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I have now received advice on the questions posed by Minister (AF)

from DA Brussels, Gp Capt _

The quote attributed to Colonel DeBrouwer 1is correct, and was made
at a press conference dealing with the wave of sightings. He was
not, however, the Belgian CAS, but Chief of Operations in the
Belgian Air Staff.

Gp Capt _W has spoken to DeBrouwer, Lt Col _ {(an
expert on the sightings, and the one who wrote to me on the
subject) and the pilots who were involved in trying to intercept
the object. The consensus is that they think it very unlikely
that the radar returns were spuriocus. They do believe that there
was a craft of some sort involved, and they have no explanation.

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

I have attached a draft response to PS/Minister(AF), which answers
the specific questions posed, and deploys the basic lines about
there being no indication of any hostile activity, and about the
distance from the UK Air Defence Region. Clearly we will have to
be very careful about suggesting to anybody that the radar returns
might have been spurious. We might need to consider the Hill-
Norton background note in the light of this.
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MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

LOOSE MINUTE
D/MIN(AF)/94/94

6 June 1994 "

-.::6"-""#‘)!—

it
——
e

Sec(AS)2 7

Copy to:

PS/CAS
DA Brussels - fax

BELGIAN UFOs

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

for vou only) the

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

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

iiiiiiisteriAF)
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Recycled Paper
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Operation Right to Know - joint UK/USA (o ﬂ@"i B
May 23rd 1994 End UFO Secrecy Protest U
Noon UK - The Ministry of Defence, Whitehall, London * D
Noon USA - The Pentagon, Washington DC NE ;,e?sy"'“
2:00pm UK - The House of Commons, London ¢t} 1 :54{% o

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

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

ARE YOU AWARE

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

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

That on the night 30th/3 1st March 1990, the Belgian Air Force scrambled two F16
interceptors in response to radar images of a UFO and visual observations of the UFO reported
by civilians and confirmed by the Police, This documented interception of a purposely operated
structured UFO was one of several such encounters which occurred over Belgium between
December 1989 and April 1990,0n July lith 1990, Colonel W DeBrouwer, Chief of the Belgian

Adir Staff made this statement:

“*On the night 30th and 3 [st March, we had an observation on the radar and in addition a
visual observation on the ground by the Police - What the pilots detected was well outside the
normal flying envelope of an aeroplane. Sometimes they had what we call lock-ons, which gave
a parameters varying from speeds between 150 knots to 990 knots, an acceleration which
occurred in a few seconds. The speeds would be impossible to tolerate for a human being, that’s
the first point. The second point 1, the visual observations always describe a system, a machine,
which hangs and hovers above the surface at quite a low altitude without making any noise. Now
with the current technology that would be impossible’™”

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

““However, the Belgium Air Force says that the Stealth Bomber was not involved in the
spate of sightings which have taken place in Belgium”™
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On page 7 he also had this 10 say.

“*1t 1s not the job of Parhlament to pass judgement on UFQs. on the other hand. Parhament
must take prompt steps to ensure that the information tmparted to the public 1s correct™

That in Mexico Citv oon Juiv lith 1991, durinn the total eclipse of the sun. tens of
thousands of witnesses observed a UFO. and 17 mdependemh operated camcorders. at varving
locations. recorded the event for a2 total of 25 minutes. Upon enhancement each camcorder had
recorded the same silver disc-shaped object At a time when ali eves would be focused on the X
skv. this was undoubtedly an attempt 1o raise human awareness to the reality of the UFQO. _
That there are over 200 primary and secondary witnesses to the retrieval of a craft TLE/‘
evidentlv of non-human origin. from the New Mexico desert. near Roswell. in 1947, Many of A
these witnesses gave testimony to having seen alien bodies recovered from the crash site W
Because many new witnesses are coming forward. the General Accounting Office has recently (:;N?/‘* ﬁj;\

launched a full investigation, GAO spokeswomen, Laura Kopleson said Congress Investigator
Rep. Steven Schiff has asked the GAO 4 L;vv‘fL
)

““to see if there is anv evidence that information regarding UFOs had been suppressed.” /
following the Roswell incident H }/jﬁ o

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

publiciv and officiallv on the matter.

These six points constitute only a small fraction of the currently available
evidence, which wholiv suggestc; the presence of alien beings.

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

It 1s now time to act.

AAC AFFILIATED ORGANISATIONS

Comtact International (UK). Andover Unexplained Phenomena Invesugation Network. South
Wales UFO Group. Mansfield UFO Group. The Organisation for Scientific Research nto
Peripheral Infomxanon Centre for the Studv of Extraterrestrial Intelligence - Nottingham &
Yorkshire.

AAC/ORTE - UK Contact _
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LOOCSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/4
8 Jun 94

APS/S of S

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

LETTER FROM LORD HILL-NORTON ON UFOS

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

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

2. Tord Hill-Norton is raising concerns put to him by[lSeion 40
a UFO researcher who is very well known to this

division. first approached us in January 1993, and
my staff have now written ten letters to him. I have attached
(NOTAL) copies of this correspondence, together with copies of the
three Parliamentary Enqguiries that have been generated by @tion 40
Section 4 approaches to Sir Keith Speed MP. I think it is clear
that although we have done our best to answer all
questions, the correspondence had reached the point where nothing
could usefully be added.

3. 2 detailed summary of the case is set out in D/MIN(AF)/94/94
dated 14 March 1994; essentially, a wave of UFO sightings was
reported over Belgium on 30/31 March 1990. As well as visual
sightings, some radar returns were noted, and as a result the
Belgians decided to launch two of their aircraft to investigate.
These aircraft did attain some radar lock-ons. As with the
returns recorded by ground based radar, this does not necessarily
mean that any structured craft was present, although we
understand, informally, that the view of the Belgian Air Force is
that a craft of some sort was involved and that they maintain an
open mind on the sightings, which remain unexplained.

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

goes beyond our remit.

5. Notwithstanding Lord Hill-Norton's comments, it is not the
case that the UK would necessarily be informed of unidentified
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returns picked up on NADGE radars in Belgium. Only if radar
operators believed there was evidence that a unidentified craft

was moving towards the UK would such action be taken.

6. Lord Hill-Norton has a long-standing interest in UFOs, and
has approached the Department on this subject before, in 1985,
when he wrote to the then 8 of S about a well-known UFQO sighting.
He was a member of the (now defunct) House of Lords All-Party UFO
Study Group, and has written forewords for two books on the

subject.

7. _ is writing a book on these Belgian UFO

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

8. We believe that Lord Hill-Norton's comments about a public
uproar seriously overstate any likely reaction. The Belgian
sightings are well-known among UFO researchers, and while they are
likely to be mentioned in any documentary on UFOs, they are,
effectively, old news. Lord Hill-Norton mentioned the
demonstration agalnst perceived government secrecy about UFOs,
held outside Main Building and Parliament on 23 May (notified to
Ministers at Reference B). This was a low key affair; there
appeared to be only around a dozen protesters, and there was
little media coverage of the event. Although every MP was given a
document, which among other points mentioned the Belglan
51ght1ngs, we have only received one Parliamentary Enquiry since
then, and it is not clear whether this was prompted by the
lobbying. I should add that in informal contacts with my staff a
number of UFO groups and researchers have disassociated themselves

from the group which arranged the demonstration.

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

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

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

Thank you for your letter dated 17 May concerning the UFO

sightings that occurred over Belgium in March 1990.

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

operators, and does not occur automatically.

We subsequently became aware of these sightings through the UFO

literature and through approaches from members of the public such

as _ On the basgis of the information now available

our own Air Defence experts have confirmed that they would not
have been concerned with these UFO reports, and that they saw no
reason why the Belgians should have notified any UK authorities.
I am sure it goes without saying, however, that any unauthorised
penetration of the UK Air Defence Region would be detected by our

Air Defenders, and dealt with as appropriate.

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

has been explained in great detail to _ and I share

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

I hope that this has explained the position.
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PRIVATE OFFICE REFERENC

dated .. /
appropriate. Other Departments or MOD DlVlSlOnS should be

consulted as necessary and the attachment should be placed on a

Departmental Registered file.

