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i 155  Unidentified
publi© Finally, 1 should like to thank

our .ordships for }au- kind attention,
and T beg to move for Papers,

7.29 p.m.

Lord TREFGARNE: My Lords, I am

pound to say that I face making this
speech with some trepidation. 1 bad

wondered whether we could justify the

holding of what is in cffect a full debate
on this matter; but having seen the
audience we have tonight, and indeed
having heard the speech of the noble Earl,
Lord Clancarty, T can sce that that sort
of thonght would not go down too weil.

{ may well be shouted down before § finish |
anyway, but let us see if we can avoid that |

right at the start,

The noble Earl asked us in his Motion {o
support & proposal particularly for an
intra-go "fii’ﬂh;(:’it\.]} ‘zmdv_ - supposg he
means, as iandeed he has described,
metween  overnments. No  doubt he
would wish to see the co-operation of the
United States. But 1 should not want 1o
support that kind of proposal. 1 do noi
think the time has yet come when we can

view this matter with sufficient certainty

to  Justify the expenditure of public
money on it

{ certainly agree that t} RURTErous
voluntary bodies, including those with
which the noble Earl is ass cmr:f. wh"
to be encouraged, and indeed 1 should not
be opposed to informal uée buwr:m
those bodies—or, ut least the responsible
ones—and others, such zs the Ministry
of Defence. But I am ashamed to say,
inn the midst of all this farth, that I am not
myseif a believer in ’Ti’(;a described, as

T helieve they are, as
from anothe pian f or
universe,

obhjects or vcu 11;}‘
from another

I have some 2,500 hours as 2 pilol
i have flown across the Atlantic a few
times as a pilot. Bui, unlike with the
aireraft rep nt#é by the noble Farl, 1
have never seen one, ! presume—indesd,
I beliave—that & good many of the
sightings can be explained by logica
S‘_It.‘"}.'f.!ﬁw theory and [ am, so far at kas-‘;
convinced ‘”rmt those that cannot so far
be so explateed could be, if our knowledge
were more advanced or if we had more
inf {)rma‘{z"n abc}u’r the sv‘:hi: 18 N question.
It is these usexplained sigitings ug
which ufologists m}, so heavily in asking
us to accept their theories, But 1 believe,

¥y

ma(" e
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as 1 sdly, that these unexplained sighting.
could be-—and, indeed, would be—ex-
plained, if we had more knowle sdge about
them: for example, better phfﬁogmphb‘
How many clear phomgrawh% of UFOs
have your Lordships seen? All T have seen
are nw,.yﬁ fudgy photographs which could,
or could not, be genuine.

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

L do not believe that radar information, in

this context, is valid. For example, thf
recent sightings in New Zealand, wmch
were vi lwfnpum:d st before Christmas,
including  some raihez strange n{mkmu
photographs which \ppeared on televisis
were also said fo hd‘v"‘ been confirme ryy
radar information which was amﬁ:wie
fo the aircralt in guestion. But | know
from my own t;:x]m‘ierscc that radar 1s
frequently used, and, indeed, 15 50 designed,
for detecting anomalies in atmosj ;i eric
conditions and in weather patierns, and
I am not persuaded that radar is a valid
supporting argument in this case.

Since time hmmemornal, man fias a8
cribed those phenomena that he could not
'-*':-'plain to some supernatural or exira-
terrestrial agents.  Eventually, as scientific
wisdom has advanced, these phenomena
are understood more fully, wntil now,
today, no one iakes witchoraft seriously
(m‘i there are no faines at the hottom
of my garden. It is not so long ago that
?’”"igﬁijf m, as it ocours ‘i‘.dtisi‘m& in the
form of | uuemenc was thought
work of the Devil, as indeed were some of
the hot springs found in Ieeland, Australia
and s:;is.twhar:.

£Y

Ty
Y
Ed
r
L
9

An eclipse of ithe ‘slj"l or the moon,
now fully understood, was once thought
o bt, an expression (_.J the Almighty's
displeasu Perhaps this derives from

- the desc z'ip’rion in the Gcaspsis of the events

following the Crucifixion. T rvecall the

'“*h and 45th verses of the ,ﬁuﬁ chapier

of St. Luke’s Gospel, and 1 shall Tmlﬁ
ZfI nay:

And it was about the sidth }mmg and there
was a darkusss over all Yhe earth until the nunth
hour.

And the sun was da rkened, and the weil of 1he
temple was rent in the midst ™,
St Matthew described it rather weli also:
= And, behold, the veil of the femple was rent
in twain from te ton 1o m bottom; and ihe
garth did quake, and the rocks rent .
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Lotd Trefgarne.]

.o one would now serionsly doubt that

those happenings were, in fact, an eclipse

of the sun and an earthauake respectively.

