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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
3 Oct 96

PE Unit

{thro AS)2)

~ LETTER FROM I N WYN JONES MP -~ US 3761

ks The attached is the second "UFO" PE received from Ieuan Wyn
Jones in four weeks on behalf of— A further
"UFO" PE was received from the MP in March 1996 written on behalf
of an unnamed constituent who lived in Llanfaes, and it is more
than likely that that PE was also on behalf of This

enguiry concerns a "UFO" report which was allegedly made to RAF
Valley nearly six years ago on 16 October 1990. :

2 According to the letter the phone call to RAF Valley would
have been made at approximately 1940 hrs and thus 'out of hours'.
RAF Valley have advised that any record of the event would have
been detailed in the Station Duty Officer's Report. These Reports
are kept for a few years and are then routinely destroyed. The

earliest such reports held by Valley date back to 1992. The CRO's
office can find no trace of any "UFO" reports dating back to 1990
still held at the Station.

3. Although Sec(AS) has records of two reports of "UFO"
sightings for 16 Oct 90, both were in the London area.

4, In the two previous PE replies to Mr Wyn Jones it has not
been necessary for us to spell out the Department's specific
interest in "UFO" reports, but on this occasion it is felt
appropriate that we do. I attach a draft response for USofS'
consideration.

Sec(AS)2al

MB8245 eI

CHOTS: SEC(AS)2A (2)

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USof8/3761/96 October 1996

Thank you for your letter of 24 September (ref: IWJ/2/96/
36) addressed to Michael Portillo enclosing one from your .
Beaumaris, on the subject of "unidentified flying objects”.
I am replying as this mattér falls within my area of

responsibility.

As you may know, my Department examines any reports of
“UFO" sightings sent to us solely to establish whether what was
seen might have some defénce significance, namely, whether
there was any evidence that the UK Air Defence Region might
have been compromised by a hoétile foreign military aircraft.
Unless there are defence implications, and to date no "UFO"
sighting reported to us has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature éf each reported
sighting. From the types of descriptions we receive, however,
aircraft or natural phenomena probably account for most of the

observations.

Enquiries have revealed that as _telephone

call to RAF Valley was made outside routine working hours, a

IEUAN WYN JONES, MP

© Crown Copyright
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record of his call would have been logged in the Station'Duty
Officer's Report. However, Station Duty Officer's Reports are

not kept indefinitely but routinely destroyed and Reports for

1990 are no longer available.

You may wish to be aware that we do not routinely contact
or reply to every witness who reports a "UFO" sighting to us
(on average the Department receives 200-300 such reports
annually). Such contact is only necessary if what has been

seen has a defence interest and it is necessary to interview

the witness further.

The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is
maintained through the continuous policing of the UK Air

Defence Region by the Royal Air Force. 1 should wish to

assure_that my Department takes its responsibilities

for the effective Defence of the UK very seriously indeed and

we remalin vigilant for any potential military threat.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) - 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard} 0171 218 3000
{Fax)

Royal Air Force Valley Your reference
Holyhead o
ur reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/4 .
Attn: Flt Lt_ Date
Community Relations Officer 30 September 1996

== by fax ==

%“ﬁ&ﬁ” ié@ Qﬁf*%
i’ ¢ @,g‘@a‘:wﬂk‘i

e J&w"'&"‘t’}

IAMENTARY ENQUIRY: IEUAN WYN JONES é%ﬁw%%“”lw£%w~ ﬁmﬁ

1. Further to our exchange of correspondence last month about an
alleged "UFO" sighting near RAF Valley, USof$ has received a
another Parliamentary Enquiry from Ieuan Wyn Jones, again on

behalf of EEETNEEI

2. The letters enclosed with the MP's relate to a “UFO" report
allegedly made to RAF Valley six years ago on 16 October 1990.
Centrally, Sec(AS)2 has records of two sightings reported for this
date, but both were in the London area. 1Is there a record at
Vvalley of such a telephone call having been received or, as the
letter suggests, o%ﬁany action having been taken. The presence of
a Wessex may of course have been pure coincidence.

B I should be most grateful for any light you may be able to
shed on this matter, to assist me with drafting a response for
USofS to send to. the MP. It would be most helpful if I could
receive a reply from you by the end of this week. With thanks for
your assistance.

Qﬁ{:@;“@—ﬁ% L. W : m% wwm% 6\. %;izm
Fie Le A a«::.zk.w@ J «J@,ﬁ

Tie Sen DX Gffica's Reports
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e FOR IMMEDIATE ACTI

MINISTER REPLYING: ' ASN(MS

PE REF NUMBER: \O)S Sk |

DRAFT REQUIRED BY: X /{C3/96

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless esgsential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address 1f the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All
‘Ministers prefer to start:

"Thank you for your letter of

; (MP's ref if given) on

behalf of/enclosing one from

your censtituent, Mr ... of
., Toytown about ...."

If a Minister is replying on

behalf of another Minister

start:

"Thank you for your letter of
addressed to Michael

Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot /Frederick Howe -on
behalf etc” '

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
“I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position® |

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful™

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines 1If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:

Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send drafts by fax

| T
2L S ¥ ONE METHOD

© Crown Copyright
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWI1A O0AA

Our ref: IWJI/2/96/36
24 September 1996

The Rt Hon Michael Portillo MP
Secretary of State for Defence
The Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 2HB

Dear Secretary of State

T enclose correspondence I have received from

of _ in my constituency, enclosing a copy of a letter
he received from of also a constituent

of mine, regarding the alleged sighting of a UFO.

I would be pleased if you could let me have your response to

the allegations made by_ so.that I can reply to-m
_in due course.

Yours sincerely

ﬁf IEUAN WYN JONES
MP for Ynys MOn

e T LI
T R 'm&"!“w‘”%‘*‘“mm«., b
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wALES FEDERATION OF INDEPENDENT UFOLOGISTS

TEL ADDRESS

Beaumaris
Anglesey

22 September 1996

Your Ref: IWJ/2/96/36

TRH Ieuan Wyn Jones MP
Plaid Cymru Offices

45 Bridge St

Llangefni

Dear Mr Jones,

-

1 am passing on to you the enclosed UFO-related statement at the witnesses' request,

No doubt, Whitehall will issue the usual bland statement that the incident was of no defence
significance. Given the close proximity of a nuclear power station, I would dispute that.

In the first instance, I feel that the RAF or the MOD should send a letter to-thanking
him for his public spiritedness and apologising for such a long delay. Perhaps they would also be
kind enough to let him know what the helicopter pilots saw as well.

If possible, 1 would also like to interview the pilots involved as they are in effect witnesses.

On the 13th October, there is a meeting of The Welsh Federation of Independent Ufologists to

be held at the Canolfan Beaumaris Leisure Centre. The agenda will concentrate on recent UFO

sightings over Anglesey. The time will be between 6 and 9pm and admission is free. Invitations

have gone out to the Station Commander at RAF Valley and to the Chief Constable of North
_Wales Police. I would feel it a privilege if you could attend or send a representative.

© Crown Copyright
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September 13/1995

GLOBAL UFG INVESTIGATION SYSTEMS

The following is a report of what was witnessed on the evening of ——-= .
October 16 1990, Approx time 7:30pm, Weather conditions extremely calm,quiet

Myself and my friend SESUSIEIS were returning from Cemlyn and walking
up the path to[SrNeilelaiils my home address,when we noticed two pairs of
white lights novering noiselessly out to sea in the vicinity of Wylfa Power -

tetion and Skerries Light House,we watched it for a minute or two by which

time my wife &d) come from the house and joined us.

None of us could fathom out what they might be as neither pair of lights
moved, made no noise, just hovered in one place. e Ty

It was fairly obvious that there were two of these objects as one pair of
lights was lower and further than the other, © ol e IR

We must have watched them for maybe five to ten minutes before deciding to -
inform the R.A.F.base at Valley of what we were witnessing, LAE. MO
I have no recollection of being given the name of who answered the phone at
Valley but I did give my name and address to whoever in order: that they
could contact me if more information was needed at a later date, i

I wes asked if 1t was a distress flare I was seeing to which I replied no
He then asked me to wait while he checked I presume, the RADAR,and shortly
afterwards came back to the phone to say that he wasn't picking anything up
and that they did not have anything of theirs flying in that vicinity and
would send somone out to lnvestigate BRI
Shortly afterwards we watched the Helicopter,a Wéssex,ccminthowardslcut{ﬂqx

4

towards Tregele area the lights on the two crafts still hovering out:to sea
went off for a very short time, then a more blueish couloured flashing light
came on before the two crafts moved off at an astonishing speed, - _
The furthest one went westerly while the other went north easterly passing
the back of our house but out to sea. LR g
We heard no noise from these craft even when they were moving and the time
taken to cover the distance from Skerries to a northerly point to my house
was no more than two seconds!! (Distance estimated as 5 to 6 miles) Both
craft vanished leaving the helicopter to circle the area once and turn her
coursea for home...... ' :

No one from R.A.F.Valley contacted us

-

Yours sincerel

© Crown Copyright
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YEAR MUMBER

| WFIUi(N)-

&@gﬁﬁx&@y

Where were you when you saw the object{s}? Exact locatio ?
MU - o0 ——yerera

What was the date of your ssghtmg?\(ﬁ o - 3T SO of Oﬁfobf?v’ !9.9.,@
At what time did you see the object(s)? '“'{30 ....... * gn/pm [eniddasstmidsdgimn. *Delete which ever does not
apply. How did you know the time? C_&,OC.\V’—
For how long did you observe the object{si?................ ferrertrn s Hf not certain piease state — lor not less than
\Bﬂ’ew and for not more than ... %OM‘;\W..

i each of the following objects weie held at arm’s length which one would just cover the object{s} you saw, ie.
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Place an ‘A’ on the curved line in diagram (i} to show the attituds of the object{s) above the horizon when you
flrst noticed it/them and 3 ‘B’ when you last noticed it/them. Also place an A’ on the outside edge ot the compass
in diagram [ii} to indicate the direction in which you flrst observed tha object{s] and a "B" when you last saw it/them,

Did you ses the objectls) at or near ground level? }s&Ok.VﬁTyG\‘gk’\ﬂ.bQ\K‘\hKSlﬁa.,

Yovs did the objectls} dissppear from view? VSZV)! ﬁ&fxﬂO?PﬁStﬁé&VEd‘\OﬂS ............
If you took a photograph or made any measurements, give-detaiis.(inslséi.@a.ﬁﬁ.ﬁﬁt.ﬂ...E_‘!F.‘{.f'sﬁl"éi ‘fﬂ)
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If you noticed any unususal effects on people. animals, plants, objects or equipment nearby: Describe these

b
st p@f: ....... M§f&d : (5

What was the main [eature of the sighting which made you feel that the objectls) was/wera not natural or man-made?

ch;mczfm%—r&y%é&@(mma&o@%

How many other people at the same tis rwnnens Oive the names, addresses, age and

relationship to you of other witnesses |

R R o M

Give 3 brief description of the object{s) under the following headings: —
{a) Number of D?JEEGIS‘..,.....Q‘.» ........... (b} Coiourrﬁu&K‘.\.Eqm\.—é.......,-., te} Scudl‘\lﬁgw\’fg

tH Shans.. v evaiiions T Tm—— SR— was this sharply defined or hazy?...... I P

Whe Leq\x, cav headlames:

(8] BTIGHENESS. 1v.ereresegersionemmeepeaernssssoinmees g oessesesoe (ogecse- HCOMD BT G LO $T31, vENUS, MOON, SUN etc.)
Codoped gl — \;C)ef\é_m%x-?\a&\f\-

What were the local conditions? Piease tick in box where applicabtle.

Clouds : Temparature Wing G‘/ Precipitation / Astronomical

Ciear Sky : Cold 3 | None Dry Q’A Stars 3
Seattared cloud LI | Cool 1 [ 8reaze [0 | Fog or mist 0 | Moon ]
buch cloud 3§ Warm @/ Madernia 3} fain {11 Planat i
{(Tuesrmast 1] RY! [ 'f"?;“!} Py Coanw .U AR _ i

i s i oAy £ x . -
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE QL

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW}AQHB
Telephone 0171-21..................{Direct Dialling) il
0171-21 88000 {Switchboard)

xﬁ'r"!

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 3295/96/M | 4 b, september 1996

Seer  Relhl

Thank you for your letter of 23 August to James Arbuthnot

cpclosing o further one From TR
# Rolveden, Cranbrook who believes that
questions 1n hls previous correspondence about UFO sightings over

Belgium in 1990 have not been fully answered. I am replying as
this matter falls within my area of responsibility.

suggests that his letters have not been dealt
with in a satisfactory manner but I hope he will be assured that
this is not the case. As you know, we have gone to great lengths
over a considerable period of time to reply to the numerous
~ points he has raised about this matter.

“latest questions were dealt with in the
letter from Malcolm Rifkind to Lord Hill-Norton in June 1994, In

the letter Malcolm explained that the Belgian authorities did not
notify us of these sightings at the time because there was no
‘evidence of any threat and because they occurred over central
Belgium. However, he went on to say that when we subsequently
became aware of the sightings, our own experts confirmed that
they would not have been concerned with the reports and saw no
reason why the Belgians should have informed us. Malcolm further
explained to Lord Hill-Norton that notification of NADGE radar
detections is at the discretion of the operators and does not
occur automatically.

. I am afraid there really is nothing more to say on this
issue.

Sir Keith Speed RD MP

© Crown Copyright
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D/Sec(AS)/64/4

5th September 1996
PE Unit

PE3295 -~ SIR KEITH SPEED

1. I attach a draft reply for USofS to send to Sir Keith Speed in

regponse to the latest in a long line of letters from his
constituent,— about UFO sightings over Belgium
in 1990. A summary of previou$s exchanges with FEGRECIE vas
provided in Beptember last year (D/Sec(AS)/64/1 of 15 September).
Neither # nor Lord Hill-Norton, whose help he enlisted
'in 1994, have ralsed the matter again until now and a further copy
of the summary is therefore attached for information.

2 —assertions that his questions have not been

properly answered are without foundation. The Department has gone
to great lengths to be as helpful as possible and provided as much
information as is available. The view of the Belgians at the time
was that there was no threat to the UK or, for that matter, anyone

else and that it was not necessary to pass on the information from
their radar returns.

3. It was then, and continues to be our policy not to make
further investigations into unsubstantiated si i no
threat is posed to the UK Air Defence Region. M seems
unwilling to accept this and persists in his attempts to prove a
threat existed. It is unlikely he will be persuaded otherwise

particularly since he appears to be writing a book on the 'Belgian
sightings'. |

says that he has no intention of ing on!ﬂ
wletter to the Ombudsman. cannot ask the
irect to take on his case but he can ask another MP to act on
his behalf. 1If is unsuccessful in persuading another
MP it may be tha e would ask Lord Hill-Norton to do so.
However, official advice is that it would be most unusual for a

Member of the House of Lords to approach the PCA.

5. In the event thatmcase is represented to the
PCA it is by no means certaln tha ey would entertain his claim.
They would need to be convinced that there was a case of
maladministration to answer. It remains our view that [ElSeten 40
uestions have been fully dealt with. However, given
the MP's clear advice that he has no intention of involving the
PCA the draft does not address this issue but simply reiterates
the fact that we have provided full answers to his constituent's
questionsg and there is nothing further we can add. -

w
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CHOTS: SEC(AS)2
FAX 3
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D/USofS/FH 3295/96

Thank you for your letter of 23rd August to James Arbuthnot

_Rolveden, Cranbrook who believes that

guestions in previous correspondence concerning UFO sightings over
Belgium in 1990 have not been fully answered. I am replying as

this matter falls within my area of responsibility.

_suggests that his letters have not been dealt

with in a satisfactory manner but I hope he will be assured that
this is not the case. As you know, we have gone to great lengths
over a considerable period of time to reply to the numerous points

he has raised about this matter.

_1atest questions were dealt with in the letter

from Malcolm Rifkind to Lord Hill-Norton in June 1994. In the

letter Malcolm said that the Belgian authorities did not notify us
of these sightings at the time because there was no evidence of
any threat and because they occurred over central Belgium.
However, he went on to say that when we subsequently became aware
of the sightings, our own experts confirmed that they would not
have been concerned with the reports and saw no reason why the
Belgians should have informed us. Malcolm also explained to Lord
Hill-Norton that notification of NADGE radar detections is at the

discretion of the operators and does not occur automatically.

I am afraid there really is nothing more to say on this

issue.

© Crown Copyright
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| THE EARL HOWE

Sir Keith Speed RD MP
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vo: Sec(AsS)2

MINISTER REPLYING: i\ 5OL O

DRAFT REQUIRED BY: (&> /

PE REF NUMBER:%%‘%3‘%b§i£ﬁf§}96

H

1

paTE: %0 /08/96  FroM: ARSI o= unit ‘I.‘EL:_

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
‘Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
po not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All

Ministers prefer to start:

"Thank you for your letter of

... (MP's ref if given) on

behalf of/enclosing one from

your constituent, Mr ... of
., Toytown about ...."

