is to establish whether or not
they pose a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that
they do, and this has not been the case so far, we do not attempt to investigate

further, or to identify whatever might have been seen.

Ve are awvare from UF0O literature of some of the bizarre claims that have been
made on this subject, but I can assure you that we are not avare of any evidence
that would support the existence of extraterrestrial life.

Most of the points that your constituent raises are of course matters for the
Americans. It would not be proper for me to comment on the official US

position, although I suspect it is similar to our own.

I hope this is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

The Rt. Hon. Roger Freeman MP



L WAL o0 THE RT. HON. ROGER FREEMAN M.P. FOR KETTERING

Y
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

Viscount Cranborne

Parliamentary Under Secretary of State
Ministry of Defence

WHitehall

London SW1A 2HB

15.
March 21st, 1994
Ref: RNF/11,184

EUQ,ﬁmx {L4fk,¢bk/

I enclose a r which I have received from my
constituent, about unidentified flying objects.

Before I respond, I would much appreciate your kind advice and

comments.
Yours ever,
Roger Freeman, MP
Enc.
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephonsg irect Dialling)
(Switchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FOR f‘t:
THE ARMED FORCES L{.
D/MIN(AF)/94/94 ) March 1994

gy 7RG

NTATES

Thank you for your letter of 1 March, in which you

requested a synopsis of the correspondence between my Department
and vour constituent

F first letter was forwarded to us in
January 1993. He asked what we knew about a wave of UFO
sightings that had occurred over Belgium in late 1989 and early
1890, My official explained that our involvement with the
subject of UFOs is very limited, our only interest being to
ensure that there is no threat to the defence of the UK. They
also pointed out that this was, of course, a matter for the
Belgians and not for us. 1In an as helpful as
possible, it was suggested that contact the Belgian
Embassy, together with a number of UFO sccieties who were
actively researching these UFO sightings.

Over the next few months wrote a steady
stream of letters asking about our policy and views on the UFO
phenormznon, and again, my officials provided him with full and
helpful answers to all his questions. continued to
focus on the Belgian sightings, and asked a number of guestions
about radar systems in an attempt to prove that because some of
the UF0O sightings coincided with some radar returns there must
have been some sort of sclid object present. My officials
explained that there are a number of circumstances such as
unusuval meteorological conditions or interference between
different radar systems, where this is note necessarily so.

expressed concern that these sightings were

sufficiently close to the UK to pose some sort of threat, but was
assured that this was not the case, and was reminded of the
effective way in which the RAF detected and intercepted Soviet
aircraft probing our defences during the Cold War. _
asked whither the Belgians informed us about these UFO sightings,
and if not, why not. The fact is that the Belgians did not
regard these U¥F0O sightings as posing any sort of threat, and for
this reason did not notify any other countries.

Recyoied FPaper
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UFO file release August 2009
MoD papers summarising correspondence on Belgian UFOs


I can assure yweffort was made to be as
helpful as possible to However, by the time he
wrote his tenth letter in December 1993 it was clear that no new
points were being raised, and he was duly informed that there was
nothing that could usefully be added to the very comprehensive
answers that he had already received.

Clearly these sightings were very interesting for UFO
researchers. However, given that there was no evidence of any
threat, and given that the sightings occurred outside the UK this
is not a matter for the Ministry of Defence.

I hope this is helpful, and has explained the situation.

JEREMY BANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP



e

M5
APS/Minister(AF)
1. I have placed opposite a self explanatory draft reply to the letter from
Sir Keith Speed MP.
2. Although the draft reply provides, as was requested, a synopsis of our
dealings with I have attached copies of all the previous

correspondence ~ ten letters, as opposed to nine, as origimally advised. I
think this makes it abundantly clear that we have done our best to be as helpful

as possible to? but that we have long passed the point wvhere there
is anything else that could usefully be said to him. I leave it up to you

whether or not you pass this correspondence to Sir Keith Speed MP.

Sec(AS)2
14 March 1994

T,



D/MIN(AF)/PE 94/94

Thank you for your letter of 1 March, in which you requested a synopsis of the

correspondence between my Department and your constituent _

_first letter was forwarded to us in January 1993. He asked what

wve knew about a wave of UFO sightings that had occurred over Belgium in late

1989 and early 1990. My officials explained that our involvement with the
subject of UFOs is very limited, our only interest being to ensure that there is
no threat to the defence of the UK. They also pointed out that this was, of
course, a matter for the Belgians and not for us. In an attempt to be as

helpful as possible, it was suggested that_contact the Belgian

Embassy, together with a number of UFO societies who were actively researching

these UFQ sightings.

Over the next few months_ wrote a steady stream of letters asking

about our policy and views on the UFO phenomenon, and again, my officials
provided him with full and helpful answvers to all his questions. _
continued to focus on the Belgian sightings, and asked a number of quéétions
about radar systems in an attempt to prove that because some of the UFO
sightings coincided with some radar returns there must have been some sort of
solid object present. My officials explained that there are a number of
circumstances such as unusual meteérological conditions or interference between
different radar systems, where this is not necessarily so. _
expressed concern that these sightings were sufficiently close to the UK to pose
some sort of threat, but was assured that this was not the case, and was
reminded of the effective way in which the RAdeetected and intercepted Soviét

aircraft probing our defences during the Cold Var. _asked vhether

the Belgians informed us about these UFO'sightings, and if not, why not. The



fact is that the Belgians did not regard these UFO sightings as posing any sort

of threat, and for this reason did not notify any other countries.

I can assure yvou that every effort was made to be as helpful as possible to

_However, by the time he wrote his tenth letter in December 1993 it
was clear that no new points were being raised, and he was duly informed that
there was nothing that could usefully be added to the very comprehensive answvers

that he had already received.
Clearly these sightings were very interesting for UF0O researchers. However,
given that there was no evidence of any threat, and given that the sightings

occurred outside the UK, this is not a matter for the Ministry of Defence.

I hope this is helpful, and has explained the situation.

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed MP



From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

.,y

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWI1A 0AA

1st March,

Your Ref: D/MIN(AF)/94/94

Dear Jeremy,

%,

&

1994

Thank you for your letter of 20th February about

my constituent

sightings over Belgium. While I appreciate your
Department's patience may have run out after 9

letters, I myself would appreciate a synopsis of the

replies, since I have no idea, apart from your letter,
what your Department's view about this matter is.
Perhaps you could let me have such a synopsis as soon
as possible, so that I may reply fully to my

constituent.

Y

and his query on UFO

You refer to my letter of 31st January, this was of
course a follow up to my original letter of 16th
November, which apparently went astray in your

Department.

Yours sincerely,

dictated by Sir Keith and signed in his absence

LAY
A Keith Spee

Jeremy Hanley, Esq., M C>yCJf&fv3v;3K$l<DaﬁCiB 2 ‘ S

Minister of State for theArmed Forces,
Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,

Whitehall,
London, e L
SW1A 2HB , ﬁfg’: ¢ .am,(qq/

Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, CranbroOk,

Tent TN17 4J1.

Yo,



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
~ MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone irect Dialling)
) {Switchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FOR ft:
THE ARMED FORCES )+
D/MIN(AF)/94/94 ) March 1994

NS

Thank you for your letter of 1 March, in which you

requested a synopsis between my Department

and your constituent
qfirst letter was forwarded to us in
January 1993. He asked what we knew about a wave of UFO

sightings that had occurred over Belgium in late 1989 and early
1990. My official explained that our involvement with the
subject of UFOs is very limited, our only interest being to
ensure that there is no threat to the defence of the UK. They
also pointed out that this was, of course, a matter for the
Belgians and not for us. In an attempt to be as helpful as
possible, it was suggested that contact the Belgian
Embassy, together with a number of UFO societies who were
actively researching these UFO sightings.

~Over the next few months _wrote a steady

stream of letters asking about our policy and. views on the UFO
phenomenon, and again, my officials provided him with full and
helpful answers to all his questions. continued to
focus on the Belgian sightings, and asked a number of questions
about radar systems in an attempt to prove that because some of
the UFO sightings coincided with some radar returns there must
have been some sort of sclid object present. My officials
explained that there are a number of circumstances such as
unusual meteorological conditions or interference between
different radar systems, where this is note necessarily so.

expressed concern that these sightings were
sufficiently close to the UK to pose some sort of threat, but was
assured that this was not the case, and was reminded of the
effective way in which the RAF detected and intercepted Soviet
aircraft probing our defences during the Cold War. ?
asked whither the Belgians informed us about these UFO sightings,
and if not, why not. The fact is that the Belgians did not
regard these UFO sightings as posing any sort of threat, and for
this reason did not notify any other countries.

&9

Recycied Paper
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I can assure you that every effort was made to be as
helpful as possible tog However, by the time he
wrote his tenth letter in December 1993 it was clear that no new
points were being raised, and he was duly informed that there was

nothing that could usefully be added to the very comprehensive
answers that he had already received.

Clearly these sightings were very interesting for UFO
researchers. However, given that there was no evidence of any
threat, and given that the sightings occurred outside the UK this
is not a matter for the Ministry of Defence.

I hope this is helpful, and has explained the situation.

M/

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP



&fKeith Spee

From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

I

QO
¥ Qé

HOUSE OF COMMONS.. (}3

LONDON SWiA Q0AA QSS\
ist March, 1994 \ /f

Your Ref: D/MIN{AF)/94/94

Dear Jeremy,

Thank you for 20th February about

my constituentM, and his query on UFOQ
sightings over Belgium. While I appreciate your
Department's patience may have run out after 9
letters, I myself would appreciate a synopsis of the
replies, since I have no idea, apart from your letter,
what your Department's view about this matter is.
Perhaps you could let me have such a synopsis as soon
as possible, so that I may reply fully to my
constituent.

You refer to my letter of 3ist January, this was of
course a follow up to my original letter of 16th
November, which apparently went astray in your
Department.

Yours sincerely,
dictated by Sir Keith and signed in his absence

Jeremy Hanley, Esq., CBVCJ/&FKDVJAKS12367¢EB fg
Minister of State for theArmed Forces,

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall,
London, A ) o e
SW1A 2HB g ¢ ¢ am,tqw

— a .
Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, CranbrGok, Kent TN17 4]

B e



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

TelephonUDirect Dialling)
(Switchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

D/MIN(AF)/94/94 °:265+¥;;;uary 1994

Sec (as) 2

N e

Thank you for your letter of
correspondence from your constituent

enclosin

had asked
about a wave of UFO sightings that occurred over Belgium in 1990,

and you asked for my views on this.

fficials have already exchanged a number of letters
with#cn this subject over the past year, and wrote
most recently to him on 9 December 1993. There really is little
that I can add to this correspondence. While we are aware that
there were some unusual occurrences, as your constituent says,
this is a matter for the Belgians and not for us. There is no
evidence that these UFO sightings posed any threat to the defence
of the UK.