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

Without wishing to pre-empt anvihing

that the right reverend Prelate the Rishop |
of Norwich may say, perhaps I may |

pose the question as to whether the exis-
tence of another race or races outside our
universe is compatible with our Christian
principles. I sncak only as a simple
member of the Christian faith, but 1
think 1 believe that He loves us and us
along. 1 am not aware that there 1s any
suggestion in the words of Christ or in
the words of the Almighty, as recorded
that we must share his poodness with
people from another universe,
no suggestion that there is, indesd, any
other such people. 1 acknowledge, how-
ever, that, for example, the works of
Darwin were once thought incompatible
with the Christian faith, and so perhaps

my view of the credibility of these things, |

from a Christian point of view, is open to
correction.  Perhaps the right reversnd
Prelate will be able to help us when he
comes to speak.

I emphasise that I do not for a moment
doubt the sincerity and conviction of those
who believe in these objects, who belisve
that they are visitors from another universe
or, at least, some sonernatural foree
bevond our reason. 1 simply do not
happen to agree with them, 1 certainty do
not agree with the lsarmed professor,
speaking on the radio the other morning,
who said: “ Anyone who helieves 1
UFOsisaleony . But as for the sugges-
tton that an interpational study group

should be set up, T do not think that I |

could countenance that as a sevious
propesal at this tme. 1 emphasiss,
however, that 1 would be happy to
encourage informal links between, for
example, the RAF and the very worthy
groups who believe differently from the
way 1 do.

Hefore I sit down, I should just like to
say how much T am iooking forward to
the maiden gpecch of my poble friend
Lord Ozxfuird, who is to speak later in

*
the debate, His name has, of cousse,

{ LORDS 1

Thers 15 |

" which are completely urie

Fiyping Objects

appeared on the Order Paper "wefors
today, and I hope that it appears on the
list of speakers a good many times in the
future. The noble Earl, Lord Clancarty
has done ws a service by bringing this
matter forward, but [ would coungs]
caution and care.

7.38 p.m.

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

As the noble Earl, Lord Clancarty,
satd, UFOs are not products of the 20th
century imagination, They have been
observed here for years—by the North
American Indians, by the monks of
Byland Abbey in 1290, who were terrified
by the appearance of & huge silver disc,
Right through history up o ioday,
millions of people have seen UFOs, and
I will go so far as to sdy that | am the
first to admit that the very large majority.
of them can be explained @
man-made phenomena
lite débris, weather
fares, ef cetera. But

It has been reported
States and the USSR signed o
1971 to swop UFOQ joformasicn. butf
pact stated that they were fo keep th
rest of the world in the dark. 1 believ
that the pact was signed so that npeithe
super-Power would make mistakes abou
UFOs being atomic neiss am also I
to understand that quite recently the thre
United States balloondsts whoe croset
the Atlantic were followed for up to 1

© Crown Copyright
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E TLord Bishop of Norwich.
wh ch can cause serious distress to them
and to their persenal life. That is my
anxiety, I may be wrong, b but I put it
forward with some care, having thy‘ ght
about it and studied it a good dw“
Therefore, my fhird anxiety—and 1 am
$OITY t0 be 1 egafive bui it is important to
sham botk the light and the dark sides

3 the danger of the religious aspest of
ihﬁ U“O situation leading to the obscuring
of basic Christian truths. When all is

aid and done, Christ himeelf is the agent
n:% God in the creation of the world. 1}
guote from Colossians:

* Christ is Jk image of the fa‘:mhiu {od, the
first-born of all creation: for in Christ all things
were created in heaven and on garth, visible aad
mm%-‘:iaww‘weh»r thronss or dmmn.mm ar

rm';,:.cn_nmeq or authoriies . . . u things were
created through Him and {or Him

This fascinating chapter 'in Colossians,
which is perhaps one m the highest lovels
of Christological teaching, ‘;f“?t?fi}a‘% of
Christ being before a_i things: “ by him
all things consist”, 4s the Authorisec
Version put it.  All things hold together;
He iz the great u"ﬂiyms:, huiima«i ogather
principle of God’s universe.

I szy this in this debate recognising the
darwe of, as it were, praashm a sermon,
Howsever, 1 do not think that is truc in this
ﬁum b*"’C’hle the very subisct we are
debating is helping to widen our horizons
—and the noble Viscount, Lord Oxfuird,
stressed this point of looking far out in
his maiden speech. I believe that Christ
has not only & terrestial, not only a cosmic
significance but literally a galactic signi-
fieance. [ believe that He 1s God’s vice-
regent concerning His  great creative
world, It i bood that our minds and
eyes should be stretched further out
wecause I do not believe that at any point
of the universe we get beyond the hand
of God. Therefore, it helps us to under-
stand the majesty of the Godbead when
we begin to siretch cur minds to reach out
to the far corners of creation.

