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CREDIBLE WITNESS REPORT DATED 15 JULY 2001. 

1. ln line with our current policy, please find a 'UFO' report from a cor1mercial air line pilot in 

Helling]y, East Sussex. 

2. I would be grateful if you could let me know if the report represents anything of air def~nce 
interest. 
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Director General Information and 
Information Age Government & c-Cbampion for MOD 

DG lnfo/1/20/9 {98/01) 

See Distribution 13 August 2001 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 2000: IMPLEMENTATION IN MOD 

DATE RETURNED 
- 7 SEP 2001 

FOR FILING 

1. Many of you will already be aware that the Freedom of lnfqrmation {FOi) Act 
received Royal Assent on 30 November 2000 and full implementation has to be 
achieved by the fifth anniversary of this date. By enshrining in law the general 
principle of public entitlement to information held by Public Authorities, the Act 
heralds a new era of openness. It follows that the consequences of FOJ need to be 
understood and prepared for throughout MOD. 

2. This letter is intended to serve as the first step in that process. It is 
principally aimed at a 2-star audience, department and agency wide, with an action 
addressee in each TLB area (see para 6). However, given the importance of the 

· subject, I am also copying it to the Private Offices of Defence Council Members and 
TLB holders, as well as 3-star posts in the Centre TLB, DLO, and DPA (see paras 3 
and 4 of the paper). 

Background 

3. The background to FOi, its main provisions, and details of preparatory work 
to date within MOD, are set out Jn the attached paper. I urge you to take time to 
read this, and to circulate it within your respective organisations . The paper will 
also be posted on my MODWeb-site1. It does not attempt to provide a 
comprehensive analysis of the Act itself nor any detailed assessment of its potential 

' http://centre.defence.mod.uk/dgi/homepage.htm 
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( impact; rather, it is intended to highlight the key facts and the challenges that we 
face throughout the Department as we move towards implementation. The main 
points I would like to stress at this stage are that: 

a. MOD is no different from other Public Authorities; FOi involves 
significant new obligations and the whole Department will need to play a part 
in meeting them. 

b. Implementation will only be a success if the necessary information 
can be found easily and if it is understood and accepted that requests should 
be granted wherever possible. 

c. From the top down this will require commitment to reinforce the move 
from a "need to know" to a "need to share" culture. 

d. The merits of any claim for exemption from disclosure will need 
careful evaluation - appeals are likely and the Information Commissioner 
has teeth that she will use to enforce compliance with the Act. 

e. Preparatory work will require the commitment of resources right 
across the Department. 

Next Steps 

4. Annex B to the paper summarises the work that needs to be undertaken in 
readiness for the Act coming into effect. At present, we do not know exactly when 
this will be, particular1y as responsibility for FOi has just been transferred from the 
Home Office to the Lord Chancellor's Department. However., on previous plans the 
first phase of implementation could begin as soon as mid-2002. Whatever the 
timetable, we need to use the remaining time positively and constructively. 

5. One of the key tasks, both centrally and at branch level will be the review of 
records management arrangements. Inability to find information requested will not 
be an acceptable reason for failing to comply with an FOi request, and it needs to 
be borne in mind that the Act gives fully retrospective rights of access. In addition, 
all TLBs will need to contribute to compilation of the department-wide 'publication 
scheme', setting out material we intend to make available generally, since this is a 
requirement of the Act. For those areas responsible for subjects of long-standing 
interest to the public, Parliament, and the media, there will also be a need to , . 1 . A 

prepare for the fact that the new statutory right of access is likely to be taken as a \..I[\ ~J ~ ~ 
green light to renew old requests and appeal against any continuing resistance to o-~~, 
disclosing information. More generally, as with any fundamental change of ~,.,.._ ~ '. • 
approach in a department as diverse as MOD, there wilr be specific matters of l · J 
policy and practice to consider and decide upon. All of this adds up to a significant(,(.-\-- ~ \ 
workload for which you will want to plan. CA~_; P ~~ 

6. Within my area, - D Information (Exploitation) - and his staff in 
lnfo(Exp)-Access have the day to day lead. They are available to provide guidance 
but will also need to consult with your own staffs, both to develop departmental 
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( · policy and a coherent strategy for implementation. The process of communication 
will be made more effective by the designation of an FOi focal point within each TLB 
area. To this end I should be grateful if addressees marked with an asterisk could 
nominate a suitable individual {I suggest at around B2/C1 or military equivalent 
level) to take on this role. With respect to the Centre TLB, DG(CB&F) may want to 
consider with his colleagues whether a single TLB representative is likely to be able 
to cover the very wide span of responsibilities within the area. It would be helpful if 
nominations for FOi focal points could be ~o later than 7 September and 

lllllllntact details could be passed to-in lnfo{Exp)-Access-

7. To provide central management for the activities set out in Annex B to the 
paper I propose to establish an FOi impiementation Working Group to be chaired 
by D lnfo(Exp). Your FOi focal points and other interested parties will be invited to 
participate in this, and, in anticipation of the Group's first meeting, I would ask you 
to begin thinking about any particular issues you feel FOi may raise within your 
respective areas of activity. In parall~I we are also developing our thinking on the 
formation of a project team, which I judge will be needed to help drive through the 
changes in processes and behaviour which will be necessary to get to grips with 
the new Act. 

Condusion 

8. The new FOi Act involves obligations that must be taken seriously. Getting 
ready to comply with the new regime will represent a significant change programme 
for Defence and this will require effort across the Department. I look for your co
operation and support to achieve this and to ensure th::it, in due course, MOD 
complies with the spirit of the FOi Act, not just its forms. PUS has confirmed that this 
must be the guiding objective. 

<original signed> 

DG Information 

Encl: DG Information Paper on FOi A~t 2000 
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- Distribution: 

For Action: 

• Addressees marked with an asterisk are asked to nominate a FOi focal point - see para 6 
of covering letter. 
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DG lnfo/1 /20/9 

13 August 2001 

Background 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 2000 

1 . The Freedom of Information (FOi) Act 2000 received Royal Assent on 30 
November 2000. The first Information Commissioner, Bizabeth France, was 
appointed on 30 January 2001 and she is combining this role with her existing 
responsibilities as Data Protection Commissioner. 

2. The Act is fully retrospective. It gives a general right of access to all types of 
recorded information held by public authorities, sets out some exemptions from that 
right, and places a number of obligations on public authorities. Subject to the 
exemptions, anyone making· a request must be informed whether the public 
authority holds the information and, if so, be supplied with it. By dint of its 
significantly wider scope and legal force the Act will supersede the current Code of 
Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code of Practfoe-). 

Implementation Timetable 

3. Under its terms, the Act has to be fully implemented across t~a public sector 
by 30 November 2005. However, to ease the load on the Information Commissioner 
and also allow time for authorities to prepare themselves, it is currently expected 
that the process wm be a gradual one with different types of authority being required 
to become compliant in tranches. Agreement of a definitive timetable and the 
composition of tranches was deferred due to the General Election. However, if this 
staged approad1 is confirmed, we can expect central Government departments to 
constitute the first wave of implementation - possibly in mid-2002. 

4. Within MOD, we are currently taking the view that the analogue with other 
central Government departments is the "Department of State", which should be 
regarded as consisting of the Centre TLB, DPA. DLO and all associated agencies 
and NDPBs. The Armed Forces - consisting of CinC Fleet, 2$L, CinC Land, AG, 
GOCNI, CinC Strike, AMP and CJO - would then form a separate tranche, 
implementing FOi at a later stage. (The principal rationale for this sep~ration is that 
the Anned Forces are not subject to the existing Code of Practice and so have not 
had the same exposure as more central elements of MOD in handling requests for 
information under the Open Government regime.) In addition, it is anticipated that 
specialist areas that have analogues elsewhere in the public sector - specifically the 
MOD Police, schools and hospitals - would sit alongside their civil counterparts for 
the purposes of FOi compliance. The exact details will need to be worked out later. 

1 



Main Provisions of the Act 

Scope 

5. The Act applies to all public authorities and those providing services for them 
(the list extends to 11 pages and goes down to the level of doctor's surgeries and 
parish councils - in all, it has been estimated that some 50,000 bodies are affected). 
Within MOD, only the Special Forces and any unit providing assistance to GCHQ are 
specifically exempt from its provisions. 

Right to Information 

6. Two related rights are created by the Act-:-

• To be told whether information requested exists and, if so 
• To receive the information 

Applications for information must be in 'permanent' fonn (which includes e-mail) and 
contain sufficient detail to enable identification of the information sought. However, 
requests do not need to mention the Act in order to be treated under its provisions. 
Indeed, once the legislation is in effect, any request for information must be treated 
as a FOi request. In general, -a response must be provided within 20 working days 
but if a fee is involved this may be extended by up to 3 months until payment is 
received. 

7. Applicants can express a preference on how information is provided and the 
Act gives three options: a copy of the relevant document in permanent form; an 
opportunity to inspect the record containing the information; or provision of a digest 
or summary in permanent form. Wherever it is reasonably practicable, public 
authorities are required to comply with that preference. Under the Act there is also a 
duty to provide advice or assistance to anyone seeking information (for example to 
clarify what is wanted or explain what is readily available). 

Publication schemes 

8. The Act places a duty on every public body to adopt and maintain a 
publication scheme. In essence the purpose of such schemes is to specify the 
dasses of information that the body publishes (or intends to publish}, the form in 
which this is/will be done, and to say whether there is any charge for the 
information. In adopting a scheme, each authority is also required to be guided by 
the evidence of past interest in the information it holds and to be pro-active in 

· meeting it. Each authority has to submit its publication scheme to the Information 
Commissioner, whose approval is required as a pre-requisite for the authority being 
compliant with and subject to the provisions of the Fo'I Act. Release of information 
under the scheme will then represent a minimum threshold of openness to which the 
public body will be held. 

Exemptions 

9. While the Act creates a general right of access, it also sets out 23 
exemptions where the right is either disapplied or qualified. This is a complex area. 
There are two general categories of exemption: those where the exemption is 

2 
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'absolute• and those where it is necessary to weigh up whether the public interest in 
withholding the information outweighs the public interest in disclosure (in some 
cases having first considered whether disclosure would be prejudicial to the activity 
or interest concerned). The full list of exempt categories is at Annex A. 

10. The 'absolute' exemptions include court records; personal information (where 
the Data Protection Act 1998 applies); and information supplied by or relating to 
bodies dealing with security matters. Under the definition in the Act, the latter 
category includes the Special Forces: a certificate signed by a Minister is proof that 
the exemption is justified In this context (although, even here, an appeal mechanism 
will exist). The areas of national security, defence, international relations, 
formulation of government policy and commercial issues all fall within the category of 
exemptions where it is necessary to first apply the 'prejudice' test and then consider 
the public interest. In any case where information is not released because it is 
considered that an exemption applies, the applicant must be informed of the reasons 
and told of his right to appeal to the Information Commissioner. 

Codes of Practice 

11 . The Act requires two Codes of Practice to be issued as guidance to public 
authorities: one on the standards to be achieved when dealing with FOi requests, 
and one on records management. Responsibility for these Codes rests with the 
Lord Chancellor and drafts of both have been issued (these can be viewed on the 
DG Info website). Toe Information Commissioner will be able to issue a "practice 
recommendation" to a public body if she considers that the provisions of either Code 
are not being properly applied. This would be a serious step. The practice 
recommendation would specify remedial action, and since the Information 
Commissioner is required to submit an annual report to Parliament on her activities, 
we can expect Ministers to be held publicly to account for compliance. Quite clearly, 
therefore, we will want to ensure that departmental standards comply with best 
practice and so avoid the implications of formal criticism. 

Charging 

1. 2. There is no obligation to provide information if the estimated cost of doing so 
would exceed an 'appropriate limit'. This limit will be set in secondary legislation 
(which is awaited from the Lord Chancellor's Department). The Act also allows for 
regulations relating to the·charge of.a fee: again further guidance is awaited, but the 
presumption is that unless charges have previously been sanctioned under statutory 
authority they will not be applicable in the future. 

Preparatory Work by MOD 

Departmental Action Plan 

13. Annex B summarises some of the key work that needs to be set in train to 
prepare for implementation of the FOi Act. Responsibility for policy direction will 
rest with staff within DG Info but the obligations introduced by the Act will clearly 
have a very wide impact; preparation for initial compliance and then routine 
operation within its terms will require effort and commitment right across the 

3 



Department. It is intended to constitute an FOi impiementation Working Group to 
co-ordinate the key activities. 

Awareness 

14. Action already underway or planned to increase awareness of FOi includes: 

• A FOi awareness presentation which is being provided on request1
• 

• Dedicated pages on the DG Info website2
• This includes a 'Frequently 

Asked Questions' page that picks up points raised during presentations. 
• Development by DGCC's organisation of an Internal and external 

communications strategy. This will include articles in Focus, Preview and 
Paper Clips and the corresponding single-service journals to ensure all 
staff become aware of the new obligations. 

• A pan-defence one-day conference for key staff is planned for early next 
year. In addition to senior-level MOD speakers, we hope this will be 
attended by the Information Commissioner or her deputy. Further details 
will be provided in due course. 

Training 

15. The 20 day period allowed for meeting requests for information means that 
effective records management will be a vital component of successful FOi 
compliance. We have in the past tended to place this important responsibility on our 
most junior staff involved in filing, maintaining and locating records, but with the 
advent of FOi staff at all levels must play a part in ensuring that reliable records are 
created and well managed. The departmental instructions are being reviewed with 
this in mind and training courses for registry staff are also being redeveloped by 
DMT. 

16. More widely, the Code of Practice on compliance standards stipulates that all 
staff involved in handling FOi requests should be adequately trained. Hitherto the 
secretariat staffs have been in the front line for enquiries from members of the 
public, and they are likely to become the future centres of local FOi expertise. 
However, because of the far reaching consequences and the change in culture 
needed to achieve successful compliance, it would be wrong to draw a boundary on 
the need for training. To ensure there is a wide level of understanding the aim is 
therefore to make FOi a part of the core syllabus on induction training, and also a 
standard teaching point on a wide range of other courses. This obviously will not 
happen overnight, but the requirement is being taken forward with DMT staff. Similar 
discussions will follow with the Service training providers in due course. 

Information Audit 

17. The term "information" embraces all types of records and a record is any form 
of information held by a public authority. It is therefore much more than registered 
files and, for example, includes databases held on IT systems, on disc or other 
electronic formats, information held as free-standing reports or guide books, e-mails 
and faxes: in practice, any form of record held by a public authority is within the_ 
scope of the Act. ln order to be able to respond accurately to requests within the 

1 arrangements should be made through the lnfo(Exp)-Access staff whose details are given In para 26 
2 http://centre.chots.mod.uk/dgi/Artides/DinfoExp/FOI/FOl.htm 
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time allowed it will therefore be necessary to first establish precisely what exists. 
The need for such an information audit is a key strand of the Lord Chancellor's 
Code of Practice. As well as examining local practices to ensure compliance with 
JSP 441 (the Records Management Manual), it will be necessary to document the 
existence and content of all IT systems and other information holdings (not 
forgetting that the retrospective nature of FOi means that branches also need to 
know what information they have consigned to the MOD archives). Inter alia, this 
exercise will serve to clarify what information the Department already publishes and 
what else is appropriate for inclusion in the FOi publication scheme. 

18. This programme of work is no more than good house keeping. Nonetheless it 
will involve significant effort right across the Department to ensure that our 
information holdings are properly managed and documented before the FOi regime 
comes into effect. As part of the same process it will be necessary to establish 
processes to ensure that authoritative records are maintained of all new information 
as it is created. 

Publication Scheme 

19. Drawing up the publication scheme will be a major piece of work. The 
Information Commissioner views these schemes as the primary vehicle through 
which all public authorities (but perhaps government departments in p·articular), will 
be able to demonstrate a genuine commitment to greater openness and pro-active 
release of information. Apart from being a proper objective in its own right, the 
Information Commissioner believes that by undertaking to publish3 routinely whole 
"classes" of information - for example, the minutes of regular meetings; reports 
commissioned as a basis for policy decisions; programmes of future work; standing 
orders etc - public authorities will be able .to reduce the administrative burden of 
responding to individual requests. 

20. Preparation of a coherent scheme will need central co--ordination, but 
consideration of what classes of information should be included is clearly a task in 
which all TLBs need to be involved. As the base point, it would obviously be 
necessary to continue to discfose Information that is already made available, but to 
meet the spirit of the Act it will also be necessary to look much more widely. For 
example, on topics where there is a history of known interest or a policy decision 
has been actively under consideration it will be appropriate to make the key facts 
known. Compliance with the publication scheme will then be an ongoing and 
continuous process in order to meet the statutory obligation that will exist to effect 
disclosure in accordance with its terms. 

21. lnfo(Exp)-Access are involved in inter-departmental discussions with the 
Information Commissioner's staff to ensure awareness of the developing ideas and 
guidance on best practice. Inter alia, it has been agreed that MOD will participate in 
a pilot exercise In which a small number of central government publication schemes 
are prepared and tested prior to formal FOi implementation. Given that MOD's 
scheme is likely to be amongst the most complex - indeed, it may be that we will 
need to have a suite of schemes - this is an opportunity we need to grasp. For the 
purposes of the trial the intention is to prepare a scaled-down scheme, perhaps 

3 the terms •publish. and •publication" are not defined in the FOi Act For the time being, the 
Commissioner intends to adopt the broad OED definition of "the act of making publicly known•: in tum 
this will be judged on the basis of whether information is ·reasonably accessible. to all citizens. 
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focusing on a discrete area of the Department. This work should serve to draw out 
some key lessons that will have relevance for the full publication scheme, and by 
thus agreeing to be at the forefront of the Information Commissioner's 
developmental work we hope to be able to call upon central assistance and 
resources that would not otherwise be available. 

Handling Requests 

22. The whole process of handling requests needs to be under-pinned by a clear 
understanding that, by and large, the exemptions permitted under the Act are 
qualified and that enforcement will be a key function of the Information 
Commissioner. Apart from the tightly drawn and limited categories of absolute 
exemption, there should be no presumption that a subject area, category or type of 
information can be withheld. On the contrary, the intention is to move from a 'need 
to know' to a 'need to share' culture. It must also be understood that the use of a 
security marking will not create exempt status: each case will have to be considered 
on its merits. In general, therefore, MOD information will be eligible for disclosure 
unless there are fully defensible reasons why it should be withheld in "the public 
interest". These reasons may be the subject of scrutiny by the Information 
Commissioner and, in some circumstances, she could issue a notice requiring 
disclosure. The ramifications of this very significant change need to be appreciated 
by every area of the Department. 

23. Four other fundamental elements of the FOi regime also need to be stressed 
because of the impact they will have on the conduct of business at branch level: 

• First, that under the Act any request for information is an FOi request: in 
practice, therefore, any correspondence from a member of the public will 
have to be handled in compliance with the requirements of the Act. Inter alia, 
this means that there will no longer be such a discretionary element when 
deciding how full a response to give to an enquirer. 

• Second, that FOi requests must be answered promptly and in most cases 
within 20 working days after receipt. In practice this is no different from the 
timescale for responding to requests under the Code of Practice, but under 
the Act this becomes a statutory requirement. . • 

• Third, that if there is any doubt about what information an enquirer is seeking 
there is an obligation to establish a dialogue in order to obtain clarification 
and provide assistance, and 

• Fourth, that in any case where a request is denied the enquirer has to be 
notified of their right to appeal. Initially any appeal would be to MOD (at 
central level}, but if the applicant continues to be dissatisfied, he could then 
go to the Information Commissioner: the presumption must be that this right 
will be used. 

Staged Implementation 

24. As noted in paragraph 3, the expectation is that MOD will be brought within 
the legislative framework in stages. Gradual implementation should be helpful in 
that it would allow resources to be prioritised. However, it does carry a risk of 
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confusion over whether the recipient of a request for information has a statutory 
obligation under the FOi Act or has still to be brought within its terms. This is not a 
problem unique to MOD (the Department of Health and Home Office will be similarly 
out of step with their operational anns in the NHS and police constabularies). but 
clearty we will have to Identify and address the potential problems It raises for our 
internal processes. For example, it will be necessary to consider the realism of 
designating information as 'Armed Forces' rather than departmental, and to ensure 
that there is a consistent and sustainable policy where types of information are 
common to the three Services. Some grey areas are bound to exist but the more 
that can be done to anticipate and think through the potential problems the better 
the Department will be placed. Again, this is something to which each TLB will need 
to give consideration. 

Guidance for Staff 

25. There will obviously be a need for staff to have an authoritative guide on FOi. 
The staff in lnfo(Exp)-Access will be developing this as the Codes of Practice 
required by the Act are finalised and decisions are reached about departmental 
policy and practice. The intention is to produce a JSP in time for the first wave of 
implementation. 

Points of Contact 

26. Advice and guidance about FOi can be obtained from: 

Director of lnformation(Exploitation) 
lnfo(Exp)- Acress/AD 
lnfo(Exp)-Access 1 
lnfo(Exp)-Access 2 

Advice and guidance about records management and related issues can be obtained 
from: 

lnfo(Exp )-Records/DRO 
lnfo(Exp }-Records3 

All staff are based on the 8th floor in St Giles Court. 

Annex A 
Annex B 

Categories of Exemption 
Key Activities for FOi lmplementatioo 

7 



(' 

Exemptions under the FOi Act 

There are 23 exemption categories. These cover information: 

• Already accessible to the public. * 

• Intended for future publication. 

Annex AM 
DG lnfo/1/20/9 

dated 13 August 2001 

• Directly or indirectly supplied by or relating to the Security Services. Special Forces, GCHQ, or 
agency working with them. • 

• Th~t if released would be likely to prejudice national security. 

• That if released would be likely to prejudice the defence of the British Isles or any colony. 

• That if released would be likejy to prejudice international relations. 

• That if released would be likely to prejudice relations between admin_istratlons in UK. 

• That if released would prejudice the economic interests of UK or any UK administration. 

• t;iel_d for the purposes of investigations/proceedings conducted by a public authority. 

• That if released would prejudice law enforcement. 

• Held by any court or inquiry. * 

• Relating to the audit functions of a public authority. 

• That if released would infringe the privileges of either House of Par1iament. • 

• Relating to the fonnulatlon of government policy or Ministerial communications. 

• That if released would prejudice public .affairs within either House of Par1iament.* 

• Relating to communications with the Royal Household. 

• That would endanger the physical or mental health of any individual. 

• On environmental matters, if this already has to be made available under the "Aarhus Convention 
(European Law). · 

• To which the applicant is entitled 1.mder the Data Protection Act 1998. • 

• Which if disclosed would constitute an actionable breach of confidence.• 

• That is covered by a claim to legal professional privilege guarding ronfidentlallty. 

• Constituting a trade secret if disclosure would prejudice the commercial interests of any person. 

• Where disdosure is prohibited by any enactment. EC obligation or would constitute contempt of court. 

* Exemptions that have been deemed absolute~ 

In other cases, a prejudice test must be applied to determine whether harm would occur as a result of 
disc1~sure. A public interest test must then be applied to dec;ide whether the public interest in maintaining the 
exemption is outweighed by the public interest in disclosure. 

A-1 



FOi Act 2000: Initial Action Plan 

Subiect 

1. FOi Policy 

2. F01 Procedures 

I Key Tasks 
--~-

I a. Clarify implementation timetable and 
composition of MOD tranches. 

b. Establish MOD FOi impiementation 
Working Group. 

a. Establish MOD procedure for handling 
FOi requests. 

b. Clarify roles & responsibilities/TOR. 

c. Clarify charging policy for FOi 
requests. 

d. Establish MOD complaints/appeals 
procedure. 

I TimEtscale 

I a.s.a.p. 

I September 2001 

By end Feb 2002 

By end Feb 2002 

By end Feb 2002 

3. Staff awareness I a. Issue briefing paper to 2 star officers. ! 31 July 2001 

4. Training and 
Guidance 

b. Progressive campaign including: 
(i) Presentations, 
(ii) CHOTS Website, 
(iii) Articles in FOCUS, Paperclips etc. 
(iv) FOi Seminar, 
(v) FOi ieafiet. 

} Ongoing. FOi 
} Seminar planned 
} for early 2002 
} {attendance and 
} other details to 
} be decided) 

a. Conduct training needs analysis and I Ongoing 
develop formal training on dealing with 
requests. 

B -

-._ 

ANNEX B to DG lnfo/1/20/9 dated 13 August 2001 

I Action By 

I D lnfo(Exp)-Access in conjunction with Lord 
Chancellor's Dept (LCD)/lnformation Commissioner 
(IC). 

I D lnfo(Exp)-Access. Membership to indude all TLBs. 

FOi Implementation Working Group. 

FOi Implementation Working Group. 

D rnfo{Exp)·Access in conjunction with LCD/IC. 

D lnfo(Exp)-Access in conjunction with DOMD. 

DG Info 

} 
} D lnfo(Exp)-Access in conjunction 
} with occs 
} 
} 
} 

D lnfo(Exp )-Access in conjunction 
with DMT 



b. Include FOi as a topic on induction 
and other relevant courses. 

c. Up--date training on records 
management. 

d. Establish local training for likely 
recipients of FOi requests. 

e. Develop and publish formal guidance 
(newJSP). 

5. Information audit a. Review local procedures to ensure 
compliance· with JSP 441 (Records 
Management Manual). 

b. Audit/document all MOD informatioo 
holdings. 

c. Reyise record management 
processes as necessary . 

. 
6.- Publication a. Participate in pilot scheme. 
scheme 

b. Identify information already published. 

c. Identify other information for 
publication. 

d. Prepare coherent MOD Publication 
Scheme. 

. 

Ongoing 

Ongoing 

Pre-implementation 

Pre-implementation 

} Ongoing in pre-
} implementation 
} period but work 
} should commence 
} a;s,a.p 
} Formal 
} information audit 
} in late 2001 /early 
}2002 

Preparation Jui-Dec 
2001. Scheme on 
trial from Jan 2002 

} Ongoing as part of 
} activity 4 
} 

Final version to be 
submitted to IC 8 
weeks prior to FOi 
implementation 

B- 2 

D lnfo(Exp )-Access in conjunction 
with DMT 

D lnfo(Exp )-Records in conjunction with DTEA 

Individual TLBs as considered necessary 

D lnfo{Exp )-Access 

All TLBs ( down to branch level). 

Advice is availabl~ from D lnfo(Exp )-Access or 
Records staff as appropriate 

.--.., 
' . , 

D lnfo(Exp)-Access in conjunction with IC staff and 
relevant TLBs 

All TLBs (down to branch level). 

. 
D lnfo(Exp )-Access 

" 
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DAO/1/13 

10 Aug 01 

DAS 4Al(Sec) 

RE UEST FOR INORMATION -

1. You asked for · ation to assist in responding to further questions raised in a 
follow-up letter from dated 11 Jul O 1. 

2. As far as I can ascertain there are no specific laws governing "unauthorised incursions 
into UK airspace". There is no requirement to notify authorities of entry into UK airspace, in 
a similar way in which ships are not required to notify their entry into territorial waters. 
However, diplomatic clearance is required for military aircraft and all aircraft are required to 
comply with the rules of the air. Thus> for example, any aircraft entering controlled airspace is 
required to seek clearance from the appropriate control agency. Furthermore, Customs and 
Excise must be notified at the point a flan.ding. 

3. Any aircraft that is considered to represent a potential threat will be challenged by air 
defence aircraft. 

4. The four unidentified aircraft were considered friendly and, therefore, no further 
attempt was made to ascertain specific details. 

' 5. I hope you find these responses of use and that they do not prompt a further round of 
questions. 

DAOADGE 1 

D A T [ R r T U R r~ E D 

1 0 AUG 2001 

Fa R FIL 11: 6 



From: 
Directorate of Air Staff 
Operations & Polley 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Londo , 
WC2N 5BP 

DATE RETURNED 

1 0 SEP 2001 

FOR FILING 

Telephone (Direct dlaQ 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our R~ference 
D/DAS/64/3/5 
Da,te 
9 August 200 J 

Dear-
Thank you for your letter of 10 July in which you ask for clarification of several points arising 
from your previous correspondence. I will answer these in the same order as your letter. 

Question 1 
The Public Records Act 1958 and 1967.requires all government departments to review their 
records before they are 30 years old. This is to ensure that material of historic value is preserved 
for the nation, while material which is not worthy of preservation, is destroyed when it ceases to 
have administrative value. Material selected for preservation generally remains closed for 
30 years after the last action has been taken and is then transferred to the Public Record Office. 
Occasionally records are retained for longer periods, for example where their release could be 
damaging to national security, but this is only wjth the express permission of the Lord Chancellor. 
All other material is destroyed. 

Until 1967 all "UFO" files (that is the files originating from thls branch) were destroyed after five 
years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. 
However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are 
now routinely preserved. Air defence files, on the other band, contain material of an operational 
nature and these files are normally destroyed after five years, unless, unusually, they are 
considered to contain information of historic significance. 

Question 2. 
It is standard procedure for neighbouring NATO air defence and air traffic control units to liase 
closely. In this case, the object was detected visually by aircraft that had just been transferred 
from London Military to Dutch Military air traffic control and the air defence system was not 
involved. It is likely that the aircraft were still in communication with both agencies and would 
have at least verbally reported the presence of a potentiaJly conflicting aircraft to their primary 
control unit. 
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•· Question 3. 
There is no evidence to suggest that this was tracked by any airborne or ground based radar units. 

Question 4. 
There has been no ·change in our policy for the release of 'UFO' files and no decision has bee,· 
made to retain them for fifty years. Files from the 1970's will be release to the Public Record 
Office at the 30 year point. 

Finally, you may wish to note that we have recently moved to a new location and due to a 
reorganisation within the Directorate of Air Staff, our title has changed, as shown at the top of this 
letter. There has, however, been no change to our duties regarding correspondence about 'UFOs'. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 

., ... 



'>4A1 SEC -
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

OAS4A 1 (SEC) 
03 August 2001 10:07 
DAO ADGE1; DAO ADGE1 
LORD HILL NORTON PE 

I have been unable to get you on the telephone. I have a PE from Lord Hill-Norton that has to be answered by next 
Wednesday. 

Lord HIii-Norton has taken up the cause for a Southampton UFO Group) who saw lights over 
Southampton Water at 22.30 on 19th May 2000 and 22.30 on 5th May 2001. Lord Hill-Norto~about Civil 
Servants and Minister's Secretaries telling him there was nothing of defence significance, so - has 
suggeted I check whether there was any incursions into our airspace on these dates, and then we can assure the 
Lord that we cilecked with the appropriate milttary authority. 

I realise you may be moving today. So please give me a call when you get this message . .,.. 
gg 

~t'~, .,_,;\fh , H<;.;d,_,to. 1 
(IO ft-S', °'~4-:"D ~k ~u. 

~ 0..A~~ ~~~ 

CRC 

DATE REruJ?N£[J 

... B AUG 2001 

F ll R F fl OJ 0 
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Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB 

The Lord Bach 
Ministry of Defence 
Old War Office Building 
London SWlA 2EU 

'RECE!VED iN 

27 JU li. 2001 
FtLE: •• .... a::za.1••14;9.-........ • a•"!~ 

MINISTER OF STATE FOR 
DEFENCEFROCUREMENT 

23rd July 2001 

Now that I have taken the Oath I can resume my pursuit of the truth about some of the 
UFO events in this country. I shall be sending you a list of Questions for Written Answer 
fairly soon. 

I think that this pair of events, which are the subject of a letter which I enclose, can not be 
properly dealt ,vith in that way. 

The letter, from al!IIIIII demands formal investigation, as I think you will agree. 

1!!1!!1111 is not known to me, but we have exchanged letters since he first wrote to me 
last month. I am satisfied that he is a serious person, and that he is reporting truthfully 
events which-he has, himself, witnessed. He has been unable to obtain an explanation of 
them from what seem to be all the right authorities. He has a number of named wj,!!1esses 
for each event. He has two videos which record what he describes. Surely these wblifil R E T ll 
be viewed by some qualified person (not one of your secretaries of course)? 

- 8 AUG 20,ii 

I am copying this letter to Mr Sears. 

t;~ 
I do most sincerely hope that you will have this report given the study .i. t dese~es .-b fF F I 
pretty sure that 1!!1!!1111 is neither a fool nor a knave, and he is much too old to 6e L I h' ~. 
seeking publicity. r- - . _ ~ .. ----~-----

" ··":':-~·r,n~n ~v 
.,i;,,:.\_i'1-, i.t-:-"4 : ,. , ,-< · l{ aAj~I n 

_ ;)_ 7 ( 1 / ~ l f -----
. ;~TE~ P.EPL YL~G: f{t n ~~ 

·u~ 
.. \1) B.-.ANCH: tf\.s J.+{S~L} 

?ELATEDCA.SE: Soo5:/o!. 
4 --:-_fRK: 
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Thursday 5th July 2001 

Lord Hill - Norton; 

Further to my previous latter in connaction with 1ilmed UFO 
sightings over Southampton Water and your kind of1er to 
bring up the subj ect in The House •• herewith the details you 
requested; 

Witnessess •• members of Southampton UFO 

took place at approx. 10.30pm amd con 1nue r nine 
minut&fi, filmed on video. A bright light appeared ever the 
western shore o1 Southampton Water. seen by the group who 
were situated on a hilltop in the centre of the village of 
Netley Abbey en the eastern side. The light moved 
about •• fairly low •• back and forth and over or in the 
vicinity of Fawley Refinery. No noise heard. Quite soon a 
small single wing aircraft approached the light from the 
Southampton City direction . It circled the light as if 
inspecting it, twice. We thought, quite firmly, this was ou~ 
police spotter plane •• we are quite used to it here~ It th~n 
withdrew to a short distance away •• eventually we lost it. 
The light continued to move along th~ coastline .• a .trcbe 
appeared at one stage from the light and then stopped. 
Eventually the light gradually vanished into the 
distance •. we are unable to ascertain it it moved away over 
the New Forest, entered the water, or ju9t "venished" 

Two days later.~having seen the video twice myself •• ! $et 
out to enauire of various authorities with a view to 
identifyinQ the light. I beQ•n ffiY phone calls with the 
Lymington Coastguard .. they checked and came b•ck with 
'nothing up that niQht'. Hythe Police (western side of 
Southampton Water) ditto rely. MOD Police at CQntral 
Contra me answer Portsmouth) MOD RAF/USA/ 
Hy the also on western shore asked me \ was l 
describing a UFO! In ~n amused tone! I replied ~11 I w~• ·· 
~sking wa5 ' what was it'? as it was 'unidentified".·No 
reports·c•me the reply. But put me on to Air Tr•ffic Control 
---- same •nswer· ' no reports' . Air Sea Rescue at 
~came next iiiillliiiliiii .• no rQpO~t., they 
suggested might be a co~aving 1.un in a 
helicopter over South.mpton Water! · ~nyone can do ANYTHING 
as it is not a restricted area·! Re~lly? God help our 
national security ~ I said I didnt believe them. Lastly, l 
tried Sp~cial Air Service Reports which one authority put me 



onto •• controls ALL air movements UK. ( 
answer ••• · nothinQ reported. · 

!Same 

© 

You already have the local MP letters and the one tromll] 
-- of the MOD which was the end of the protractad 
~Y , No mention of the video we poss&ss from him or 
indeeclANYONE! Yes. my Lord, I AM serious! Have been since 
1960 ! 

10·~ 5th May 2001 event· Southampton the 
p."' group consi ted of 

............ was 
~~;~·;;om e old j~tty at the Royal Victoria 
Country Park, Netley Abbey •• you can hear the waves on the 15 -minute video! Similar "light" moving back and forth over 
w•stern shore •. low •• but also moved up and down or just stood 
still. What seemed to be the same police spotter ' plane 
appeared.,aQain circled light •• twic~ •• this time the liQht 
went out as the plane overflew it Qnd came on again when the 
plane movad otf some distance. The 'plane used a strobe 
light at one stage. Eventually the l i ght just dimmed and 
v an i5hed , much as be1ore. Only one enQuiry .•. unofticial •• was 
made and a n evasive answer was given. We would prefer this 
is not used as evidence of any kind. Currently, via the good 
services of the Chie1 Constabl~ of Hampshir• I am awaiting 
assured replies to both incidents from the Police Air 
Support authorities. Should this arrive at any moment I will 
enclose copies. 

Concludes. 

! mig h t add that l had some six UFO etc book~ on my 77th 
birthday June 14th •• two of which were Timothy Good's Beyond 
Top Secret and Staven Greer ' s Extraterrestial Cont•ct .•• both 
people I have been aware of and following for some years 
since incidents match EXACTLY my own trom previous and now 
CURRENT experiences ~ I have taken on bo•rd your own mvntions 
in both, ~nd other books, my Lord, · 

I am al~o studying transcripts and video o~ tne M~y 9th 
Di5closure Project held in ~ashington DC by Steven Greer et 
al. Totally •• TOTALLY •• ignored by the UK media in revi~w and 
o nly three papers actually mentioned it beforehand. The 
Times, The Sunday E~press, and th• Scottish Daily 
Record .. the latter fell into my hands by a str~nge 
" coincidence" which as you may know are a pheno,nenom of the 
whole enigma ! Whether Steven Greer will ac~ieve his aim of a 
Congressional Exposure of THE TRUTH i5, I fiP•culate, 
unlikely •• but we must ALL TRY •• harder! Be1ore our planet 
descends further into the moral chaos that is becoming more 
prevalent. The Disclo6ure Project video and the UFO 
MAGAZINE for July are stunning~ Where do we begin to cle~nse 
our world of all that is evil? How7 
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Like millions of us. l do my humble oest. 

1 e nc lose latest media arti~l from the Portsmouth News 
which I trust will make interesting ~nd inspiring reading. 

My l.te father, by the way, was 21 years in the Royal 
Navy .• he finished up a& a writer PO •• l "inher-ited" his 
writing attributes and his gold nib fountain pent He is 
still " encouraging" me from his current vantage point! 

Hence my attachement to Portsmouth! 

BG»t Wishes tor continued succes~ .. fight th& good fight! We 
NEED such as you, my Lord, 

ps·. I 
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DAO/1/13 

13 Jul 01 

DAS 4Al(Sec) 

RE UEST FOR ASSJSTANCE -

Reference: 

A. D/DAS(Sec)64/3/55 dated 5 Feb 01. 

/ 
I 
( 

\ 

- . 

1. You asked for assistance in answering additional questions and points raised b-
-in his latest letter dated 10 Jul 01 . 

2 . In his first question, - asks why files, if they existed, were not preserved in 
line with the Public Records Acts. Your response at Reference A to - previous 
letter makes reference to the destruction of departmental records. I assume that you were 
referring to records from the operational departments, ie, D Air Def and operational units, and 
not those from your own department that are carefully preserved. If an investigation had been 
undertaken and conclusions reached, I would have imagined that they would have been copied 
to your department and would have appeared on your files. The fact that they do not 
reinforces our belief that no investigation was undertaken. I am not conversant with the Public 
Records Acts, but files and records of an operational nature are normally destroyed after 5 
years unless, unusually, they are considered to contain information of historic significance. 
However, as you are aware, DAO files, and D Air Def files since 1992, with a "UFO" content 
are sent to the AHB for retention 

3. - expresses concern that "a fellow NATO member was not warned of an 
impending airspace violation by an unidentified aircraft". lt is standard procedure for 
neighbouring NATO air defence and ·air traffic control units to liaise closely. In this case, the 
object was detected visually by aircraft that had just been transferred from London Military to 
Dutch Military air traffic control and the air defence system was not involved. It is likely that 
the aircraft were still in communication with both agencies and would have at least verbally 
reported the presence of a potentially conflicting aircraft to their primary control unit. 

4 . milaasks whether the "one large aeroplane (shape)" was tracked by ~Y airborne 
or ground based radar units. Unfortunately, there is no evidence to suggest that this was the 
case. 

DAOADGEI 
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I Ith July, 2001 Dear-
I would like to thank you for your prompt and helpful reply to my letter of the 151h 
June. I hope that I am not trespassing on your kindness by asking some 
supplementary questions, which I hope that you will be able to answer under the 
tenns of the Code of Practice relating to access to government information. 

You say that since 1,t January 2001, four unidentified aircraft have been detected 
entering United Kingdom airspace, but were 'assumed friendly based on behavioural 
patterns' . My questions are: 

I . What is United Kingdom law governing unauthorised incursions into UK 
airspace? (Does the UK have an 'air defence identification zone', for example?) 

2. Is it standard practice to allow such incursions to go unchallenged, provided that 
the aircraft concerned do not engage in hostile acts (including espionage or 
military reconnaissance)? 

3. Were the four unidentified aircraft mentioned above all of a recognisable type or 
manufacture, and if not, how many were not? 

I look forward to hearing from you, as and when you are able to reply. 

- ,,·-. c:·u 
• ft -

E-mail: 

t O AUG :ioot 
FO R f: L u: :, 



DAS 4al(Sec), 
M .O.D. 
Whitehall, 
LONDON. 

--~ 

Your Reference: D/DAS (Sec )64/3/5 

10/07/01. \ \ r; 
Dear ~ .t • 

Thank you for your letter dated 5 Febru , ,' 1991, d ~or your patience in 
dealing with my enquiries. 
There are a few things that I would like clarification upon, and would 
appreciate your advice. 

1. You mention that departmental records covering the period in question 
were destroyed some time ago, in acrordance with standard administrative 
procedures. If files existed besides this single document (which I feel is a 
reasonable assumption given that an unidentified aircraft overtook three RAF 
Tornado ORI front-line aircraft while leaving UK airspace), why were these 
files not preserved in line with the Public Records Acts of 1958 and 1967? 

2. I accept the reason stated for the lack of defence interest from a UK 
defence position, but am concerned that a fellow NATO member was not 
warned of an iinending airspace violation by an unidentified aircraft. 

3. Was the "One large aeroplane (shape)" tracked on any airborne or ground 
based radar units? Presumably at least one radar unit w~ functioning beween 
the GRl three ship, if only the weather radar. 

4. I read recently that the MOD will not be releasing any ufo files from the 
1970's for fifty years. Is this true, and if so, why? 

Yours faithfully, 
DAT E ~- .. I r· iJ ,, r, ( 

1 3 JUL 2001 

FO R FI LI NG 

·' 

•' 
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DAO/1/13 

4 Jul 01 

DAS 4Al(Sec) 

UEST FOR !NORMA TION -

~ ed for information to assist in responding to questions raised in a letter from 
~ ted 15Jun01. 

2. - seems to have confused unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar with 
"UFOs ... The fact that the precise identity of an aircraft cannot be established does not render 
it a UFO. There are a number of reasons why some aircraft cannot be positively identified 
and, in these instances, assumptions have to be made. In the vast majority of cases, 
unidentified aircraft can be assumed to be friendly by virtue of behavioural characteristics. 
Any unidentified aircraft acting suspiciously would normally be intercepted. 

3. Against this background, the answers to-specific questions areas follows: 

a. Since 1 Jan 01, fifteen aircraft remained unidentified as they were detected 
approaching UK airspace by the air defence system. 

b. Subsequently, nine of the aircraft were positively identified 

c. None were found to be unauthorised incursions by aircraft of a potentially 
hostile foreign power. However, it should be noted that there are occasional, pre
notified and authorised movements of civil and military aircraft from potentially hostile 
nations into UK airspace. 

d. Of the six tracks that remained unidentified, two never actually entered UK 
airspace and the remaining four were assumed friendly based on behavioural patterns. 

4. I hope you find this·data of use. As is always the case, there is an inherent danger in 
providing too much detail to those who do not fully understand our systems and procedures. 
The detail can easily lead to miscomprehension and an inevitable round of additional 
questions. With that in mind, !~our judgement as to whether you should use the 
above facts in your response t~ 

DATE 
· RETll,?i'.'E!J 

DAOADGE 1 - ; JUL lUtn 

FOR FILING 



J.> '1 f:DGE1 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

2GP-ISTAR2-2A-S02 
25 June 2001 08:52 
DAOADGE1 

Subject: FW: UFO LETTER 

Sir, 
Hope this information is sufficient 

--- Original Message-
From: NTH-XO 
Sent: 22 June 2001 14:42 
To: 2GP- ISTAR2-2A-S02 
Subject: RE: UFO LETTER 

Pls see below for the results of my Investigation reference the unknowns: 

Neatishead 

C: Nil 

Mid Wales 
Bristol Channel 
North Wales 
London 

Buchan 

A : 2 

B: Nil 

C: Nil 

1:hand~.i>ver .to J:lt,t Qve-'J 
~rt~ r~~,rma 

Hope this does it! -
----Original Message----
F rom: 2GP-ISTAR2-2A-S02 

D: 2 (Did not penetrate APA 9) 

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2001 3:18 PM 
To: bue>ops-xo; nt~xo 
Subject: FW: UFO LETTER 

HELPHI 

Please can you let me have any Information that you can by Friday -- Original Message--
From: DAO ADGE1 
Sent: 20 June 200110:17 
To: 2GP-ISTAR2-2A-S02 
Cc: DAS4A1(SEC) --
Subject: UFO LETTER 

Flynn, 

Grateful if you could get the ops

1 

folks I l rovide answers to the 
following 4 questions posed by 

a. How many times since 1 Jan 01 have unidentifted ac or •flying 

04[f . 
Rt f LJRNEO 

... 4 JUt 2001 . 

Foe FfL I N6 



• ~~e(;ts" been detected approaching and/or entering UK airspace by r ,.radar? 

b. How many of these ac or "UFOs" have been subsequently 
identified and found to be harmless? 

c. How many, If any, have been identified and found to be 
aircraft of a potentially hostile foreign power? 

d. How many, if any, have remained unidentified? 

-

Is seeking the information under the umbrella of the 
om of Information Act which I am led to believe has not yet 

come Into force. However, it might be useful to provide some 
sort of quantitative response, although I apfreciate this may be 
difficult especially in terms of the number o unidentified ac 
detected approaching the UK. I will give DAS4A 1 a steer on 
answering his assumption that unidentified ac are UFOs!! The 
only incursion into APA 9 during the period that I am aware of 
was that by the Russians in Feb/Mar; however, I understand that 
this was pre-notified and we were aware of the time and position? 