JEREMY HANLEY
Sir Keith Speed RD MP

€

Recycied Paper



From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

R FENE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OO (Ohj\‘;{/;s LONDON SWiA 0AA 31st January, 1994,

Dear Private Secretary,
radar detections and airborne interceptions in 1990.

Sir Keith wrote to Mg Hanley on the 16th November

sending a copy of a letter he had received from[elion 40

_ !is in constant touch

with Sir Keith on this matter and annoyed that he

has not received a reply yet. Sir Keith requests

that an answer is sent as soon as possible please.

Keith Speed/,/-—""

private Secretary to » . , '
v Acimno-I\E S 2 Q.
Jeremy Hanley Esq., MP., ... - 4 T

C

15

Ministry of Defence,
Main Building, ;
Whitehall.

London. Pc, el
SW1A 2HB. - | ’9&(—( ay
. :ESﬂEl(; (J:xfé:)

Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook, Kent TN17 4].
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Letter dated Tth November. c.c. flobert Ramsay, DG, Eurcpear )

b \ Parliament. On 30th March, 1990 there was a major- security . From S8ir Keith Speed R.D., H.P. ’
m \ alert over Belgium when interceptor aircraft went after '
o B unidentified flying object. Object was heading west
. \ tewards British aie space at speeds in excess of 1000 knots ! 4
© | Wahts to know were MoD aware of this, did oun armed forces N
1 or those of NATO deem there was no security risk, and ir | N
o " so on what premise was this decision made. Please reply to:
B | . 16tk Youember, 10073 i | | | Strood House,
: ! Rolvenden, Cranhrook,
Kent, TH1T &JJ

16th Hovember, 1993

Hank You far vour recent letter “hont airhorre : Dear Minister,
interception of 1midentified oblacts

over Belgium,
The questions von PoOse arg aot euilzhle, for
technical rearons, Lo ba fabled, and in any evenk
Lhey cannot he tabled tedbre 25th Movetber., I have,
hovever, written to khe Minister at the Ministry of
nfonce, with a copy of your letter, and as soan

as T receive g reply I shall be in Louch with you
again,

YBars sincerely,

fours,
signed for Sir Keith in his absence

Faith Speed Private Sécretary

Japery Hanlev, Faq., MP,
The Minister 6f State for the Armed Forces,

- Ministry of Defence,
e Main Building, '
@ whitehall,

o London, ’

o SW1A 2HB
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| FOR THE ATTENTIONPLEASE OF THE assistant Private Secretary Section 40/ |
crom Private Secretary to Sir Keith Speed. Fax EESERERNY (rhree pages).

pear RN
Thank you for your telephone call. _ has sent a

rumber of letters mainly sbout tabling questions, and I have

tpied to condense the relevant parts.
marded on the 16th November.

As you know his

original letler wWas fo
Hope this 1is helpful Thank you

Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvghden, Cranbrook. Kent TNT7 4]). Tel
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Z6th Decenmber 18503,

Reference: Questior to Minister of Defence ~ CC Buropean Farliamentary
Petitions Committee,

Pear Sir Keith
I apologise for a degree of persisience.

I specifically requesied a question to be tabled in the House because I am
not satisfied with the obvious evasions that I am getting from the Ministry

of Defence.

It is obvious that any answer from the Minister will bz as a direct result
of consultation with the Ministry of Dofence whose answers are not
comgensurate with the facts.

I attach uncorrected pages 114/115/116 of a book manuscript that I am
writing on the Belgian Phenomens: thizm is 2 copy of a ietter written on the
Sth December 1993 to the Ministry of Dafence. -®

Their contradictions form part of this book. .
I trust they will give you some idea of the complexity of the sitvation.

If the reply given by the Minister is as indicated, ] would then request a
tabled question as originally sought. '

It is essential in nmy applicaticn %o the Petitions Committee of the
European Parliament that [ obtain a olear and detailed explavation on the
positive NADGE major alert in Belgiux and the opinion of the British
Ministry of Defence Air Defence Experts that there was no risk to cur own
national gecurity.

Could you please advise me what the 'technmical reasons’ are for not raising
& question in the House.

Yours sincerely,




|

From:- Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct Dialling)

{Switchboard}
(Fax)

*
&

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date .
9 December 1993

. -

Thank you for your letter dated 6 December. -

T am afraid that there is nothing that can usefully be added to the replies you
have already received on the points that you raised.

Yoy Sinter f/{/ ,
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&th Decenber 1983.

Reference: Your ref D/Sec(AS)YLz/3.

Thank you for your letter dated 26th November,

T note vour ohssrvation that [ am bein selective with quotes fronm your
¥ y

letters, On the contrary,l would suggest that in your last letter,the

selectivity is yours.

Allow me to refresh your memory. ¥hilst you have pfevigusly stated all the
reasons quoted in your letter to illustrate that a radar return does not
necessarily indicate the presence of a structured crait,you have omitted to
say that you qualified these reasons the conclusion of the paragraph by
stating (vour letter D/Sec(AS:ilz/3, s "It 1w easy for skilled

¢ uish between these sort of returns,and the track made

operators to distin
by & snlid object such as an aircraft.’
As the very first line of your letter D/Sec (AS)12/3 20/9/93) stat

opacity and substance, ' 1 can hardly be accused of selectivity, these words
are yours and not mine. ‘

The detections made by the NATO Air Defence Ground Environment radars at-
nat one, BUT THREE!- radar stations at Semmerzeke and Glons CRC in

Belgium and Vedem in Germany, were made by highly skilied operatives well
able to distinguish between the anomalies that you quote and true radar
reflections, Indeed two F-16 interceptors of the Belgian Air Force would
hardly have been scrambled on fifteen seperate cccasions if the radar
operatives had not been SURE of their detections (these were also confirmed
on 13 pccasions by radar lock-on by the persuing aircraft.)

: E detections preve your point tbat

The averwhelming evidence of the NADG
R tn) .able to distinguish between false and true refurns

i must Pe. taken as positive confirmation of the presence of unidentified
-

& z
opacity and substance.

In view of the above,l do not understand your consequent retractions which

are not commensurate with the facts.

The fact that thess radar detections were confirmed by FATO, the Belgian
Winister of Defence and the Belgian Air Force,would prompt me to ask 'I[F
WADGE CONSIDERED THE RADAR DETECTIONS ABOVE BELGIUM ON MARCH 30/31st 1990
O BE CONCLUSIVE PROOF OF QBFECTS OF OFPACITY AND SUESTANCE AND A THREAT TO
THE NATIONAL SECURITY OF THE BELGIAN STATE, WHY DID YOUR AIR DEFENCE EXPERTS
CONCLUDE THAT THERE WAS NO THEEAT TO THE SECURITY OF THE UE?




a™

Cont;

in view pf the conclusive proof now cbtained from the NATO and Belgian
Agencies, the answer from your Air Defence experts that 'there was no fhreat
ter the UK because there was no evidence of any such threat' simply will not
suffice. NATO and the Belgians say that there was a threat,and your Alr
Defence experts say that there was not.

I would request a detailed answer that takes into account the NATO and
Belgian detsctions and observations,

Your statement in letter D/Sec(AS)12/3 of the 12th Hovember 1993 that
"Although these UFU sightings did indeed occur close to the UK,' is your
comment and not mine.

I would refer you to the whole context of yvour letiter which discusses why
s Ea
[ 7

your ministry did not know of the Belgian sightiangs, it quotes 'tha hey
did not gocur within UK airspace. dithough these UFD sightings did indeed

oeour Gl o the UK, we would not have been notified uniess the Belgians
belisved there was a threat.'

. at the beginning of this letier,the question of selectivity does
nof arise, I am anly able to comment on the words that you have written.
The wording of your letter could only be interpreted by the world at large
as a clear indication that there was a detection of an entity of opacity
and substance in the skies above Belgium; if you now choose To amend them,

8 L4

then that is your prerogative,but this now sirongly implies evasion on the

point at issus,

Yours sincerely,




o

From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)Za, Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)
{Fax)

Your reference
Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

26 November 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 20 November.

T have to say that the extracts that you quote from my letters are selective;
for example, you will recall that I have explained to you on a number of
occasions that a radar return does not necessarily indicate the presence of a
structured craft; radar returns can be caused by clouds, computer error,
interference between two radar systems, Anomalous Propagation, or even by flocks

of birds.

In view of the above, your assumption that we have accepted the Belgian UFO

sightings as being "unidentified flying objects that are of opacity and

substance' is not correct.

In answer to your specific question, Air Defence experts concluded that the
Belgian UFQ sightings posed no threat to the UK because there was no evidence of

any such threat.

/

Y;wfi s iweffgg
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Reference: Your letter D/Sec(AZ) 1z /3 of 12711793,

Dear
Thank you for your letter dated 12th Hovember,

i note your cbservation that we have now reached -the point where there is
little more that youw can provide on the guestions.that I have posed to
date, .
i suppose that to a degree vou ars correct. We have come a lang way since
your ariginal letter D/Sec(8&)12/3 of the Z4th Fébruary 1963 in which you
stated 'the key consideration Is evidence, without which a threat to

curity canpot be judged to exist, Feports of Zigéts or shapes in
ngs cannct be

4

s

o
the sky cannot be classed as evidence, even 11 3 sigh
iy 3

‘."l

Your admission in letier D/Hbcxﬁ »12/3 of the 29th September 1083 that
‘radar will only positively detect a radar wavelength or an object of
opacity and substance’ confirms that the FNADGE radar detections above
Belgium in 1988/9¢ by Semmerzeke,Glons,and Vedem radars, wvere indeed
confirmation of an unidentified asrisl phenomena of opacity and substance.
4 simple telephone call to HATO would confirm that fact,

Your recent statement in letter D/Seci(AZ)12/3 of the 12th Novewmber 1993
that ‘Although these UFD sightings did indeed occur close to the UK’
finally qualitfies the fact that the Ministry of Defence-when these two
statements are ftaken in conjunction~hdve now accepted (as have the Helgian

government), the authenticity of the Belgian phenonena as belng unidentified
flying objects that are of gpacity and substance.

Having,by a slow process of reason,finally reached this conclusion-and as I
am quite sure that this is nol a question that would contravene national
security-1 would ask my penultimate question.

It is simply 'By what premise have your specialist Air Defence advisers
reached the conciusion that these phenomena are NOT a thres t to national
security?

I would advise that you should inform the Becratary of State for Defence of
this correspondence. [ have requested Sir Kedth Speed MP to table this same
4upotion to the Hinieter in the House of Commons.

For your interest; [ have been advised by Egon Klepsch,President of the
Euraopean Parliament,that my repdrt asking fQ an enquiry into the Belgian
phenonena has now been forwarded to the Petitions Committee for thedir
consideration.
Your reply would be appreciated.
Tours incer&‘y,




RN - 0N 40 [ AR ]
SE ]I Ly

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall Lo W1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling)
C {Switchboard)
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date
12 November 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 23 October.