2w Please submit vour advice by no later than ...L ... 577 00 "
In addition to the hard copy, drafts should, where possible, be
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2

prepared on MOAST and sent by electronic mail to "SofS PA2".

attachment, to:
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4. The Open Government Code of Practice came into force on 4th
April 1994. You should ensure that all replies to members of the
public are provided in accordance with the procedures as set out in
the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained
in DCI(Gen) {12 /94;: further information is available from

Man S(0Org)l telephone extension

SAWIL TIV LV ALTHO0Idd NFAID 34 OL

MINISTERIAL BUSINESS

g - f 2 .
Date: 33{ 1y N . APSiS of S

MINISTERIAL BUSINESS: TO BE GIVEN PRIORITY AT ALL TIMES
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‘ x Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton G.C.B. W

PERSONAL

The Rt Hon Malcolm Rifkind MP
Secretary of State

Ministry of Defence

Whitehall

London SW14 2HB

17 May 1994

4 "\/@[Mc"
W %
I have been approached by a FECHSIRAIINNNEE o hes asked me

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

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

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

There 1s no need for me to rehearse all that has already been written in these
exchanges., In short, detections were made by three NADGE radars in Germany and Belgium
in March 1990, air defence aircraft of the Belgian Air Force were scrambled to intercept
but although the gbjects were detected and held on the radar of these aircraft as well,
no identification, or visual contact was made. There is no dispute about these facts,
which have been confirmed by the Belgian Minister of Defence in public statements,
repeated in writing to_ I have adviseﬁ#that, unless the
procedure has been changed since I was Chairman of the NATO Military Committee, it is

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

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

in the UK,

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

that the phenomenon did not constitute a threat, as they had no knowledge of it?"

© Crown Copyright
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I fear that_may well make a damaging public uproar about all this.
He has already had a petition to the European Parliament upheld, and his dossier has

been formally remitted to the relevant Euro Committee., A public demarche, so he tells
me, is planned for the MOD, the House of Comwmons, and simultaneously at the Pentagon
on 23 May. At least two television programmes in this country will carry his story
within the next few months, and this may well not be the end of it.

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

v
Fua Al %’Wi /
//‘wvt,‘ gL
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16th March 1994.

Dear Admiral Lord Hiill-lorton

1 have been informed of the folliowing facts in a letter dated Z6th May

1993 from Leo Delcroix the Belgian Minister of Detfence.

That or the 15th and 16th December 19029, radar datections were made by
Senmerzeke (Belgium® and VedemtGermany) of 1lying objects over Eupen in
Bastern Belgium.
On the night of 30/8lst March 1990,detections were made by Semmerzeke
and Glons CRCC(HNADGE) radarse of the Belgilan Air Force,and Vedem in
Germany, of an apparent airbourne intruder in the vicinity of Brussels in
Belgium. Aircraft of QRA J Wing of the Belgian Air Force were involved.
These detections fellowed visuval aobservations by many thousands of
witnesses, of whom 75 were members of the Belgian Gendermerie.
A report was received dated 15th August 1993, It was made by Major
1373 Ctl-Met 1 of the Belgian Air Force. It states that the

Belgian Air Force scrambled two F-16 interceptors (Nos AL 17 and AL 23
from the base at Bevekom.

These Fighters were vectored to thelr targsts by Glons CRC WADGE radar.
This incident caused a major security alert. Tt lasted for over 1 hour.
At 22h 391 an intercepiion occurred during which radar 'lock-on' was
acheived by both aircrat®. This lasted for 45.9 secs.

At this time fthe targei was travelling on a ¥Vesterly heading towards UK
airspace at speeds in excess of 1000 knots.

The Belgian Minister of Defence at tha't time Cuy Cceme,stated in the
Belgian Parliament on the 2Zlst December 1988 fhat;- 'All hypotheses can
be excluded, the Minister could not tell what these flying objects were.'

A report has been submitted to the Burcpean Parliament for an enquiry
into thess incidents. It is No 990/9353. It has been accepted for
consideration by the Petitions Committee.

NATO and the Belgian agencieg have provided conclusive proof- of these
detections. How is Lt that [ wag iavormed by fct the Ministry
of Defence in a Letter D/3ec(AS)12/3 of 13th October 1993, that there is
no recocrd in the UK of thie incident and,despite the frack having come
to within six minutes 0f Kent,it could not therefore have been
caonsidered a threat to the security ot the UK?

o |
o
)

Your comments would be appreciated

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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tion 40
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

A}QP one irect Dialling)
{Swilchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

D/MIN(AF)94/94 2[ April 1994

itk

Thank you for your letter of 2 April enclosing a
further letter from iour constituent F of

The Belgian authorities have advised that since the
sightings took place in the central part of Belgium and there
was no evidence of any threat, reports to other countries
were not made. Our own Air Defence experts have also

- confirmed that they do not regard these Belgian UFO sightings
as having posed any sort of threat to the United Kingdom.

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

T (et HS C—-’*f"“]‘v\-ﬂr.__r.{

05~

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP

&3

Recyclad Paper
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From Sir Keith Speed R.L3 M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

2nd April, 1994

Dear Jeremy,

I enciose a further letter from_

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

v

incerely,
4 by Sir Keith and signed in his absence

Keith Speed

Jeremy Hanley, Esq., MP,

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

Main Building,
Whitehail,
London,

SWiA 2ZHB

P\Lkﬁfﬁﬁw£§$?:JfﬁfE k:\\#

ij)él €:L~ Cikh\c%u%
Seoc Bs) D

Please re=iv o Strood House, Rolvenden. Cranbro . kent TNUT 4L

P S
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Department. He Jdoes not comment that his ministry were

adnmit that radar weuld only positively detect z radar wavelsngth or an
object of opacity and substance. I would suggest thalt for your interest,you
g Minietry and form vour own

conclusions. Un the questicn of false radar si;
Department confirmed (D/8ex (ASX12/3

eratives could easily distinguish between true radar siar
Taking both ot these facts into account,it would ssen that d

The Hinister statez that the Eelgians 4id not consider fthese sightings as
£

detections, by admitting the presence of rlying objects over Liege (Lzo
Deleroix 9/ IM-RT/716 26th May 1995) and stating that

be sucluded,the Minister could not tell what these flying abjects were,'

The zround rules tor *the Eelgian 4ir Force are guite clear. ¥isuzl
gsightinge by individuale,of intrusions into Eelgian air space must be

confirmed by the State Police. These must be conlirmed and coordinated by
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identified, the

Air Foree iz alerted.

ccasions over a pericd of an

te a major security threat, It was considsred so by
that the EFelgians 4id not notify any other countries

g e wroang, Apart from the fact
had also registsred these phenomenon, I
NWADGE defensive system, it

not have

g A s, w . e LF 4 _ . - -
repencies 1n The Mipistere compents, I would once
reiterats ths sinpls question that the Minister

THE R4DaR

TUSNCMENL, IF FADGE CONSIDERED

MARCH Zo-Tiew 1290 10 BE CONCLUZIVE PROOF OF
HCOE ARD A TEZEAT TO THE NATIDNAL SECURITY OF

e g Flane o e sweg  segiie epomousen  w oo M 2 A3 - T
lgian Embassy oz year ago. On thelir advice I

Zey supplied me
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F127

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

hone -Ipirect Dialling)
(Switchboard)

‘on 4OMINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

Yo
D/MIN(AF)94/94 2[ April 1994

\CE

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

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

In the circumstances, I am afraid that there is little |
else that I can say in this subject. T
Thoiie

T | M‘M &;ﬁ C-Nﬂvfm & r‘g‘wt{

<

JEREMY HANLEY MP

S

Sir Keith Speed RD MP

s

Recycled Paper
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephon .....{Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

pD/US of S/RMC 5690 22 April 1994

DewDead,
Thank you fo
onstituent

letter of 24 March, enclosing one from your

some concerns apout

and you asked for my comments.

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

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

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

7
«/L’” h
The Viscount Cranborne

David Faber Esg MP

%

Recycled Paper
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£ilo
M8
APS/Minister(AF)
1. I have placed opposite a self explanatory draft reply to the latest
letter from Sir Keith Speed MP.
2 Just as was the case with our own correspondence with _ I

fear this correspondence is now going round in circles. Ve understand that !on 40
is writing a book on these Belgian UFO sightings; doubtless the
exchanges of correspondence provide a useful way to fill some space.

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

© Crown Copyright
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D/MIN(AF)/PE 94/94

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

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

other countries were not made. Our own Air Defence experts have also confirmed
that they do not regard these Belgian UF0 sightings as having posed any sort of

threat to the United Kingdom.

I hope this has explained the position.

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP

© Crown Copyright
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- FORCES ARMEES NY VSRP 761

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

Quartier Reine Elisabeth
Ruc d'Evere - 1140 BRIUJXELLES

TélL:
Fax.