No set tlmescale, but the guidelines require a response to 
letters such as this within about a month, so an answer by early 
next week would be useful. TVM 

•, : , 

2 
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SECRETARIAT (AIR STAFF) 2a, 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, 
ROOM8245, 
MAIN BUILDING, 
WHITEHALL, 
LONDON SWIA 2HB. 

15th June 200 l 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

I would be grateful if I might be permitted to take advantage of Section I of the 
Freedom of Information Act, 2000, by requesting answers to the following questions. 

1. How many times since 1$1. January, 2001 have unidentified aircraft or •flying 
objects' been detected' approaching and/or entering United Kingdom airspace by 
air defence radar? 

2. How many of these aircraft or 'UFOs' have been subsequently identified and 
found to be harmless? 

3. How many, if any, have been identified and found to be aircraft of a potentially 
hostile foreign power? 

4. How many, if any, have remained unidentified? 

I appreciate, of course, that it may not be possible to supply the answers I am seeking 
for administrative reasons or reasons of national security. I would, nevertheless, be 
grateful for a response. 

I look forward to hearing from you at your convenience. 

E-mail: 

. ·OA rt' -· 
RETURNED 

- 4 JUL 2001 
Fon 

FIL !No 
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DA0/1/13 

7 Jun 01 

DAS4A 

Copy to: 

. DI !Sec Sec 4 
ADDI 55 

RE UEST FOR INORMATION -

Reference: 

A. D/DAS/64/11 dated 15 May O 1. 

1. At Reference, you asked if we could rovide answers to a number of questions related 
to "UFO" matters that had been raised by makes frequent 
reference to the investigation of unidentified tracks, implying that in som~ way these tracks 
should be considered as "UFOs". It is important to draw the distinction between our 
interpretation of an unidentified track and that of~ In air defence terms, an 
unidentified track is the track of an aircraft detected by radar that cannot be positively 
identified against a variety of criteria In all c~es, radar tracks are considered to be air 
vehicles of man-made origin. Therefore, the fact that an air track may remain unidentified is 
not necessarily considered unusual or sinister. The following paragraphs provide the best 
available information against each of the questions falling within my sphere of responsibility, 
given the dates of some of the events referred to. 

2. Question 1. The posts within DAO and other operational HQ where staff have a direct 
or subsidiary responsibility for the investigation of UFO reports, purely from the perspective 
of whether they raise any issues of air defence significance, are: 

a MOD DAO ADGE 1. 

b. HQ STC SO 1 A TC Area 

c. HQ 2 Gp S02 ASACS Ops 1. 

~ approximate figures for the percentage of staff time each desk spends on UFO-related 
duties are as follows: 

a. DAO ADGE l - approx 3%. 

b. ATC Area and ASACS Ops I -less than 1%. 



( 

3. Question 7. The MOD does not maintain a record of radar tracks recorded within the 
UK ADR that have remained unidentified following investigation, other than possible 
reference in operational log books. Electronic recordings of the air picture are retained for a 
period of 30 days to assist primarily in the investigation of flight safety incidents, should the 
need arise. The overall recordings are graded NATO SECRET because of the operational 
content; however, sub-sets of information may be selected and these may attract a lower 
security grading. 

4. Question 8. 

a. Records of incidents when air defence aircraft were scrambled to investigate 
unidentified air tracks do not exist for the full period covering 1990 -2000. Details of 
such sorties are recorded in operational logbooks that are destroyed after 5 years (the 
destruction certificates for those log books are retained for a further 7 years before 
destruction). Strictly speaking, no aircraft were scrambled to intercept targets that 
remained unidentified following MOD investigation, as the scramble forms a part of 
that investigation. ff a scramble is unsuccessful, the identity of the track can usually be 
determined by other means. 

b. RAF Fylingdales may be called upon by MOD to correlate a "UFO" sighting 
with a known event, such as the re>entry of a satellite. 

5. Question 9. The MOD has no records of any "UFOs" tracked by CRC Neatishead 
(unless there are any held by DAS4). 

6. Question 10. RAF stations have a pre-formatted form (MOD Form 953) which duty 
personnel complete whenever a call is taken from anybody wishing to report a sighting. The 
form is then forwarded to DAS4, as well as a number of other addressees. The instructions for 
submitting sighting reports would probably have been contained within a DCI. However, as 
DCis are automatically cancelled after a year and there is no index available to check back 
more than 2 or 3 years (according to the MOD Library and the DCI section at Keynsham), 1 
have not been able to establish how MOD Form 953 was disseminated to units. It is likely that 
DAS(Sec) initially sponsored the form some time ago and, therefore, the complete answer 
might lie deep within your files. · 

7. Question 12. We do not have a file relating to the police investigation of an 
unidentified helicopter reported over Derbyshire between Sep 73 and Jan 74. The only likely 
remaining source of any such infom1ation would be in the DAS(Sec) archives, assuming the 
incident had been linked to a "UFO" report at the time. 

2 



8. Question 13. There is no written definition of the tenn "of no defence significance". 
It is a term used to describe the fact that an event is not considered to have constituted a direct 
military threat against sovereign territory. The means by which reports are categorised as 
being of "no defence significance" include an assessment of the location, time and nature of a 
report and any lilcely explanation of its cause (planetary objects, areas of high density air 
traffic, atmospherics, space objects, etc). A check of operational logs may be included to 
determine whether any related air activity was detected at the time by the UK Air Defence 
system. 

DAOADGE 1 

3 
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_..,> 1/is '~~ LOOSE MINUTE 
• 

0/Dt SEC/1 0/8/3 

5 J1..1e 2001 

DAS4A 

Cop~: to: 
DAO-ADGE 1 
AD nl 55 

llATE RETURNED 

- 7 JUN zaao 
FOR FIL I NG 

OFFICIAL ACTION LETTER FROM--UFO QUESTIONS 

1. Thank you for your minute of 15 May attaching a letter frorrllllllll containing 
questions-about MOD policy towards UFOs. 

2. Questions 1, 4a, 5 and 11 were annotated for the DIS to answer. Responses to 
Questions 1 and 4a are as follows: 

a) Q1 - There are no current posts within the DIS where staff have a direct or subsidiary 
responsibility for the investigation of UFO reports. Neither do we have staff allocated to 
the handling of public enquiries specifically relating to the subject. 

b) Q4a - The DJS have never called upon the expertise of psychologists (external or 
Service personnel) in respect of individual investigation or analysis and advice on any 
aspect of UFO issues. 

3. :rhe branch to which- refers in QS and 11 a, (Air Intelligence 5b) was part of 
the Air Ministry in pre-M~IS was established in 1964 and induded the 
amalgamation of the three single-Service intelligence organisations. We need to ascertain 
whether AISb evolved into an MOD(Air) branch in 1964 or a DIS branch. Perhaps the RAF 
Historical Branch could help? Meanwhile DI 55b is asking for a search to be undertaken in 
our archives to see whether we hold any Al5b files. DAS may need to do the same. 

4. Our responses to Q11 b and 011 care as follows: 

a) Q11 b - Director Intelligence Scientific and Technical (01ST) used to receive reports 
from the public reporting on unexplained aerial phenomena. However, the branch 
responsible decided that these reports were of no defence interest and requested that 
no further reports be forwarded. The branch still retains files containing these reports up 
to 4 December 2000. 

b) Q11c- DIST undertook a search of their-records to identify all of their file holdings. This 
search would have included any files reporting unexplained aerial phenomena; it 
established that files prior to 1961 had not been retained. 

-... 



r · 
3. I hope this will help in your interim reply to- We will let you know the answer to 
011 a as soon as possible. Meanwhile, any further information you can provide on Air 
Intelligence Sb would be most helpful. 

01 ISEC Sec4 



LOOSE MJNUTE 

D/DAS/64/11 

15 May 01 

DI ISec Sec 3 
DAO-ADGEl 

copy to: 
DI 55 

RE UEST FOR INFORMATION -

. . . .. 

I . 1 attach a recent letter and list of questions fr~m- an academic researcher into 
'UFO' matters. He has corresponded with DAS sin~2000 and has now approached 
us with thirteen individual questions to which he is seeking answers. This latest letter indicates that 
this may be his last request. 

2 . I have marked against each question the likely area ofresponsibility for the material. I should be 
grateful if you would look through the list giving me an early indication of when and whether you 
consider you might be able to provide answers. You might find it helpful to consult MOD Web 
regarding Open Government in view of the fact that, given the li~--1 volume of wotk and nature of 
some of the information requested, it may not be possible to gjve full replies. I would be 
very happy to discuss those issues if that would be helpful. 

t $3H O~ 

taO?. At>'W 9 t 

93H SdO Hitt a 



m1s ry o e ence 
Room 8243 Main Building 
Whitehall 
London SWlA 2HB 

Your ref: D/DAS(Sec)64/3/l l 

Dear 

8 May 2001 

With reference to matters discussed in your letter of22 March I enclose a list of 
questions relating to MoD policy on the subject of aerial phenomena/UFOs. 

I appreciated your offer to answer questions as far as you were able given your limited 
staff and resources. The list contains 13 questions that I have carefully assembled at the 
completion of more than two years research at tbe Public Record Office as my project 
draws to a close. AJI relate to issues that I felt were unresolved or unclear within the 
context of the documents relating to this subject currently within the public domain. 

l don't expect that you will be abie to fully answer some of the questions> given the fact 
that so much documentation appears either not to have survived or is 'missing> but I 
would appreciate any information you could offer that may be relevant. 

Finally> with reference to the file containing papers relating to the Rendlesham Forest 
incident dating from 198 I ·83 I note in your letter of22 March you say this material 
would be processed and sent shortly. This file has not arrived so far, but I wish to thank 
you in advance for making these papers available. 

Yours sincerely, 

r~-·'!·· ··· ·~ ,.: -; .=, I f : , •,.•,•, • ,:-:- : ~ ~ : ' 

, ' . . . . " . -· ,· 
· ... · .... ,, 
~ .. -

I i .. .:• , . .- ·.. ,• .. 
• i 

t 

' ." .. .. -:t: :-~.:::·;-. ! 
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Unidentified FJyine Obiects - questions to Ministry of Defence/DAS (Sec) 

.... 
1. Can the MoD list the current posts within the Air Staff and in Operations where staff 
have a direct or subsidiary responsibility for the investigation of UFO reports and/or the Al I 
handling of public inquiries relating to the subject. Of the posts identified, can a 
percentage of staff time allocated to UFO-related duties be specified? 

2 . Does DAS (Sec) maintain figures/statistics relating to the number of enquiries 2- l)AS 
received from a) the public and b) the media relating to UFO issues dealt with 
on a year by year basis - and if so are these available? 

3. Can MoD specify the extent of liaison that has taken place with a) the Royal Australian !
Air Force and b) United States Air Force with respe-ct to the investigation of UFO reports, }-'s
from records that are avaiJable. 

4. Has the MOD ever caJ!ed upon the expertise of psychologists (external or service 
personnel) in respect of lt,,I -
a) ind ividual investigation and - l:>Ao - 1:::,( ~~ ... • 4-h · AS' 
b) analysis or advice on any aspect of UFO issues; if so is this material available for - J> 

research purposes? 

5. HQ Fighter Command Afr Staff Instruction F/1 dating from 1960, Public Record 
Office (DEFE 31/118), instructs Operations staff that UFO reports received from service 
sources and radar stations should be reported to Air Intelligence 5b (circa 1959-64) at Air 
Ministry DOI (Tech). Reports received from the public should be directed to department 
S6 (the forerunner of AS (Sec) 2a. Could the MOD confirm that the reporting division 
between Air Intelligence (as the destination for service and radar reports) and DAS(Sec) 
for reports received from the general public, continues to exist today. 

s .. . 

)IJr /Dr~ 

6. Can the MoD outline the precise role of RAF Rudloe Manor, Wiltshire, in reporting, , · 't.A,r 
coJlection and investigation of UFO reports from service sources prior to 1992. • "' 

7. Does the MOD maintain a paper or electronic record of radar tracks or reports of 
radar tracks recorded within the UK Air Defence Region that have remained unidentified 
following investigation? If that is the case, for how long are records preserved, what is 1- J>Ao 
their security classification and after what period of time will records be available at the 
PRO? 

8. In 1996 in the House of Commons. Defence Minister Nicholas Soaines 
stated that RAF aircraft were scrambled on two occasions "in the past 
five years" to intercept unidentified targets detected by UK Air Defence t _} Ao 
Radar. Could MOD specify: 
a) details ofincidents recorded between 1990-2000 when aircraft 

were scrambled to intercept targets. that have remained 'unidentified' foIJowing MoD 
investigation. 
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b) the role of RAF Fylingdales in the investigation of UFO reports (for example, what 
category of report would be checked with this facility). 

9. Does MOD have records of unidentified flying object/s tracked by the CRC station ~Ao 
RAF Neatishead or satellite radar stations 'l • 
a) on the evening ofl3/14 August, 1956 resulting in an attempted interception by 

Venom aircraft from RAF Waterbeach. 
b) on an evening between September and November 1980, during 

which aircraft involved in a night-flying exercise were diverted to intercept an 
unknown target? 

c) during the period 26-30 December 1980. 

10. What are the current standing instructions to RAF stations/ 
radar facilities with regards to the reporting and action taken 
to investigate a) reports of b) radar trackings of unidentified 
flying objects. Are copies of current instructions available 
for public inspection? 

11 . Can the MoD confirm: 
a) the existence and current location of reports describing aerial phenomena originating 
from RAF and other service sources sent to AI Sb at DDI Tech, Air Ministry, dating from 
]950.67. 
b) Whether the Department of Scientific and Technical InteUigence 
(DSTI) maintains records or files relating to investigation/consultation 
with Air Staff on the subject of aerial phenomena/UFOs. 
c) Have DSTI undertaken at any time a search of their records for UFO-related files, 
reports or analysis from the period dating from 1950-80? Ifno search has taken place 
how is it possible to claim that files before 1961 have not been retained? 

12. Documents released by the Metropolitan Police under the Code of 
Practice in 2001 indicate that the MoD acted in an advisory capacity to a Police 
Special Branch investigation of an unidentified helicopter reported over Derbyshire 
between September 1973-January 1974. Does an MoD file exist relating to these 
incidents and if so what does this contain and what conclusions were reached? 

13. What is the current definition of the term •~of no defence 
significance" used by the MoD in the context of UFOs reported in the UK Air Defence 
Region. What is the precise methodology employed to detennine whether a report can be 
categorised as of "no defence significance.'' 

2 



LOOSEMINlITE 

f>lf>A0/1713 

26 Feb0l 

DAS 4Al(SEC) 

'UFO' REPORT - 28 JAN 01 

Reference: D/DAS(Sec)/64/2 dated 21 Feb 01. 

1. At Reference, you forwarded a UFO report that had been submitted through RAF Valley 
by an individual who does not fall into the credible witness category. However, due to the nature 
of the report and the witness's insistence of what he saw, you asked whether any air defence 
aircraft had been scrambled or whether there was anything of air defence interest in the report. 

2. I have checked, through HQ 2 Gp, whether any aircraft of the type reported had been 
airborne at the time and, regrettably, have drawn a blank. Furthermore, nothing was seen in that 
area at the time on the air defence radar system. 



( LOOSEMINUfE 

D/DAO/1/13 

23 Feb 01 

DAS 4A1A(SEC) 

'UF01 REPORTS - 8 FEB 01 

Reference: ·o/DAS(Sec)/64/2 dated 9 Feb 01. 

1. At Reference, you forwarded six separate UFO reports from Scotland and Northern 
England relating to the' observation of various moving lights between 1930 and 2000 hrs on 8 Feb 
01. 

2. There is no evidence that unauthorised military activity or any other activity of air defence 
significance occurred in that area at the times in question. I would suggest tha4 from the 
descriptions given, the sightings probably relate to meteorite activity. 

DAOADGE 1 



( LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DA0/1/13 

23 Feb 01 

DAS 4A1A(SEC) 

'UFO' REPORT - 12 JAN 01 

Reference: D/DAS(Sec)/64/2 dated 24 Jan 01 . 

1. At Reference, you asked whether the subject UFO report of a sighting to the west of 
Chippenham by a RAF C 130 p1lot represented anything of air defence interest. 

2. There is no evidence that unauthorised military activity or any other activity of air defenc~ 
significance occurred in that area at the times in question. 

••• ADGEl 

OATf ~FTIIR,' ED 

2 3 FEB 2001 

FOR flL lrrn 
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LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DAS(Sec )64/2 

21 February 2001 

DAO-ADGEl 

UFO Report 

1. As discussed, please see attached a 'UFO' report which has been passed to us by RAF 
Valley. 

2 . It is not from a creditable witnes- but durin the conversation I had wi~ Valley staff 
before receiving the report, they sai was adamant he had seen Tornados and a 
Nimrod. As this was a Sunday evening I won er I tt is possible he saw air defence aircraft. 

2. Please could you let me know if air defence aircraft were scrambled and/or if there is 
anything of defence interest in the report. 

DAS4al{Sec) 

0 A\R OPS REG 

2 2 FEB 2001 

AO REG 4 

UA T £ f? E 1 U IH! E rt 

2 ~ FEB 2001 

FOR FILING 



"l-2001 17:05 FROM .. --" "· LEY TO P.01/01 
' , 

~-A-0 
,-- IJnr. Ref: VAL ., ~--------' 

MOOFORM953 

(Revised 3198) 

MILITARY AIRCRAFT ACTIVITY 
PUBLIC COMPLAINT FORM 

To be coo,pleted in CAPITALS 

Forward ltie oon,pte'19d form to 

SECTION 1: ACTION AUTH0RrTIES 

Acilon rnro 

D D Vnll 

0 D MOD Sec{AS)2b 

D D MOD S&c(NS)b 

FOR MOD USE ONLY. 

OS Grid Rei:I._ _______ ~ 

LFA:I.__ ----

Ns:._I ___ _,, 

SECTION 2! DETA ILS OF COMPLAINT 

Suma.me: 

Address: 

Town/City: L{ uE:: ~ poo 1.-

Couniy: 

Pos!COde: 

SECTION 3: LOCATION OF INCIDENT 

[2J Address at Section 2, 

or 

Addt8$s: ~c., ,oN' PA,~ AA.EA , 

Town/City: 

County: 

Postcode: 

within 5 days 

Action Info 

D D Oomd Sec HQ Land 
Aci;on 

D 
Info 

D 
D D 0/C+l(F+S) c111ims 3 0 D 
D 0 RAF HCSTC Specify 

Serlal No: R e Rei: ] 

Previous Complaint No. cl complaints to dste: 

Serial No: ._i:=----
~ eR~ '~----- - -

SECTION 4: DETAILS OF INCIDENT 

(?ate: 2-~ - ,J /tt N - o J 

Time: .Qe2.C - 2.04tO 

Hew many ein:raft imlolved: v Fo ? 

fype o! aircraft 

Other (Specify) _ . __,,.. .... .,,. ----
Other (Specify) 

~ -··· 

Low Medium 

2- T"'-"-"'J'\ c>OC::.S 

:1 N t t"'1.C.C0 

Helo l.lght ale 

Red/White £18.cWYollcw 

Estrnallon in Feet: 5,000 - lopoo f\:. 

lnsideMAl2? 

Yes No 

II Y8$ Whk:h MA12? 

NOW TURN OVER 

TOTAL P.01 
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·2001 1?:06 FROM WING OPS R~ UALLEY TO P,01/01 

,, 

~ 'CTION 5! PARTICULARS OF COMPLAINT Continue on .a III rate shMt if nece.ua 

~ £)el'IN6E 08.Jec.T W-"IS S~"',j 7D PO Cle.G'°'IT~ Acou NO ·r~ t..,..i~POCK- ~- :2. Toe,,.,,'°'00 ~f 
,, ., A.'T 

w~ Be41cNet) .,.0 ~~ IT f'l,"10 k>I..LOW l't" 8~J:<:IR~ rT oor Mf\NOOVEtZE:1> ~ , .... 

:1.02.o~"'n-te,r,..J A t-,uM~Oi) WJ\<;. 88-1.o\lE'l) 'TU <;oti~ IN ll-tE: Ali!c/'< "lb ,..5el\E'C~" J::oC Tl"fc 

oeAN'&E oe.uecr ... G-,u,....ic,. u,:) ..,.,...E St!Al(u-, A'T 2. J ZS, 

TM€ C:J't~ ~ .. , '"'e- oru,Nl:e o8.,C"C-,"T H/ftO .... C..~/"1C:S ~r,tNa GUT OF 71tE. Ft°tOUIVT win-, 

&..,~N•IV6ir 81~ FAt...WrY& o~ tT
4 

'Tt-ff! 04J~G7 w~ .S.1 l..er-JT, 

SECTION 8: CLAIMS DO NOT PROM 

Hos the Incident given rise 10 o.ny .--jwy to persons a~or 

l~todl or damage to property which will result In a dalm 

tor compensation bol.ng submilt.ed IO \tlo Mini$ty of Defence? 

D Vos D No 

If Yes, glvo deteils and copy form~ OJ~(F+S) Claims 3. 

SECTION 7: UNIT RESPONSE 

Yes 

Return Telephone call D 
Full written mpome sent(attach copy) 0 
Low flytng leaftet sent O 
Written ac1tnowllldgement only(atiach copy) 0 
V1$it arranged D 

I 

Require •~on of HQ P&SS D 

No 

D 
D 
D 
D 
D 

D 
SECTION 8: DETArLS OF lNDIVIDUAL RECEIVING COMPLAIN1 Olh&r (Sp9c:lfy} 

Time: {Loeal) i 100 

Date complaint receivud: 2't - o ( - o c 

Tel No: 

IMPOATANT REMINDER 

ALL ACTION TAJCEN MUST BE IN ACCORDANCE WrTH 

GN J5D02 OF 199'1. 

TitE COMPLETED FORM rs TO .BE FORWARDED TO THE 

APPROPRIATE AIJTH0RITIES AS LISTED AT SECTION 

1 WITHJN 5 DAYS 

I 

TOTAL P.01 



( 
LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DAS(Sec)/64/2 

"-'\ February 2001 

ADGEl 

UFO REPORTS DATED 8 FEBRUARY 2001. 

1. Please find attached a number of UFO reports from Northern England and Scotland from 
between 19:30 and 20:00 on Thursday 8 February. 

2. From the brief descriptions given, it seems like it could possibly be something of a 
meteorological nature. However, I would be grateful if you could let me know if these reports 
represent anything of air defence interest. 

DA TF n: T 11 RN ED 

2 3 FEB 2001 

FDR FI LI NG 



0 . 

E. 

F. 

G. 

H. 

J. 

K 

L 

M. 

N 

0 . 

P. 

Q. 

R. 

Date, Time and duration of sighting. O~ FEGO l 

How observed (naked eye, 
btnocultn, other optical device. 
camera or camcorder 

h 

Direction tn which object fi~ ~lethaen G 
(landmark may be more uoai,1,,1 n 
en 9Stimated beari 
Angle ~ sight (estimated heights ~ \- ~, 
aretneliabte . 
Di8ta'\c8 (by reference to a known 
h!ncirnfn . 
Movements (changes in E, F & G Ni 1 ... S~t r , 
may be or more use than estimates - U · lJJ.'eA 
of course and speed). 

Mel conditions during observation 
(moving clouds, hQe, mist etc). 

Nesby objects (telephone llnes. 
high voltage linN 1"9S8fVOir, take or 
dam, swamp or marsh. rivers, high 
buiJoo,gs, tall chimneys, steeples, 
TV/radio masts. a1rfields, 
generating plant_ fa(;tories, pits or 
other sn98 wfth fl 
To~ reported (Police, _military, 

Sele . 
Name and address of observer. 

Background of observer that may 
be volunteered. 

Other witnesses. 

Date and time or receipt. 

Any unusual met conditions. 

Remarks. 

• I - "' 

~ : - :. t.. ·_; , \ 

,..,.: • • • . - __ • I 

--
IV~ l , dry . 

' • VA. 

TOT~ P.01 

TOTAL P.01 



·a-2001 10:06 FR01 AlSCM)LATCC TO SEC AS P.01 

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT 
, * 

( 
FAXTAANSM_ISS_ION_O_ET~AI-LS-.----r-0-TG-of ... T_ra_n-sm-:i:--ss-=-io_n_: --=--------------------'1 
from: 

RANK. NAME & APPOINT RANK/GRADE & NAME: 

SIGNATURE: SIGNATURE-

A DATE: I ~ r:;, .. "! !TIME: I ',,, .,,.,., 2 I DURATION OF SIGHTING: I ,(" "'4•· . . 

8 DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT: Smell? 
. 

Number I ;,IJ,-.J . Other , . 
Size /1,,1'\ w.jA.; 7)1t,,,,,,.J '-I t,,C r-
Shape c_,.;,,. 

Colour . 
Brightness . 
Sound? 

C EXACT POSITION OF OBSERVER: 
Geographical location: 11•·:y~H...;~,J LIAS-:" 'fdl..K\M,ll.. .J 
lndd<)rsJOutdoors/Stationary/M~g 

D HOW OBJECT WAS OBSERVED: 

Naked eye/Binocw!'i('rs/CqJrreraNid~merc:, 
E DIRECTION IN WHICH OBJECT WAS FIRST SEEN: (A landmark may be useful) 

,J,.-...(.J I t1 ,! 

F ANGLE OF SIGHT: 
7, cY. 

G DISTANCE {By reference to a known landmark if possible): 

'),. ,,_ /.JJ,..,H -{ cJ& e,...,.,'i}, 
H MOVEMENT OF OBJECT: 

,-l•J. I~..,'(.,(., 

J MET CONDmONS DURING OBSERVATION (Moving clouds. mist, haze etc): 

PA:'u-1-f ,.J ,,., ,~ c...,..,~i) . 
K NEARBY OBJECTS OR BUlLDINGS: 

JJ ,,__ 

L TO WHOM REPORTED: 
Press· 
Police: / 
Military Organisation: 
Airport: 
Other. 

M INFORMANTS·--
Name: 
Address : '" .J1V,>1 -.,< /.I'-":J 1li1Lv c, ,-, • 

N ANY BACKGROUND OF THE INFORMANT THAT MAY BE VOLUNTEERED: 

0 OTHER WITNESS? Nt· 
P OA TE/TIME Of REPORT: OC( OL/Lr"1i ~i$;t, c.:>/ 

TOTAL P.01 



Classcficacion~~~~~~~~~tf~======:=J 
Caveac 
Covering: 

Royal Air Force L 

St Andrews Fife Scotland 

REPORT ON AN UNIDENTIFIED F YING OBJECT 

..... ' ....,...---=----==~--:-::,------,-------~-- ----+---- ~----- --, 
I. Oll !C, Time al\d Duruion ofSightlng: 

2. Dcscri41tion or Object (No_ of objects. si.rA/, ~hi!.pc. to lou r. ongh1n~ss 

3_ 

4. 

(i_ 

7_ 

8. 

sou Ml, smc:11 ctc) : 

& l~n- 1---1<;>< ... -r7 C~6~ 1 ~-r --1 

~rr,5" ~IG.. 

/1/' ucr; Pc.d"' 
S:::e --n?A -rt:3X.---

Ke1" 0hstt"\·cd (N 111k tHl c:~c, hiMculan, Still or Mo, ic Camera/VCR} 
/ 

!'JAK.eA ~Y.c 

----

Oist:i.n((! (wi,11 rc!crcncc to a li11dmark if 11<mible): 

Mo"cmcnts (t'hangc:$ in G. 7 ~d 8 rttaJ' be bctt,:r than. tstim.alcJ of he ini: and sp~d) : 



Classification~~~~~~;;~~tf~======:=.I 
Caveac 
Covering· 

Royal Air Force L 

St Andrews Fife Scotland 

REPORT ON AN UNIDENTIFIED F YING OBJECT 

.,,......,..--~~~---=,--=--- - ---- - --- ---+-~-- ----- --, I. 0ii rc, Time and Du r,uion of Sighting: 

2. Oc5cri1>tion of Object (No. of objc1:t~ si,,e, ~hapc, t:o lour. l> l'lghrnl•ss 

. l 

4. 

sound , srndl e\c): 

?:tz I Gr-rt 1---1(.)(... '"77 C~o~ 1 ~ -r --1 

~rrc -77Jt~ . 

11/ Uc:77 PC-<! 
~ --,-.e'A -rcJ>;...---

HCI" 0h,en -cd (Naked t:yc, hinoc1Jlar~. Still or Mo, ic C.amcra/VCR} 

./ 
N AK:EA ,,2 y.,e 

--
_..____ ...,,. 

7. Oist:.1.11(c (wiJ.h rc(crcn<:c co• 1:.aridmuk if 1105siblcJ: 

8. r.-to~·cmcnts (ihangt:s i11 <>. 7 .ued S n:tJIJ' be betel:.- than. ts1im.alcJ of he ing :.tnd ,p~d) : 