You asked why the Ministry of Defence did not know about the Belgian UFO
sightings, and had not seen any official documents relating to them. The simple
ansver is, as I have explained before, that they did not occur within UK
airspace. Although these UFO sightings did indeed occur close to the UK, we
would not have been notified unless the Belgians believed there was a threat.
For obvious security reasons, I will not enter into any discussions about the
range and capabilities of our Air Defences. What I can tell you is that I have
sought specialist Air Defence advice vhen answering your letters, and have been
assured that there is nothing that you have described that would be regarded as

a threat to the UK.

Although I would be happy to answer any new questions you may have, I think we
have nov reached the point where there is little more that I can provide on the

questions that you have posed to date.

}t/w f fl‘hne-/&ij-

o
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23rd October 19983.

Feference: Your latter D/Ssc (AS) 12/8 of 13th October 1963,

Thank you tor your reply of the 13th October on behalf of yourself and the
Secretary of State Tor Detence. o

T would like to comment on the main paragraph of your letter.

I wonder why the Ministry of Defence did ¥OT know of the Belgian sightings
when they were so widely reported in the continental press?

1 also wonder why the Ministry of Defence have not seen any official
documents relating to these incidents? I have obtained an abundance of
these withoiut any problems from the Belgian Defence Minister. the Belgian
¥inistry of Defence,and the Belgian Air Force.

T find the fact that the Winistry of Defence have not been passed any
information relating to these detections as extremely odd.

Glone CRC (WADGE) radar was on a major alert involving F-16 interceptor
sircraft. WE ARE PART OF NADGE (NATO Afir Defence Ground HEnvironment),
This object was six winutes from our air space and closing at + 1000 kts.
Wot only would I have thought that notification of some kind was
obligatory,but I wonder why the Ministry of Defence do not &OV query this

onission?

Although a WADGE detection was involved in a full alert only six minutes
away, by what premise was it that NATO considered that there was MU threat



to the UK7?.

Tt would seem that NADGE considered the detection serious enough to involve
military persuit aircraft in Belgium, but not serious enough to inform
either the RAF or the Ministry of Defence in the United Kingdom.

Your statement that;- 'l can only assume that the appropriate military
authoritiss did not believe that there was any threst fo the UK' causes me
some apprehension, Do you not KNOV whether this is so?. This would indicate
that you are NOT advised on sll radar detections unless they are considered
s threat to the UK by the military authorities?

Yhilst I have no grounds whatsoever to doubt your -honesty,l sincerely trust
that vou will accept my observation that your statements simpiy do not fit
the facts,

Tt would seem that your position as a Ministry of Defence spokesman on
radar matters is seriously compromised by other organisations.

One wonders whether the Nato Air Defence Ground Epnvironment is more
involved in this situation that they would care to admit?

Your comments would be appreciated,

Yours sincerely,



. From: - Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct Dialling)

(Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date
13 October 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 2 October, copied to the Secretary of State for
Defence. Please treat this reply as the response to both letters.

T was interested in the information that you provided, but I have yet to see any
official documents relating to these UFO sightings. Ve have no record that the
Belgians (or anybody else) passed us. any information relating to these
sightings, and I can only assume that the appropriate military authorities did
not believe that there was any threat to the UK.

I can assure you that the Air Defence of the UK is taken very seriously; you may
recall from the days of the Cold War that Soviet aircraft used to test our
defences on a regular basis, by attempting to penetrate the UK Air Defence
Region. You may also recall the very effective way in which the RAF detected

and intercepted these aircraft.

| me SMC&’”"D//L,
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znd October 1963,

Ref; D/Sec(ASr12/3 of the z6th September 1893,

Dear
Thank you for your very velcame letter of confirmation that

radar will only positively detect a radar wavelengih or an object of
ppacity and substance.

This is also the opinion of the Belgian Alr Force and the Belgian Hinister
of Defence.

As you apparently have no knowledge of the Belgian incidents, 1 trust that
you will not think it patronising if I give you details of one of these.

On the night of the 30/31st March 1990 at 23h, 00, aocal time) in the
vicinity of Wavre(8VY of Brussels),many witnesses reported a configuration
of lights in the sky.

As a result of these reports and their confirmation by members of the
Belgian Gendarmerie,the Belgian radar stations at Semmerzeke and Glons were
alerted. They confirmed a strong signal where indicated by witnesses. This
was also confirmed by the German radar station at Vedem.

These confirmations by three main radar stations were considered to be a
threat to Belgian national security.

The Belgian Air Force were alerted to scrambla twa F-16 aircraft to
intercept these targets.

These two aircraft were vectored to their targets by the two Belgian radar
stations involved.

13 interceptions were made. Radar lock-on was acheived on each occasion,
times varying from 0.1 sec to 45,0 secs.

Video film is avallable of on-board radar cont1rm1ng these interceptioms.
Accleration figures were recorded of this objeCTirom 150kts to lOOOkts 1n
+/- ¥ sec,and a rate of decent from 10, 000ft to 4000ft in 2 secs

Persuit and interception continued for over 1 hour.

2600 witnesses praovided statements 75 of these were Belgian Police
pfficers.

The Belgian Minister of Defence Guy Coeme,admitted the existence of these
flying objects; he stated in the Belgian Parliament that ALL hypotheses
cauld be excluded-he did not know what these flying objects were. This was
confirmed on the 26th May 1993 by Leo Delcroix the present Belgian Hinister
of Defence.



both F~16 =sircratt were in persuit of this

At one period of interception,
on & Westerly heading towards UK airspace at

unidentified abject which was

speeds of +1000 knots per hour.
This incident was regarded by the Belgian authorities as a major alert

Actual time to infringe UK airspace would have been less than six minutes.

I note your observation that because the Belgian detections were outside UK
airspace they were beyond your area of remit.

Whilst I acknowledge that this was so,1 do not see how it is possible to
ensure UK security by such rigid paramsters.

Vhen an unknown cbject of some substance-treated as a threat to national
‘security by the armed forces of a fellow member state-is only six minutes
from our national boundary and is being persued at speeds in excess of 1000
kts per hour by two interceptor aircraft,then it is not practicable or
possible, in the interests of security,to 1mpose statutary limits involving

national boundaries.

I have discussed your cbservations with a NATO colleague,and find it
difficult to accept that-as you say in your letter-even though we are part
of NATO Air Defence Ground Environment and are covered to some extent by
AWAC aircraft,that there are occasions when we are not advised by the NATO
80 radar station complay of paq81ble intrusions into our alrcpare

It would seem however,that because this incident was recardpd by the
Belgian military as a . major alert,that we should have been noflilpd by

Glone CRC(HADGE) of their radar deftection.
There would seem little point of a radar defence system that did not do

this.

It would seem incredible that the Ministry of Defence were not aware of
this imminent infringement of our national security,particularly when an
event of such magnitude was being enacted only six minutes away.

Your comments would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely,




From:- Secretariat{(Air Stattr)Za, Koom

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall Lo

Telephone (Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)
(Fax}

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date
29 September 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 27 September.

I agree that radar will only positively detect a radar wavelength or an object
of opacity and substance, although it is important to remember that a radar blip
does not necessarily correspond te the location of an object; as I explained in
my letter dated 18 February, the phenomenon of Anomalous Propagation can give an
indication that an object of some sort is in the air, when in fact there is no
such object; the radar will be picking up a natural feature such as a coastline.

T am not aware of instances where radar operators have detected an object,
judged it to be solid, and not been able to identify it; if there have been such
cases then they probably relate to weather balloons. The point I was trying to
make in my 18 February letter was that we have never detected a structured craft
flying in UK airspace, that has remained unidentified.

Although, as you point out, there is a chain of radar stations stretching across
NATO, it is not the case that they all automatically exchange data, so it is not
correct to say that the Ministry of Defence must have been avare of radar
detections that occurred during the 1989/90 UFO sightings in Belgium. VWhen I
said, in my letter dated 24 February, that I remembered only one reference to
radar sightings, I made it quite clear that this vas a personal recollection of

comments made in.Timothy Good’s book, "Alien-Liaison".

I really must stress again that while the sightings that you are researching are
doubtless very interesting, they occurred outside UK airspace, and as such lie

outside our remit.

I wish you the best of luck with your continuing attempts to get to the bottom
of this mystery.

>é¢¢f ﬂu&ﬂﬂ?/
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The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
MoD response to question on UFOs detected by RAF radars.


Z27th September 1693

_ Secretariat (&lr Staff)Za, Roonm

Hinistry of Defence, .
¥ain Building,

Whitehall,

London SV1iA ZHB,
You may remember that earlier in the year we had some correspondence
concerning unidentified radar returus.
Your observations rerer; 'There are certainly no instances where solid
objects have been detected but not identitfied' (Rei;DrSec(A3)12/3) and on
the subject of Anomalous Propagation of radar it is easy for skilled
operators to distinguish between these sort of returns,and the track made

by a solid object such as an aircraft. ' (Ref; D/Sec(ASX12/3)°

] was recently invited by BBC radio,to discuss an application that I have
made to the European Parliameﬁt for an enquiry into the Belgién incidents
of 1985750,

A‘direot result of that broadcast were several letters and telephone calls
from airline pilots,who had indeed been alerted by radar stations,of

objects that had been detected on converging courses,and who had witnessed



together with other crew members,the detected phject/objects passing where

indicated. A telephone conversation with a radar aperator alsg confirmed

similar incidents.

4 conversation with a radar technologist also confirmed that 'radar will

act in much the same way as a wavelength of light. It will only detect

another radar signal or its own reflection from an object of reflectability

in the latter case an object of some substance or opacity!

Note¥ This must be the case-or there would be no point in radar detection.

] have had considerable correspaondence with the Belgian Air Force,the

Belgian Minister/and Ministrf of Defence,and the Belgian Prime Minister.

Their comments are,that because the credibility of the Belgian armed forces

and Ministry of Defence are invalved, that wmy report be forwarded to:
Egon Klepsch.
President of the Buropean Farliament,

Belliarstraat 97-117,

1047 Brussels, Belgium.

I have also been informed that detection was made by Belgian-Semmerzeke

Belgian-Glons radar( multipurpose impulsion

radar (array type-military’,

type) and German-Vedem-radar. 411 obhservations were made by skilled

operatives.

These radar stations are part of an 80 station radar complex that extends

throughout EBurope and are part of the North American Treaty Organisation

Air Defence Ground Environment.

All of the detections of these radar stations are coordinated.



We are part of the North American Ireaty Organisation Air Defence Ground

Environment and of the same radar complex. -
The Ministry of Defence must therefore have been aware of the many radar
detections by these three radar stations,and of the i3 contacts made by the

F-16 interceptor aircraft which were vectored to their targets by the three

main radar stations involved.