Reference: Your D/Sec (45) 12/3 dated 12 November 1993

Dear Sir,

Your letter in reference concerning unusual sightings
over Belgium was received, through the office of Gf‘oup Captain ﬁ
on 25 January 1994. , R

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

Reports to other agencies or adjacent countries have
not been made since the events took place in the cenfral part of Belgium and
o presumed activifies‘ of any hostile or aggv‘essive nature were registred.

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

Lienienant-Colonel
Chief Public Affairs

%

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2 a, J’?c)om-E

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

© Crown Copyright
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LM ‘ Ll Lal

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

{Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)
(Fax)

co1 R | Vour reference

Defence Attaché
" British Embassy

Telephone

Our reference

Rue d’Arlon 85 -
1040 Brussels ' D/Sec(AS)12/3
Belgium Date

' . 12 November 1993

o o

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

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

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

Je have received a number of letters szbout this, and although our basic position
is that this is a matter for the Belgian zuthorities, we have been drawn into a
debate about vhether there was a potential threat to the UK, and whether or not
the Belgians would have notified UK Air Defenders about what was happening in

their airspace.

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

may have.

),/mnf/ f,kfc:fq[/ - “

* &

Recycled Paper
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From Sir Keith Speed RD. M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A CAA

2nd April, 1994

Dear Jeremy,

T enciose a further letter from
regarding the UFO sightings declared over Beigium
some 4% years ago. Could you please answer the

=
uesticn in his last paragraph.

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

Keith Speed

Jeremy Hanley, Esq., MP,

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

Main Building,

Whitehail, — . ¥ﬁ\ ,
London, BN LR Ty NG O S = \
SWia Z2HB

Pe (o awlan
oo (Bs) D

¥

Please reshv ton Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook, Rent TN 411

© Crown Copyright
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£
M2

APS/US of §

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

David Faber MP.

Sec(AS)2
15 April 1994
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D/US of S/RMC 5690

Thank you for your letter of 24 March, enclosing one from your constituen't-ion 40

some concerns about UF0Os, and you asked for my comments.

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

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

been seen.

I7 is clear from the reports we receive that there are many strange things to be
seen in the sky. However, we believe that explanations could be found for most
of them. Possibilities that spring to mind include aircraft lights or aircraft
seen from unusual angles, weather balloons, satellites in orbit or satellite
debris entering the atmosphere, ball lightning, fireballs and meteorites. Ve
accept, however, that there will always be some sightings that appear to defy

explanation, and we are open-minded on these.
Ve are aware from UFO literature and from the media of some of the claims that
have been made on this subject, but I can assure you that we are not aware of

any evidence that would support the existence of extraterrestrial life.

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

The Viscount Cranbhorne

David Faber MP

© Crown Copyright
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DAVID FABER MP VL. 28l AS) 4

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

24th March 1994

D Rl

RE:

I have received the enclosed letter from my constituent, -tion 40
who has recently joined the British Unidentified Flying

"Research Association.

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

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

the public may have.

I would be most grateful for your authoritative reopens to my

constituent'’ oncerns. ’

Viscount Cranborne
PUSS

Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

© Crown Copyright
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23 February 1994

Dear Mr Faber

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

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

Association(BUFORA) to learn more.

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

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

secrecy.

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

the UFO phenomenon.

Yours faithfully

David Faber MP
House of Commons
London SW1

© 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 S/RMC 5649 [l april 1994

4 ,
Thank you for your letter of 21 March, enclosing one from your const%tuent
m Section 40
sed a number oi points about UFOs, and you. asked for my comments.
I should explain first of all that while the Ministry of Defence does receive
some reports of UFO sightings, our only concern is to establish whether or
not they pose a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless we

judge that they do, and this has not been the case so far, we do not attempt
to investigate further, or to identify what might have been seen.

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

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

I hope this is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

The Rt Hon Roger Freeman MP

€D

Recycled Paper

© Crown Copyright
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1

M2
APS/US of S
1. I have placed opposite»ﬁ self explanatory draft reply to the letter from
the Rt. Hon. Roger Freeman MP.
2 We are not aware of the television programme that !mentions,

but there are many bizarre claims made about the US government’s role in
relation to the UFO phenomenon. There are a number of colourful characters
involved in UF0Q research, some of whom are scientists, and some of whom claim to

have links with the intelligence community.

' Sec(AS)2
30 March 1994

© Crown Copyright
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B/US of S/RMC 5649

Thank you for your letter of 21 March, enclosing one from your constituent [Elaeuey 40

cectono Jeccon o RREEE

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

L3

I should explain first of all that while the Ministry of Defence does receive
some reports of UF0Q sightings, our only concern is to establish whether or not
they pose a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that
they do, and this has not been the case so far, we do not attempt to investigate

further, or to identify whatever might have been seen.

Ve are avare from UF0Q literature of some of the bizarre claims that have been
made on this subject, but I can assure you that we are not aware of any evidence
that would support the existence of extraterrestrial life.

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

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

I hope this is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

The Rt. Hon. Roger Freeman MP

© Crown Copyright
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i THE RT. HON. ROGER FREEMAN M.P. FOR KETTERING

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

Parliamentary Under Secretary of State
Ministry of Defence

WHitehall
London SW1A 2HB

MW@

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

,

I enclose a

r which I have received from my
constituent, about unidentified flying obijects.

Before I respond,
comments.

Enc.

I would much appreciate your kind advice and

Yours ever,

Roger Freeman, MP

© Crown Copyright
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374

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephong _birect Dialling)
{Switchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FOR ;t

THE ARMED FORCES _ L‘
D/MIN(AF)/94,/94 N J March 1994

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

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

first letter was forwarded to us in

- January 1993. He asked what we knew about a wave of UFO
sightings that had occurred over Belgium in late 1989 and early
1890. My official explained that our involvement with the
subject of UFOs is very limited, our only interest being to
ensure that there is no threat to the defence of the UK. They
also palnted out that this was, of course, a matter for the
Belgians and not for us. 1In an as helpful as
possible, it was suggested that contact the Belgian
Embassy, together with a number of UF0O sococieties who were
actlvely researchlng these UFO sightings.

Over the next few months wrote a steady

stream of letters asking about our policy and views on the UFQ
phenomsznon, and again, my officials provided him with full and
helpful answers to all his questions. continued to
focus on the Belgian sightings, and asked a number of guestions
about radar systems in an attempt to prove that because some of

the UFO sightings coincided with some radar returns there must

have heen some sort of solid object present. My officials

explained that there are a number of circumstances such as

unusual meteorological conditions or interference between

different radar systems, where this is note necessarily so. -m

expressed concern that these sightings were e

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

Recyoied FPapsr

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

answers that he had already received.

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

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

JEREMY HANLEY MP

8Sir Keith Speed RD MP

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

correspondence - ten letters, as opposed to nine, as originally advised. I
think this makes it abundantly clear that we have done our best to be as helpful
as possible to but that we have long passed the point where there
is anything else that could usefully be said to him. I leave it up to you
wvhether or not you pass this correspondence to Sir Keith Speed MP.

' ) Sec(AS)2
14 March 1994

© Crown Copyright
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D/MIN(AF)/PE 94/94

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

correspondence between my Department and your constituent _

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

ve knew about a wave of UF0 sightings that had occurred over Belgium in late
1989 and early 1990. My officials explained that our involvement with the
subject of UFOs is very limited, our only interest being to ensure that there is
no threat to the defence of the UK. They also pointed out that this was, of
course, a matter for the Belgians and not_for'us. In an attempt to be as
heiipful as-' lpossib.le, it was sug.gest‘:&ed that— contact the Bélgian
Embassy, together with a number of UFO societieé who were actively researching

these UFQ sightings.

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

about our policy and views on the UFO phenomenon, and again, my officials
provided him with full and helpful answers to .all his questions. _
continued to focus on the Belgian sightings, and asked a number of quéétions
about radar systems in an attempt to prbve that because some of the UFO
sightings coincided with some radar returns there must have been some sort of 
solid object present. My officials exblained that there are a.number of
circumstances such as unusual meteorologicél conditioné or interference Eetween
different radar systems, where this »»i$ not necessarily_ 50. _
expressed concern that these sightings were sufficiently close to the UK to pose
some sort 6f threét, but was assured that this was not the case, and was
reminded of the effective way in which the.RAdeetected and intercepted Soviét

aircraft probing our defences during the Cold War. _asked wvhether

the Belgians informed us about these UFOlsightings, and if not, why not. The

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

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

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

_However,» by the time he wrote his tenth letter in December 1993 it

was clear that no new points were being raised, and he was duly informed that
there was nothing that could usefully be added to the very comprehensive answers

" that he had already received.
Clearly these sightings were very interesting for UF0 researchers. However,

given that there was no evidence of any threat, and given that the sightings

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

-

T hope this is helpful; and has explained the situation.