Covecing F ~ __. 
~~~~~calion: : ~-



( 

• < • 

20:57 LEUCHARS STN ~ 

Cla.ssificatioo ~----......,,,,,__ __ -4'"""' 

Caveat : 
Coverin : 

9. Wc;ithcr (moving cloud¥, ,isibilicy) : 

10. Nearby Objcc:cs (Telephone/ 1>0~,·cr lines. lakes, ril'crs, high $Cn,c rcs, airfield$, tel\t r:atjng plarits, 
factories, piu or other sites with noodlights or night Jighrs) : 

t l. To n hom reported (Rank/ Name t Place of Work / Contact No): 

~~$' ~ 
12 . ~11me, Addrc~s & Ttlcphonc No. or lnformilnt: 

\J. An~ b<1cki:round on lnfonn:1 111 th,.t ma,r l>c ,'Ohmtccrcd: 

U . Other Witnesses: 

-· .-

ts. 0:lcc & Time or R.cccii,1 ur Re[l()rt: 

16. I$ a rCJII) n:quc~cecl? 

NOTES: 

..... -----
1. Members or the public who submit reports should be informed lhal I e information has been passea 
to lhe Min,stry or Defence 

2. Sightings by Service personnel Md action taken as a result of civifia s ightings must not be 
disclosed to members or the Press wllo. if they make enquiries, should be r erred to the Ministry of 
Defence. 

3. A rouhne unclassified signal, o- should be sent to u, 
(ror the auention or MOO Sec(AS)2A). ~ signal is as set out 
signal SIC is z6f 

4 , Contact MOO Sec (AS) 2A as soon as possible at MOD Main Bulldin 

Covering. ~ Z ! i Caveat: 1--____,;,....z _ _ ____ -1 

Class ification · --=- -------: _ _, 

l 

') 

Ministry of Defence. London 
this repor, proforma. The 
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/ 
REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 

l. Date and time of sighting. Thursday 8 February 2001@ 19:30 -20:00 
(Duration of sighting.) 

2. Description of object. Object, burning up in sky, breaking into 2-3 
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, pieces, looked like shooting star but lower 
brightness, noise.) in sky. Turned green 

3. Exact position of observer. Outside 
Geographical location. 

' 

(Indoors/outdoors, 
stationary/moving.) 

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

5. Direction in which object was Moving from NV{ to SE 
first seen. 
(A landmark may be more helpful 
than a roughly estimated bearing.) 

6. Approximate distance. 

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

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

1 



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

10. Name, address and telephone no 

DAS 4 (SEC) Answerphone 

of informant A farmer from Staffordshire 

11. Other witnesses. 

12. Remarks. 

13 . Date and time of receipt. Friday 9 February 2001 @ 09:12 

2 



REPOR!J' OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 

..... 

1. Date and time of sighting. Thursday 8 February 2001 @ 19:42 
(Duration of sightjng.) 

2 . Description or objed. Bright ball one end about the size of a 
(No of objects, size, shape, colour. tennis ball, lit up, behind it a long tail 
brightness. noise.) which tapered off with a smaller ball at the 

other end oftbe object 

3. Exact position of observer. In yard outside house 
Geographical location. 
(1ndoors/outdoors, 
stationary/moving.) 

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

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

6. Approximate distance. 

7. Movements and speed. Informant saw object for about S seconds, 
(side to side, up or down. then it disappeared 
constant, moving fast, slow) 

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

1 



,. 
{ 

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

10. Name, address and telephone no 
of informant. 

I l . Other witnesses. 

12. Remarks. 

13. Date and time of receipt. 

DAS 4 (SEC) Answerphone 

Thursday &February 2001 @20:09 

2 



REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 

1. Date and time of sighting. Thursday 8 February 2001 @20:00 
(Duration of sighting.) 

2. Description of object. Orange ball in sky, looked to be on fire 
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, 
brightness, noise.) . 

3. Exact position of observer. In street outside house 
Geographical location. 
(Indoors/outdoors, 
stationary/moving.) 

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

S. Direction in which object was Coming from a North Easterly direction 
first seen. 
(A landmark may be more helpful 
than a roughly estimated bearing.) 

6. Approximate distance. 

7. Movements and speed. Travelling, the informant estimates, at 200 
(side to side, up or down, mph 
constant, moving fast, slow) 

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

1 



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

I 0 . Name, address and telephone no 
of informant. 

11 . Other witnesses. 

12. Remarks. 

13. Date and time of receipt. 

DAS 4 (SEC) Answ~rphone 

Friend who lives across the street 

Thursday 8 February 2001 @ 20:42 

2 



~ . 
• 

r 'ADGE1 

Fr-om: 
Sent: 
To: 
Co: 

OAOAOGE1 
29 January 200117:32 
DAS4A(SEC) 

Subject: 
OAS4A 1(SEC) 
FW: HANDLING OF CORRESPONDENCE ON AIR DEFENCE MATTERS 

Importance: High 

-As promised, following our oonversation today on the subject of the attached note, I can oonfirrn that I am oontent to 
continue providing support from an air defence perspective on UFO/UAP matters. Clearty, there will be occasions oh 
which you will need an operational input on whether an incident has any operational air defence significance and. 
providing the workload is maintained at the current, relatively low level, I am probably best placed to continue to act 
as the conduit for that support . 

• • .T 

--Original Message--
F rom: OAS4A(SEC) 
Sent: 12 January 2001 12:29 
To: DAO ADGE1 
Subject HANDLING OF CORRESPONDENCE ON AIR DEFENCE MATTERS 
Importance: High 

1 



-- - - ---==--- . 

LOOSE MINUTE · 

D/DAS(Sec )64/3/5 

12 January 2001 

DAOADGE1 

HANDLING OF CORRESPONDENCE ON AIR DEFENCE MATTERS 

I . As you will know, your desk is one of our points of call for advice on replying to a small 
selection of letters from members of the public on the subject of incursions into UK airspace by 
Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (often referred to as UFOs'). On occasions letters have also been 
sent to D155, for any investigation they might regard necessary. 

2. Consultation has taken place over many years, 25 at least, and our line has been that: 

"MOD examines any reports of'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen 
might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the UK's 
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorized air activity." 

Every few years some measure of internal discussion has taken place to review our public line and 
action taken in view of the fact that MOD int:erest has proved to be negligible. At the present time 
we remain recipients of 'repons' of sightings by members of the public, many of which are sent 
initially to AIS(Mil) at West Drayton. Letters and 'reports' receive a brief reply and are, ge.nerally, 
filed upon receipt \vith a very few passed on for investigation. 

3. Recently we have been informed by DISS that they no longer wish to see the very small selection 
of 'reports' from credible witnesses that we have been sending them. This leaves us with one port of 
call, your own desk. I would be grateful if you would let me know if you wish to continue to play a 
part in any consideration of the air defence· significance of 'UFO' correspondence, as opposed to the 
role of advisor to DAS(Sec) on RAF procedure. If you see no role for yourself as assessor of events 
that may or may not have an air defence significance (to date they have not), then I anticipate 
reviewing our public line on the subject and handling of enquiries in general. It would be helpful if 
you would let me know the ~oning behind your decision to inform internal discussion. 



Caernarfon 

--

--·~ 
From: DAS 4a1(Sec) 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB 

Telephone 

Your Reference 

8W: R~fere11ce 
/DA~(SecJ64/3/5 

Date 
5 February 2001 

I am writing further to my letter of 13 December 2000, as I am now in a position to provide a 
substantive reply to your letter of 22 November 2000. 

In your letter of 5 September 2000 you asked a number of hypothetical questions, citing as an 
example the sighting on 5 November 1990. The answers given addressed a likely sequence of 
events but not necessarily those arising on the date in question. 

You mention the handling of the "additional information''. Our letter of 17 November 2000 
contained no ''new" information. In our efforts to be helpful, we sought advice of current air 
defence staff who provided their interpretation of the likely events, based on the data in the signal 
filed by RAF West Drayton, a copy of which was provided to you. I am not able to say whether 
there was, o r was not, an "investigation" into the incident of 5 November 1990 as departmental 
records for that period were destroyed some time ago, in accordance with standard administrative 
procedures. We have no idea if any report was ever made to thl: Dutch authorities. 

With regard to your question concerning records of Air defence aircraft investigating unidentified 
or uncorrelated radar returns. it appears you may have misunderstood the context in which we use 
the term «unidentified airborne targets". For air defence purposes, air defence staff endeavour to 
identify all aircraft that are detected on radar operating within the UK Air Defence Region. Those 
that cannot be immediately identified and which are considered a potential threat are intercepted 
in order that visual identification can be made. Aircrew submit reports on completion of their 
missions and there are no instances on record of anything other than man made aircraft being 
intercepted. A request for an individual report would be likely to be refused under Exemption la 
of the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (Information whose disclosure 
would harm national security or defence), as they relate to the conduct of military operations. 

We have made enquiries to see if the number of reports is readily available. Unfortunately there 
are no figures prior to 1990, as most files and log books are destroyed after a five to ten year 
period. It is estimated that since 1990 the number of reports made was Jess than five in each year. 

DAT£ r w I 

; , - t l ,; ,. - . 

t 3 JUL iom 
F DR } I L l N lr 



finalJy, you asked whether files previously avaiJable to Sec(AS)2a would still be available to 
r DAS 4a(Sec). I can assure you that Secretariat(Air Staff)'s merger with Director of Air Staff has 

meant our files have simply been stamped with our new title, for instance the file this letter has 
been placed on was previously D/Sec(AS)64/3/S. All files that were available to us as Sec(AS)2a 
are still available to DAS 4a(Sec). 

Yours sincerely, 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DAS(Sec )/64/2 

25 January 2001 

ADGEI 

CREDffiLE WITNESS REPORT DATED 12 JANUARY 2001. 

1. In line with our current policy, please find a 'UFO' report from an RAF Cl 30 Pilot. 

2. I would be grateful if you could let me know if the reports represent anything of air defence 
interest. 

D A I R OPS REG 
2 o JAN 2001 

AD REG 4 

DATE RE T '1 ;, !; E 0 

2 3 FEB 2001 

FOR FIL/NG 



QNEXrLAIN~:o AERIAL SI.GHTING REPORT 

Elicit as many detail~ ~om the c.illcr as possible using the list 
of questions thtm dispose of as Low FlyinsfNoisc Complaints 

LYNC( 10( 

Ii'J'°A..J 2t · oo 
3'UA'Mb ~$"'. 

- . 
2~- loµ.Vfl/, 

2 ___ D_escription _or Object: -------+---_,....--'l----.,.,,.--------1 
. ¥~ ~qi"\ C.J.3o 

-r,2.tM.wLA1'2--
------t 

colour .:----- - --bri tness ~ Q..b \)6,N u ~ 
did it n,ake an noise? --_..;;.....;._;-4-__________ -; 

3 .Exact _____ , _____ ._ ______ '--

4 How oh~cn-ed: 

Naked cyc[binos/camcra/other opti_c_al_de_v_ic_·t:-+-.,_,..,·~- --+--'------''-- o]I' c 
5 In wlun dinx:tion w.as the objttt first ~een 

A landmark may be or better use than a 

___ _ r_o_ugh bearing ··-- ----+------- ___,_ 
6 Angle of sighting from horizon (estimated hts ~o -~ 0 

are unreliable) 
7 Distance Reference co_a landmark hel s 2 S-3c:> Mc· - - o..E:1-
8 Movement of object ·k ~ Sou ,rl 

(cha.nb~S 1n 5,6 and 7 above may be of more use 
_ __ than _ _ cstimates or course and s eed 

~ Weather conditions du_ring observation 
·----· haze or mist, movin cloud 
10 Nearby objects Telephone/power lines/floodlights 

Water features ( river/lake/dam/reservoir/marsh 
I tigh buildings /chimneys/ steeples/ masts 

Other: Airfields/factories/pits/power stations 
_ _ _____ O_th...;;.er...;,...,;p;.;;.Ja_n_l 1:tsin floodli htin 

11 Tu whom re orted a art from us 
12 
13 Informer's Address: 

c, FF-cc.e{/Y> ~<; 

,p..p,.-f- r--"7~. 

informer's Tel No. 

t/ ~ c..Lc- 57 
~JoK I 

'=-=- - ---, 
JS h 'I I -:z_ ~-• 6~-, au.=...-. Any ot er deta1 s vu unteered J ~ - •' 

!H'n, £" ~,9 ~. 

1 (, Date/time of this re ort 
17 Remarks about informcr,\)y person taking call: 

f!Af Gl'lo V',Lo, 

Annotate a LYN no. and lax the form directly to MOD: 
Tel 

FAX 
Annolatc the form "FAXED" with the date, 

n.-~'2..oo\ 

x2 

I 



D/DAO/1/13 

3 Jan 01 

DAS 4Al(SEC) 

RE UEST FOR INFORMATION ON AIR DEFENCE MATIERS -

Reference: 

A. D/DAS(Sec)/64/3/5 dated 28 Dec 00. ---
f;b ( 

1. At Reference, you requested clarification on the number of reports on aircraft scrambles 
on a year by year basis in relation to-latest letter. 

2. The frequency of aircraft scrambles against unidentified radar targets has changed 
dramatically since the end of the Cold War in 1989. Prior to 1989, it had been common for our 
air defence aircraft to be scrambled to intercept unidentified radar targets almost on a daily basis. 
However, as the Cold War drew to a close, the frequency of such incidents reduced dramatically 
and, since the demise of the Warsaw Pact, is now in single figures, typically only 2 or 3 times per 
year. 

3. If necessary, I could probably ascertain the precise number of scrambles over the past 10 
years, but not without some considerable effort in sifting through old operations log books. The 
files containing the relevant mission reports are likely to have been destroyed in repeated re-
organisations of our air defence structure over the past 7 years (I personally authorised the 
destruction of one such file in the past year when UK CAOC became NATO CAOC 9!). I would 
question the value of going through such an exercise just to come up with some very small 
numbers. As most files and log books are routinely destroyed anyway after a 5 to I 0 year period, 
it is highly unlikely that accurate figures could be ascertained prior to 1991. 

4. I hope this is of value, but please do not hesitate to contact me if you require further 
assistance. Meanwhile, it is important to emphasise that there is no evidence to suggest that any 
of these scrambles have taken place against anything other than man-made aircraft (PS. Happy 
New Year!). 

DAOADGEl 



LOOSE MINUfE 

D/DAS (Sec) 64/3/5 

28 December 2000 

DAOADGE 1 

--~ 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON AIR DEFENCE MATTERS 

Reference: D/DA0/1/13 dated 15 December2000 --- f:-~ O 

1. Thank you for you help with 
clarify the following. 

letter. I would be grateful if you could 

2. Paragraph 2 (a) and (b)-Do you know how many reports currently exist on incidents 
where aircraft have been scrambled (say on a year by year basis)?. I appreciate that the 
reports themselves can not be released to the public, but if the figures are available, could 
they be released? 

3. I am grateful for any advice you can provide. 

DAS4Al(SEC) 

ii~ 7 l' ,- •• 
u- ' :~IUD 

- 3 JAN WOO 

f I I.. I ~'G 



.. 

D/DAO/1/13 

15 Dec 00 

DAS4A(SEQ 

OAH 
1 5 OEC 1000 

F Of " 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON AIR DEFENCE MATTERS 

Reference: 

-- f!'. S-4 
A D/DAS(Sec)/64/3/5 dated 12 Dec 00. · 

7 , 

1. At Reference, you forwarded a copy oralllll latest correspondence and asked me 
to comment on your draft response to his first question and provide some information to address 
his second question. 

2. I have discussed the matter with - and I would agree that the time has now 
come to try and bring this saga to a close as there is no additional information that we can provide, 
either factual or interpreted. Your draft response to first question is, therefore, 
suitably concise and to the point. I think it important to emphasise that, in our efforts to be helpful, 
you sought advice of current air defence staff who provided thlliiiitation based on the scant 
data available, namely the signal filed by RAF West Drayton. seems to have 
incorrectly misinterpreted this to be some form of previously recorded information that we had not 
disclosed. 

3. As far as which department serves as the focal point for receiving reports, I thought they 
alJ came in the first instance direct to DAS 4 (please correct me if I am wrong). From there, they 
are passed to DAO (and presumably any other staffs if appropriate) to see if there is any air defence 
related significance. It may be worth making it clear that we do not investigate every report in 
depth and our enquiries are usually very cursory in nature. The outcome is then fed back to DAS 4 
where, presumably, you keep all the correspondence. I do not know whether you would wish to 
point out that we only look at those reports coming from credible witnesses. 

4. Turning t~ second question, I believe he may have misunderstood the 
context in which we use the term ''unidentified airborne targets". For air defence purposes, we 
endeavour to identify all aircraft that are detected on radar operating within our area of 
responsibility. Those that cannot be immediately identified and which are considered a potential 
threat are intercepted in order that visual identification can be made. There are no instances on 
record of anything other than man made aircraft being intercepted. Aircrew submit reports on 
completion of their missions and these are handled in the saine way as all other routine, operational 
mission reports. They are not for r~lea~blic because they relate to the conduct of 
military operations and, I am sure that- would agree, it would be irresponsible of us to 
allow information of that nature to fall into the hands of potential adversaries. Post mission reports 
are filed and those files are normally destroyed in accordance with normal procedures after a few 
years. This is an on.going activity which has its roots in the Battle of Britain. Clearly, during the 
Cold War when aircraft of the Warsaw Pact regularly probed our airspace, as was often and openly 
reported in the national press, frequent interceptions resulted. Since the end of the Cold War, such 

1 



instances have become very infrequent. I must stress that all these activities relate to visual 
identification of aircraft and there have been no reports of anything more sinister, other than the 
odd weather balloon! 

5. I hope this is of use and fully satisfies lust for more information. 

2 
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LOOSE MINUTE 

DID AS(Sec )/64/3/5 

12 December 2000 

DAOADGE 1 

copy to: 
DI 55 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON AIR DEFENCE MA TI'ERS -

Reference: D/DA0/1/13 dtd 30 Oct 00 --- t'">'l--

1. I attach the latest letter from- a persistent correspondent on the subject of a UAP 
sighting on 5 November 1990. 

2. - first wrote to this Secretariat concerning UAP in November 1996. Some months Jater 
(in 1997) he wrote to his tvlP on the subject of procedures for reporting UAP sightings and then 
resumed his correspondence with us in April 1998 asking about a specific event on 5 November 
1990. His latest letter is the fourth on the subject of that sighting io 1990. 

3. We are required to conside request in line with procedures laid down in DCI GEN 
223/99 based on the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information while, hopefully, 
bringing the correspondence on this particular event to a close. I would certainly like to answer his 
first question (points a. to f. included) fairly briefly and attach a suggested fonn of wording. I 
should be grateful if you would cast an eye over the attachment and let me have comments and 
corrections by COP 19 December. 

4. - second question (points a. to d. inclusive) widens his area of interest somewhat. 
Perhaps you would let me have some information that I shall then work into a reply. 
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ANNEX 

ln your letter of 5 September 2000 you asked a number of hypothetical questions, citing as an 

example the sighting on 5 November 1990. The answers given addressed a likely sequence of 

events but not necessarily those arising on the date in question, as I believe letter 

makes clear. 

You mention the handling of the "additionaJ information11
• Our Jetter of 17 November contained no 

"new" information but did interpret, in a little more detail and in an effort to be helpful, the events 

suggested by the original report. I am not able to say whether there was, or was not, an 

"investigation" into the incident of 5 November 1990 as departmental records for that period were 

destroyed some time ago, in accordance with standard administrative procedures, We have no idea\ 

if any report was ever made to the Dutch authorities. (lf. "which department serves as the focal' 

floint for receiving investigation reports ... regarding aerial sighting reports" DAO please 

advise.) 
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Sec. CA.S.)2a 1, 
M.O.D. 
Whitehall, 
LONDON. 

Dear 

,.-: ' 
/ / ,, '· . ' 

r" ... 

CAERNARFON, 
GWYNEDD, 

Your Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/3/5 

22/11/00. £>-t..{, 
/ . 

Thank you very much for your reply dated 17 November 2000, which was 
extremely helpful and Informative. 
There are a few points upon which I would appreciate your guidance. 
1 > An unidentified al re raft was seen exiting the UK Air Defence Region, 
and overtook three Royal Air Force low-level, supersonic _capable 
ground attack aircraft on the evening of 5th November 1990. 
Your correspondence dated 4 August 2000, stated that the reporting 
form forwarded to Sec (AS)2a by a pilot of Ule three-ship formation of 
Tornado GR 1 aircraft, was the only lnformatJon on file. 
I am Interested to learn: 
a) Why the additional information forwarded by DAS 4a1(Sec) to me In 
your previous reply, was not In the same fife as the plfots' reportJ and 
therefore not readily avaltable to DAS 4a 1(Sec)? 
b) If the additional information was not In this file, where was the file 
containing the additional Information located? 
c) Whether the addltf onal Information recently discovered will now be 
kept permanently with the file containing the pilots• report? 
d) Is a written copy of the MOD/RAF Investigation Into the Incident 
available for public scrutiny? 
e) What supporting evidence does the MOD/RAF give to Justify the 
statement that this Incident was not a hostfle act by an unknown 
authority, and also the reasons why It was not of defence Interest? 
.O As DAS 4a 1 (Sec) serves as the focal point for correspondence 
relating to unidentified aerial occurrences, which department serves 
as the focal point for receiving Investigation reports and their 
respective conclusions regarding aerial sighting reports received by 
UK Armed Forces personnel? 
With regard to your answer Identified as Question 5 regarding records 
not for release of Air defence aircraft Investigating unidentified or 

D A . r "' oc-G 
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uncorrelated radar targets or returns: 
a) How many records of this type exist? 
b) Between what dates were these reports received? 
c) Is there o date allocated for the release of these files, and If so, what 
Is It? 
d) What Is the reason for wltholdlng these flies from public scrutiny? 

With past records being misplaced due to restructuring within the 
MOD, what safeguards are In place to ensure that all records available 
to Sec (AS)2a wll be accessible and readily available to DAS 4a1(Sec)? 

Thank you for your efforts to deal my enquiries, they are appreciated. 

Yours falthfully, 
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LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DA0/1/13 h~ ~ ~ 7 DecOO 

DAS 4A1A{SEC} 

'UFO' REPORTS - 14 & 23 NOV 00 .\.. ~ 

i:5'" 
Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/2 dated 24 Nov 00. ---

1. At Reference, you asked whether the UFO reports in the Ml 8 (Thome Services) and 
Enfield areas respectively represented anything of air defence interest. 

2 . There is no evidence that unauthorised military activity or any other activity of air defence 
significance occurred in those areas at the times in question . 

. ed !" I ~I 

DAOADGE 1 
DA H ;· ,: r "R ii E 0 

0 7 DEC 2000 

FOR FILING 
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DIR IMMEDIATE URGENT ROUTINE 

A0/AD1 AO/AD2 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 
Air Def 1a Air Off 1a 

Air Off 2 
AEW1 Air Off 2a 
A~ Reece 1 
AD NATO Reece 2 
Mar 1 Reece 2a 
Mar 1a Reece Clerk 

APA-MAR/AEW APA-FW 
APA-TOR APA-HAR 

APA-JAG/CAN 
PA/DAO 

OC HANDLING SON 
Registry 1 2 3 4 5 OC A FLIGHT 

OC B FLIGHT 

BY COP - - ------
RETURN TO - ---- ---
DESTROY _______ _ 

FILE I /t3 
I 

F102 _ _________ _ 

Rcoversheet.doc 

ACTION 

INFO COPY TO 

AO/A03 
AT/AAR 1 
AT/AAR 1a 
S01 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAR2 
Hals 1 
Hals 1a 
Hels 1b 

He!s2 
Hets 2a 
Hels 2b 
Hels2c 
Hels2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC 

DATE R ET URN E O 

0 7 OEt.: 2000 

FOR FJ LIN6 



I Serial 
I Number: 

CAVEAT: UNCLASSIFIED 

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET 

I Transmission II Document Reference: 
I Date: b o£c. OO II D/DA0/1/ 13 

I 
I • 
I 

I II 
I Time: O'f If.! II ___________ _, 
I II Total Number of pages 

I I II Including this one: 5 
I _ _____ _ 
I From: Tel To: 
I AO/ ADGE 1 Fax: S02 ASA CS Ops l 
I Room 4227 HQ 2 Gp 
I Ministry of Defence RAF High Wycombe 
I Main Building 
l ~ ~ ------FH_ N _______________ _ 

I Authorised by: II Transmitted by: 
I Rank Name Appointment: II Rank Name Tel No 
I WgCdr-ADGEI 
I 

II 
II 

I _ _ _ _ 
I Signature: 
l ___ --i 

I 

!! Signature: 

I Subject: CREDIBLE WITNESS REPORTS 

As discussed, I would be graieful for your views on the 2 attached reports to confirm or otherwise 
that there was no unauthorised activity of AD significance in the respective areas at the times 
indicated. Certainly to my untrained eye, it seems unlikely that there was anything of interest to us. 

No particular urgency and I would not expect a great deal of effort to expended on these. 

Suggest you CHOTS me your response (DAO ADGE 1) 

TVM. 

CA VE~ T: UNCLASSIFIED 
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LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec(AS)/64/2 

24 November 2000 

ADGEl 
DI55c 

.. . . 

CREDIBLE WITNESS REPORTS DATED 14 & 23 NOVEMBER 2000. 

1. In line with our current po]icy, please find attached two separate 'UFO' reports; one from an ex
RAF police officer on 14 November and one from a civil police officer on 23 November. 

2. I would be grateful if you could let me know if the reports represent anything of air defence 
interest. 

D AIR nPs REG 

2 7 NOV 2000 

AD REG 1 



U-2000 07:39 FROM AlSCM) LATCC ... __ -· .. ...... - ·---. TO SEC AS P.01 

To: 

~n Building, Whitehall 

AUTHORISING OFFICER: 

RANK. NAME & APPOINTMENT: RANK/GRADE & NAME: 
SA 

SIGNATURE: SIGNATUR 

A DATE: 2. #1 oo TIME: '2.-7-~ z 
B DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT: Smell? 

Number \ 
Size L ~cz.l.~ 
Shape C ,<t.~tc. 
Colour \>\.-.>'-< 
Brightness 

Other g-\ 0 c. \q_e,_-..,..,n, o SS .c-;-!!> "'7T-/\U1-=-"b 

Sound? 
C EXACT POSITION OF OBSERVER: 

Geographical location: \-\~)J~..-.. ~ c 

Indoors/Outdoors/Stationary/Moving 
D HOW OBJECT WAS OBSERVED: 

E DIRECTION IN WHICH OBJECT WAS FfRST SEEN: (A landmark may be useful) 

F ANGLE OF SIGHT: 

G DISTANCE (By reference to a known landmark if possible): 

H MOVEMENT OF OBJECT: 

J MET CONDITIONS OURJNG OBSERVATION (Moving clouds. mist, haze etc): 

\)A,Q.. L< C ...i, '"'T) ' 
K NEARBY OBJECTS OR BUILDINGS: 

L TO WHOM REPORTED: 
Press: 
Police: \-f'l(... I.Jo. C ~ \) \ "l-\ \ l.\-
Militaty Organisation: 
Airport! 
Other: 

INFOR.MTAILS: 
Name: 
Addfess: c..o, 1-4\-,... s::, "'i ¥1-~ 
ANY.BACKGROUND OF THE INFORMA 

OTHER WJTNESS? 

P DATE/TIME OF REPORT: 

' . . : ' . . ' EEREO: 

~ 

• • ,•. • I \ . . , ,, ., , - - _, ,... .. (\ 

'. ·.-,,. J 

TOTAL P.01 



0 lS , 02 FROM , C REG RAF UADC!NCTON to , PAGE 3 
., 

-- ..... , 

("' 
' \ ., 

ANNEX t. tO \ 
SC? 502 

REPORT ·or AN UNIOENTIFIEO FLUNG OBJtcr 

I k·: -·· I 
I l. Dace, time & ,.. I - ll,.. (()21..~R... tJoJ c>O I 
I duration of sighting I 1:=>vR~"T'lo,-.) t'2. St::Cl>"-'f)> I 1 _______________ 1 ____________ r 

I I I °"'1Eic.T - ~,,_,_ '- ~ l'ZCJ) Rr,l"f.) I ! 2 . Description of object 
1
1 SMfE". ~t?iL1.,,....rr L,~v\, 1.,,hTl'f I 

1 (No of objects, size, shape, , .,.,,..,.. I 
I I 

S"o~, "rA.R-, L.' o,C t..B..,e:: , ... t..(~'T"'. I 
colour, bri~htness, nois~) I I lltO JJ"Qj~. 

I I -------1 
I 3. .Exac c position of obsez;-ver I 1)~,,.,1N ~ CA'f.l. ow- M 1 ~ !=>Ot>m~u,-.s_p I 
I (Indoors/outdoors, I - Tu$-r ~n1.6"" "T'l\Mi-nFS"~,r~ I 
I star ionary/moving) I I I I _______ ___ _____ I 
I I ._,Ao.(") ~-= I 
I 4. liov observed (Naked eye, I I 
I binoculars, other optical -. I I 
I device, camera or camcorder) I I I ! _______________ ! 

I I I 
I 5 . Oirection in vh ic:h object ! o,.r T1'ie' fZ.r,\1\,-t'lo-J ,i,.H R,G~,TQ I 
I first seen (A landmark ,may be I l6;'F-T • I 
I more useful than a roughly I I 
I estimated bearing-) I j I I ____________ I 

I I I 
I 6. An6 le of sight (Estimated I ~1> C9Ml'fle"'"1" I 
I heights are unreliable) · I I I I ___ ___________ I 

I I Ut-1~1\.~€ Tt> SVp"~ I I 7. Distance (By reference to a I I 
I kno'.ln landmark) I I 

l_ '------·--------' I I I : a. Hovements (Changes in 5, 6 & 7 l ,N,,.,P."4.1 t~Tlc.. Rt~~. 'T"O c..c~,, 
I m2y be of mote use than I f1'-SS,..S$ f'('.,.~IL.o.t\:"'t't.~ 'TWDJ I 
I escirnaces of col•rs.? and speed) I C-"-H,{l,~ v~"f"r~-/ F+r ,Jtc.--e.-( l 
I I vtll/'I\ '5-P~. I 
I I -, 
I 9 . Het conditions du:- !~6 obsu·,ations i V'~"l?.-r ,e....rL.1;"v1:'l.. Mt~10Vc~ Mt=-'l!)~ j 
I (Hoving clouds, haze, mist etc) I (tl)-r $1'(.--t w"1i- c~ Ar"D 'll$tl1~h··, 

I I orn~i..i14i 'Vt"e._'( S~· I I I .... ~ --~ 
I 10. Nearby objeclS (Telephone lines, 1

1 

No ·Ct>J-,..M,,;.Ji I 
I high voltage lines, reservoir, lake I I 

or dam, s~amp or marsh, river, hizh I 
I buildings, ta.ll chimneys, steeples, I I 
I spi as, TV or t"adio masts, I I 
I aitfields, generating plan~, I I 

' I factories , pies or other sites '"ich I I 
I floodlights or night lighting) I I 
I !_,____ _ _ _____ ! 



ID , 95?71 ?729 PACE 4 

I f • -

I ll · To ':lhom r~pocted ( Poliee, mil i car, , l 'N'tt~u.,-( ~~IV9 To $ lf,;._:~<91 ~J 
I press ecc:) I i,Jw H"N.9<' ,..,t SQ..,m NJ...TO "Tl\Da,_,,;- l 
I I "°"'w~ "Tl-l~,o~"'Sntz. P"'-,c.Jr ,---------------- ~~~ " ~ !__,,&.;_a I ... .. 1..• • •• 
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I '----- -------------
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I
I 1' ________ / 
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'1 ,' \~7..0S4- r,JO.,( 0,-0 I 15 . Da t e and time of receipt I 
I I 
I 1

----- ._. ___ I 
-rt"MPc:e~ el'I-P,i>1.. Y ~1..,"-'< 1" o4>c I 

I 16 . Any unus1Jal meteoz:-ological I W•'J"\ L.~v t'<.M -, 0 c "'"''-~> I 
I conditions j r,)} fll.c~ ~i2 .• r~2.,vJ - Foe; \1'~1'~ 

I I '-~ HIN llN '1l?ft.-( P~t - \/ ,s \/4 CL-oiAL. 
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In correlating oertain ()(her ma#ria} in n:ttnt years and out of ~et D155 u,ictest in any reliable information 
connected with this topic-and {~ing upoo the poteotiaJ technologies involved and their possible future 
militqry UStS, this Volume is.~a convenient p~ fur severai odiet: rel:at.ed ~ .(R) 
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~NC~ED 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

l . This volume prirtlarily deals withsensitiv,e matters associattd With tlie UAP study 
which could not be placed in the lIBSTRICTED Executive Swnmary, Much of.the work 
reported in this third volwne is an inevitable by-product of1he main TORs. The main topics 
here arc: 

r---• The J>Qtcntial • ~ollisiol'I' threat, posed by UAP cvcnlS to aircraft flying in the UKADR 

• Whether anything in ~e context of potential current or future !llilitary interest can be 
learned from an understanding of the phenomena. (C) 

Coll~on Risk 

2. Well ovct one h,undred wiexplamed RAF aircraft fatal accident repo,rts {covering !he last 
30 ~). have been examined. Study findings, in the cootex1 of-the sudden appearance of a 
UAP, causing a·possible sta::rtlin? aircrew response}when flying fast and -low ¥e: 

• The possibility of a coll~i~n with a · solid' o!;.ject c;w almost certainly be disc~w,ued fas 
shown ,in Volumes l & 2J, as it is probable tha.t the pheoom~ {mis-reporting of other 
objects excepted) is most likely formed by one of several atmospbeoc conditions, leading to 
the formati<>r! of pfusmas. · 

• The poss,.,ility of encounte.nn.i a ~UAP' suddenly at Jow altitude Urt.llot be totally 
ignored, but the probability of doing so _(based on the currenJ database information) 
most_ be extremely low-and -vecy much, Jower than the probaqility of a; serious bird--stcike. 

• If a UAP (s enCO.Untered suddenly. when flying fast and low, it could be postulated that a 
sudden and irrecoverable crew <r)Dlrol input might result in a surface imp~ accigent, 
However, despite the fact t)lat there are hundreds of reports of low· arti.tude UAP 
activity, there .is n'o firm evidence u:i the available reports ~at · a RAF cr~w has ~er 
encountered or evaded - low altitude UAP event. (C) 

3. Higher altitude events appear to.occur mainly up to 20,000ft and have only beet) 

repor.ted by civilian aircrew. Radially closing UAP events have been soJl~ring ~ no evasive 
action could be taken Qt the; time available and no dafnagc, other than a fright to the crew bas 
occurred. 1n particular, there is evidence that civil air1ine crews are s~ing far more than 
they are reporting for fear of ridicule or the potential effect on company business. The 
airline crews seem to take the lute that whatever they are see~g. is apparently benign. 
Air traffic control is often info_nned and sometimes minor re-routing ~rs. (U) 

-~ 

RETAINED UNDER 
SECT!ON 3(4) 

I 
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5. --~1!11111·····~--~--IW It is believed that the majority of UAP targets are inherently variable in size, in radar tenns. An analysis of the facts (reported at 5'· '2 ~ 
Volume 1) suggest that the majority, if not all, of the hitherto unexplained reports may well be 
due to atmos__pheric gaseous electrically charged buoyant plasmas.(S) 

Foreign Military Interest 

9. Although the Study TOR's specify a UK focus, based on the repo{ts held, UAJ>s are 
by no means conf:'rned to UK airspace. Other NATO nations, Ch:ioa, Russia and elsewhere 
frequently report the most extreme and puzzling incidents in the open press. D155 does not 
have access to any other Government's classified reports, as there is no forow intelligence 
exchange on this topic. However, - · - - - - are known S ·?. r 
to have at least one member of staff active in this area. Similarjy__, !!-t least two scientists are 
active in . -~-- ·· ,._ - -- · ··. Many other~ entists have published S-1. "=t 
papers on closely related subjects and the conclusions from studying ~ are of .importance to 
the UK fiodings.(S) 

10. Many other cientists have published papers on closely related subjects :tnd S·--z.,-
the conclusions from studying these are of importance to the UK fin~. Several 
govemrnents have also been sufficiently concerned to set up Commissions and Institutes to. 
examine the phenomena. A brief examination of some of the open-press infonnation and 
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UAP targets areuiherently variable in size, in radar tenns. An analysis of the facts (reported at S"· '2. ~ 
Volume 1) suggest that the majority, if not all, of the hitherto unexplained reports may well be 
due to atmos._Pheric gaseous electrically charged buoyant plasmas.(S) 

Foreign Military Interest 

9. Although the Study TOR's specify a UK focus, based on t.I:te reports held, UAPs are 
by no means confined to UK airspace. Other NATO nations, Cliioa, Russia and elsewhere 
frequently report the most extreme and puzzJing incidents in the OJ>t<n press. D155 does not 
have access to any other Government's classified reports, as there is no formal intelligeoce 
exchange on this topic. However, - - · - \are known S ·?. r 
to have at least one member of staff ~tive in this area. Similarly, ~ least two scientists are 
~vein . --·· • -~ - · ··. ' Many other~crttists have published 5· <.. '=t 
papers on closely related subjects and the conclusions from ~ these are c:if importance to 
the UK findings .(S) 

10. Many other cientists have published P,apers on c1osely related subjects and S·-Z.r 
the conclusions from S1udying ~ese are of importance to the UK findings. Several 
govemmeiits have also beeo sufficiently concerned to set up Commissions and Institutes to. 
examine the phenomena. A brief examioati()Jl of some of the open-press infonnation and 
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scientific papers of topics (such as plasmas) when associated with reported UAP 
characteristics has shown that: 

• Russian. Fonner Soviet Republics and Chinese authorities have made a co-<>rdinated effort 
to understand the UAP topic. Several aircraft have been destroyed and at least four pilots 
have been killed · chasing UFOs'. The .importance of the topic has resulted io appointment 
of astronauts and senior pilots, as well as senior sdentists to carry out investigations. 

• Russian investigators have measured ( or at least detected) ·fields', which are reported to 
have cau~ human effects when they aJe located close to the phenomena. (U) 

• 

. . 

--
1 

Strategic Threats 

(R} 

J3. Although posbdatcd in some qu.artel'S that the frequency and location of UAP events migbl 
be higher in the vicinity of important natiooal assets and strategic military establishments, thete is no 
evidence that this is the case for any l"el!SOn other than a combjnation of the propensity of 
cbat2ed buoyant bodies to be atracted to mainly isolated assets, coupled with the presence of 
alert personnel at these sites • However, there appear to be iood scientif1e reasons :why higher 
numbers or UAP events occur (see also report Volumes t & 2). For example, they ofter) occur 
where there IITC isolated ielectricAIJy charged objects p~t, such a.s certain industrial and 
military buildings., power lines or cars in open countryside, or aircraft. (R) 
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VOLUME 3 - MISCELLANEOUS RELATED STUDIES 

CHAPTER 1 - RAOAR DETECITON OF UA.Ps IN THE UKADR 

RATlON~E 

1. An understanding of the capal>iJitks and 1.imiw:ions of .modern radaJ'3 mdlcates that apart 
fian the well-mown radar interference from, for e.wnple~preciJirtati~·-aoo wind-blown cbatr (boOl 
RF dcpcncblt) and unwanted surface returns (cluUer) the following ~ $igna}s .may also be 
nx:cived and di$playa:I: 

- RFI/EMC -Local ~c.e~amproducespunous,retllms. Sane ca&rs have 
filt.ets to rrJcx:t DOD~ signals. _The pcmstent,~, which may, fQr ~. affix:t 

" .,_ ' .. ,. • ' ,c. 

fixed rada.r·imta1Jations are _µsuapy idcnt:i.6ed and elmunated. Moving ~ may eocoi.mt.<:r 
~ $OUJCCS. -while,.fixed statiom may be"affec:tcd by a moving intcrfetmce SQUice. 
ooJy Casting -a short f?Criod - hence. die J)()SS_ibility of procfucing ~ tan appear to be a 
seouine tuget .for a while. Moving plasrpa .rcfiedors can produoe realistic tugets whim cim 
cross the~ threshold. The c:ase ofthe iwurious:refJec:tor located between dJe real b\fget 
and. the radar is partiaJ]arty noted. The fgba;f ~ false velocities can·be·\ery high 
(compared with expected taiget speeds). 

- 'Angds' - although usually rejected. it is possible to. rcc:cive. and display me-distant sumice 
renum due to the wave ~ partially ~ecu:d ·and partially refracted by atmospheric 
~ - Tonpera.tlllti inversioos cause tbenna.l rc6'activity W,3dients (see also Wo~ 
Paper at Volume 2, on optical 'mi.rages'). Similarly to the optical situation. r_l:ie maximum 
~ e{fect_at rajar frequencies is at \IC1)' low c:fcvaJioo angles. 

Birds The radar,ochoing_area {RCS) ofib~ and insects .is of~ in~ It is only a 
fr;w square ~ and ,r,wJd normally '311 well below the ~on du'eshold of-all but 
specialist~; ~ric val1_1es are at Table 1-3. 

(U) 

2. Anomalous Propaa:afioJ:1 Radar srgnal _propagation is nonnal in the UI<ADR for the 
~ority of the time. It is possible, .however to Jiave atmospheric temperalUIC lapse-rates where 
upward bending ·of the radar:~ resiI11$ in ~ redudi<Xt of the distaoce tQ the norrbal radar horizon. 
~ Oil the pressure-ten'lperarure gradient and pai6aJ pressure of wafer vapow:. theatreme 
case is that of trapping the curved wavefronts to produce surface ducting. The median.ism of 

I 
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ducting is oomcwhat diffen:nt in tropical conditioos than in mnpcr;,.tt ~ - £:or the purpose of 
evafuiiliOll of possible anomalc:NS ~ signals (which may be mistaken as UAPs), in the 
UKADR. inversion duct theory is usiJ11 • The effect can occur boch in the J3dar·s main beam and its 
vertjcal side-lobe&. It ~ irnpottart to not.e that anomaJous ~ retum,1 caused by the ~pcr
rcfractm fonn of this pbcoomeoa ~ take place in tbaodemonn conditions • oftai also the socnario 
for 'ball> and 'bead' lightnmg and its~ mis~ as a UAP.(U) 

4. Natural Conditi9ns1be lower atmosphere~~ a plasma under noonal conditions. ft 
~ 3 x t~~~callyrieUtra]_molecules~cubicmetec"~QelJy®.OUt5 x lO'ions. Ionising 
radiation· a<X:OOIIts ~ ion pau:s to be created all .the tjrne., ~ by the like ~ neutramed by 
re-combination. In fuir ~, at sea level-ttie(e is an a~ dowmvankeledric field force of 
about 130 vojtm·1

• ,An ·atmospbe,ric layer at about 60lari .aJtitude is'. the lowest' tevet jn the 
atnlospl* .'1 urufo~ ~ potential -Qcn~ ?,S- the ·cl~'). The potffltial of the 
eledrosJ?~.is -30Q.009 volts ~ve wit~(~ to the F.alth,~n.umce·(i.e, ~ -swfacc ic; lhe 
balancing negative charge).{U) 

5. A aqrent flows in ~ -atmosphere because the air is not a perfect,insulator. The, Qba.rge 
balance (s~ ~e ~ ~ cd,~ k:ak_.,ay.iay) is ~ by ,several ~ 'thousam 
lightning~ ~ hour~ the: world. It 4s impfJ~1o • that aimllft (Oying ~ ~ 
{V) in the ~re), c~~ qy.,ll ~ ,~ - Th;y ~ a cooductor tra'?fing 
in c;utb's magnetic fidd @)·and m ~-~ a vottagc ~ cbe ~e:s (e.g. for a Length 
L, Velocity V the potential is caiculatedfrom E=f3L V). (U) 

6. If the 'clwged' -aircraft eooounters aDQ~ ~ bo4}, ~ ~ ·a.tmosphete it is-assumed 
' that the laws ofelec:trostatics will appfy and~ an~ oi repuls_ion will oocur. However, 
the aircraft will be lllOVl(lg at scmc velocity, whereas the 'UAP' can erther be~ _or niovi,ng. 
~ ~ ~pear to be conditions wbeie ~~do not-come together. but ~ ~ 
the aircraft course or follow rt. When (cord.icting) flying vehicles enter' ·'" ~ field. (E) a 
~ depeident on oEJ{}t ll1ises in the~- ·The balance of the~ with the UAP pwge is 
believed to dictate the UAP su~ent f1)0Cion. Jt is. further ~ ~ asS\µTIC that the-~ 
(phenomena) body may be cithef gaining or loosing energy hen<;e it may dissipate and disappear.(U) 

r-===~ RADARPERFORMANCE 

7. lm:spectivdy of any otbei: radar ~ the ~ty to make; an initial detection Is 
fundameomJ. For radar reflecti~ to occur from an abtiospheric or any otha' type of pJasma las 
e,q,lained at Vol. 2 Worlcing Papeis Nos 21,19 & 5) requires the piasma to have a specific 
minirpwnelectroo demit}' in the vol~ ~ by the•~ ~ ~ dcpendem on~ 

I I _, • ,:_ 
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8. 1ne reflected power measured by a radar syStem is ·the average integrated power 
reflected _from~ finite illuminated area. If the reflecting ai-ea is smooth, With no jrrcsuJariti~, 
tlleJ'.i the reflection will be eotirely (:Oberent .ahd wecular and a ~ional ~ can be 
adequate. H~. if there are large spat_ial irregularities then the signal will be ~pletely 
incoherent. and diffuse. In between these extremes the r:ef1ectC!i signal will C()lltam both 
coherent and incofierent compooarts, depending on the physical structure oitbe inyguJarities. 
In the context of'.1he ' tnulti-cored' UAPs tlus sQemS likely to b.e the case. In the n~fie1d, from 
these dh·ers~ . r~ectors, there. will ~ ioieif~ce patterns and, potenyaity, .considetable 
variability of~ signal st;r~. The faMield value will be the res_i<fual ,signal n:sul~ 
from thb'inc(>be(eot combinations.(R)' 

9 . Since the-plasma (or 'linked-;Plasmas' in a muiti-<:0re type UAPj will be, '(according to 
witness rewrts of-motion and colour~ ·in-the ~ghts), m_ almost co~t motion, it is 
reasonable to suggest~ c;i'the1; regular or irr~lat fiel~ modulations could 'be •present - not 

. only .ill the.self-'~ ~f11ie-~y, b_llt in. its radar:-.reflective pwrties: In basic terms, ~t,s 
RCS isJikcfy to be ffucw~g; pro~ably (or~ of.'tfle time. i1µs may iJQt be t'.he ~e where 
su:,gte-wtoured bali ·1ightiog. Wreporte& y.,hieh seems to .be n:iore stable -iban the multiple oolour. 
multiple 'oore' ·,systcm that fi:equ~tly fonn ·~anguiar\ 'rectangular' or ' stacked' asscmbJies,_ 
often with an apparent s.baped, blaclc colour~·~jd ~ the bqindiJlg 'hot spots•. It.may 
well be the case th.it quite .apart-;from yarjab1e ·scatter pom a large.proportiO?. .of,the iotal 
apparent reflocting area,.that t,he variation or'tl{e teflccti:vity of~ core itself may._bc below a 
particular radar's minimwn detectioo capability.(R) 

JO. The scattering ofEM waves from a variable S1,Jrmce has.J>een Jong studied fo~ more 
·conventic;>nal radar targets. For a t)uctuating plasma a number of variations wiq be evident 
dependent; for e,campfe, on t,he RMS coherent scattering coeffic~. the RF w l,1$e. t}:ie ripple 
and curvature on the plasma surface, 1he elec;tron ~ity, correlation length, c;tc. Refraction 
e~, additionally,. could C®se smearing of~ h<:am profile and ab$0rptiQD further weaken 
tbe radµ- returns, even if the electron dellsity is lheorctically adequate for the ,incident RF. to be 
re.fleeted unper ideal conditions.(U) · 

12. r~IM Cylinders & Vortex Rings Occasionally UAP reports ~ribe a circular. 
cylindrical or ~boomer.an.g' shape. These arc sometimes ori~ted horizontally and somed~ 
vertically and variqus models are proposed. Entitic_s are sometimes described as ~~- row of 
balls touching each other" or "a stac"k of discs one above ~ olh~"; die radius differs at 
various points along the 'cylinder' length, In some ways the resultant RCS ~ be expeqted to 
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be similar in format to a tocket plume. Toe distribu~ ·of the electrical properties (e.g. the 
cJectton' density) a(C inh~us bodi radially and axiaJly.(V) . . ' 

13 . The,~lling results [3) ~ only be~ approJC.inwion, since the accuaJ structure of 
the plasma UAP bas never be6t measuted. In the absealce of any other informatioo, it is 
as.1umed that a UAP (of the plasma type) comprises a plasma which obeys Maxwell's 
Equations. The amportant factors of a tubular--shaped plasma appear to be: 

(a) In s~l:anty t6 other radar ~ets-the~ response wiIJ yary with plasma 
· cylindel orientation and .radar polarisation. 

(b) The RCS varies with tJ,e incident radar's Radio Frequency. 

( c) The RCS per unit lmgtb ina~ with the IIS~_ans[e, ~ the ~wn RCS 
being reached n._ear the cylinder centre. 

14. For the pu~ of!Qe mcxteJ._ s~ t$) R<;~ is obtained by iii~ lengtliWise (in 
this case the length of the ·UAP); a radar ~ ~lutioo of 100m 'is assumed. The numerical 

- -• results were extracted (for ·the purpose of tliis DIS report) over a p1asma cylinder radius of 
0.4m and leqgth_ofju.st ov~ I~ up .to a Fildrus of'-0.8.8 and length 122m.(U) 

IS. The set of~lts, shown at Figure·. ~y indicates ,a~· s~J RCS per tUUt length, 
much less than lm2

, depending on,~ and polarisation. ft is assumed that very simil,ar 
effects may be present from elongated ,romting_ vortex rings _if they ~re illuminated by radar 
ei>ergy (U) 

Aircraft n • Otareed Body 

]6. The lower~ is not a plasma wxJcr nonnaJ ~ - (3 X IOZS electrically 
oeutraJ ~ pei-cubic meter and otily about 5 x lo' ice). ~~ radiatiOll acoo,mts foe j_oo 
pairs to be a-eated all the time. baJana:d by the like number- neutralised by re-oombinatim, Iii fair 
weather, at sea fevd. there is an average downwards clcc;:tric field force of about 130 vo1t.m·1• The 
eartµ '_s layer at .abc)ut 60lqn altitude is the lowest level in the atmospliere of unifunn dec;tricaJ 
poo:ntial :(lcnown ~ the ·~·). The potential of thee~ ~ -300,000 volts 
positive with respect to the earth's swfuce (i.e. the earth's sut&ce is the balancing negative charge). 
A current flows because-the air is ~Ol ~ perfec,t insulator. The charge b:llance (sina: the cbargc 
would -~ .le.ak away) is maintained by-~ hundred rh9usand Psh~-~ -~ boor 
~ the world, It. is important to note that ait:craft flying at vclocit.}- (V) create their own 
electrostatic ~: as they represent a cooductor travelling in earth's magoctic ~ (p) (and in &a 
generate a voltage ~ the ~ties (e;g. for a l..aigth L. Vdocity V (E=j}LV). If the 
·~ airaaft mcowrtm another~ body,in the aim:oo.JJhere it is~ that the ~ws of 
eJootrostatics will 'apply ilDd either an attraction ~ repress~ will 009Uf'- H~.the aircmtt will 

[ 3] Shi TW!llJWlg et al "Computation or the RCS of the Turbulent Pwma CyJindet' Jn.st. of Plasma Physics 
43rd Inst. of State ·Ministry ~f Electronics PR China CIE Radar- Conferenoe 1996Howevcr. 1he am:raft will 
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be Jll()vins at S()f!'.'C velocity, whereas tbc 'UAP' can either be sWiooa,y or moving. Hence, thcte · 
appear to be cooditi<lm occurring where the charges do not come wgedler but n:portedly paralld the 
aircraft course or f(jlaw it When (cozxiucting) flying vdtidcs enter a noo.-unifurm fidd (E) a cwient 
deperoem oo iJFJot ari$CS in the vehicle. The baJaocc d'the cha1ge with the UAP charge dictates the 
UAP subsequent mction. It is further reasooable to ~ 1hat the charged (phooomcna) body may 
be either gainiag or loosing coesgy henre it may dissipate mi disappear.(U) 

18. The reflected power measured by a .radar system is the average integrated power 
reO~ from a finlt~ illuminated area. If the reflecting area is smooth, wi~ no _inc__gularities, 
then the reflection will be entirely coherent and specular and a one-dimensional model can be 
adequate. However, if there arc large spatial irregularili~ then the signal will be completely 
incoherent anct diffuse. In between these extremes the reflected signal will contain f>!>th 
coherent and incoherent components, deperldmg on the physical structure of the irregularities. 
ln the context of the ·multi-cored' UAPs this Scent$ lil(ely to be the case. {U) 

J 9. In the near field, from Utese djverse reflecfors, thore will be interference patterns and. 
potentially, considerable variabjlity 9f reflected ~i_gnal.srra:,gth. The far-field vaJue will be the 
residual signal (esulting frotn. the incoherent coiooanati~. Since the plasma (or 'Jinked
plasmas' in a multi~re type UAP) will J>e .(accoming to witness reports of mptigo/colour 
change in the li~ts), in almost constant motiOI"!, it ·is reasonable to suggest that either regµlar or 
irregular modulati~ will bt present - not only io the self-radiation of·thc bcx;ly, but in it' s 
radar-reflective properties. In basic temtS, it's RCS is likely to be fluctuating,_ probablY. for 
most of the time. This may oot be t11e case where single sing.le-colouret;l baJl lighting is reported 
which seems to be more stable than the multiple colour, multiple 'core' system that ·frequently 
form ·triangular', ' rectangular' or 'stacked' assemblies, -often with an apparent shaped void 
between the bounding ·hot sJ)9ts'. It may well be the ~ that quite apart from varial>Je scatter 
from a large proportion of the tow apparent refl~ng area, that the ~tiQO 'of the reflectivity 
of the core itself may be below a particular radar's minimum detoctiori capability.(R) 

20. The scattering of EM waves from a variable surface has been long studiod for more 
eot1ventiooal radar taigets, for a fluctuating pla,sma a number of variations will be evident; 
dependent, foe example. on the RMS coherent scattering coefficient. the RF in use, the ripple 
and curvature on the plasma surfuce. the electron density, correlation length, etc. R.efraction 
effects, additionally, could cause ~earing pf the beam profile and absorption further weaken 
the radar returns even if the electron density is theoreticaUy adequate for the incident RF~ be 
reflected under ideal conditions.(U) 
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SUMMARY OF UKADGE RADAR PERFORMANCE AGAlNST UAPs 

22. If. as~ quite likely, UAP phenomena is mainly caused by atmospheric plasmas 
(nus-reportmg of man-made ~jects ex.oepted), this phenoodon tan be created by various 
narurat causes for which examples are detailed in the Working Papers at Volume 2. Th.e !µlure 
of plasmas J:)as bec(t stud.I~ in teJatjop to their d.etec;tabili v. radar~ 

@Q 
·2 I- 23. Target Characteristics ;: (.) Plasma characteristics are widely e!C.Pl<ired in Vol. 2. In 
,c:e W relation to radar ~pon.se: 
~ w Cl) • The nature of pl4_sma as a radar target is that of an amorphous electrically charged mass, 

which can appear as a sphere or other sba~. a collection 9f spheres· u~uaJJy ~p to five id 
close fonnation, often forming a ' tube' or • cylinder'. ~ther horizontally or vertically 
.stacked; or (in plan) fonnin8 a ~ (triangle is the most prevalent, but ~bfoll$5, 
diamonds and star.shapes can be SCCJ?). AU would (aoo,rding to witnesses' assessment of 
size) fall witftln a sjngJe radar resolution cell -of m~ EW radars . They -couJd possibly 
occupy adjacent range cell~ of Airbome.lntet:~tioo (AI} fal;lar . 
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• Some plasmas can reflect radar eJl<!l'SY, qthers cannot, dependent on the ir1ei<kot RF angle 
and the plasma electron density. · 

• Plasma Hfe ii, lim~. Weakening internal fieJds, t.empcratures, change ia pressµre7 etc .• 
internal electrical forces, rotation o.('-the body. make the plasma an ever-clla.nging target. 

• According to russian research the maximum br.oadsidc RCS, i.e. at 90 degrees orientation, 
(Figure l-4(a) to (f)). even with optimum polarisation, is only of1he ordet ofOdB (Im) 
and changes i» aspect-angle can qui~Jy reduce to as low in ,,atue as - 40dB (O.OOOJmz). 
As seen at Figure 1-4 (e), as the RF increased. the RCS decreased for most as~ angles . 

. _ _(U) 
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There are, however, several ()ther key factors: 

Radar Si:oatur~ Even though the RF conditions and plasma density conditions 
may be correct, the RCS of any given plasma may nevertheless be much too small to , 
be detectable (see minimum detectable signal at Table 1-1) 

urther, it is not clear whether a UAP plasma has the same characteristic as a contained 
plasma in a laboratory. The radar response (including Jack of response) could be quite 
different if the multi coloured plasmas rep[orted have mon: than one density core. For 
example the RCS may be dependent on a major reflector and several smaller ones or 
have the c~ of a larger but unstable reflector fluctuation with random or predictable 

i Hence, tt can 
be seen-that together with the other factors below a plasma (which is inevitably 
gradually decaying towards eKti.oction) may only produce a radar reflectioo for a limited 
period, ifat aJI . 
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25. The search beam (with. say, an azimuth beam-width of 1.5 Deg.) takes --40m.seconds to 
pass through the UAP target. However, the velocity of the taiget may be 10km per second. 
travelling some 400 metres in this scan time. If UAP travel is across the beam and the radar 
detection range, due to the small target size, is only, say, 20km. (at which range the beam is 
only -525m wide), t11e actual beam velocity is also travcUing (at that range) at over 13km per 
second. Hence, depending which way the target is moving, either the radar beam is chasing the 
target and just overtakes it or, if the target is moving in the opposite direction to the beam, the 
dwell time on the target is seriously cunailed, as the time-on-target could easily be halved. 
Either way a relatively small number of pulses hit the target. With a PRF of, say 265 pps about 
11 pulses are designed to hit the target in nonnal operation against aircraft. Against a UAP, 
not only is it a small target in all probability, it may onl receive half the number lse.-i 
which, integrated-up, niay not reach a detection level. 

'. Of course, this is taking a fast target as an ex.ample, with an 
assumed small RCS . Slower targets might be detected if their RCS and aspects were 
favourable.(R) 

2 7. Several other factors arc important: 

• 

• Correlation 
. - . - Frequently, when a UAP is spotted from an ai~craft (often 

civil air-traffic) it cannot be seen on the controlling CAA radar. 'lberc is only one IJK 
fvent on the DIS record where 3 radar's (2 RAF and one CAA) bad simultanoous contact 
with a UAP, which eventually faded and disappeared. 
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StJr.,MARY 

11be fih!lliigs of ihjs bnd investi~oo mto the ~ for the cJ~.Jad< of radar 
rep<)rts ,OQ_ lJ activity -~ in mind 1bit h~ of visual repof!s_.are CU~ ~ ived 
ann~y • . ~ be. compared wilh a Spanish Air Force UFO investigatfoo, in wtudi it is _openly 
~rted ~ betwecri 1962 and · 1990 OJ1ly 2~ ~ were detected by· radar, an<l only 7 of 
those Jastcd ,oog_ enough to vectof AD Fi~crs to the location. Spain liad UAP ~s in the 
periods 1968•71 ~ 1974.,75 and ,197~81].(UJ 

, 

.. ,.. 
' 

9 

UNQWSIFICD 



UN-IED 



UNmFIED ·. 



'.. 

.. 

umr1E~ 
}:argd Velocie:y Scan Rat~ i>wd!Tune Dwdl'fimc 

(inetttspa- (Sttonds) in1~~ inl.S~ 
sec911d) ~Counter ~5.amc 

Di~!l Z ~ Di~ 3. sec 
250 I.O Q.(M 4 0.04 4 
000 tO O,(l!i3 0.037 

.3000 fo P.952 0.03,3 
60!)0 IO ' Q,07~ 0.-027 
JOOOO I{) 0.173 -0:oza 
l5,000 lO {(035• 9~18 

t~JJ.LE 1-2: }lADAR DIST~GFr, DME _& DWELL.W) 
Not~: 
111 ~~ro·,cixind~.,.....rlhcUK:ADRndin. 

~) 'Ti,,,_~«~'!. rac!u-Ra:i'll'CII is~· ~'4i!,,;~ b:a~~,fle.PflF ml lbc iinlcttia~r*- ffcoct. lb: -- - is df"~ 
~if ~t.q:1\ ~ ~ it.'fo~~ ~~~& ~p'eriqa, &.lhoi'-' ~ &~MCI-& bean,_ ____ ,_ Ind fie ri:fl«t.oiS 

~-~--~dwd·_~Ne~~f(Ji-~~r·~~~-~~..,~~nteof36~ 
F.~ CCf,!i~.4Q-11,~'-n ~~!)(-~~aA,l/lbn~J'i,,~ ~-~ ">>--''-" ~o( - IW,)OQ 

~pc,r~1ao.,~f,bt~beilm,&111wfa~~bf!J)j!_~~~~r-ilmi---nt1e-1at~ ""°'"'~QIW~tJllq 
a.1~~rmy-besiniac,.anctuy~im1.i,oot&~ · ~ -~ol'h~dlctJAP~~lit;i,'tiou~ 

~ Be{on:'1ht p,ovc,q'~ is ~~;.Chil-tflt ~--'-~Icx 1111;.f.or ~e.. ... Che U-'f ( '"°~ al 7000 ~_per 

~ , ,o~byihe~_~•i~~~~~-P'~~20P*S-f«,~nleliliK~~tl 
~~~(jtbe~(&,,m""lain:t-la¥iqi,t)if:lhc:· -~~-~ ,11Cl®,~ps--.t..._.,,..~bccatafihc~U'/liJ> 

~~lidi-~l?)'lfw:~~~~~-~ -~~~~~~ireoJl,e~~-of~ 

~hlwW-to•~lllbori~ot~~~~~~ ~\f,ieoppn,ailicsh~,mijt~be 
,JrCIOll (i,.c. ¥"'9U(d~,be cq,edcil if IQ cit;cxt,is ~ Q)~) il.. ~-~~,a~ dq,a:,/ls on .. ~ er~ 
~~natappyloncritill~ 

L~J -~ • &aq~ ~~ cl.:!~ ~ii\ ~~c ~tJYln&~lhc u · ._.l:ndie ~d~onlo •·• ro&a6onlhc dl"c:ai\!e ~ 
lime lfr~ In thil ~ lhc !*"...::..cw;,i," target iupc•!Clini~""1ytca1~~ ~ rad!!t bum with incrwing UAP~- Aa 

~ ~e; 11. acUAJ>-~ or10()Q metres ii-#0!lnd Ilic UAP p.-~ llllt lic,ol al 20km ,_... 11 aa dJoctive V'f!lqc:i\¥ qt, ~.l!OO 
mctra.pcr--d. '1\ctlmc ~a\ lo c;roa •'~of ~25m at elm~ ls--Q.~ U\Cf111.c ru,abc::i-ofJMji-.._teociwd ~cl:ie {lidv-ld 

kttduced-lO 7. la Nm. lhis-will'ractuc:. Ille ~lilyordd«IN>t\. ~ 10 ~poial of DOC ~llllt ~~ ~ lfia,liiioe 
11,e_W'id \eloc:i~ches J,.ooo -....--.s. fh~ 'ii Ollly ,imc r« puW.to t>. ~ 

l4J Ala~\~d'2S0fllllll'CSJIC'l'.ll!*XW'dlhe6wdl1mc~nat v.y~......,_.fwr••~lhclilll)¥.W8)'u.illtban • ~ 

Thilis~ ~for& tpeed,..a ~i,.iat r,,-..t~ 

TABL~ l~; BIRO & fNSECT.RCS (U) 



; 





UN-FIED 



16 

:UNOffllED 



17 

UNC.~IED 



1 

.. 