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

© Crown Copyright
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The Lovd BISHOP of NOI {‘fvlm

My Lords, ; thank the noble Lord, Lord

”i"mg”zm\,.,, for his interjection because it

shows that he must have been listening

corefully, becanse the next i%‘m‘ag on imy

notes 1w, Say aemefhing about Lord

Trefgarne's remarks H{‘!\’Je"*‘? there
are about 20 seconds to go before I get
io the noble Lord. Perhaps in the mean-
time he can have a glass of water from
Lord Davies of {ﬁ: k, or something, but J
am almost with the Ilub ¢ Lord. 1 am glad
for that imterjection because I oby ,c}u:,iy
was 1ot getting right what § was trying
say. I believe that all the far cormers Qf
the s::'e,zt ve world, right out further than
l.w,: Lfm gver see or oven know by radio, are
hin the plan of the Cr mi or. I believe
mw are within the majestic purposes of

El

God, 1 helieve that Christ, as C cator
under the Godhead, is concerned with It
afl,

Now may I come to the noble Lord’s
particular question a few minufes ago.
Hi f;‘!m‘i’{)n went something like this:
D{) we belicve in the existence of ancther
race? Ts it possible that there is another
race am{h or afield 277 1 must say that I do
not know. I believe therz is a place fﬂr.
reverent Lhrxatzan agnosticism concerning
what is not revealed to us in scrpture and
by our Lord. Having sa ui that, I believe
that God may have other plans for other
wor ds but I believe z.%m God’s plan for
this world is Jesus. That at least is how 1
view tm, guestion,  The emphasis in
‘%"I’i}?itlfh is most interesting on the fact
that there ncver scems a point bwuna
the revelation of scripture where there is
not God.

I guote, if 1 may follow Lord Tre fparng

once more before ﬁmsiung‘ vhat 1 had to
say, from the most majectic opening letter
to the Hebrews.

“1n these Iast days, God has spoken to us b}

his Son, whom he bath ¢ wpmnwd heir of ali
things, by whoin alse he made the worlds, He
reflects the glory of God.  He bears the stamp of
his nature, upnc}idm'f the universe by his word
of power ",
My point is that the ;,mgu of getting the
UFO thing linked with the religtous mmw
is that it Qbsz,um the fact that Christ is fh
image of the invisible God, and that all
God’s purposes and plans ‘for humanity
are in and through ius, Son, our Lord.

This is not popuhz. This is not &orvcd
by dozens of people. Ples vy of ppoglu


http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/legal/copyright.htm

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1970/1

%
1503 Unidentified fLﬁRD‘S] Flying Objects 1304
"The Earl of Cork and Orrery.] ~this debate. That is what he is '*“Lzsz& i
of . If this represents all that the | he wishes svzﬁanca ‘ia:s be llected,
(“ﬂnmmh e Party can produce in the | fﬂiiafﬂd £Xam ff"ﬁ'—"& dmdzwerrau
zy of thinking on what is undoubtedly | on as to wi 5 "ﬁimgg are, and it is

a sericus subject, whatever
about 1t may

c your opinion
' be, mev this 1 deplo ra?:-s’ie-,

fl’.‘\i'lii\-" thinks that

Lo {’E‘

hel 'ex taken
s he does
bm [ can

nerhiar
e e m new spfmaf"
assure him t% zﬁ m is Lxr frﬁ

ghiects. “ 1 am no belever in U al S
he said. [ do not know how you can nof
believe in UFQOs. You can LAE it for
granted, if your mind takes a leap ahead,
that ‘n}f al m"zthc *"%’}"z‘;g ohbiect
something is ded that is supposed to
have ofza,;wr suter space, and you
CADN 82V Yo & ",,;-% eve I that But
L do net know 3 implies {0 say that
vou do not be:f ve in an unidentifiad
flying object.  ¥You do not believe in the
object? You do not belisve in its flying ?
You do not beleve it is unidentified?
There are things that are unidentfied.

Perhaps we are not trving. I do not think
it 1s reasonable to say that they do not
exist, E‘\Ef‘a‘}o{i}; except my noble friend
Lord Hewlett, has seriously contended
that they do not exist.  The question is,
what are they !
Lord TREF

%.R}‘,‘%E;: { am pleased my
nok ag g fzm:d 2 i i

cwed me 1o indervens,
> has h N Very caustic
e.*m)i’t wi’*’*t i’ i to say. I do not deny
the existence of ui_hdentii;m flying objects,
P simply say that most of them are iden-
tifiable, that some are not objects at all
but simply a trick of the light or a meteo-
rofogical phenonemeon-—I think that is so
in many cases—and that I agree one
cannot deny the existence of unidentified
flying objects. It is simply a question of

,LD /

2o
)
o

frow we identify them.

The Earl of CORK and OQRRERY:
My Lords, 1 take my noble friend’s point.
I am anxious not to misquote him, but he

also said that Lif()f()g!i»ibwli is difficult
not to use that weord—-referred to un-
explained sightings  which  would be
explained if only we had better evidence;
that was the gist of ong part of my noble
friend’s argument. In other words, if we
had better evidence we should be able to
explain those sightings. That is the sole
point on which the noble Earl initiated

© Crown Copyright

i Wf_‘. ERUU&:.