If a Minister is replying on
behalf of another Minister
start:

"Thank you for your letter of

; addressed to Michael
portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot /Frederick Howe on
behalf etc”

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"] hope this explains the
position"

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful"

“7 am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once — an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Actlion on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALI DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send drafts by fax

Wy owe mETHOD

© Crown Copyright
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trom Sir Keith Speed RD. MP. T L/LS &

- <
HOUSE OF COMMONS )26\ :
LONDON SWiA 0AA

Dear James,

I enclose a letter I

_regarding Belgian radar detections.

This man has an obsession on this subject, and I have
rno intention of passing his letter to the Ombudsman.

I would be grateful for any comments you may have.

Yours sincerely,

Keith Speed

James Arbuthnot, Esq., MP,
The Minister of State for Defence Procurement,
Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,
Whitehall,

London,

SW1A 2HB

+

e s e, AT R T R e s e LTk WA B

T o f‘f’% %:&\{
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Please reply w: Strood House, Rolvenden, Cranbroolk, Kent TN1T 410,

© Crown Copyright
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Rolvenden

- Cranbroock

10th August 1996.

Dear Sir Keilth
In response to & question put on mv behalf on the 17th Mav 1994 by Admiral

the Fleet the Lord Hill-Norton to the Becretary of State for Defence the

e

o
Rt Hon Malcolm Rifkind MP.and.in answer to the same question put by myself
to the Rt Hon Jeremy Hanley.Secretarv of State for the Armed Forces. T J H
Laurence, Commander: Roval Navy.Private Se;retarv to the Secretafy of State
for Defence.And the Ministrv of Defence on the 12th November 1993, 1 have

vet to receive a satisfactorv answer.
The question is indeed.a simple cne. ,

Both the Minister (on the 11th June 1994) and Ministry of Defence{on the
12th november 1993} have stated that.at 22h 47n(GND) on the night of the
30/31st March 1990,thev had no knowledge (bscause thev had not been «
informed of them» of the unidentified Belgian (NADGE) radar detections.that
were six minutes fronm Dover.on a converging course with United Kingdom air

space.,

If Belgian(NADGE)radars are not able 1o identify a detection.it is dec)arad

hostile,

A necessary prerequisite before the Belgian Air Force are able to attempt
interceptions is that an unidentified radar dstection must be declared
hostile. The Belgian Air Force made 13 infercepticns where radar lock—-on
was achelvad.

This is .proof of the hostile classification of ths KADGE radar detections,

P TR L o o T : Y. b & e . - 4o ey 3 3 Ll e n e ps - - E o o .
Baaring this in mind.the guestion is siumly 'How were the the Secretary of

© Crown Copyright
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the Armed Forces the Rt Hon Jeremy Hanlev. The Personal FPrivate Secretary
to the Secrelary of State for Defence,Commander T J H Laurénae.ﬂnd the
Minietry of Defence.,able to state,that at 22h 47m(GNT) on the night af the
507315t Narch 1990, their Air Defence Experts did NBZ consider these

detections a threat,when they have admitted that thev did not know about

them?"

I would also reaquest clarification of an anomaly in the replv by the
Minister to Lord Hill-Norton. The Minister stated on the 11th June
1994, that advice of radar information to other radar stations was at the

discretion of the Belgian operators and did not occur automatically.

Lord Hill-Norton has stated that in the NADGE radar svstem (a system of 80
Buropean radar defence stations of which we are part,) other radar stations
are notified - probably automatically - because that I how the svstenm
works!

This was confirmed bv Wilfrid De Brouwer,Head of the Operations Section of
the Belgian Air Force who has said (22nd December 1094}, that in the event
of a hostile radar classification,transemission of radar information would

have been automitic to UK NADGE radar at Néatia@ead Iin Norfolk,

I am in possession of a copy of an American Defence Intelligence Agency
report which indicates that an intelligence notice was issued on various
press reports.by the American Military atiache in Brussels. It was
circulated on 26th March 1990, four days BEFCORE the events of the 30/31st
March. One of the receipients of thialreport was the London office of the

Defence Intelligence Agency which is in tke Ministry of Defence buildiag in

Whitehall.

You are aware by the correspondence that has passed betwsen us,that I have
never received a clear and distinct answer to anv of these gquestions,
Indeed it is now patently cbvious.bv the increasing evidsuce on this

sublect and the evasions of the issues,that there is somethinz most odd

going on
8= all avenues have now besn apparently closed, becausse of the enormity of

ntion to find out what is zoing on,nv only recourse

i

1 13 . i = &
REg lEsig and my 1nv
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must be to an independant authoritv that is above these political

issueg:namely the office of the Government Umbudsman.

I would consegquently ask that vou forward this letter tp tie office of the

Government Onbudsman for their guidance and clarification.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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Minister of State
for Defence Procurement

D/US of S/FH 3105/96/A

b lecnn

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Teieph‘an_ (Direct Dialling)

0171-21 89000 (Switchboard)

A August 1996

- Thank you for your letter of 9 Auqust (reference: IWJ/2/96/36)
to Michael Portillo enclosing one from
Section40 | "unidentifie

Beaumaris, Anglesey on the subject ©

flying objects*. I am replying on behalf of Frederick Howe who has

responsibility for this matter.

_ should by now have received a letter from my

officials in response to his queries, which was despatched on 12
August 1996. I attach a copy of the reply for your information.

I hope the reply answers any queries he may have in this

connection.

JAMES

Ieuan Wyn Jones Esg MP

© Crown Copyright
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From: Secretariat [Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Viain Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchbeard] 0171 218 9060
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

: D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Beaumaris . & Dé; (_ 17644
Anglesey ];7 August 1996
GWYNEDD | . <
1. Thank you for your letter of 23 July 1996 on the subject of

"UFQ" sightings. This office is the Ministry of Defence focal
point for correspondence of this nature.

2. ~The MOD has no interest or role with respect to the wider
debate over the existence or otherwise of "UFO/flying saucers" and
extraterrestrial lifeforms. To date, the MOD remains unaware of
any evidence which proves that "UFO/flying saucers® or
extraterrestrial lifeforms exist.

9. Perhaps it would be useful if I wers to explain the limited
role that the MOD has with respect to "UFO" reports. We examine
any reports of "UFO" sightings received solely to establish
whether what was seen might have some defence significance;
namely, 1s there any evidence that the UK Air Defence Region might
have been compromised by a hostile foreign military aircraft?
However, unless there are defence implications, and to date no
"UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to
identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. We
could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations
which go beyond our specific defence remit. -

R As we make no attempt to investigate a sighting for which
there 1s no defence interest, we are not in-a position to provide
& precise explanation for the hundreds of reports we receive each
year. We belleve that rational explanations could be found if
resources were devoted to so doing. However, it is not the
function of the MOD to provide a general aerial identification
service and it would be an inappropriate use of defence resources
if we were to do so. From the types of descrivtions we receive,
however, aircraft or natural phenomena probably account for most
of the observations.
e sl | ,

© Crown Copyright
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4. I have contacted RAF Valley who have confirmed that there are
no incidents of unidentified craft "buzzing" the tower at RAF :
Valley within the memory of staff or recorded in the Air Traffic
Log Bocks spanning the last 5 years. Certainly such an incident
would ‘have been notified to the Senior Air Traffic Control Officer
had it occurred. Military aircraft from a variety of RAF
establishments regularly undertake low flying training sorties
over the North Wales area, and it is likely that a routine
military low flying training sortie could account for the

observation.
6. I hope the above 1s of some help.

- Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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Thu 15 Aug, 1996 17:33 mailbox log Page 1

DATE __TO SUBJECT
15/08/96 Parliamentary Enqu US 3105/96

Sent: 15/08/96 at 17:32
To: Parliamentary Enquiries
L

Ref: 788
Subject: US 3105/96

Text: The attached has been seen and signed off by-G?)

The attachment referred to in the draft will be walked down
first thing Fri morning. A copy of the attachment is to be
forwarded with the reply to the MP. -

Priority: Normal View Acknowledge [*] Attachments [ 1]
Reply Request [ ] Delivery "Acknowledge [*] Codes | ]

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4

15 Aug 96

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM IEUAN WYN JONES MP - US 3105/96

i The constituent's letter to this Branch dated 23 July 1996
was answered on 12 August 1996, and I enclose a copy of our
response. The reply set out the MOD's role and responsibilities
in connection with "UFO" reports, and responded to—
specific query about an alleged incident involving an unknown
craft "buzzing" the RAF Valley control tower. The RAF Valley CRO

has confirmed that there is no record of such an incident having
" gccurred.

2. I attach a draft response for USofS' consideration.

foriginal signed]

Sec(AS)2
MB8247

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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P

DRAFT

D/USofS/3105/96 August 1996

Thank you for your letter of 9 August 1996 (ref: IWJ/2/96/36)

addressed to Michael Portillo enclosing one from your

Beaumaris, Anglesey on the.subject of "unidentified flying
objects*. I am replying as this matter falls within my area of

responsibility.

_should by now have received a letter from my

officials in response to his queries, which was despatched on
12 August 1996. I attach a copy of the reply for your

information.

I hope the reply answers any dqueries you may have in this

connection.

IEUAN WYN JONES, MP

THE EARL HOWE

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE

%f«;ﬁug 96

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM IEU WYN NES i 3 6

-

ks The constituent's letter to this Branch dated 23 July 1996
was answered on 12 August 1996, and I enclose a copy of our

response. The reply set out the MOD's role and responsibilities
in connection with "UFO" reports, and responded to _
specific query about an alleged incident involving an unknown

craft "buzzing" the RAF Valley control tower. The RAF Valley CRO

has confirmed that there is no record of such an incident having
occurred. |

2 I attach a draft response for USofS’ consideration.

Sec(AS)2
MBB8247

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USofS/3105/96 | August 1996

‘Thank you for your letter of 9 August 1996 (ref: IWJ/2/96/36)

addressed to Michael Portillo enclosing one from your

Beaumaris, Anglesey on the subject of "unidentified flying
objects“. I am replying as this matter falls within my area of

responsibility.

_should by now have received a letter from my

officials in response to his queries, which was despatched on
12 August 1996. I attach a copy of the reply for your

information.

I hope the reply answers any gqueries you may have in this

connection.

IEUAN WYN JONES, MP

THE EARL HOWE

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff}' 2a1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 2000
{Fax}

Your reference

G:;; éeferance

. D/Sec{AS8)/64/3
Beaumaris : - it (AS)/64/
Anglesey S lzaﬂAugust 1996
GWYNEDD ' ;

L. Thank you for your letter of 23 July 1996 on the subject of
"UFO" sightings. This office is the Ministry of Defence focal
point for correspondence of this nature. L

2 The MOD has no interest or role with respect to the wider
debate over the existence or otherwise of "UFO/flying saucers" and
extraterrestrial lifeforms. To date, the MOD remains unaware of
any evidence which proves that "UFO/flying saucers" or
extraterrestrial lifeforms exist. -

3. Perhaps it would be useful if I were to explain the limited
role that the MOD has with respect to “UFO" reports. We examine
‘any reports of "UFO" sightings received solely to establish
whether what was seen might have some defence significance;
namely, is there any evidence that the UK Air Defence Region might
have been compromised by a hostile foreign military aircraft?
However, unless there are defence implications, and to date no
"UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to
identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. We
could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations
which go beyond our specific defence remit. _

3. As we make no attempt to investigate a sighting for which
there is no defence interest, we are not in'a position to provide
a precise explanation for the hundreds of reports we receive each
~year. We believe that rational explanations could be found if
resources were devoted to so doing. However, it is not the
function of the MOD to provide a general aerial-~identification
‘service and it would be an inappropriate use of defence resources
if we were to do so. From the types of descriptions we receive,
however, aircraft or natural phenomena probably account for most

of the observations.
1
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4. I have contacted RAF Valley who have confirmed that there are
no incidents of unidentified craft “"buzzing” the tower at RAF
Valley within the memory of staff or recorded in the Air Traffic
Log Bocks spanning the last 5 years. Certainly such an incident
would have been notified to the Senior Air Traffic Control Officer
had it occurred. Military aircraft from a variety of RAF
establishments regularly undertake low flying training sorties
over the Nerth Wales area, and it is likely that a routine _
military low flying training sortie could account for the

observation.
6. I hope the above is of some help..

- Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTER REPLYING: ‘)0 &2{ S

PE REF NUMBER: 55 SUOS /96

B
DRAFT REQUIRED BY: 23 / & /96

DATE: -ia__%,/s/gﬁ FROM: _ PE Unit TEL: -

GUIDANCE NOTE .
Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

put the MP's full title at the
pottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Oz All

Ministers prefer to start:

wrhank you for your letter of

... (MP's ref if given} on

behalf of /enclosing one from

your constituent, Mr ... of
., Toytown about ...."

Opening and closing

If a Minister is replying on

pehalf of another Minister

start: |

“Thank you for your letter of
addressed to Michael

portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot/Frederick Howe on
behalf etc”

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end “I hope this 1is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position”

"1 am sorry I cannot be more
helpful”

“I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply.”

Deadlines If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once — an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply. |

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT O CHOTS E-MAIL T0:
Parliamentary Enqguiries

. wice send drafis by fax

£

CRLY ONE METHOD
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

our ref: IWJ/2/96/36 | ' 9

9 August 1996

The Rt Hon Michael Portillo MP
Secretary of State for Defence
The Ministry of Defence

Main Building

wWhitehall

LONDON

SW1A ZHB

Dear Secretary of State

. I enclose, for ease of reference, a copy of a letter sent by.'or| 40
Beaumaris, to your

Department regarding alleged UFO sightings in Anglesey.

I would be pleased if you could let me have your response toO
the points made by '

Yours sincerely

gp IEUAN WYN JONES
MP for Ynys MOn

© Crown Copyright
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gaumaris
Anglesey
23 July 1996
Dept Head,
Sec(AS)2a
MOD
Dear Sir,

I have recently been informed by an extremely reliable source of there having been at least one
UFO incident at RAF Valley in the last twelve months.

On one such occasion, two RAF tornadoes were scrambled from another RAF base and took
some time to reach Anglesey (apparently this was slightly embarrassing for the RAF). The planes
were scrambled in response to the Valley control tower being buzzed by a craft of unknown
design and origin. The person on the control tower was apparently very distressed by the incident.

My source also informed me that several other RAF bases up and down the country had
experienced similar incidents. | -

As you may be aware, these types of incident are not unprecedented. For example, the recently
released UFO briefing document funded by the Rockefeller Institute in New York makes
reference to several bold incursions in 1975 over military airfields such as Malstrom AFB in
Montana USA.

I am a member of The Global UFO Network and would be extremely grateful if you could furnish
me with an official report on the incident(s) at RAF Valley for publication in the local newspaper
and the Global UFO Network's own newsletter. In the interest of anonymity, please do not publish
the names of the people involved in the incident. |

In return, T would like to offer RAF Valley my services as a civilian adviser / scientist in the event
of these incidents reoccurring. | '

Yours Sincerely

Telephone No-ofﬁce hours)

© Crown Copyright
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Written Answers

DEFENCE

Plutonium

* Mr. Llew Smith: To ask the Secretary of State for
‘Defence if the United States Government have since 1966
‘requested the United Kingdom to provide reactor grade
“plutonium for the purpose of conducting a nuclear test
‘explosion under the provisions of the US-UK mutual
_defence agreement on atomic energy co-operation. [38500]

~ Mr. Arbuthnot: No such requests have been made by
the United States.

Small Businesses

Mr. David Shaw: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence if he will make a statement on the impact of
(a) his policies and (b) the work of his Department in
helping small businesses in the last 12 months as
against the previous 12 months; and if he will publish
the performance indicators by which his Department
monitors the impact and the statistical results of such
monitoring, : [39141]

Mr. Arbuthnot: The Government recognise the crucial
role played by small firms in the UK economy and aim
to help them by providing sound economic conditions—
keeping inflation and interest rates low; reducing
legislative administrative and taxation burdens; and where
appropriate provide direct assistance in the form of
specialist advice and support and easing access to finance.

My Department supports the DTI's small business
measures and initiatives. I am the Minister within this
Department for small businesses and 1 attend or am
represented at the DTT's regular meetings.

The Defence Suppliers Service ‘assists companies,
including small businesses, in making contact with
appropriate contracts branches. It also arranges for details
of many forthcoming tenders to be published in the
fortnightly MOD Contracts Bulletin which is available to
any interested party on subscription. This enables small
businesses either to seek to tender directly for specific
requirements or, more commonly, to become
sub-contractors to larger companies.

Since the Procurement Executive of the Ministry of
Defence moved to the new procurement headquarters at
Abbey Wood near Bristol earlier this year, the Defence
Suppliers Service is in contact with the Bristol chamber
of commerce and DTI’s business links, whose South-west
regional supply network office has become their national
focal point for the defence industry. Other areas of the
country can reach my Department, and be reached by us,
through the business links network.

As much of the assistance provided by my Departinent
to small businesses tends to be in the sub-contractor

gector, it is not possible to establish suitable performance

parameters and therefore no statistics are available.