UN~~IEO 

-- u .!. 

l 
1 I.DJ 

i 
'3 - •.ooJ 

U001 

12.oDl 

1 
au.· 

1~ 
j 
l 1£.0)0 

rJ • ~II 

0 

-~a.apo•IO 
-...... ··~ a,aale•:lO . - ~ •DtH"''° ---:.~ -~~·-90 -.,._~~ 
·······---........ ~, •····•··· . ......_ 

10 

(a) 

, .... . 

.. '° 
., ICO l)O 

a(II) aa~~__. .... -1 .... 
~..,_._~a) 

-~ IQIPl•-10 
··A,pect~-60 
- M]J'Kt ~-90 

,. 

18-0ll'--____ .._...,..,. _____ _, 

• JO .. .. ~ •• nil 'liO 
.. (la) 

(b) a.cs~-.._ ... ..., .... 
f---' ,w,MkwlJi-e,, - 2) 

5,--.-----------
0 

-10 

,,,,,,,.#0:------~ 
,, --·~·--· ,' #, . 

/ _,,· . . . 
! , 
I : , . 

: ·/ 

.JO • 

• ,s 

40 

.,o \ 

\ .. 
I 'fD 

~ tl 
"' .l,IO 

~ .1,0 A,pectaaa~-10 --~~-20 
-J\,tpeCL-~-,0 

~ o· ... ,at "° IIOO Ltl JIN) 2SO 

• Ill} 

(d) ~ ............ 
(V"111al,.,....,_:l) 

J 

ilO • ~f-1.SOOMI& .... _,-~ 
.is '---..::::::::;;:::::::c::-.....:~ 

-1• _,. 0 ,0 Jit Ut 2110 2SO 

(e) ·acs~J..i_... 
(tucl) 

Ill r----~--,--,------. -~ 
~ 

i 
} 
1 e.1 
l 
g UI 

FIGURE 1-4 RADAR GROSS SECllON OF CYLIND)UCAL PLASMAS(U) 

18 



1EID 
CHAPTER 2 - J>OTENTIAL UAP~ TO AJR~ 

RATIONALE 

l . A brief investigation bas beat made 'into the ,potcotial of UAP events as possible 
hazards. With assistance from the Inspectorate of Flight ~afety (RAF Bentley Prior), al! 
unexplained aircraft accidents on the RAF accident database ~ identified and thc;n furtlier 
filtm:d to isolate those which had apparently impacted the su~. due to what appeated to be 
sudden and inappropriate-control inputs by the.crew. Apart &om.-isolated reported encounters 
(with what is apparently -baU lightning) · with both- tjvil ~ some military aircraft. the 
irwtstigation conce(itrated on the following scenarios: 

• The possibility of aircrew sudcknly bcibg oonfronted with th_e p~enon iinmediately 
ahead of the -aircraft, especially when flying in Instrument Meteorological Conditions 
(IlyfC). . 

• The likdy reaction of the pilot and the possibilities of distractiQn or disorientation. 

• The po$sif?ility ,of this ~rring at very Jow altitudes - leaving liuJc ~ for manoeuvre 
in proximity t9 the~ (of sqi). · 

(~) 

2. An ~on oi h~ ~r UAJ> ~rts su~ that many occur (are ~J by 
witnes~-at low altitµdcs_ and often in ~tativefx low ·visibility. .Jbc UAP~ in amving near the 
sµrface. ~undoubtedly~~ a~ ai~-~r its origins. AJthougfi it-,is 
~ 'that UAP-may b,e ~~red at. any .,itltu~-as ~wn ·1,y the inmqt:._cnt~ fr~ 
clvil an,d military flight crews, there are 6o llidications that'~ airc:taft at high altitude has 
su~ercd.an ac<:ident'in.UK airspace du~to the presenceofa UAP.ffl) 

3. In the absence of any rcpotts of surviving aircraft crews having to take violent ivoi~ 
~ion., the investigation followcil tJ)e logic that 'if violent manoeuvre bas been carried out at low 

• level by RAF aircraft, Uiis could, potentially tiavc caused fatal accidents. If these,~ exi$l 
then therc-~ld be no crew rqx,rt as to lhe cause ofthcic sudden ~re from'the.pl~ 
flight ·profile: However, oone of the repons on 'file indicate a similar soc:aario for slow lidt 
~ or'beli<X?l)tcrs which ~ might assume could hayc time w ~ver after a sudden event. 
There is a dearth of s~ event reports from stow and low aii:c~. H~, many factors 
can be shown to possibly influence the behaviour of UAP. includu;lg. it is · believed, the 
electrical~ on the aircraft. As charge is proponiona! to velQeity and vehicle size, it may 
~ the case that UAP are ni>t generally seen in close proximity to small -craft. This may c,q,lain 
the-Jack" of-reports. It sliould S:1$o ·be noted that many UAP events may be present of which 
crews are una~ becati~: ' 

They may not be visible in daylight. 

• They may not occur in the Field of View (f()V) of -the coc:;kpit. 

- They oocur fleetingly and are. not seen on a -sut>sequc-.nt s~ of the same spot. 

1 
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In IMC they may not be visible ~nless they arc unmediately ahead. 

(U) 

4. ln sudden evasion at low altitude it is ilSSllrnod that in mountain M hiUy terrain the pil()( 
would preferably try and fly over or under any object appearing suddeoly ahead, rather than 
possibly tum into tenaib. Hence, the possibilities of oveNtresS. out of envelope attitudes on 
pull-ups, and the possibility of wings level impact, if attempting to under-fly a UAP. all 
exist.(R) 

5. AJthoogh it is fairly certain that at least some~ of UAP emit either magnetic or 
electric fields> or both, it is assu~, in the abseocc ofevidcooc to Qie cob.lrary that aircraft 
syst.cms arc probably not adversc:ly affected. Either they are adequately screeood from the 
fields that a UAP may produce or will oot remain within the fieJd for sufficient time to,have an 
effect. (see Workmg Paper No 25 Vol. 2).(R) 

6. The rationale for the investigation was that a sudden appearance of.fast - closing lights 
especially with, whi~ ~ or red colours; or all three at ooce would almost certainly result in 
a sudden cootrol input; In such ·a sc.enario it ~s easy to. see that a oollisiQn .with a sol~ object 
might be assumed imnlineµt apd evasivQ ?-ction.-wou1d P.rec;ede any radio calJ. li is ·often the 
case with UAP reports that r.ed, green and white Ji.gbts are reporte4, To an. aircraft <:rew trus 
would indicate the J1DCXpe,cted close presence of another· aircraft. In undu~ or rough 
terrain,~ at very.low altitude and high speed this involuntary response could be disastrous, 
especially if the n.m was tightened as ~ object ap~ to n,ove to ·the~ direction - which 
it could do if it was an electrically charged body (plasma), atuactcd by the aircr;lft's electrical 
cbarge.(R) 

7. Unexplained Actidents Over the past 30 years, some ii~ RAF aircraft accidents have tl()( 

been completdy cxp\ained. Those-not -pca1rring in the UKADR have been ignored. A careful 
examination has shQwn that many can ~ rejected from the UAP hypothesis ~ : 

-There was adequate evidenc;e to show tbat some fonn of mechanical event was the 
cause 'Mlicb was, nevertheless, not finally resolved. 

- Some accidellts occurred in close proximity to air6elds where other obserycrs should 
have noticed a UAP, if one ~ present. 

- Some accidents happened away from base but when within visual ra11ge of other co
operating aircraft (e.g. on CAP or low altitude Fighter Affiliation exercises or near ~ps). 

(C) 
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9. After the initial filtering twenty one 11.JleXplained accidents remained. For these dates 
the available UAP dam.t>ase was exantlhe.d for any reports wtuch occurred on the same dates 
and in the same appro~te locations where the 8':Cidcnts oc.cum:d. However, on ten of these 
occasions (between 1970 and 1978) no UAP rtcords are available [as many of these earlier 
reports were destroyed ~ the current dcpartmeot assumed rcspc;,nsibility for UAP 
mattctsJ.(R) 

JO. On four occasioos there were no UAP reports at all in the UKADR on the days of the 
air aocidents. Two of these accidents occurred ib 1987 Wales, which is one of the most fruitful 
areas for UAP reports. It must be noted, however, that UAP might have been present and g~
unreported on these dates. The other 2 events occurred in the N. Sea arid Cumbria. 
respectively in July and December 1982, where ~ were DQ other witnesses to the 
accid.erits.(C) 

1 I . There were final ly seven unexplained accidents: 

Phantom 1400hrs 17 Dec. 1975 Solway Firth, ·Cumbria. 1500ft Nearest {reported) UAP events 
(ID 757231) were at Seven Trent l840Z and South York's at 090~Z. · 

[Accident Report: Loss of control but technical pos$ibility) 

H1rritr l215hrs 12 Feb. 1982 
(ID 820629) 

Tornado 1204hrs l2 Dec. 1985 
(ID 854334) 

J~ 1405hrs27Nov. 1986 
(ID 863936) 

Tornado l116hrs I Sq>. 1994 
{ID 942069) 

Phantom 144Shrs 20 Apr. 1988 
(ID 88ll74} 

12nm NW Oswestry 81tm S Corwen. [Accident Repoo: probable 
distraction leading to disorieotatiooJ UAP reported at 0130Z 
~th enatic·rqotion al Redditcb - not far in UAP te,ms from 
Oswestry. 

Flafubo.roogh Head. Low flying. [Accident Report: No definite 
cause s~ed) Reports of UAP-activity ~re received from 
Andover. Jncreased UAP activity was noted in Northumberland 
oo previous ~ys up to 12 Dec. 

l lMt SW H~wick (S5J~N 00304W) 1500 ft. [Accident Report: 
Disorientation, inappropriate decision, Wings le\'d, NIL 
weather: ~ down into forest] No UAP activity reported on 
this day but ,eports from Reading oo the previous day. 

Glen Ogle, Killin Sootland 500 ft 480 Kt. [Accident Report: 
Inappropriate response to startling evcot). Only one UAP report 
was received - from Northanlptonsbire at 2245 hrs. 

25nm 0&0° l..etichars. Low level CAP. [Accident Report: Probably . 
sensory "illusion in deceptive weather conditions]. Two UAP 
reports in England at Huddersfield, York, and Stockbury (Ml 
motorway). 

Hercules 1530.hrs 27 May 1993 8nm NW Blair Killecranlcie, Scotland, Low flying. [Accident 
(ID 931653) ~rt. Flew intogtoundJ. No OKADR·UAP reports 

anywhere on this date . 
(UKR) 
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12. On the da~ of the above fatal aocidca)t:S ·no majp~ d~qs o.f UAl' reports occurred on 
~Y-day buf single r:eports were 'file(! elsewhere m the UKAt>R ~ that. the'C()(>tiitions 
ovtr the UK allowed pbcoomena ·to occur. The possibmty 'that a UAP eveot was present, 
althoogb low, cannot be ~led out Such etaffleS occur oo the ~ely r,opulatod low flying 
routes. It is DQted from the statistic$ of. duration and motion that it is unlikely that a UAP 
~ld still ~ present after a cmsb, l;>Y the time ~Y witnessC$ arri\led.(R) 

13. It ~ of interest .~ -11 seven _acciden~ which were ~ly considered ~r.red in day 
light Although this might.be seen: initially as mitigating qaiast the cau~ bcjng due to s,t1ddeo 
aircrew rea.ction to UAP ,appearanoe: ' 

- There is mucli less likelihood of seeing a UAP in day.light unle$.,· it is very clo~. (The 
overall inddeacc of all UAP reports in daylight ~ only 1941/4 ~ ~y of~ are 
momentary. It~ believed that UAP's are p~ly·equally pre$en( in both darkness .and 
dayligb~ when the cooditiom exist for their c;reation] . 

- Very.few PAP ~rep<j~as the$0lid' ~ariety, ~$»if~ ~ident is due .to a, U~. 
the p~ol>ability of ~~nteririg a VA'P- with a 'soUdt appear;an_oe !Jlead:Q°1t\ would be 
veyy low~ iodif-~s·everwere to ~Jlr 0 ~ rand, tllere would surely~ &?hysic;ll 
c;yideru:e in the fonn of<easi!¥ seen artemcts, and u.rifamiliar <XJUi§ioo-d'ebiis;{lt is. shown 
clsewhere.in dte'~<?rt that.\ dmost 9C~Y. the phenomena bas a plasma basis, which 
on~ ~tippearto Ite-~ally (optically) · soliq'J (R) 

A:IR.MlSSES 

14. AH aircn,ft~-miss!CPQtts. filed -~ lhe 1J6int (C/iA &>MQD) Airprox Secddfl. (JASt 
at U~l>,ridge -~ ritQrou,sly inv~gat.ci:f. On a s~l n~ber'of occasions the identity of one•of 
t,h.e ,contli~o:t,jects is l\eve.r~p,I~~. dc;spit~ ~srive ~iries b)i a Workmg Gt®p. 
with 1fuU ~ ili aJJ ·AIS{Mil) ana <;JM resoqroes. These include careful track. analy.sis., 
weather. other fligb~ p~ •. radar,4contacts •and ~it/ATC: voice recordings; Seven such 
evctllS have·~ in the~ JO years. Taole 2-t. based on inquiry reports, fats examples, 
from ~eh the follqwing observations,~ made; 

- If an 9l>jerit is visually small, -or~ fully Of)'aWle, {e.g. in .an in!;fis_tinct fon:o - eVCf1 

gasoous), it wiiJ Dbt be seen in daylight until it is very cJose. 

- The nature,of close proximity misses at high closing ~ is ·that encounters are 
flccti,ng - a few s~ at the tll~ 

-By the timetbe presence. of an object is.notc<t :visually,and a ~iblc collisi~ conflict is 
realised, indeedsappareotJy ~ iti) too late for eva$ive manoeuvre. 

- If an object is a p~asma-type it n;ay not be ·seen 011 chril aircmt ~. 

- A non-transJ)O!)ding t.a!p. if qetcctec( may be taken to be due to weather • 311d 
dis~cd. 

(R) 
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15. The d~riptions of tl,e uoe)(ptai~ objects at Table 2.1 by the civil aircrews arc very 
similar to those typically rcocived as UAP reports, both from the ground a1'(f from other 
airborne sightings which are not ainnisscs. In particular it should be POted ·~~ a coloured 
object is (naturally to aircrew in the absence of other infonnati,m) reported as a \oavigatioo 
light' • on the assumptioo that all flying objects arc manned aircraft. lt is of intCJM to note 
that alJ are below 20,000ft and that despite gqod visibility, in ctll but ooe case, the sightillg.5 
Ylcre always extrcmdy close am closing fast. In all cases they were corroborated by at least 
two crew - and on occasions by other aircraft (i.e. a mult.i-indepepdent witness scenario. Only 
on one occasion was a co-incident radar contact made, although for two of the scenarios, 
stationary radar cohtacts were observed. All of the colours seen are typical of UAP reports. 
lfa two-co!Ollr object streaks past it is not ~nab le to describe it as having ' stripes r. 1f an 
object (for c.xampl~ black) has a white part. it:is not unreasonable to ·describe this as a w,hitc 
'navigation light' (e.g. o&t, reported as on the 'nose' or 'tail', even if die object is io fact 
spheri~. The black 'loztoge' (Serial 4) and the 'wrinkled cyli.nder'(Serial 5), are again 
typicaJ UAP shapes, described elsewhere in th!s report. at Volume l, and in the sQpporting 
Woricing Papers at Volwne 2.(U) 

16. l,IAP Event Correl•tion The D(SS rerords were ~died for correlation with the civil 
airci:aft ai!)Diss events listed at T~ble 2.1. No J?..U~Jic or~ reports 'Wele fuuild for Serials 4, 
5 oc 6. Serial 2 ·was the only actual near miss report which had also been reported at the time 
as a UAP event and is held in the DCJ>{lrtmeotal records. Nooe of the other near-misses had 
resulted in a UAP report, which ~orces the believe that many civil pilots ba~sightings but 
sdo not report them. However, June 7th was a busy UAP day, with 4 rg,orts - from St 
f~Comwafl at 9010hrs). Sl~ferd (00l3hrS), Mand>estet(l248hrs),, and Hon(23'S0hrs). 
The Hove, St Ives and Sleaford reports. all ~ of muJtipJe iights. The Royal Meteorological 
Society log reports extensive-thw:idei'stomtS with hail a,.xf ball ligbtni.na n:ports on this oat.e .. 

(U) 

17. On 14 January 1994 (Seri~ 3 at, Table 5), two separate reports were filed. respectively, 
from Glc:nrothes and Alness (Inverness), however, these were some eight hours after the airmiss 
report,((}) . 

18. Only one UAP report was received on the day of the remaining ainniss report(]9 Jun. 
198&). This~ at 1140 brs in.the Looion are,\.(U) · 

19. lt is impossible to corrdate the airmiss and UAP reports because th~fC is inadequate data. 
However, it ~ould be noted that the weaiher•reports at"rabJe 2-1 are those at the scene of the 
respective sightings. Bearing in miid tl}at on five of the seven occasions it is logged that dry hot 
and t:hun~ weather was present (25-32 degrees C) in many areas of the UK on the days in 
question. It seems lilcdy that the entities which were reported in good faith, on the assumption 
that they were 'solid' obJecis • were almost certainly various ~ifestations of atmospheric 
plasmas of one sort or another - including the optical phen:omenon where 1he non.i·eflection of 
light can apparently give the appearance of black opaqueness. (U) 

HAZARD SUMMARY 

20. There arc no Service UllCXJ>lained ratal air accidents where a collision has occurred with a 
solid object, leaving behind some sort of tangible artefact Only those unexplained accidents 
which are known or thought to be due to sudden inexplicable control inputs where the aircraft, 

s . -
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811d the occupant(s) did not survjve were in~ on the. ~e posgibility that here might 
,i.avc been a potential UM c,q,Janation. The !cey fin<lings 4fC as 6:>tlows: 

- About half the unexplained RAF accidents could not be correlated in ,location with 
UAP sightin~, because many of the UAP records (1970-78 period} have b.een 
destroyed. 

- The probability of tlie remaining accidents being caused by su(l4.en aircre.w reaction 
to avoid what they may have b:elieved ~ be an appa~dy immmeot ~llision is a 
l)OSSibility, although of·the I J ev~ts, four oocurred on days on which .atmospheric ~ 
elecifiw co,iditions JJlllY not have been <;onducive to UAP .foimation or UAP -formed 
but were notreportetl . 

~ The frequency of UAP reports (not withstanding_~ likelihood that many UAJ? ·events 
~ ~ver ~) i~ such~ th~ pr(?b~ility Qfan RAF (or (;ivil) Jlir~raft encounter 
with a UAP, ~ any ajtitude must'be very Jow. {C) 

·ii. Because·therer.p-e no,t:ep0rts of.RAF airc~ ~tercepfmg UAPs~ there is no fust--hand 
experience of~e 9ifnculty ~c;:h n:;poitedly occurs. The D~)has ~ aoccs:s to ofijci~ 
n:ports 'from other natipns. ff;oWC\le'f, all indk:ati~are that a·UAP can c:ej>osition ~ffaster 
tha:!} !1J1Y a\rcraft-~ ~~,. The ~r'!~ rife~ to Cb.wter 4, wher.e it is clear that any 
atternp~ manoeuvre may resQlt m over.,.stressang'the .urctaft. (R) 

60NCLUSl8~ 

22. lo ~~usi'~ qie P9§{bil~ ~sts that a '.f.ttal accideot{1} might have occurred in the 
past due to aita:e,w. ~ UAP a,vg~-._action, when flying~ and lgw. However, the 
probability of an en~c is extremely low, · e~~n if this .was the .case for any 6f the seven 
unexplained occasions where this potentiaUy might have occurred m the last 30 ycars._(C) 

23. lt is Qfint~rest'tlµit no RAF incidents of,o~qamtly unaplained.air misses have 
appareoUy been reported to the Joint Airprox Sec;t!on at lfx.bridge{2J:(R) · 