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed MP

© Crown Copyright
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- From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

LONDON SW1A 0AA | C})
‘ 3
o 1st March, 1994 ‘ /
Your Ref: D/MIN(AF)/94/94

Dear Jeremy,

Thank you for your letter of 20th February about

my constituent and his query on UFO
sightings over Belgium. While 1 appreciate your
Department's patience may have run out after 9§
letters, I myself would appreciate a synopsis of the
replies, since I have no idea, apart from your letter,
what your Department's view about this matter is.
Perhaps you could let me have such a synopsis as soon
as possible, so that I may reply fully to my
constituent.

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

Yours smncerely,
dlctated by Sir Keith and signed in h¢s absence

A Keith Spee

Jeremy Hanley, Esq., M C>y£Jfﬂrumy;3kjl¢3¢ﬁcfﬁ 2 ‘4;

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

Whitehall,
London, L e '
SW1A 2HB | | & c o ,aﬁ{,(q‘_‘,

_ . e R
Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook, Kent TNIY 410
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
~ MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone irect Dialling)
' {Switchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FOR | i—t:
THE ARMED FORCES L‘.
D/MIN(AF) /94,94 ) March 1994

Criey 7o Y3k

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

requested a synopsis between my Department

and your constituent
—first letter was forwarded to us in

January 1993. He asked what we knew about a wave of UFO

sightings that had occurred over Belgium in late 1989 and early
1990, My official explained that our involvement with the
subject of UFOs is very limited, our only interest being to
ensure that there is no threat to the defence of the UK. They
also pointed out that this was, of course, a matter for the
Belgians and not for us. 1In an attempt to be as helpful as
possible, it was suggested that contact the Belgian
Embassy, together with a number of UFO societies who were
actively researching these UFO sightings. '

~Over the next few months _wrete a steady

stream of letters asking about our policy and. views on the UFO
phenomenon, and again, my officials provided him with full and
helpful answers to all his questions. continued to
focus on the Belgian sightings, and asked a number of questions
about radar systems in an attempt to prove that because some of
the UFO sightings coincided with some radar returns there must
have been some sort of sclid object present. My officials
explained that there are a number of circumstances such as
unusual meteorological conditions or interference between
different radar systems, where this is note necessarily so. [E&8ion 40
expressed concern that these sightings were -
sufficiently close to the UK to pose some sort of threat, but was
assured that this was not the case, and was reminded of the
effective way in which the RAF detected and intercepted Soviet
aircraft probing our defences during the Cold War.
asked whither the Belgians informed us about these UFO sightings,
and if not, why not. The fact is that the Belgians did not
regard these UFO sightings as posing any sort of threat, and for
this reason did not notify any other countries.

&3

Recycied Paper
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I can assure you that every effort was made to be as
helpful as possible toﬁ However, by the time he
wrote his tenth letter in December 1993 it was clear that no new
points were being raised, and he was duly informed that there was
nothing that could usefully be added to the very comprehensive

answers that he had already received.

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

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

M/

JEREMY HANLEY MP

Sir Keith Speed RD MP

© Crown Copyright
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From Sir Keith Speed RD. M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.. 33

LONDON SWI1A 0AA :ES\
1st March, 1994 ‘ /f

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

Dear Jeremy,

Thank you for 20th February about

my constituentM, and his query on UFQO
sightings over Belgium. While I appreciate your
Department's patience may have run out after 9
letters, I myself would appreciate a synopsis of the
replies, since 1 have no idea, apart from your letter,
what your Department’'s view about this matter is.
Perhaps you could let me have such a synopsis as soon
as possible, so that I may reply fully to my
constituent.

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

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

Keith Spee
Jeremy Hanley, Esq., MP, CBTCJ?ﬁfﬁc>V£3(J9:3’¢7¢53 fg

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

Whitehall,
London, ) ) L o
SW1A 2HB | g ¢ F C‘\“L{—{ﬂq,

— o ,
Please reply wo: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook, Kent TN17 4]].
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Teiephon_}(mrect Dialling)
(Switchboard)

MINISTER OF STATE FCR
THE ARMED FORCES

D/MIN(AF)/94/94 ¢:zesf¥;;;uary 1994

5@2&(@‘3—; 7l

A.LC;&:
J
Thank you for your letter of Januact enclosin
correspondence from your constituent
had asked

about a wave of UFO sightings that occurred over Belgium in 1990,
and you asked for my views on this.

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

frdlinae = 3 et shell e eyl

67\—\’! -’"‘WI “

JEREMY HANLEY

Sir Keith Speed RD MP

&5
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From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

=2 ¢

-

HOUSE OF COMMONS

QQ ‘qu,g_ﬁ - LONDON _SW!A 0AA 31st January, 1994.

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

Sir Keith wrote to M¢ Hanley on the 16th November
sending a copy of a letter he had received from[Eietion 40

e, 4

_ !is in constant touch

with Sir Keith on this matter and annoyed that he

has not received a reply yet.  Sir Keith requests

that an answer is sent as soon as possible please,

Keith Speeci/./

private Secretary to _ ol
Amno-I\2S 480

C

P

Jeremy Hanley Esq., MP.,
Ministry of Defence,

Main Building, ‘
Whitehall. P

London. pé
SW1A 2HB. o | @lu(.( a

Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook, Kent TN17 47].
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i

- J -
Letter dated 7th November. c.c. Robert Ramsay, DG, Europear - o 1} Voo
\ Parliament. On 30th March, 1990 there was a major- security . From 8ir Keith Speed R.D, H.P. )
\ alert over Belgium when interceptor aircraft went after '
3 nnidentified flying object. Object was heading west
\ tewards British aip space at speeds in excess of 1000 knots! y
i Wants to know were MoD aware of this, did our armed forces LS
1 or those of NATO deem there was no security risk, and if N
" s0 on what premise was this decision made. Please reply to:
6Lk 3'.“'-"‘*‘.?.*-?’&@3"‘, 190373 i _ . ' Strood HOUS{‘!,
: Relvenden, Crantbrook,
| Kent, TR17 &JJ

18th November, 1993

Bear‘ _ ) f

Than¥ vou far your recent letter shet airhorre : Dear Minister,
Intercaption 07 1mident: fiad ohlsctz |

<
The questions wvon POSe are not euitsthie
Lechnical ressnans, to ha fablad, =nd i

v ruka

in any event
thay cannot he tabled tedbre 25L4h Moverber. I have,
hovever, written to khe Minister at the Hinistry of
Onfence, with a copy of your letter, and as soon

as T receive g reply I shall be in Ltouch with you
afain.,

YBars sincerely,

Yours,

on40 10| signed

for Sir~KTtth in his absence

Private Sécretary

Faith «d

e

{3

L

D

Jarery Banlev, Esq., MP,

The Minister 6f State for the Armed Forces,
Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

whitehall,

London,

SW1A 2HB

aE " 3ogd

L
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> ' TR Dk ESCILEE oo sted wreners orasa o

HOUSE OF COMMONS

ke
LONDON SWI1A DAA . T

-
L
S

L.

R T S

o s v Sk |

| FOR THE ATTENTIOUPLEASE OF THE assistant Private secretary SN
).
from Private Secretary to Sir Keith Speed. F _ (Three pages

pear TN |
‘. . | : , ant a
Thank you for your telephone call. _ has sen

pumber of letters mainly ahout tabling questions, and I have

+pied to condense the relevant parts. As you know his

original letter was fopwarded on the 16th November.

Hope 'this is helpful Thank you

. . . " | |
\’O‘G“Q"g o PR L‘S}\\Qhw oA R~ & MG’“\’E'LM

Please reply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook. Kent TN1T 4]]. Tel

372

FAGE . BOI

© Crown Copyright
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26th Decenmber 1063,

Reference: Questior to Minister of Defevnce ~ €U Buropsan Farliamentary
Petitions Committee,

Bear Jir Keltih
T apologise for a degree of persisience.

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

of Defence.

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

I attach uvneorrected pages 114/115/116 of a book manuscript that I am

writing on the Belgian Phenconmena: thiz ig & copy of a ieiter written on the

¢th Decewber 1993 to the Ministry of Defence. -x

Their contradictions form part of fthis book. .
I trust they will give you some idea of the complexiiy of the situvation.