In view of:- 1) the statement by the radar technologist involved stating

that radar will only positively detect a radar wavelehgth or an object of

opacity and substance.
2) The statement concerning - on two occasions - prior

warning by radar to a civil airliner,of an object that was witnessed by

three aircrew nenbers

3) I would be interested in your observations as to whether

~ you agree with statement 1). Whether you will confirm that the MOD have

never had an unidentified radar return as advised in statement 2Z) And how

you would qualify your comments in your letter D/Sec(AS)12/3 of the
24/2/93) that-concerning the Belgian incidents and the detections by three
NATO radar stations that -'there was only ONE fefereﬁce to radar'

Your comuents would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely,




Lgs

.From:- Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room-@

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling)
(Switchboard)
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Dalp March 1993

Do

Thank you for your letter dated 24 February. The answers to your nine specific
questions are as follows:

1. Yes.

2. Ve .actually co-ordinate UFQ reports. Radar returns may or may not be a
feature of this, although in my time in this job (over a year now) they have not

been.
3. Yes.

4. Yes, although you will wish to bear in mind the factors that I listed in
the third paragraph of my letter dated 18 February.

5. Yes, although the only security angle to this question is the fact that
ve do not want to give out any information relating to the range and
effectiveness of UK radar systems.

6. Yes.

7. No UFO sighting to date has been judged to present a threat to national
security. We look at sightings on a case by case basis, and the situation is
therefore kept under constant review.

8. Yes, with the exception of the files that I told you about in my last
letter. The Public Records Act does not require files to be kept; it lays down
the rules relating to public access to files that are kept. There was a wave of
UF0 sightings in 1967, and this led to increased public interest in the subject.
I suspect that prior to 1967, due to the low level of interest in UFOs, it was
felt that retaining these files was not justified.

9. Yes.
Finally, you mentioned Viscount Long’s decision about releasing UFO reports. I
have managed to track down the Hansard extract relating to the comments that

Viscount Long made about UFO reports during questions raised in the House of
Lords in 1982 - I apologise for the poor quality of the photocopy. The position

€9
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.with regard to the files is as I described in my previous letter. Ve are able
. to respond to specific requests from individuals or UF0O societies about
particular UFO incidents (if we have the files in this office - ie files from

approximately 1985 onwards) and to offer them such information as we have on
these incidents.

I hope this is helpful, and has answered your guestions.

Yurs § «@m(}/t ,
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House of Lords

Thursduy, 41h Muarch, 1952,

The House metat three of the clock tPravers Aevingd
boen read carticr ar the Judicial Siti he o2 Lord
Bishop of Derbyy: The LORD Crascornor on i
\‘v'on!\.x}'l\.

2

\
{ Unidentified Flving Objects: Sightings /,’
AT |
The Earl of Clancarty: My Lords, | heg feane o
ank the uernen which swands inomy rame a1
| CQOrder Paper.
L The ouestion was as follows.
To ask Her Majesty's Jovernnwid Bo

i~ repor - have been received by the Shinsty
; Dofen. - on unidentificd flying objects (LTON 2
cach o the last Feur years, and what actier has beed
! Laken 1N CALD vde.

Viscount Loap: My Lords, in 1978 there wurc 730
- sighungs; 1 1979 there were 830 sightings. w1980,
b350 sightings; and in 1981, 601 sightings. Al UFO

them sofely for possible doieade implications

The Earl of Clancarty: My Lords, while thanking
% the nobie Viscount for that Answer, may 1 ask him
| whether or ot “o ¢ that over S0 authee e ed
| UFO reports were published. iast year an the nuuonal
Uopress? 1 so, were they accepted or passed on to the
' Ministry of Defence? An/i/xu)hat' happened to them?
i o /o
Viscount Long: My Lords, they did not all get'to
the Ministry of Defence. [ have just informed your
lLordships of the numbers sighted.  If the noble Earl
is suspicious that the Minist o Defence Is covering
up in any way, [ can assure Jug ot there 18 no reason
why we should cover up the hguies which he has
mentioned if they are true. The sole interest of the
Ministry of Defence in UFO reports is to establish
whether they reveal anything of defence interest—for
example. a Russian aircraft or an unidentified aircraft
—which wight have breached our security systems.

reports 4 \ A
\A
| ard” ¥ yane-Jones: Myx\l,(’)rds, does the Answer
pive  mean that since there Ras been o Conservative
Government  the UFOs have done a U-turn and
i departes:?

§ viscount Long: ot according 1o my reading, my
T ords.

The Earl of himberley: My Lords. us iy nebi
friend sayd that 600 U FOs had been officiaily reporiad
“or acknowledged by the Ministry of Deicace ot
mas [ ask him how many of thase ightings st e
unidentified and were not subject to SCCUTILY, 0w
Russian acroplanes, or anything like thu?

_| reports are passed to operations staff who' examing:

That i~ the sole rcumn_wh\\ we are interested in the
i AL .

N
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1371 Unidentified Flying

Viscount Long: My Lords, 1 do not have those
figures. They disappeared into the unknown before
we got them.

Lord Strabolgi: My Lords, may | ask the noble
Viscount whether the present Government adhere to
the view of the previous Government which T put
forward when 1 replied to the debate three years ago
in your Lordships’ House, that most ol these so-called
sightings can be accounted for us natural phenomena?

Viscount Long: Yes, my Lords, they can be. Many
of them arc accounted for in one way or another,
hut nobody has got a really constructive answer for
wit of them.

{ord Hill-Norion: My Lords, may 1 ask the noble

Viscoutt whether or not it is true that all the sighting’

reparis seceived by the Ministry of Defence before
1962 were costroved because they were deemed ™ to
he of 1o nterest 77 And if it is true, who was 1t
who decided that they were of no interest?

Viscount Long: My Lords, my reply to the noble
and gatlant Lord -1 was wondering whether he was
going to say that the Royal Navy had many umes seen
the Loch Ness monster— s that since 1967 all UFO
reports have becn prescrved.  Before that time, they
were generaily destroyed after five vears.

Lord Paget of Nurthnﬂlp((m:' Ay Lot os, can the noble
Viscount tell us whether, out of those thowsands of
sightings -which - has mentioned hers has been a
singlc vne which suggested any menuve 1o our defences?
In the circumstances, is not an awful Jot of time being
wasted on this nonsense?

Viscount Long: My Lords, 1 think Her Majesty’s
Government are waiting for an invitation from them
to discuss these problems.
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28th February 1903,

Your reterence D/Sec(AS)12/3 dated 24th February 1993,

pear EEEIGIR O

Thank you for your explanatory letter of the above date and the
helpful information contained therein.

[t would be of great assistance to me to summarising your previous
correspandence, and I would ask for your confirmation of the following
facte: -~
b That the Ministry of Defence does recieve and co-ordinate reports of
UFO sightings; there were 147 such reports in 1992 of which there were a
small percentage that would seem to defy explanatiom.

27 Although you co-ordinate unidentified radar returns,you do not have
any figures on these.

32 There have been instances of ghost returns where blips have appeared
on screens ior short periods of time but it is easy for a skilled radar
operator to distinguish between these and true readings.

4) That radar,as & general rule, bebaves as a wavelength Df light and will
only provide a return from an object of some opacity.

5 You are not able to state, because of the time factor and for security
reasons, whether the spate of UFO sightings over Hortherm Belgium in 1989/90
were detected by British radar.

67 On the subject of national security,the key consideration is evidence,
without which a threat to national security cannot be judged to exist.
Reports of lights or shapes in the sky cannot be classed as evidence,even
if the sighting cannot be positively identified.

7 As Unidentified radar blips,unidentified objects,unidentified lights
in the sky,cannot be classed as evidence,then there cannot possibly be a
threat to national security.

83 Despite the Public Records Act whioch ensures that public records are
protected for 30 years after their last use,all UFD files prior to 19467
were apparently destroyed.

12 Some files from the fifties apparently were not destroyed and seven of
these are held at the Public Record Office at Kew,

As these above factors now confirm that these phenomina are NOT a
matter of national security and are consequently NOT classified,could you
please answer and comment on my enquiry,that a decision to release MOD
files on UFQ reports was made by Lord Long in 1982,but implemation of this
was delayed by the Falklands war. This war has now been over for some years
and I would enquire if it would now be possible for me to have access to
any files that I would require from 1967 onwards?

. Thank you for your help,
Yours sincerely,




I35)

x “From: ' Secretariat{(Air Staff)2a, Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

D
af4 February 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 21 February.

In ansver to your question about national security, the key consideratien is
evidence, without which a threat to national security cannot be judged to exist.
Reports of lights or shapes in the sky cannot be classed as evidence, even if
the sighting cannot be positively identified. It is not our practice to name or
give details of those individuals or departments involved in looking-at UFO

reports.

You mentioned sightings that took place at RAF Lakenheath-Bentwaters in 1956. I
am unable to comment on the point you make because, while I recall reading about
this in Timothy Good’s book, "Above Top Secret” I am not aware of any official "~
papers concerning this alleged incident. This ties in with your point about
access to our UFQ files; it was generally the case that before 1967 all UFO
files were routinely destroyed. After this date, files were kept, but - like
all government files - they are covered by the terms of the Public Records Act,
and remain closed for 30 years after the last action. A few files from the
Fifties did escape the destruction process, and are available for viewing at the
following address: Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TW9 4DV. The references of these surviving UFO files are as follows:

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

AIR 20/9321

I think we will have to agree to disagree about detecting the Belgian sightings
~ on radar; from what I recall reading about this in Timothy Good’s book, "Alien
" Liaison", there were many visual sightings, but only one reference to radar.

The definitive position on this will have to come from the Belgian government.

Vith regard to any questions about civil aircraft’s radar returns, I suggest you
write to the Civil Aviation Authority, at the following address: CAA House,
45-59 Kingsway, London, WCZB 6TE.

I hope this is helpful.

waf § §imcé>f(’/[

/4

€9

Recycted Paper



The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
Further correspondence on Belgian UFO sightings and radar trackings including an incident at RAF Lakenheath in 1956.


+

21st February 1993.

Ref: Your letter D/Sec(AS)12/3 of 18th Feb.

Dear EXICISIR

Thank you for your informative letter and various enclosures.

1 appreciate and agree with your comments that the vast majority of
UFO reports may be attributed to natural phemomina, I am however, interested
in those that are not. I am pleased to note thatmybu do have on record
instances that appear to defy explanation.

1 would appreciate a reply to my question{e) in my letter of the 7th.
I would repeat this question; 'l am most interested in your comments on
national security. As to date it would appear that there is a general
admittance that although a phenomenon of some kind exists,nobody knows what
it is(Your letter 1/2/93 '‘Clearly there are a small percentage of reports
that seem to defy explanation') This being so,how can this phenomenon be
accessed as to national security,when it is not known what it is?