24. Data was provided for seven incidents reported by civil airc~ wbe,c,the cause of the 
event,s ~)cj Mt-be ,~laine.d by the subs.equent .officiaJ' inquiry. It is c!~r that unexplained 
~~~are 'd.iscusscd ain9l1$ crews ~ the.re1is likely to be~ mo.re to be learned by 
interview, How~. tliey ~re undem.ood to be 'wiwill,i.ng to speak U) aoyonc Y.ho might be 
sc.cptical or repeat the'CORversations el~here. It is believed that many more civil events due 
.to UAP renytin µruq,orted. ·This is because, firsdy, the airline crews have ·most probably 
decided th~ the UAP-~ benign; secondfy they are concerned about tbeir· in4:ividuaJ 'reputations 
as professionaJs ~d nna!ly the eff~t ~ P,ublici'~ this-might have on airline ·bus~. The 
airline crews are coc,ccmed when aimtlss reports r~ ~olved. It is -further noted that 
since Pope's book has ~ published airl,i.oe ~ are uruilcely tQ wish to take the matter 
further with SEC(As2), or with the civilian UFO o~~i0ll$,(C) 

{I] For the purposc·of this-study OPe RAF Squadron Leader was made aware that aircraft 
accident data was requfre4' as part-of a UAP investi~tion. · 
[2) The precise purpose of the study was .not made known to tJ?e Airprox Section. which 
understood the data to be necdc:d as part of a ndar investigation. 
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1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
7 

-. ' . 

Date 'time FL Visibiiity Weather Colours/Shapes Radar Aircraft 
(km) Contact T1.pe 

7 Jun. 96 1800 90 19+ (VMC) CuNb R~lue/whitc[ 6) None '146[5] 
6 Jan95 1848 40 10+ (\IMC) Gti B_lack.1White[2){ 6) None[l] 737[5] 
14 Jan94 0834 30 10+ (VMC) - ·sparks/Fl~es[.3] None. Helo[4] 
15 Jui. 91 1745 140 40+(VMC) - Blllck(Lcizenge) Yes '737{5] 
6 Jun. 9-1 1438 ·80 50+ (VMC) Inversion · Yellow/OraQge None 737[5] 

/Unstab)e (Cy,linder) 
170ct. 88 2316 190 IMC - Green None VC9{7J 
19Jun. 88 1953 80 S (VMC) Haze Grey/Whlte None BAC-

.J t 1[S] 

TABLE s. REPORTED UNRE'SOLVED NEAR-Mu;;s DATA'.:(R) 

N:ot~: Ill But stattonary intermittent radar contact seen ·before or -after. 
12) 'Like • Chrutm~• Tree'. 
[l) Possible Meteorite/SOYUZ re-entry debris. 
(4) Seen by 2 pllo(I ofl other aircraft,in vicinity .. 
(5J Sten •by both pilots. 
[6) 'Jhwk' aircraft ~iu. 
!7) S.een by ·threefligbhieck crew of the VC9, 

Location 

STEVENAGE 
MANCHESTER 

ABERDEEN 
CltAWIEY 

BRACKNELL 

-DOVER 
OATWJCK 
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CHAPTER 3 - POTENTIA.L FOR EXPLOITATION OF UAP-ASSOCIATED EFFECfS 

Exotic Vdlicles IQ 9(der to take an unb~ ~c·~roach the ~ili.fy of some 
~--~~ ,rt of exo(ii,: vehicle, ~ ~ or from space 'touJd not be ruled out itmtil all available 

cYi~ had.bcen,examined. While ·it-was clear:~ there are no ~ ~ ~any~ 
tedmicaJ ~ ,can be made the poss1biiitf' ,of technol~ ~'Olld the ~ of hwnan 
el)gineering and cooccp6oo.could,not initially be rulc»out ' Even if.it W1Sdiscoveted 1hai,sudt craft 
actually e$t aJ}d-- were the ~et or qtber ~ be:ihBs. any attempt to repooduce -~ 
exoeptiooa.f pel'fonnanie ~ -attiibuted ~ UAP couJd only be atttmptcd ~ing e.xistipg 
tecmology. ~. it,seeme(i ~ible that odF ~ ¥1)licalions might be ~ if the 
effects could be replicat-!Xl in a contJ;olled way. The prtjblem then became ooe of~ the 
precise phJsica! effids-and making a jµdgcmcot as to YmClher ibcre,are credible roles in wbidl they· 

· might be employed. The effects~ visually, oo ~ Of through the ¥J)3R:Ot ~ field 
from UAP mi,gl:itbe.~ . foi exart1)le~a COUlllenneaSWe or decoy. ~y~ it~ 
pgstu~ that if the~ of,soroe fonn of~-~ ~ was in fad proven, then 
(possibly) ~ could be made ·as to ~ -way ahead. For example, it would be~ 
to focus 00 these ~ilities 1J1 order to deduce aijd pmsibly, \Wat sort of tcchn61ogjcs. might tie 
~ to achieve the. rcpQrtr.d a.ln19$.l ,instant ~. deceleratioos; manoeuvres and high 
~ociti~. At ~ level .of hwnaJi ~ -this ~ 9f' pccf~ ~ to _impiy the 
negation of ~ - Even if this was poss~le to aduevc at. some stage in the futwe.in tfdlnologica.l 
terms it would have to take place "in an wvnanoed '\ltJuclc. Humans could nQt withstand (at least with 
our current our cum:nt knowledge of aviatioo medicine). the significant acceferatioo and deceleration 
forces which would be involved.{U) 

3. Any ~~-tbe ~ of JQiSible or probable tcchnologjcs ·to cqmbuct a vehicle 
would be :at the limits of current hwnan ~ and inVQlve tedmologies vmich. may appear 
(~ day) to be'possib!y. They might include such ideas .a propulsioo by the use-of anti~. 
gravitationaJ or torsion fields oc of particle pheoomeoa and fields or waves which aie. not cumntly 
known in science or ~ogy. One would have to concede that if extra tem:strial activity is 
inwlved. (the statistic.al analysis reported at Volwne I makes this ~y) not only .would the 
originators of such vehicl~ have technologies deveioped Qvet thousands of (earth) yeais - in any 
case they would have to travel very large distances to reach earth or other ptanets.(U) 
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4. The coovmtiooal ~ expectatioo, whot ~ fur extra temstriat lire, i.$ that dus 
might be revealed by sean:hm8 for o;itygm. ~ or ocher specific specuaJ ·wu. Of course. this 
supposition is based possal>ly/probably e.rrooeajs}y on the ~ that tbefe cooid Mly be 
biological life e1scwhtte in the fonn which we oonvmtionalJy ~ it. So f.ar un.ructtssfully, 
the USA haw spent millions of dollars (m ~ SJITI ·programme) in this search, Lateral thln.king 
SOOD shows that any ahcr "i,mabittd' part of~ WJ.ivmc tnay ~vahly COOWU ffltities ,which 
bear no xesem,lance to outsdves ~r. Clearly, if they exist, they may rxi 'breathe' as 
hull'lans or have~ of the usual attribtitcs - hence, ooe could·~ , they (X)Ukf. pemap$ ~. 
withstand the enornnis gravity f oroes .in\lOMd in the manoeuvres iicscnbcd. The logic soon 
changes again when it is sugges:ted that, in the limit, these etitities may Jlaye no~! Several UAP 
(UFO) ~ have COQclucted, for exampk; based 4?'l ~ they ~ve takQ1 .to be reliable 
incidcot ·rq>Ott$, d\!lt d)e$e eatities must also have the ability to nweria1ise aµd ~ 
Further, the reported ~ gymnastics implies that their tecfJoo1ogy of ~ ap})araltly, 
near drag-m, JlOise.less fijgbt c.an be adtieved ~ of the time. All of 1hcsc exceptional 
~ can be explained if te Qbject.5 are~ b~· charged plasmas (U) 

5. ~~on UAP noise is ooly usually ~ as ,a 'whine\ ' hwn'. ~ or 'buu' at 
'take-off. The method.of -proptilsi~ of the ob~ does fl9t. .. ~. produce ~ ·familiar noise 
much ,is made by ilir ~ t t\Jri>uJcace or motion by an aerofuil t_hioogb lhc.air. as :we know it' -
despite the fad that ~ (cnft' sw; rewm imply the ~ of a . significaJJt mass gJ\ICl'I the 
enonnolfs ~ioos often ~bed. :U: however, as is~ ~are many repo.rts which are 
of • .......__,..i,..,.-.,1 in tharadcristi 'thefi· +i.-•, .. ..,.,1,1 be .,.:..,__II ~...., .. and wouJd p_,...,_.,,. .... ts':"' mass _ . c, 'J :"~~ ~ .. ..,,........y ~ 

therefure not,pusli m:mes o_(,aµ- aside in ordet te move; while others are pwcly·marufestations of 
yisible light rooving ~t. F~r, ~ f!>r1

~ in human ~ these~~ 
those l,ISU311y ~ with electrical.~ and ~ - If~ ·arc ptestnt which ~ 
cause~~ as re.ported at Vdjwre.2 Working Paper No 25. it is quite likefy iliat 
other sounds will be SCllSCd rather than heard ---~ ·· . fr I\ . . ~.~ 

6. There is the question of the ~y r,epo,ten,:netgirig and dtmergmg of smaller aaft with~ 
ones. These~ usually triangular and~ 1obJoog·1 « 'diamood'. In air operations we 
-~ have ?t ~ ~ cau~ ~_linkihg11p flying p~ for the~ $Ullple task 
of air to air~ - and yet·thcse smaQer-lriaogular UMs'~ to ha~ littl~ trouble in mcrgi!lg 
9£ ~ rapidly into Of from their so called 'mbdier ship'~ Finally, as~~ CM ab9 
rqx>rtedly aj>pear,and disappear at will and have dclligeoce, one could summe ~ theY· coola also 
decide when aod whether to be visible to humans oi not. The da.~io reporting diJeinma ~$ as to 
-wbetber lhc witnesses are ~ wbaJ they are actually seeing or, altcmali.vcly reporting what 
they think diey, shoold be seeing. Finally, ooe must .consider ~ther .they are bem:g affcded in some 
~Y so as to dirto.r:t their reporting. · 

7.- In concl.u.sio°r from alt the evidence~ in the UAP- repottS held in DISS, there is no 
indication that craft·of extra-terrestrial origin coost. Al}y exploitation oftcchnol~, resulting 
from this study. wi)I clearly have to lj.e based on those ~ -exposed and discusse:d at 
Volume 2. Tho$e worth a brief examination a(C shown at Table 3.1. There~. as shown in 
the working papers. tens of natural~ man maac phenomena that can lc:M witnesses' to ~lieve 
that.choy have-observed something quite extraordinary.•. The majority of the (;81.lses of known 

UAP ~ightings caJ,UlO( be replicated and used for military purposes.CU) 

·WNGb~SlflED 
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POTENTIAL APPLICATIONS 

8. As a result of the UAP srudie$, lhe radar ~ aspects have shown tfli11 there are three 
poosible related potcntial applications: 

9. Earthli2ht Replication While the production of light by fractured rocJcs is an intcrcstmg natural 
pheoomena, no military applications can be SCfl\ lightning itself docs not, of cour.ie. reflect radar 
energy, and there is no other known C?fect disoovenxl as a result of studying the UAP dala a.vailable, 
that could be me<) advantageously. 

3 

UN~SIFIED 



4 

UNIFIED 



.UMFIED 
CHAPER -4 UAP WORK IN: OTHER COUNTRJF.S 

FORMER SOVIET UNION 

1. It is clear that the Fonner Soviet Union has takt.n the study of UAPs seriously and that this may well be 
related to a . p~ of ~ and e,cpJoitjJlg a::ttain UAP;-retated natural phcoomcna. such as 
plasnw. A •uro• Commission was a-eared under the USSR Union of Scientific and ~ S~ in 
1989; together in 1990 with an later-Industry Ufology Rescarcb Centre (SOYUZUFOSENI'R) to co-ordinate 
reooois. ~ Centre had the rights of an Imtitute under the USSR Academy of~. and was ~ by 
V.G. AZAf{J\ZHA (or AZH.AZHA) an cmioeot researdler and former naval submariner. A scJm was set up 
with the TCllnS of Reference to study "ufology as a science of unidentified flying objects and their i.nte3'-rdatioos 
with the universe and, in particular, with the b~ of the earth". The ten week ~ rc:portcdly 
studied. observation, cbaractcristics, astmony and psychophysica:I aspects of the problem. The russians use the 
acronym UFO in ati tbc:ir iefercnces, course names ere., and this is used here rather than UAP, while discussing 
dleirwork(U) 

2. V. V. ALEXANDROV and Y.N. GLAZOV, ~vely Senior Project Engineer and~ (HeJO 
of Soviet UIUOO) both of the .Test Centre (fseoatr P.odgot.ovki Kosrnooatov) at the Scientific Productioo 
Association (Geophysics), have been involved in rcseaJth into UFO acti"1ty in 'abnonnaJ zones' and La.odiog 
plact.s(!). A laboratay to support this-work is reportedlyfocated at AKHfU.BISK (oo the Volga). Glawv 
was Dqxity Head oflhe ~t Training Centre in~ of science and testing.{U) 

4. Former SoVld' Union UfoloEY Commission The Ccrnmission Head, Athalha, was also a rnc:mber 
of the USSR Union of Scientific and F.ngmeeriJ1g Societies Ufology Commissioo. The geographlcal features of 
~ in wruch UAP reports have been particularly frequmt have been studied. Russian open reports attl'ibute 
UFO activity as being 'pureJy ~ in origin', according to $OITlle thcorirs. The Institute have reportedly 
developed light filters, instrumentation lR and lN ph00>gmphy to pursue the topic. U~lained imagery has 
rq,ortedJy been obtained including "peculiar SJ)lM:res, humanoid figures (pcn:civcd as cylinders, cimilar objects 
aoo man-liJce ~~ in visible light). lf the imagery exists, it has never bceo published. It seems more likely that 
images may have been seai but not recqrded. Some theories, Azhaiha reported, attribute these to 
~ of some substance whose nature is little knc,.w at present. This substance- may be capable of 
forming organic matter and temposarily ~ visible to the unaided eye". (COMMENT: The reader is 
referred to the unusual effects on humans aw.a,:eot]Y caused when in p~ _to sane aerial ~ 
"'""rted at Volwne.2 W, · No 25.] · ~ 
·~v - S·;;2=t-

S. N~r F'lcld Effects In 1991 a group of Russian Rescarcllers, having collecttd soil samples from an 
alleged UFO landing place nottd.an WlUSUa1 field (NFI). V. KHZOPOV (a meni>C:r ofan Applied Biolocation 
Group), rq:,orted that o<her samples were obtained nan other reported landing sites. In all cases a local field 
developed over a period oflhree hows. lrnpairrrait of human senses were reportedly obsmoed in every person 
studied~ had~ 'in the rie1,;P. ~ main cfl'ed was that the thought p~ were degraded i.n some way, 
oot. that 'energy was also added'. The report published in 1991 states tllat the energetics of tbe upper human 

1 
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a.eigy cfflfres increased. [O:imment: In the absence of further intormanoo It can mly be assumed ihal this may 
apply to brain or nerve centre activity. ~ is no iooicaboti as to lhe type of field ~vcd. It is possible, and 
coofinncd from ~ other data that russian ~ may have discovenxi some new field types. If this is d,e 
case the rq,orts suggest that they ba'(C also devcl<>peda means of both deteciing and mcMUring the field. See also 
Volwne 2 Working P~ No. 1 and, again, papei- No. 25, in particuJat]. The implication here is that the 

t Russians are S13.ting that UAP emanate some type of field • presumably of a nature known to man siooe 
apparently they were able to sense that a '~' was present(U) 

6. In an interview with 'Pravda Ukrainy (24 April 1990), the Depllfy flisht Director of the Centre for 
Cootrol of Space Complexes, stated that UFO s~ in nudear test and disaster ~ were to be studied. 
One pilot possibly involved is (or was) Boris KOLOTOV. {Comment: It is of interest that both former 
nuclear w.1 areas and ~r ~ (presmnably natural e\lCllts, for ~Je,,cazthquake, hurricaneltomado, 
ctc} ~ Jocatioris ~an~ level of atmospherically-borne dl1$l is~ to occur -see the WofkiQg 
Paper at Volume 2 oo Charged AerosoJs). In 1990 the All Union ~Association~ fonned ~ 

'beaded by Major General o(Aviation I>. POPOVJCH {Pilot Cosmooaut) at the Air Forw Acadany.(R) 

7. Also in 1990 Gtneral of Aviatioo. Igor MALTSEV. Ouef of the- Main Staff of Defence Fo~ 
submitted ~ and pboo>graph.-. for ,:i~b~ ~ - These reports were &ocn pilot and o<ber t,,cpert 
observers. {Report held by DJ55(R)l Anaher ~ ~ UWOlw:d in the studies is VsevoJod 
TR.OITSl<Y (Rl}ssian Academy of Sciences) m10 chaired the ·~ for tbe Study of Anomalous 
Propagation~ Pbeo~{U) 

&. ,Former'Sowt _Union Aircraft ln~ Sd<.olov reported. "We bad 40 cases~ pilct.s 
cncoontered UFOs. Initially th,ey \\ere comma,ped to·~ then shoot. Wtieu our pilots wouJd d>gagC lhe 
UFO it '\\OOd speed- up; ~ airet:aft would give~ foose controt afi<;I ~ -lllat happened ,3 ~ azd 
twice the pilots died. Mer that the pilots we toJd to dbsezve ·and cl1aJ1ge course and get out". 'The ·pilots 
Yiewcd .UFOs as a defi.nite threat''. ~olov-sa~ "thelmilitary-were interested in UFOs induding the belief 
that if the secrets of the UFO c:oukl be <baibed ~ would be able lo ~ the (:Oltll)Ctiti.og against 
prospective enemies by incorporating the t.cc.baolQ&Y". ~ -inddcnce of 'Foo F~' or -'BOi,s· (i.e. 
BOLWES) is perhaps higher than n:p<>(1cd. In Russ~ airline c,ews, it bas been~ ate relu~ to 
caU ~r·s~ tQ these as it is bad for oosirds! (U) 
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9. FSU/Russian t:q>Climtittal Vehicle In 1980 Candidate of T~ Sciences {N. Abacharayev) C; WW~ 
submitted an invention 'of UFO-like shape' which was based "'1 a supec cooducting 'storage_ rings, ooe >- a:: uJ 
vertically and oae horizontally orientated. Electrodes, asseinbtcif into several sections, tcnnipate ~ide the ~ ~ r;S 
craft and create electrical di.s:cliarges in the flying mediwn. The discharge-eum:nt ~ the ~ i.5 o I . 
cootrolled in some way by a current flows from a superoonducj:ing winding and thrust is produced. The <( I- o 
vcrticaJ section of the electrodes is switcl)ed off"for tak_e--0ff and the bprizontal ~ are used fur en ffi ~ 
maooeuwng. Fwtber USSR reports speak of seeing unlcno!vn -~ experimental vehicles UAPs (~) Cf) o 1-
which.. rwtearound an axis and claim that the roWioo of a plasma sheath Crea!e an additiooa.l n:iagnetic field, I Z 0 
Pufsatihg Ii~ were obtained froot the plasmas ~ - As the pulsating increased the ~ of. the I- :::> ~ 
~~ in~ -the . the ·Jas:,na ~ ~1~.Jl~L~_CJ!IS_ and s~. i) 

,S2r 

l . 

IED 



t 

·URJFIEB 
OTHER NATIONAL ACI'IVJTV 

10. CHJNA In 1he early J 990s China aonouna:d ~ interest in UDc:Xplaincd AcriaJ Phc:t1ornena, and in 
May 1999 set up a 'Scientm.c Imtitute for the Study of UFOs. This Imtitute numbers- more than JOO co
operating specialist members ovtr 24 Industrial aod Mwucipal Departments ceatm:t oo PdcinglBeijins and 
odltl" large cities. The TORs are to determine whecber UFOs represent tmUSUal or UDCa)ventiooal 
~ pbcnorneooo. Sane articles have appeaml in~ Chinese News Moo.ia (in ~ . together 
with UFO photography. The ~ had contact with ~ officials on the topic of UAP in the setting
up of the organisatioo described briefly above, spc:dficafly Academicians Frolov, Kasmacfleev and 
Pitn,Meh.[IJ({U) 

11. SPAIN The Spanish MoD have taken the ' UFO' ~ seriou$ly. Sixty six ~ have reportedly 
been ~ to the public. DJ 55 Staff have not seeJt qiese files.(U) 

12. USA & CANADA The USA 's widely1)Ublicised activities~ desai~ aJ.xi ~ .with the UK 
effort at the hr#,oing of Volwnc I of this reP.()rt There is no intclli~ ex~ or access or 
co~~ of any~ on the~icof UFOs'. -

13. The medical~ whldt ~ rep~ 'UFO' eff~ oo humans took place at the 
{)Diversity of Ontario,. Canada. No ·papers have been seeo "hich direcdy relate~ to an i.ot.eutioo. to 
replic::at.e UFO e.ffects obwoc:d in Ontario,. (U) 

l4. Most rcspon.gble o~ ~ UicmscJ\ICS frool ~ e.xtrcmc positioos taken by tbe media.'and 
the everbusy UFO publishing indusuy, \WUCh, in the~ tw . _ccd no less than 31 ~ for pul)lic 
consurnptioo. Most of these Qriginated in the USA. -) 

· S·t-T 
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GENERATION OF PLASMA FORMATIONS 

INTRODUCTION 

ANNEX A 

l. Avram.enko [I) was~& on plasma fonnations durin8 the Cold War as a source- of high power 
radiation, especially to produce ·Jong-li:ved' plasma foi:rnatioos . The properties developed were high 
density. low optical emission and retention of shape in an air:fl~w up to 200ms·1• 'Iliese were 
supposedly analogues of ba11 lightning - but were dearly part of the Soviet Uruon HP microwave 
wcapqn prograjllme. The colour of the plasma ,vas light blue ·in air. In a water aerosol a near 
spherical shape was formed. Avramenko also showed, under laboratory <;ooditioos, tflat ~ge,trc 
Plasma l_?ormatiom (EPF) ·cou~d pass through ob~les with holes in them. For C?Cample holes in J'Qds. 
spheres, di~ks or plates. ~ EPF can WlSS through a.p,ucb smaller bole than its dimmsjoos, reformin~ 
on the other side without dividing into parts. This suggestS that the plasma CQn~ forces similar to 
surface ~jOll or· mutual attraction of the particles 'ronnu,g ,the medium. Expenments proved that 
pressures wcie ~rbleup,to-2-5 torr before break-up. Strangc::ly. the time taken for completion of the 
motjon through d)c ,ape,tl!Je apparently d~ oot only on~ hole 4iameter and length (e.g . when 
pa:ss~g :dirougb a t;ube)i but also on ,the mat.erial. For· ~pie wh& the 1~ of a.glass tube was 
ldigtfrened ~ a -tador of ~, die transmit time was rl;duc:ed by 40%. In diamagnetic material the time 
was reduced by--25¾. (U) 

2. . In the UAP co,itext the implications are that (as ofwq repo~ .in p~ice by nw1y witness) ~ UAP 
can 'enter' a room or even~ aircraft:though a ,si,najJ

1
~ppture rplative t.o its size. It can achieve this 

either by .pubclUring a bole-throogb a material or (frigb~ly to a witness) entering through a door. 
. k - -

It . r. 

I 

I 

3. Si&nature C®trol Experimehts [2), have also been made into the ·cloaking~ appJication 01 
sdectjve plasmas by modifying the plasma ionisation (i.e. it's density). so as either not to reflect the 
inciderit ·RF, or only partially t9 do so, and hence to prevent or reduce the probability of target 
detection. ln di~ic material the~ was reduced by -25%. The propagation of these plasmas 
in a transverse m.wi~.@- 1.2 x l06A.m·') or electric (E=IC>'v.m·') fields was~ accompanied by a 
noticeable defJe<:tion oflhe plasma in th<: e~rirn.entaJ charuiel.(U) · 

4. In the experimental cases the energy distribution within the plasma was found to be axisynvnetric 
and with rapid fall-off at the slorts. This may not, of course, be the case in the UAP context, where 
further variation may occur in single-cocc plasmas aoo complex pla,sma densities, and other probable E 
or H fieJd distributions, ma.y ex.i~· in multiple-cored fol]tlatio11S (sec coJour imagery in ·front of Volµme 
I). Hence, the fie~fluxes from EPF's can be:: expected to be distributed not only as heat flux (of the 
order -5 x I04w.cm·2 whert: the core temperattJre can be 20,000 to 30,000°K) but as vistblc and IR 
radiation. (R) 

5. It is noted, and again espedally relev~t in the UAP cootext, that the overall plasma body 
density can be close to that 9f1he su~ding air, eveo though the dcruity of the charged particles 
themselves i.s high. as· is the energy density. The panii:Jes exhibit an intensjve mutuaJ attraction, hence 

RETAINED UNDER 
SECTIQN 3(4) 



) 

UNCtfSJRED 
the plasma mass is capable of ~tonomous existence for an anomaJotJsly long lime; when compaccd 
with an ideal plasma. The charged particle density fo._ 100° EPF may be of the order 5 x 1016 cm-J. 
The references indicate that at least 20-30 Russian scientists bave been pursuing plasma research, its 
relevance to military activities; ineluding baJl lightning, and plasma research relative ro ai~ vehiclcs.(R) 

6. In SUJMWY, the plasma deosity is such ~ if formed (by whatever means} in the atmosphere, 
it is likely to: 

"Float' or 'bob' (because of its close relative d~ityto the surrounding air}. 

Climb or descend slowly, unless acted upon by very strong external. poteotial 
differences seen in the ' darting' towards objects of diffc~t potential· often 

-'electrical or other ~ pylons, or their ~u.Jated or ~Jated conducto~; or 
rowarqs vehi~lcs in -~ ground, es,i>(x:ialJy on exposed high i;noorland or, 'fw-
CXIUtlple, on mdUntain roads. · 

~it-emui~ motion c;lUSed by -aq iriteraciiop of total body .~ge with other. 
surrounding ~c and electrical1 fields. 

Be a~ towards areas ~ .the·electricaJ activity,irl the form ofclectrosta~c 
~es may be modified by the presence of intense air-whicle.,acUVJty. 

SPHERICAL FORMATIONS IN T~ A, TMOSPHERE 

7. A 1995 Russian 1\MCW states that sphenca1 formations in the atmosphere origipate mostly as a 
result ofhmnan activities. Examples of activities which can produce spherical~ arc: 

Launches of missiles. spacec~ and satellites. 

~ burning.up of used missile stages and defunct satelJitcs .in dense layers of the 
~~m. 

A~phcric pollution (~ also Working Paper I -& 2 on Dusty flasmas) .. 

The launching of stratostats and balloons (see Working Papers No.14 & JS) 

'8. Other spherical fgrmations may be rel~ ·to meteors. planc;ts, the.Aurora Borealis or other 
• opti~ and natu~ weather phmoma, also cove,~ in Vol~ 2. Many drifting lwninous formations 

maintain their stiape over long ~s. E~j>lanations 'have been sought, Vi'Nch include, cberni~, 
optical and vortice models - which often do oot explain the rep6(ttd ~lectri~ properties of the 
fonnatiom. ln contrast, the plasma models apP,Qr,Dot to explain their stability and lifetime. At I~ 
one optioo[3] contends that such formations. including ball lightning, consist of clectrostatically bi• 
polar charged shells comprising orderly orientated water n:io1ccules,(U) 

9. While ball lightning diameters (see Working Paper No:i) are prcdonµnantly small, by 
comparison with many others report~,. the common factors between all these arc that they exhibit: 
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Sudden appearance/emergence. 

Sudden di~ce. 

Erratic and oth_er motion which enabics them to be clearly di~ishtd from 
familiar objects. 

Forms of energy detectable· electrical fidd(s) present.. magnetic field($) present, heat, 
light, colours and sound. 

Si.nillar shaJ)!eS or shapes and, in general. those fonned by rotations or distoftioos of a 
~~- ' . ' 

Shapes described asp~ by that bounded by several 'marlc:er lights' (or 
colours) - (e.g. rings of(jght,s, 1riartgl~, o,lSIQJI~). 

Shap_es described 3$ solid ob~ bµt Men with ~t$ (col9Urs) at their· sharp 
extremities; (is .at-thefr 'c:omc:rs'). 

A pr~cy for'spherii:al fonnatiQllS tq funn nearsourees of M~. Jron and 

~~ -

10. About 60% ovball lightning pheoO"m:eila have a diameter of --;Sm, with a pro~J,ility of 

(U) 

occurrence of 10·J1to IW 1an·1 nun·•. In basic terms~ is approximately 100 to 1000 inadents on 
earth ev,c,ry hour, ~y ofwbi.~ go-~ and therefore wo-epo~. Apart from any visual sightings, 
the impli<:a,tioo. must be that these c(o not constantly p~t false alanns to radars. While the 
~n:tical radar ~-sectioo of the ideal reflective ~pberc, (giveb by 2~af'e. where '-a' i.s tfic radius). 
can be 50 square metres for a Sm diameter ball and teri for a lm diameter bal~ at D(L) Band; clearly 
thi~ is not the case ll! p-i;actice-. l'lasma researchers quote (liametets from centimetres to I b-:l jmetres 

and RCS values from -60dB to 8 metres at the saJQC Rf. (U) 

11 . During the ~riod of obscmition the phenomena may exhibit one or more of the following; 

Gradual growth. 

Splitting into two or more separate~ (but rarely more than five), accompanied 
sor_netimes by~ ~ c:>f pattern, spacina ana shape. 

Dissolution/dissipation to invisibility (often instability reporteihs aocdcrating 
away rapidly; wh~ ·in fact thc·diartlCtef: reduces and intensity fades). 

Merging of pisparate 'bright lights' (or oolours) into larger formation (often 
rcportea ·a.s small craft joining the 'mother ship' and thereafter forming a row of 
portholes!) . 
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Disappearance. ~ by smett. 

Rotati~ ~ linear motion. 

Weak thermal radiation. 

Translucence, haloes, blacknesi. 

Beamed light emissions, especially when near a conductive object (usualfy 
descnl>ed by wi~ses as beams, whi~ if they ~ve or rotate bec;orile 
·scannmg.~chlights', or 'beams 'searching for,a la,ndmg site:.cspcciaJJy if the 
formatiOJI is-stationary at tJx;: time. It -is, of course, inevitable that conductive 
~~ will be found - depending on the location. A vehicle; forAxumpleJ 
C~Ulg rt109T)and, ~y,be.the ~y ~~VC object for rajJes :waft fron\ a 
tew ~tepbone or' power wires). They are, most ltktl.y, the dj~ge or le;wge paths 
by whicb the ph1sma enJity gradl}aJly loses it$ suuaure ~ weak~ to a point of 
di~~ wtless it is either attracled·away or its ,bu.oancy state changes, allowing 
it to ·cfloat off' .. ~d seek aOQther dc:sfination. 

Qnaer _so~ C9J)ditfons invisibil.iiY, t(! the iiJ.UnaD eye, while being visible to 
so~,forms ·ofph~hyana conttaril_y, visiQle l:o the.eye-, but not.5CCD on 
p~ taken at:the .time. 

or White baU lightning (g~h,:'-smaj.Icr in diameter) is usually spherical, hence 
~ name; ~er fqnnations with ~r ~are~ rq,orted as discoids, 
and have often three.or four dificrent col®~, espc;cially at the top'or bottom. 

(U) 

12 Proposed ~ey It is noted diat the .Russia:n perception is much d>c same as in The. W~. That 
there is a UAP conne,qtion i:s evideht by the 'beamed light emissions• and '18,QdiQg $ite' mehti<>O;erl 
above. in a strong e!Qctric (E) field, a stable structure can be formed of water mo~·utes. where their 
dipole m:oment vcct.o:rs arc aJigned with the ,force· lines. This is possible because they possess polarity 
and hydrogen ~ds are capable of forming dense structures like ice or loose ones .lilce snow. Among 
alJ kno~ Sl:!bstancts, ~r pos~ the' Ja.rgest numbeT of crystaUine phases; whi9h ca(t be formed 
under v:µ-ious temperatures, pressures aod ~ vapouf condeosation conditions. Certain types of ice., 
w.hich-orjginate.al high ptessure, can exist at tempptatutes ex~g 70°C. ~y c:orrimon ice is lighter 
than water. Dile to ordered structures and high electric·striction pres$Ul'C, spherical fonnation balls can 
exist at high temperatures. Using the theocy suggested (at Ref. 3), the shell stability and shell st(e.ngth 
is dcttrrnioec:1-°by the local field, which ,keeps the shell of the sp!w:roid in tension. The shell theory 
Stlggests ~ for such spperical ·formations, for example for a radius of -l 0km. the delay period cou Id 
be ,,-200s. When such shells disintegrate, moJecul~ change state and stored energy is suddenly 
released, for example as a small eJCplosioo. The attractive force between a sphere and a conductive 
surface at distancc,t, ·when the axis of the S{'herc js no~l to the surface is given by: 

F = 3p1f.J21r..t at p = 4~ER) 
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At R2 = lOm (whefe R2 is the sphere ou~ radius) 

E1 ,,.. 3MV.m"1 

l = 42m 
F = J23N 

orat l = IOm 
F = 4QkN 

The magnitude of this attraction force, plus their low aerodynamic drag · could e,q>lai.a how plasma 
balls have been seen to move against the wind. ~ 

13. Corona Discbarte The "COrona discharge from _the su~ of'o.bjects can Cf15Urc the stability of 
low density objects in the air. When the ~cd fonnatioo approa~ a tonducting object. the 
disc~e of a .bi-polarly charged shell wouJd increase. This is normally ac~~ by an electric 
wind which, in laboratory conditions -~ be shown tb exceed 2m.s·1• Jbe reactive efrect.p.n;><Juced by 
the eleciric .wii:Jd is ~~le of b$ncing)he mirror retlcction and gravitation f9roes. (U) 

14. Shells Spberi~ formatioos ;i.re -snetls that1may ·be perceived di.ffe~ by the eye; ~ms, or 
radar. These shells cause an·interfe~~ of light and radio waves. Ambient light falling on.a thin sbell 
~ u be part}_Y teflecte4 br the inner and FY by ~e wteT_ s~rface. If the she~ thiclcness 11¥peos to 
displace.a)~ ~~~ J>Yhalf ~ ~velengtb,tbe waves,woula lbterfere, thus making the:.sbell appear as 
a black (or solid) objc;c,t or silhouette. (U) 

15. SuJ)':rcoolcd water vapour in the.di~ ~ can eohaoce the amount of glow~ up to 
l 000 times. In the UAP context. eyewitnesses frequC!lffy rg,ort convergent radiating star..sbaped 
beams. (CJ) 

SUMMARY 

16. · ~ foregoing theory cannot be entirely pfoved to be an eµct model of a UAP, but the 
~~ are strikingly similar, if n~ identical to many of the reports on the UK ~ 
U~btcdly. the postulated s~Us can be stable, CW) tra.vel. have ~ersi.steoce antl. ~ UAP-like . 

_~cteristics. ;::;;:____ ~- \ 5 . 2 T" 

THIS IS A COPY -ORIGINAL CLOSED 
[I} "Study ofPla.mta f onnatioos in an Erosion Oischatge" UNDER THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATIO 
Avramenko R F., Bakhtin B.I. et al Sov. -;fedl Phys ~5 (i2) Oec m~T.!...=.2~00~0~-...:E::.'.X~E:,:M.:.:,:_P.:.,T:,::IO;:N:.,.==::=::::====*=1 

[2} Kang W.I .• Radar M &-Alexoff. I '•A Conceptual Suidy of Stealth Plasma Anteona" Plasma 
J. Science Laboratory, University of Tennessee 

(3] ~ -1 Mesenyashin "$phcrical Fonnations in the Atlposphere as a P)lysical Pbenomenoo" Joumal of 
"Electr~tics No. 36,1995. Russian intetejt in UAPs is often evident in this short i::cview, where 
' shapes- as solid objects~ and triangles etc are mentioned. The similarlity of UAP characteristics are not 
normaUy connocted in West.em scientific papers on 1>all or bwt Lightning. 
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UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL PHENOMENA IN THE UKAIR 
DEFENCE REGION: EXECUTJVJS SUMMARY 

The Main Re11on{Volume 1 - RESTR1CTED)1 descnbes the 13ack~ound~ Mett,adol 
• > . 

u~ th'e Data Base an·d the ·statistical Ajlal_fsis. .Supporting Technical Poi~ Pa 
eavering topics r,efe:vant to an understanding of die phenomena are at ·:Volume 2 
RES1.IUOTED. {U) 

. • l 

This assessment.is entirely .based on ·material neld in DIS-5, t ogether wiJ the. r-elevant 
scientific princjples for an understaqdi~ of the phenom~ (R) 

S·4t:i Comments · on ifils, docurnc:;nt, which has been prepared by : 
w'.e!~omed and shou14 be addr~ to·MoD, Dl ST. DlSS! 
Burlciing, Whitehall, London SWJ_A 2EU, Tet 

Old War Office 
GPTN;'MJ385722}.~) No=\ 
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INTRODUCTTON 

1. Reports.of UAP (.popularly known as
1 
(UFOs') areu~ijal)y. desfri~ as 90,loi:tre_d li~ts 

-and so.me~mes as shape$, They are typicaJly· spherfaaJ, disc; torroiaaJ or cp shn~. 
Very oc;casionally they are r~ported with sound:and even with smeJI. I\epqr.ts~b~se 

, they ~omprise unfamiliar,and un~~ted Jjght$. sha~.and pa~t,ems. in the co~ Jn wbidb. 
the observer s~s them~ Tb.e .phenome.na occur on ~ daily, world"Wide basis: The UK 
annual reporting ra~~--which is for ·a relatively S!\'.le]J"patt of tJ1e,earpi;s -~~ ~~~ is 
.summarised,-at:F~re·L That UAP exi$t js ind~pufa:ble.~Credited wi~.abi~µy to hover . 

• Iano" i~~~off. actef erat~ {"9 ex~t.i~nai velociti~:and :vanish, th~}l'.-can li.epottedl)L~ter theu
dftroti<;>}! offiight-$tidden,i,Y and:ciearJy o~· edtjbit ae~czyt)anuc,G!W.8cte~ti · ;We beytind 
those ofany·known _.aircraft oi:,missile- ejthernfanned ot u.111~an~~. (It) 

• 
2. The topic.~as~ hitherte>. defied <;r~ible;descriptioo ~(~its ~G!,Qal cause; ,Any worth,, 
while study ,of-UAP. wblle rnaintainiog rthe stu~y,aim, has in~0;~bJy re,gu,.r.e4 ~ multi
. 4ts~i.P.Jinary-appf o_ac~,and ~n µo~e~aqdjng of the i~aetfon af~fl. th~ contributory taorors. 
It fs-~.eli~~~ .that.tlfe. ~rt,elafieo of.th~,oy~ ~Y' 0fimQm,~uon;'t~orJ~~vet ~ ~ of 
about·30,years; with a·Jl!ore_ detailed examinatfon df'~the ta:st l'O yeats~·-tag~,wi~ ... Jhe 

. pro.babl~ uode(lyin,g sciW!ce, may p,o~llt 1Q '~ r~iµb!fjust1fied .~planatio1;roi? ~~e~ of 
this phenonie~(R, 

-3. For convenient oross.:.-ref~,ence1htoug~9ut tijis :&~µve Su~ary. t~ Cont~n Lists. . 
ofWolumes l, 2 & 3·are afAnnex'A,(R) 

4: Th~ aim of th~_irwesti~tio.n has ~~n 10 deter.mine the-potentW value~ if,any1 of UAP 
$ighting repo,\s to Pefencerlnt'eUigenc~: Consistept With Moo policy, Jhe a~ablelw'a · 
hanhe.refore been studied prhrcip£1y to ,ascertain_ wh~ther thet'e rts.,aey ~d~nte.~f a: threat. 
to, th~.UK. ~d ~n~ly. ~ould .the opportunity· arise, to-identir] an.t potenn~ mili~-
techn~_giesofinieres~. {R) • · · 

UNdlllEO 



.._ 

SCIENTIFIC & 1£CHN101L MEMORA!J{DIJMS1/2/09 

STUDY.METHOD 

5. UAP· sightings are re,potted to MoO in ,a prescnoed. fonuat and ~e 30 years of 
r-eportsare held. A rehitional dataliase has been d~S®,ttd to stuC:iy the ,Pattern and nciJW:e-ef 
UA.P. From April 1997 it was decided th"1,4be DIS shC>~ld receive only reports ii-em 
'credil,le' witnesses. This. llas significantly _reduced :th~ n~mber cl reports rt'!C,eived and at. 
consequenee made up to date records inconiplete. For this,, stuc!Y. a statistic~ly 
repr~s~tative-.samfile·ofthe·reJX?rts ree,eiye,d bet~n· J-98? and 1997 have.~n--e~oecl 
fo detaiJ. •. using tbedatab~ and hundr~s ofotnenepori,s liave·beien· examined 9$l~a11y; 
The pUfRO_$,e·ofthe statistr~l ~,naJy.sis w.as to: 

• . ,Pfovide graphical and tabular anatisis of-the number of ret><>nedll» events._My f.iat~ 
t~e, ~1me andfocation. 

-• · A11ow clusters of events to he ::examined in gr-eater detail. to. d~e .whether· ~Y 
.. infpni\"atiou· Qf d'efeo.cerinter~. Qan be· i~over:~ :for exampl~, Yelattng:to 1fartictdat
.stfategicfocations. 'insp~on"bf·oiir,w ·r~ ~ -.. 
• , I dent½~ whi?re\fe[ p~~gjble;. th·~ · attho~ll1tie, and _·terrestrial coi:idi'tions· for the 
oocul!ence -or. formauon of a U,&. ltfthoug,h ten\lous, m the-absenee -ef"better; -guality 
qafa; tbis approach ~nabled pro.babJe .cao~s df tne (JAP phes,~ to·be i(leniified artd· 
tffus eliminate--some efthe more extrerne:theses.(R) 

. 
, 6. Flight :.Safe~ A.sj>ects Witliin·the limitations o(tbe UAP matfflal ~vailab!e. cU1 

exi mination of all unexplained RAF aireraft . fatal accidents. was· made. to assess· 'the 
·po§s'bility, ··or' othetwise. that.tpast_-a~d.ents may hav~ been <ia~~ed d1,1e to- a stanl~ (i.e. 
&JAP) ~ppearance, immediately ·ahead of llllliwy aircraft flying fast ap.d ~9W~ An' 
. .examination- was also maae 'for any possible UAP -connection wi_fu ~ ... miss· aerial, 
~narfos,w_here the_ S®nd,.air:Object Wa$ never identified atth& subsequent-Ctvil Avi3*>n 
Auth6ri(y (CAA).enquiries:(}l) ·. , 

7. ParaJlel Activities- The nature of all relevant types of a_ttnos,pheri~ _phenomena ~d 
human fatei:act~on !lave been studied~ so . .t}:l~t any iteqis ~f,d,efc nce -inteltige.noo ifi!erest 
could be identifi~. Factors wHich cause man~made obj#fs to be misreported as UAR have 
1ilso b~ studied. The sttidy a)so necessari!Y involved ~-brief examination 0f the 
performance oftne C\irrent UKAPRsurface and air~~ sensors and· whether the airspace 
could Ii_ave been penetrated by potentiaJly-hestile rut-ebjects in the form ofl.JAf>. (R) 

8. Science--Based Ap.proAclt A conscious ~tfo·n has been made to distance the 
fnvesugatron from any external influences,{ e.g .• Sl,ICh as may be found in th.e media] on the 

s 



topic-of 'UFOs~ and menti.on is ~ad~·ofthese asp.ecis only whet-e)1b.soluteJ¥~~ 
1>'a.rtof the wi~~r unde(~~odiog of th~~gf)la.(R} 

SUM:MARYOF FJNDJNGS 

·9. ~a,\t.d -0n ~I ~he al-'~il~1*~ evid~reJJlainhtg in theDijl~f1.~ent (~1l,r:t~ o.ver 
. he last-30 yea~)., ,!h~ infQrmation sfodie(4 eitlu~r,·sepAratdy-or '.COfflOri\.teJt'bOJJ'fairied 
'iri U~P r,eporys~ leads t.~ ~~"'~_.oondnsion, tJ,at Jt_ d~ ·n!>t baye ~ny .sigpifacant· Def~, 
Intelligence .vru'!e., H0-wet_.er_, the- Stqdy,. 1w ~nw.v.ered a nuitdter ,af t~lm&l;o~ 
·iss1,1~....,th~t may b~of po·t~n'(jal' defenceiiaiter-est;. {R:) · 

' 
i(). €au$es oflJAP.,Rworis, ln-,t~ absenG.e of~y .. evici#1ce to· the ~pnt~~ -lhe k~ 
lJAP Tep~..rt fintlin~ ~e:. 

• 1'.:fis .. repo~iry~ ot-m~n-mase-Yeliiclft~ (5ften ,obser;ved by perf~tly .cir~ible wi~iS. 
bµf with tt~ili'a'r of ~~~ ~ tur~, ~dn unp~U?l cirourostan~. 

• .: ~rts,-0~~ -~!'l 1!~ U®~ '~men11. wlui:h are·gen\i]nelymisuniie,st®d al. 
ttie tiroe;bytl+e ob-..ser,Ye • · ,· · · 

• Tb~ i~Qidence ·o.( n~: ~'!,!tit~ ~ iy ra~ plte~o.m:ena Thes ~ fbe. Jn0f*111~ 
due:to natural changes ·anli -pd illily ·acxlterated hy foait~~ded iacro~ .s.,.fgli a$ smolce 
"and dust. 

. ' 

· ~ No .evidence ~mts'to a#oti~te t~e phenQmeila-witJa a,RY'RR-rfioo(arnJ{tirut. . . 
~ 

! N.o evf:den~e ~St$ t~~ugg~t thil,t tbt;:pf:teq.omeµa~een are_t.,9Stile .r under u~y 
typ.e-ofcontroJ, o(het than that, of.n~tur.alp~ysica.fo.rc~-

• . t)~~c~ .s~gg~~f ~hat, ieteors a~~ tli~ir: w~1l-~own t;,ff~ts 1Ul~, po:ss:ibb $6me 
o!her'le.s:s-,i<nown effecbt ar.e rdpon·sible tor some UAP. '(R) 

I 1. .Aetia.l phenomena of the type cpnsisteot With ttwse rep,orted as UAP~ and -with 
~~naL.oharacteristicsl ceryainly e?{ist - ti~t the available-~derice suggests that ,apart 
) fom those which C?a.tl be more easily and ~ti$fa~orlly explained, t'bey-311 c.ornprisell of 
several~t.yPeS of rarely-encountered natu .,al ,events within the atmosphere aq.d iono,sphere: 
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Some of these are still barely understood It, is clear.that they bave been reported 3$' 

~tional ticcmrenoos t.flroughout r,ecord~ history,. using the ial}guage of the times. II! 
1hl~ res~ct the readeri~ especia{tyr~fei:red to,o'·Nlil'eX- A. ~a'ge;A4) (or tepics· cov~r«Hn 
Volume 2 Papers 2. IOJ !3. 19, 2:1, 23 &'24 and t6"Valume I Anriex C. . (R) 

12. Con.S1derable·~wdence ~xlsts to suppo~ the'th~ that lhe,events are alm~ cerf~y 
attri~oiabJe to ~hysical, elecmcal and f!l~~e- phenomena in the atmospher~ mes,o.$Phere 
aµd i<:m~hert. Th~y ap,p~ to .originate due,, tQ more than one -set . of weat er and 
efeetliqdly-charged cond1tro~and are 'ob.s:emed ·s.e t~Q~ly!~ to make.I~~~ to 
tne ,majoritf'-0 ~~se:rve~~ 1jlere,_~S !O ?e ,a strofJk p9ssibifa_;)'- 'tl,~.at, feast{SQffle'~ the 
ev~ ~ Y be tog,g~n:d by meieor··re.:,:enw.- the me\~is~eit.l\er..bnming'. u~ ·~ mp~tely IJO, 
!mpactihg-~ meteorlres, b'tit tonni~g buoy~nt P,1asntas. The.corttlit~ ancl methu)J fjf 
fol(na~0lJ ~f 1:}le el~ri~~t-cJl~~ p1~m~ ~d the.scientific raii9~ale for·sustai~em 
for-sigoltroaot-peri,ods.is incompJete ort10t fully tindetstqoo.(R'} 

t 

~ U~pe,1de])t.on an objeQCs:c()f~prtteinp.er~re.and ~erQSpl den$it;y., it~·11~-seen 
vis~y· either by its ,s:e1f..ge.nerited plasma cblou , . n~ :-reflected light ;· r in
s.ilhooet.teJ>Yclight b~ac~e ~-td b ckground co~rast. As ~n elecuiea.Hx-~~ .. 
but not iolill;ed, iasebus ITU1$S, this m<;iy ;he either · v.isi6Je to' 1he ~ e 'bi.it not t~ · 
·radar sensors; or ,fullv. ionised and visible t0 both .. 

• ,f i 

•· :OccasionJllly ~nd perbnps ,e., ccptfonnt}y, it see~ t hat :~ ·field' wltb, 2s- pi, 
undeterr:nllie.d charl\ctetj,stics1 ~ exist lretw~ ~min elm~ buoyant 
o_!>j~ts'ir, lo.c;t~ J~t~~fioP1 .. ~uc~ . tl!J\~,, del)~<:fiog ~ t1J

0
e wewhlg ,asp~\ -the 

inteWening.space between tlienl'forms an area (vilM:'~ .as a s,hllpe,. olt~ 
triangular), from w)aich i he r4!0cction of lig'lit d~ not oec-ur. ·This ts a key 
·finding in fhe ' ttriJfotion of what have (frequently be,en Jl',POrted ~s-blacl< 
'craft', ·ofieri' t.rianguJar cand e.ven up to hundred~ of f~e.t in leqgth. (Vohime 
2. P~r 18) · 

• The·dose proximity of plasma refated fields-can,advmely-atTect a-vehicle or 
person, Forth.is to~oocu.r the UAP must be e.ntountered at very ~1os:e nmges. ·A 
probnble modulated mngnetic, ~tectric or-electromagnetic ( or-· even'" unknQwli 
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~el'9t 11ppears·tQ emauat~ fr.om-·sottlb o.f dlebnoyant dl~r.ged J'llMSet Lo~ 
. .fielcl~ ·of -this zype (prob.abty either an electr(nri¥gpetic near~field. r a direct 
ma·gJ1etlc ·fi~l_(i) havejbeen medj~lY._P.fO'ten ,to _~use re.$ponses fo 1~ teroPpral 
l()bes"'- .of tfie · human.,brain: These result jn the obsewer su.staimng (anij ater 
{lesc:ribing and retai~ing) his or ~er own,w'Jlcl. but mainly. inoorr~ d~cpptlon of;' 
what is .ex_periencec;f. :So~ observe~~ ·are fikely t0 'be ;nore.~ysceplibJ~tp these
fields ~than · ate otli~r-s. and ~Y suffer e~~.deµ ·.memo:ry r~~tion and' ~t 

· e>;c~riences, Thts is. .sugge$ted to .be~ ,k~y. l1cior in influencing the\fflom 
eit~ine r~p~rts l"o_lll!d in. 1ne m~ia '-;-ind sare cl~d.Y be@'-fetf by.16,.e- ~t&hns' 
(Voh:une·2 Papers ·1, 2--and (viith' expenmtintal tesults).P<Jper2~}. 

'. . Those.clqs~t-19. the:_ievept ,but Jo<;ajea in v.ehiclri OT bdin:d ,~~~~~ ~p~ t{;) 
be paru~!y or. fully screened :from the' ra~ e.d fi~ and ~;y.-~i.aift,!i(~ ~di~ted 
~Jeot_s·ate_-ree9;te4 iJ!:.~Ome,\/9Y T¥e.~nS}an(!eS to be $}lfficient to C~\15,e scqr~~. 
of:btn~~ . .skiti~nd daaj~ge to heru:bylerrestnarj)pJ,ects. (Yolum~:2,.Rapers 1r~ & 
2-5) 

.~ WJthlli ·ihe. i.nll~i'~jj.~ ·Jttne· tie.lei; ~p:-effeQftyetym iJs. pro~,~ riear-tieJ~l .. 4t~lmnie. 
p~\h, co.upJmg.fo,;,vell'tcle electronic and"-elootrical system~ can, e.oour w, affect 
eq.uipm~~t. "Q~~loq._ AJtho.tigh tbl~ ~ fois qee~ Jirt)irM to. 1he:~,:~m@rarx 
maifuoctian -o'fltite,mal •' ~ombl.istioo.. ehines··and radios ·,wifilin tlje '~ 'ft fS: ~ 
importao~. tb.at:ai~ f¥,IU,ip . ent eo.uld ~ceptronaUy'be ~~ed ·fur: ~ .JimJted 
peri,od, ac9ordi~g ,J{> acithodtatiY~ ·pp·en scientific r_eportS ftopt1he lJSA~ 

·• ~tth~~ghJ jJ ~~IJJlot be.'complc.:tely ruled out there i_ noffirm.··eYi(J;eU }.hat,. 
au-~.qft. O~·~rews:ar,e· e>:poid' to 11 dir~ct thtellt (e..g, .COl~OJl'- -~j,fro))J a 
UAP,.u[!less vio,ent m:m·oeuv.res are t.m_dertake.n to av.oid OJ! ·chase,lhe!Q. As 
~ v;'~nliy inettiaJess-·charge.d gaseoµs-mass, the"U .r wi.ll~-t}~ b~e n:ble-.w -

..... '';' ·, • ' •'r. 

mnrJoeuvre (mock a:nore f.ftJli~1¥ t_l~;in ,my. aircraft)·il(~o -a 'p.tJ~\(ipn_<ttm)ind~ 
by ·ihe influence ofthe-balancc of electrical 1!h:m:.ges peritaining at the time. 
(Volume,,~)· . ·, 

• · There is some evid,ence 't~at the'fonn and vi'sual appeaqmce·of.a buoy~l entity,, 
can.,}?e diaiiged ·by. the, add~tioJi of ~trnaJc en..eiw.' lt is po,ss.i_ble ~~t ~ ~l'!(aJ 