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

I¥ i essential In nmy application to the Fetitions Committee of the
European Parliament that ! obtain & clear and detailed explanation on the
positive NADGE nmajor alert in Belgium and the opinion of the British
Ninistry of Defence Alr Defence Experts that there was no risk to our own
national security.

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

Tours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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From:- Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room -E

#
K

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling)
(Switchboard)

{Fax)

Your reference

Cur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

9 Decembér 1993

. -

Thank you for your letter dated 6 December.

1T am afraid that there is nothing that can usefully be added to the replies you
have already received on the points that you raised.

Yo Simier 09 ,,

&9

Recycled Paper
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Gth Decenber 1983.

ref D/Secl{AS)12/3.

Thank you for your

I note your
tetters, On
selectivity

o

necessarily

say that you qualified these reasons at
stating{yaur
pperators to dietinguish

g splid objecT

by

As the very
agree
opacity

The &e%@cbiama

not one, BUT

Belgium, and Veden in uprmanv,were made by highly skilled
able to distinguish between
reflections, -

hardly have

operatives had not been
asions by radar lock-on by the persuing Hivensii.. ]

pn 13 oo

In vie
are

The fact that ¥
Hinister of Defence an
CONSIDERBED THE RADAR DETECTIORS
CONCLUSITVE PROOF OF OBJECTS

NADGE
el

BE

THE NATIONAL SECT
THAT

L‘L}Mw’l} {I’FT"

reifresh voO
reasons f;%v(jj?gu in \;Lﬁ_“f— letter

that radar
and
are yours and not mine.

w af the above,l
not commensurate with the

Tatter dated 26th Novenber,
obsarvation that [ am being selective with quotes from your
the contrary,l would suggest that in your last letter,the

is yours.

menory. ¥hilst vou have p“aw*euqu stated all the
tg illustrate that a radar return does not

a strustured crait, you have omitted to
the conclusion of the paragraph by
D/ Sec(ASyi2/3, 1842/08) it ig easy for skilled

hetween these sort of returas,and the track made
BLIFOraTL,

Qur
indicate the presence of
letter
as an

such

first line of vour letter D/Sec(A31iz2/3 9] i
tect a radar waweimﬂgfﬁ or an ijemt of

will only de ek
spbstance, ' 1 can hardly be accused of selectiviiy, these words
nade by the NATO Air Defence Ground Environment radars at-
THREE! - radar stations at Semumerzeke and Glons CRC in

oparatives well
the anomalies that you gquote and true radar
indeed two F-16 interceptors of thﬁ Belgian Air Force would
been scrambled an fifteen seperate cccasions if the radar’

SURFE of their detections (these were also confirmed

C,'}

preve your point that
false and true refurns

E detec%1mnh
!i%ﬂ mwtwegn
ation of

idence of the NAD
ara. able to distin

UQ

taken as positive conrflir rma the presence of unidentified
ts or ppacity and substance

understand your consequent retractions which

facts,

do not

-adar detections were confirmed by FATO,the Belgilan

d the Belgian Air Force,would prompt me to ask 'I[F
ABOVE BELGIUM ON MARCH 30/51st 1890

OPACITY AND SUEBSTANCE AND A THREAT TO

STATE, WHY DID YOUR AIR DEFENCE EXFERIS

THE SECURITY OF THE UK?

thess

OF
IRITY OF THE BELGIAN
VA4S N THREEAT TO

THEKE
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Lo

-

in view of the conclusive proof now cbtained frowm the HATO and Belgian
Agencies,the answer irom your Aly Defence experts that “there was no threat
ter the UK bhecause there was no evidence ol any such zh =at' simply will not
sufiice. NATO and the Belgians say that there was a threat,and vyour Air
Defence experts say that there was not.

I would request a detailed answer that takes into account the NATO and
Belgian detections and observations.

Your statement in letter D/3ec(AS)12/3 of the 1Zth Hovember 1993 that
rdlthough these UFO sightipgs did indeed ovccur close to the UK,' is your
comment and net mine.

I would refer you to the whole context of your lebter which discusses why
your ministry did not know of the Belgian sightings, it quotes 'that they
did not gocur within UK airspace. dithough these UPD sightings did indeed
oocur cicse to the UK, we would not have been notified unless the Felgians
believed therse was a threat.'

iz stated at the beginning of this letter,the guestion of selectivity does
not arise, I am only able to comment on the words that you have written.
The wording of your letter could only be interpreted by ithe world at large
as a vlear indication that there was a detection of an entity of opacity
and substance in the skies above Belgium; if you now choose to amend them,
then that is your prerogative, but this now strongly implies evasion on the
point at issue,

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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| me:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)Za, Room-ﬂ

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling) _
{Switchboard}

{Fax)

. Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

26 November 1993

- Thank you for your letter dated 20 November.

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

of birds.

In view of the above, your assumption that we have accepted the Belgian UFO
sightings as being "unidentified flying objects that are of opacity and
substance" is not correct.

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

any such threat.

/

Em’i 5 :'Mffgﬁ

&9
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Reference: Your letier D/ SeclAldlz/3 of 12711793,

Dear

Thank you for your letter dated 12th Hovenmber,

i note your observation that we have now reached -the point where there is
little more that youw can pravide on the gquestions-that I have posed to

date,

I suppose that to a degree you ars correct, We have come a long way since
your original letter J/um (A0 1z/3 ot the 24th February 1983 in which you
stated "the key consideration Iis evidence, without which a threat fo
ﬂafiﬁﬂaj,EELﬂf7f} cannot beA;queg to exist. Reporte of lights pr shapes in
gy cannot bé classed as evidence, even 1@ the sightings cannct be

wa@zt vely identified’

Your admission in letter D/Sec(A3)12/3 of the 29th September 1993 that
‘radar will only positively detect a radsr wavelength or an object of
opacity and subst ancc’ coniirws that the NADGE radar detections above
Belgium in 1988790 by Semmerzeke, Glons, and Veden radars, were indesd
confirmation of an unidentified aerial phenomena of opacity and substance.
A simple telephone call to BATO would confirm that fact,

Your recent statement in letter D/Sec(AS)12/3 of the 12th November 1993
that ‘dlthough these UFO sightinge did indeed occur close to the UK’
tinally qualitfies the fact that the M’ 1istry of Defence-when these two
statements are taken in conjunction-have now accepted (as have the Belgian
government), the authenticity of the Belgian pheronena as being unidentified
flying objects that are of apacity and subsfance,

Having, by a slow process af reason,finally reached this conclusion-and as I
am quite sure that this is not & question that would contravene national
security-I would ask wy penvltimate question.

It is simply 'By what premise have your speclalist Air Defence advisers
reached the conclusion that these phenomena are NOT a threat to national
securityr?

I would advise that y@u should inform the secretary of State for Defence of
thie corr etpondenﬁe I have requested Sir Keith Jpeed MP to table this same
question to the Hinister in the House of Commons.

For your interest; I have been advised by Egon Kilepsch,President of the
European Parliament,that my report asking fmr an enquiry into the Belgian
phenonena has now been forwarded to the Petitions Committee for their
consideration.
Your reply would be appreciated.
Tours incwrely,

© Crown Copyright
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L
: ‘ n 40 I

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall Lo

Telephone (Direct Dialling)
L {Switchboard)

{Fax)

W1A 2HB

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date '
12 November 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 23 October.

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

a threat to the UK.

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

questions that you have posed to date.

)waf ffmefa-fj o

&5
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23rd October 1903,

Tefarence: Your letiter D/Ssc (A3, 12/3 af 13th Ootober 1093,

Thank you for your reply of the 13th thaber on b?@alf of yourself and the
secretary of State rTour Defence.

I would like to comment on the mailn paragraph of your letter,

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

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

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

Glone CRC (HADGE) radar was on a major alert involving F~16 interceptor
sircraft. WE ARE PART OF NADGE (NATO Afr Defence Ground Environment),
This object was six winutes from our air space and closing at + 1000 kis.
Wot onlv would I have thought that notification of some kind was '
obligatory, but 1 wonder why the Ministry of Defence do not NFOW query this

onmission?

4ithough a WADGE detection was involved in a full alert only six minutes
t

away, by what premise was it that WATO considered that there was NU threat

© Crown Copyright
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to the UK?.
T+ would seem that NHADGE considered the detection serious enough to involve

military persuit alrcratt in Belgium, but not serious epough to inform
either the RAF or the Minietry of Defence in the United &ingdom.