T would like to add a further question on this point. Who and what
department is it that-on this matter-would presume to issues dictates on
matters of national security”

Your comment that 'There are certainly no instances where solid
objects have been detected but not identified' I would draw your attention
to the RAF Lakenheath-Bentwaters incident on the 13th and 14th of August
1056 which would seem to contradict your statement.

I would query your observation on whether the Belgian sightings were
detected on UK radar. You say that 1t is not possible to say,this long
after the sightings! These occurred less than three years ago and continued
for a periocd of six months! ! They were witnessed by thousands,were
recorded on Belgian radar,were shown by the media and were discussed in the
Belgian parliament. I find it difficult to relate your comments to
sightings of this magnitude.

Would you please give me your comments on the above queries and
advise me if records of on-bgoard radar returns on civil aircraft are
recarded by any civil authority?

1 have been advised that a decision to release MOD files on UFO
reports was made by Viscount Long in 1982,but implementation of this was
delayed by the Falklands war. This war has now been aver for some years and
I would enquire if it would now be possible for me to have access to any

files that I would require?

Yours sincerely,




L/

-7 From: ‘ Secretariat(Air Staff)Za, Room -@

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling)-
{Switchboard)
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Daf@ February 1993

Cev

Thank you for your letter dated 7 February in which you asked some further
questions about UFOs and unidentified radar returns.

Firstly, you asked if I could let you have details of some UFO reports that do
not appear to be easily explainable. I have attached a few examples from our
files, which should give you an indication of the sort of reports we get. Most
of the reports we get do relate to little more than a light in the sky. Many of
these reports would appear to have fairly simple explanations: sightings
involving green and red flashing lights, for example, will almost certainly be
attributable to aircraft lights. Even when a report would appear to defy
explanation, it does not of course follow that what was seen was anything other
than an ordinary object or phenomenon, perhaps seen from an unusual angle. It
is simply that it is not possible to be certain what was seen. Vhile all UFO
reports are looked at, we do not attempt to investigate sightings in the absence
of any evidence of a threat to the defence of the UK.

With regard to your second question in which you asked for examples of
unidentified radar returns, I am not able to provide any data. There are
certainly no instances where solid objects have been detected but not
jdentified, although there have been instances of "ghost returns" where blips
have appeared on screens for short periods of time. This phenomenon is known as
Anomalous Propagation (ANAPROP). These blips can be caused by a number of
factors: some result from changes in air density which can result in an object
outside the usual range of the radar being seen. An aircraft, or even a natural
feature such as a piece of coastline, can therefore produce a situation where a
blip is seen which does not correlate with the position of an object. Clouds,
under some circumstances, can also give a return, and on some occasions a return
can be caused when two or more radar systems interfere with each other. Having
said this, and in answer to your third question, it is easy for skilled
operators to distinguish between these sort of returns, and the track made by a
solid object such as an aircraft.

You asked whether the Belgian UF0 sightings were detected on UK radar. It is
not possible to say, this long after the sightings, whether or not anything was
detected. Radar tapes are routinely wiped and re-used, and any tapes dating
from the same time as the Belgian sightings will not have survived.

&9
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. In response to your final question, the only point that I had made about
security is that I did not want to get into any discussion about the range and
capability of the UK’s radar systems. There is certainly no national security
angle to the UFO controversy, and I apologise if I have given this impression.

I hope this has clarified our position.

YM? 9:%5@46{7 )
/
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L 7th February 1993.

Your Ref; D/Sec(AS)y12/3.

Dear
Thank you for your interesting reply to the four parts of my

previous letter.

Vhilst in the first instance I am particularly interested in actual
unidentified Radar returns,your observation that you have some UFO reports
that would seem to defy explanation are of great interest to me.

a) Would it be possible for me to obtain detalls of these?

As you apparently take appropriate action on any unidentified Radar
return of potential significance,

b) would it be possible for you to quote/send me an example,of where
an actual Radar return has not been identified and defies explanation?

We must agree to differ on my observation that Radar will only detect
something of substance., As Radar is purely an ultra short radic wavelength
of either an orbital or linear origination,it will behave in much the same
way as any wavelength of light and will not reflect back from any object
that is transparent-glass being an example. Uther anomalities that could be
construed as false signals is the scatter induced from inclined surfaces as
with the stealth aircraft and false returns from other extraneous sources.

¢) Would you agree that any normally proficient Radar operatdr could
easily distinguish between a true return and a spurious one?

I feel that my question as to whether the Belgian phenomina were
detected on our Radar is not really a matter of national security and
purely a simple 'yes' or 'mno' would suffice,particularly as Radar returns
could have been registered by any civil aircraft in the near vicinity.

d)> Do you have any further observation to add to this?

I am most interested in your comments on national security. As to date it
would appear that there is a general admittance that although a phenomina
of some kind exists,nobody knows what it is(Your letter 1/2/93 'Clearly
there are a small percentage of reports that seem to defy explanation’.

, e) This being so,how can this phenomenon be assessed as to national
security,when it is not know what it is?

As it is important that I have true and accurate information for my
book, whilst I am most appreciative for your kind consideration and prompt
replies, I trust that you will not take offence if I feel that in order to
attain these ends [ must persue these points through the Hinister and my

local member of parliament.
Thank you for your help,

Yours sincerely,




From:- Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room '

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephonse {Direct Dialling) .
‘ i (Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

1 February 1993

e !

Thank you for your recent letter in which you asked a number of questions about
radar and our handling of UFO reports. I will answver your questions in the
order in which they were posed. : ‘

The Ministry of Defence does receive reports of UF0s; last year, for example, we
received 147 reports. Having said this, we believe that nearly all of these
sightings can be explained in terms of known objects and phenomena. Examples
that spring to mind include aircraft lights, lasers or searchlights reflecting
off clouds, meteorites and satellite debris entering the atmosphere. Clearly
there are a small percentage ‘of reports that would seem to defy explanatlon, Ve
hold no deflnltlve view on these. .

I do not have any figures concerning unidentified radar returns, but any return
of potential significance is looked at, and the appropriate action taken. I am
sure that you are awvare that from time to time aircraft have flown tovards UK
airspace, and have been 1ntercepted by the RAF.

It is not strictly true to say that a radar will only detect something of
substance, because there will always be spurious returns.

Any questions that you have about radar systehs should be directed to this
department. I am sure you will understand, however, that for security reasons ve
are not able to go into much detail about the range and capability of our

equlpment .

All UFO reports are examined carefully by us and by departments responsible for
the air defence of the UK. Sightings are then assessed on the basis of military
expertise and an analysis of the available information. To date, no reports.

that we are aware of have been judged to present a threat to the defence of the

UK.

I hope this has answered your questions, and helped explain our position cn the
subject. If you require anything further, please let me know.

Vs 5.‘»«@&9 |
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Your Ref; D/Sec(ASy12/3.

Thank you tor prompt and most helpful letter of the 26th instance,
I have already been in contact with the Belgian Embassy and-through
them-am in contact with a Belgian press agency to obtain all information on

the sightings as discussed.
Your suggestion that I contact SOBEPS(who have produced a lengthy

report on the wave of sightings) is particularly helpful and I will be
writing to them shortly.

I find your letter intriguing and would request clarification on
several points.

a) The fact that your office has been established in the Ministry of
Defence to co-ordinate sightings would imply that there are in fact
sightings to co-ordinate,would you confirm this?

b) 1 wonder if you could give me some generalvipdioation as to the number
of genuine UNIDENTIFIED radar detections over the last five years?

¢) Would you confirm that Radar will only detect something of substance?

d) The actual distance to the area of the Belgian sightings is only 130
miles. As our radar would seem able to detect incoming intercontinental
missiles, could you please advise me of the appropriate department in the
Ministry of Defence who could give me the appropriate information that I

require?

@) As the MOD's only interest in unidentified flying objects is to insure
that there is no threat to the defence of the UK,I would be interested as

to how this is ascertalned?

Your kind assistance on the abave five points would be
greatly appreciated.

Thank you for your help.

Yours sincerely,




? From:- Secretariat{Air Staff)2a, Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)
(Fax}

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Dafé January 1993

D € ax

Your letter to RAF VWest Drayton concerning the wave of UFO sightings over
Belgium in 1989/90_has been passed to this department, as we receive and
co-ordinate sightings and enquiries about UFOs.

T am afraid that we do not have any relevant information, as ve are only
concerned with UK sightings - the MOD’s only interest in UF0Os is to ensure that
there is no threat to the defence of the UK. I would think that your best
course of action in trying to obtain an official view on the sightings would be
to approach the Belgian Embassy for advice; their address is as follows: 103
Eaton Square, London, SW1V 9AB. ” ‘

I am avare that a Belgian UFO group, SOBEPS, has produced a lengthy report on
the wave of sightings. Their address is
Bruxelles, Belgium.

You might also like to contact some of the UFO groups in this country, who may
have some information. I suggest the following organisations:

British UFQ Research Association

Contact International (UK)

€9
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Quest International

I am sorry not to have been able to provide you with any material myself, but I
hope that the addresses I have given you will prove useful. I wish you the best
of luck with your project. '

Yszs g ;née/r':if( 7

N




17tk January 1993,

Dear sirs,
I am an established author and at present am in the process of

compiling data with a view to writing an account on the Belgian sightings
ot unidentified flying objects that took place ‘throughout Eastern Belgium
during the period from November 1988 to April 199¢.

I am anxious to obtain a complete record,not only of actual newspaper
cuttings but ot television reports and details of the statement made by the
current Belgian Minister of Defence to the Belgian government at that time,

It would appear that these objects were registered on Belgian
radar, both onboard and ground based. I would like to enquire whether you
had any radar tracings of these sightings(either onboard or ground
based),if not [ would appreciate details of either the correct government
department for me to contact obtain this information,or any agency that

could fulfil these requirements.

Thank you for vyour assistance.

Yours failthfully,




./ £
,,> Sz:.;(f*‘;z.

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

TelephoneYeloullelgRAal).-----. {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/RMC 2547 //J February 1994

l Yo ) )ovrbé[, ‘ L o
for your letter of 3 February, enclosing one from your constituent
BRI -0 copic:
you some correspondence with one of my officials,

and you asked for my comments.

As I explained to you in my letter dated 10 March 1993, our involvement in the
subject of UF0s is very limited. There is, therefore, little that I can offer,
other than to assure you that ve are not covering up information on this
subject. I am aware that your constituent is corresponding with my officials on
this subject, and I can assure you that they will continue to do their best to
ansver any further points he may have.

I hope thiz is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

David Curry Esq MP
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone irect Dialling)
Switchboard)

D/MIN(AF) /94,94 QQmuary 1994

MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

T, 1 -
Coeren 0

e

S (as) 2

/L Wt

Thank you for your letter of
correspondence from your consgtituent

had asked

about a wave of UFO sightings that occurred over Belgium in 1990,

and you asked for my views on this.