body at a.(!haige •threshofd·Jeve! might .change stat~· irextra enei'gy ':ani~. (This 
has.Jed ·utoJog1sts' lo. imag{ne,that' an ·atien response' i,s being given to their 

,sl~s!') (Volume·2, P?per 10) 

• The rnc1eases in atrnosph~~l.Y ~d dust ~~ . ther ~pes of industrial,:gaseous 
emissio.n. are likely to provide !itiditiona) cppotnmities foj·electdcaJly;.cnarged 
-aerosol fonnatio.n {dus~plasm~). Dusty ptasmas caused by this process are 
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pr,pbably nqt lhnit~ to o·e<>urriog aiJd}remainiftg;priQi;~paJ~~ in those regiOIJ$ ,oftJ}~ 
,,earth where voJcanoe,'l and .earthquakes~ n~t~~ents. (llelm'ne'2, 'Raper 19) 

·• A Ri,l.ssian ·:aerodyJJanµ,cs r'epor.t shqws tflat an 01}\c:iwise. 'iralistinct; b1 ,rrea or 
raggedly.-s~peiJ'· char,ged-.aerosol fOJJTI~tion. { often· a feature Qf UAij reports) can 
be n~u,rally cr~haped 'Oy .Qle ~ow. in whi_ch it travels to,. lopk fen}~ 'ably Ii~~ a 
typically-reported·' clas~c UFO> s,hape, (VoJ"-m~ 2, Paper l 9) (lt}. · 

14. ~t pr~~nt:th,e;~nfonnatron ,s ,:i(.?l ~vailabJe t:G;,:~~ur:atel,Y, p~t~~~ C?Oaftfon fptpi_e· 
~itsn ~f pJasrn<1~1tWnic_h are believetl fo be 'respep'sibJe .for fflfJlf tJ :P r~i>ns,; ,if'th~ 

. oomf}tions!or UAR formation can be nredfotea et eyen,,measuted .. it nil~t be n ~SJble oo 
e~~~forritati® probaoill.ty _fore.casts t.9 ~ qtaa~ ~ l!JffY ~~'!1,e.av. unn:orti\fil t~~or 

. in ,thefutuaie if.die inciJfcnc'e (aua htnce f~e bqasan'i!.i'aspeit..j off~A:.J> in'&&sts! tl'l}. 

• lt~is-~ckn'o-w!~ged1hat 'certajft·l!Jftfatniliar; friendlY:air~~ PllU' '6:ia\ilthQ.~. :f~r 
covert eJ1~<int0 (JKioontro1lecf'au1space.and;this swes rise fo S<mle UAP r:epeit.s. 
T.h~e is no e'y_icf~~ ~ of fhe; ,eeJtetrapon .~ef ti1e- OJ<ADR ay unauthqri~ !air 
j?l~onns .. (:V PJti.me -:Cf ·ape~6~·~) 

• })Jo ~~facts of t..1riknoovn :.O!'-t.lJlexp!ainif ilri~n tmve ~n ~ported ~nded to 
the '1J<-iwthoritles, 0rlesptt~ thoijsands oi: UAP reports. Tllert ~ f!O SlO!l5l:J"~ 
EU~'f er. radie:\tt9n measurem,ents ~d· little,\Jseful vide-e.0r sti1l ~IM1NT .. i-om'
th.e:-0fterr shQrt-fived .lJAP eyent~:. (iVolum _ £. Pa_per 2-2J 

• A orief 1nv~ti'g~on int9 knOWll 0('. postulated 'ex.otie tecltnol-9~" whi~lpnigQt 
=.tc;count ;fbr} h~ p~no,meo~ 11flS hOl r~~e~ ~ likely ~p)9~tion ~£::these by 
-any 'known 5ource, F.or any ·.such capabilities to be.· ~al:i,!e. !he teohrtolo.gtes, 
r~i~bilitle$, manoeuvre capabifities. accelerations and~veloosti ·'VOiJ.ld ,-apparently. 
r -ui,~ an +Jnettia-1~ vebi~~'. .. l 0.r ~ \0. beJhe oase -a oo,mpletely l,lew 
urrderstandiog .0fmat':&ia1s-. ro.rBes and fields would have io otS:in.o~tation. The 
fact that-the ohjeds reportedly have the manoeuwy ·and -accel~tion attnbutes of 
an ine'rti,a.:Jess y~f_ude r~!inf o,tces 1~ hypothesis tnft ;they are. buoyant o]13fged 
bocfles 'which move under tbe •toroos of b"oth natural. and man-mad~ ficlds until 
they disperse m;turaJJy. (Volume/~. Paper 6) 

I 

• There is evidence, .from openly~published-.scientific pape~ that sotentists in the 
fonner Soviet Unicn have· taken a partictllar in~er.est irt 'UFO Pheno~'. 'fbey 
have identified the close 1-onnecuo.n· w'lth plasma· teohnoiogi~ 'and are pt;irsuing 
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related techmques fol'. potential ititacy purpaseSJ ':far e~mnl}le.t very hlgb t90~ 
energy ~eneratioo, RF Weapoiis. li-npulse· 'Radar~ air vehicle dcag and i!icku' 
signature reiluction or con!J:pl, 8.Ild'~.essibly for radru- reflecting decoys. (Volumes 
I &3}(R) 

. -
J q. D~Qys Ctarged masse$ an ap~ ~ visllal, inti'$1-.f~ and radar t~s. The 
potential use of these is .noted, >for ~~h\ a,_s de oy tarigtts. H-0wever~ the means of 

· ge.tre;ation ~d control oftbese in the atmd,sphere at the right .rime an'cf place a_pgears to be~ 
· sig ·n~ c'h~lenge- ~ -ifiwo.utd fiave-to be ~hown that there would be-a cle;ir ad.vantage 
ef plasma. .. tfpe-decQys over e>QSfing el~~r<>nic- Warfare metbod&_. here are cltar WJillogi~ 
with the radru:·.detectien of UAP':and SJl,eciaUy construct~ air:veliicles wh1dh may use 
plas~ to ·a~eYe s\gnatur~ mpdinqati~n. _ ensltive- eomp.m:isoll$ wh,ielt roi~t-be•~afe 

-.discus ed at V41~me@) · (R) 

KEY FINDlN(;SOF DEFENCE lNTFinE-ST 

17, ~o:v~l-analys'i; whie,h has inolutled an·e.i<afulnatlon of:r~port~ received-durinj 't-ne 
•Cold ·War, indipa1es that: . 

• There. i$ no,~videot:e ~1\~ any II · ; seen in tJie, UKADR, are iMursi011J. J)y 8ir
obJecrs or -apy intelligent (extn\-t~b:'1al ~r foreign) ·origin, ,;,r that they 
re~:reseJ}t'any·hos.tile. intent. 

• There is no e."\lid~cr~e.'1lat'$0Jl~' objectu~xistwhich could C8(fS"e.a coUjsior, 
lu17i3rd. 

• A smnll ·1>ossibility may c;~ist, suggest~ by the low density o.f :such_ p~l ~(}QIU., 
of.a bead-un.cnrounter with-a UAP,. If the increa~d denSitY, ofIJAP r.epons:(as 
seen,:f9.~ example durfog I 9~:~/9~,is indicator o: an i,tct~~ in tenuine -s!gbtings •. thiJ 
ma.:r ma1cate that.1the prc;,bab1lity of h a-on enGouqt~,could ,ncrease. Ti11s could· be .a 
st"artlin_g event ror vecy. low flyiog aircraft .and eould, .conceivably, result in a•sudden 
control i,nput from which recovery is ·1 possil:lle before ground im~ Altllqugll lbe 
rjs~-b.o~ed,9n ail,av~illlble evidt!DC~, ~ judged :J.O be vecy low, it c11nnot·be totalJy " 
ruled~ut.. (V-0lume'3) 

.• .Attempts by.otbe.r nntfons to int rcept the unexplninlMI ~'bjects, which caq 
clearly cluu:age position_ faster than an aircraft~ wwe reportedly already cnused 
fataliti~. HoWc"._er, ~ere~ no ind1ftltion thnt deli~rate 'UAP chasiog' h8t 
caused this iu fhe,UKADR.,(Volume ~) 

u ED ro 



STODY:RECOMMENDATIONS 

18. Key Rec-0mnien(f~~lon ,Althi;>ugb the st).Jdy ·cannor off~ certain~ bf ~ p1~Jibn ot 
a11.u~-P phenomena.-'tne,exisiing.evidenc~.is ~ ffici~nt1y p,ersuasive·t<> niake~he,k_~ ~ 4 
sul?sidlary recommencfations: · 

• ·· 1t sl~ould ,no-longer ~e--4 tequi~em~nt for Dl~·-(o,monifo.rUAP:.rrts:,as tfl~ 
do. J!Dt demon.stt1t.llt~· 'p,i:ovi~,~ i1i~o~fiq~ ··usUul to ~efen~~ Jntd~gelJc~ 
The~efore, ff d Sic (AS) shoJ.dd1be adv~ed . 

. Suhsidi:iry Re~onHnend,\ti~ns. 

• Selectio~ of a t~n yeM UAP reporting Jleriod fat detailed statistical stud~s..,,.a}loww· 
ma~~ from :t>oth •th_e 'Cold W.ar ::and J,o~t.Co1d \'yar periQ.ds. !<r b~ ~eq. :~'o' 
signific-ant·df~eren~es wer~ di.icovereo in .the fesul~·f'r:oro~these 'two~~ P,dtois. 
For--this and other reasons it is not expected tnat further itJp9ts to th.e cfa'tab~e;,wfil 

·.~gmficantly cnange the findioss stated in this_Bxecutive.-Sum~~-C:qflS~u~ tly,. am! ffl 
~~iu~·witl1 thek~y r.ecommeJ1dntion, ·it is r~om.mended Ur~t tha-e·be-11ofurthet 
reqoarement for maintaining ihe data b~s~ 

• The :fli~ht safety aspects of the findings should be made available to the approJna!e 
RAF Air Uefe11c_e ·and Qther milital)' and e.ivil autheritles w~ich op.eraJ~ airer~ 
p~rucuJarly those operating'fast and at low altitud~ . 

1 
ln so advising: 

- Jt should be stressed that, despite,the re~-ent increase in -UAP .even1S; the 
pr-0bnbiJify of encountering a UAP remains v:ery low. . 

- No attempt shout(! be made to out-s,1anoeavre a UAP during intetc~pti;o~ 

umii1Eo ll 
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- ~t bighe,r-al~i~d~ ~ho~h U~ app~r-cto be 1;16Jligll to civil a~P~ffic, 
ptlots ~hou.ld be a~vued not to .m:uioeuw~t other than 'to gln~e the object 
astern, if pos·sible. . 

• 1:he reasons 1lffecting.fi]t yari.ability in r.adar det~(ion$ -of l)AP PY' UMDR 
(an.~. civil air traffic) ·se:mors~· should be ·;passe.d to ·the ~ppropnato ope@ting 
a utti ~riti cs,. 

• '.I;l}e retevaoc; of·plasma and ma~W~ fiel_~ "tO {)AR -were·a,i Yn~P,ecied featj:lte of. 
iliett.sQld}:, It is r~9!rl~ended th.at furt~er irWtsJig:l!i~o s~~ l\e ijit(,)" t;e 
.a_np}!e2_lnli~ of v,ax:iQUS. ~baracteristics ·of plasmas in·-nt;>vel militaFf 3pplrMtltlm. 
Wit~:ir~ectjp the ~bil1ty o.f th,e.,µse qf llJ.asmaS fb/ mititary··~AAliutiD~ sue& as 
target raqacsJgnature ooittrot an9.?fltennas, it ,is net@ 1nat·thf -tm.plic:atloils;Jfave~ready
b~ t).rl~t~Lt~ the·reievantMob. tcchnology-roanagers . 

. ' 
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you.may wis~ to make o~ the report. Piease di~t sue~ ~~nts to ADIDI55. Fi,nally, whiJ~ most 
of the report is classified at only R.ESTRICIJID UKE0,:w~ h~dly ~oed fl?lnin~ ad4ressees of~ 
media interest in this subject and consequently the ~itivity ot the report. Please protect this subject . 
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accordingly, ~d discuss the report only with those who have a need t9 know. 

D1-ST 
WH411C 85690MB 

Enclosure: 

THIS IS A COPY - ORIGINAL CLOSED 
UNDER THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 
ACT2000. EXEMPT/ON SJ../a 

DCDI, 1FS{RAF), HQ MATO, - Executi¥e Summary 
UKADGE- Executive Summary and Volume 3 
DGR&T, ADI/55, ADI/51 -Executive Summary and Volumes 1,2 and 3 

___ _;,_ ________ _ 



----
( 

Caemarfon 
Gwynedd 

From: DAS 4a1(Sec) 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB 

Teleptione (Direct disl) 
(SWitci'tboard 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

BYI Ref ~rence 
!DAS (~ec)64/3/5 

Date 
17 November 2000 

Dear -

Further to my letter of 26 September regarding your request for additional information about an 
' unidentified flying object' sighting on 5th November 1990, I am now in a position to provide a 
substantive reply. 

In order to provide you with a reply we have made some enquiries. Given the fact that the event 
you mention occurred some l O years ago these have taken a while to complete. 

It appears that a Tornado aircraft, probably one of a formation of three, was conducting a routine 
eastbound journey from an airfield in the UK to Laarbruch in Germany during the evening of 
Monday 5 November 1990. The aircraft was leaving UK airspace when it was overtaken by an 
aircraft shaped object. Shortly before control of the aircraft was transferred by the London 
Military air traffic controller at RAF West Drayton to his counterpart at Dutch Military Radar in 
the Netherlands in accordance with standard procedure. We assume that the aircraft was still in 
contact with RAF West Drayton on its second radio and chose to report the incident to UK'. 
authorities. We do not know if it was also reported to Dutch authorities. Since the event involved 
aircraft departing UK airspace, it is unlikely that the situation generated any UK Air Defence 
interest. 

I will now answer your questions in the same order as your letter. 

Question l (a-e) 
When Air Defence aircraft are scrambled for a real air policing mission, they are deemed 
operational and the Ministry of Defence has no role in the chain of operational command. 
That chain of command involves an Air Defence Commander and an Air Defence Control and 
Reporting Centre. During an operational.mission, orders to the aircraft and reports of findings are 
passed up and do~ this chain. An operational summary of the mission is written by the aircrew 
on landing and passed to the appropriate staff in the operational chain of command. The Station 
Commander is neither part of the operational command chain during the mission nor involved in 
subsequent analysis, however. he would probably be informed of events as matter of courtesy. 

Sec(AS) (now called DAS 4a{Sec)) has no role in command or in the processing of any 
operational data. DAS 4a (Sec) is the focal point within MOD for correspondence relating to 
' UFOs' and passes correspondence, as appears appropriate, to air defence experts. 

i 



· p Question 2 _ . . 
( The Tornados mvolved m the report ofS November 1990 were Tornado GRl. These are not air 

Jefence aircraft and they were merely in transit, not engaged on an operational mission. 

Question 3 
As the incident did not threaten UK airspace, it was judged to be of no defence significance. 

Question 4 
MOD' s interest in unusual air activity is to ascertain whether any threat exists to the integrity of 
UK airspace. Any incident would be investigated from an operational perspective in which 
Provost and Security Services would have no role. 

Question 5 
Air Defence aircraft occasionally investigate uni_dentined airborne 'targets'. Records of this 
activity are not for release, however, there is no evidence of any air defence aircraft employed on 
any air defence mission ever having inter~pted, identified or photographed an object of an extra
terrestrial nature. 

Question 6 
As I mentioned in my previous Jetter, occasionally members of the public do send us photographs 
of objects in the sky which they have been unable to identify. These are usually of lights at night 
for which there could be rational explanations. such as aircraft Jights. It is not the function of the 
MOD to provide an aerial identification service and there is therefore no reason for us to keep a 
database of these photographs. 

Question 7 
All notifications of sightings and letters are kept and placed on file. 

Question 8 
The larger part of duties falling to DAS 4a(Sec) (formerly Sec(AS)2a) concerns military Jow 
flying training in the UK, advice on non-operational RAF activities overseas, RAF Exchange 
Officer deployments and management of Diplomatic flight clearance procedures. 

I hope this is helpful. 

i-kJ~ ~ hi·. DAO A-b~l 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DAO/ 1/13 

300ct00 

DAS 4al(Sec) 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON AIR DEFENCE MATIERS 

References: 

A . D/Se<:(AS)/64/3/5 dated 25 Sep 00. 
B. Z6F 061340Z Nov 90. Aerial Phenomena observed on 5 Nov at 1800Z. 

1. At Reference, you asked for advice on how we might respond to a letter from-
asking for information on how we deal with UFO matters ~d more details of the 5 
Nov 90 UFO report in particular. I will attempt to addres~ point in tum and indicate 
what could be released to protect standard operating procedures rather than hide any info1r.1ation 
concerning reports of unusual air activity. 

Aerial Phenomenon Report- 5 Nov 90 

2 . First of all, having examined only the Aerial Phenomena Report filed by RAF W~! 
Dray1on at Reference B, I will set out what I assess to have been the circumstances surrounding 
the sighting. Our departmental re.cords for this period were destroyed some time ago in ac~ordance 
with standard administrative procedures. 

3. A Tornado aircraft, probably one of a formation of 3 GR1s1
, was conducting a rou1;ne 

eastbound transit from an airfield in UK to Laarbruch in Germany during the evening of M-:mday 
5 Nov 90. The aircraft was following a standard TACAN route to join TACAN BLUE 6 at the 
Flight Information Region {FIR) boundary at a military reporting point known as MC6. Shortly 
before reaching MC6 control of the aircraft was transferred by the London Military air traffic 
controller at RAF West Drayton to his counterpart at Dutch Mil Radar in the Netherlands :n 
accordance with standard procedure. At 18002, the time the aerial phenomenon was observed, the 
aircraft was leaving UK.airspace ' in the MC6 area' at Flight Level 270 (FL270), heading 100 
degrees at speed Mach 0.8. The aircraft was overtaken on the right by an aircraft shaped object, 
displaying 5/6 steady white and one blue light, at the same altitude which then proceeded in to its 
12 O' clock position at a range of 440yds. The probable route of the Tomado is shown on ~he map 
at Annex A. It is assumed that the aircraft was still in contact with West Drayton on this s~cond 
radio and chose to report the incident to UK authorities rather than the Dutch. 

4 . The incident is unusual in that the aircraft chose to report the incident as an aerial 
phenomenon rather than as an Air Ptoximity Report (AirProx) to highlight the loss of standard 
separatiot;i between aircraft (at this altitude separation should be 1,000ft or 5 nautical miles). 
Th.ere is no record of an AirProx report being made on this date in the UK. It is not known, 

1 Air Defence Tornado F3s are unlikely to have been flying t9 Laarbrucb. 



however, whether Air Prox or Aerial Phenomena Reports were filed with Dutch authorities. At 
18002 on 5 Nov it is dark both on the ground and at FL270. This explains the reference to the 
lights and to 'one large aeroplane {shape)' rather than a more specific description which would be 
expected of a professional military observer. In these low light conditions, it is generally difficult 
to judge range and relative motion and it may well be that the aircraft captain had subsequently 
revised bis appreciation of the incident and decided not to take the major step of reporting an air 
proximity bazard2

. Significantly, had controllers at West Drayton or Dutch Mil witnessed a loss 
of standard separation on radar, they would have raised AirProx Reports in their own right; this 
was certainly not done at West Drayton. 

5 . Finally, since the incident clearly involved one or more aircraft departing UK airspace, it is 
highly improbable that the situation generated any UK Air Defence interest. 

6. Comment on -questions and observations are set out sequentially below. 

7. Question l a-e. The point should be made that the Tomados of the 5 Nov 00 were 
merely in transit and not engaged on an operational mission. This is why the aircraft were in 
contact with Air Traffic Control agencies rather than operational air defence units. In addition, the 
Tomados were Ground attack variants and conduct only training in UK and Western Europe, 
never operations. When Air Defence aircraft are scramblod for a real air policing mission, such as 
for the investigation of an unidentified contact in Qie UK Air Defence Region (now the UK Air 
Policing Area), they are deemed operational and the MoD has no role in the chain of operational 
command. AD aircraft engaged on air policing missions are scrambled on the authority of an Air 
Defence Commander and controlled during their mission by an Air Defence Control and 
Reporting Centre, a unit also responsible for producing the Recognised Air Picture. During the 
mission, orders to the aircraft and reports of findings are passed up and down this chain. In 
addition, an operational summary of the mission is written by the aircrew on landing and passed to 
the appropriate commanders and intelligence staff in the operational chain of command. If the 
aircraft intercepted was operationally significant; the mission results and any photographs of 
intruding aircraft would be dispatched to MoD intelligence staff. The Station Commander is 
neither part of the operational command chain during the mission nor involved in subsequent 
analysis, however, he would probably be informed of events as matter of courtesy. Specifically, 
Sec(AS) has no role in command or in the processing any operational data. There is no record of 
any air defence aircraft employed on any air defence mission ever having intercepted, identified or 
photographed an object of an extra-terrestrial nature. 

8. Question 2. The 3 Tomados on 5 Nov 00, we.re not air defence aircraft and were not on an 
operational mission. There is no evidence that the UK air defence radar network either did or did 
not detect the 'unknown' . Since the incident did not threaten UK airspace (it occurred at the very 
edge on an outbound heading) and was not ' intruding the UK air defence region', there was no 
reason for the UK Air Defence authorities to act. The GRl aircraft's onboard radar has a very 

2 Unlike Air Defence Tomados on operational scrambles, GR1s do not carry cameras and it is improbable that this 
' object' was captured on film. In addition, the GRl r,war at the time, designed for terrain foUowing, had a very 
limited air-to-air capability (~ven if they had bothered to have switched it on for a transit). The precise distance, 
position etc of the 'object' could not, therefore; have been determined. 

• 
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limited air-to-air capability, and it is highly unlikely that this mode was active during a transit. 
Only air defence Tornado F3 aircraft carry cameras, and only on operational missions or for 
specific air defence training purposes. 

9. Question 3. From the report at Reference B, there is no evidence that a threat to the UK air 
defence region existed; it is, therefore, hardly surprising that no record of an investigation can be 
found It would be useful, however, to find out exactly was Nicholas Soames said in Hansard 
before you respond. 

10. Question 4. MoD's interest in unusual air activity of this nature is to ascertain whether any 
threat existed to the integrity of UK airspace. A.ny incident would be investigated from an 
operational perspective in which Provost and Security Services would have no role. 

11 . Question 5. Air Defence aircraft occasionally investigate unidentified airborne 'targets'. 
Records of this activity are not releasable, however, there is no evidence of any air defence aircraft 
employed on any air defence mission ever having intercepted, identified or photographed an object 
of an extra-terrestrial nature. 

12. Question 6. Analysis of aerial phenomena is for the scientific community to pursue. I 
doubt whether the public have forwarded many photographs to Sec(AS) for scrutiny . They 
would, I suspect, rather sell them to the tabloid press. 

Annexes: 

A. Pn;:ibable Route of Tornado GRl Aircraft 5 Nov 90 



ANNEX A TO 
DAO/1/13 
DATED 30 OCT 00 

PROBABLE ROUTE OF TORNADO GRl AIRCRAFT 5 NOV 90 
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Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

ROUI'INB 
os2os1z ocr oo 
RAFMARHAM 
MODUKAIR 
Z6F 

PrOG--€:- I 

1u~~1Eo1· 
copy 1 for DD GE/ 

REF. UFO REPORT RECEI VED AT MARHAM AIR OPS 052140L OCT 2000 . 
l, 052125L OCT 2000 
2. 2 BY SINGLE FLASH 1 MINUTE APART DIFFERENT LOCATIONS 
3. GROUND LEVEL OUTDOORS STATIONARY 
4 . NAKED E'lB 
5. 1ST SIGHTING NW, WEST OF POLARIS, 2ND WEST 
6 . 45 DEGREES 
7. VERY HIGH 
8. BETWEEN FLASHES MOVED WEST TOWARDS HORIZON 
9. CLEAR SKIES 
10 . NOTHING REPORTED 

lJ/H E RE T UR rJ ED 

1 D OCT 2000 
11. 
12 • NORFOLKf G 

• ASTRONOMY INTEREST POLICE INSPECTOR (RETD} 
14 . NONE 
15. 052140L OCT 00. 

ACTION DISTRIBUTION 
SMA SIC ACTION BRANCH DUTY OFFICER 

MODUK AIR 
Z6F SEC(AS) 

INFO DISTRIBUTION 
DD GB/AEW DI 55 

Tracing Detail 

Pl Identifier /PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= /C=GB/;amrad2.bq-:026448:20001006085 
146 

ACP127 Identifier RBDAIW 0001 2800830 
MM Identifier /CNaRAF MARHAM/DD.acp-plad=RAF .MA.RHAWDD.acp-ri=RBDAIW/OU2=0 

UA/OUl=MODMAIN/O=HQ-AMRAD/PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= /C=GB/ 
5139 001006085139Z 

ACASPROl/06 Oct 2000 08:51:50 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec{AS)64/3/S 

25 September 2000 

DAO-AD GEl 
DAS le 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ABOUT AIR DEFENCE MATTERS 

1. Please see attached a copy of a letter we have received from a member of the 
public who is asking~1estions about how reports of'unidentified flying 
objects' are handled.- is a regular correspondent with DAS 4a(Sec) on UFO 
matters and I would be grateful for your advice on how we might answer his 
questions. It may help ifl explain the background to this letter. 

2. In Mayl!!lllllwrote to us asking if he could have a copy of a signal 
allegedly sent from RAF Tornado pilots who saw a UFO while conducting 
manoeuvres in the North Sea on 5 November 1990 
fro 

My colleague, 
enc osing a copy of the signal which we sanitise to protect the confid.entiality of 

those involved. , 9iVA ~ tl......J ( ~fi.).-e.) ~) 

3. - wrote again on 11 July, asking if the details in the signal followed a 
standard list of questions, if the aircraft's onboard or ground radar detected the UFO, 
if the aircraft captured the UFO pho~ographically or electronically and if an 
investigation was conducted into the incident. He also asked ifwe kept a database or 
library of photographs of UFO that pilots use to identify this phenomena. I replied to 
this letter on 4 August and I, have attached a copy of my reply for your information. 

4. As you can see I have already told - in my previous letter that we can 
not speculate on what might have happen in 1990, but in his latest letter he is asking 
about the general procedures followed when aircrew see something they can not 
identify and the chain of events that follow. I would appreciate it if you could explain 
to me what normally happens and any advice you can give as to what we can tell - · 5. I have sent- a holding letter and would appreciate your views by 
COP Friday 6 October 2000. 

. ,__,, .I 
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Sec. (A.S.)2a 1, 
M.O.D. 
Whitehall, 
LONDON. 

Dea .... 

CAERNARFON, 

Your Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/3/5 

05/09/00. 

Thank you very much for your reply dated 4 August 2000, and the copy 
of my sighting report that I requested. 

I only have a few points remaining to discuss arising from your 
correspondence, I'm sure you'll be glad to hear! 
To hopefully remove some tedious typing from your day, I am aware 
that Sec(AS)2a has a small staff, and that your department has many 
areas of responslbilty other than ufo's. 
1) I would be grateful If you could explafn to me the chain of events 
Involved In how a report from operational alrforce personnel ends up 
with your Deparment e.g. as In the Tornado aircraft Incident of 
November 5th 1990, I.e. 
a) would the aircrew have contacted a MIiitary Air Traffic Controller 

~ while still airborne? 
.:., ... ·, . .. . ~ .b) .W~ .. -~QUld.~m~lly_take.any .statements fr.on, th.e a.lrcrew..upon, . 

landing? 
c) If an RAF Intelligence officer were the person to Interview the 
aircrew, would that officer pass on that report to an Internal 
distribution list., or forward It directly and excluslvely to Sec(AS)2a? 
d) would the Station commander be Informed routinely as a Standard 
Operations Procedure? 
e) If an unauthorised Intrusion of the U.K. air defence region were to 
happen In a real-time situation, and deemed to be of an aggress1ve 
nature, what would the chain of command be on dec1dlng to Intercept 
that craft, and what would Sec(AS)2a's rate be within the command 
structure? 

2) I must admit to being puzzled by the apparent lack of action taken 
by the ~OD,Judglng from your comments regarding the Tornado 

...,-.... ,. _ • '.. u:.,,. 



aircraft Incident of November 5th 1990. I am, and always have been a 
firm believer In a coherent defence policy, and a strong supporter of 
the RAF. I find It hard to believe that a flight of three UK front-line 
defence aircraft encountered an unldentlftable aircraft Intruding the 
UK air defence region, and yet Sec (AS) has no record of whether.the· 
defence radar network, let alone the alrcrafts' onboard radar detected 
this Intrusion. Likewise, surely In this day and age <even In 1990) a 
record should have been made of whether any visual or photographic 
Images were recorded? 

3) Despite the assurance of MOD that an lnvestlgetlon of this Incident 
revealed no evidence of a threat to the UK air defence region, I am 
disappointed that Sec(AS) can offer no evidence of the lnvestlgatlot-
allegedly carried out, as outlined by the then Secretary of State, . · 
Nicholas Soames, In a written reply published In Hansard. In fact, It 
would appear that no files of an Investigation, as opposed to the 
Incident reporting form Itself, exist. 

4) Is It conceivable that an Intelligence division (e.g. Provost and 
Security Services) .did carry out further lnvestl gatlon of this Incident, 
and details of that Investigation are held with that branch or any other 
dlvlslc,n within the MOD? 

5) You mention that If appropriate, air defence aircraft might be 
scrambled or diverted to 11:1Vestlgate/intercept any uncorrelated 
airborne targets. Do you have any records of Incidents of this nature 
on file, and If so, are copies of the reports available? 

6)= _am e~ually surprised that no pho~cgraphlc dati0t~e ~xlst~ ~: .. 
unusual aerial phenomena. It surely makes sense that ff members of 
the public, and pilots In particular, succeed In capturing photographs 
of so far unidentified aerial phenomena, and forward prints for fUrther 
~crutlny, sec (AS)2a, as the focal point for these Items should have a 
database makf ng retrieval and comperlson for Identification of 
phenomena type relatively easy. 

' 
7) Does SecCAS)2a keep a record of geographical distribution of 
sighting reports? 

8) What other resposlbflltles lle within Sec(AS)2a7 

Thank you for outlining the appeals procedure to me. I can't think of 
anything else I need to ask ('Thank Goodness' I hear. you sayl). 



However, I do feel -that Sec(AS)2e has had a bad press recently, and 
your replles, I feel, are lmporblnt. 
If any of my questions should be put to other departments regarding 
the defence Issues I raise, I would appreciate your advice on who to 
contact. 
Heartfelt thankS for the time, effort, and patience you hav~ 
answering my queries. Needless to say, the offer given to-at 
the end of my previous letter Is extended to yourself! 

Best wishes, 
Yours slncerely, 

r -

.• 



;~L' ·:~ ..... ~)!(__, 1'." " ' .,,. 
From: SEC(AS)2A1 ·t -i./ '\ ' 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE · \. ~ -. / 
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB \ _ =-cJ~ ~'tf~ ,., ... · 

Talysarn 
Caernarfon 

-
Dearllall 

Telephone 

Your Reference 

8Ys~~§>~f31s 
Date 
4 August 2000 

Thank you for your letter of 11 July addressed to my colleague,_ requesting further 
information concerning the 'UFO' sighting report, a copy of which was sent with our letter of 
15 June. I will answer your questions in the same order as your letter. 

Ql. a) 'UFO' sightings are reported to us in a variety of ways. Some of these reports follow a 
standard list of questions and some do not. However, having examined the copy of the report sent 
to you, I believe it follows the following format: 

A Date and time of sighting 
B. Description of object 
C. Exact position of observer 
D. How object was observed 
E. Direction in which object was first seen 
F. Angle of Sight 
G. Distance 
H. Movement of Object 
J. Meteorological conditions during observation 
K. Nearby objects or buildings 
L. To whom reported 
M . Informant's details 
N. Any background of informant that may be revealed 
0 . Other witnesses 

QI. b), c) and e).The report is the only information we have on fiJe regarding the sighting and I 
am unable to speculate on what may or may not have taken place at the time. 

QI. d) The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous 
surveillance of the UK Air Defence Region by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a 
combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time · 
"picture" of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the 
light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the 
scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of 
'UFO' sightings are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is 
considered only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space. The vast 



r 
majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of reports in recent 
years have warranted further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat. 

Q2 . MOD files are generally released to the Public Record Office when they reach the 30 year 
point. A wide range of files for 1974 would, therefore. be considered for release in early 2005. As 
..... said, information about the incident may exist on archived files from other Branches. 
~ without knowing what information there might be and thereby, tracing it to a particular 
Branch, there is simply no way of identifying the files. It is also the case that although 'UFO' 
files are routinely preserved and made available at the 30 year point, other Departmental files may 
be destroyed when it is judged that their contents are of no specific interest or importance in tenns 
of preservation. To carry out a search of MOD archived files to try and identify in the first 
instance those that might contain relevant information and subsequently check them to see if a 
particular incident was recorded would involve scrutiny of a considerable volume of paper 
records. For this reason, your request was refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on 
Access to Government Information (voluminous or vexatious request). 

Q3 . As yo:ic.now, the MOD's only interest in 'UFO' sightings is whether they reveal an(
evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or 

· un!'uthorist>.d foreign military activity. Unless them is evidence: of a potential threat to the United 
Kingdom from an external military source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of 
each sighting reported to us. MOD does not therefore have a library of photographs of 'unusual 
aerial phenomena' . Any photographs sent to the Department by members of the public are either 
returned to them or placed on file with the associated correspondence. 

Q4. I enclose a copy of your sighting report of 7 May 1996. 

If you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request for access to MOD files and wish to 
appeal, you should write in the first instance to the Ministry of Defence, DO.MD, Room 619, 
Northumberland House, Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N 5BP requesting that the 
decision be reviewed. If following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask your 
MP to take up the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the 
Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will not. however, consider 
an investigation until the internal review process has been completed. 

Yours sincerely, 



,U N C L A S S I F I E D 

. CWD197 06/1542 310C2587 

FOR CAB 

ROUTINE 0613407. NOV 90 

FROl•f 
- TO 

RAF WEST DRAYTON 
MODUK AIR 

U N C L A S S I F I E D 
!::; Tr; 7..t,F 

I SUB,)ECT: AERI AL PHENOMENA 
! A. 5 NOV 18002 
18. ONE LARGE AEROPLANE <SHAPE>. 5 TO 6 WHITE STEADY LIGHTS. 1 BLUE 
STEADY LIGHT . CONTRAILS FROM BLUE AREA 
C. IN THE AIR M.C.6 AREA. FL270 YPENBURG 
n. NAKED EYE 

- E. HEADING 100 DEG~EES . SAME ALT FL270 
· F. :tNTO OUR · 12 OCLOCK . 

G. ONE QUARTER MILE AHEAD 
H. STEADY 
,.J . NIK 
K. N/1< 
L. WORKING DUTCH MILL RADAR 

2 AC SQN 

PAGE 2 RBDAID 0009 UNCLAS 
N. NIL 
0. 2 OTHERS FROM LAARBRUCH 

··:::: .. :_.·, :·> P. OTHER INFO. AIRCR1;1FT WAS UNDER DUTCH MIL CONTROL UFO APPE RREII IN 
-· ·.-~·r OUR RH SIDE SAME LEVEL, IJE WERE TRAVEL.LING AT MACH POINT 8. IT WENT 

INTO OUR 12 OCLOCK AND ACCLLERATED AWAY. ANOTHER 2 TORNADOS SEEN IT 

. ..,.,, 
'•, 

.. -~~- .. , 
, , ~ " •, .. 

AND POSSIBLE !DENTED IT AS A STEALTH AIRCRAFT 
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( UNCLASSIFIED 
copy 1 for DD GJbAEW 

Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

ROUTINE 
311030Z AUG 00 
RAF NEA TI SHEAD 
MODUKAIR 
Z6F 

SUBJECT: AERIAL PHENOMENA 
A. 31 AUG 00 EARLY EVENING (1 MIN DURATION) 
B. GLOWING WITH COLOURED LIGHTS AROUND IT, FLASHING RED, BLUB AND 
GREEN 
C. 4 PEOPLE IN CAR ON ROAD BETWEEN CLAY AND WELLS, NORFOLK, OBJECT 
MOVING 
D. NAKED EYE 
E. FLEW ALONG \'ITTH C~R 
F. 5 FEET OFF GROUND 
G. A FEW FEET FROM CAR 

DATE RETURNED 
H. FLEW OVER A WALL AND LOST SIGHT 
J . CLEAR/DUSK - 1 SEP 2000 
K. SEA AND BEACH CLOSE TO ROAD 
L • TPO RAF NEAT I SHEAD FOR FILING 
M. NORWICH, NORFOLK 

NOT INVOLVED IN SIGHTING, 4 CLOSE FRIENDS 3 ADULTS AND 1 

Q. NIL 
R. REMARKS INFORMATON PASSED TO --BECAUSE HB HAD QUOTE 
PREVlOUS EXPERIENCE OF BT SIGRTI~ TIONS BTC UNQUOTE 

ACTION DISTRIBUTION 
SMA SIC ACTION BRANCH 

MODUK AIR 
Z6F SEC (AS) 

INFO DISTRIBUTION 
DD GE/AEW 

'!racing Detail 

DI 55 

DUTY OFFICER 

Pl Identifier /PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= /C--GB/;amtad2.hq-: 117903:20000831231 
423 

ACP127 Identifier RBDAN 0009 2442257 

ACASPRO~l Aug 2000 23:14:30 page l 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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MM Identifier 

----------

UNCLASSIFIED 
copy 1 for DD GE/AEW 

/CN=RAF NEA TISHEAD/DD.acp-plad=RAF NEA TISHEAD/DD.acp-ri•RBDA 
IV/OU2=0UA/0Ul=MODMAIN/O=HQ-AMRAD/PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD
/O=GB/ 1417 0008312314172 

ACASPR0t/31 Aug 2000 23:14:30 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DAO/1/13 

8 AugOO 

Sec(AS)2a 

'UFO' REPORT - 9 Jui 00 

References: 

A . D/Sec(AS)/64/2 dated 25 Jui 00. 
B . D/DAO/1/13 dated 26 Jul 00. 
C. STC(MA TO)/207002/5/ Air dated 4 Aug 00. 

1. At Reference A, you asked whether the report of an unusually shaped craft over Cheshire 
on 9 Jul 00 represented anything of air defence interest. 

2. Following an investigation by-Military Air Traffic Services staff, at Reference C 
( attached), there is no evidence that this craft had military origins. Furthermore this activity had 
no air defence significance. 

Attachment: STC(MA TOY207002/5/ Air dated 4 Aug 00. ( f\fti,..e ~ "'4-J) , 



( 
HEADQUARTERS STRIKE COMMAND 

OPERATIONS SUPPORT 
Hillingdon House, Uxbridge, Middlesex, UBlO ORU 

MOD Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A2HB 

Reference: STC (MATO)/207002/5/~ S1'C-- 1r-:sc, ,. 
Date: 4 AugO0 'Sc, ( A'Zc-.{~) 

e-14-0 l 16> 

INVESTIGATION OF UNUSUAL AIR ACTIVITY - 9 JUL 00 

Reference: 

A. D/DAO/ 1/13 dated 26 Jul 00. 

1. At Reference A, you requested assistance in detennining whether there was an~ 
significance to the supposed unusual air activity on 9 Jut 00. Based on the contents o~ 
letter, we have conducted a thorough investigation into the flying activity at military airfields and 
civil aerodromes used by defence contractors in the local area. 

2. As you may be aware, one of the duties of the Military AeronauticaJ Information Section 
(AIS (Mil)) at West Drayton is to provide tracing action in connection with aircraft involved with 
incident reports and the like. AIS (Mil) were tasked with making and reviewing a recording of the 
radar picture in the local area 15 minutes before, until 20 minutes after the reported time of the 
sighting. Based on the information derived from the radar at Manchester Airport, there is no 
evidence of any military fast-jet activity in the area and no aircraft are seen in level flight at 5000ft. 
The full synopsis of the radar replay and a video recording of events are included as Enclosure 1 and 
2 for your perusal. 

3. Being a Sunday, the flying activity at both RAF airfields and civil aerodromes used by 
defence contractors in the local area was negligible. SATCO RAF Shawbury, the nearest military 
airfield, reported no flying activity on the day in question, and a similar reply was received from the 
Airfield Manager at BAe Warton. There was light activity at BAe Woodford, but not at the time in 
question. Given that the airspace 5000ft above Wilmslow is controlled airspace delegated to a radar 
centre at Manchester Airport, it is highly unlikely that a military pilot would stray into such a busy 
environment without receiving the requisite mandatory clearance. Finally, a trawl of the Daily 
Occurrence Books at RAF Sealand and Stafford, the nearest RAF stations, and the Senior Military 
Supervisors log at LATCC (Mil) all proved negative. The tenns 'Warrior' and 'Kwango' failed to 
stimulate any interest and would appear to have rio significance in the field of military aviation. 

4. Your initial correspondence stated that the aim of the investigation was to eliminate defence 
interest in this incident. I trust that you find that our examination of events and subsequent 



( conclusions satisfy this criterion. I will be happy to clarify detaiJs further if required. 

Enclosures: 

1. Synopsis of Radar Replay. 
2. Video Recording of the Manchester Radar 091230-1305Z Jui 00. 

2 



,~OPSIS OF REQUESTED RADAR REPLAY 

Aeronautical Information Services 
London Air Traffic Control Centre (Military) 
Porters Way, West Drayton, 
Middlesex 
UB79AU 

RAFTN: 
Fax 
Fax 

Air Officer Co~ 
Attn: Ops(A)3 -
HQSTC A3 Ops Support (ATC) 
Hillingdon House 
RAF Uxbridge 
Middlesex 
UBlOORU 

Fax 
Tel 

Your Reference - See Airprox No Vidpics not requested. Video Tape No(s) 387 

Incident 250/00 DTG 09 J 245Zlu/O0 

Position Wilmslow, Cheshire 
Reporting ac Type - Callsign -

Reported ac Type - 'Unusual Shaped Craft' 
ModeC? No 

Radar Heads CleeHill Not Used 

- Sunday 

SSR Code 

Callsign -

Not Used 

Recording starts 091230ZJuJ00 

Orientation Marich ester 

Recording ends - 09J305ZJulO0 

Code MAN 223°M/3.5nm with 1nm scale line. 

Synopsis of Events Based on Radar Replay: C/ee HillRadar with 1nm scale line. No Vidpics 

ModeC? Nb 

SSRCode 

The video recording covers the period 15 minutes before. until 20 minutes after the reported time of the .sighting. 
During the recording only routine domestic air activity is seen and no primary radar returns are observed. There is 
no evidence of any military fast-jet aircraft in the area and no aircraft are seen in level flight at 5000ft. 

Comments by AISO: 

Radar pe,formance in the incident area appears to be very good and a non-squawking aircraft at 5000ft would 
normally be clearly visible on the radar as a primary return. 

As nothing at all unusual was seen 011 the recording, I have not produced any videopictures of the 'incident'. I enclose 
the videocassette for your attention. 

2-Aug-00 

Duty AISO 

• 



S'i ,~OPSIS OF REQUESTED RADAR REPLAY 

Aeronautical Information Services 
London Air Traffic Control Centre (Military) 
Porters Way, West Drayton, 
Middlesex 
UB79AU 

RAFTN: 
Fax 
Fax 

Air Officer Co~ 
Attn: Ops(A)3 -
HQSTC A3 Ops Support (ATC) 
Hillingdon House 
RAF Uxbridge 
Middlesex 
UBl0ORU 

Fax 
Tel 

Your Reference - See Airprox No Vidpics not requested. Video Tape No(s) 387 

Incident 250/00 DTG 09 J 245Zlul00 

Position Wilmslow, Cheshire 
Reporting ac Type- Callsign-

Reported ac Type - 'Unusual Shaped Craft' 
ModeC? No 

Radar Heads CkeHiU Not Used 

- Sunday 

SSRCode 

Callsign -

Not Used 

Recording starts 091230ZJulO0 Recording ends - 091305ZJu/O0 

Orientation Ma11chester Code MAN 223°Ml3.5mn with 1nm scale line. 

Synopsis of Events Based on Radar Replay: C/ee HillRadar with him scale line. No Vidpics 

ModeC?No 

SSRCode 

The video recordmg covers the period 15 minutes before. until 20 minutes after the reported time of the sighting. 
During the recording only routme domestic air activity is seen and no primary radar rel.urns are observed. There is 
no evidence of any military fast-jet aircraft in the area and no aircraft are seen in /eve/flight at 5000ft. 

Comments by AISO: 

Radar performance in the incident area appears to be very good and a non-squawking aircraft at 5000ft would 
normally be clearly visible on the radar as a primary return. 

As nothing at all unusual was seen on the recording, I have not produced any videopictures of the 'incident'. I enclose 
the videocassette for your attention. 

2-Aug-00 

Duty AISO 

• 



Loose Minute 

D/Sec(AS)/64/ l 

1 August 2000 

DCC(RAF) - SO2(EC) 

Copy to: 

Gp Capt CC, HQSTC 
DAO-ADGE I 

DAif P[ TUR~E O 

- f AUG 2000 

FOR f / llNG 

REQUEST FOR FILMING - REAL WORLD PICTURES 'RAF UFO WATCH' 

Reference: DCC(RAF)/337/04 dated24 July 2000 

1. Thank you for your minute about Real World's request and the attachment setting 
out their plans for a two--hour special investigating claims of 'UFOs• and alien 
abductions. I note that the company's aim is to show that there is no evidence to 
support claims of 'UFOs• and aliens; that belief in such claims can be 'deeply 
destructive· and that despite claims that 'thousands ofpeop1e are being abducted by 
aliens and seeing UFOs, national defence systems are not picking up any alien space 
craft'. A laudable aim but we know from a wealth of experience that those who 
believe in the 'UFO' phenomena are not swayed by facts that do not meet their own 
interpretation of events. 

2. Real World say that as part of their effort to bring people 'back to reality' they 
want to ask questions of someone responsible for the security of 'British Air Space' 