P congratulated o

sav what
(}Esm' m:mie Lords
have mei«'m as ’..hﬁﬁé,:js be had said they
were fairies or { do not know what, when
in fact he said no such thing, 1 believe he
is a leading avthority on these matiers—
certainly he has studied them more closely
than anyone G;SL of whom I have heard——
and he must have exercised very great
restraint in this matter, and he iz to be
that as well as on
initiating the whole debate.

nota blg ma

! oonee had an ancestor-—I1 still have
himm in a sense, in that be is still my
ancestor although he i3 dr sd-—called
Robert Boyle who founded a souiety

f' tx}&lt j 3 h‘u
Fs

refurned to the rooms of t il ener-
mousty p eﬁf:fmzws mmcty rm W =1c‘ hrmd

OWS {Jf :ﬁlfh L?’i‘dihwﬁ di}(l Cz ,Jm a5
the noble Earl, Lord Haisbury, he would
feel entircly at home; a man of the most
agmcabk and totally non-sceptical nature,
ne did write a book called The
Sceprical Chemist,

The neble Ear] has dose a service by
displaying  before our  very eyes the
scientist- umm opher who knows precisely

the limits of science and makes no effort
to go beyond them. Nor does ke point the
finger of scorn at anyone elsa. He must
know, as others k,n{,&w, that it is impossibie
to prove arw*{hing by nejative evidence.
If you wish to prove that something is not
so vou cun do it only mn logie—Dby proving
the existence of something that is so that
makes that first premise impossible.  Thus,
vou cannot prove that any particular type
of flying object does not exist, and with
respect to my noble friend, the fact that
the Jodrell Bank telescope has not seen
something not only does not prove, but
15 not even particularly good evidence,
that it was not merc. [ am prepared to
accept, if told, that the Jodrell Bank
telescope has t}em ope rating on a {re-
quency suited to the observation of
UFOs of one kind or another for the

gvan i

last 30 vears, but, until [ am told that, 1
shall be sc Jm'-sl in that matter,

Lord HEWLETT: Let me be quitc
clear about this, my Lords. 1 did not
say other than that Jodrell Bank had made
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UFOs: RAF WOODBRIDGE INCIDENT - 27 DEC 80

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

concluded that there was no Defence interest.

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

into the UK. ]

I can assure Noble Lords %that sightings of unidentified
objects are not a matter [the Ministry of Defenceliwe] take lightly.

wever confident that the judgement of the time was correct,

bt
W
2]
g
O

=
<
cd
»

} 4

ing since casts doubt on that assessment.

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

.fr ¥

the true explanation is, I do not know; MOD

=

does

not attempt to investigate reports to the point at which a positive
. o ) wmble lovdo ’
identification can be made. I can assure/f y however, that there is

no evidence of anything having intruded intc British alrspace and

"landing' near RAF Woodbridge.

© Crown Copyright
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Hoble Lords may recall that this subject was discussed in detail 1/ zﬁif

&
.o g‘f\
", %”_"g’"f

during a debate in this House on 18 January 1979. 1 have seen

aothing, since that time, to alter my views,

We have to recognise that there are many strange things to be seen in
Lhe sky, but we believe there are adeguate eﬁpianatiaﬁﬁ for them.
They may be satellite debris re-entering the earth atmosphere, ball
lightning, unusual ecloud formations, meteorological bazlloons,

airceraft lights, sircraft at unusual angles or many other things.

The sole interest of HMG in reporited sightings of UFOs 1ls to
establish whether they have any bearing on the defence of the

aouniry.

There 1s no organisation in the MOD appointed solely for the purpose

of studying reports of UFOs, and no staff are employed on the subject

.

il time. Heports are referred to the staff in the Department who

ford

are responsible for the alr defence of the United Kingdowm, and they

examing Lhem as part of their normal dubtles,
Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence
implications we have not carried out a2 study into the scientific

glignificance of these phenomens.

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

183 already besn sald., We were satisfied, at the time, that Lhere
was no Defence significance to the report and we have ssen nothing to

alber this view.

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ‘
M.A!N BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephena‘r......(ﬁirect Dialling)
{Switchboard) ‘

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/0H 0074/95 /€ January 1995

/ 2

,/e_ar‘

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

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

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

Secondly, no discussions with respect to alien abductions have
lace between my officials and either_ or Elaedey 40| *
the author of The People article. The subject of

alleged alien abductions falls cutside this Department's
responsibilities. I should perhaps at this point explain that
the Ministry of Defence has only a limited interest and role
with respect to reports of unexplained aerial phenomena. We
look at such reports purely in the context of our
responsibilities for ensuring that the integrity of the United
Kingdom's air defences 1s maintained. Our only concern is to
establish whether any evidence exists which would indicate the
presence of a physical threat to our air defences. If we are
satisfied that there is no such evidence we make no further
attempt to investigate or establish the precise nature of the
sighting/phenomena. In pursuing this Department's
responsibility in this respect, we are not aware of any
evidence which would substantiate the existence of lifeforms or
craft of extraterrestrial origin.