My officials have already exchanged a number of letters
with on this subject over the past year, and wrote
most recently to him on 9 December 1993. There really is little
that I can add to this correspondence. While we are aware that
there were some unusual occurrences, as your constituent says,
this is a matter for the Belgians and not for us. There is no
evidence that these UFO sightings posed any threat to the defence
of the UK. ' \
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JEREMY HANLEY

Sir Keith Speed RD MP
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APS/US of S

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to the letter from David Curry MP.

2. Since the Parliamentary Enquiry at El, we have dealt with one official
action letter from and another addressed directly to the UFO desk

officer (copies placed opposite).

We know very little about ORTK Britaim, and it is entirely possible that
is the only person involved. In the US, Operation Right To Know is a
somewhat militant campaign, run by people who are convinced that the US
government is aware of the existence of extraterrestrial life, but is not
informing the public. They have organised a number of demonstrations outside
the White House and NASA headquarters.

3.

| ’ Sec(AS)2
17 February 1994



D/US of S/RMC 2547

¥

Thank you for your letter of 3 February, enclosing one from your constituent

you some correspondence with one of my officials, and you asked for my comments.

As T explained to you in my letter dated 10 March 1993, our involvement in the
subject of UFOs is very limited. There is, therefore, little that I can offer,
other than to assure you that we are not covering up information on this
subject. I am avare that your constituent is corresponding with my officials on
this subject, and I can assure you that they will continue to do their best to |

answver any further points he may have.

I hope this is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

David Curry MP



DAVID CURRY MP

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

3rd February 1994 Our Ref:DC/am/feb3.

oo Kol

_ Please find enclosed a co
constituent

from m

of a letter I have received

ould be grateful if you could let me have any advice regardln-
p01nts about secrecy which I might be able to pass on to

DAVID CURRY

Viscount Cranborne
Under-Secretary of State
Ministry of Defence
Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB



s#lo, ALIEN ACKNOWLEDGMENT

(4‘) CAMBPAIGN
‘ 'awm& ORTK BRITAIN

meeeccoco |

Mr David Curry MP
House of Commons

London

SW1A 0AA February 2nd 1994

Dear Mr Curry,

I enclose copy of a letter received from_ in reply to my letter
to the Viscount Cranborne of Dec.12th 1993.

To keep you updated and informed I enclose a copy of my reply to-]
and would be very grateful for any comments or suggestions as to how the
AAC/ORTK aim of ending UFO secrecy can be realized.

Théﬁk you for your reply of Dec.15th 1993

Yours sincerely,

AAC convener -vORTK Britain contact)

END UFO SECRECY NOW !



M3

APS/Minister(AF)

@

1. I have placed opp031te a self explanatory draft reply to the letter from
Keith Speed MP.

2. has been a persistent questloner on the subject of a wave
of UFO 51ght1ngs that occurred over Belgium in 1990. My staff have already
written him nine letters on this subject, and our final response said simply
that there was little that could be added to the points that we had already
made. has written one book about extraterrestrials, and is writing

a further one on the Belgian sightings.

' Sec(AS)2
17 February 1994 }
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Further correspondence on Belgian UFO sightings


D/MIN(AF}/PE 94/94

M

Thank you for your letter of 31 January, enclosing correspondence from your

cons ti tuent S
_ _had asked about a wave of UFO sightings that occurred

over Belgium in 1990, and you asked for my views on this.

My officials have already exchanged a number of letters with FEEESIE "

this subject, and there really is little that I can add to this correspondence.
Vhile we are aware of the events to which your constituent refers, this is a
matter for the Belgians, and not for us. There is no evidence that these UFO

sightings posed any threat to the defence of the UK.

JEREMY HANLEY

Keith Speed MP



From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

RENE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OO (O\j*;l/; LONDON SWiA 0AA 31st January, 1994,

Dear Private Secretary,
radar detections and airborne interceptions in 1990.

Sir Keith wrote to Mg Hanley on the 16th November

sending a copy of a letter he had received

is in constant touch
with Sir Keith on this matter and annoyed that he
has not received a reply yet. Sir Keith requests

that an answer is sent as soon as possible please.
Yours sincerel

Keith Spee?’,,«**”""’”""'

private Secretary to ) —
(A\cirno-d\ay 1 qla
Jeremy Hanley Esq., MP., e e ;

Ministry of Defence,
Main Building, o
Whitehall, AL

London. pé
SW1A 2HB. o C’lk{,( Ky
:EE;;34; (J:\fé:)

Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook, Kent TN17 4.

P
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COR THE ATTENTIONPLEASE OF THE assistant Private Secretary HECISINN
fron Private Secretary to Sir Keith Speed. Fax FECICHEEIN (Three pages).

preed S cciion 40)
Thank you for your telephéne call. _ has sent a

number of letters mainly about tabling questions, and I have
tpied to condense the relevant parts, Az you know his
original letter was forwarded on the 16th November.

Hope thisg is helpful Thank you
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Please feply o Strood House, Rolvehden, Cranbrook. Kent TN17 4]J. Tel
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Letter dated 7th November. c.c. Robert Ramsay, DG, Europear

Parliament. On 30th March, 1990 there was a majcr'security:

alert over Belgium when interceptor aircraft went after
unidentified flying object. Object was heading west

tcwards British air space abt speeds in excess of 1000 knutsfv

Wants to know were MoD aware of this, did our armed forces
or those of NATG deem there was nG security risk, and ir
50 on what premise was this decision made.

16th Frvember, 1003 i

THank you for vour wecent
intercoptian 0 nnidentsfias
The questione e nose are ao Lot
technical rezsons, fo ba Labled, snd in any evenk
they cannot he tabled be8bre 2580 Yovarber. I have,
hovever, written to Ehe Minister at the Hinistry of
Defance, with 2 Copy of your letter, and as soon

as 1 receive a reply I shall be in Louch with vou
again.

s £
3 vty an
LU0

YHars sincerely,

Feith Speed

From Sir Keith Speed R.D., H.P.

Please reply to:

Stroecd House,
Rolvenden, Cranbrook,
Kent, THI1T tJJ

1ath Hovember, 1993

Dear Minister,

fours,
signed Ffor Sir Keith in his absence

Private Sécretary

Japery RBanlev, Fsa., MP,

The Minister #f State for the Armed Forces,
Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

whitehall,

London,

SH1A 2HB



26th Decenber 1593,

Reference: Quastion to Minister of Defence -« CC Buropean Parliamentary
Petitions Commities,

Dear Sir Kelth
I apologise for a degree of persistence,

I specifically requested a question to be tabled in the House because I am
not satisfied with the obvious evasions that I am getting from the Ministry
of Defence.

It i=s obvious that any answer from the Minister will be az a direct result
of congultation with the Ministry of Defence whose answere are not
gomrpensurate with the facts,

I attasch uncorrected pages 114/115/116 of a book manuscript that I am
writing on the Belgian Phenomena: this is a copy of a letter written on the
§th December 1593 to the Ministry of Defence.

Their contradictions form part of fhis book. .
I trust they will give vou some ides of the complexity of the situation.

1f the reply given by the Minister iz as indicated,l would then request a
tabled question as originally sought.

It is essential in my application to the Fetitions Commitiee of the
European Parlisment that I obtain a olear and detailed explanation on the
positive NADGE major alert in Belgium and the opinion of the British
Hinistry of Defence Alr Pefence Expertis that there was no risk to our own
national security.

Could you please advise me what the 'technical rezsons’ are for not raising
a question in the House.

Yours sincerely,

=



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone N=Yeitlolalal() . ........ {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

T Y

o

D/US of § RMC 2547 | o /oMarch 1993
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Thank you for your letter {reference DC/dt/Mar2. .11
enclosing one from your constituent

of 2 March

written a paper
ou

FOs, and you asked for my comments.
I am afraid that the Ministry of Defence’s only interest in the
UFPQ phenomemon is to establish whether or not reported sightings
of UFOs present a threat to the security and defence of the
United Kingdom. Unless it is judged that a sighting dces
present such a threat, and I would like to confirm that this has
not been the case so far, we do not attempt to investigate

- further, or to identify whatever might have been seen.

Given this very limited involvement wi . bject there is
really no comment that I can make on paper.
I hope this is helpful, and I wish your constituent luck with

his research.

//
\/,
/
R

Y
L

The Viscount Cranborne

David Curry Esg MP

€5

Racycied Paper



APS/US of § T

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to the letter from David Curry MP.

2. The points that the MP’s constituent makes about UFOs are really not for

the Ministry of Defence, and the draft reply simply sets out our very limited
involvement with this subject.

: ‘ Sec(AS)2
5 March 1993




D/US of S/RMC 2547

Thank you for your letter of 2 March, enclosing one from your constituent

a paper about UFOs, and you asked for my comments.

I am afraid that the Ministry of Defence’s only interest in the UFO phenomenon
is to establish whether or not reported sightings of UFOs present a threat to
the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless it is judged that a
sighting does present such a threat, and I would like to confirm that this has
not been the case so far, we do not attempt to investigate further, or to

identify whatever might have been seen.

Given this very limited involvement with the subject there is really no comment

that I can make on_paper.

I hope this is helpful, and I wish your constituent luck with his research.

The Viscount Cranborne

David Curry MP
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWI1A 0AA

2nd March 1993 Our Ref:DC/dt/Mar2.11

I should be grateful for your comments to pass on to my
constituent.

o e

DAVID CURRY

The Viscount Cranborne

Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State
for Defence

Ministery of Defence

Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB




- WHITER © INVEITIOATeR

Bavid Curry MP
House of Commons February 17th 1993

Dear Mr Curry,

Attached to this letter is a short paper on certain aspects of the ufe issue
and as a very concerned member of your constituency. I trust you will find the
time to read it.Your views on the subject matter would be appreciated.I shall
understand if you require time to do this.I will not accept a denial or 'do
not know' there is just to much going on both in the UK and the world for

any denial to be justified.l am not pretending that my ideas are represent-
ative of the entire subject or that I am necessarily right,but I have studied
the ufo issue for a long time and have come to certain conclusions,

As T lock at the crumbling morality shown by an escalating percentage of the
UK populace {and indeed the world) I am becoming increasingly concerned over
who is in actual contrel.l do not subscribe to or support any one particular
religious doctrine,although I do believe in a divine spirit or essence.Mankind
appears tquinking into darkness,the force: of violence now intruding into the
thoughts and lives of the UK population goes beyond mere violence.I have
children myself and I am deeply worried.

I do understand why the subject of the ufeohas been ignored,distorted and
ridiculed,tut the escalating pattern of physical interaetions between mankind
and some of the forces invelved are making this position totally unacceptable,
I would suggest that the inherent public disorder in any authoritative
admission of the ufo reality is now preferable to what may result if this
pogition of denial is maintained,I do not think this problem will just go
awayytie whole ufo issue has to be acknowledged and openly debated.It is net
the mere'national defence' of the UK that is at stake,it may turn out to be
the very soul of mankind that is in the balance,If you have any doubts over
the importance of this issue just take the time to study the facts,

I await your comments.