and film in a radar room. However, the questions they have in mind are wide of any 
MOD interests in alleged sightings of 'UFOs'. To date the Department has not 
accepted any media requests to participate in 'UFO' -related initiatives because of the 
very limited interest it (and the Government) has in these matters. Agreeing to this 
request would compromise the Department's integrity and we cannot support it In 
reaching this decision I discussed the request with DAO staff; their view was that 
there was no value for the RAF in participating in the programme. 

3. It might be helpful instead to offer Real World a note about our limited interest and 
you may wish to draw on the following paragraphs in your reply: 

The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through 
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Defence Region and the MOD remains 
vigilant for any potential military threat. MOD's interest in reports it.receives 
from members of the public witnessing something they are unable to identify 
is limited to establishing whether what has been seen might be of defence 
significance, namely whether the integrity of the UK Air Defence Region has 
been compromised by hostile or unauthorized air activity. 

AU alleged sighting reports are looked at individually and examined in detail 
commensurate with the amount _of information provided; the vast majority of 

I 



reports however, are very sketchy and vague. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat, and to date no report has revealed such evidence; no attempt is 
made to identify the nature of the sighting reported. MOD believes that 
rational explanations could be found for them if resources were diverted for 
this purpose but it is not the function of the Departmmt to provide this kind of 
aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence 
resources if it was to do so. 

MOD has no expertise or role in respect of 'UFO'/flying saucer matters or the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms about 
which it remains open minded. To date, however, it is unaware of any 
evidence to prove that these phenomena exist. Abduction is not a matter for 
MOD; it is a criminal matter and, therefore a civil police/Home Office issue. 

AD/Sec(AS)2 

I 



-
reports however\ are very sketchy and vague. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat, and to date no report has revealed such evidence, no attempt is · 
made to identify the nature of the sighting reported. MOD believes that 
rational explanations could be found for them if resources were diverted for 
this purpose but it is not the function of the Department to provide this kind of 
aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence 
resources if it was to do so. 

MOD has no expertise or role in respect of 'UFO'/flying saucer matters, or the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life fonns about 
which it remains open minded To date, however, it is unaware of any 
evidence to prove that these phenomena exist. Abduction is not a matter for 
MOD; it is a criminal matter and, therefore a civil police/Home Office issue. 

AD/Sec(AS)2 
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
DAOADGE 1 
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB 

See Distribution 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

Your Reference 

Our Refef811oe 
D/DA0/1/13 
Date 
26July2000 

INVESTIGATION OF UNUSUAL AIR ACTMTY - 9 JUL 00 

1. As RAF point of contact for reports of unusual air activity, I am writing to request 
assistance in determining whether the attached report might have any military significance. It is 
MOD policy to investigate reports of this nature only from credible witnesses, however, the 
informant has already attracted media interest from Radio 1 and a local newspaper; it would be 
prudent therefore to determine any possible military explanation for this incident 

2. The attached letter describes the sighting of an unusually shaped craft over Cheshire on 9 
Jui 00, allegedly accompanied by radio traffic. Based on its contents, we would be grateful if you 
could determine whether: 

a. Any reports of unusual air activity were made to military airfields or area radar 
units for the time in question. 

b. Any military aircraft were active in the area, or may have been in transit at the time 
(bearing in mind it was a Sunday). 

c. The terms 'Wanior' and ' Kwango' have any significance (eg callsigns?). 

3. A reply by cop 10 Aug would be appreciated. The aim of this investigation is to eliminate 
Defence interest in this incident and findings will not be made public. 

forACAS 

Attached: 

Distribution: 

Action: 

Letter from 

HQ MA TO - Gp Capt Ops Information: Sec(AS)2A 



14 th July 2000 

Dear Sir or Madam 

On Sunday 9th July 2000 at approximately 13:45hra (H.$.T.) tan unusual shaped era.ft 

was observed and filmed on video camera at Hartford, Cheshire. 'lhe recording laets for 

approximately four minu tes and there is dialogue with an airline pilot heading south 

towards Birminsham. 'l\1ie ~as achieved because a colleatue brought out a portable 'air -

band ' radio next to the video camera, hence tne dialogue was in real time. 

The craft appeared to be revolving in a regular motion showing a dark then illuminated 

side . The craft appeared just below cloud level for most of the duration of the filming 

but entering the lower <'J.oud base whlc:ti was estimated at 5.000ft. 

The craft may have been flying over the town of Wilmslowt Cheshire. 
Tne dialogue between the airline pilot and ground base (either Manchester or Liverpool) 

states a 'target ' had been identified and that a 'chase' was underway a~ 5,000 {ft). 

There was a reference to 'Warrior' or 'Kwango' during the dialogue but when 1chase' was 

stated the second time the air wave frequency conversation quickly ended. 

I am writing to you to enquire if any 'airprox ' , 'airmiss ' or unusual occurrence reports 

had been submitted to R.A.F. Valley. 

I do appreciate that this area of Great Br:i tain is a busy air traffic corridor both for 

c ivilian and military aircraft t and that facilities as British Aerospace in Chester, 

Stockport and Warton inay have been conducting eome form of trials of future aircraft. 

I would be srateful if you could also info.c·m me if any 'notam ' signals or 1notams ' had 

been raised between any military bases in the area . 

I am quite happy to bring this video recording for you to examine and poss ibly identify 

this craft if you wish. 

I have forwarded letters to the Ministry of Defence in London and also the Civilian 

Aviation Authority at Gatwick Airport to clear up this unusual occurrence. 

Registered Nurse. 



UNCL~JW/8&81~ CTED 

DIR IMMEDIATE URGENT ROUTINE 

AO/AD1 AO/AD2 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 
Air Def 1a A ir Off 1a 

Air Off2 
AEW 1 Air Off 2a 
AOGE 1 Reece 1 
AD NATO Reece 2 
Mar 1 Reece 2a 
Mar 1a Reece Clerk 

APA-MAR/AEW APA-FW 
APA-TOR APA-HAR 

APA-JAG/CAN 
PNDAO 

OC HANDLING SON 
Reqistrv 1 2 3 4 5 OC A FLIGHT 

OC B FLIGHT 

BY COP --------
RETURN TO -------
DESTROY ______ _ _ 

FILE ____ /:.+--//_3 _ _ _ 
I F102 _________ _ 

D A ff R t r u R iH: n 
- 7 AUG 2000 

f:QR Ff Ltr,Jn 

Rcoversheet.doc 

INFO 

AO/A03 
AT/AAR 1 
AT/MR 1a 
S01 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAR 2 
Hers 1 
Hels 1a 
Hels 1b 

Hels 2 
Hels 2a 
Hels 2b 
Hels 2c 
Hels 2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC 

/0+} 

ACTION 

COPY TO 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec(AS)/64/2 

f"~ .. .. • r 

;,~ July2000 

ADGEl 
Dl55c 

... 

'UFO' REPORT DA1ED 9 JULY 2000. 

1. The attached letter is from a member of a public concerning a sighting of an "unusual shaped 
craft" on Sunday 9th July 2000 at approximately 13:45. 

2. Although the infonnant is not strictly a "credible witness0
, he has courted a lot of media interest 

over the alleged incident, which has been covered by Radio One and in a local newspaper. 1 would 
therefore be grateful if you could let me know if the report represents anything of air defence 
interest. 



r 

I4 th July 2000 

Dear Sir or .Madam 

On Sunday 9th July 2000 at approximately l}:45hrs (B.S.T.) , an unusual shaped craft 

was observed and filmed on video cainera at Hartford, Cheshire. The recordil16 lasts for 

approximately four minutes and there ia dialogue with an ajrline pilot heading south 

towards Birmingham. This ~M achieved because a colleB.l!~e bro~ht out a portable 'air 

band' radio next to the video camera, hence the dialogue was in real time. 

'!be craft appeared to be revolving in a regular motion showil18 a dark then illuminated 

side. '!he craft appeared just below. cloud level for most of the duration of the filming 

but ente:rine thf:' J ower rJ ond h?~e which was estimated at 5 ,OOOft . • 

The craft may have been flying over the town of Wilmslow, Cheshire. 
'!be dialogue between the airline pilot and ground base .(either Manchester or Liverpool) 

states a 'target' had been identified and that a ' chase' was underway a~ 5,000 (ft). 

'!here was a reference to 'Warrior' or • Kwango' during t he dialogue but when •chase• was 

stated the second time the air wave frequency conversation quickly ended. 

I am ~riting to you to enquire if any 'airprox' , 'airmias' or unusual occurrence reports 

had been submitted to R.A.F. Valley. 

I do appreciate that this area of Great Britain is a busy air traffic co~idor both for 

civilian and military aircraft, and that facilities as British Aerospace in Chester, 

Stockport and Warton 1na.y have been conducting some form of trials of future aircraft. 

I would be grateful if you could also inform me if ar\Y 'nota.,n' signals or 'notama' had 

been raised between any military base$ ln the area. 

I am quite happy to bring this video recording for you to examine and posaibl,y identify 

this craft if you wish. 

I have forwarded letters to the Ministry of Defence in London and also the Civilian 

Aviation Authority at Gatwick Airport to clear up this unusual occurrence. 

• ~ - I - • 

Registered Nurse. 

• 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec(AS)64/3 

25 July 2000 

, 

Copy for information to: Gp Capt CC -HQ STC 
DCC(RAF)S02(EC) I 

REAL WORLD PICTURES -REQUEST FOR FILMING 

1. Please see attached a request we have received via DCC(RAF), from a production 
company who are making a programme for the Discovery Communications Channel on ·UFo s~ and 
'alien abductions' . 

2. They say that the aim of the programme is to show that there is no evidence that a1iens exist and 
that despite the claims of thousands of people that they have seen UFOs, national defence systems are 
not picking up any alien space craft. They have asked if they can film in a radar room and interview 
someone who is "responsible for the security of British Air Space" . The questions they would ask 
the interviewee are also given in the request. 

3. DCC(RAF) supports this request, but given the Department's IimHed interest in this subject I 
would be grateful for your thoughts as to whether you think it would be a good idea for the MOD to 
talce part and if so, where could they film and who could they interview. 

4. I would appreciate an early reply and please give me a call if you need any further information. 

2 6 JUL 2000 

, :· I i L f N 6 . 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec(AS)64/3 

25 July 2000 

I 

Copy for information to: Gp Capt CC-HQ STC 
DCC(RAF)S02(EC) I 

REAL WORLD PICTURES -REQUEST FOR FILMING 

1. Please see attached a request we have received via DCC(RAF), from a production 
company who are making a programme for the Discovery Communications Channel on 'UFOs' and 
'alien abductions' . 

2. They say that the aim of the programme is to show that there is no evidence that aliens exist and 
that despite the claims of thousands of people that they have seen UFOs, national defence systems are 
not picking up any alien space craft. They have asked if they can film in a radar room and interview 
someone who is "responsible for the security of British Air Space". The questions they would ask 
the interviewee are also given in the request. 

3. DCC(RAF) supports this request, but given the Department's limited interest in this subject I 
would be grateful for your thoughts as to whether you think it would be a good idea for the MOD to 
take part and if so, where could they film and who could they interview. 

4. I would appreciate an early reply and please give me a call if you need any fu~her information. 

2 6 JUL 2000 

·n:, I I LI NG . 
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FAX TRANSMJSSION: 
If you experience transmission 
Oul' Fax Number. 

TO: 
AT: 
FROM: 

Dear Wing Commander_ 

TO- P.02 

REAL WORLD PICTURES 

17'" July 2000 
1 (inc) 

I enjoyed speaking to you and am now putting my request on a fax as you suggested. 

we are making a 2 hour special for Discovery Communications. It will be shown on The 
Learning ~h~nnel in the USA. 0 _iscove,x_~rope and _Dls~overy International. Discovery 
Communica1ions usually shOw their progmmmes at least 10 times and they reach an 
audience of 175 million people worldWicte. Toe film we are making is being heavny 
promoted so we expect high audience figures. 

Our film is investigating claims of UFOs 811d alien abdUctiOfls and showing there is 
absolutely no evidence for them. More than that our film suggests that beli9t in UFOs and 
alien visita1ion can be deeply destructive. One key argument mat we want to portray ls that, 
despite the claims that tnousands ot people are being abducted by aliens and are seeing 
UFOs, national defence systems are not piel<ing up any alien space craft. ? 

AS part of this effort to bl1ng people back tQ reality we would like to interview som abody wflO 
Is responsible tor lhe security or British Air Space, We would lll(e to film in a radar room and 
the questions we would ask an interviewee would go along the following lines: 

1) To what extent are our skies watched? 
2) What kind of objects can you see in the sJties? 
J) How many objects are not human-made aeroptan~s? 
4) Of the objects that are not aeroplanes have you seen any that you have thought 

were space eraf1 from another civilization? 
5) Do you think that your monltor1ng device$ could pick up space-craft tllat were from 

another civilization? 

My help you can give me will be much appreciated and I can assure you that the RAF wHI 
get extreme!~ wide exposure from this film. 

I look forward to hearing from you and please call if you have any other questions. 

Yows sincerely 
~~ /3.:t....c~ 

I,~ ~ ~ ~ ~(4-$) { ,_~.,,~-

- "'t-_,_. 0:: .i,. "-'"'11 """'~ .t l:nJ W,,.,d PM;,-,& L•. 
t_,_..,.. :.,!,,;-.._,,me705.""-'"-...,o,r,u·~,.~11t_.__llfil,tJ.I 

?AGE .0.?! 

** TOTAL PAGE.02 ** 



r LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DA0/1/13 

3 Ju] 99 

Sec(AS)2a 

'UFO' REPORT - 13 JUN 00 

Reference: D/Sec(ASY64/2 dated 30 Jun 00. 

1. At Reference, you asked whether the UFO report in the Bolton area represented anything 
of air defence interest. 

2. There is no evidence that unauthorised military activity or any other activity of air defence 
significance occWTed in that area at the time in question. 

[ original signed] 

AO/ADGE 1 

DATE RETURNED 

- 3 JUL 2000 

FOR FILING 

FOR flLIN6 



DIR IMMEDIATE PRIORITY 

A0/AD1 A0/AD2 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 
Air Def 1a Air Off 1a 

Air Off 2 
AEW 1 Air Off 2a 
ADGE 1 Reece 1 
AD NATO Reece 2 
Mar 1 Reece 2a 
Mar 1a Reece Clerk 

APA-MAR/AEW APA-FW 
APA-TOR APA-HAR 

APA-JAG/CAN 
PA/DAO 

Registry 1 2 3 4 5 

BY COP - - --- ---

RETURN TO ______ _ 

DESTROY --------
FILE ,/, 3 ---,~--
F102 ----------

ACTION 

ACTION HERE INFO COPY TO 

AO/AD3 
AT/AAR 1 
AT/AAR 1a 
S01 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAR2 
Hets 1 
Hels 1a 
Hels 1b 

Hels 2 
Hels 2a 
Hels 2b 
Hels 2c 
Hels 2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC 

DATE Rf TURNED 

- 3 JUl 2000 

FOR FI LI NG 

UNctiW~~re§me~ICTED 
Rooversheet.doc 
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LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec(AS)/64/2 

J() June 2000 

ADGEl 
DI55c 

CREDIBLE WITNESS REPORT DATED 13 JUNE 2000. 

1. In line with our current policy, please find attached a 'UFO' report from an ex-member of the 
RAF. 

2. I would be grateful if you could Jet me know if the reports represent anything of air defence 
interest. 

SEC(AS)2A 

I 
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, '.i'l.-JUl'J-~~00 10: 12 FROM AIS(M)U:'lTCC TO SEC AS P.02 

( i· 
...REPORT a(.an IlWDENTWEO Fl,YJNG QHJ'ECT .. .. 

a: Da,crnmc and Duration or Slghtlnt( Load times to be quoted ) 

/ l,. <.- °""/I?~ ~c..,-.r.... ~oJc(.;).,.,li}.j ... 
' i 

b. ; Desaipdon or ObJccc ( No. of objects, ,b:e, 1ha~ coloun. brfghtncw, nund, smell otc ) 

' I R~~A ~ .s I._~(;,. Dg--;;c:.<-, . 

c.. ' Ex•ci Position Observed. ( Geograghlcal location, lndoo" or outdoors, .natlo11ary or moving ) 

I fa..~" ~"'("i ...... .; 
' 

d : How Oh.setted ( Naked ~ . Bf noc~lars other optlcal de rice, stUJ o:- mo~ic camera ) 

,J~ I(~) 6 'It: 

c Direction in which Object was first sees• ( A landmark may be more useful than a badly 
estimated bearing ) 

W(: J, ~ lAS(' i<At.2.<"4 ..J c; ,J{.;fJI... ~"-(">.I 
I 

I jA.ngle of Sl:frt ( Rstlmntcd heights are unreliable) 

f · 

:g· Putance ( By reference to a known Landmark lf possible) 

I 

· h Movements ( Changes in E,F,G may be of more use) 

t Mcteon,loefcal Conditions During Obscnatlons. ( Morine clouds Mist etc<> ) 

V 1(tJ 

J Nearby Objects ( Telephone lines Spires Btc. ) 

l. ,, 
,: 
! 
, 
; 

j; . 

C.£..\) .,e} J 

• To Whom ; Reported ( Policc1 Milil'ry Organisations, tJ1~ Pl"CSS ) 

t1 A t4 e,..)l (:;l;< <;. ..<. A , <.. 

(AN/FORM/OOS ,.__,. t "'r-,. 

-



10=12 FROM AIS(M)LATCC 

I. · :ame and Address onnformanl 

., 
m. ~,, Background on the Informant that may be Volunteered • 

.. 

D, Other Wltliesses 
·, 

o. 6atc and 11mc of Rccdpt 

, . .. 

I 
;, 

TO SEC AS P.03 

rhe above details arc to b~ faxed immcdlntcJy to AlS (Mllltary), LA1TC on 7-144-3031 

,· 

The c:.ompletc4 form i$ lo be dcs.,.tchcd to: 

Mlnlsu-1 of Wence 
! 

~ (AS)2A 

~ Maia BuUdlng 

Whitehall 

J,.ON DON SWlA lHB 

, ........ " Paae 2 of 2 

TOTAL P.03 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DA0/1/13 

· 15 Jun 99 

Sec(AS)2a 

'UFO' REPORT - 28 MAY 00 

~... .:.-i,; .. .,._ • • ... • -

Reference: D/Sec(ASY64/2 dated 13 Jun 00 

1. At Reference, you asked whether the UFO report in the Sittingboume/Medway area 
represented anything of air defence interest. 

2. There is no evidence that unauthorised military activity or any other activity of air defence 
significance occurred in that area at the time in question. 

I' ~ I !.II r- -

AO/ADGE 1 

• 



(,-

ACTION 

DIR IMMEDIATE PRIORITY . ACTION HERE INFO COPY TO 

AO/AD1 AO/AD2 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 
Air Def 1a Air Off 1a 

Air Off 2 
AEW 1 Air Off 2a 
ADGE 1 Reece 1 
AD NATO Reece 2 
Mar 1 Reece 2a 
Mar 1a Reece Clerk 

APA-MARJAEW APA-FW 
APA-TOR APA-HAR 

APA-JAG/CAN 
PNDAO 

Registry 1 2 3 4 5 

BY COP - -------

RETURN TO _______ _ 

DESTROY _______ _ 

FILE. ___ ----=-,r/,__15 ___ _ 
I 

F102 _________ _ 

Rcovcrsheel.doc 

AO/AD3 
AT/AAR 1 
AT/AAR 1a 
S01 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAR 2 
Hels 1 
Hels 1a 
Hels 1b 

Hels 2 
Hels 2a 
Hels 2b 
Hels 2c 
Hels 2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC 

n~\R nPS REtl 
1 4 JUN 2000 

AO REG 4 

DATE RETURNED 
1 5 JUN 2000 

FOR FfLJNO 

. 

I 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec( AS)/64/2 

\ 3 June 2000 

ADGE1 
D155c 

CREDIBLE WITNESS REPQRT DATED 28 MAY l000. 

1. In line with our current policy, please find attached a 'UFO' report from an ex-member of the 
RAF. 

2. I would be ,grateful if you could let me know if the reports represent anything of air defence 
interest. 

0 A\R OPS ·REG 

1 4 JUN 2000 

AO REG 4 

SEC(AS)2A 



RANK. NAME & APPOlllMENT: 

SIGNAl\JRE: 

TIME: 
ECT: 

Number 
$(Z.e 

Shape 
Colour 
Brightness 
Sound? 

--3 l~\...k~ . 

. 
• . ' 

e,Z 

EXACT POSfTION OF OBSERVER: 

Geographical location: Si-U-, ~vr~ 
Ind tlonary/Moving 

1W«IGRAOE & NAME: 

SIGNAl\JRE: 

l>URATION OF SIGHTING: 
Smell? 
Other 

c?) . 

ON IN WHICH OBJECT WAS FIRST SEEN: (A landmarlc may be us-eful} 

--Y:~ ~w..w~ - vJe.ot- . 
F ANGLE OF SIGHT: 

DISTANCE (By reference to a known landmark if J>O$$ible): 

0~ ~. . 
H MOVEMENT OF OBJECT: 

~~ ~ ~c_ -

J MET CONDmONS DURING OBSERVATION (Moving clouds, mist. haze etc): 

Cou 
NEARBY OBJECTS OR BUILDINGS: 

. ··-· _, .. ....... -· 
' 

---
... ~ . . :.-.:: ..... .,i 

TOTAL P.01 

• 



UNCLASSIFIED/RESTRICTED 

{ 

DIR IMMEDIATE PRIORITY 

AO/AD1 AO/AD2 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 
Air Def 1a Air Off 1a 

Air Off 2 
AEW1 Air Off 2a 
ADGE 1 Reece 1 
AD NATO Reece 2 
Mar 1 Reece 2a 
Mar 1a Reece Clerk 

APA-MAR/AEW APA-FW 
APA-TOR APA-HAR 

APA-JAG/CAN 
PNDAO 

Registry 1 2 3 4 5 

BY COP --------
RETURN TO -------
DESTROY --------
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F102 ----------

UATE RETURNED 
2 5 MAY 2000 

FOR FILING 

ACTION HERE INFO 

A0/AD3 
AT/AAR 1 
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S01 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAR2 
Hels 1 
Hels 1a 
Hels 1b 

Hels 2 
Hels 2a 
Hels 2b 
Hels 2c 
Hels 2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC 

o ~\R OPS REO 

2 5 MAY 2000 

AO RES 4 

UNCLASSIFIED/RESTRICTED 

Rcoveniheet.dQc 

ACTION 

COPY TO 



( 
From: 
MINI 

Secretariat (Air Staff)2 
OF DEFENCE 

Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB 

T efephone (Dtrecl dlel) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
DISec(AS)/64/1 
Dato 
2-. May2000 

J AIR OPS R~a 

2 5 M.Ct ""lfJO 

AO HE Ci 4 

Thank you for your letter of 1 May enclosing one from the Safety Regulation Group of the 
Civil Aviation Authority about Mandatory Occurrence Reports. You say that the Safety 
Regulation Group is the 'other official sources' mentioned in your earlier correspondence and ask 
that the MOD Department holding the Reports mentioned in their letter conduct a full search of 
their records and provides you with any information meeting the criteria as defined in the 
Parliamentary Ombudsman's letter to Ieuan Wyn Jones MP (A.7/00 of29 February 2000). 

As you know, Sec( AS)2 is the MOD focal point for receipt of all 'UFO' -related sighting 
reports and correspondence. A thorough search has been made of the files during the agreed 
period (28 July 1998 to 28 July 1999). There is no record that Mandatory Occurrence R~ 
199900648 dated 03/02/99 and 199903489 dated 05/06/99 were received. I contacted 
~t Corporate Affairs, Safety Regulation Group for further infonnation. She sai at they 
were copied to: 

(AS)2 
Main Building 
Whitehall 

I queried the brevity of the address. - said that it was the address they used to forward 
Reports. The omission of 'Ministry ~ ·London• and a postcode in the address could 
have accounted for the Reports not being received by Sec(AS)2. As could the fact that the Branch 
title used does not exist and there is no supporting Room number to help with identification. 
Nevertheless, checks have been made with Branches in MOD Head Office whose titles are similar 
to (AS)2 and those with an interest in aircraft safety. No trace of the Reports has been found. 

It is some while since the two Reports were filed with the Safety Regulation Group. There 
has been nothing in the meantime to suggest that the integrity of the UK Air Defence Region was 
breached by what was reported to them. 1 am sure you will understand therefore that MOD has no 



lans to carry out an investigation now of what might have occurred. 

I can appreciate that you will be disappointed with the result of our enquiries. I can assure 
you that efforts were made to try and trace what happened to the Reports. The Safety Regulation 
Group has now been provided with full details of our addres.s. 

--- - --- --------

I 



DIR IMMEDIATE PRIORITY 

AO/AD1 AO/AD2 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 
Air Oef 1a Air Off 1a 

Air Off 2 
AEW1 Air Off 2a 
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DESTROY --------
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ACTION 

ACTION HERE INFO COPY TO 
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Hels 1 
Hels 1a 
Hels 1b 

Hels 2 
Hels 2a 
Hels 2b 
Hels 2c 
Hers 2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC . 

DAIR OPS REG 

2 5 MAY 2000 

AO RE6 4 

DATE RETURNED 
2 6 MAY 2000 

FOR FILING 
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,/ 
SAFETY REGULATION GROUP 

Aviation House 
Gatwick Airport South 
West Sussex 
RH6 OYR 

Direct Dial 
Oirecl Fax 

Our ref I0MG/03/01/01 - 155 

29 March 2000 

Dear 

Following your telephone call on Monday. l asked the Safety Data Department fo r detai ls nf any 
Mandatory Occurrence Reports regarding UFOs for the period 28 July I 998 to 28 July I Q99 whkh have 
been passed to the Ministry of Defence. 

They have only two occurrences, the details of which are a ttached. 

Yours sincere ly 

Corporate Affairs 



,. 

, .!._ubRcl Report 
I 
..... te: 
03.02. 1999 

A/C Type: Location: 
Not Applicable RAMME58W 

Other Occurrence : Unidentified bright light below BAe 146 at FL280. 

Flt Phase: 
Cruise 

0cc Num: 
199900648 

Arca below ale illuminated for I 0 seconds by incandescent light which was not considered by reporter to be an ale 
landing light. Reporter stated three other ale reported seeing it moving at high speed or static. A TC informed but they 
reported no other a/c in vicinity. Five minutes later a radar return was present at 75miles on weather radar. Atmosphere 
reported as stable and no other ale were in vicinity. 

Oate: 
05.06.1999 

A/CType: 
8 757 

Location: 
SHAPP 

Flt Phase: 
Cruise 

OccNum: 
199903489 

A TC Occurrence : Pilot of B757 reported unidentified military ale which passed close below & in opp<Jsite direction. 

Traffic was not seen on radar by any of the relevant ATC units & no military 'die were known to be in the area. 

PubRel Report Page I of I 27 March 2000 
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ACTION 

DIR IMMEDIATE PRIORllY ACTION HERE INFO COPY TO 

AO/AD1 AO/AD2 A0/AD3 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 AT/AAR 1 
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APA-MAR/AEW APA-FW Hels 2a 
APA-TOR APA-HAR Hels 2b 

APA..JAG/CAN Hels 2c 
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APA-STRAT 
Registry 1 2 3 4 5 APA-TAC 

BY COP ------ --
RETURN TO _____ _ _ 

DESTROY --------
FILE. ____ ---'-/f--'-/,L...2 __ _ 

( 
F102. _________ _ 
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Loose Minute 

D/Sec( AS)64/1 

12 May 2000 

AS.DDl 

Copy to: 

ADGEl 
Sec(AS)l 

CAA - MANDATORY OCCURRENCE REPORTS 

D AIR OPS REG 
1 :t M~y 1nnn 
AO RE 6 3 

1. I am currently dealing with an Ombudsman Case, prompted by a keen 4Ufologist' 
who is anxious to obtain data from 'UFO' sighting repons he believes have been 
provided to us by the CAA Safety Regulation Group (SRO). 

2. I will not bore you with the details of the case! My aim in writing is to try and 
trace two Mandatory Occurrence Reports the SRG has advised him were forwarded to 
MOD. From my discussions with the SRG it seems they were sent to 'AS2 MOD 
Main Building Whitehall'. With an address as vague as that it is hardly surprising we 
did not receive them. From the description of the reports (SRG extract attached) it is 
clear their interpretation of a 'UFO' is rather different than that of most of our 
'ufologists' . I wonder, did either or both reports find their way to your Registry or the 
Registries of copy addressees? 



.'ubRel Report 
i 
' . ,.te: A/CTypc: Location: Flt Phase: OccNum: 

199'00648 03 .02.1999 Not Applicable RAMMES8W Cruise 

Other Occurrence : Unidentified bright light below BAel46 at FL280. 

Arca below ale illuminated for 10 seconds by incandescent light which wa5 not considered by reporter to be an ale 
landing light. Reporter stated three other ale reported seeing it moving at high speed or static. ATC informed but they 
reported no other ale in vicinity. Five minutes l~ter a radar return was present at 75miles on weather radar. Abnosphere 
reported as stable and no olher ale were in vicinity. 

········· ·································~·······~········ 
Date: 
05.06.1999 

A/CType: 
8757 

Location: 
SHAPP 

Flt Phase: 
Cruise 

0cc Num: 
199903489 

ATC Occurrence : Pilo! ofB757 reported unidentified military 8/c which passed close below & in opposite direction. 

Traffic was not seen on radar by any of the relevant ATC units & no mil itary a/c were known to be in the area. 

PubRel Report Page 1 of 1 27 March2000 



( UNCLASSIFIED 
copy 1 for DD GE/AEW 

Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

ROUTINE 
21i310Z APR 00 
RAF FYLINGDALES 
MODUKAIR 
Z6F 

SUBJECT: AERIAL PHENOMENON 
1. FOLLOWING SIGHTING OF A POSSIBLE UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT IS 
REPORTED: 
A. 26 APR 00, 2330 HRS 
B. ONE BRIGHT YELLOW AND WHITE OBJECT 
C. OBSERVED FROM BEDROOM WINDOW 
D. NAKED EYE 
E . NORTH EAST TO SOUTH WBST DIRBCTION OF TRAVEL DATE r-: ···~·, --u 

l1Jit.. 

F. 70 DEGREES ELEVATION 
G. NOT KNOWN 
H . N/A 
J. CLEAR SKY 
K. N/A 
L . 
M. 
Ill'. AMATER ASTRONOMER 
P. NONE 
Q. 271250Z APR 00 
R. NIL 

2 8 APR zaao 
FOR 1- IL IVS 

WHITBY, _ 

S. MARKED VARIATION IN BRIGHTNESS OF OBJECT IS IT CROSSED SICY 
2. POC CREW CMDR, RAFTN/UNITER EXT 2335 

ACTION DISTRIBUTION 
SMA 

MODUK AIR 

SIC ACTION BRANCH 

Z6F SEC(AS) 

INFO DISTRIBUTION 
DD GE/ABW 

Tracing Detail 

DI 55 

DUTY OFFICER 

P 1 Identifier /PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= /O=GB/;amrad2.hq-:24 l 170:20000427143 
040 

ACP127 ldentifier RBDAIA 0015 1181425 
MM Identifier /CN=RAF FYL1NGDALES/DD.acp-plad= RAF FYLINGDALF.S/DD.acp-ri=RB 

DAWOU2=0UA/0Ul=MODMAIN/O=HQ-AMRAD/PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= 
/C=GB/ 3035 0004271430352 

ACASPROl/27 Apr 2000 14:30:49 paee 1 
UNCLASSIFIED 

• 



• 

--
UNCLASSIFIED 

( oopy 1 !or DD GF.JAEW 

ACASPR0I/27 Apr 200.0 14:30:49 page l/last 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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AO/AD1 AO/AD2 AO/AD3 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 AT/AAR 1 
Air Def 1a Air Off 1a AT/AAR 1a 

Air Off 2 S01 AB/SF Pol 
AEW1 Air Off 2a AT/AAR2 

r:-A~1 Reece 1 Hels 1 
AD NATO Reece 2 Hels 1a 
Mar 1 Recce2a Hels 1b 
Mar 1a Reece Clerk 

Hels 2 
APA-MAR/AEW APA-FW Hels 2a 
APA-TOR APA-HAR Hels 2b 

APA-JAG/CAN Hels 2c 
PNDAO 

Registry 1 2 3 4 5 

BY COP --------
RETURN TO _ ______ _ 

F102. _ _ ___;._-_____ _ 

{' . - ' 
t., J.' . . i .. . -,, :.a...O 

2 5 APR WOO 

r . ' " 
, l 

Hels 2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC 

D A I R OPS R[6 

1 0 APR 2000 

AO REG 4 

1RESTRICTED 

-

ACTION 

COPY TO 



From: Secretariat (Air Staff)2 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fa)() 

Your Referenoe 

Our Referaoce 
Dt'Sec(AS )16413/ 1 
Date 
10April 2000 

Thank you for your letter of 29 March enclosing a cheque for £60 . . 
As you know, Secretariat(Air Staff)2 is the Departmental focal point for any reports of 

alleged sightings of 'UFOs'. I should wish to assure you that the search of the files was very 
thorough and the information provided with my letter of23 March was all that we had that met 
the agreed criteria. 

You say that you have information from 'other official sources' that the material supplied 
was 'by no means complete'. If you could let me have this information I should, of course, be 
happy to make further enquiries. 

o Atn OPs 
f O Hfo 

APR 2000 

Ao NFa 4 

--



Hidden Copy: 

APS/USot'S 
APS/PUS 
DOMD 
DCC RAF 
AO/ADl - ADGEl 
DNewsRAF 

) 
) 
) Connect with my D/Sec(ASY64/3/1 of 23 March 2000 

) "' ) 
) 

The Office of the Ombudsman -



( 

Sec. (Air Staff) 2a 
Ministry of Defence 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A 2HB 

-De,,._,._,. 

PENTRAETH 

29 March, 2000 

Thank you for your Departmental letters of 21 st March from and your 
own letter of the 23rd March. I am truly grateful for the infonnation around the two 
incidents menti~ned especially bearing in mind the number of files that had to be 
shifted through. 

Whilst I know your Department put a lot of effort into this search, I understand from 
other official sources and documented evidence that the list of incidents reported to 
the MoD meeting the agreed criteria (ref A.7/00 of29 February, Paragraph 9) as 
supplied by yourselves is by no means complete. A Whitehall source also reliably 
informed me that some of the agreed infonnation was processed at Abbey Wood in 
Bristol (I was actually quite surprised that no military reports had been 
forthcoming!). 

I have copied this letter to the Permanent Secretary, the Ombudsman and my .MP to 
keep everyone up to speed and I have every confidence that the remainder of the 
agreed information will be supplied .. As an act of good faith, please find enclosed 
a cheque for £60.00 as agreed. 

Once again, I am most grateful for the assistance and the co-operation that has come 
so far from the MoD. I look forward to receiving the remainder of the agreed 
abstracts. 
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Air Off 2 
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ACTION HERE INFO 

AO/AD3 
AT/AAR 1 
AT/AAR 1a 
S01 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAR2 
Hels 1 
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( L~ose Minute 

D/Sec(ASY64/3/ l 

23 March 2000 

DNewsRAF 

Copy to: 

APS/USofS 
APS/PUS 
DOMD 
DCC RAF 
AO/ADl - ADGEl,/ 

OMBUDSMANS CASE:-M'D RELEASE OF INFORMATION ON 'UFOs' 

1. I attach a copy of a letter sent today to following an appeal via his MP. Ieuan 
Wyn Jones, to the Ombudsman about MOD's policy on UFOs and refusal to release information 
from sighting reports. 

2. The Ombudsman commended MOD on the way it had handl~correspo~dence 
saying that we had done so in full accordance with the Code. Nonetheless, we agreed as a gesture 
of goodwill to make available to - information from sighting reports in the categories 
requested and for the twelve-month p~od specified. 

3. -s likely to publish the lett~ and attachments on the Internet and some media 
interest may follow. A news brief is also attached to deal with any inquiries. 

Sec(AS)2 

DAIR OPS REG 

2 3 MAR 2000 

AO REG 4 

. --



( -------------------- -------------·----·---------.. -------------
NEWS BRIEF 

---------·---------------------------------.. 
DTG: 23 MARCH 2000 

SUBJECT: RELEASE OF INFORMATION ON ·UFOs' 

SOURCE: Branch: Sec(AS)2: 

PRESS OFRCER: DNewsRAF 
----------------------------·--------------

BACKGROUND 

The Ombudsman recen~OD's handling of correspondence (some 35 letters) with 
a committed ufologist,~ following an appeal from him via his tvfP, Ieuan Wyn 
Jones, that MOD had refused his request to release information in accordance with the Code. ________________________________________________ .. _________________ _ 
KEY MESSAGE 

MOD has only a very limited interest in alleged sightings of 'unidentified flying objects' which is 
to establish from reports provided whether what was seen might have some defence significance. 
---------------------------------------------------------,.----------------.-
KEY POINTS 

* The Ombudsman commended MOD's handling o correspondence saying that 
they had done so in full accordance with the Code of Practice on the Release of Information. 

* The Ombudsman supported MO D's decision not to provide an opinion now on policy 
statements made 40-50 years ago about MOD's interest then in 'UFOs', particularly as all the 
available information relating to the statements is in the public domain .. 

* The Ombudsman rejected- complaint that MOD had not provided an adequate 
response to his request for a statement on MO D's present policy on 'UFOs'. 

• The Ombudsman supported MOD's judgement that.the request for sighting reports (from 
commercial pilots, military pilots and radar personnel) from 28 July 98-28 July 99 <;o$d 
reasonably have been withheld under Exemption 9 of the Code (voluminous or vexatious 
requests). The Ombudsman very much welcomed MOD's decision nonetheless to make this 
information available. 

* The search for any reports meeting the criteria required scrutiny of proformae1 letters etc, held 
on six manual files (over SOO enclosures). 

* Only two reports were found to meet the criteria; one from a commercial pilot and one from an 
air traffic controller. 

* MOD's conclusion in respect of each repon was that there was nothing to substantiate an 
incident of defence concern. 



• 
1 SUBSIDIARY POINTS 

* equeste:d: 

{ a) that ·MOD agree with his interpretation of infoonation held at the Public Record Office 
for 1950s-1960s in respect of alleged 'UFO' incidents and MOD policy at that time. 

{b) that MOD confirm whether it was policy now to play down the significance of 'UFOs'. 

(c) that MOD provide abstracts from all 'UFO' reports from commercial pilots, military 
pilots and radar personnel between O I . 00 hrs 28 Jul 98 and O 1. 00 hrs 28 Jui 99 giving 
details of estimated sizes, shapes, speeds and unusual flight patterns of the craft, and the 
conclusions reached by MOD in each case. 

* As a gesture of goodwill MOD agreed to (c), estimating a charge of £150 but, as a further 
gesture of goodwill, agreed to abate the cost to a maximum of £75. 

--was provided with the information in a letter of 23 March 2000. 

I 
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Pentreath 

From Secretariat (Air Staff)2 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swltdlbollrd) 
{Fax) 

~ 

Your Reference 

Our Referooce 
DJSGc(AS )/64/3/1 
Date 
23 March 2000 

I am responding to your request for abstracts from sighting reports from commercial pilots, 
military pilots and radar personnel for the period 01 .00 hours 28 July 1998 to 01.00 hours 28 July 
1999 as set out in the letter from the Ombudsman to Ieuan Wyn Jones r-.ilP {reference A.7/00 of 29 
February) 

I should say at the outset that there is no requirement for anyone reporting an alleged sighting to 
MOD to provide details of any category of information including occupation. Where reports are 
made they are often very sketchy and vague. However, we have now reviewed all the reports . 
received over the 12 months in question in this office. Two sightings were received during the 
period specified above with sufficient information to substantiate the occupation of the witness as 
one of those requested. Although you asked only for abstracts we felt that it would be more 
helpful to give you photocopies of the actual reports as we received them. As you will see, details 
have been deleted in order to protect the confidentiality of the witnesses concerned. 

As you know, the MOD has only a very limited interest in alleged sightings of 'unidentified flying 
objects' which is to establish from sighting reports whether what was seen might have some 

· defence significance. We look to see whether there is any evidence that the integrity e£ the UK 
Air Defence region has been breached by any hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity. 
With this requirement in mindi the conclusions reached in respect of each report were as follows: 

Report No. 1 was received on 20 November 1998 and concerned a sighting on 19 
November 1998 by a commercial pilot, reported to be of an object travelling fast and 
showing a very bright strobe light. MOD concluded that there.was no unusual activity to 
substantiate an incident of any defence concern. 

Report No. 2 was received on 15 February 1999 (page 2 is incorrectly dated) and 
concerned an apparent radar contact that day by an air traffic controller in Scotland. MOD 
found that there was no Air Defence activity (routine or Quick Reaction Alert) or 
exercises involving RAF Air Defence units during the period Radar investigations were 
made but recorded radar data displays did not support the contact reported. In the 
circumstances MOD found nothing to substantiate an incident of any defence concern. 



nfirm that no other reported sightings were found during the search to match the three 
r t atcgorics specified in your request. . 

Because of the time needed to examine a number of files and check the details of hundreds of 
enclosures the cost of the search amounted to £60. I should be grateful if you would now send a 
cheque for this amount payable to: The Accounting Officer, Ministry of Defence to the above 
address. 

I 

] 



DT'Ci 

Oriotn 

.:r:, • 

E 

F -

c; 

< 

,IGINAL DOCUMENT 

Not fw Trtn1misslon 

si,naNr•ol 
Ong~t0r 

Catt Stamp 

· .. --

IRErn £,i-0MENTI 



,. 

me1d1nce OTG 

Addrus 

0~ •lld tn11 of Mr\9 

TEXT 

N \!;., . 

_L_.__ ---------

__ Q~------' 

~ REDA-==' =D=O:::;C;;;;U;:::M=E=NT=-1 _______________ _ 

Not f9r Trlntmfsilon 

TO" c:::=) TOO ( ~~) Ccoy dinti'bution 

, IN.A.L DOCUMENT 

Tdeplsex11 No. 
~tionNo, 

. -~ 

REDACTION ON 0 



r 
Al. ,-iORISfNO OFACER 

SIGNATURE: 

Nake<i e e/8inocularsicamera/\ftdeo camera 0.tJ t~bAfl . 
E DIRECTION IN WHICH ~~"'CJ WM FIRST SEEN: (A landmarlt may be useful) 

--r~M voa_ - Sl..-l ,owMDs 06'-~ 

F ANGLE OF SIGHT: ----DISTANCE (By retere11~ to a kJtown raooman: If possible): ---H MOVEMENT OF OBJECT: 

J MET CON0ffiONS DURJNG OBSERVATION (Moving douds, mist. haze etc): 
__:..-

NEARBY OBJECT'S OR B..Wl OLNGS: 

-----
L TO WHOM REPORTED: 

Press: ~ -
Police: ---, 
Military Organisation: ~ IGINAL 
Airport: 
OUler. 
INFORMANTS' DETAILS: 
Name:--. 
AddfCSG: 

OTHER WITNESS? 

P DA Tli/TTME OF REPORT: 

• 
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( 

A. Date, Time Duration of Sighting. OCf~i 4-, 1{11,.(~~. k-P(b,t. ;)_"",,...,S. 

B. 
P4,""A-.-T-1 ~ ([~_.,·q,.J AlP0:J.:,. l c,",.,.. ;J-. 

~escription of Object · e..J ti\R1.Jo1- "2,.",,_· \'- Lt.y/1:µvh.- .\u~ 

c. Exact Position of Observer 

D. HO\I Observed L DOCUMENT 

E. Direction in vhich Object was first seen ,...,~, C,Jtl~t.,,_. "- , 

F. Angular Elevation of Object 

G. Distance of Object from Obse=ver r-J / A. 

H. Movements of Objecc 

1 ~ fcoCG.l\. 
J. Meteorological Condit.ions During Observations. "la c.~ N \ L µ-,c 

Moving Clouds, Haz.e, mist etc H:\-.1 g.00 / SC.. TI i.::,~ . 

K . Nearby Objects tJ IA 

L. To Whocn Reported. r-' / .p... 

l-l..s.f~-i ~,", 
)'•(1(<,.~f 

- .::.~~ 
M. Na.me and Address of 1:nforma.nt. ------

«,A---rtP • 
N. Jin.y Background Information on the Informant that cnay be Volunteered . ....... 

O. O<her Vitnesses -

P. Date• Time of Receipt of Report A 



Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

RO~ 
211445Z MAR 00 
RAF FYLINGDALES 
MODUKAJR 
Z6F 

SUBJECT: AERIAL PRENOMBNON 

UNCLASSIFIED 
ropy 1 for DD GE/AEW 

1. FOLLOWING SIGHTING OF A POSS!BLE UNIDENT!FIRD FLYING OBJECT IS 
REPORTED 
A. 18 MAR 00, 1908 HRS 
B. METEOR, VERY BRIGHT WITH GOLDEN TRAIL 
C. IN A MOTOR CAR 
D. NAKED EYE 
E. SOUTH TO NORTH EAST 0~ TE 
F. NOT KNOWN 
G. NOT KNOWN 
H. N/A 

2 3 MAR 2000 
J. CLEAR SKY, FtJLL MOON 
K. DRIVING ON MALTON BY-PASS F:; le.I NG 
L. 
M. 
·N. 

PICKER!NG, NORTH YORKSHIRE 

P. HUSBAND 
Q. 182300Z MAR 00 
R. NIL 
S. NIL 

ACTION DIS1'Ri!·BUTION 
SMA "'j,,:. ·src . ACTION BRANCH DUTY OFFICER 

r""\.-- .. 
- l - -

MODOK AIR .-·'"." 
Z6F SEC(AS) 

INFO DIST~IBUTIOJ.'1' .. ___ c·, 
DD GBl~-- ·;~-- .... . -~~-=~:,:- 'PI . 55 ..,..~.--

}_· __ . ., •• - · - .,-:-.. . ··· -"""" • • " ..,t..; .; __ 

-
• • • • r • 

Tracing Detail :'-~;:: · · 

Pl Idett~6ir :~: :! .,,._ ~~~ODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= /C=GB/;amrad2.bq-:177737:20000321ISS 
- , 110 ,.,,, 

ACPI21 Identifier RBDAIA 0004 0811545 
MM Id~ntifi~?- . /CN=RAF FYLINGDALESIDD.acp-plad=RAF FYLINGDALES/00.acp-ri=RB 

· -~·- _ ... __ _;QNAfQW:=OUA/OUl=MODMAIN/O=HQ-AMRAD/PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= 