0. ask the Secretary of State for
s¢ his Department made to the
citenant Colonel Charles Halt

Mr. Hed
Defence (1) w :
eeport submitied »by <L

i3 OWA-PAGESZ

S o
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relating to events in Rendlesham forest in Decémbér

1980; what interviews were held; and if he will make a
statement; [36247]

(2) who assessed that the events around RAF
Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters in December 1980,
which were reported to his Department by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt were of no defence significance;
on what evidence the assessment was made; what
analysis of events was carried out; and if he will make
a statement. [39249]

Mr. Soames: The report was assessed by the staff in
my Department responsible for air defence matters, Since
the judgment was that it contained nothing of defence
significance no further action was taken.

1S) .
Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence on how many occasions RAF aircraft have been
(a) scrambled and (b) diverted from task to investigate
uncorrelated targets picked up on radar; and if he will
make a statement. [39218]

Mr. Soames: In the past five years RAF aircraft have
been scrambled or diverted from task on two occasions to
intercept and identify uncorrelated radar tracks entering
the United Kingdom air defence region.

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) what is his Department’s assessment of the
incident that occurred on 5 November 1990 when a patrol
of RAF Tornado aircraft flying over the North sea were
overtaken at high speed by an unidentified craft; and if he
will make a statement; {39245]

(2) if he will make a statement on the unidentified
flying object sighting reported to his Department by the
meteorological officer at RAF Shawbury in the early
hours of 31 March 1993. [39246]

Mr. Soames: Reports of sightings on these dates are
recorded on file and were examined by staff responsible
for air defence matters. No firm conclusions were drawn
about the nature of the phenomena reported but the events
were not judged to be of defence significance.

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what assessment his Department made of the
photograph of an unidentified craft at Calvine on 4 August
1990:; who removed it from an office in secretariat {air
staffy 2a; for what reasons; and if he will make a
statement, [39248]

Mr. Seames: A number of negatives associated with
the sighting were examined by staff responsible for air
defence matters. Since it was judged that they contained
nothing of defence significance the negatives were not
retained and we have no record of any photographs having
been taken from them.

Publicity

Ivis Hodge: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence
what is his Depertment's budget in 1996-87 for
consultants to assist with information, publicity, press and
media. ' [39353]

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY ESTION

MP: Martin Redmond(Labour)(Don Valley)
PO REFERENCE: 1988H
PQ TYPE: Ordinary Written

DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 1200 Tuesday 23 July 1996
(Extended to 1600)

QUESTION: To ask the S of S for Defence, on how many occasions
RAF aircraft have been (a) scrambled or (b) diverted from task to
investigate uncorrelated targets picked up on radar; and if he
will make a statement.

DRAFT ANSWER:

In the past five years RAF aircraft have been scrambled or
diverted from task on two occasions to intercept and identify
uncorrelated radar tracks entering the United Kingdom Air Defence

Region.

APPROVED BY:

Head of Sec(AS) Signed _Tel:_Date23/0?

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS*
DPR (RAF ) *
AOAD1
DI55
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BACKGROUND NOTE TO PO 1

1. Mr Redmond has asked a large number of questions about military
aviation issues over the years. He recently tabled four PQs about
unidentified flying objects prompted, we believe, by the recent
"publication of a book on the subject by a former member of
Sec(AS). The MP has tabled a further six questions on the subject
of "UFOs" for answer before the Parliamentary recess.

2. Prior to the demise of the Soviet Union in December 1991, RAF
aircraft were regularly scrambled to intercept and investigate
uncorrelated radar tracks penetrating the UK Air Defence Region.
These were frequently identified as Soviet aircraft. The two
occasions referred to in the answer involved Russian aircraft
-y;fgbnnected with the NATO Exercise NORTH STAEZ?Since September 1991
1 LEhere have been no such incidents. Aircraft have, however, been
tasked with intercepting aircraft since that date but their
identity has been known and they are not therefore included in the

answer.

3, Since Mr Redmond has not specified a timescale in his question,
we have provided figures covering the last five years. _

< vt
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

MP: Martin Redmond(babour)(DQn valley)
PQ REFERENCE: 1988H
PO TYPE: Ordinary Written

DR&FT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 1200 Tuesday 23 July 1996
(Extended to 1600)

QUESTION: To ask the S of 8 for Defence, on how many occasions

" RAF aircraft have been (a) scrambled or (b) diverted from task to
investigate uncorrelated targets plcked up on radar, and lf he
will make a statement.

DRAFT ANSWER: | S e \Asankrid

In the past five years RAF aircraft have been scrambled or
diverted from task on two occasions to 1ntercept&nn00rrelated
radar tracks entering the United Kingdom Air Defence Region,

APPROVED BY:

Tel

Head of Sec(AS) Date

Tel

Sec(AS)2ab. Date

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS*
DPR (RAF ) *
AOAD1
DI55
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* BACK D NOTE TO 1988H

1. Mr Redmond has asked a large number of questions about military
aviation issues over the years. He recently tabled four PQs about
unidentified flying objects prompted, we believe, by the recent
publication of a book on the subject by a former member of
Sec(AS). The MP has tabled a further six questions on the subject
of "UFOs" for answer before the Parliamentary recess.

2. Prior to the demise of the Soviet Union in December 1991, RAF
aircraft were regularly scrambled to intercept and investigate
uncorrelated radar tracks penetrating the UK Air Defence Region.
These were frequently identified as Soviet aircraftﬂésince
September 1991 there have been no such incidents. Ai¥craft have,
however, been tasked with intercepting aircraft since that date
but their identity has been known and they are not therefore
included in the answer.

3. Since Mr Redmond has not spec1f1ed a timescale in his questlon,
we have provided figures covering the last five years.

éf Tae huw cerasctun
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Telephone 0171-21....... . {(Direct Dialling)
0171-21 89000 {Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 2569/96/A >Sh, July 1996

£

Sd‘—\f M~ . }’\M,SLM .

Thank you for your letter of 8 July to Michael Portillo
i one from your constituent,
Newport, about “unidentified flying objects”.

1
am replying as this matter falls within my area of responsibility.

Ag you are aware — has recently been in contact with
my officials and has been advised of the Ministry of Defence’s
role and responsibilities in respect of reports of “unidentified -
flying objects". Following my official's letter of 28 May which

copied to you, he wrote again on 8 June. He will by now
have received a reply, dated 20 June, providing further
clarification of the Department's interest in this subject.
Nevertheless, it would perhaps be helpful if I took this
opportunity to explain the Department's role concerning "UFO"
sightings.

I can assure*that we take our responsibilities for
ensuring the effective derfence of this country very seriously
indeed. The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of "UFO"
sightings received solely to establish whether what was seen might
have some defence significance; namely, is there any evidence that
the UK Air Defence Region might have been compromised by a hostile
foreign military aircraft? However, as my officials have
explained to# unless there are defence implications we
do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting

reported to us. We could not justify expenditure of public funds
on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

As we make no attempt to investigate sightings for which
there is no defence interest, we are not in a position to provide
a precise explanation for the hundreds of reports we receive each

Roy Hughes Esg DL MP
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year. We believe that rational explanations could be found if -
resources were devoted to so doing. However, it is not the
function of the Ministry of Defence to provide a general aerial
identification service and it would be an inappropriate use of
defence resources if we were to do so. From the types of
descriptions we receive, aircraft or natural phenomena probably
account for mgﬁt of the observations.

Finally, there is no question that the Ministry of Defence
would seek to cover-up any information on the subject of so-called
"unidentified flying objects". The Department remains open-minded
about the existence of extraterrestrial life, but to date we know
of no evidence which proves that this phenomenon exists.

I hope this explains our specific role and responsibilities
in this matter.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 2530/96/A

*{Mﬁm

!

Thank y
constituent,
Leatherhead,

about Government

As is aware, my
"UFO" sightings that are sent
but only to establish if what
significance, namely is there

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A
Telephone 0171-2%...ccuuvicnnnnn. e

(Direct Dialiing)
0171-21 88000 (Switchboard)

>SS\ July 1996

your
interest in the "UFO" phenomenon.

Department looks into reports of

to us, many of which are very vague,
was seen may have some defence

any evidence to indicate that the UK

Air Defence Region may have been compromised? If there is no
evidence in a sighting to suggest a matter of defence concern, and
to date no "UFO sighting" reported to us has revealed such
evidence, we do not investigate further or seek to provide an
explanation for what was observed. We believe, however, that
rational explanations are available for most of these reported
sightings, such as alrcraft seen from unusual angles, or natural
phenomena.

My Department does not carry out research into "UFO/flying
saucers". We have no direct interest, expertise or role with
respect to such matters or the questlon of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain
open-minded. To date, however, we know of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. We are not
aware of any other Government Department conducting research into
the "UFO" phenomenon. '

I hope this explains the position.
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

kA hdhhhhrddrdddhhbhkrdhhdbvbdthk

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PO REFERENCE:1994H
PQ TYPE:QOrdinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996 ' '

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

35|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what is his
Department's assessment of the incident that occurred on 5th
November 1990 when a patrol of RAF Tornado aircraft flying over
the North Sea were overtaken at high speed by an unidentified
craft; and if he will make a statement. [39245]

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

-

R T st s AR E AR R 2 A R 2 2 2 8 2

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PO REFERENCE:1988H
PQ TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAHENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
 COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE HUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

-

32|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, on how many
occasions RAF aircraft have been (a) scrambled or (b) diverted
from task to investigate uncorrelated targets picked up on radar;
and if he will make a statement. [39218]
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Mon 22 Jul, 1996 17:54 mailbox standard Page 1
DATE ___FROM —_ SUBJECT —CODES
22/07/96 AOADI1 PO . [ 1
Intended: '
Sent: 22/07/96 at 16:41 Delivered: 22/07/96 at 16:46
To: SEC(AS)2B
B
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Text: Please find attached CHOTS copy of Redmond question on AD
interceptions.
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Sent: 22/07/96 at 15:26 Delivered: 22/07/96 at 15:26
To: AOADL
e -
Ref: 229
From: GE1
Subject: PQ

" Text: Please find attached a draft reply to the PQ - If we include
reference to the Customs and Excise dimension, I believe that it
should be classified CONFIDENTIAL

Priority: Urgent
Page 1 of
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D/DAO/9/3 .
Jul 96 '

AOCAD1

RESPONSE TO PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION 1988H

"To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, on how many occasions
RAF aircraft have been (a) scrambled or (b) diverted from task to
investigate uncorrelated targets picked up on radar; and if he
will make a statement'. -

Draft Answer

- Over the past 5 vyears, there have been no occasions when
aircraft have either been scrambled or diverted from task to
investigate uncorrelated targets picked up on radar.

PO 1988H - Background Note

- Prior to the demise of the Former Soviet Union, aircraft were
scrambled some 200 times annually to intercept and investigate
uncorrelated tracks penetrating the UK Air defence Region (UKADR)
from the north; these invariably proved to be Anti-Submarine or
Long Range Reconnaissance aircraft of the then Soviet Air Force,
some of which had already been intercepted and identified by
adjacent Air Defence systems or intelligence sources. The last
scramble of this kind took place in Sep 91.

- Aircraft are occasionally detected on radar in the air
approaches to the UK which cannot be correlated against known
flight plan information but which do not merit investigation by
live-armed aircraft. These are obvious civilian light aircraft of
no military significance transitting the southern area of the
North 8Sea which have deviated slightly from either planned routes
or times; such aircraft are identified through experience of track

behaviour and/or by 8SR interrogation and no further action is
initiated.

- Aircraft have been scrambled on several occasions over the
past 5 years although thelr missions were against known air
activity such as:

- Ailrcraft flown off the Russian aircraft carrier
Kutnetzov.

--  Shadowing hijacked aircraft through UKADR.
--  Assisting HM Customs and Excise in Sea Search.

- You may be aware that the UK BAir Defence system has
occasionally assisted HM Customs and Excise in monitoring activity
in certain areas for limited periods to detect drug-running
activities. The existence of this sensitive act1v1ty has never
been publicised and, to date, has not resulted in any successful
seizures of forbidden substances.
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Response drafted by: Wg Cdr ADGE 1, DAO,
MB4227
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED
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MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PQ REFERENCE:1989H
PO TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996 _

LLEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
" WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR M

41|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, if he will make a

statement on the unidentified flying object sighting reported to
his Department by the meteorological officer at RAF Shawbury in

the early hours of 31st March 1993. [39246]
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"_-ﬂ- that whatever it was it was not, on that particular occasion,
anyway, hostile. |

Over and over again, 1 pondered the significance of the date.
The odds against such a phenomenon occurring coincidentally on
the same night three years apart are high. That suggests that the
date was not random, but was deliberately chosen and planned.
Furthermore, it was chosen by an intelligence fully familiar with
human frailties. Newspaper reports of incidents occurring that
night would run on 1 April, the day when every national and
many provincial papers carry an April Fool story. Who was
going to take these stories seriously? Predictably, only the UFO
community ran articles and asked questions, and followed up
~as best they could. The public at large just smiled wryly over
their breakfast cereal. Isn’t this exactly the reaction an alien
force might hope to achieve by capitalising on a time when
the world is unreceptive, when everyone expects bizarre stories
and dismisses them out of hand? It was absolutely the best date
to choose to minimise the risk that any sightings might be taken
seriously.

And something else rang bells for me, too. It wasn’t just
the date, the precise three-year gap since Belgium, it was that
~ business of the Russian rocket re-entry. A similar re-entry had
happened on the same night as another dramatic sighting. But
it wasn’t over Belgium. It was here, near Woodbridge in Suffolk,
at a place called Rendlesham Forest.

Rendlesham lies between the Rivers Deben and Alde, a
straggling tract of mixed deciduous and coniferous forest
framed by the joint RAF/USAF airbase at Woodbridge and
the neighbouring military base ar Bentwarters, three miles away
(curiously, a scene of UFO activity in 1956). Woodbridge was,
in the days of the Cold War, one of the busiest airfields in the
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inspirer of prejudices, and opted instead for ‘uncorrelated target’
and ‘unknown craft’. Government bureaucracies are sometimes
accused of inventing jargon for the sake of it, but here I felt it
was necessary, it paid off. The report was passed up the chain
of command until it reached the assistant chief of the air staff
himself. | _

Simultaneously, I contacted the American embassy and asked
them whether an unusual prototype aircraft of American con-
struction was operating over Britain and might explain the
various sightings. There had been rumours for months in
the corridors of power that an aircraft called Aurora, which
would make the Stealth bomber look like a Sopwith Pup, was
in production. There had been consistent denials everywhere,
however. A high-tech, radar-evading craft capable of great speeds
and manoeuvrability, the sort of machine Clint Fastwood flies in
Firefox, belonged to fiction. Aurora, we were told, did not exist.
The Americans were as nonplussed as we and the Belgians were
by the sightings. |

The assistant chief of the air staff noted my report — there was
little else he could do. By now I had tried a]]l possible lines of
inquiry. There were no other avenues left.

So the official findings (mine) read: “T'ype of craft — unknown;
origin of craft — unknown; motive of occupants — unknown.’
And, although it appears nowhere in the official documentation,
I would have to add: ‘Conclusion ~ unsatisfactory.’

The 30-31 March sightings brought about a marked change in
my own attitude. [ would play no further part in bland platitudes
about UFOs being ‘of no defence significance’. [ sensed that some

‘of my colleagues thought UFOs were only of defence signi ficance

if they atmed laser beams at cities. But any craft, conventional or
otherwise, that can do what that triangle did is of extreme defence
significance in itself. Our radar couldn’t trace it, onr jets wouldn’t
be able to catch it. We can all thank our God — or our lucky stars
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would it be seen flying low over the coast near Haverfordwest,

because the debris didn’t come down anywhere near Britain;

neither can a piece of even the smallest space debris hover — it
falls with the speed dictated by gravity.

I took an unprecedented step and ordered a number of radar
tapes to be impounded and sent to me. As these tapes are usually
wiped for rense, it was important to work fast. There were a
few returns which fitted the times and locations when sightings
were made and after several hours of scouring the standard
VHS videos T could isolate and identify these. At first, the
results were disappointing. The blips faded in and out all
night, like ghosts in the morning light. RAF radar experts
explained these conventionally enough. Ground clutter, they
said, tall trees picked up now and again around one particular
radar head. But the frustradon turned to fear: there were too
many visual sightings, and the reports were from witnesses too
trustworthy to ignore. Whatever it was that zigzagged Britain
on 30 and 31 March 1993, that probed our fields and raced our
cars, it was not picked up by radar. And consequently, with no
radar track to set the procedure in motion, we hadn’t even got
our aircraft into the air. Was this the same triangle that had been
seen over Belgium three years earlier? And could it now evade
radar altogether? "

Over the coming weeks 1 tried to find an explanation, but every
avenue led nowhere. Whatever it was had come and gone. It
was time to take the whole problem ‘upstairs’. Frankly, T didn’t
hold out much hope that my bosses would listen. As T have
said, my hands-on approach and my firm views that we were
facing in UFOs a genuine phenomenon that needed serious and
urgent research had not met with popularity in Secretariat (Air
Staff). Subtlety was the key word, I felt. 1 drew up a carefully
constructed report of the 30-31 March sightings and sent it to my
head of division. [ deliberately avoided the emotive word ‘UFO’,
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RE:

‘something in the fields and hedgerows. The sighting was not a
second’s glimpse, but lasted for five minutes, long enough for
the witness to estimate the size of the craft to be about that of
a Jumbo jet. But as he and I knew, Jumbo jets don’t hover and |
they don’t scan the countryside with searchlights. He heard the -
same low frequency hum the family from Rugeley had heard.
What could T say to this man? He was a trained observer,
considerably more familiar with the night sky than T was. A
patronising lecture on aircraft lights seen from unusual angles
seemed wholly out of place. On the phone I agreed with him
that there was only one conclusion: whatever he had seen was
unknown. What I didn’t discuss with him was the fear I felt at his
description of that probing beam searching the fields. It implied

_intelligent occupants of the craft, and iv also timplied that they
might be searching for what is usually in the fields on a mild,
spring night ~ cattle.