Yours sincerely




/ THOUGHTS ON THE PRESENT DAY HUMAN CONDITION UNIDENTIFIED FLYING
OBJECTS FROM EARTH February 1993

Never has so much bsen believed by so few and denied by so many,such is the
problem presented by the ufe. '

I offer these thoughts on the ufo subject for discussion.They are by ne means
written as representative of the entire problem.

It would seem apparent that there is 'something® aboui this gubject,the
implicationa of which,far surpass any thoughts centred on a belief or denial.
Those who deny the exisfence ef the ufo often de this vehemently.I suggest
that they do this because in reality they are believers also,and therefore
only one option is really applicable.What exactly are both groups of people
believing in 7 To generate such fierce denials this covert belief must surely
extend beyond the simple interpretation of the ufo as an extraterrestirial
vehicle.If this was all the ufo represented,and quite clearly it does not,
there could be no purposeful arguments for its nonexistence.Mankind is merely
scratching at the surface of the observable universe,who knows what manner of
beings populate it,There can be no Justifiable argumenta against the idea
that some of the more complex varieties have been and are visiting the earth.

Many of those who deny the ufo reality are perhaps doing this through fear ef
a subordinate human position.They presuppose the ufo operates from applications
of a super humam technology,the power of which could be set against mankind.
This in itself may be a justifiable fear,but I muggeat that these denials stem
from an even greater fear,This''something' of the ufo issue appears to have
connections with human ancestry.l believe we may possess am inherited race
memory of seme past and awful time and the ufo is the trigger for its vecall.

The idea that the ufo may be as old as recorded history is still open to
argument,but my contention includes a notion that it is in faect older.I am
certainly not on my ows in suggesting that the forces which the ufo represent
pre-date mankind,As a consequence of this notion the ufo as being representative
of a purely extraterrestrial artefact becomes a litile less atiestable.The ufo
now becomes considerably more influential than mere visitations by beings from
another planet.We perhaps wrongly assume two things,that mankind is able to see
all there is of the world and we are its masters,I believe the trigger has been
fired,our memories are beginning to recall some hard,disturbing btut vital truths,
Perhaps it is this evolving memory that is responsible for the fierce denials,
the reluctance to even: look at the facts,and why the whole ufo problem is being

played down.

If the problem has potentially always been present are our current fears
justified,after all these forces could presumably have chosen any time in the
past to rid the earth of its parasitic human population.It would seem improbable
that they should choose to do this now when the worlds population is so much
greater.Perhaps our fear is not so much one of extermination tut one of outside
control.It is possible that in time each and everyone of us will come {o

realise that our world is indeed under the influence of nonhuman forces.An
expanding swareness to this fact makes immediate sense of the distortien and
denials of the problem. :

The fact remains that whetheT we like it or not the ufo is a reality and it
would appear on the surface that we are being visited by many diverse forces.
Those who still persist. in ignoring this fact will have to understand that the
ufo is escalating its numbers and at the same time it is reinforcing its
controlling position.These forces are doing this by leaving real and observably
lasting traces of their existence.lt would appear that. they have chosen this
time to re-exert their seemingly superior nature to outwit mankind.Can we really

afford to ignore what is so0 obviocusly taking place.?




‘Wwhat are the aspects of humanm behaviour deemed necessary to be e oy
c ;
how might this be achieved ? I suggest the following as a possibiﬁi;ned and :

I realize that the intexpretation of the ufo as a mechanism of human
has been. suggested by many other writers and I acknowledge them for thi

A part of the current ufo problem;end I emphasize a part and not all,ap
te be building upen seme of our worst fears.The forces involved are doi
by presenting us with lasting physical evidence of what outwardly seem’
malevolent actions.There is much dispute as te whether our interpretation o
hostile intent is correct.I suggest that these forces are in fact play acting
end throwing back ai mankind demenstrations of ocur own malpractices,They are
responding te eur weakening morality by adopting patterns of behaviour symbolic - -
of our own fall inte darkness.In this sense we have enly ocurselves to blame for .
their actions and our own twe edged predicament,They are perhaps masquerading‘=;:;:s:~i-:., ,
as the forces of darkness to show us our own fallen condition,the dark side of -
ufology is really the light,their meaning are the same and the real demens are ,
te be found within humanity.If we dream of conquering the heavens them they . o
will do it for us,if we aspire to great and wonderful things then they will do
this-alse,If this be so they will continue in this vogue until we recognize

our condition and in a very real sense these forces become our masters,ocur
controllers and our measure of morality.At the same time the aggressor now

becomes the saviour amd our vworst fears are transformed into humility.In effect
‘real contact is established betiwsen mankind and a nonhuman intelligence.We look

at the ufo problem with fear in cur eyes because we see a reflectiom of our own

conditions

Nature always reveals its other gide,there exists within the ufo issue forces
that seemingly do not hide behind the mask of darkness.These forces appeal
directly to mankinds sense of correctness snd wonder and these forces are also
leaving lzsting impresalons,These impressions are indesd wondrous anrd magical
to behold.We seem to have two optiens,a clear choice between the light and the
dark,perhaps this duality is really shades of the same contrel,a control of
liberation and not ene of subjugation.The ufe and’'its effects are showing us
our worat and best,they are here to damn eur present conditiem,not to drive
us inte sutmissien to dark and evil forces.

If these forces are the same forces that pbinted the way in previous epochs
then perhaps they are somshow imtrinsically bound to mankind,There must be a
connecting thread,a commonality,between us,thias control must be necessary for
both cur destinies.These forces have to be escalating their interactions with
mankind because it is required at this time,Cur continual apathy towards their
existence is most certainly a factor as must be our apathy towards our condition.
It would seem clear that this escalation is am attempt to spread this control,
and whether we like it or not this problem is ours and of our owm making.Those
who take the time to look at this issue realize its importance,the ufe and its
effects ars reinstating many of our old and necessary doctrines,and in so doing
we are being brought face to face with some of our most vital and urgent
questions,These forces appear to have coleured our most distant past and are
now presenting us with a new interpretation of reality in which our present
evils can have no part.

I suggest that these are soe of the reasens for the never ending denial,
distortion and ridiculing of this most important subject.Should we really be

ignoring what 1s so obviously taking place ?

_ February 1993

e




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Telephone Direct Dialling)
Switchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

D/MIN{(AF)/117/93 g%' February 1993

Jre. M

Thank you for your letter of 12 Jany
Ferrers enclosing one from vour constituent

about
As you know this has been passed to

the Comet Swift-Tuttle.
me for reply.

I understand that latest estimates indicate that
Comet Swift-Tuttle will not return to the inner Solar system
until the year 2126. Despite some previous speculation that
this comet might hit the Earth, the latest calculations of
the comet’s orbit indicate that it will not. If a collision
was anticipated, I am sure that the authorities of the day
would take any necessary measures to deal with the
situation; given the timescales involved it is far too early
to speculate on what these measures would be. I understand
that NASA are looking at ways in which collisions such as he
mentions might be prevented.

I hope this is helpful.

bavid Shaw Esg, MP : .

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

s
Lie7




LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/4

2 Feb 93

APS/Minister(AF)

PARLTAMENTARY ENQUIRY FROM THE RT HON DAVID SHAW MP

1. The attached correspondence from the Rt Hon David Shaw MP was sent to us
for official reply by S of S’s office. As agreed, however, I have attached a
draft reply for Minister(AF) to send.

2. As you will recall, we have recently answered a similar enquiry about
Comet Swift-Tuttle - D/MIN(AF)/30/93. While the MOD has no specific
responsibility for the subject, and are simply replying in the absence of anyone
else better placed to respond, the substance of the draft has been cleared with
the Emergency Planning Division at the Home Office, and with the Royal Greenwich
Observatory. ‘

Sec(AS)2




You wrote to the Lord Ferrers on 12 January 1993 about your constituent

_ who has read that Comet Swift-Tuttle is on collision course

wvith the Earth. This has been passed to us for reply.

I understana that latest estimates indicate that Comet Swift-Tuttle will not
return to the inner Solar System untilﬁthe year 2126. Despite some previous
speculation that this comet might hit‘ihe Earth, the latest calculations of the
comet’s orbit indicate that it will n@t. If a collision was anticipated, I am
sure that the authorities of the day would take any necessary measures to deal
with the situation; given the timescales involved it is far too early to

speculate on what these measures would be.

Finally,_ may also be interested to know that NASA are

reported to be looking at ways in which collisions such as he mentions might be

prevented.

I hope this is helpful.

The Rt Hon Archie Hamilton MP

The Rt Hon David Shaw MP



HoMEe OFrice
QUEEN ANNE‘S GATE
LONDON SWIH 9AT

PO Ref 1433/93

21st January 1993

DAVID SHAW ESQ MP
House of Commons
London

SW1A 0aa

Door ™M Srouww

Thank you for your letter t rrers of 15th January 1993

After consideration, it appears that the matters raised are the
responsibility of the Ministry of Defence, so I have sent your
letter there with a request that a reply be sent to you direct.

IVATE OFFICE
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Rt Hon the Lord Ferrers
Minister of State

Naticonal Disaster and
Emergency Planning Department
Home Office

50 Queen Anne’s Gate ‘ .
London SW1 | L January 1993

HOUMEOPCOMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

Dear Robin

I enclose a co of a letter I have received

regarding the
Swift-Tuttle Comet. I would much appreciate your comments on this
matter.

2

urs sincerely
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January 1st 1 95

.;'m%eﬂR‘Wat Honouraole Dav1d “haw MP
_ HOUSE OF ( 'oﬁmm,s .
LOWBCN SWQA OAA

Dear Dav1d

I have read One or two shor dna

‘casual 1tems about the bw1fu~Tuttle Comet whlc lS sald :

to be on. . & colllslon course with Farth.
There was a bzlef refurence +o it on tae ;BL Vhanne7 4 T&dlo

Wuwhuww

- h deacrlbe& lu as a seven mlle w1de chﬂnk of: 1oe.;
th is aupposed to nit hS 1n 2001 (I thlnk) ‘

*The whole uhlnﬂ sounds as 1f lt cawe from Lmapuml VEIl ovsky's

book 'Worlds in Chaos'. :
Does the nresent 5overnment glve any - creaence to this

' natter
“Wltn all best Wlaheg;fOf the ﬁew Year,

Yours sincere1y




o

B
S
By
i
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MINISTER OF STATE FOR
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D/MIN(AF)/30/93 /6 Januvary 1993 N
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Thank vou for your letter of 17 December 1932 to

an
Thomas St :e&thc]yde about your constituent ?whc
had read that a comet was on collision course with the

Earth, and asked what precautions are being taken. As you
know this has been passed to me for reply.