~ ~::_· ... ~- ·: .. · . . ~W-~ios_~op1211ss1osz 

.~ r _ , •• , • J" r; --~,:·7:)" . . • . 

,.. ______ .. __ _ 
• •' •- I J 

ACAS,P-R()J/21 Mar .2000 15:51:19 

--- -·-----

\ 
UN<;LASSIFIED 

·• • XC .. ... --.---·· 

page 1111st 

-



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DA0/1/13 ~---

20 Mar 99 

Sec(AS)2a 

'UFO' REPORTS -1 and 16 MAR 00 

Reference: D/S~AS)/64/2 dated 17 Mar 00 

1. At Reference, you asked whether the UFO reports in the White.chapel and Darlington areas 
represented anything of air defence interest. 

2. Following enquiries through staff at HQ 11/18 Gp, there is no evidence that unauthorised 
military activity or any other activity of air defence significance occurred in those areas at the 
times in question. 

[ original signed] 
• I • i:ll 

2 0 MAR Z000 

ADGE 1 



DIR IMMEDIATE PRIORllY 

AO/AD1 AO/AD2 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 
Air Def 1a Air Off 1a 

Air Off 2 
AEW 1 Air Off 2a 

, ·- 1 Reece 1 ·~-
AD NATO Reece 2 
Mar 1 Reece 2a 
Mar 1a Reece Clerk 

APA-MAR/AEW APA-FW 
A PA-TOR APA-HAR 

APA-JAG/CAN 
PNDAO 

Registry 1 2 3 4 5 . 

BY COP - - --- - --

RETURN TO ______ _ _ 

DESTROY _ _ _ _ ___ _ 

FILE _ ___ -;J/""""1__,:3-"--___ _ 
I 

F102 _____ ____ _ 

DAT E r .. '. .H: E 0 

2 0 MAR 2000 

'" " :-- :· . I N" ~ I t. tl 

Rco\18rah8el.doc 

RESTRICTED 

ACTION HERE INFO 

~ .,... . 

.. 

AO/AD3 
AT/AAR 1 
AT/AAR 1a 
S01 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAR2 
Hels 1 
Hels 1a 
Hels 1b 

Hels 2 
Hels 2a 
Hels 2b 
Hels 2c 
Hels 2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC 

RESTRICTED 

• 

ACTION 

COPY TO 



LOOSEWNUTE 

D/Sec(AS)/64/2 

J} March 2000 

ADGE l 
DIS5c 

CREDIBLE WITNESS REPORTS DATED l & 16 MARCH 2000. 

1. In line with our current policy, please find attached two separate 'UFO' reports from police 
officers. I should be grateful if you could let me know if the report represents anything of air 
defence interest. 

·0 AIR OPS REG 

2 0 MAR 2000 

AO REG 4 



C9.46 CPS LE~M:NG PAGE 1 

REPORT OF AN UNrOENTlFIED FLYING OBJECT 

Send to: MOD Sec(AS} 2a 

During working hours it: 

Outside working hours: UNCLAS Signal to MO OUK AIR SJC Z6D 

\~~~i Date, Time & DuraHon of Sighting. 

~t~ .. .., ... :!'~..,.- -

~~-~ Description of Object (No of objects, 
-\;Ii size, shape, colour. brightness). 
: .: ... ·z=-
f. Cir. Exact Position of Observer. 
/_~·3'§ Location, indoor/outdoor, 

. /// stationary/moving. 
•• ( _,. ... 

' ~...!"·~·!.:; 

I.Aa.(f(; NL, Clt'- U<':t*TS. ~\NCY° 
p,,-l~ MQ-.!lrl'"" fl,..~l.,)l'IQ . 

---~ ~w,, ~<t.os:i.O ~c. ~rJ ~ ~,. 

*<-vs)Qa.:"r\<.. ,Olt.Jr-o'( '-{ ()'\)'(.~N\.' .fOl.1'~ 
0~ ~(.u.rJ(z-,~ . 

()'J"'l"()oO'(I.._S, v-,1 ~ ~~N 

':~DJ; How Observed (Naked eye, binoculars, 1'JAKGD ,::,--,,e 
_:._ :}~ other opticar device, still or v[deo/movie). 
•. • ~ .> :t 

} E;_::" Di rection on which Object first seen (A 
: ~ ·: ;.=, landmark may ba rnore useful than a 
.':. ~ \ .. ~ badl estlmated bearin . 

:F:···· Angle of Sight (Estimated heights are 
-~ unreliable). 

·G>~ Distance (By reference to a known 
· landmark.}. 

,H.:_:: Movements (Changes in e. F & G may 
·. : .~- be of more use than estimates of Course 

:,J and S eed . 
.-.t -S'.~:~ Met Conditions during Observations 

':/ ~-~]: (Moving cJauds, haze, mist etc). 

·-'I -~ Nearby Objects (Telephone Lines. High 
.: . :· {~: Voltage Unes, Reservoir, Lake or Dam, 
. - ::r Swamp or Marsh, River, High Buildings, 
: ·:iz: Tall Chimneys, Steeples, Spires, 1V or 

~~: Radio Masts. Airfields, Generating Plant, 
; .2 •· Factories, Pits or other sites with 
~-~-·~1 floodli hls or ni ht ti hlin . 

:"" 1t 1~: To whom reported (Police, MHitary, 
; : Press etc). 

;_ . ~ .. ~ , .. _. .. ,.x 

1 l.--...: Name & address of Informant. 
'. 

·• -= ·~ 

UfO_REP.OOC THIS IS A COPY - ORIGINAL CLOSED 
UNDER THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 
ACT 2000. EXEMPTION .5>to 



• 1Uk • ,l,I \I ~ ~ I V~ I 

:.M,.- Background of lnf ormant that may be 
volunteered. 

N. Other witnesses. ~,e-E:- ~O ,JA~\.O t.>..$ ~6\~£M1~_3 

O: .' Date, Time of Receipt. 
~ 1. l o 't.. /V' A (l. oo ''O 

. P. . Any unusual Meteorological Conditions . 

N\ L. 

. Q. Remarks . 

UFO_REP.0OC 
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000 09: 34 FROM AIS(M)LATCC TO SEC AS 

Cfassitication 
Caveat 
Covering 

FAX TRANSMISSION SHEET 

DTG of Transmission: 

From: 
AJS(Mil) 
LATCC{MII) 
PORTERS WAY 
WEST DRAYTON 
MIDDLESEX 
UB79AU 

To: 
SEC(AS)2 
ROOM8245 
M.o.O. Main Building 
Whitehall 

0109002 Mar 00 
Fax Number: 
VPN: 

Rank, Name & Appointment 

Signature: 

UNCLASSIFIED 
NONE 
UNCLASSIFIED 

Reference: 

Subject: 

Signature: 

Please find attached a UFO report from Whitechapel Police Station. 

Classification UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveat NONE 
CoverinQ UNCLASSIFIED 

Q:\MILITARYWSDATA\Fro fonm. & Stats\Pro Fomu\Fu.cs\Fax Header.doc 

UFO REPORT 

2 

Fax Number: 

Voice 

P.01 



08: 35 FR0'1 A!S(M)L.ATCC TO SEC AS P.02 

RECIPI~T 37BHT 

~ FAX 

·-· 

Sl61iTINS OF U.F,O FRaf{ i:(E~R YARD WHITECtiAPEl POLICE .STAT?ON WI~ESSEO BY SE\IEAAL 
POLIC£ OrflCERS SHALL REO LIGHT HOVfD SLOWLY SOUT.H TMEII! DID USHT U TUAN f'NO f'IAD 
E OFF ,am, AT GREAT sPE:EO THEN OBSffiVEC FOR 15 ~i.ns hOVlNG 9ACK ~ ~ORWARDS AT 
Sl...CM AU FA.ST Sf1=EDS TttEN SE.EN TO TURN lN TI6HT CIRCLES. 

PC3781-fT DoBSaN • •• wHliECHAPEL POLICE STATION ,METROPOLITAN POLICE 

~~IS IS A COPY - ORIGINAL CLOSED 
,. i,JDER THE FREEDOM OF INFORM 
:..er 2000. EXEMPTION ~'le) ATION 

RESTRICTED - DO NOT USE THIS TO TAl<E CPERAT.tONAl. ACTION UNLESS IT IS UF TO DATE 

DATA PROTECTlCN ~ - NO UNAUTHORISED D!SClCSURf-DlSPOSE AS CONFIDENTIAL. ~ASTE 

TOTAL P,02 



LOOSEMJNUTE 

D/DA0/1/13 ~...4,....--

7 Mar99 

Sec(AS)2a 

'UFO' REPORTS - 11 Feb 00 

Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/2 dated 28 Feb 00 

1. At Reference, you asked whether the UFO reports in the Wick, Banff and Windemere 
areas represented anything of air defence interest. 

2 . Following enquiries by staff at HQ 11/18 Gp, there is no evidence that unauthorised 
military activity or any other activity of air defence significance occurred in those areas at the 
times in question. 

[ original signed] 

ADGE l 

DATE PFTURNBn 
- 7 MAR 2000 

Fl R FH rtlG 



DIR IMMEDIATE PRIORITY 

AO/AD1 AO/AD2 
Air Def 1 Air Off 1 
Air Def 1a Air Off 1a 

Air Off 2 
AEW 1 Air Off 2a 

1~-AOO~ Reece 1 
AD NATO Recce2 
Mar 1 Recce2a 
Mar 1a Reece Clerk 

APA-MAR/AEW APA-FW 
APA-TOR APA-HAR 

APA-JAG/CAN 
PNDAO 

Registry 1 2 3 4 5 

BY COP --------

RETURN TO ______ _ 

DESTROY _______ _ 

FILE 1/1g - - -,---------=-----
F102. _______ __ _ 

RESTRICTED 

ACTION 

ACTION HERE INFO COPY TO 

A0/AD3 
AT/AAR 1 
AT/AAR 1a 
S01 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAR2 
Hels 1 
Hels 1a 
Hels 1b 

Hels 2 
Hels 2a 
Hels 2b 
Hels 2c 
Hels 2d 
APA-STRAT 
APA-TAC 

DATE P:T URNEO 
- 7 MAR 2000 

FOR FIL ING 

UMCLA;SSI -IEQlRESTRICTED 

Roowrsheel doe 



LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec( AS)/64/2 

2f Febru'ary 2000 

ADGEl 
DISSc 

CREDIBLE WITNESS REPORT DATED 11 FEBRUARY 20-00. 

\ ,. . ; , 
. . _/' 

I. In line with our current policy, please find attached a UFO' report from a civilian helicopter 
pilot who witnessed two bright lights 20 miles north of Wick in the Scottish Highlands on 
11 February 2000. I also attach two other reports from members of the public that 
witnessed objects around the Banff area at around the same time, which possibly fits the 
helicopter pilot's statement that the lights were moving in a South Easterly direction. I have 
consulted the low flying complaints cell in Sec(AS)2 who confirm that there was no military 
low flying below 2, 000ft in the area at the time. I also attach, for completeness, another 
report we received for the 11 February from the Windamere area. 

2. I would be grateful if you could let me know if the reports represent anything of air defence 
interest. 

DAIR OPS REG 

2 8 FEB 2000 

AO REG 4 



~ Time. Dllratioa of Sisb1in1 

Date: 

Time: 

Duration: 

11 FcbOO 

uos 

3mins 

B. Dacrtptkm of Object 

Number: 

Su:e: 

Shape: 

Colours: 

Unsure. could only see lights. no shape 

Not see, shrouded in mist 

Purple light for about 5 sees 

Brigblncss: · Vay deep blue 

Sound: No 

Smell: . No 

C. · Exact Posido11 of Obltr¥u 

TO SEC AS 

Geographical Location: 

lndoon/Ourdoors: 

Balgreen ROid between Turri ff and Banff 

Stalimmy/Moving: 1n c:ar at first but stopped to look 

D. How Object was Obttrved 

Naud Eye: 

Binoculars: 

ln.itially 

Yes 

StilWidieo Camera: No 

L Dindi.oa ill Wlaldl Objtd -..u tint lffll 

Between Tuniff and Banff hndiag cut towards Peterhead 

F. Aealt•fSillat 

P.~ 

~ 
' / 

.. ,._., 



09:45 FROM AISCM)LATCC TO SEC AS P. 03 

G. -Diatancc 

1000.1500ft away ebout lSOOft off~ ground. 

H. Moveamlt of Objrct 

Dead straight. moved to west about 500 yards away tbtn shot off towards Peterbc.d 

J. Mel Conditions during Ob1uvatio11 

Moving Cloud.,: Not overcast. very cl~ twilight conditions. 

Haze: None 

Mist: · None 

K. Nearby Objedl or Bllildinp de 

P~ over focal farms 

L. To Whom Reported 

Police; 

·-Pres-s: 

Military Organisation: 

Aixpo:tt: 

No 

No 

RAF Lossiemouth Stn OJ>S 

No 

M. Name aftd AddNst or Informant 

Name: 

Address: 

N. Ally Badcgrt>ud oftlle 1Dformu1 that may be Vobaateered 

Nil 

o. Otbcr WitanHI 

None 

P. · n.te ad Time of Receipt or Report 

Da,e; 1 S fcb 00 

Time 2030 

TOTAL P.03 



REPORT Of 611.UNIQEN]]flM E.,YING QBJICT 

A. Oat~ Tisoe, DantlOII •f Slptin& 

Date: 

lllllC: 

Duration~ 

11 FcbOO 

1820 . 

Smins 

B, I>cscriprioaofOb~t 

Number: 2 

Si7..e: Unsure 

Shape: Not made out (like 2 stars with the lar&er emitting a light beam) 

Colow-s: Pinkish {obscured lhrougb mist) 

Brightness: Cone shaped beam of light. Low luminous colour 

Soond: No 

Smell: No 

C. EUd Poaition of Obtervcr 

Geographical Location: Bridge of Alvah - •v'°S G ~& 1 

lndoo~Outdoors: Outdoors 

StationaryfMoving: Stationary 

D. ~ Object WU Obsen'ed 

Naked Eye: Yes 

Binoculars: No 

StiUNideo camera: No 

L l)ireeden In Wbidt Obj«t wu flnt teen 

West lo east ovabead 

f . Allele of Siglat 

40-



; 

2000 12:45 FROM AIS(M)LATCC TO SEC AS 

G. Di,ta11ce 

l 000 - 1500 n in low cloud 

B. MovC'IMllt of Objed 

Sleady (glider speed) tn:vel\in.g in 31night line 

J. Met Conditiom duriag Oblerv1tlo11 

Moving Clouds: Wind cast to West 

Hau: None 

Mist None 

IC. Nearl,y Objttts or Bllildmp tk 

ln front of blacked out conage. No stteet lighting 

L. To Wbom Reported 

Polioe: No 

~: No 

Mili1llr)' Orpni.iion: Lo~emouth Stn ~ 

Airport: Abcidecn ATC 

M. Naa• aad Addna uf Jnformut 

Name: 

~ = BanfT. 

N. ADY Bac~d of the (aformant that ... , be Volunteered 

Nil 

0. Otltct'WiUS..... 

None 

?. Date and T~ or Receipt of Report 

Date: J 7 Feb 00 

Time: l t2S 

Fax to ATS(M) RAF West Draytoa on 

P.03 

TOTAL P. 03 



' -2000 16:17 FROM AlS CM)LRTCC lU ~l:.C H~ 

FAX TP.6~ DETAILS: OTG of TRnsmlMlofl: 
~ · 
Al$M. LATcc,l).POIWIWq, Watl>Ryton 
Mkldh 1 1:.: UB7 9AIJ MOD lbiln Bulkffnt, Nllidliilll 

London swtA ata 

~K. NAME & APPOltftMENT: 

Sl~TURE: 

B OESCRJPTION OF OBJECT: 
Number 2. 
Size 
Stlape 
~our ~ ,£ 
Bngtttness &.. t ~+;, Ll E:;rl 'T .5 
Soond? 

C EXACT POSmON OF OBSERVER: 

lSSION OPERATOR: 

AAN!C/GRAOE & NAM 

SIGN/\ TURE: 

z DURATION OF SIGKTING: 
Smell? 
other _ £' ~ee. a,~ 

Geographicallocation:· t--{ 5:..z_:.T~~- 2o .-v\,,._c,.S 
,rJ A. ~ <--~ 

~ e--fc. 
lnoculars/C8mera/Vldeo camera 

E DtRECTION IN WHICH OBJECT WAS A~ST SEEN: (A landmark may be useful) 

"e, W.~ ~ I ,-'1 S E.. b1 t2F.C..';l'Or-..:i 

P.02 

DISTANCE (By reference to a known landmark ifposslble): 

V, rD~r-1 • ~c:::e_~ n-'-/, ,..J~ -Kl ~-::,F'7 / L-c.:>--.S. rnf=-.Hc:L 

J MET CONDmONS DURING OBSERVATION (Moving doods, mist, haze e.tc): 

Cc._~ 

NEARBY OBJECTS OR BUILDINGS: 

t-J/A 
L TO WHOM REPORTED: 

Press: ~r ,:.~~ 
Police: 

· Military Organisation: 
Airport: 
Other: 

c~ \X..£11:::::>~ 
D_)'T~ '.c:c>, A!:> ~ A 
c~~. ~ i::::E' ec~) 

N ANY BACKGROUND OF THE INFORMANT THAT MAY 8E VOLUNTEERED: 

P DA TE/1lMe OF REPORT: 

TOTAL P.02 



REPORT of an 1-INIDENTIFIED El,YTNG QRTECT 

• a. Date/Time and Duration of Sighting ( Local times to be quoted·) 

,, /01-/00 ttor Jo· r~cr. . 
b. Description of Object ( No. of objects, size, shape, colours, brightness, sound, smell etc ) 

2- L.c&Hrf - -z. lf~•lf1-1r ~r--rl-CAPe-3) ,-rk; r& 
vf,t.-1 ~A1~,-,.,. /o,.-~ tlGHT~nl"'~ J No SruN:b/"'o Of,_ , 

c. Exact Position Observed. ( Geograghical location, ind~r outdoors, stationary or moving) 
~OCICS"IIOT (Jo1r1r. 30,-,w f rr- AA,~~ ,-.,.,,,.,~Mk..,,. 

d How Observed ( Naked eye, Binoculars other optical device, still or movie camera ) 

t-'Are,s;;, ~ .. IE 

e. Direction in Which Object was First Seen ( A landmark may be more useful than a badly 

/ 

estimated bearing ) 
EAS, SouTH • 

f Angle of Sight ( ~imated heights are unreliable ) 

qoo 

g Distance ( By reference to a known Landmark if possible ) 

h Movements ( Changes in E,F,G may be of more use} 

l·; .: ·-:·1·~--1 
,-!~,!~! ._. !t I 

( : ·•r 

' 
l 
~ ,·----
t ~ ' f. , ... r 
t._.: 4'l 

• 
~Fr -ro ~ "'"" T / e "o.--, ,-,,.,,_, iJE//,~ 

Meteorological Conditions During Observations. ( Moving clouds Mist etc. ) 

"'f>~-1 / t,-in~ c,ov~. 

j Nearby Objects ( Telephone lines Spires Etc. ) 

fJO. 

MAN/FORM/005 
Forms Des. UF0/005 Issue 2 

.. 

Page 1 ofl 
02/10/95 

' / 



m. Any Background cm .. the Informant that may be Volunteered • 

• Ni 1.-. 

n. Other Witnesses 

I 

o. Date and Time of Receipt 

11/02-/oQ 
1,1J.O 

The above details are to be telephoned immediately to A.IS (Military), Latcc on ext. 6717, 6718 an 

The completed form is to be despatched to: 

MinistrY of Defence ( AFO ) 

RAF Main Building 

Whitehall 
LONDON SW1 

MAN/FORM/005 Issue2 Page 2 of 2 



,. 

Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

ROUTINE 
021530Z FEB 00 
RAF FYLINGDALES 
MODUK.AIR 
Z6F 

SUBJECT: AERIAL PHENOMENON 

UNCLASSIFIED 
copy l for DD GE/AEW 

1. FOLLOWING SIGHTING OF A POSSIBLE UNIDENTlFIED FLYIG OBJECT IS 
REPORTED 
A. 1 FEB 00, 0800 HRS CONTINUOUS 
B. SQUARE SHAPE, GREYISH 
c. OUTDOORS 
D. TELESCOPE 
B. NORTH 
F. 90 DEGS 
G. APPROX 300 KMS 
H. CIRCULAR 
J. CLEAR 
K. N/A 
L. RAF FYLINGDALES 

COLCHESTER. 

N. 
P. NIL 
Q. 02l439Z PEB 00 

NIL 

CREW CMDR, RAFTN/UNITER 
hPACE INFO OFFICP.R 

L:.-.:...:..J 

ACTION DISTRIBUTION 
SMA SIC ACTION BRANCH 

MODUK. AIR 
Z6F SEC(AS) 

INFO DISTRIBUTION 
DO GE/AEW 

Tracing Detail 

DI 55 

DUTY OFFICER 

DAT£ RETURNED 
- 3 FEB 2000 

FO R FILING 

Pl Identifier /PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= /C=GB/;amrad2.hq-:065823:20000202165 
203 

ACP127 Identifier RBDAIA 0008 0331640 

ACASPR0t/02 Feb 2000 16:52:04 page l 
UNCLA~IFIED 



( , 

MM Identifier 

UNCLASSIFIED 
copy 1 for DD GE/AEW 

/CN=RAF FYLINGDALES/DD.acp-plad=RAF FYLINGDALES/DD.acp-ri=RB 
DAWOU2=0UA/0Ul=MODMAIN/O=HQ-AMRAD/PRM1PMODUK-AMRAD/ADMI): 
/O-OB/ 5200 0002021652002 

ACASPR0l/02 Feb 2000 16:52:04 page 2/lut 
UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
topy l for DD GE/AEW --

Hi& ,h 3 

Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

ROUTINE 
1O1730Z JAN 00 
RAF FYLINGDALES 
MODUKAIR 
Z6F 

SUBJECT: AERIAL PHENOMENON 
1. FOLLOWING SIGHTING OF A POSSIBLE UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT WAS 
REPORTED VIA ROYAL MAIL: 
A. 191600Z DEC 99, FOR APPROXIAMATELY 5 MIN 
B. 1 ROUND, BRIGHT GLOWING OBJECT, SIZE OF TENNIS BALL 
C. SHOPPING OUTSIDE IN WHITLEY, NEAR FAREHAM, HAMPSHIRE 
D. NAKED EYE 
E. OVER SOUTHAMPTON AREA/SOUTH·WBST 
F. UNKNOWN 
G. NOT KNOWN 
H. APPEARED HOVERING 
J. NOT KNOWN 
K. NOT KNOWN 
L. LETTER TO RAF FYLINGDALES 
M. 
N. UNKNOWN 

PORTSMOUTH, HANTS, _ 

Q. HIS SON 
R. 7 JAN 00 
S. NIL 
Z. POC - RAFTN/UNITER • OR DUTY CREW CMDR EXT 

ACTION DISTRIBUTION 
SMA SIC ACTION BRANCH 

MODUK AIR 
Z6F SEC(AS) 

INFO DISTRIBUTION 
DD GE/AEW 

Tracing Derail 

DI 55 

DUTY OFFICER 

Pl Identifier /PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= /C=GB/;amrad.2.hq-:138284:20000110182 
944 

ACP127 Identifier RBDAIA 0008 0101812 

ACASPROl/10 Jan 2000 18:29:47 page 1 

UNCLASSIFIED 

I 



MM Identifier 

UNCLASSIFIED 
copy l for DD GFJAEW 

/CN=RAF FYLlNGDALES/DD.acp-plad=RAF FYLINGDALES/DO.acp-ri=RB 
DAWOU2=0UA/0Ul=MODMAIN/O=HQ-AMRAD/PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= 
/C=GB/ 2940 000110182940Z 

ACASPROl/10 Ja-. 2000 18:29:47 page 2/lut 

UNCLASSIFIED 



, 
I UNCLASSIFIED 

copy 1 for DD GE/AEW 

Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

ROUTINE 
lll0OOZ DEC 99 
RAFMARHAM 
MODUKAIR 
Z6F 

SUBJECT: UFO REPORT 
1. 020300Z DEC 99 AND 020430Z DEC 99 FOR 6 OR 7 MINUTES ON FIRST 
OCCASION, 15 M1NS ON SECOND 
2. 1 OBJECT, IDENTICAL EACH TIME, TRIANGULAR ~HAPED OBJECT WITH 2 
LIGHTS (WHITE} DISPLAYED IN SIMILAR MANNER TO CAR HEADLIGHTS 
3. GROUND FLOOR BEDROOM AT HOME ADDRESS 
4. NAKED EYE 
5. WEST (TOWRARDS BODNEY ARMY CAMP) 
6. ROUGH ESTIMATE OF HEIGHT 500 FEET 
7. OVER ONE MILE AWAY 
8. OBJECT ROTATED ABOUT A VERTICAL AXIS AND DESCENDED. OBJECT 

MADE NO SOUND 
9. CLEAR DRY NIGHT WITH LIGHT WIND 
10. CONIFER TREB 100 FT FROM WINDOW. BODNEY ARMY CAMP APPROX ONE 

NORFOLK, 
13. COMPLA WAS SITTING UP IN BED, WAITING FOR PERSISTENT CAR 
THIEVES. THE DELAY IN REPORTING, IS DUE, HE SAYS, TO HIS FEAR OF 
RIDICULE. HE WAS AT PAINS TO STRESS THAT HB WANTS NO PUBLICITY OF 
ANY' KlND. HE REPORTED NOW BECAUSE HE HEARD OP A SIMILAR SIGHTING IN 
WALES THIS WEEK 
14. NIL 
15. 110950 DEC 99 

ACTION DISTRIBUTION 
SMA SIC ACTION BRANCH DUTY OFFICER 

MODUK AIR 
Z6P SEC (AS} 

INFO DISTRIBUTION 
OD GE/AEW 

DATE r - i '? ' ~ J 

1 3 DEC 1999 
DI 55 

FOR F ILIN6 

Tracing Detail 

ACASPROl/11 Dec 1999 11:17:20 page 1 
UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
a,py l for DD GfJldW 

Pl Identifier /PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMDm IO=OB/;annd2.bq-:2569S1 :19991211111 
719 

ACP127 Identifier RBDAIW 0001 3451030 
MM Identifier /CN=RAF MARHAM/0D.acp-plad=RAF MARHAM/DD.acp-ri•RBDAlW/OUl-0 

UM)Ul=MODMAIN/O=HQ-AMRAD/PRMl):sMODUK-AMRAD/ADMD- le-GB/ 
1716 991211111716Z 

ACASPROl/11Dec199911:17:20 
UNCLASSIFIED 



I' 
I 

LOOSE MINUTE 

7 Dec99 

Sec(AS)2a 

'UFO' REPORT - 6 Dec 99 

Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/2 dated 23 Nov 99 

1. At Reference, you asked whether the UFO reports in the Tilbury area represented anything 
of air defence interest. 

2. Having read the attached reports, most observers believed that they were seeing a star. I 
have investigated similar lights which flashed red and green in the·past; these turned out to be 
Venus rising and I have little doubt that a comparable event was in progress on 6 Dec. I do not 
intend, therefore to pursue the matter further. 

[ original signed] 

DATE RETURNED 

- 7 DEC 1999 

FOR FIL /NB 

I 



UNCLASSIFIED/RESTRICTED 

( ACTION 

DIR IMMBDIATE URGENT ROUTINE INFO COPYTO 

AO/ADI AO/AD2 AO/AD3 ' 

Airl>cfl Air Off I AT/AARI 
AirDefla Air Off la AT/AARla 

Air0ff2 
AEWl Air0ff2a SO 1 AB/SF Pol -
IIDOO I I Reece I Al1AAR.2 
AD NATO Recce2 HELS 1 ' ' 
Mar 1 Recce2a HELS la 
Mar la Rec.ce Cl erk HELS2 

HELS2A 
APA-TOR APA-FW HELS2B 
AP A-MAFJ AEW ~- .·APA-HAR 

APA-JAG APA-AT/A.AR 
PA/DAO 

RE -~ 
. .. 

RETURN TO 

DESTROY 
DATE RETURNED 

,/ ,3 
- 7 DEC 1999 

Fll..E 
I FDR FIL I NG 

Fl02 

UNCLASSIFIED/RESTRICT~D 



( 
LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec(AS)/64/2 

6 December 1999 

ADGEl 
DI55c 

CREDIBLE WITNESS REPORT DATED 6 DECEMBER 1999. 

1. ln line with our current policy, please find below a 'UFO' report, witnessed by a member of 
the public and five police officers. I would be grateful if you could let me know if the report 
represents anything of air defence interest. 

SdO 'vD tt~ 

6661 :130 9 -

03H SdO ~ / V a 

. ( . 

'. 

SEC(AS)2A 



,1999 11 : 20 EXPOL OCKENOON 
.. 

V 

• 
ESSEX POLICE 

Darenth Lane 
SOUTH OCKE1'1)0N 

Essex 
RJ.'1115 5LJ 

TELEPHONE: 
F ACSL'\-IILE: 

Ednet: 

FACSIMILE MESSAGE 

T0: ..... ~.
1h~.l.~ ... t~ .. FAX. NO .. 

For the attention of· 

FROM: ..•... ~~ •. --r- (tu 

•• 

• • - • • :..t• "" • 

Number of Pages: ..••..... ?.: .............. (including this oneJ .. 

························ 

MESSAGE: ..•.... Ll.. f.Q ...... '59.~ .... ~ ................... . 
······· ························································································· 
................................................................... ~ ............... ...... ..... ........... ... 4 ............................ . 

.................................... ~---···········································-···············-··-····· 

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

················-··············· ····-·· ······················-······ ····························· 

DATE: ••• ~l L\. \:J.~ .............. . 
TIME: .•... \.\ .. 

SIGNED: ...••. ···············-···································· 

if there are ony problems regarding this transmission or the c.,ntents thereof, pl;~se teiephone ....•.... 
. ~~-

) , -·-• 

P.01 



·.999 1.s:30 
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'Policy Guidelines' 

P.08 
Page I of2 

ROW TO PRINT l'ltOM THIS SITE • FWMly, itr- cotrfllkr hu lhe •bility ~ IOdtGt the lcxt ~ c-do ~I• di~ 'Vkw' oti 1k I.op toon.ar. tllCII 
•y041i,' from UK ~-u-4 NUl1y ·~allut' !iW'.I Ille tCCOlld dttip-d- -~11. ~dly, hipli;l,t die 1m yov requ lo pri,.L nm1t7, DO 
NOT u,r the 'Print' iroi, oa loww ,oo11,., • willi lho C.Xl Y<fll ..-quire lo l,c pnnted , till >.iahUtllstd, c1idc. 'Pih' &otll Ifie top toolbar .and IMI> 'f>nMl' (1'1111 lh• 
~()V,1111\fflf,1 , this .,.iJI ; ive )'VI) the Print~ FiNill)', ift o.e 'Priftl ninsc' o!llw Print MCl!ll clidt tkc 'Stltctioft' bo.d'ollo~ by •OJC - 11,ic ...;11 
tNoU"t thot yav o..ty print the text yw '111YC aclcc.ld, .ond lho w><t \.jl I ~ot '1:\11\ off' the ri£),X-hwl eidc o! lho Jl~F, 

REPORT OF UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 

[Thi• Report ,hould lie submltttd In accordance wi(II 'Policy Guideline' P1o:3198 of 12 May 1H&J 

Date, time & duration of sighting 

Description of object tNo. of objeffl, sin, sl\apo. c:o1o111, 
bti9htn•t5. noi5e} 

,ON~ ot~~'f -h..K~C-(.,t-->6- Gc'l..~~ 

Exact position of observer (Indoor.,' outdoors • 
.sUtl~rwy I moving) 

How observed (N:ikod ll)'o. ~ra. c.m~~- binocvfars or 
onm oi:,~I doVic:o) 

Direction in which .object first seen (A ~ndnwk 
m,y be mere ~lul t hllln " io11ghly o.stim;ltd becuing) 

Angle of sight (Ealimat.cl heights :i~ unrdlablo) 

tc.J) 

N \\C. 11-----------------""""==*---

Movements (C~11911s in 5, 6 & 7 may b~ of more us, th:!n 
o,timates er c:ou~ :ind sp,~ 

Met. Conditions during observations (Movi11g 
~uds. h.ltt. mi~ ~c:.) 

Nearby objects (Telophono lines. high vo1te91 lin1S, ,.,ervoi,, 
la.I!• or dim, ~mp or marst>, riv«. high buifdin9,, bU c:hlmn~. 
st .. pfK . spi..-s, 1V or radio ma~. airfields. gtflv.tlno plant, 
~o(,os. pits or other i.rtes .,..;111 noodligll~ er night Ilg~) 

To whom reported ,cPolico. mmt111y, JH"s etc:.) 

Name, address and telephone number of 
informant 

Any further detail volunteered 

tl "-

(.L'G:*{_ 

----· -· 

, 

I f\ffe-7(-S. A CJsM~- - \.-\A-S 
.. :;J, :11.lril... · .-.--·-----------------~------ ........ ------------------,. 

Other watnesses 
~ 

http:l/esse,..-websvr1/policyguidelin/1ssue¾2013¾20Appendix.htm 30/11/99 



-~~ ....... 1999 1s:31 
._ • J 4 At'}'Wl"1A"'-

( 
\ 

Date and time of receipt 

Remarks 

http ://ess~ebsvr l /policyguidelin/Issue%20 I 3¾20Appendix. htm 

P.09 
Page2 of2 

30/11/99 



( 

t:.Xl-'l.JL u..Kt:.NUUN 

P~e 1 of2 APPENDIX to 'Policy Guideline ?103198 

REPORT OF UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 

1. 

2. 

Date, time & duration of 
sighting 

Descriptlon of object 
(No. of ob;ecis, siff, ahape, 
col<l'lr. bnghtne:s, noi•) 

'CS"""'C.'-'- L,c::.,--.~, --r~ ~ 
~- °'-=--c:.~-r~. - "?5 ..--. ~~ • 
c._,..,...,.~ ,~ Q<::C>, ~Q.~ ~ v<:)Y\• C 

r---------------jf---------~-------_J-= ' 

... 

3 . Exact position of observer 
(Indoors I O\JtdOOl"a, 8ta1Soruuy / 
mo-.tng) 

4. How observed (Naked eye. 
camera, i::arncordw, blnocu~ or 
~r~I de..;oe) 

5. Direction in whlch object 
first seen (A looclm-,k may be 
more ~ thin • roughly ostlmated 
bearing) 

6. Angle of slght (E~t,ed 
.,.lght$ ~,.. unreliable) 

7. Distance (By rwf9nlnce tc a 
known landma.1t) 

8. Movements {Cl'11u·,;M in 5. 6 & 7 
may be of rnoni use lhan e$1lmates of 
COU1"and~} 

9. Met, Conditions during 
observations (McMns, douds. 
hun. mlrt ellc.) 

10. Nearby objects (T~hcrt• Unes, 
high ~laQe llr,ea, ~r •.. i. or 
dam. ~porma~. f'MW'.h~h 
buldin;,. taa cnmneys. a1-,p1e., 
q,1,.s., iV or~~ alrfleld£.. 
ge,-rating plant, ~c:tories, ,,ib or otu,r 
sftes -...fth l!loodliohts or ni,o~ r!Qhtino) 

11. To whom raported (Police. 
milWY, press Mc.) 

12. Name, address and 
te._phone number of 
Informant 

en.....-~ c:>~S. - <=::;-. ~ ~ 

~~ -~~ ~ ~ 
, ....... _n.A\.c:rc.-<:. \--\~ ::;;:_.__ 

10-::. 

-CS.- -~ '-~ ~,, ~~~ ~ 
,~ ~ - ~ ~~\~ ~ Q,.,;; 'Z.. ~~ , 

~~ ~~~ -r~ cQ. ~y•c,,,,i,od==>

~, '- ---r-~ ~ - <.-,.;'2 ~ ~ C • -s~ ~<... . 



EXPCL OCKENOON 01708 8S2332 7420030 P.03 

( Fage2of2 APPENDIX to 'Policy Guideline P103J98 

13. Any fureher dtbil volunteered 

14. Od'Nlr witnesses 

15. O.t• .and time of receipt_ 

16. Remarks 

(, 

TOTAL P. 03 



( 
P.O. Box 2, Headquarters, Springfield, Chelmsford, 

Dircet Ll 

Facsimile Message Our Ref: _ • •• _ ••• _ ••• •••• • __ .•• 

Your Ref: -·-·--··--········· •• 

To: . . ffi! !':'.~~IP:.'/. .. fil:" ... ~?.E"~b>.':-~ __ .. _ .... __ ... _ Fax.No ••••. 

From: ... -~ rJ::.~~tJti.~ 1· ....................... _ ... _. _ ... ___ _ Fax. No. ·------···-········#······ .......... . 

Number of Pages:._ .. . · .. J .Q.. (including this one) 

Message 

If there are tmy problems with this t,an$mission plHse tdephone number ~r hHd of pagtt 

Signed: Date: ~ · Time: '3.2,a Aw,n!«! fu, "'"Ilene, ~ 
-----'~+-"-'-+-......_., ___ .;..:a=-..,.....J• - Q'1 

.. """"r- , 



( 

'.999 1s:2e 
Pl03 Ap .<UX 

'Policy Guidelines' 

P.02 

HOW TO l'NNTJ'ltOM nns m. . ~ .if,.-~--·~ IO ...tucc tb: -~ - (IOlll!l do MC)• did[ ·~· OD 111c"" tool'*. 1ta •rtlllf.( 1miu.a,.. 
downt'lleffllsnd tinalt1 ·~ · Oaffi\l,c ~ drop-4ownffllftll. s..&IY, hiplighliJit !fXlyoui,qui~'IDpnM, ~.DOJ(Of 11t61',.-..' ,....e-w...,. 
witll !he 1CCl yo.I ,eq,.irc IO ~ pri"'8d 111:ill blibliplcd, click 'Tilt' &oln lbt 'IOp cool'blr n dltG ·rt11t' hffl Ille 4~ - • ll'as will p )'Oii lilll 'Prilll MM!. 'Plmllr. in 1h 
•J>n11uute' o( 11,e Prim M-1'111 click ().e 'Stltdloe' ba.-c followed '7 ' 01(' - \his wiU aiiaft lhal yw oal7 prirlldx text~~ 91leeM. -1 1k tu1 will not 'nmcill" .. ri&ht• 
lland,ldtdchtpapcr. 

REPORT OF UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 

Exact poeitlon of obffrver (tMOCn/ OJtdOCn, 
-~l,rl(Mng) . 

Direction tn whtch object nrwt Hen (A.Wldmn 
"'~ bi m-~ 1han •~ ~ bllmg) 

Oimnce (8y Mnn0e to• known ltndm-1() 

Mo\'ementa (Cllanges in 5. e & 7 rn-, t1e ofmorw 1111 ltlarl 
Mtlm ... ofaMWlrlO 9')el9d) 

Met. Condltlons durtng obHrVatlont (Mo.-1n11 
clol.ldl. hate. mllt, e1C.) 

To whom repoTted (P~. mlllla,y. fll'II-' *-> 

Name, add,.... and telephone number of 
~nformant 

An.y fuTther detail volu ntffNtd 

~r,c 

http://essexwebsvr l/policyguidelin/lssueo/o2013%20Appendix.btm 30/Novcrnber/J 9! 



____ ,, __ 
P.03 -

( 

Date and tJme of l'IICelpt 

http://essexwebsvr l/policyguidelin/Issuc%2013%20Appendix.btm 30/November/19! 

I 
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~·Appendix 
t-'. 1'14 

Page 1 ofl 

( ' 'Policy Guidelines' 

HOW TO PRINT P.R.OM TmS Sl!E • y.,.11y, if~ cOlllfllta 1w the ibility to :cdvcc tflc k.'1 Ml\" (IIOfflC clo aot) • click 'V"mo• an lb.c top lool~ IJIGII 
•FOftti' ~ Ille dr~p·d- rncnv ,lid fi1111ty 'Smallts«' from tM tceond ~dCf\"1111\CIIIL i:c-nc1t1, hi.i,!tlie)ot lli6 t.clt1. you to(~ lb '""L Tliir,11)', l>O 
NOT ur• U,e ' l'nllt' icon on lcrrrcr toolbar • with the lc:tt )'OIi mi~ lo 'bo pri,tled 11il1 hi$fili&hlod, elide 'Jilt' ftoM tile top ioolb.Jr alld dlca 'Priirl" 6o,n !he 
il:o,-d= mi:all • lhl• 'll'ill g; ... ~ lh• Pn1tl Mem1. F'inalty, in u,c 'PM, nii,:•' o! w Prim~ dkk w 'S.ltction.' bo.-( loUO'l'rd by ·OJ<' .1hi, will 
C>lllll'C Ular )'OIi Ollly pillt Lli.c tat )VD Jlr;e Ml~. and Iha kXl will fl0l 'naft rtff" lho ria)it•Nnd 1idc ofihc p~pa. 

REPORT OF UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 

[This Rt port should be submitted in ~ceordane~ with 'Policy Guidtline' P10l/N of 12 May 1 HI] 

Date, time & duration of sighting 2 'f { (t qq lo 5ec. o~ 
Description of object (No. orob)oets,siH , sh•pe. eclour. STAe.. t.t \I..€ oa:re-c.T 

l-.:b~:h:~=~"~:·:~ ___________ __J.A.lJ!.ll:Lfn~~~t:U.~&2:._~S~v~~N~ ~ 
Exact position of observer (lndoots I outdoor:, 
5tat,on,ry t moYino) 

How observed (Naked c-yo. c:smcr.1. ~mc«dtt, binoclUtS o, NA K GD E..'<G' 
othet o~I devlot) 

Direction in which object first seen tA bndmlllc 
may ba mort 11stful ~n ; rougl,ly Ht'.IT'Qttd m(.ng) 

Angle of sight (E$tlnutl4 hvlgh!s ;te uno'Clbbl•) 

Distance {By r.i.i,"o. to~ known l111dm•IIO 

Movements (Ctlan;.s ln s, s & 7 ~Yi,. of mora us.1ha11 
mimalK oi Cll'lrs.t :11'\d t~d) 

Met. Conditions during observations (Moving 
douds, ~e. mist. ,1c,) 

Nearby objects (Tck-~honc. nn~. high vo~a llnu . rumoir, 

U(k 

la!<• or chm, sw:w,,p 01 INl'lh. rw~,. high W~cllngs. tall c:hir,,rieys, N C 
~eopl~ . spir9$, TV or radio mast,;. 11itfi1lds. g~ng plant. 0 N C:: 
f.et0tiu . p;1s or olhff sites "-'th floodlights or riight lighti"!I) 

To whom reported (PoITC-4!, milibry. pies etc.) 

Name, address and telephone number of 
informant 

Any further detail volunteered 
.:.:.•--.--.·~--~---··--·· .. ---------~ 
Other witnesses 

http://essexwebsvr 1/policyguide1ia/Issue¾2013 ¾20Appendix.htm 

OF "T J~-&U21( 

u/K 

STN 

30/11/99 
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-.1.~':i'::f J.:>·~ 
:Appenoix 

Date and time of receipt 

Remarks 

~of5' Sua(\,\, 'ff® 
~ t'ZE~ue.9f oc::= 'Ft '2. 

r bE:l.lE.\.)G- 1"'H l.S 'fo 

fJE 01= ~ ,A.S'rfZO~ I c.AL-

(te~ .. 

http://essexwebsvr 1 /po1icyguidelin/lssue%20 l 3%20Appendix.htm 
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Page 2 of2 

30/11/99 



( J1':C 
'Policy Guidelines' 

P.06 

BOW TO nJN't PllOM 1111S !Irr£ -nm,:,, lt)'N ~ has 1hc -'ill!)' to rt~ lhc 1C\1 ,uic (,omr do not)• die.It •V-fC'I" •*top 1DOk, thtll 'Fo1ttA.' (tQCn die dr,ip 
downmmi..tftnally 'ltallll'°"' lrcnthe ttCO<II ~nl'Otflll Secoatty, 'llliNia}ll dlt.tt11tJOU"*l\ldt IIOPNL ~.1)() NOT IN dlt 'Priist' kiMee ~ ... r • 
wlt!l ~ IC(I yO\i NlqlliR IO tic s,1ifflt,d 5'111 lughl1pted, click · r11t· ft-om "'- \op toolbar and WD 'Pttat' &0111 ttc d~ Dlfflll - lhi, ,r,{111)¥e ,OU,~ f'nlll Mtlftl Flllllly, io flt 
•p,w "'""'' o(~ Pnlll Menu clid( \be 's.1«11on' box ftil~ by '01':' -w, 1lill c.-. it.I )'OIi only prira lhc ~'Cl ., .. i.-..: .J~ and 1111 1ni ~11 "°' 'NII off' dlt rip 
b&lld '* o( lbe paper. 

REPORT OF UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 

Dat•, time & duration of sighting 

Description of object <No.. !lf~ .iu, shGpe. ~,. 
biiglltnMa. nolae) 

E>alct p09ltlon of obaefver (lndotnleuft1ools, 
~ / inow,g) 

Direction in which object flrat ... n CA~ m., be mcq uetlll than• ~ly llllmeted benlo) 

Angle of eight (Eltim.i.cl t1t10111G aiw \lllllllat)lo) 

0191:ance (By '*9riaJto• knO«n ~ 

Movements(~ ins. e & 7 m11 be of more ueethan S'rA11C.. 
lltlfflll8I cl C0tllM and speecj) 

Met. Conditions during observattons (Mowlg MR,¥:.. b-tf ClW.. 'SI,{'-( 
doudl. har9. ml5t ttc..) 

To whom NtpOrted (Pcllc:e. mlltlay, prtSt«e.) 

Name, addran and telephone number of 
Tnformtnt 

My further d41tatl voluntNred 
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CONTINUE FR01 PREUIWS PAGE 001 
=>19ned: 

/li/1999 

Date; ~ Time: '3. ~.... Awarded for excellence ~tli[?1) 
-------=T"-,.-.-""---..:::.~~~:..,f.LJr, ~ 
J 

ESStx POLICE . PAGE l 

(
":11 

cted by : l.335 
hork$tation: FTl 

Incident Repoct / EP-19991129-1018 

29/11/1999 23:29:48 (UFO) UFO 
Priority:-(6) NO RESPONSt 
Disposal Codo!I (1-6) :- I I I I 
Call Taker No: -6094 
Dispatcher No:-

-- Incident Locat~on 
GRAYS 

Origin:-999 
I 
DtFAULT 

Section:•Fll 
Beat:-FllA 

., , GRAYS froximity 

-- Info~nt Detail$ ---
Surname/First Nam~:-MSTPOL RtF 9807 
Address:-

-- Date/Time Info.---
call Card Created;
C-all Card Saved : -
Unit Dispatched:-

unit Arrived:-

Unit Cleared:
Incident Disposed :-

-- Incident tog ----

29/11/1999 
29/11/1999 

23:28:25 
23:29:48 

INFT HAS REPORTED TO METPOL -POLICE THAT l!E HAS FOR THE: 
PAST 15 MINU?tS BEEN WATCHTNG AN OBJECT IN TKE SKY 
THEtOUGH HIS BINOCULAP.S - IT IS NOT A PLANK OR HtT,ICOP'l'f.R 
- lT IS FJ~SHJNG 
RED At-0 GREEN - INFT IS CALLING FP.Ot1 I>I\GENHAH AND STATES 
THAT !T IS APPROX 15 MIL£S ~WAY IN THE SKY IN THE 
DIRECTION OF GRAYS - LOCATION GIVEN AS NEAR THE QU££N 
&LI2'.ABE7H BRIDGE? 
WFT INSISTED TO NSY OPERATOR THAT HE HAO NOT BEEN 
DRINKING AND WAS NO'!' ON l\ 

-

INFT TOMl: 
DAGENHAM. -

r To FIR - m--r1~ Tetltlinal Control 
FOR ANY ACTION YOU D&EM NECESSARY! 
Tran~ter Accepted At T~rminal FIR27 For Control 
THIS IS CONFIRMED AS QH99 BY FR(l 
FM 1 - THERE IS AN OBJECT llIGII IN THt SJC't' SltINING RED AND 
GREEN - BELIEVE THIS TO BE A STAR 
lT IS OVER KENT ~REA 
JttNT INFORMtD IU:F 20476 
tR41 - THTS W\Y WELL ·B£ OVER F~Cr, 
ross I HAV£ SEEN IT TO 
PRINrto ~T WORXSTnTIO~:FSl 
THIS 08JECT APPEARS TO BE: A STAR , HOWEVER A REPORT OF 
UNEXPLAlNEO M:RIAL S!GUTING f'ORM (Pl03/98) HAS BEEN 
COMPLETED B'( iiiiilliiiiiiiliiillilii rre:CAUSE OF Tm: RED/GREEtf 
COLOORS SE£~ 
PLEASE DEFER TILL OBOOMRS. FOR E/T TO FAX MOO. WITH~ 
COPY Or THIS REPORT ~s PER "POLIC't GUIDELINE. 
CALL CARO SUCCESSFULLY 0EF£JUt£D 
CALL REACTIVATED AT 
Transfer Accepted At ~eminal FIR.27 For Action 
fVS5 - R.EPO~TS SUBMITn:o DY tilt OFFICERS 
PRrNTEO hT WORKSTATI0?-1:FTl 
<"..ALL CARO SUCC&SSFVI.J,Y n;.n:~1u:o 
PRINTED AT WORKSTATION FTl 
PRINTF.O AT WO~KSTATION FTl 
PRIN"fEO AT WORr.STATION FTl 

( l Valid Location 

29/11/1999 23:31:31 6094 

29/ll/1999 23:31:31 6094 

29/11/1999 23:31:31 6094 

29/11/1999 23:31:31 6094 

29/ll/1999 23:31:44 6094 
29/11/1~99 23:31:t4 6094 
29/11/1999 23:31:S4 6153 
29/11/1999 23:34:10 6153 
29/11/1999 23:S8:27 6153 

29/11/1999 23:40:15 6153 
29/11/1999 23:54:17 1682 
i9/11/1999 23:54:48 6153 
29/11/1999 23:55:S4 6153 
30/11/1999 00:34:44 2482 
30/11/1999 00:51:10 2482 

30/11/1999 00:56:04 2482 

30/11/1999 01:01:39 6153 
30/11/1999 01:31:3S 6153 
30/11/1999 01:31:42 6153 
30/11/1999 01:31:52 61S3 
30/11/1999 01:31:59 1335 
30/11/1999 01:32:04 6153 
30/11/1999 01:32:05 1335 
30/11/1999 01:32:12 1335 
30/11/1~99 01:33:15 1335 

REMARKS 

~IUCS 

REMARKS 

SYSTEM 
R&MAJU:S 
SYST~M 
~s 
JW1AP.!(S 

JlUWU(S 
REMAN<S 
~RXS 
Rtl-Wt!CS 
SYSTEM 
RtMAPJCS 

S'i'STEM 
SYSTEM 
nSTEM 
P.EMAR!<S 
SYSTEM 
SYSTEM 
SYS1£M 
SYSTEM 
SYSTEM 



('"' LOOSE MINUTE 

l D/DA011113 -e--~-

29 Nov 99 

Sec(AS)2a 

'UFO• REPORTS -16 Nov 99 

References: 
A. D/Sec(AS)/64/2 dated 23 Nov 99 

1. At Reference A, you asked whether the UFO reports in the Whitby region represented 
anything of air defence interest. Following enquiries, there is no evidence that unusual air activity 
or any other activity of air defence interest occurred in the area at that time. 

[original signed] 

ADGEl 

DAT£ RETURNED 
2 9 NOV 1999 

FDR FIL/NB 

J 



. - , 

r 

DIR IMMEDIATE URGBNT 

AO/ADI AO/AD2 
AirDef 1 AirOff l 
AirDef la Air Off la 

Air0ff2 
AEW- l Air0ff2a 

~:-•-~0-A',.,, .;. 
, 

Reece l -~;'.? 

AD NATO Rccce2 
Marl Rccce2a 
Mar la Reece Clerk 

APA-TOR APA-FW 
APA-MAWAEW 

-. 
'APA-HAR 
APA-JAG 

PA/DAO 

REG[STRY 

BY COP ------
RETURN TO ______ _ 

Fl02 

DATE RETURNED 

2 9 NOV 1999 

FOR FILING 

ROUTINE 

D 

INFO 

AO/AD3 
AT/A.AR.I 
AT/AAR.la 

SO 1 AB/SF Pol 
AT/AAB..2 
HFLS I 
HELS la 
HELS2 
HELS2A 
HELS2B 

APA-AT/AAR 

A •1 ' ,, 

0 II a l•l. 

UNCLASSIFIED/RESTRICTED 

ACTION 

COPYTO 

.. 

! 
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LOOSE MINUTE 

D/Sec(AS)/64/2 

23 November 1999 

ADGEI 
DI5Sc 

CREDIBLE WITNESS REPORT DATED 16 NOVEMBER 1999. 

1. In line with our current policy, please find below a 'UFO' report, witnessed by a crew 
member. I would be grateful if you could Jet me know if the report represents anything of air 
defence interest. 

J.. .. c. • 

SEC{AS)2A 

.1 • • • ( .... 

1, o "'OV 

0 

I 



UNCLASSIFIED 
ropy 1 ror SEC(AS) 

Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

ROU'llNE 
161915Z NOV 99 
RAF FYLlNGDALES 
MODUKAIR 
Z6F 

SUBJECT AERIAL PHENOMENON 
1. FOLLOW SIGHTING OP A POSSIBLE UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT IS 
REPORTED: 
A. 16 NOV 99. 1800Z · ONGOING 
B. l BRIGHT RED LIGHT, FLICKERING. 
C.. OUTSIDE HOME BBLOW 
D. NAKBD BYE 
E. PASSED AS WEST BY WITNESS HOWEVER OBSERVED BY CREW MEMBER AS SOUTH 
EAST 
P. QUITE HIGH 
G. NOT I<NOWN 
H. STATIC 
J. CLEAR CLOUDLESS 
K. NIL 
L. 
M. 
N. 
P. HUSBAND, 
Q. 161855Z NOV 99 

WHITBY, 

R. NIL ACTIVE • LBONIDS METEOR STORM 17 · 19 NOV 
S. NIL· CLEAR, CONCISE, IN'I'BRESTED 
2. POC. ~ REW CMDR RAFTN - OR 
SPACE I'N'f-OFFICER~ 

ACTION DISTRIBUTION 
SMA SIC ACTION BRANCH 

MODUK AIR 
Z6F SBC(AS) 

INFO DISTRIBUTION 
OD GE/AEW 

Tracing Detail 

DI 55 

DUTY OFFICBR 

Pl Identifier /PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ ADMD= /O=GB/;amrad2.hq-:287195:19991116201 
241 

ACP127 Identifier RBDAIA 0008 3201945 

RDCPR02/16 Nov 19" 20:12:48 
UNCLA~IFIED 

paee 1 

/ 



( 

MM Identifier 

UNCLASSIFIED 
copy 1 for SEC(AS) 

/CN=RAF FYLINGDALES/DD.acp-plad=RAF FYUNGDALES/DD.acp-ri=RB 
DAWOU2=0UA/0Ul=MODMAIN/O=HQ-AMRAD/PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= 
/C=GB/ 1239 9911162012392 

RDCPR02116 Nov 1999 20:11:48 
ONCLA~IFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED/RESTRICTED 

( 
ACTION 

DIR URGENT ROUTINE INFO COPY TO 

AOIAD1 AO/AD2 AO/AD3 
Air Def 1 Air Off l AT/AAR l 
Air Def la Air Off la AT/AAR la 

Air0ff2 
AEWl Air Off2a· '· SOI AB/SF Pol 
ADGEl Reece 1 AT/AAR.2 
AD NATO Recce2 HELS 1 
Mar 1 Recce2a HELS la 
Mar la Reece Clerk HELS2 

HELS2A 
APA-TOR APA-FW HELS2B 
AP A-MA.R/AEW APA-HAR 

APA-JAG APA-AT/AAR 
PA/DAO 

REGISTRY 

BY COP--,--___ _ 

RETURN TO _____ _ 

DESTROY -------

FJ02 

FOR f IL I NU 

UNCLASSIFIED/RESTRICTED 

Rcovenhce1.doe 



Loose Minute 

D/Sec(AS)/64/1 

18 November 1999 

PS/USofS 

Copy to: 

APS/SofS 
APS/Minister(DP) 
APS/Minister( AF) 
PS/2nd PUS 
DAO 
DNews 
D Fin Pol 
DCC(RAF) 
DNews(RAF) 
PCB(Air) 
DCC{RAF)SIO 
DRO 
ORI 

'UFOs': NEWSPAPER ARTICLES 

Reference: D/USofS/PK/7/1/2/1 dated 15 November 1999 

~ 

1. Should ~f The Sunday Times be granted a face-to-face briefing on 
the Departments interest in 'UFOs'? 

Recommendation 

2. USofS declines. A briefing by officials might be offered instead. 

Timing 

3. Routine. 

Background 

4. Earlier this week the News of the World, Daily Mail and Sun ran spewlative 
articles on the early release of MOD 'UFO' files. There is no substance to the 
articles. Files are routinely released to the Public Record Office under ~e 30-year 
rule and MOD 'UFO' files from 1969 will be made available in January. 

5. Public interest in "UFOs' and science fiction related issues (alien abductimi,~-,--,
animal mutilation, crop circles etc) has grown rapidly in recent years fuelled by films, 

19 NOV 1999 



TV programmes, bqoks and media articles purporting to relate actual experiences or 
reconstruct alleged 'UFO' sightings. This in tum has prompted a small but vociferous 
number of 'ufologists' to demand MOD investigates all sighting reports whether or 
any defence-related interest has been reported. All attempts to explain MOD' s 
limited interest are met with scepticism and, where these explanations do not accord 
with the inquirer' s own views or interpretations, allegations of a cover-up or that 
information is held on secret files are made. No amount of reasoned explanation will 
convince them. The absence of substantiated information does not deter some 
journalists from filing fictitious articles illustrated with eye-catching pictures. 

Briefing Options 

6. USofS's name has already been quoted in highly speculative newspaper articJes. If 
Minister was now to grant even a single journalist an interview about 'UFOs' it would 
be a scoop (no previous Minister has done so). It is highly likely to be interpreted by 
the lightweight press and sci-fi magazines as a subject in which he has a special 
interest and they will continue to lobby for interviews and 'quote' him. There is 
nothing Minister can say to any journalist about MOD's interest in 'UFOs' that has 
not already been said. Minister is strongly advised to decline all requests and distance 
himself from this subject. 

7. USofS may wish instead to offerallllli an off-the-record briefing by 
officials. Sec{AS)2 could explain the policy aspects of the Department's limited 
interest in the subject and provide some sanitised examples of the sort of material held 
on Departmental files. A Departmental Records expert might sit in to answer any 
questions about early release of MOD files; and a member ofD News's staff would 
need to be present. However, not even a briefing on these Jines is without risk. Other 
journalists are Jikely to insist on slm_i]ar facilities. Requests are received on a regular 
basis but because of the Department's limited interest in the subject all are refused 
and a written statement provided instead in an effort to avoid misleading and 
specuJative reporting. 

Conclusion 

8. A face-to-face briefing in any circumstances poses a significant risk. There will be 
no control over what cascades from it so far as the tabloids and specialist press.are 
concerned. Nevertheless, should Minister consider~ arrants special 
treatment, a briefing by officials is recommended. 

Presentational Aspects 

9. The routine release of MOD 'UFO' files in January will be of further interest the 
media. Any briefing of a journalist will add to this interest. It is therefore likely that 
Minister's name will continue to be reported in connection with this subject unless the 
Department does all it can to prevent it. As a first step, the Department in their 
dealings with the media.should stop repeating his name; use of the press line at para 4 
[sic] of the reference should be discontinued immediately. The lines provided in the 
News Brief (DfSec(AS)64/l of 15 Nov), should continue to be used. In the event 
Minister approves a briefing by officials, additional lines to take as necessary will be 
provided nearer the time. 





Precedence 
DTG 
From 
To 
SIC 

ROtmNE 
161915Z NOV 99 
RAF FYLINGDALES 
MODUKAIR 
Z6F 

SUBJECT AERIAL PHENOMENON 

UNCLASSIFIED 

1. FOLLOW SIGHTING OF A POSSIBLE UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT IS 
REPORTED: 
A. 16 NOV 99. 1800Z · ONGOING 
B. 1 BRIGHT RED LIGHT, FLICKERING. 
C. OUTSIDE HOME BELOW 
D. NAKED EYE 
E. PASSED AS WEST BY WITNESS HOWEVER OBSERVED BY CREW MEMBER AS SOUTH 
EAST 
F. QUITE HIGH 
G. NOT KNOWN 
H. STATIC 
J. CLEAR CLOUDLESS 
K. 
L. 
M. WHITBY, 
N. HOUSEWIFE 
P. HUSBAND, ....... 
Q. 161855Z ~ 
R. NIL ACTIVE· LEONIDS METEOR STORM 17 · 19 NOV 
S. NIL . , CONCISE, INTERESTED -
2. POC - CREW CMDR RAPTN OR 
SPACE INT OFFICER -

ACTION DISTRIBUTION 
SMA SIC ACTION BRANCH 

MODUK AIR 
Z6P SEC (AS) 

INFO DISTRIBUTION 
DD GE/AEW 

Tracing Detail 

or ss 

D.LITY OFFICER 

[. c. • I 

Pl Identifier /PRMIFMODUK.-AMRAD/ADMD= /C=GB/;arnrad2.bq-:287195:l 9991116201 
241 

ACP127 Identifier RBDAIA 0008 3201945 

ACASPROl/16 Nov 1999 20:12:48 'page I 
lJNCLAS.SIFIED 

• • J 



MM Identifier 

copy 1 for DD GE/AEW 

/CN:::RAF FYLINGDALES/DD.acp-plad=RAF FYLINGDALES/DD,acp-ri=RB 
DAIA/OU2=OUA/OU1 ==MODMAIN/O=HQ~AMRAD/PRMD=MODUK-AMRAD/ADMD= 
/O-OB/ 1239 991 l 16201239Z 

ACASPROl/16 Nov 1999 20:12:48 pace 1111st 
UNCLAs&FIED 
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