I carried out my usual checks, looking for the explicable,
hunting for the mundane. I needed to cover my own back,
to be ready for the media deluge. What were the ministry’s
answers? There was no unusual civil or military aircraft activity
that night that came remotely close to fitting anything that had
been seen. There were no weather balloons in the area of the
densest sightings and no unusual planetary activity, said the Royal
Observatory at Greenwich

Then RAF Fylingdales came up with something. It confirmed
that debris from a Russian rocket, Cosmos 2238, had re-entered
Earth's atmosphere that night and might just have been visible
from the United Kingdom. So that was it, the doubters said,
orthodox science had triumphed again. But of course, it hadn’t.
A piece of re-entering space debris would burn up, like a meteor,

and produce a flaming trail which would last only seconds.
This couldn’t account for the five-minute sighting from RAF
Shawbury or the low hum heard there and in Rugeley; neither
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- “An important report came in from a military patrol guarding
RAF Cosford near Wolverhampton in the West Midlands. This
was dynamite. An unidentified craft in any British airspace was -
threatening enough, but over a high security military estab-
lishment? There was better to come. One of the sightings in
Wales was from a man with vast experience of aviation and
mathematics. He had watched the object flying low over the coast
near Haverfordwest in Pembrokeshire and had timed its passage
between two points on the shoreline whose distance from each
other he knew. From that information he was able to caleulate
its speed at that point to be about 1,100mph an hour — the same,
at that moment at least — as the top speed of an I'-16.
In Rugeley, Staffordshire, five members of the same family saw
a huge diamond-shaped object flying steadily over their heads.
They estimated its height at less than 300m and the diameter of
the craft was about 200m. They also reported a low, humming -
sound of the frequency you'd experience standing in front of
the speakers at a pop concert, fecling the sound waves passing
through your body. It wasn’t pleasant, but they decided to jump
in the car and follow it anyway. Either they lost the UFO, or it
lost them; either way, the chase was unsuccessful. They thought
it was going to land in a field beyond the road because it was
flying so low. They screeched to a halt by the gate, but when
they clambered »ut, the craft had gone. They saw nothing
after that. They were disappointed, but perhaps they had had
~ a lucky escape. F——
Prhine the most interesting report came from RAF Shawbury
in Shropshire, to the north of Shrewsbury. The meteorological
officer there saw the most astonishing sight of that whole amazing
night. An object in the sky, at first stationary, moved erratically
towards him at a speed of several hundred miles an hour. At
one point it fired a beam of light at the ground, which swept
the countryside from left ro right, as though 1t were looking for
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED
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MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PQ REFERENCE:1987H
PQ TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S): -

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0NE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

37|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what assessment his
Department made of the photograph of an unidentified craft at
Calvine on 4th August 1990; who removed it from an office in
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a; for what reasons; and if he will make
a statement. [39248]
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PARLI NTIARY QUESTIO

MP: MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON VALLﬁ;”””$
PQ REFERENCE: . 1985H & 1986H

PQ TYPE: | ORDINARY WRITTEN

DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 TUESDAY 23 JULY 1996

QUESTION: [1985H] To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, who
assessed that the events around RAF Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters in
December 1980, which were reported to his Department by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt were of no defence significance; on what
evidence the assessment was made; what analysis of events was carried
out; and if he will make a statement, '

QUESTION: [1986H] To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what
response his Department made to the report submitted by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt detailing events in Rendlesham Forest in
December 1980; what interviews were held; and if he will make a

statement. ,

[T SR I e ————— R SR L SR P e B B i B i e e

DRAFT ANSWER* 1Ehe evagiomese reporte@fl was assessed by the

staff in my Department responsible for air defence matters. Since
the judgement was that it contained nothing of defence significance
no further action was taken.

APPROVED BY:

: [ e 25756
A"y = 5L

Head of Sec(AS

Sec(AS)2ab

COPIED TO:

£

PSO/ACAS .. ¢ . paled .
DPR(RAF) — o

DIS5c *m% ) "%h .
GEB .m,é- " e e Q’ﬁ.ﬁi&mfﬁ
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BACKGROUND - PQOs 1985H 1986H
1. Mr Redmond has asked a large number of questions about military

aviation issues over the years. He recently tabled four PQs about
unidentified flying objects prompted, we believe, by the recent
publication of a book on the subject by a former member of Sec(AS).
The MP has tabled a further six questions on the subject of "UFOs"
for answer before the Parliamentary recess, two of which follow up
earlier answers he received about an alleged "UFO" incident which
occurred outside RAF Woodbridge in Rendlesham Forest in December 1980
(Hansard extracts attached). |

2. The alleged incidents to which Mr Redmond refers occurred
between 27-29 December 1980 when unusual lights were seen by USAF
personnel, including the Deputy Base Commander, outside RAF
Woodbridge. A report of the sighting (copy attached) was forwarded
to the MOD by the RAF Liaison Officer at RAF Bentwaters. The report
was examined by the Department at the time and no other evidence of
any matter of defence significance was found. This is of course the
Department’é only interest in such sightings.

;, ¥ Our line regarding this dlleged incident is that all available
evidence was examined at the time and we are satisfied that nothing
of defence concern occurred in the location on the nights in
guestion. No additional information has come to light over the last
15 years which calls the original judgement into question.

4. The only documents on the subject held by the Department are the
report itself, limited official comments on the report, and
correspondence from members of the public enguiring about’ the alleged
events. The wording of the draft reply is in line with that used in
responses to previous Parliamentary Enquiries on the subject (see
attached).

5. There is no requirement for the Department to contact or reply
to a witness following receipt of a "UFO" report. It would only have

-
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been necessary to contact Lt Col Halt had there been any indication
that the sighting was of defence relevance and it was necessary to
interview him further. As this was not the case no response was
appropriate or necessary.

© Crown Copyright
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p _ TION
MP: | MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON V
PQ REFERENCE: o f 1989H, 1994H
PQ TYPE: ORDINARY WRITTEN
DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 TUESDAY 23 JULY 1996

QUESTION: [1989H] To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, if he
will make a statement on the unidentified flying object sighting
reported to his Department by the meteorological officer at RAF
Shawbury in the early hours of 31st March 1993. -

QUESTION: [1994H] To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what is
his Department's assessment of the incident that occurred on 5th
November 1990 when a patrol of RAF Tornado aircraft flying over the
North Sea were overtaken at high speed by an unidentified craft; and
if he will make a statement.

DRAFT ANSWER:

Reports of sightings on these dates are recorded on file and were
examined by staff responsible for air defence matters. No firm
conclusions were drawn about the nature of the phenomena reported but
the events were not judged to be of defence significance. -

APPROVED BY:

Head of Sec(AS)

Tel:-Date 2379

Sec(AS)Zab

COPIED TO:

PSD/ACAS """”' o ig:c"«. o . : .
DPR(RAF)— " & Aot o

D I 5 5 C r-““"“;;‘-- i & J""“:{‘ =

GE3 ~m§”“”k@“v5¢ﬁ%;@ag_ﬁ@mﬁw
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BACKGROUND _POs 1989H 4

1. Mr Redmond has asked a large number of questibns about military
aviation issues over the years. He recently tabled four PQs about
unidentified flying objects prompted, we believe, by the recent
publication of a book on the subject by a former member of Sec(AS).
The MP has tabled a further six questions on the subjeét of "UFOs"
for answer before the Parliamentary recess. The two incidents to
which he refers are specificially cited in this publicatioﬁ.

2. The sighting on 31 March 1993 was one of a number reported from
the West Country and South Wales that day. These were examined in the
usual manner and included a check with the US authorities about
Stealth aircraft activities, which revealed nothing. The report by
Tornado aircrew on 5 November 1990 suggested thatfthéy may have seen
a Stealth aircraft, but there is no evidence on the file of any
follow—up action. The report would have been shown to air defence
experts, if the normal procedures were followed;.and it may thereforer
be assumed that nothing'of defence significaﬁce.was-inferred from the

report.
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PARLIAMENTARY ESTION

o ?-,,
e

MP: MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON VALLEY

PQ REFERENCE: 1987H
PQ TYPE: - ORDINARY WRITTEN
DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 TUESDAY 23 JULY 1996

QUESTION: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what
assessment his Department made of the photograph of an
unidentified craft at Calvine on 4th August 1990; who removed it
from an office in Secretariat(Air Staff)2a; for what reasons; and
if he will make a statement.

DRAFT ANSWER: A number of negatives associated with the sighting
were examined by staff responsible for air defence matters. Since
it was judged they contained nothing of defence significance the
negatives were not retained and we have no record of any
photographs having been taken from them.

APPROVED BY:

Head of Sec(AS)

Sec(AS)2ab

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS —¢ ¢ .. . |
DPR{RAF) ,,,,,, &L M-t
DISEC ~ 1 Py TN
GE3 gggggggg g Pl e %--'-rw.ﬁ?,vmmwr*:}
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BACKGROUND _PQ 1987H
& Mr Redmond has asked a large number of questions about

military aviation issues over the years. He recently tabled four
PQs about unidentified flying objects prompted, we believe, by the
recent publication of a book on the subject by a former member of
Sec(AS). The MP has tabled a further six questions on the subject
of "UFOs" for answer before the Parliamentary recess. The incident
~to which he refers and the removal of a photograph of the "UFO"
are specificially cited in this publication.

2. Details of the sighting and the associated photograph were
examined by officials, including photographic experts, and
revealed no evidence to indicate anything of defence significance.

w
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED
KkdkdedkdohRk gk dkhhkhdhhhhk Rk h ok dodedk
MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PQ REFERENCE:1994H
PQ TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? - NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER

WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR_MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

35|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what is his
Department's assessment of the incident that occurred on 5th
November 1990 when a patrol of RAF Tornado aircraft flying over
the North Sea were overtaken at high speed by an unidentified
craft; and if he will make a statement. [39245]

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

AR LA AL A AR R E RS L SRS RS

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

khddhhkEd bbbk bk kdbhdhhdhdhkddbhbdi it

-

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PO REFERENCE:1989H
PQ TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE S/ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR)(DON VALLEY)

41|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, if he will make a

statement on the unidentified flying object sighting reported to
his Department by the meteorological officer at RAF Shawbury in

the early hours of 31lst March 1993. [39246]
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED
PP,
MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PO REFERENCE:1988H
PQ TYPE:0Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

32|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, on how many
occasions RAF aircraft have been (a) scrambled or (b) diverted
from task to investigate uncorrelated targets picked up on radar;
and if he will make a statement. [39218]
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

khkhkdkhhddddbd bbbt dkbd bbb bt s

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PQ REFERENCE:1987H
PQ TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

37|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what assessment his
Department made of the photograph of an unidentified craft at
Calvine on 4th August 1990; who removed it from an office in
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a; for what reasons; and if he will make
a statement. [39248] -
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SWAA 208
Telephone 0171-21.erciisines (Direct Dialling) /o™ :
0171-21 83000 (Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 2468/96/M | )771,‘ July 1996

o @5“

Thank you for your letter of 1 July enclosing one from your
constituent, *

Minchinhampton, about "unidentified flying objects"”.

My Department does look into reports of "unidentified flying
objects" that are sent to us, but only to establish if what was
seen may have some defence significance. My Department has no
direct interest or role with respect to "UFO/flying saucer"”
matters or the question of the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms. We believe that down-to-earth
explanations are available for most reported sightings, such as
aircraft seen from unusual angles, or natural phenomena.

I1f there is no evidence in a sighting to suggest a matter of
defence concern and to date no "UFO sighting" reported to us has
revealed such evidence, we do not investigate further or seek to
provide an explanation for what was observed. * e was no
evidence of this description associated with
observation of 15 March 1994, it would have been outside my
Department's remit to devote resources towards further

investigations into the sighting. I apologise that my
Department's earlier letter to “dld not make

this clear.

Finally, I should like to assure_ that
there is no guestion that my Department would attempt to cover-up
information on the subject of so-called "unidentified flying
objects".

5

BT g
MiliaTE

Roger Knapman Esg MP
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I hope this helps to clarify our role and responsibilities in
this matter.

THE EARIL HOWE
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Tue 23 Jul, 1996 12:21 mailbox log Page 1
DATE JHE, SUBJECT CODES

23/07/96 Parliamentary Ques POs 1985H and 1986H _ [ ]

Sent: 23/07/96 at 12:20
To: Parliamentary Questions
CC: PSO/ACAS,DPR(RAF)

Ref: 738
Subject: PQs 1985H and 1986H

Text:ﬁched has been seen and signed off by-and -m‘

- The attachments referred to in the background note have been
walked down separately under a compliments slip.

Priority: Urgent View Acknowledge [*] Attachments [ 1]
Reply Request [ ] Delivery Acknowledge [*] Codes [ | ]
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ARLIAMENTARY ESTIO

MP: “ MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON VALLEY
PQ REFERENCE: 1985H & 1986H

PQ TYPE: ORDINARY WRITTEN

DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 TUESDAY 23 JULY 1996

QUESTION: |[1985H] To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, who
assessed that the events around RAF Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters in
December 1980, which were reported to his Department by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt were of no defence significance; on what
evidence the assessment was made; what analysis of events was carried
out; and if he will make a statement.

QUESTION: [1986H] To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what
response his Department made to the report submitted by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt detailing events in Rendlesham Forest in
December 1980; what interviews were held; and if he will make a

v e i il ik kil A L BT P S — — i S — A S S— - e i sl il e bl i T IS URSY. Y Mg v ot g bt et . i), it e, i WA, WY e, Y. Epn. e e oY et i . bt sttt I Wt S WOl by | VR o . — t—

DRAFT ANSWER: The report was assessed by the staff in my Department
responsible for air defence matters. Since the judgement was that it
contained nothing of defence significance no further action was
taken.

APPROVED BY:

Head of Sec(AS) original signed _Tel:_JDa‘;e 23.7.96
B - SESEREE pate 23.7.96

Sec(AS)2ab original signed

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS
DPR (RAF)
DI55C

GE3
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BACKGROUND — POs 1985H & 1986H

14 Mr Redmond has asked a large number of questions about military
aviation issues over the years. He recently tabled four PQs about
unidentified flying objects prompted, we believe, by the recent
publication of a book on the subject by a former member of Sec(AS).
The MP has tabled a further six guestions on the subject of "UFOs"
for answer before the Parliamentary recess, two of which follow up
earlier answers he received about an alleged "UFO" incident which
occurred outside RAF Woodbridge in Rendlesham Forest in December 1980

(Hansard extracts attached).

2. The alleged incidents to which Mr Redmond refers occurred
between 27-29 December 1980 when unusual lights were seen by USAF
personnel, including the Deputy Base Commander, outside RAF
Woodbridge. A report of the sighting (copy attached) was forwarded
to the MOD by the RAF Liaison Officer at RAF Bentwaters. The report
was examined by the Department at the time and no other evidence of
any matter of defence signifiéance was found. This is of course the

Department's only interest in such sightings.

3. Our line regarding this alleged incident is that all available
evidence was examined at the time and we are satisfied that nothing
of defence concern occurred in the location on the nights in
question. No additional information has come to light over the last
15 years which calls the original judgement into question.

4. The only documents on the subject held by the Department are the
report itself, limited official comments on the report, and
correspondence from members of the public enquiring about the alleged
events. The wording of the draft reply is in line with that used in
responses to previous Parliamentary Enquiries on the subject (see
attached).

; There i1s no requirement for the Department to contact or reply
"to a witness following receipt of a "UFO" report. It would only have

© Crown Copyright
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been necessary to contact Lt Col Halt had there been any indication
that the sighting was of defence relevance and it was necessary to
interview him further. As this was not the case no response was
appropriate or necessary.

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

Ak rhdkhddhdkdkdbdrhdhrd b hddhdhrhiris

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PQ REFERENCE:1985H
PO TYPE:0rdinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC (AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0NE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

36| To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, who assessed that
the events around RAF Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters in December
1980, which were reported to his Department by Lieutentant Colonel
Charles Halt were of no defence significance; on what evidence the
assessment was made; what analysis of events was carried out; and
if he will make a statement. [39249]
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

ETEETE RS S LSS S SRS R SRR SRS RS SRS

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PO REFERENCE:1986H
PO TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON TUESDAY 23
JULY 1996 = '

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0NE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

31|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what response his
Department made to the report submitted by Lieutentant Colonel
Charles Halt detailing events in Rendlesham Forest in December
1980; what interviews were held; and if he will make a statement.