Your statement that;- 'l can only assume that the appropriate military
authorities did not believe that there was any threat Lo the UK' causes me
some apprehension, Do you not KNOV whether this is 807, This would indicate
that you are NOT advised on all radar detections unless they are considered
a threat to the UK by the milifary authorities?

grounds vwhatsoever to doubt your- hoﬂeqty,T sincerely trust
pt my observation that your statements simply do not 11t

Yhilst I have no
that you will acc
the facte.

it would seem that your position as a Ministry of Defence spokesman on
radar matters 1s seriously compromised by other organisations,

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

Your comments would be appreciated,

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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; From: - Secretariat{Air Staff)Za, Room -1 40

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Tetephone (Direct Dialling)

(Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/S2c(AS)12/3
Date
13 Qctober 1993

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

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

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

and intercepted these aircraft.

| Yawj § ,‘m(b’qfc/[/{, ’l

&9
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Ci;;;?/ %gff/z/%z;&12§;f o AP etlE

2nd Octaber 1963,

Ref; D/Sec(AS)12/3 of the Z9th September 1993,

Thank you for your very velcome letter of confirmation that
radar will only positively detect a radar wavelength or an cbject of
opacity and substance,

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

As you apparently have no knowledge of the Belgian incidents,l trust that
you will mnot think it patronisiang if I give you details of one of these,.

On the night of the 30/31st Harch 1980 at 23h, 00, (ocal time) in the
vicinity of Wavre(SY of Brussels),many witnesseu reported a configuration
of lights in the sky.

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

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

The Belgian Air Force were alerted to scramble two F-16 aircraft to

intercept these targets.
These two aircraft were vectored to their targets by the two Belgian radar

stations involved. ,
13 interceptions were made. Kadar lock-on was acheived on each occasion,

times varying from 0.1 sec to 45,90 secs.
Video film is available of on-board radar cont1rm1n& these interceptions.

Accleration figures were recorded of this DbjeGTITGE 150kts to lOOthS 1n
+/- ¥ sec,and a rate of decent from 10,000ft to 4000ft in 2 secs
Fersuit and interception continued for over 1 hour.

2600 witnesses provided %tatementg 75 o0f these were Belgian Police
nfficers, |

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

of Defence.
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both F-16 aircraft were in persuit of this

At one period of interception,
pnidentified abject which was on a Westerly heading towards UK airspace at

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

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

I note your observation that because the Belgian detections were outside UK
airspace they were beyond your area ot remit.
Whilst I acknowledge that this was so,1 do not see how it is possible to

ensure UK security by such rigid parameters.

- Yhen an unknown object of some substance—treated as a threat fto national
‘security by the armed forces of a fellow member state-is only six minutes
from our natloﬁal boundary and is being persued at speeds in excess of 1000
kts per hour by two interceptor aircraft,then it is not practicable or
possible, in the interests of security,to 1mpcee statutary limits 1nvolv1ng

national bDundarles

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

It would seem however, that because this incident was re:ardpd by the
Belgian military a&s a . mwajor alert, that we chmuld have been noflzlmd by

Glons CRC(HADGE) ot their radar delection.
There would seem little ‘point of a radar defence Bvs+em that did not do

this.

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

Your comments would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely,
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From: - Secretariat(Air Statf)Za, Koom -@ : - v

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building Whitehall Lo 2HB
‘Telephone  (Direct Dialling)

{Switchboard)

(Fax}

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date
29 September 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 27 September.

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

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

flying in UK airspace, that has remained unidentified.

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

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

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

- outside our remit.

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

>/Mf 5&:&6’,4’0/

&9

Recycled Paper
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27th September 1993

_ Secretariat (4lr Stafilla, Rmom-@
Hinistry of Defence, -
¥ain Building,
Whitehall,
London SWiA ZHBE,
You may remember that earlier in the year we had sone correspondence
concerning unidentified radar returus.
Your observations refer; 'There are certainly no instances where solid
objects have been detected but not identified' (Rei;D/Rec(aZ)12/3) and on
the subject of Anomalous Propagation of radar "it is @ésy for skilled
operators to distinguish betwesn these sort of returns,and the track made

by a solid object such as an aircraft.’' (Ref; D/Sec (ABY12/3)°

I was recently invited by BBC radio,to discuss an application that I have
made to the European Parliameﬁé‘fcr an enquiry into the Balgién incldents
of 1985/90.

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

objects that had been detected on converging courses,and who had witnessed
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together with other crew members, the detected object/objects paasing where

indicated. A telephone conversation with a radar aperator also confirmed

similar incidents.
4 conversation with a radar technologist also confirmed that 'radar will

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

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

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

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

I have had considerable correspondence with the Belgian Air Force, the
Belgian Minister/and Ministry of Defence,and the Beslgian Prime Minister,

Their comments are,that because the oredibility of the Belgian arméd erces

and Ministry of Defence are invalved, that my report be forwarded to:

‘Egon Klepsch.
President of the Buropean Farliament,
Belliarstraat 97-117,

1047 Brussels, Belgium

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

Belgian-Glons radar ( multipurpose impulsion

radar (array typewmilifary>,

type) and German*Vedem~radar‘ Alllobservatidns were made by skilled

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

throughout Burope and are part af the North American Treaty Organisation

Air Defence Ground Environment.

A1l of the detections of these radar stations are coordinated.
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We are part of the North American Ireaty Organisation Air Defence Ground

Environment and of the same radar complex. =
The Hinistry of Defence must therefore have been aware pf the many radar
detections by these three radar stations,and of the 13 contacts made by the

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

main radar stations involwved.

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

that radar will only positively detect a radar waveleﬁgth or an abject of

opacity and substance.

2) The statement concerning - on two occasions - prior

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

three aircrew nenbers

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

you agree wWith statement 1). Vhether you will confirm that the MOD have

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

you would qualify your comments in your letter D/Sec(AS)12/3 of the

24/2/93) that-concerning the Belgian incidents and the detections by three

NATO radar stations that -"there was only ONE fefereﬁée to radar'

-

Your comments would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely,
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’ Lgs

.From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room -@
; MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct Dialling)
(Switchboard)
{Fax)
Your reference
Our reference
D/Sec(AS)lZ/B
P2 March 1993
}

Thank you for your letter dated 24 February. The answers to your nine specific
questions are as follows:
1. Yes.
2. Ve actually co-ordinate UFO reports. Radar returns may or may not be a
feature of this, although in my time in this job (over a year now) they have not
been.
k Yes.
4. Yes, although you will wish to bear in mind the factors that I listed in
the third paragraph of my letter dated 18 February.
5. Yes, although the only security angle to this question is the fact that
ve do not want to give out any information relating to the range and
effectiveness of UK radar systems.
6. Yes.
7. No UFQ sighting to date has been judged to present a threat to national
security. We look at sightings on a case by case basis, and the situation is
therefore kept under constant review.

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

9; Yes.
Finally, you mentioned Viscount Long’s decision about releasing UF0O reports. I
have managed to track down the Hansard extract relating to the comments that
Viscount Long made about UFO reports during questions raised in the House of
Lords in 1982 - I apologise for the poor quality of the photocopy. The position
=%
Recycled Paper
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with regard to the files is as I described in my previous letter. Ve are able
. to respond to specific requests from individuals or UFO societies about
particular UF0O incidents (if we have the files in this office - ie files from

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

I hope this is helpful, and has answvered your gquestions.

YM 9 5{1"5@"{ C«'(y/f :
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' . VEC i T 2 A
RN gl Cimnsd oy 1370 (371 Unidentified Flying (LOR
HOUS@ Of LOI‘dS “av. indeed Viscount Long: My Lords, 1 do not have those |

cand as figures. They disappeared into the unknown before
Thursdey, 40 March, 1952, * Al we got them.

th Lord Strabolgi: My Lords, may 1 ask the noble
2y Viscount whether the present Government adhere to
the view of the previous Gowvernment which 1 put
forward when 1 replied to the debate three years 4go
in your Lordships” House, that mosl of these so-called

/—————‘—"“"""’ S sightings can be accounted for us natural phenomena?