Sir Ralph Howell MP

Recycled Paper’

© Crown Copyright
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In conclusion, I should like to reiterate that there has been
no agreement to a formal meeting between my officials and-l()\

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

abduction generally.

LORD HENLEY

Recycled Paper

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/12/4
|2 Jan 95

APS/US of S

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

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

out below.

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

3. My staff heard nothing further until we received a call
fromq of The People, asking if there was any truth
iiii iie MOD had agreed to hold formal discussions withhﬁ

n the subiject of "UFOs". My staff explained the
situation toﬁ and this was reaffirmed, I understand, in
e had with the Press Office. Whilst speaking

a conversation
to my staff made no reference to the alien abduction
story.

aspects of

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

not the case.

i The story subsequently appeared concentrating solely on

alie uction claims - a subject we have never discussed w1th
or CESIREGI nor would we as the subject quite

clearly falls outside our remit - and even alleging that the
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MOD were looking at the evidence relating to 'Rebecca', when no

such evidence has ever been discussed or submitted. The -

article in The People is, therefore, a fabrication. To date [lHesey 40
has not contacted this office again to advise when he

Wl e dropping off his alleged evidence of "UFQO" sightings.

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

Sec(AS)?2
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DRAFT

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

Thank you for your letter to Malcolm Rifkind of

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

of responsibility.

I should first like to correct the misconceptions which

underly the Press article which_ encloses.

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

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

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

Sir Ralph Howells MP
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look at such reports purely in the context of our
responsibilities for ensuring that the integrity of the United
Kingdom's air defences is maintained. Our only concern is to
establish whether any evidence exists which would indicate the
presence of a physical threat to our air defences. 1If we are
satisfied that there is no such evidence we make no further
attempt to investigate or establish the precise nature of the
sighting/phenomena. In pursuing this Department's
responsibility in this respect, we are not aware of any
evidence which would substantiate the existence of lifeforms or

craft of extra-terrestrial origin.

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

alien abduction generally.

I hope this is helpful.

THE LORD HENLEY

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

Reference D/US of S/OH | (1 44 § 4 | (to be quoted in ali correspondence)

For action by: ul

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

The deadline for your reply is: 7/ '7"*@;,@5;@ 1A9s

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

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

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

if vou have any questions about how to deal with this foider
please telephone Main Building extension

‘ .

for the Private Secretary

© Crown Copyright
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Sir Ralph Howell, M.P. Ff,/ s e £ A

House of Commons,
London swia oas
4 January 1995 Tel ;
Secretary :
Rt Hon Malcolm Rifkind Mp
Secretary of State for Defence
} )
) Lty m/ [ﬁ/ﬁwfb% |
I am enclosing copy of & letter and press s
’ have received from -8 _constituent,,. | I R R

B

! garding

According to the Press report, this matter js
being investigated by the Ministry of Defence,
If this is the case, I would be most grateful
for any information YOou can give me which

I can pass on to my constituent,
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4 THE PEOPLE, Dacember 11, 1994

ASTONISHING claims that alten creatures

are breeding with

Mmans oo bizarre experiment to save the planet are to bemnves-
pivated by the Minsiry of Defoence,
FEO swatchers have carned out Jenpthy miervie

hidiaps, Thedr Tdings are to be

s owath Cvictinn:s o oalien

exuannined by (nwuv'nuni o dticals

Frie Mo, divector of the Britsh VO Stadies Centre, sand Bt sight “The
Moty has agreed 1o fook at our ov idence nexd muni!
cd a neetiig Tike this, and shows how aupressive

the people s Fre's dossier has told The People
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By MIKE SMITH
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Rebecea savs the aliens
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their temphes.” she added.
“They are beautiful with
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. MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
~MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

b : T@iépﬁﬁﬂ-,..,...(Direct Diatling)
g T (Switchboard) ;

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER- SECRAE"!'IAHY? OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/OH 0058/95 -~ {f{January 1995

Lo, %/L

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

'“concerning~unidentified:

flying objects.

I should perhaps flrst explaln that the Mlnlstry of Defence hag-'
a limited interest and role with respect to unexplained aerial
phenomena. We look at such reports purely in the context of

our responsibilities for ensurihng that the integrity of the

UK's air defences is maintained. Our only concern is to
establish whether any evidence exists which would indicate the
presence of a physical threat to our air defences. If we are
satisfied that there is no such evidence, we make no further
attempt to investigate or establish the precise nature of the
sighting/phenomena.

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

I can confirm that to date it remains the case that we have no
evidence to substantiate the existence of craft or lifeforms of
extraterrestrial origin. That said, the MOD and our Armed

Forces remain properly vigilant for any physical threat to the'
security of the United Kingdom.

Stephen Dorrell Esq MP
&

Recycled Paper

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

Ministry of Defence

Secretariat iAir Staff) Za
Room

Main Building
Whitehall
SW1A 2HB

I hope thls is helpful in explalnlmg the role of this

DEﬁartment with respect to 'UFO' sightings and I can assure-m

| hat there 1s certainly no attempt to cover up
lnformatlon on this subject.