[39247]

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)/64/4

fﬁ%Jﬁl 96

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM ROY HUGHES, DL, MP — US 2569/96

1. Mr Hughes' constituent,F has written to my staff
seeking information on the MOD's policy on "UFO" sightings on
three recent occasions. Our first reply is attached to hﬁlO\
EEEREGI L ctter, our second which further clarified our

responsibilities and role was despatched on 20 June 1996 (and
would have arrived after—sent this letter to his MP),

and there is another letter awalting our response.

2y challenges our line that if we do not know what has
been observed by a witness, how can we say that it is not of
defence significance. As US of 8 is aware unless there is
corroborating evidence to suggest that the UK Air Defence Regilon
may have been compromised, and to date no "UFO" sighting has
revealed such evidence, we do not make any attempt to establish
the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. It is outside
the MOD's remit to devote defence resources towards providing an
aerial identification service for the public.

3 As we do not make an attempt to provide an explanation for
each "UFO" sighting reported to us, we could not categorically

state that all sightings reported to us have been attributed to
aircraft or natural phenomena. However, from the descriptions

given they are the most likely explanation for them.

4. The attached draft seeks to explain this policy once more to

~ Sec(AS)
MB8247

Enc.
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DRAFT

D/USofS/2569/96 July 1996

Thank you for your letter of 8 July 1996 addressed to Michael

Portillo enclosing one from your constituent_

subject of "unidentified flying objects". I am replying as

this matter falls within my area of responsibility.

As you are aware_has recently been in contact with my

officials and has been advised of the MOD's role and

responsibilities in respect of reports of unidentified flying

objects. Following my official's letter of 28 May which m
-opied to you, he wrote again on 8 June. He will by now

have received a reply, dated 20 June, providing further
clarification of the MOD interest in this subject.
Nevertheless, it would perhaps be helpful if I took this

opportunity to explain MOD's role concerning "UFO" sightings.

I can assure _that my Department takes its

responsibilities for ensuring the effective defence of this
country very seriously indeed. ‘The MOD examines any reports df
"UFO" sightings sent to us solely to establish whether what was
seen might have some defence significance; ie. is there

evidence that the UK Air Defence Region might have been

¥

Roy Hughes, Esq, DL, MP
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compromised by a hostile foreign military aircraft? However,

as has been explained t-unless there are defence

implications we do not attempt to identify the precise nature
of each sighting reported to us. We could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond

our sgpecific defence remit.

As we make no attempt to investigate sightings for which there
is no defence interest, we are not in a positioﬁ to provide a
precise explanation for the hundreds of reports we receive each
year. We believe that rational explanations could be found if
resources were devoted to'so doing. However, it is not the
function of the MOD to provide a general aerial identification
service and would be an inappropriate use of defence resources
if we were to do so. From the types of descriptions we receive
aircraft or natural phenomena probably.account for most of the

observations.

Finally, there is no question that the MOD Would seek to cover-
up any information on the subject of so-called "unidentified
flying objects". The MOD remains open-minded about the
existence of extraterrestrial life, but to date we know of no

evidence which proves that this phenomenon exists.
I hope this explains our specific role and responsibilities in

this matter.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTER REPLYING: ()2

N &S@Q/%

DRAFT REQUIRED BY: 2;’21/;:1 /96

PE REF NUMBER.

onas: (/7756 eron: O - oo e EEEEE

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in

clear, 51mple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All

Ministers prefer to start:

“Thank you for your letter of

. (MP's ref if given) on

behalf of/enclosing one from

your constituent, Mr ... of
.., Toytown about «viw”

If a Minister is replying on

behalf of another Minister

start:

»Thank you for your letter of
addressed to Michael

Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot/Frederick Howe on
behalf etc" _
Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply” and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

“I hope this explains the
position®

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful"

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines 1If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY &
NAMED OFFICIAL AT CGRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNQTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

ot gse send drafts by fax
to

PLEASE USE ONLY ONE METHOD
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B tmsqfs
From: ROY HUGHFS D.L., MP sz (,@
MWEOY.

Tel: H(‘nﬂ‘ne _ é Fax: Home
Office Office
FH

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIAOAA

8 July 1996

I enclose some correspondence I
have received from

South Wales, concerning UFO's.

Would you kindly look into the

matter and let me have a reply

for my constituent?

Please return the enclosures to

me.

Yours sincerely.

Member for Newport East

The Rt Hon Michael Portillo MP
Secretary of State for Defence.

© Crown Copyright
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c : };{_,{Z: C,@\Jéf/
DTl hy
21/06/66
Newport
Gwent -
Dear Sir, ‘

[ am writing to you about my concern regarding the topic of "unidentified flying
objects" that seem to be.operating in our airspace. I have numerous videos with what I would
class as tangible evidence showing such "UFO's” in daylight and at mght taken at various
locations around the country but specifically in areas around Wiltshire. One of these video
clips has been seen on national television late last year on a program called "The Fortean
Review". It shows a "UFQ" in broad daylight hovering over Swindon. I would be happy to
send you a video of these clips to enable you to make up your own mind if you wish to take
my concern seriously. |
[ have previously written to_t the M.o.D. on this subject and have
enclosed a copy of her reply. I realise that you are a very busy man but would appreciate it if
you could read the letter as it clearly states that most of these sightings can be explained as
- aircraft seen from unusual angles and natural phenomena but it does not explain what the rest
of these sightings could be. It worries me a great deal to think that the M.o.D. are not
interested in finding out what this percentage of unexplained sightings could be and that they
can simply say that they do not acknowledge the existence of "UFO's". This in itself is a
strange thing to say as the M.o.D. in the past have denied any involvement in the study of this
subject yet surely some form of research must have taken place for this decision to have been
made. It is a disturbing thought that defence of our country is being handled with guess work
and lack of knowledge.

Once again, I am aware that you are a busy man but would appreciate your time on this

matter. I am just one person in a growing minority of people who believe that something is

going on in our skies and that is on the increase and believe we have the right to know.
Yours sincerely, |

© Crown Copyright
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From:_Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephane {Direct dial) .01?1 218 2140
{Switchbeard] 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your referance

Our reference

| D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Newport . 04; VBRI oA
Gwent 28 May 1996

1 Thank you for your recent letter regarding the subject of
"unidentified flying objects".

2. The Ministry of Defence does look into reports of "UFO"
sightings that are sent to us, many of which are very vagque, but
only to establish if what was seen may have some defence
significance. We believe that down-to-earth explanations are
available for most of these reported sightings, such as aircraft
seen from unusual angles, or natural phenomena.

3., The Royal Air Force is responsible for ensuring that the
integrity of the United Kingdom Air Defence Region is maintained
and that no hostile or unauthorized military aircraft enters UK
airspace. Before a foreign military aircraft may enter UK
airspace it is necessary for Diplomatic Clearance to be sought
from the UK Government which grants permission for the flight to
proceed. Foreign aircraft operate in UK airspace frequently with
such authority; scgﬁ transiting, some participating in joint
exercises etc. Our air traffic controllers would question the
pilots of any military aircraft intending to enter UK airspace
without the requisite diplomatic clearance and if necessary
measures would be taken to turn the aircraft away from our
airspace.

4. To date the Ministry of Defence knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of the alleged phenomena of "UFO/
flying saucers" and therefore no threat to the UK has been
discerned which has been attributed to a so-called “"UFO/flying
saucer"”.
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- You enclose an article from The Observer which reports
comments apparently made by my predecessor in Secretariat(Air
Staff)2 on the subject of "UFQ/flying saucers". As the article

clearly states the views expressed by Bleileaisl represent his
personal opinions and do not represent or reflect the MOD's views.

6. I hope this explains the position.

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4

1"t Jul 96
Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM RT HON KENNETH BAKER, CH, MP - US 2530/96

1. I enclose a draft reply to Mr Baker's letter, covering one
from hisconstituent,# about Government research into

unidentified flying objects.

2 As US of S is aware, the Department's only interest in
"UFO" sightings is to ascertain if what was seen may have had
some defence significance, ie. is there evidence to indicate
that the UK air defence region may have been compromised? If
there is no evidence to suggest a matter of military concern,
Departmental interest in the sighting ceases. Neither Sec(AS)
nor the Cabinet Office, with whom my staff have spoken, are
aware of any other Government interest in "UFOs" or indeed of
any research into "UFO" phenomenon. The draft reply reflects

this.

Sec(AS)?2
MB8247

End.
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*  DRAFT

D/USofS/2530/96 July 1996

Thank you for your letter of 5 July 1996 enclosing one from

Leatherhead, Surrey,_ on the subject of Government

interest in the "UFO" phenomenon.

As _is aware, my Department looks into reports of "UFO"

sightings that are sent to us, many of which are very vague,
but only to establish if what was seen may have some defence
significance, ie. is there evidence to indicate that the UK Air
Defence Region may have been compromised? If there is no
evidence in a sighting to suggest a matter of defence concern,
and to date no "UFO sighting" reported to us has revealed such
evidence, we do not investigate further or seek to provide an
explanation for what was observed. We believe, however, that
down-to—-earth explanations are available for most of these
reported sightings, such as aircraft seen from unusual angles,

or natural phenomena.

My Department does not carry out research into "UFO/flying
saucers". We have no direct interest, expertise or role with

reépect to such matters or .the question of the existence or

Rt Hon Kenneth Baker, CH, MP
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otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain
open-minded. To date, however, we know of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. To the
best of our knowledge, no other Government Department is
conducting research into the "UFO" phenomenon.

-

I hope this explains the position.

THE EARL HOWE
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TO:aEfgliﬁﬁﬁi)QQC}

MINISTER REPLYING: QSQS

PE REF NUMBER:\)S 2SS0 /96

DRAFT REQUIRED BY: (A / 7} /96

DATE: (£ /7/96 FROM:_ PE Unit TEL:-

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Lavout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Blways include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All

Ministers prefer to start:

"Thank you for your letter of
.. {MP's ref if given) on

behalf of/enclosing one from

your constituent, Mr ... of
.., Toytown about ...."

If a Minister is replying con
behalf of another Minister
start:

“Thank you for your letter of
... addressed to Michael
Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot/Frederick Howe on
behalf etc”

Mr Scames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"1 hope this explains the
position”

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful®

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines 1If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any guestions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office..

ALI, DRAFTS MUST BE CLERRED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO COHFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-~-MAIL T0:
parliiamentary Enguiries

other wise send drafts by fax
o )

WLY ONE METHOD
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) HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON, SW1A CAA

(&S :{.).S
Sec (As)
UFQs

From: The Rt. Hon. KENNETH BAKER, C.H., M.P.

¥
ey
e

The Earl Howe

Parliamentary Under Secretary of State
for Defence

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB
5th July 1996

Dear Minister

UFOs

I have received the attached letter from my constituent_

Leatherhead, Surrey.

_would be grateful to know: “What the British Government is doing to discover and
research the truth about UFOs?”.

1 would be grateful for your comments to pass on to my constituent!

I
‘\;
i

(Duwe OuWLle LC,LL{

5
~
z
—
7

s
£ A
(PO

Enc.

(Signed in Mr Baker's absence)
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eatharhead,
SUrrey,

ist July '96

Rt Hon Kenneth Baker MP
House of Commons
WVestminster

London

Dear Mr Baker,
The UFO Phenomenon
I know that the MOD's policy on UFO's is: "unless it effects National
Security we're not interested", but there are many serious scientific and

philosophic aspects to Ufology.

Could you tell me what the British Government is doing to discover and
research the truth about UFQ's 7

There is much more importance to this than just that of National Security
and I would be grateful for any fuller infomation you can provide me with.

Yours sipcerely,

© Crown Copyright
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LLOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)/64/4

12 Jul 96

Parli tarv Branch

LETTER FROM ROGER KNAPMAN MP -~ US 2468/96

1. The correspcndent,“ wrote to Geoffrey-
Clifton Brown MP following sight of an article in the Wiltshire

and Gloucestershire Standard. In accordance with normal

ractice Mr Clifton-Brown has passed this letter to -n 40
— own MP, Mr Knapman, for action.
2 The article in the Wiltshire and Gloucestershire Standard
apparently made reference to Mr Clifton-Brown's exchange of
correspondence with USofS in April 1996 following a letter from
his constituent calling for the release all the information he
believes the MOD is withholding which proves the existence of
alien lifeforms. USofS' response to Mr Clifton-Brown reflected
the standard line on MOD interest in "unexplained" aerial
sighting reports and assured his constituent that there was no
question that the MOD would attempt to cover up information
relating to so—called "UFOs".

3 —expresses his dismay that when he
' reported an "unexpiained” sighting to Sec(AS) in March 1994, in

his opinion he received an unsatisfactory response from us.
This belief may stem from a misunderstanding of the MOD's role
in relation to "unexplained" aerial sightings. As USofS is
aware, our line is that if there is no evidence to suggest a
matter of military concern, official interest in the sighting
ceases. We do not attempt to establish the precise nature of
every "unexplained" sighting reported to us, as it is outside
our remit to devote public funds on investigations which go

beyond our de s owever, this may not have been
made clear tomhen he telephoned Sec(AS).

4. It was thought at the time that _'raay
have witnessed two unconnected events, and one of them could
have been a natural phenomenon. In order to be helpful my
staff suggested that he might care to contact the British
Fireball Survey who would be able to corroborate the presence

of a meteor or fireball at the time of his sighting. There was
no intent to give an obfuscating reply.

© Crown Copyright
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5. I attach a draft response for Lord Howe's consideration,

which clarifies the Department's role in "unexplained"” ‘
sightings and apologising for any misunderstanding our earlier

response may have caused.

Sec(AS)2

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/US0fS/2468/96 : - July 1996

Thank you for your letter of 1 July 1996 enclosing one from

vour constitvent
EESEREI /i chinhampton, Gloucestershire,_ on the

subject of "unidentified flying objects".

My Department does look into reports of "unidentified flying
objects" that are sent to us, but only to establish if what was
seen may have some defence significance. My Department has no
direct interest or role with respect to "UFO/flying saucer"
matters or the question of the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain open-minded.
We believe that down-to-earth explanations are available for
most reported sightings, sﬁch as alrcraft seen from unusual

angles, or natural phenomena.

If there is no evidence in a sighting to suggest a matter of
defence concern and to date no "UFO sighting" reported to us
has revealed such evidence, we do not investigate further or
seek to provide an explanation for what was observed. Since
there was no evidence of this description associated with_‘m

_bservation of 15th March 1994, it would have

been outside the Department‘s'remiﬁ to devote resources towards

further investigations into the sighting. 1 apologise that the

Roger Knapman, Esqg, MP
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Department's earlier letter ta_ did not make

this clear.

Finally, I should like to assure_ that there

is no question that the MOD would attempt to cover-up

information on the subiject of so-called “"unidentified flying

-

objects".

I hope this explains our role and responsibilities in this

matter.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTER REPLYING: USELS

i
DATE: & /7/96 FROM: —PE Unit TEL: -

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layvout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and cleosing All
Ministers prefer to start:
"Thank you for your letter of
v.. (MP's ref if given) on
behalf of/enclosing one from
your constituent, Mr ... of
..., Toytown about ...."

If a Minister is replying on
behalf of another Minister
start: |

“Thank you for your letter of
... addressed to Michael
Portillo/ Nicholas Scames/James

PE REF NUMBER: U] 201GHo06

DRAFT REQUIRED BY: !/~ /96

Arbuthnot /Frederick Howe on
behalf etc®

Mr Socames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position"

"I am sorry 1 cannot be more
helpful®

“I"am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply.”

Deadlines 1If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any gquestions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLERRED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND BNNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send drafts by fax

JHLY ONE METHOD
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From: Roger Knapman, M.P. PE: SeclAS)Z.

U0,
U =

L4 1uL 198

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

1st July, 1996.

I - TR - Y- 9

I enclose this letter 1 have received from my constituent

nhihamp_ton, Gloucestershire and would be grateful if you
could let me have your comments on the points he makes.

\'\F\M QAN .

The Earl Howe, s

Parliamentary Under Secretary of State,
Ministry of Defence,

Wwhitehall,

London, SW1

© Crown Copyright
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Minchinhampton,
Gloucestershire.

59

S June 1996

Geoffrey Clifton-Brown, MP,
House of Commons,
London SW1.

Dear Mr. Clifton-Brown,

I was very much taken by an article I read in the Wiltshire and Gloucestershire Standard on
30th May, 1996, which touched on a reply you had received from the Ministry of Defence
regarding a question you raised about the possible cover up on their part of evidence
pertaining to unidentified flying objects. I note the comments made in the same article by
one of your constituents and for the record would like to add the following experience I had
within the bounds of your constituency, which lcad to a discourse I had with the Ministry of
Defence.

At approximately 10.00pm on a clear, bright night on 15th March, 1994, my wife and I were
approaching Chapman's Cross (crossroads between the road to Sapperton and road to
Cirencester) on our way from our home in Minchinhampton to London. Suddenly we noticed
what looked at first to be a very large, bright star plunge almost vertically into the field
adjacent to the road we were driving along. The actual landing was obscured by a clump of
trees as the car sped past, but when these cleared, a white vertical shaped light was visible
in the left hand corner of the field. It appeared to be about one foot in height.
Simultaneously an oval shaped object about thirty feet in circumference was visible in a more
or less horizontal position to the white light, a good distance further on in approximately the
middle of the same ficld. The oval shaped object had double tiered whirling green lights
(rather like floodlights) which were propelling round and round at a rapid pace.