The House metat three ol the clock (Pruvery heving
boen rewd varticr ar the Judicial Sitro b e Lord
Bishop of Derbyy: The LORD Criancetior on o i
Wonlx‘z}'k.

o

7 Unidentified Flving Objects: Sightings 4 - ) _
# 4 Viscount Long: Yes, my Lords, they can be. Many
3 ‘l, i of them are accounted for in ene way or another,
S - Ty v i . 5 - . i ;
: . : : but nobody has got a really constructive answer for
~ The Earl of Clancarty: My Lords, [ hep deave o ot oF e ax got a reatly
ank the O which stands oMy namio on e S e
T el Panag : Ty F
| Ordes Paper. : { ord Hil-Norion: My Lords, may 1 ask the noble
' The Oueation was as follows, Viscouns whether or not it is true that all the sighting
To ask Her Majesly's Governmient TRITE reparis receised by the Ministry of Defence before
b s i 3 al (RN Pt 1ediiles e & - o . N .
1562 were cesteoved because they were deemed o

i repoi « have been received by the Mmoo
; Defen - on unidentificd flying obgects PO o
cach o1 the last fear years, and what ahen pas beed

he of no interest 7 And if it is true, who was It
who decided that they were of no interest?
| Laken in cach case . : .
: . Viscount Loagz: My Lords, my reply to the noble
e 31 ©nas Divgn wp
b : PR i and galiant Lord -1 was wondering whether he was
Viscount Loap: My Lords, in 978 there wure T30 - B g § Ak xn ol . .
. el _ o AP, going 1o say that the Royal Navy had muany umes seen
. sivhungs: n 1979 there were 85 sightings, a1 1980, 2 2 e ) g
} 35‘2 RL 3 in 1981, 60K si 7?11}:1“; Al UFO the Loch Ness monster— i that since 1967 all UFO
1 15 an { i HAa? i R W . . &
| <N BIERLIRES, “ o o:w uprre bidﬁ im_ Nt reports have been preserved.  Before that time, they
apOrts are passéd eralions sl O eXd : ' o
.| reposis are pd e s eh were generally destroyed after five vears.
them solely Tor possible Gt implications ;

g A , Lord Paget of Northampton: My Lo [~ can the noble
The Earl of Clancarty: My Lords, while thanking Viscount tell us whether, out of these thowsands of
% the nobie Viscournt il".»r that Answer, may 1 ask him sightings avhich - has mentioned  there has been a
| whether or avti “v that over 1O auther s ol singjc onv which suggested any menuce to out defences?
| UFO reports were published. iast year n- the natronal In the circumstances, s not an awful lot of time being
Uopress? I so, were they accepted or passed on to the wasted on this nonsense ?
i

Ministry of Defence? f\ﬂ?"ﬂ-}h:—li‘ happened to them? |
 Viscount Long: My Lords, 1 think Her Majesty's

E Viscount Long: My Lords, they did not all get'to Government are waiting for an invitation from them
“ the Ministry of Defence. { hayvc just informed your to discuss these problems.
. Lordships of the numbers sighted. (I the noble Earl — §
| s suspivious that the Ministr of Detence is covering o -
! up in any way, [ can assure hnv Tt there 18 N0 reason Nr. Anatoly She' n 2-{33 r .
. why we should cover up the higures which he has .
mentioned if they are truc. The sole interest of the 3.9 px.’ v
Ministry of Defence in UFQ reports is o cs‘ta.bhsh Lord Renton: My ;
whether they reveal anything ol delence interest—for " Question Which stai
example. 2 Russian aireraft or an unidentified aircraft Paper .
_.which might have breached our security systems., ' S
That i~ the sole rcumn_‘wh)\ we are interested in the The Questiomwas . 2
. reports 3 \x : To ask Her Ma E ey
; p ~ arc awaré that Ang > 2
| 1 ard’ \’vynne-Jm}es: My“.\E,(}t‘dR, does EHC Ansui'cr 15 months been NZ =3
wive  mean that since there has been o Conservative frequently placed it -
Cuovernment the UFOs have done a U-turn and - 1981 had his prisc g\
’ departe? J for his refusal 1o}
; he has always mair i
i viscount Long: ot according 1o my reading, my they will request g
I ords. ~ whether they int CO
_ © conditions unyd he I
The Earl of himberley: My Lords. us my nebi _ i
fricnd sased that 600 U FOx had been ofhieidily repartad [.ord Trefuwarne: M r
“or acknowledged by the Ministry of Duivade in et mcnl remgdn gravely o '~
mas [ ask him how many of thase sightings suliron Anitoly Ahcharansky
anidentified and were not subject to SECUTIEY, OF wre reporty/ol hiv all-treatme j
Russian asroplanes, or anything Hke thi” with ghe Soviet authoritic E
L]

=
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28th February 1993,

Your reterence D/Seci{AS)12/3 dated 24th February 1993,

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

[t would be of great assistance to me to aummarising your previous
correspondence, and I would ask for your confirmation of the following
facts: ~
1) That the MNinistry of Defence does recieve and co-ordinate reports of
UFO sightings; there were 147 such reports in 1992 of which there were &
small percentage that would seem to defy explanation,

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

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

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

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

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

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

82 Despite the Public Records Act which ensures that public records are
protected for 30 years after their last use,all UFU files prior to 1967
were apparently destroyed.

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

Dear =SS

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

- Thank you for your help,
Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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EES

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Dafl; February 1993

Thank you for your letter dated 21 February.

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

reports.

You mentioned sightings that took place at RAF Lakenheath-Bentwaters in 1956. 1
am unable to comment on the point you make because, while I recall reading about
this in Timothy Good’s book, "Above Top Secret" I am not aware of any official
papers concerning this alleged incident. This ties in with your point about
access to our UFQ files; it was generally the case that before 1967 all UFO
files were routinely destroyed. After this date, files were kept, but - like
all government files - they are covered by the terms of the Public Records Act,
and remain closed for 30 years after the last action. A few files from the
Fifties did escape the destruction process, and are available for viewing at the
following address: Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TWO 4DV. The references of these surviving UFO files are as follows:

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

AIR 20/9321

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

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

I hope this is helpful.

Y;ws Sima%&[

4

€9
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21lst February 1993.

Ref: Your letter D/Sec(A8)12/5 of 18th Feb.

pear EITEISIRL

Thank you for your informative letter and various enclosures.

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

I would appreciate a reply to my question{e) in my letter of the 7th.
[ would repeat this question; 'l am most interested in your compents on -
national security. As to date it would appear that there is a general
admittance that although a phenomenon . of some kind exists,nobody knows what
it is(Your letter 1/2/903 *‘Clearly there are a small percentage of reports
that seem to defy explanation') This being s0,how can this phenomenon be
assessed as to national security,when it is not known what it ig?

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

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

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

Would you please give me your comments on the above queries and
advise me if records of on—board radar returns on civil aircraft are
recorded by any civil authorityr

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

files that I would require?

Yours sincerely,
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-+ prom: FESHSRE Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Roon [SSUSHEN

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

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

L/

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(A5)12/3

[mfé February 1993

N
ﬂéefﬂr

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

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

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

You asked whether the Belgian UF0O sightings were detected on UK radar. It is
not possible to say, this long after the sightings, whether or not anything was

detected. Radar tapes are routinely wiped and re-used, and any tapes datlng
from the same time as the Belgian sightings will not have survived.

&3
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¢ In response to your final question, the only point that I had made about
security is that I did not want to get into any discussion about the range and
capability of the UK’s radar systems. There is certainly no national security
angle to the UFO controversy, and I apologise if I have given this impression.

I hope this has clarified our position.

/
¥

, | ‘ YM} 5 hcm&(/
| | /
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

Date, Time &
Duration of Sighting
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How Observed (Naked eye,
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)
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 Direction in which Object

first seen (A landmark may be
more useful than a badly
estimated bearing)
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To whom reﬁorted (Police, military,

press etc)

Sec 645} 2 e
REDA@TEQiﬂﬂQ%K@NAL

Name & Address of Informant

Background of Informant that
may be volunteered
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NISTRY OF DEFERGE
Sec.(AS)2 g
11FEB1993 |

7th February 199%3.

Your Ref; D/Sec(AS)12/3,

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

previous letter.

Vhilst in the first instance 1| am particularly interested in actual
unidentified Radar returns,your observation that you have some UFO reports
that would seem to defy explanation are of great interest to me.

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

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

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

We must agree to differ on my observation that Radar will only detect
something of substance. As Radar 1s purely an ultra short radio wavelength
of either an orbital or linear origination,it will behave in much the same
way as any wavelength of light and will not reflect back from any cbject
that is transparent-glass being an example. Uther anomalities that could be
construed as false signals is the scatter induced from inclined surfaces as
with the stealth aircraft and false returns from other extraneous sources.

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

I feel that my question as to whether the Belgian phenomina were
detected on our Radar is not really a matter of national security and
purely a simple 'yes' or 'no' would suffice, particularly as Radar returns
could have been registered by any civil aircraft in the near vicinity.

d» Do you have any further observation to add to this?