LORD HENLEY - ‘ | S

€9

Recycled Paper

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
.2 D/Sec(AS)/12/4
(2. Jan 95

APS/US of §

LETTER FROM STEPHEN DORRELL MP

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

Sec(AS)2
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DRAFT

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

Thank you for your letter to Roger Freeman of 17 December

enclosing one fron
_ concerning unidentified flying objects.

I am replying as this matter falls within my area of

responsibility.

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

of the sighting/phenomena.

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

phenomena like fireballs and meteorites. Nevertheless, we do

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

further.

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

threat to the security of the United Kingdom.

Finally,_ asked for a point of contact in this

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

Ministry of Defence
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

Room 0
Main Building
wWhitehall
SW1A 2HB

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

information on this subject.

Stephen Dorrell Esg MP THE LORD HENLEY

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

Reference D/US of S/OH |O0 55 j 4 | (to be quoted in all correspondence)

=,
& ; -
I L

/)
LS W

{.w
| —

For actionby:_Sec [AS |

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

The deadline for your replyis: | &  auocs | 995
pr—

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

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

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

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

for the Private Secretary

© Crown Copyright



http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/legal/copyright.htm

getiTom

. 7 .
Lt e,
s

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1970/1

Stephen Dorrell, M.P. ~ % GAIN

| mm@wwmm

HOUSE OF COMMONS o
LONDON SWIA 0AA T7th ﬁecember t%;éfmmw

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

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

London, SW1A ZHB

I enclose a
constituent [siEeilel

subject of UFOs.

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

Stephen Dorrell

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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. PAFGIAMENTARY QUESTION “  HOUSE OF COMMONS;LORDS

FUL answer on 2 @ & & P 4 $ 7 0 ¥ W E S I BEP G R 6 28 SO by IQ‘....0."‘.'I...."'.CDQGQPQ No

Draft reply requlred by s 2 & & & % & ¥ ®w F £ ¢ % § & & 5 ¥ W & O ® B 4 DA £ B ‘ . 5 & & & 3 ¥ ¥F 3 8 % 9 5 9 @ .4ﬂ %C
ACTION DIVISION: SECRETARIAT(AIR STAFF) - -

Draft approved by |Signature Contact{Question copied by Action pivision to
or initials|Tel No '

Secretary of State

Answer copied to:~ As above plus:

|Minister (AF)

- ' ' & AUS(C)
Minister(DP) PSO/ACAS
Us of S

_ _ ul
Type of Question:- First Order Oral (No............); Non Priority Written;
Supplementary Questions are not reguired,

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

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

DRAFT ANSWER

The Ministry of Defence evaluates reports of unexplalned
aerial phenomena solely in order to establish whether they ‘may
have any defence significance. Reports are received from a W1de
range of sources, 1nclud1ng the pollce and general publlc, as: Well
as the RAF, which in the context of its air defence
responsibilities has standing instructions to report all s;ghtlngs‘
of unexplained aerial phenomena to the MOD. All such reports are -
placed on departmental files in the normal way and are therefore
subject to the Public Records Act. Several files on this subject

c.are however avallable for v1ew1ng at the Publlc Record Offlce.:f
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PP4968G — Unidentified Flying Objects

Background

| There are commonly held misconceptions regarding the MOD's

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

our alr defences.

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

threat.

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

Qffice in Kew.

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

community.

© Crown Copyright
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LETTER FROM NICHOLAS WINTERTON MP

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

e 8 I attach for your information a copy of the Hansard

Extract which is referred to in the draft.

Enc.

| Hansard Extract:

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/US of S/OH 0902/94 | | November 1994

Thank you for your letter of 4 November enclosing one from

ceclonso PSR

unidentified flying obijects.

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

nature of the sighting/phenomena.

In his lette-makes specific reference to the

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

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

© Crown Copyright
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to represent sightings of alien spacecraft of extra-terrestrial

origin.

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

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

minded on these.

As such, and contrary to_assertions, the

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

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

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

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

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

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

are as follows:

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

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

on this subject.

Nicholas Winterton Esq MP THE LORD HENLEY

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

Reference D/US of S/OH | 0902 | 44 | (to be quoted in all correspondence)

For action by:_ O e ifﬂ 5‘%} | ~ Plosce Qobnen the, Toldar

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

The deadline for your reply is: 14 pNouveriew (a9 4

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

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

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

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

for the Private Secretary

© Crown Copyright
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NICHOLAS R. WINTERTON, M.P.
(Macclesfield)

Private office:
Secretary:
Assistant:

The Lord Henley,

Parliaméntary Under-Secretary of State,
Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

London SW1A 2HB.