There was then a cessation of these green lights and an inner oval of red lights started
flashing much closer to the ground. All lights then ceased abruptly, but in the brightness of
the moonlit night it was just possible to observe something that looked like black dust arising

from the then darkened oval object. There was a short period of complete ‘darkness before -

the same procedure repeated itself and this same sequence went on for at least five minutes,
as I had by this time parked the car by the roadside and got out to watch. The white light
at the far left hand side of the field remained constant throughout., Never having experienced
anything quite like this before and feeling rather nervous, yet at the same time curious, I
drove on and took the nearby tuming to Sapperton and skirted the field on this road. The
drive took about seven minutes and on our return to the main road the object was still in the
field with green lights still SWirlmg, then red lights and then darkness, and then repeating as
before.
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Geoffrey Clifton-Brown, MP. - 2 5 June 1996

We again took the side road to Sapperton and drove round the field but this time on our
return to the main road there was nothing to be seen in the field at all. Interesting to note,
too, was the sky which had been so bright even though the moon was not full, and was now
obscured by what appeared to be a veiled dark milky substance, turning what had been a very
bright night into a strangely dark one. In all the object had been in the field approximately
twenty to twenty five minutes. We continued our journey stopping first at The Police Station
in Cirencester to report the incident.

The following morning, 16th March, I rang the MOD to further report the incident and I was
put through to a person at a secretariat who stated that he was 'the responsible officer dealing
with UFOs'. He suggested that it might have been a meteorite or 'fireballs'! |

In response to my offer of a written report, I was invited to send one in, which I did, and in
a later reply it was suggested that I might care to write to an individual who was investigating
fireballs!

I think it does not reflect well on the MOD to give obfuscating replies such as the one |
received. It would have been better, in my view, for the MOD to have been either more
informative and detailed in their reply or to have honestly said that they did not know or
would not tell for specific reasons.

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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5] Written Answers

This helpful recommendation, which reflects the local
opinions that have been voiced over many months by my
hon. Friends and others, will be considered by Bamat
health authority at its next meeting.

Read Codes

Mr. Morgan: To ask the Secretary of State for Health,
pursuant to his answer of 1 July, Official Report, column
334, if he will specify the organisation or person carrying
out the study of the licensing amangements between

Computer Aided Medical Systems plc and the NHS; if

that organisation was chosen by competitive tenders;
when the study was started; when he expected it to be
completed; and if he will place a copy in the Library of
the completed report. [35768]

Mr. Horam: The review of current licensing and
support arrangements for Read codes will be carried out
by Silicon Bridge Research. Since it was chosen for its
particular skills and experience, at a cost below the smgle
tender limit, there was no competitive tender. The review
started an 4 July 1996 and is expected to be completed by
the end of October 1996. A report of its findings will be
placed in the Library.

Truost and Health Authorities {Debts)

Mr. Milburn: To ask the Secretary of State for
Health, pursuant to his answer of 23 May, Official
“Report, column 93, if he will show the amount of bad
debts and claims abandoned for each health anthority
in each region broken down by category for the last
Lhree years. {33097}

Mr. Horam [holding answer 17 June 1996]: The
information will be placed in the Library.

Child Abuse Inquires

Mr. Milburun: To ask the Secretary of State for Health
what was the total cost to public funds of (a) the
independent review of residential care conducted by
Lady Wagner and (b) its report, “Residential Care-A
Positive Choice”. [35146}

. Bowis [holding answer 1 July 1996]: The
information is not available.

DEFENCE

Land Mines

- Mirs. Clwyd: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence
how many JP233 mines were left by United Kingdom
forces at bomb dump M3 in Bahrain after the Gulf war;
and how many of them are currently owned by the United
Kingdom Government. [35360]

Mr. Soames: All JP 233 munitions in Bahrain were
returned to the UK after the Gulf war,

Hawk Trainer Crash, Portugal

Mr. Gordon Prentice: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence, pursuant to his answer of 18 June, Official
Report, column 476, in respect of the crash of a Hawk
trainer, when the NATO standardisation agreement came
into operation. {35691}

13 CWI30-PAGII3
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Written Answers %

Mr. Soames: NATO standardisatiol
first came into operation in 1964.

Official Secrets (Military Accidents)

Mr. Jim Cunningham: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence what proposals he has to alter the provisions
contained in official secrets Iegxslauon in relation to
military incidents resulting in (@) injuries and
{b) fatalities; and if he will make a statemant [35703]

‘Mr. Soames: There are no provisions in official secrets
legislation relanng specifically to such incidents. Service
board of inquiry reports on military incidents resulting in
fatalities are released to the next of kin of deceased
service personnel, on request, subject to the rmmmum of
security requirements.

Armed Forces

Mr. Galbraith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence, pursuant to his answer to the hon. Member for

South Shields (Dr. Clark) of 16 May, Official Report,

column 559, if he will break down the figures for armed
forces by (a) year and (b) service for each year since
1991, [35751]

My, Soames: The strength of the Regulai* armed forces
by service, on 1 April for each year since 1991, was as
follows:

199{ 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

RNRM 62100 62100 54400 55800 50900 48,300
Army 154600 152400 140900 128,600 115900 113,400

RAF ' BB400 86000 80900 75700 70,800  64.700

Total 305,100 300,500 281,200 260,100 237,600 226,400
Others' 2,100 2,000 1,900 1,600 1,000 1,000

‘Locally Engaged Service Personnel. Army figures include Gurkha strengths.
All figures contzin an element for personnel undergoing training.

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence which office within his Department deals with
sightings of unidentified flying objects. [35845]

Mr. Soames: The focal point within my Department
for reports of sightings of unidentified flying Objects is
Secretariat(Air Staff)2a.

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence if he will list by (a) date and (b) location for the
last 10 years unexplainable sightings of unidentified
flving objects received by his Department; and what
action was subsequently taken. [35844]

Mr. Soames: My Department evaluates reports of
“unexplained” aerial phenomena solely in order to
establish whether they may have any defence significance.
Unless there is evidence to indicate that the UK air
defence region may have been compromised, and to date
no sighting has provided such evidence, my Department

- does not investigate or seek to provide an explanation for

what was observed. The question of unexplainable
sightings has not therefore arisen.

© Crown Copyright
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Thu 4 Jul, 1996 17:35 mailbox log Page 1

DATE TO SUBJECT

04/07/96 Parliamentary Ques PQs 1755H and 1767H
Sent: 04/07/96 at 17:35
To: Parliamentary Questions
e B

Ref: 689 .
Subject: PQOs 1755H and 1767H

Text: The attached PQs have a linked background note.
They have been seen and signed off by EESHSIGEN 2nd _

The attachment (Official Report extract) will be walked down to
you during the course of tomorrow morning. '

Priority: Normal | View Acknowledge [*] Attachments [ 2]
Reply Request [ ] Delivery Acknowledge [*] Codes | ]
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5 I NTARY ESTION

MP: MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON VALLEY
PQ REFERENCE: 1755H

PQ TYPE: m ORDINARY WRITTEN

DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 FRIDAY 5 JULY 1996

QUESTION: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, which office
within his Department deals with sightings of unidentified flying
objects.

DRAFT ANSWER: w

The focal point within my Department for reports of sightings of
unidentified flying objects is Secretariat(Air Staff)2a.

APPROVED BY:

Head of Sec(AS) original sign _'I'el— Date 4/7/96
Sec(AS)2 original signeg_ ‘I’el:-ate 4/7/96

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS Se. .t CueT
s <yt

DI55 e
GE3 % j" % L\w C}@ﬁi . ;

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

PARLIAMENTARY STION

MP: MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON VALLEY
PQ REFERENCE: "~ 1767H

PQ TYPE: ORDINARY WRITTEN

DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY:  12:00 FRIDAY 5 JULY 1996

QUESTION: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, 1if he will list
by (a) date and (b) location for the last 10 years unexplainable
sightings of unidentified flying objects received by his Department;
and what action was subsequently taken.

DRAFT ANSWER:

My Department evaluates reports of "unexplained" aerial phenomena
solely in order to establish whether they may have any defence
significance. Unless there is evidence to indicate that the UK Air
Defence Region may have been compromised, and to date no sighting has
provided such evidence, my Department does not investigate or seek to
provide an explanation for what was observed. The question of
unexplainable sightings has not therefore arisen.

APPROVED BY:

Head of Sec(AS) oxiginal signed _‘I’el-)ate 4/7/96
Sec(AS)2 original signed _ Tel:-Date 4/7/96

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS
DPR (RAF)
BIGhG
GE3
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BACKGROUND — PQs 1755H & 1767H

g 38 These PQs follow two recent PQs tabled by Mr Redmond about an
| alleged "unidentified flying object"” incident which occurred outside
RAF Woodbridge in Rendlesham Forest in December 1980. It is not
clear why Mr Redmond has become interested in unidentified flying
objects. There has been an increase in media attention on the
subject of "UFOs" of late, partially as a result of the recent
publication of a book on the éﬁbject by a former member of Sec(AS),
and this may account for his interest.

A There are commonly held misconceptions surrounding the MOD's
role and responsibilities with respect to "unexplained® aerial
phenomeha. The Department has a very limited interest - our only
concern is to establish whether there is any evidence of a matter
which is of defence significance.

3. One of the functions of Sec(AS)2a is to act as the MOD focal
point for reports and correspondence relating to "UFO" sightings.

The task falls to Sec(AS) because the official interest in "UFO
sightings" is an air defence one: is there any evidence in a sighting
of a breach of UK air defences? Our role in relation to reports is
therefore to examine them, with the assistance of the appropriate
experts, as required, to ascertain whether the sighting represents
anything of defence interest. If we judge that it does not, and this
has been the case in respect of all "UFO" sightings reported to the
MOD to date, we do not seek to investigate further or to provide an
explanation of what might have been seen. There are no MOD staff who
work on this subject fullutime, and the work represents a small part
of the overall secretariat function performed by Sec(AS)2a.

| Unfortunately, however, Sec(AS)2a is often erréneously referred to by
the media as the MOD's "UFO" office.

4, Since we do not seek to establish the precise nature of each

sighting reported to us by implication it is guite normal for a
sighting to remain "unexplained" but not require further official

© Crown Copyright
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action. We are therefore unable to provide the details requested in
Mr Redmond's question (PQ 1767H). We have chosen instead to élarify
our official role in relation to "UFO" sightings. The draft answer
follows the wording used in a previous PQ answer on the subject
(House of Lords, Official Report, 7 Dec 94 WA 90) (attached).

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

MP: " MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON
PO REFERENCE: 1755H

PO TYPE:  ORDINARY WRITTEN

DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 FRIDAY 5 JULY 1996

QUESTION: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, which office
within his Department deals with sightings of unidentified flylng
objects.

. DRAFT ANSWER:

The focal point within my Department for reports of sightings of
unidentified flying objects is Secretariat(Air Staff)2a.

APPROVED BY:

Sec(AS)2

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS
DPR(RAF)
DIB5¢
GE3
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PARLIAMENT U N
MP: | MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON VALLEY
PQ REFERENCE: 1767H
PO TYPE: ORDINARY WRITTEN
DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 FRIDAY 5 JULY 1996

QUESTION: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, if he will list
by (a) date and (b) location for the last 10 years unexplainable
sightings of unidentified flying objects received by his Department;
and what action was subsequently taken.

DRAFT ANSWER:

My Department evaluates reports of "unexplained" aerial phenomena
solely in order to establish whether they may have any defence
significance. Unless there is evidence to indicate that the UK Air
Defence Region may have been compromised, and to date no sighting has
provided such evidence, my Department does not investigate or seek to
provide an explanation for what was observed. The question of
unexplainable sightings has not therefore arisen.

&

APPROVED BY:

Sec(AS)2

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS
DPR(RAF)
Dib5e
GE3
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BACKGROUND — PQs 1755H & 1767H

1, These PQs follow two recent PQOs tabled by Mr Redmond about an
alleged "unidentified flying object" incident which occurred outside
RAF Woodbridge in Rendlesham Forest in December 1980. It is not
clear why Mr Redmond has become interested in unidentified flying
objects. There has been an increase in media attention on the
subject of "UFOs" of late, partially as a result of the recent
publication of a book on the subject by a former member of Sec(AS),
and this may account for his interest.

& There are commonly held misconceptions surrounding the MOD's
role and responsibilities with respect to "unexplained" aerial
phenomena. The Department has a very limited interest — our only
concern is to establish whether there is any evidence of a matter
which is of defence significance.

D One of the functions of Sec(AS8)2a is to act as the MOD focal
point for reports and correspondence relating to "UFO" sightings.

The task falls to Sec(AS) because the official interest in "UFO
sightings* is an air defence one: is there any evidence in a sighting
of a breach of UK air defences? Our role in relation to reports is
therefore to examine them, with the assistance of the appropriate
experts, as required, to ascertain whether the sighting represents
anything of defence interest. If we judge that it does not, and this
has been the case in respect of all "UFO" sightings reported to the
MOD to date, we do not seek to investigate further or to provide an
explanation of what might have been seen. There are no MOD staff who
work on this subject full-time, and the work represents a small part
of the overall secretariat function performed by Sec(AS)2a.
Unfortunately, however, Sec(AS)2a is often erroneously referred to by
the media as the MOD's "UFO" office.

4. Since we do not seek to establish the precise nature of each

sighting reported to us by implication it is quite normal for a
sighting to remain "unexplained" but not require further official
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action. We are therefore unable to provide the details requested in
Mr Redmond's question (PQ 1767H). We have chosen instead to clarify
our official role in relation to "UFO" sightings. The draft answer
follows the wording used in a-previous PQ answer on the subject
(House of Lords, Official Report, 7 Dec 94 WA 90) (attached).
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Written Answers

of the sentence and befors we have formed a view &3 (o

the approprinte period in question.

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE: 4TH PERIODIC
REPORT

ford Lester of Herne Hill asked Her Majesty’s
Government:

Whether the 4tk Periodic Report to the Human
Rights Comunitice under Anicic 40 w0 the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights
:ﬂl be subject to parlismentary debate, and if not,

y ol

Baroness Blaich: We have go plans for such a
debate.

Lord Lester of Herne Hill asked Her Majesty's
Government:

Whether they will make their 4th Periodic Report
to the Human Rights Committec undler Atticle 40 to
the Inicrmational Covenant on Civil and Political
?gm;o widely available to members of the public, and

50 how.

Baroness Blatch: The report is already frocly
availahle from the Home Office publications unit, and in
the British Library and the other legal deposit librarics.

SALMON REPORT RECOMMENDATIONS:
IMPLEMENTATION

Lord Harris of Greenwich asked Her Majesty's
Governmeni:
Which recommendations of the Salmoa
Commission on standards in publie life have been
implomuonied and which have not,

Baroness Blateh: Of the 20 recommendations
identificd a8 requiring action. by central and local
governmend, 19 arc known to have been implemented,
fully or in peri, eithouph not necessarily in direct
response (0 the  Salmon report.  They are
recommondations 4, 6, 8, 1114, 16-21, 24-25, 27 and
33-35. Recommendations 13, 7, 9 and 10 have nol
been implemented. Information about the statug of
recormmendations 31, 32 and 26 is not yot aveilable. The
organisation which was the subjcct of roconuncndation
26 hos pow been abolished. Of the remaining nine
recommondations, $ix required no action and three were
addressed lo national political parties. | shall write to
the noble Lord with further detedls of implementation,
or the reasons for mot implementing (the
rocommendations, #s soon as the information is
complcis.

GENERAL GOVERNMENT BORROWING
REQUIREMENT: ESTIMATES

Lord Barnett asked Her Majesty's Government:

Whet 1s ibelr latest cstimate of the goneral
vernment borrowing requirement for the next throe
nancial years; and whai arc the main reasons why
this differs from the public secior borrowing
requirement.

|7 PECEMBER 1994}

@5.07.1996 19:41

Wrilten Answers WA 20

The Parliamentury Under-Secretary of State,
Minlstry of Defencs (Lord Henley): The latest
catimates of the general governmant borrowing
tequiremiont (GGBR) for the next thres ysars were
published in 1able 4.1 of the Financial Statement and
Budge! Repornt 1993-96 and mre given in the table
bolow, The differcnce belwesn the ¢ seclor
borrowing requirement (PSBR) and GGBR s
sccountad for by public corporations market and
overssas borrowing (PCMOB), which has been a
repayment of debt for the past 3 years and is projecied
1o continue as such. ' '

£ billion CCBR _ PCMOR PSBR
1905-56 2.1 -6 s
199697 _ 15 ~2 13
1997-08 : 7 ~2 3

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS: SIGHTINGS
RECORDS

Lord Muson of Barnsley asked Her Majesty's
Govemment:

To what extent official records are kept of sightings
of umldentlficd flylng objects, especially those
sightings that may have & bearing on the alr defonce
of this country; whethér units of the Ministry of
Defence, cspecially RAF units, have standing
instructions to report sightings of unusual flying
objecis; whother roporis arc jopged: end whether
these can now be mado public.