[ am most interested in your comments on national security. As to date it
would appear that there is a general admittance that although a phenomina
of some kind exists, nobody knows what it dis(Your letter 1/2/93 ‘Clearly
there are a small percentage of reports that seem to defy explanation’.
. e)> This being so,how can this phenomenon be assessed as to national
security,when it is not know what it is?

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

local member of parliament.

Thank you for your help,

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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From:- Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room_@"

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone  (Direct Dialling) .
‘ - % (Switchboard) '
: (Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)lZ/S

Date
1 February 1993

Thank you for your recent letter in vhich you asked a number of questions about
~ radar and our handling of UFO reports. I will answer your questions in the
~order in which they were posed. i, Swesel | ‘

The Ministry of Defence does receive reports of UFOs; last year, for example, we
received 147 reports. Having said this, we believe that nearly all of these
sightings can be explained in terms of known objects and phenomena. Examples
that spring to mind inelude aircraft lights, lasers or searchlights reflecting
off clouds, meteorites and satellite debris entering the atmosphere. Clearly
there are a small percentage of reports that would seem to defy explanatlon, Ve

hold no defznltlve view on these.

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

airspace, and have been 1ntercepted by the RAF.

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

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

equipment.

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

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

UK.

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

Yoo sy

€9

Recycled Paper
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Your Ref; D/Sec(AS)1iz/3.

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

the sightings as discussed. :

Your suggestion that [ contact SOBEPS(who have produced a lengthy
report on the wave of sightings) is particularly helpful and I will be
writing to them shortly. ' : _

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

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

b) 1 wonder if yhu could give me Some generalvipdication aé to the number
of genuine UNIDENTIFIED radar detections over the last five years?

c) Would you confirm that Radar will only detect something of sub&fanoe?‘

d4) The actual distance to the area of the Belgian sightings is only 130

miles. As our radar would seem able to detect incoming intercontinental

missiles, could you please advise me of the appropriate department in the
Ministry of Defence who could give me the appropriate information that I
require? " o ' X

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

to how this is ascertained?

Your kind assistance on‘fhayabcve five points would be
| greatly appreciated.

Thank you for your help.

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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i From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)la, Room-TO

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct Dialling)
(Switchboard)
(Fax}

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Palfe January 1993

p € ax

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

1 am afraid that we do not have any relevant information, as wve are only
concerned with UK sightings - the MOD’s only interest in UFOs is to ensure that
there is no threat to the defence of the UK. I would think that your best
course of action in trying to obtain an official view on the sightings would be
to approach the Belgian Embassy for advice; their address is as follows: 103
Eaton Square, London, SW1W 9AB. o .

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

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

British UFO Research Assoclatlon

Contact International (UK)

€9

Recycled Paper
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Quest International

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

Y ﬂ'naa«r'v{ 4,

7

© Crown Copyright
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17th January 1993,

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

compiling data with a view to writing an account on the Belgian sightings
oif unidentified flying objects that took place throughout Eastern Belgium
during the period from November 1989 to April 1959¢.

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

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

could fulfil these requirements,

Thank you for your assistance.

Yours faithfully,

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

Telephone J ....... (Direct Dialiing)
{Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/RMC 2547 4;2Fébruary 1994

Do Nard, -

‘Thank you for your letter of 3 February, enclosing one from ieur constituent EENon 40

had copied
one of my officials, and you asked for my comments.

you some correspondence wit

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

I hope this is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

David Curry Esq MP

&9

Recycled Papsr
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone irect Dialling)
{Switchboard)

D/MIN(AF)/94/94 @2@ F:ebruary 1994

MINISTER OF STATE FOR
THE ARMED FORCES

T,
{;"gmﬁumi e

Py,

P

] Ed
/L V ¢ “t&
el

Thank you for your letter of
nondence from vour constituent

had asked
over Belgium in 1990,

éﬁout a wave of UFO sightings that occurred
and you asked for my views on this.

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

of the UK. Lﬁ- /1;‘{' e

%Zkrﬁw@ﬁi. -~

JEREMY HANLEY

Sir Reith Speed RD MP

Ht. g‘ ..! udi

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1970/1

M4
APS/US of S
1 I have placed opposite a draft reply to the letter from David Curry MP.
2. Since the

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

officer (copies placed opposite).

3. We know very little about ORTK Britain, and it is entirely possible that

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

.‘ | - Sec(AS)?2
17 February 1994

© Crown Copyright
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D/US of S/RMC 2547

-3

Thank you for your letter of 3 February, encloSing one from your constituentﬂ

you some correspondence with one of my officials, and you asked for my comments.
As I explained to you in my letter dated 10 March 1993, our involvement in the
subject of UF0s is very limited. There is, therefore, little that I can offer,
other than to assure you that we are not covering up information on this

subject. I am aware that your constituent is cOrresponding with my officials on

this subject, and I can assure you that they will continue to do their best to

answer any further points he may have.

T hope this is helpful.

The Viscount Cranborne

David Curry MP

© Crown Copyright
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B i DAVID CURRY MP e ,
- RS e Sep (AN
B (s X P e LAS) L
£ 3 ’J-'(:)'iwijqd /{,
(4:;*_31
4 )-\ dﬁ( g o
N e

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

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

oo Kol

. Please find enclosed a cop
constituent

of a letter I have received from m

I Z?uld be grateful if you could let me have any advice regarding
hik points about secrecy which I might be able to pass on to

|
70 LI/ )

J

&
‘k

DAVID CURRY

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

London SW1A 2HB
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?/Efi__%v ALIEN ACKNOWLEDGVIENT

B CAMPAIGN

R Tk | ~ ORTK BRITAIN

oo .}

Mr David Curry MP
House of Commons

London
SwWiA OAA February 2nd 1994

Dear Mr Curry,

I enclose copy of a letter received from_ in reply to my letter
to the Viscount Cranborne of Dec.l12th 1993, -

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

Thahk you for your reply of Dec.15th 1993

Yours sincerely,

AAC convener -~ ORTK Britain contact)

END UFO SECRECY NOW !

© Crown Copyright
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M3

e

APS/Minister(AF)

@

1. I have placed opposite a sgelf explanatory draft reply to the letter from
Keith Speed MP. -

2. —has been a persistent questioner on the subject of a wave
of UFO 51ght1ngs that occurred over Belgium in 1990. My staff have already
written him nine letters on this subject, and our final response said simply
that there was little that could be added to the points that we had already
made. _has written one book about extraterrestrials, and is writing
a further one on the Belgian sightings.

- | Sec(AS)2
17 February 1994 - .

© Crown Copyright
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D/MIN(AF)/PE 94/9%4

"

Thank you for your letter of 31 January, enclosing correspondence from your

consti tuent G
_ _had asked about a wave of UF0 sightings that occurred

over Belgium in 1990, and you asked for my views on this.

My officials have already exchanged a number of letters vith FREISIKSII o"

this subject, and there really ig little that I can add to this correspondence.
Vhile we are aware of the events to which your constituent refers, this is a
matter for the Belgians, and not for us. There is no evidence that these UFO

sightings posed any threat to the defence of the UK.

JEREMY HANLEY

Keith Speed MP

© Crown Copyright
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From Sir Keith Speed R.D. M.P.

el

HOUMEOFCOMMONS'

OQ bjj[g\ LONDON SWIAOAA 31st January, 1994,

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

Sir Keith wrote to Me¢ Hanley on the 16th November

sending a copy of a letter he had received

is in constant touch

with Sir Keith on this matter and annoyed that he
has not received g reply yet. Sir Keith requests

that an answer is sent as soon as possible please.

Yours sincerel

Keith Speef’#”p”,#ﬂ‘ﬁ_ﬂ‘__

Achnodas aas g /’.1

private Secretary to
Jeremy Hanley Esq., MP.,
Ministry of Defence, -
Main Building,

London. F‘)Q C?[ ( . ' :
SW1A 2HB. Hay

lﬁea&zngﬂyto:SUoodI{ousgihﬂvendeﬂ,Cnﬂﬁr0@k,KentTN174ﬂl

F
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON $W1iA DAA il €

]

£

“ b

i o gy

| FOR’ THE ATTENTIONPLEASE OF THE assistant Private Secretary Section 40] |
from Private Secretary to Sir Keith Speed. Fax_ {Three pagesz).

pear EESHSIRN
Thank you for your telephone call. | DEISIGSIN s sent 2

vumber of letters mainly about tabling questions, and I have
tpied to condense the relevant parts, Az you know his
original letter was forwarded on the 16th November.

Hﬁpe.this iz helpful Thank you

Please i’eply to: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbrook, Kent TN17 4]]. Tel 3

4 FEE *'94 1Z:41
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