4th November, 1994

RO (j}/lUDQd/;
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

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

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

© Crown Copyright
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Nicholas Winterton MP
House of Commons

l.ondon
SWIA OAA

2 November 1994

Dear Mr Winterton

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

On 9th March 1984 Sir Patrick Wall MP, asked the Secretary of State for
Defence "How many alleged landings by unidentified flying ob jects have been
made in 1980, 1981, 1982 and 1983 respectively?™ John Lee, Defence Under
Secretary for Procurement replied five days later in the House of Commons:
"350, 600, 250 and 390 respectively.’ -

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

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

1 Good, Timothy:  ‘Above Top Secret’ ; Harper Collins 1993 p.100
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despondency as to have far reaching social and political effects™ 2

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

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

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

2 Good, Timothy: ‘Above Top Secret’;  Harper Collins 1993 p10
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

SECRETARY OF STATE

oz

o

o
k -

%.".A
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o

MC $/18G

o

Thank vyou for your letter dated 26th June to the Secretary of
State for Defence, concerning UFO sightings over Belgium. You have
asked two specific guestions, both of which have been answered before,
however 1 will try to answer them again as fully and cﬂearly as

possible.

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

Second, why are we not concerned at the lack of a radar detection
by our own radar defence system. There 1s no evidence that any
sightings or radar contacts occurred within the expected coverage of
cur own svstems. We would not, therefore, have expected to detect
anything and were nelther surprised nor concerned at the fact that no
contacts were detected.

Bearvriod Panar

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

Cﬁ'ﬁ\«; > }";\C,A/‘t/(:z),

Commander Royal Navy
Private Secretary

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
‘D/Sec(AS)12/4
13 Jul 94

APS/S of S

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

rReference: MO 9/18 dated 4 July 94

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

have attached a draft.

P

Sec(AS5)2

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT REPLY FROM PS/S OF S TO_

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

for Defence, concerning UFO sightings over Belgium.

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

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

UK.

The sequence of events has been'explained in previous
correspondence, and the various questions which you havé raised on
thig issue have been dealt with at some 1ength} I do not

therefore see any useful purpose in a continuation of this

correspondence.

© Crown Copyright
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Dear Mr Rifkin. 56+h June 1004.

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

The actual presence of flying objects above Belgium in 1989/90 i1s not in
doubt:neither is the fact that they were unidentified. These facts were
confirmed to me by Guy Coeme the Belgian Minister of Defence at that tine,
and endorsed by Leo Delcroix the present Belgian Minister of Defence.

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

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

Section 40
On the 26th November 1993,in a letter Ref D/Sec(As)12/3 T the

Hinistry of Defence stated in his last paragraph ‘In answer to your
specific question, Air Defence experts cancluded that the Belgian UFQ
sightings posed no threat to the UK because there was no evidence 0f any
such tﬁreat_ does not say that the reason that there was no
evidence of any threat was because our dir Defeance experts were not aware
of these detections at the time.

Your letter Ref MO /168K of the 1lth June 1984 to Admiral Lord Hill-Norton
confirms this fact by stating that 'our 4dir Defence experts were not
notified at the time of the Belgilan radar defections': in fact vyou state
that they only became aware of these sightings through UFD literature and
approaches by members of the public.’

This establishes bevond doubt that our Air Detence experis could not
possibly have been in any position to ascertain the nature ot these
phenomena at the actual time of these detections.

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone } ...... {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

/
D/US of S8 RMC 6488 4 July 1994

y‘n
Clew«/ /‘{V :(M‘ | |
Thank you for your letter of 8 June to Malcolm Rifkind, in
which you asked about the UFO sightings that occurred near RAF

Woodbridge in December 1980. As the responsible Minister I
have been asked to reply.

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

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

T

The Viscount /Cranborne

Jamie Cann Esqg MP

Ornewirdomat Danar

© Crown Copyright
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS B1ST COMBAT SUPPORT GRCUP (USAFE)
APO NEW YORK 09755

ol o m mEm e mem mamme p % mm roe megg s e "”i:;idé%;ﬁéi”f'”““fffmjj‘gi;%éi.v‘

Unexplained Lights _ e

RAF/CC

| 1- Earfy in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (apprexima?e]y (300L), two USAF

security police patrolmen saw dnusual lights outside the back gate at .
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forced °
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrolmen to nro-
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing 2 strange glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It illuminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue Tights underneath. The object was hovering or on lays.
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went into a
frenzy. -The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later neazr
the back gate. o

2. \Theﬁnextmday, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7% in dismeter were

- found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings

of C.1 milliroentgens were vecorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.
A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree

toward the depressions.

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

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

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

2 and 3. ) 7
2/fi%!/’f v
LA

. BALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander
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M2

APS/US of S —“

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

2s Although RAF Woodbridge does not fall within Jamie Cann's

- constituency, it is only a few miles away. The UFO sighting that
occurred in December 1980 in Rendlesham Forest, near RAF
Woodbridge, still fascinates UFO researchers; it has been
highlighted in a number of books and magazines, and we still
receive a steady stream of correspondence on this subject. The
draft reply reflects the standard approach, including the release
of Lt Col Halt's report, which is taken in responding to this
correspondence.