Lord Henley: My department evaluates reports of
unexplained aerial phenomena solely in order fo
cslablish whether they may have any defence
significance, Reports are recelved from a widc range of
sources, including she police and general public, as well
a5 the RAF, which in the context of ils air defence
responsibilitics has standing Instructions to repoti all
sightings of uncxplained actial phenomena. Reports are
placed on mental files in the nonmnal way and arc
therefore subject 1o the Public Records Act; soveral files
on this subject arc available for viewing at the Public
Reeord Office.

© NAIAD AND CAM: TRIGGERS

The Countess of Mar asked Her Majosty's
Qoveroment:

Whether NAIAD (Nerve Agent Immiobilised
Bneyme Alarm and Detector) alarms and CAM
(Computer-Aided  Measurement and  Control)
monitors are commenly triggered by compounds
emitted by jot engines,

Lord Henley: NAIAD (Nerve Agent Immobilised
Enzyme Alarm and Detector) and CAM (Chemical
Agent Monitor) are designed 1o be used in conditions
where they would not normally be in close proximity to
Jet englnes, Nevenheless NAIAD was extensively
evaluated agalnst 2 wide range of slrcraft engine effluent
during 1ts accepiance testing for milliary use. Qut of 18
alroraft lypes, in only one case was alarm condition

PRREND®RR
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

Fhkkhkkkkkhkhhhhhoerhhhhhhhhhthh
MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PQ REFERENCE:1755H
PQ TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON FRIDAY 5
JULY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK QOFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0NE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR_MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

22]T0 ask the Secretary of State for Defence, which office within
his Department deals with sightings of unidentified flying
objects. [35845]
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

khkhkkhbbhkdrddrhkdbbkdrhhbddddrhhrhddiiit

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PO REFERENCE:1767H
PO TYPE:Ordinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON FRIDAY 5
JULY 1996 :

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S):

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

18| To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, if he will list by
(a) date and (b) location for the last 10 years unexplainable
sightings of unidentified flying objects received by his
Department; and what action was subsequently taken. [35844]
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ied Objects (Rendlesham Forest)

“Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
- Defence, pursuant to his answer of 7 May, Official Report,
~ columns 79--20, if he will list the titles of the papers held
by his Department in respect of unidentified objects seen
 in Rendlesham forest, Suffolk; and if he will make a
~ statement. [31490]

Mr. Soames: Apart from a report of the events written

at the time by the United States Air Force deputy base

~ commander at RAF Woodbridge, which has been in the

public domain for a number of years, the documents held

by my Department are internal staffing papers and

‘correspondence from members of the public relating to
the alleged events.

Bourlon Barracks, Catterick

Mr. Home Robertson: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence what was the cost of the structure and fixed
cequipment of building 36 at Bourlon barracks, Catterick,

for the Royal Electrical and Mechanical Engineers light

aid detachment; and if the final payment for that building
has been made by his Department. [31612]

Mr. Soames: The total cost of the structure and fixed
equipment of building 36, Bourlon barracks, REME lad,
was £524,179. The final payment for this building—that
is, the release of retention—has not been made.

Mr. Home Robertson: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence what will be the cost of modifications to the
crane, doors and exhaust ventilation system in the LAD
building (No. 36) at Bourlon barracks, Catterick, to

- facilitate maintenance work on Warmior armoured
personnel carriers. [31614]

Mr. Seames: The estimated cost for the modification
of the crane from a single to a two-speed motor is £5,500.
There are no plans to modify any of the doors in building
36. The exhaust extraction system was modified in
January 1996 at an approximate cost of £2,500.

Sea Training

Sir Dudley Smith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence which operational sea training facilities the
United Kingdom will make available to the Western
- European Union, following the Birmingham declaration
of 7 May. [31746)

Mr. Soames: We will make available, for national or
collective participation by WEU nations, the Royal
Navy's operational sea training facility at Plymouth, and
the joint maritime courses which are run off the coast
of Scotland.

Western European Union

Sir Dudley Smith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what plans he has to develop further the Western
European Union’s intelligence section. [31750]

Mr. Soames: The intelligence section agreed by
Ministers in 1995 is not operational. Any further
- development of its capabilities would be undertaken by
WEU in the light of experience.

22 CWII3-PAGZ22

10 JUNE 1996 Wri

Sir Dudley Smith: T4
Defence what progress has b
European Union mobility
European Uniop Minisies
Birmingham and the mectii o

Chiefs of Defence Staff jn 1o [31752]

M_r: Soames: Foﬂowing' it ent of the strategic
mobility concept by Chjefs o nce Staff and by
Ministers, a special WEU working

o g group has begun
examining the most effective mean§ by which the concept
might be implementeqd. & ' ) '

Sir Dudley Smith: To ask

- Defence what estimate he has
Western European Union will be }
a full-scale Petersherg-type operati

Mr. Seames: Our target is fo
conducting a small-scale crisis ma
the end of 1996. Achievement of
WEU making further progress
improvements we have initiated during our presidency.

Sir Dudley Smith: To ask the
Defence which countries have not
provide intelligence data to the

ary of State for
date offered to

Union’s intelligence section. [31751]
Mr. Soames: This is a ma . the nations
concerned. T o
Sir Dudley Smith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what measures will be tak crease the
involvement of the associate partnes in Western

European Union’s work on operatio

onal development with
particular reference to Africa peacekeeping

g, exercise

policy and humanitarian task force o [31749]

Mr. Soames: WEU associate par ve already
taken part in discussions on the specific issues referred to
by the hon. Member. They have also { 1 invited to

provide information on the forces that the ‘might make
available for WEU operations. We look forward to their
further involvement in discussions on other _operational
matters. L

Sir Dudley Smith: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence if he will encourage the Western European Union
to add a public relations element to its Cirrént crisis
exercises, Crisex 96. e {31753]

Mr. Soames: WEU intends to use this exercise to
promote its operational role to the media, and plans a
press visit to the exercise. WEU will also be testing
internally new procedures for operational public
information policy, developed as a UK initiative,

Sea Harrier Aireraft

Mr. Home Robertson: To ask the Secreial’)'of State
for Defence how many Sea Harrier aircraft have been Jost

in the last year; how many new aircraft from the attrition
batch whose procurement was announced in Janitary'1994
have now been deployed in squadron service: ag
replacements; and what navigation system was fitted tq
those replacement aircraft when they were deli‘_{gggg_;by
British Aerospace. U [31758)
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PA NTARY ESTION
MP: : MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) DON VALLEY
PO REFERENCE: 1492H
PQ TYPE: ORDINARY WRITTEN

DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 THURSDAY 6 JUNE 1996

QUESTION: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, pursuant to his
Answer of 7th May, Official Report, columns 19-20, if he will list
the titles of the papers held by his Department in respect of the
unidentified objects seen in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk, and if he
will make a statement.

' DRAFT ANSWER: Apart from a report of the events written at the time
by the USAF Deputy Base Commander at RAF Woodbridge, which has been
in the public domain for a number of years, the documents held by my
Department are internal staffing papers and correspondence from
members of the public relating to the alleged events.

APPROVED BY:

Sec(AS)2

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS )
DPR(RAF) )
DI55¢ ) without attachments
DD GE/AEW )
Sec(AS)1 )
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BACKGROUND - 1492H

1. This PQ is a follow on to PQ 1220H (Official Report 7 May 96
columns 19-20 attached), which sought the classification of the
documents held by the MOD in respect of the alleged events at

Rendlesham Forest in December 1980.

2. Mr Redmond has asked a large number of PQs on military low
flying over the years and it is our understanding that he tables many
of these questions on behalf of _ a researcher into low
flying and other military aviation issues, rather than as a result of
any direct personal interest. It is not clear why Mr Redmond is
specifically interested in the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest,
but it is a subject which continues to fascinate "UFO" enthusiasts,
and is a topic about which Seé(&S) continues to receive regular

correspondence.

LR The alleged incidents occurred between 27-29 December 1980 when
unusual lights were seen by USAF personnel, including the Deputy Base
Commander, outside RAF Woodbridge. A report of the sighting (copy
attached) was forwarded to the MOD by the RAF Liaison Officer at RAF
Bentwaters. The report was examined by the Department at the time
and no other evidence of any matter of defence significance was
found. This is of course the Department's only interest in such

sightings.

4, Our line regarding this alleged incident is that all available
evidence was examined at the time and we are satisfied that nothing
of defence concern occurred in the location on the nights in
question. No additional infofmation has come to light over the last

15 years which calls the original judgement into question.

5 The only documents on the subject held by the Department are the
report itself, limited official comments on the report, and |
correspondence from members of the public enquiring about the alleged

events.
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Unidentified Objects, (Rendlesham Forest)

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what is the current security classification on the
~ documents his Department holds on the unidentified

objects seen by members of the United States Ax:me_d
Forces in Rendlesham forest, Suffolk in 1980; and if he
will make a statement. [27644]

" Mr. Soames: The papers Held by my Departmen
* relating to the alleged events at Rendlesham foresy =
* Quffolk in 1980 are unclassified.

© Crown Copyright
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 81ST COMBAT SUPRORT CROUP (USAFE)
- APO MEW YORK 09755

_._..:l;:LYGE LD R T g e e e ]3 J&,] 81
sypaEct; Unexplained Lights . _ S
vo: RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gaty at .
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft‘m1ght have crashed or been forced °
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate. °°
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrelmen fo pro-
ceed on foet. The individuals reported seeing a stranoce glowing UbJECL
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to thres meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It jlluminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had & pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue 1ights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the patrcimen approached the gbject, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby ferm went into a
frenzy. -The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later nzar

the back gete.

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

- found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following
night {28 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. ”“La/gamma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak rezdings in the three de-
pressions end near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.
A nearby tres had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree
toward the depressions.

3. Later in the night a red sun-like light was sesn through the trees.
It nioved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared toc throw off glowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were noticed
in the sky, two objects te the north and one to the scuth, all of which
were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidiy in sharp angular
movements and displayed red, green and B1ue"}ights. The objects to the
north appeared .to be elliptical through an 8-12 peower lens. They then
turned to fuil circles. The objects to- the«nertﬁ rem51Qﬂd in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time. to tize. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aetivities in paragraphs

7 e 74
w/ér///,f ,

CHARLES I. BALT, Lt Col,
Deputy Base uommander
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

hkhdkhhkdh kbbb ddbhhbhrdhrddhhddidrdw

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PQ REFERENCE:1482H
PQ TYPE:Ordinary Written.

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE FOR RETURN TO THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON THURSDAY 6
JUNE 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S): .

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0ONE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR_MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)

15| To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, pursuant to his
Answer of 7th May, Official Report, columns 19-20, if he will list
the titles of the papers held by his Department in respect of
unidentified objects seen in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk; and if he
will make a statement. [31490]
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE A
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDOCN SW%’- \ 2H
Telephone 017121 ivecineinenes {Direct Dialling) | U
- . 0171-21 89000 {Switchboard)
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE i g ' :
FOR DEFENCE CT: U CS QZM“} |
D/US of S/FH 1199/96/M - o+h, May 1996

xw Mo, QFZ)SU

In my letter of 14 May, I promised to write to you again once
enquiries to the Public Record Office about Blue Streak missile
test film footage had been completed.

First you will wish to know that all official military film
footage which has been selected for preservation 1s transferred to
the Imperial War Museum (the official repository for such material
as approved by the Lord Chancellor). The Blue Streak test f£ilm
mentioned in the BBC2 programme 'Tales of the Paranormal’' last
month is not held by the Ministry of Defence, nor the Public-
Record Office, but enquiries have revealed that copies of the 14
minute footage, which was sponsored by the Central Office of
Information and produced by The Rank Organisation, are held by the
Imperial War Museum and the Central Office of Information.

You may be interested to know that in response to a similar
gquery about the film from a member of the public in June 1964 MOD
staff obtained a few 'clippings' of the aborted Blue Streak launch
from Pathe Ltd which revealed that the 'object' observed in the
film was in fact believed to be an internal camera reflection
which is an apparently well-known phenomenon amongst photographic
specialists. Contemporary papers are in the public domain and are
available at the PRO under reference AIR 2/17526. I should add
that it remains the case that to date the MOD knows of no evidence
which substantiates the existence of lifeforms of extraterrestrial
origin.

Until 2014 access to the original. Blue Streak test film held
by the Imperial War Museum is only possible with the specific

John Fraser Esg MP

Oh
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permission of the Central Office of Information as they own the
Copyright to the film. Should anyone wish to view the footage
they should contact in the first instance:

Head of Footage Film

Central Office of Information
Hercules House

London SEl1 7DU

I hope this is helpful.

THE EARL HOWE

&S

Regycied Paoer

© Crown Copyright
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met these by the end of 1994 as required. A Council
Decision, based on further results from the study is now
under discussion in Brussels. - : i

The Government do not believe that culpable errors
have been made and the question of seeking
compensation does not arise.

BSE: Government-funded Research Projects

Lord Kennet asked Her Majesty’s Government:

Whether those scientists who were not convinced
of the officially accepted accounts of BSE were
prevented from participating in gevernment-funded

research on the subject.

Lordﬁ Lucas: No. We are preparefi to consider
applications from anyone but all applications do_of
course have to be subject to the normal scrutiny
procedures to demonstrate that a parttcu}ar proposal is
scientifically valid and that the potential contractors
have the expertise and the technical resources to
undertake the proposal. One of the Ministry’s known
critics, Dr. Narang, has been involved as a censxﬂtan.t in
a MAFF and BBSRC-financed research project

specifically to look at his ideas.

Pesticides Safety Directorate: Targets

| Lord Kennet asked Her Majesty’s Government:

Why the first target Mr. Douglas Hogg has set for
the Pesticides Safety Directorate is “to achieve
100 per cent. recovery of [its own] costs”? (House of

" Commons, Written Answers, col. 615, 18th April

1996.)

Lord Lucas: Full recovery of costs is one of a set
of targets relating to the Pesticides Safety Directorate’s
financial performance, efficiency and delivery of
pesticides approval services and policy advice in

1996-97. They are all equally important and the

sequence simply follows the pattern of previous years,

Releases to the Environment:
Advisory Committee’s Reports

Lord Kennet asked Her Majesty’s Government:
Why there is 1o requirement on the Advisory
Committee on Releases to the Environment to

roduce an annual report, and whether they will now
fequ?rz it to do so in a readily understandable form.

Lord Lucas: There is no need for such a statutory
requirement. The Advisory Committee on Rclease:s to
_the Environment has published annual reports since

1994 and will continue to do so. These reports are

available in the Library.

34 LWe3-PAGIS
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Written Answers ﬂﬂ 68

Creutzfeldt Jakob Disease |

A I

Lord Burnham asked Her Majesty’s Govamm%é%ﬁm

what was the number of cases of CID over the same
period.

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State,
Department of Health (Baroness Cumberlege): The
information requested is published in the Fourth Annual
Report of the National Creutzfeldt Jakob Disease
Surveillance Unit (August 1995), copies of which are
available in the Library. In 1995, 43 cases from probable
and definite CJD have been reported, of which 36 were
sporadic CID. In 1996 to date, 14 cases have been
reported, of which 13 were sporadic CID,

.. Lord Jenkins of Putney asked Her Majesty’s
' Government:

. What activity takes place at Menwith Hill and
- which Minister is responsible and whether the RAF
or the United States National Security Agency are
involved; and what was the outcome of proceedings
against women of the Peace Camp there at Ripon
Magistrate’s Court on 4th April.

>

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State,
- Ministry of Defence (Earl Howe): Menwith Hill
~ operates as a field station of the US National Security
“Agency and is an integral part of the worldwide
US Department of Defense communications network
“which supports UK, US and NATO interests. There is
an RAF presence at the site, which has now been
retitled RAF Menwith Hill to bring it into line with other
RAF sites made available by the Ministry of Defence to
he United States Government. The Minister of State for
Armed Forces is responsible for RAF Menwith Hill.

~ We are not aware of any proceedings taken against
the peace protestors at RAF Menwith Hill on 4th April
1996. A number of cases were brought before Ripon
- Magistrates Court on 3rd April 1996 for criminal
lamage and by-laws offences, but these were adjourned
or trial at a later date.

Armed Forces Medical and Dental Officers:
Pay Award

Lord Westhury asked Her Majesty’s Government:

What recommendations the Armed Forces Pay
Review Body has made on the pay of medical and
- dental officers in the Armed Forces. '

The Lord Privy Seal (Viscount Cranborne): The
Armed Forces Pay Review Body has made
recommendations on the pay of medical and dental
officers in the Armed Forces in a supplementary report
being published today. Copies are available in the

-t Printed Paper Office and the Library of the House.

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
({ may 96

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM JOHN FRASER MP ~ US 1199/96 — BLUE STREAK MISSILE
TEST FILM FOOTAGE

5 Following Lord Howe's interim reply sent on 14 May, we are
now in a position to provide a substantive response to the
query from Mr Fraser.

2, Mr Fraser is seeking information on behalf of a
constituent whose enguiry was prompted by last month's BBC2
“Tales of the Paranormal" programme about "UFOs”. The
programme, which was made by Ms Jenny Randles, a prominent
member of the "UF0" lobby, featured footage filmed inside the
Public Record Office (PRO) at Kew.