1 understand that the comet tdwhich“
refers is Comet Swift-Tuttle, which, it is estimate Wil
return to the inner Solar System in ' Despite some

previous speculation that this comet mignt hit the Earth,
the latest calculatiocns of the comet’s orbit indicate th:
it will not. If a collision was @ﬁ*:Clpated, I am sure
the authorities of the day would take any necessary me
to deal with the situation; given the timescales iﬁvalve
is far too early to speculate on what theae measures wou!
be., Ll :

Einally,
that NASA are reported to b
collisions such as he mentioc

may also he ini&iaﬁt&ﬁ i@ knaw

I hope this is’helgfgl;

ARCHIE HAMILTON

Roger Knapman Esg, MP

&

Recycied Paper
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APS/Minister(AF)
1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to the letter from Roger Knapman
MP.
2. We are not aware of any previous enquiries about comets, and have no

responsibility for the subject, but are replying in the absence of any other
division better placed to respond.

3. This draft has been cleared with the Emergency Planning Division at the
Home Office, and with the Royal Greenwich Observatory.

_ - Head of Sec(AS
20 January 1993 :

Fied



D/MIN(AF)30/93

Your letter to Lord Strathclyde of 17 December 1992 has been passed to this
Department for reply. Your constituent_ had read that a comet
was on collision course with the Earth, and asked what precautions are being

taken.

I believe that the comet to which -refers is Comet Swift-Tuttle,

which, it ié{estimated, will return to the inner Solar System in 2126. Despite
some previous speculation that this comet might hit the Earth, the latest
calculations of the comet’s orbit indicate that it will not. If a collision was
anticipated,jl am sure that the authorities of the day would take any necessary
measures to deal with the situation; given the timescales involved it is far too

early to speculate on what these measures would be.

-

_ may also be interested to know that NASA are reported to be looking
at ways in which collisions such as he mentions might be prevented.
I hope this is helpful.

The Rt Hon Archie Hamilton MP

Roger Knapman Esq MP
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephon {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATC
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S RMC 2101

£§January 1993

;3>eﬂmf/é%“NV)

Thank you for your letter to The Earl How 992,
enclosing one from your constituentM
#which has been passed to this
Department for reply. , ;

I can confirm that, contrary to the article referred to bym
o ministerial meeting has taken place to discuss the

subject of crop circles. The Government’s role in this subject
is very limited; as the Ministry of Defence receives and
co~ordinates information relating to UFC sightings, and because
of the perceived link in some guarters between UFOs and crop
circles, members of the public will occasionally ask for our
views on crop circles. As is the case with UF0Os, however, we
take no definitive position and hold no fixed views on the
phenomenon.

If is interested in this subject, he may wish to know
that there are a number of organisations who are actively
involved in crop circle research., If he wishes to contact any
of them, their addresses are as follows:

British UF0O Research Association Centre for Crop Studies

Mrs Ann Winterton MP

&9

Recycled Paper


The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
MoD response to letter forwarded by Ann Winterton MP. The letter alleged a secret meeting between MoD, Dept of Environment and MAFF to discuss crop circles.


Quest International

I hope this is helpful.

Contact International (UK)

'\‘/‘/
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The Viscount Cranborne

&

Recycled Paper
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APS/US of §

Copy to: Lo
DI55¢

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to the letter from Ann Winterton
MP.

2. Ve are not avare of any meeting having taken place to discuss crop

circles, as has been alleged. The Department of the Environment and the
Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food have confirmed that they are zlso
unavare of any such meeting.

Sec(AS)2
11 January 1993




D/US of S/RMC 2101

Your letter to Thé“Earl Hove of 16 December 1992, enclosing one from your

passed to this Department for reply.

I can confirm that, contrary to the article referred to by-] no
ministerial meeting has taken place to discuss the subject of crop circles. The
Government’s role in this subject is very limited; as the Ministry of Defence
receives and coordinates information relating to UFO sightings, and because of
the perceived link in some quarters between UF0s and crop circles, members of
the public will occasionally ask for our views on crop circles. As is the case
with UFOs, however, we take no definitive position and hold no fixed views on

the phenomenon.

If_]is interested in this subject, he may wish to know that there are a
number of organisations who are actively involved in crop circle research. If

he wishes to contact any of them, their addresses are as follows:

British UFO Research Association Centre for Crop Circle Studies
Quest International Contact International (UK)

I hope this is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

Ann Winterton MP
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB
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- ARY OF STATE
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRET
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D/US of S(AF)ADG 6832 J December 1991
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Thank you for your letter of 25 September
enclosing one from your constituent
who 1's enquiring about the origin
of a "fireball" he witnessed in the skies above his home. I have
been asked to reply and I apologise for the delay in doing so.

Michael Heseltine

may find it helpful if I explain that there are many
pieces of old and derelict satellites orbiting the earth, each
slowly decaying and falling back to earth. 1Indeed, on any one
day the satellite tracking station at RAF Fylingdales tracks
approximately 7000 items of space debris, and of these, 6 or 7
re-enter the atmosphere, disintegrating as they do so.

Turning specifically to tbe night in question, the;e are no
indications that any debris came down over Lancashire, or indeed
anywhere in the UK. It is possible, however, that _may
have seen one of the many satellites in low orbit, some of which
are visible as they pass overhead.

I hope this is helpful.

AL ) ¢>V&« ———

-\-J

Mo S

The Earl of Arran

Sir Fergus Montgomery MP

&9

100% Recycied Paper



LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/4
19 November 1991

APS/US of S(AF)

1. I attach correspondence including a letter from Sir Fergus Montgomery MP
to the Secretary of State for the Environment, covering one from his constituent

reporting that he had sighted a "fireball", This was passed to the
Home 0ffice, whence it was passed to MOD.

2. A draft letter for US of S(AF) to send to Sir Fergus is attached. This
has been prepared in consultation with DI55. MOD’s interest in a matter of this
kind is limited to the requirement to monitor objects in orbit (particularly
satellites) passing over the UK.

SeciASiZ

£9s




DRAFT

Your letter of 25 September 1991 to Michael Heseltine, enclosing one
- was passed to my Department for consideration. I am responding to

your request for a reply you might pass on. _had geen a "fireball",

and wondered whether what he sawv could have been a satellite, or a portion of

one.

_may find it helpful if I explain that there are many pieces

of o0ld and derelict satellites orbiting the earth, each slowly decaying and
falling back to earth. Indeed, on any one day the satellite tracking station at
RAF Fylingdales tracks approximately 7000 items of space debris, and of these,

six or seven re-enter the atmosphere, disintegrating as they do so.

Turning specifically to the night in question, there are no indications that any
debris came down over Lancashire, or indeed anywhere in the UK. It iz possible,
however, that_may have seen one of the many satellites in low orbit,
some of which are visible as they pass overhead.

I hope this is helpful.

The Earl of Arran

Sir Fergus Montgomery MP



Home Orrice

QUEEN ANNE'S GATE
LONDON SWIH 9AT

Our Ref: PO 24525/91

Thank you for your letter to Michael Heseltine of 25 September on

behalf of_ passed to this department by the
Department of Environment.

After consideration, it appears that the matters raised are not for
the Home Office but for the Ministry of Defence to whom your
correspondence has now been passed. I apologise for this inter-
departmental buffeting.
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Sir Fergus Montgomery MP



Private Office
Correspondence Section

MINISTER'S CASE

The attached Minister's case is not one for G2 Division. We are
not sure if it is even for the Home Office. Maybe the
Meteorological Office can be of assistance?

JNO
G2 Division

7 October 1991

Enc



2 MARSHAM STREET
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You wrote to the Secretary of State on 25 September enclosing a
letter from _about a fireball fall from the sky.

However, as the matter seems to be primarily for the Home Office,
I am passing your letter to that Department asking them to reply
to you direct.

Yours sincerely

Private Secretary

Sir Fergus Montgomery MP

recycied papee
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.HOUSE OF COMi\%
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Ref: 7425 25 September 1981

Dear Michael,

i enclose a letter I have had from

who as you can
see witnessed a fireball fall from the
sky but has read nothing in any of the
papers since then. He seems to feel
that it landed somewhere in the
Lancashire area. I wondered if you
could let me have a reply to pass on
to him.

Yours,

The Rt Hon Michael Heseltine MP
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB
«er.oo{ Direct Dialling)

Telephone
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

I
D/US of S{AF) ADG 6184 2L October 1991

‘ -~
/ (| &r v
{
Thank you for your letter of 19 September to Tom Kin enclosing
from your constituent
had asked about the

investigation of UFOs, and you asked for some information about
this.

P s

The Ministry of Defence has no department which is appointed
solely for the purpose of studying reports of UFOs, and we have
no staff who are employed on the subject full time. The reports
of sightings that we do receive are referred to our staff in the
departments which are responsible for the air defence of the
United Kingdom. They examine the reports as part of their
normal duties, to determine whether or not they present a threat
to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we
judge that they do, and no reports received to date fall into
this category, no attempt is made to investigate or identify
what was seen.

I hope this is helpful.

Pomenry Ao

The Earl of Arran

David Atkinson Esqg MP

€5

100% Recycled Paper
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone QeI [OIaRAAL)- - - {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

D/US of S(AF) ADG 5597 (’?(‘éctober 1991

( T ZDMN

Thank you for your letter of 5 September, in which you raised
further questions about the air incident over Kent on 21 April
1991.

Firstly, I can confirm that whatever was seen was not connected
with any USAF activity. With regard to the criteria used to
judge if such sightings represent a threat, the staff in my
Department who are responsible for the air defence of the United
Kingdom assess such sightings based on military expertise and an
analysis of the available information. Unless it is judged that
a sighting does represent a threat, and I can confirm that this
has not been the case so far, no further attempt is made to
identify what was seen. You also asked about warning systems
and the possibility of a hostile response being triggered. The
UK operates a range of warning systems, but there are, of
course, sophisticated operating procedures and safeguards to
ensure that any response is appropriate to the circumstances. I
can confirm that the incident over Kent did not result in any
response.

As far as a review of UFO sightings is concerned, I am afraid
that I simply could not justify the use of defence funds on such
an investigation, unless a clear threat to the security of the
UK had been identified, and as I have already said, no reports
received to date fall into this category. Any air safety
implications are, as I have already indicated, a matter for the
CAA.

1 hope this is helpful. -
Dl y JC,- Q~w-\\\\\\w

" by A

The Earl of Arran
Paul Murphy Esq MP

s
Y r//
100% Recycled Paper



oz
N
e,
G
o
i,
I
o
&?c -

APS/US of S(AF)

g I attach at E2 a self-explanatory draft response to the letter at El.

Sec(AS)2
3 October 1991



D/US of S(AF)/ADG 6134

Thank you for your letter of 19 Septe