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

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

Sec(AS)2

23 June 1994

© Crown Copyright
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D/US of S RMC 6488

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

responsible Minister I have been asked to reply.

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

on these.

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

time; no evidence of any threat was found.
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I hope this is helpful, and has explained the position.

THE VISCOUNT CRANBORNE

Jamie Cann MP
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1Q:

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security police patrolmun saw unusual lights outside the back gate at .
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been ferced -
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate. "7
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrolmen to pro-
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing & strange glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It {lluminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
. As the patrclmen approached the object, 1t maneuvered through the treess
‘and disappsared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went into a
frenzy. -The object was briefly sighted approxwmate]y an hour later nzar

‘the back cate.

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

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

toward the depressions.

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

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

in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp anoula:
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to the
north appeared .to be eltiptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to fell circles. The objects. to the.north rémained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time. to time. Numerous indivi-
duals, inc]uding the undérsigned, witnessed the aetivities in paragraphs

C!;RLES I. BALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander
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JAMIE CANMN MP FOR IPSWICH

In correspondence, please
quote ref: JCC/GD/346C HOUSE OF COMMONS

LONDON SWI1A CAA

Rt. Hon. Malcolm Rifkind QC MP,

Secretary of State for Defence, WETree L .

The Ministry of Defence, CK — e s

Main Building, *ﬂmemWigc; EE
Whitehall, PRPTRTRE S R

LONDON, B S

SW1A 2HB. ' it N

8th June 1984,

pear Me Raf ler ol |

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

Queries have been raised recently regarding the above.

It would be helpful 1if you would let me have full details of
precisely what was seen on 28/12/80 in the wvicinity of the

Woodbridge Air Base.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,

/f/'

JAMIE CANN MP

PLEASE REPLY TO: CONSTITUENCY OFFICE. 33 SILENT STREET, IPSWICH, SUFFOLK. 1Pt ITE
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Thank you for your letter dated 17 May concerning the UFO

sightings that occurred over Belgium in March 1990.

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

aware that_may attempt to create a public fuss. However I

am satisfied that correct procedures have been followed, that all

relevant information has been passed ta_ and that no

‘\purpose would be served by continuing the correspondence with him,

o
e

e
ML T e
I

L A i g
R

T At tre 1,
- o

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

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

threat to the United Kingdom. The Belgium authorities have indicated

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

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

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

automatically.

Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB

&9

Recycied Paper
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We subsequently became aware of these sightings through the UFO
literature and through approaches from members of the public such asiE -ﬂﬂlﬂﬂ

_ On the basis of the information now available our own Air

Defence experts have confirmed that they would not have been concerned
with these UFO reg

y saw no reason why the Belgians
dfltles

I am sure it goes without

It is clear to me from the papers I have seen that the position

has been explained in great detail to_ I am aware of one
television programme on the subject, a Central TV production to be
shown on 18 October. The MOD desk officer responsible for UFOs was

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

I hope this has explained the situation satisfactorily.

Malcolm Rifkind
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-

APS/US of §

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

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

1994.

3. Sir Teddy Taylor mentions the involvement of an EC
Committee; this is a reference to a report considered by the
European Parliament's Energy, Research and Technology Committee
last year; some of the Committee's members had wanted a study
carried out into UFO reports, but this proposal was not accepted.
8ir Teddy Taylor ralsed a PQ about this with the Department of
Trade and Industry last year.

Sec(AS)2

14 June 1994
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D/US of S RMC 6382

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

UFOs.

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

have been seen.

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

explanation. We are open-minded on these.

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

information on this subject.

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

Sir Teddy Taylor MP
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Sir Teddy Taylor M.P.

@3;5{123

HOUSE OF COMMONS L/?\;S O{\CF\ f‘

LONDON SWIA DAA

The Rt. Hon. Malcolm Riﬂ(ind, QC., MP.,

Secretary of State,

Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,
Whitehall,

London SW1A 2HR.

26 May 1994

Dear Malcolm,

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

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

here at all.

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

PS/Minister(AF)

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

DA Brussels

BELGIAN UFOS

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

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

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

involved.

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

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

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

us.
SeciASiz

Fr
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FORCES ARMEES ' N° VSrp 479

ETAT-MAJOR GENERAL

Etat-Major de la Force Aérienne
Scction Relations Publiques

Quartier Reine Elisabeth
Ruc dEverae - 1140 BRUXELLES

Tél.
Fax

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

Dear Sir,

Your letter in reference concerning unusual sightings
over Belgium was received, through the office of Group Captain ﬁ]
on 25 January 1994. - .

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

the Sector Commander of the NATQ Air Defence System.

Reporis to other agencies or adjacent countries have
not been made since the events took place in the central part of Belgium and
no presumed activities of any hostile or aggressive nature were regisired.

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

Licutenant-Colonel
Chief Public Affairs

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2 a, Room-@

Ministry of Defence
Main Building Whitchall
London SWIA 2HB
UNITED KINGDOM
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