3. Ms Randles stated that during testing of the Blue Streak
misseile at Woomera South Australia in 1964, one of the launches
was aborted because a '‘spaceman’' was seen in the vicinity of
the launch site. She also stated that although most of the
film of the Blue Streak tests is available to the public, one
reel which contains the aborted launch footage has been
withheld from the public domain. The implication was that all
the Blue Streak missile test film is held by the PRO for public
viewing except the footage of the aborted launch. Examination
of the files has shown that Ms Randles' use of the material at
the PRO was to say the least selective.

4, The Imperial War Museum (IWM) is the official repository
of official military film selected for preservation, as
approved by the Lord Chancellor. The National Film and
Television Archive holds official non-military film selected
for preservation. The PRO does not hold archived official film
footage. There is documented evidence in the PRO that in 1964,
following an enguiry from a member of the public, MOD branch
S4(Air) went to a great deal of trouble to identify the source
of the film of the aborted launch. They approached The Rank
Organisation, the Central Office of Information (COI) and
Associated British-Pathe Ltd. Pathe Ltd were able to provide
them with relevant 'clippings' from the film and expressed
their judgement that the object seen on the film was an
internal camera reflection.

5. The 'clippings' sent to the MOD did not survive on the
files, but further approaches to the IWM and the COI reveal
that both hold a copy of the 14 minute Blue Streak test £ilm,
which was sponsored by the COI and produced by The Rank
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Organisation. The IWM also holds a few reels of "off-cuts",
Therefore, contrary to the results of initial enquiries,
"official" footage of the aborted Blue Streak launch does in
fact exist and is held by the IWM and the COI. However, the
footage can only be viewed by members of the public with the
permission of the COI, which owns the Copyright to the film
until 2014. The film itself is not sensitive.

6. Additional information uncovered reveals that the Blue
Streak film footage also featured in the COI catalogue "Films
from Britain", 1968/69 which is an indication that there are
probably numerous copies of the film in circulation throughout
the world. It is possible that Ms Randles viewed the other
Blue Streak test material from a "commercial® film archive.

7. Neither the MOD nor the PRO hold Blue Streak test film
footage. Anyone wishing to view the film would need to
contact the IWM or the COI. I attach a draft explaining the
above for Lord Howe's consideration.

Sec (AS) 2

Enc.
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DRAFT

D/USofS/1199/96 : : May 1996

Further to my letter of 14 May, and following enquiries'which
have been made with thé Public Record Office, I am now in a .
position to offer you a substantive reply to your letter to
Michael Portillo of 22 April 1996 regarding Blue Streak missile

T

test film footage.

First you will wish to know that all official military film
footage which has been selected for preservation is transferred
to the Imperial War Museum (the official repository for such
material as approved by the Lqrd Chancellor). The Blue Stfeak
test film mentioned in the BBC2 programme 'Tales of the
Paranormal’ last month is not held by the Ministry of Defence,
nor the Public Record Office, but enquirieé have revealed that
copies of the 14 minute footage, which was sponsored by the
Central Office of Information and produced by The Rank
Qrganiéation, are held by the Imperial War Museum and the

Central Office of InfOrmatidn.

You may be interested to know that in response to a similar

John Fraser, MP
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query about the film from a member of the public in June 1964
MOD staff obtained a few 'clippings' of the aborted Blue Streak
laﬁnch from Pathe Ltd which revealed that the 'object’ oﬁserved
in the film was in fact believed to be an internal camera
reflection which is an apparently well-known phenomenon amongst
photographic specialists, and was not a so~calied “spacemman“..
Contemporary papers are in the public domain_and are available
at the BRO under reference AIR 2/17526. I should add that it
reméins the case that to date the MOD knows of no evidence
which subétantiates the existance_of lifeforms of

extraterrestrial origin.

Until 2014 access to the original Blue Streak test film held by
" the Imperial War Museum is only possible with the specific
permission of the Central Office of Informationlas they own the
Copyright to the film. Should anyone wish to view the footage

they should contact in the first instance:

Head of Footage Film

Central Office of Information
Hercules House

London SE1 7DU

I hope this is helpful.

THE EARL HOWE
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"PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

m

v | FOR IMMEDIATE ACTIO

e

Cﬁ‘a ( {ﬁ\:;>?/b

MINISTER REPLYING: ija;&ffb

PE REF NUMBER:

E{ &igg /96

DRAFT REQUIRED BY: % f”’lu

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.

Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background nokte is- feduired
unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All
Ministers prefer to start:
"Thank you for your letter of
(MP's ref 1if given) on
behalf of/enclosing one from
your constituent, Mr ... of
., Toytown about .

If a Minister is replying on
behalf of another Minister
start:

"Thank you for your letter of

; addressed to Michael
Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

e s A SR

Arbuthnot/Frederlck Howe on
behalf etec”

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I

have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of

responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position®

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful®

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any guestions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO SHOW THIS HAS
BEEN DONE.

| WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
{ BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:

Parliamentary Enquiries

other send drafts by fax
to PLEASE USE ONLY ONE
METHOD

TR
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SeclhAS)K

R

JOHN FRASER M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

Rt Hon Michael Portillo M.P,

Secretary of State

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall |

LONDON S.W.]1A 2HB 22nd April 1996

-“""Folloﬁ*ing an enquiry I have received, is it possible to have available to the public now the
- Aborted Blue Streak Missile Launch which took place in May 1964 at Woomera South,

Australia?

I understand that the Blue Streak Missile test film can now be reviewed having been released
by the Records Office with the exception of the Aborted Blue Streak Missile Launch,

'1am told that the Aborted Launch is a piece of film referred to in the BBC 2 documentary
on Thursday 11th April 1996 in which the *Cumberland Spaceman’ makes an appearance.

i understand there are references to this Aborted Launch in the Public Records Office and
.- 1s there any reason why the archive film is not now publicly available?
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Wed 15 May, 1996 13:45 mailbox standard Page 1
DATE FROM SUBJECT
15/05/96 Hd of CS(RM)1 PE: BLUE STREAK MISSILE LAUNCH
Intended: |
Sent: 15/05/96 at 12:39 Delivered: 15/05/96 at 13:29
To: SEC(AS)2A (2)
4 B
Ref: 32 |
From: Hd of CS(RM)1 Auth by:

Subject: PE: BLUE STREAK MISSILE LAUNCH

Find attached, one suggested addition, a number of minor
corrections and a .contact for permission to obtain access to the

£ilm.

Regards
Priority: Normal SEE PAGE ~ Attachments [ 1]
Reply Request [ ] View Acknowledge [*] Codes [ ]
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LLOOSE MINUTE

CS(RM)/4/6/37
15 May 1996
SEC{AS)2a

-

PE: BLUE STREAK MISSILE LAUNCH FILM

Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/4 dated 13 May 1996
1. Thank you for sight of your initial drafts.

2. Your background note covers all the salient points and from my
point of view requires only one very minor change, the PRO is the
Public Record Office.

3. 1 would suggest the addition of the following in the draft
letter to the MP *... and was not the so-called "spaceman".
Contemporary papers are in the public domain and are available at
the PRO under reference AIR 2/17526." Additionally, the "s" to be
deleted from Records in paras 1 and 2, and a minor spelling error,
also in para 1, "enquiries".

mperial War Museum "... contact in the first instance
Head of Footage Film, Central Office of Information
Hercules House, London SE1 7DU (telephone no.—

facsinile no. EETNEMNNNNN

4, Finally, a contact should anyone wish to view the film held bi

signed

Hd CS(RM)1

o0

© Crown Copyright
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SECRETARY OF STATE

D/S of S/MP 1323/96/M \S May 1996

Thank you for your letter of 29 April enclosing one from

"unidentified flying objects".

My Department does lcok into reports of "UFO" sightings that
are sent to us, many of which are very vague, but only to
establish if what was seen may have some defence significance. We
believe that down—to-earth explanations are available for most of
these reported sightings, such as aircraft seen from unusual

angles, or natural phenomena.

_asks about files containing reports of "UFOs" made
to the Ministry of Defence. He will wish to be aware that in
common with all government files, MOD files are subject to the
provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967, which
states that official files generally remain closed from public
viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. It was
generally the case that before 1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed
after five years, as at the time there was insufficient public

interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. Since

The Rt Hon Alfred Morris AO QSO MP
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1967, following an increase in public interest in this subject, it
has been our policy that such files are to be routinely preserved.
A few files from the Fifties and early Sixties did, however,
survive and are available for examination by members of the
public. They may be viewed at the Public Record Office, Ruskin
Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TWS 4DU. The references of these

files are as follows:

AIR 16/1199 AIR 20/9994
AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/16918
AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17318
AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17526
AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17527

PREM 11/855

My Department does not carry out research into "UFO/flying
saucers”. We have no direct interest, expertise or role with
respect to "UFO/flying saucers" or the question of the existence
or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain
open-minded. However, to date we know of no evidence which

substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

I should like to assure _that there is no question
that the MOD would attempt to withhold information on the subject

of so-called "unidentified flying objects".

MICHAEL PORYTILLO
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A.2HB
Telephone 0171-21........ccco.....(Direct Dialling) o

0171-21 89000 (Switchboard) b(‘\ J\i\%j
_ L

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 1199/96/S 1 4p, May 1996

- TP L c;ﬂmhg,&pj

Thank you for your letter of 22 April 1996 to Michael
Portillo about the film of the aborted Blue Streak Missile Launch
in May 1964. I am replying as this matter falls within my area of
responsibility.

In order to answer your query it will be necessary for
enquiries to be made with the Public Records Office. I shall
write to you again when these enquiries are completed.

THE EARL HOWE

John Fraser Esqg MP

Recycled Pape:
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MINISTRY OF DEFENQE Uﬁ‘ «-)

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LQNE}DN SW1A 2HB
Telephone 0171-21.. ...(Direct Digiling}
0171-21 89000 (Swﬁchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S FH 1002/96/A

J\Hh, May 1996

ur letter of 15 April, enclosing one from!
Woodmancote, about "unidentified flying objects
and "allien artefacts”.

My Department does look into reports of "UFO" sightings that are
sent to us, many of which are very vague, but only to establish if
what was seen may have some defence significance. We believe that
down-to-earth explanations are available for most of these reported
sightings, such as aircraft seen from unusual angles, or natural
phenomena.

The Department has no direct interest, expertise or role with
respect to “UFO/flylng saucer" matters or the gquestion of the
existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we
remain open-minded. However, to date we know of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

_may wish to be aware that in common with all government
files, MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public Records
Act of 1958 and 1967, which states that official files generally
remain closed from publlc viewing for 30 years after the last action
has been taken. It was generally the case that before 1967 all "UFO"
files were destroyed after five years, as at the time there was
insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent
retention. Since 1967, following an increase in public interest in
this subject, it has been our pelicy that such files are to be
routinely preserved. A few files from the Fifties and early Sixties
did, however, survive and are available for examination by members of
the public. They may be viewed at the Public Record Office, Ruskin
Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references of these
files are as follows:

Geoffrey Clifton-Brown Esq MP

Recycied Pags
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AIR 16/1199  AIR 20/9994
AIR 20/7390  AIR 2/16918

 AIR 20/9320  AIR 2/17318
AIR 20/9321  AIR 2/17526
AIR 20/9322  AIR 2/17527
PREM 11/855

All surviving paperwork from over 30 years ago on the subject
of "UFOs" previously held by the MOD has now been t d to
the Public Records Office. I should like to assure that
there is no question that the MOD would attempt to cover-up
informatiofdl on the subject of so-called "unidentified flying

objects".

I hope this explains the position.

THE EARL HOWE

o,
=

Recycled Paper
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Mon 13 May, 1996 18:14 mailbox log Page 1
DATE TO SUBJECT ' '
13/05/96 Hd of CS(RM)1 PE 1199/96 — BLUE STREAK MISSILE

Sent: 13/05/96 at 18:14
To: Hd of CS(RM)1
cC:

Ref: 605
Subject: PE 1199/95 — BLUE STREAK MISSILE TEST FILM

Hopefully this will be the last time I bother you with this one.

Priority: Urgent View Acknowledge [*] Attachments [ 1]
Reply Request [ ] Delivery Acknowledge [*] | Codes | ]
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
13 May 96

Head of CS(RM)1

PE: UE STREAK MISSIL N F AG

1. Thank you for the additional information which you were
able to provide to assist with the response to PE US 1199/96.

By The difficulty with this one is that there is so much
information which I have had to distil down. Attached you will
see that I have put together a proposed first draft. It still
requires some finessing, but I should be grateful if you would
look it over and advise me whether I have misunderstood
anything which you have told me, or whether there are any other
points which the Minister might usefully make in his reply.

3. I should also be grateful if you'would let me know how a
member of the public might be able to reguest a viewing of the
Blue Streak footage held by the IWM, ie. an enquiries number at
IWM etc.

4. Thank once more for your help with this time consuming
enquiry.

MB8245
CHOTS: SEC(AS)2A (2)

Bne.
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
May 96

Parliamentary Branch

e,

D R A F T

TER FROM JOHN FRA&E__MP - US 11 23[25 BLUE STREAK MISSILE

ES$ FILM FOOTAGE

1. Following Lord Howe's interim reply sent on ** May, I am
now in a position to provide a substantive response to the
qguery from Mr Fraser.

2y Mr Fraser is seeking information on behalf of a
constituent whose enquiry was prompted by last month's BBC2
"Tales of the Paranormal” programme about "UFOs". The
programme, which was made by Ms Jenny Randles, a prominent
member of the "UFO" lobby, featured footage filmed inside the
Public Records Office (PRO) at Kew.

3 Ms Randles stated that during testing of the Blue Streak
Missile at Woomera South Australia in 1964, one of the launches
was aborted because a 'spaceman' was seen in the vicinity of
the launch site. She also stated that although most of the
film of the Blue Streak tests is available to the public, one
reel which contains the aborted launch footage has been
withheld from the public domain. The implication was that all
the Blue Streak Missile test film is held by the PRO for public
viewing except the footage of the aborted launch. Ms Randles
use of the material she obtained from the files at the PRO was

selective.

4, The Imperial War Museum is the official repository of
official military film selected for preservation, as approved
by the Lord Chancellor. The National Film and Television
Archive holds official non-military film selected for
preservation. The PRO does not hold archived official film

© Crown Copyright
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footage. There is documented evidence in the PRO that in 1964,
following an enquiry from a member of the public, MOD branch
S4(Air) went to a great deal of trouble to identify the source
of the film of the aborted launch. They approached The Rank
Organisation, the Central Office of Information (COI) and
Associated British-Pathe Ltd. Pathe Ltd were able to provide
them with ‘clippings® from.the film and expressed their
judgement that the object seen on the film was an internal

camera reflection.

5. The 'clippings' sent to the MOD did not survive on the
files, but further approaches to the Imperial War Museum (IWM)
and the COI reveal that both hold a copy of the 14 minute Blue
Streak test film, which was sponsored by the COI and produced
by The Rank Organisation. The IWM also holds a few reels of
"off-cuts®. Therefore, contrary to the results of initial
enquiries, "officilal" footage of the aborted Blue Streak launch
does in fact exist and is held by the IWM and the COI.

However, the footage can only be viewed by members of the
public with the permission of the COI, which owns the Copyrighﬁ
to the film until 2014. The film itself is not sensitive.

6. Additional information uncovered reveals that the Blue
Streak film footage also featured in the COI catalogue "Films
from Britain", 1968/69 which is an indication that there are
probably numerous copies of the film in circulation throughout
the world. It is possible that Ms Randles viewed the other

Blue Streak test material from a "commercial” film archive.

2 Neither the MOD nor the PRO hold Blue Streak test film
footage. Anyone wishing to view the film would need to
contact the IWM or the COI.

8. I attach a draft explaining the above for Lord Howe's

consideration.
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DRAFT

D/USofS/1199/96 May 1996

Further to my letter of *** May, and following enquires
which_have been made with the Public Records Office, I am now
in a position to offer you a substantive reply to your letter
to Michael Portillo of 22 April 1996 regarding Blue Streak

missile test film footage.

First you will wish to know that all official military
film footage which has been selected for preservation is
transferred to the Imperial War Museum (the official repository
for such material as approved by the Lord Chancellor). The
Blue Streak test film mentioned in the BB(C2 programme. 'Tales of
the Paranormal' last month is not held by the Ministry of
Defence, nor the Public Records Office, but enquiries have
revealed that copies of the 14 minute footage, which was
sponsored by the Central Office of Information (COI) and
produced by The Rank Organisation, are held by the Imperial War

Museum and the Central Office of Information.
You may be interested to know that in response to a

similar query about the film from a member of the public in

June 1964 MOD staff obtained 'clippings' of the aborted Blue
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Streak launch from Péthe Ltd which revealed that ﬁhe 'object'
observed in the film was in fact believed to be an internal
camera reflection which is an apparently well-known phenomenon
amongst photographic specialists, and was not a so-called
"space-man". I shouid-add that it remains the case that to
date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the

existence of craft or lifeforms of extraterrestrial origin.

Until 2014 access to ﬁhe original Blue Streak test film
held by the Imperial War Museum is only possible with the
specific permission of the Central Office of Information as
they own the Copyright to the film. Should anyone wish to view
the footage they should [details of how members of the public

can request to view the material]

I hope this is helpful.

John Fraser, MP - THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

RS ¢

LOOSE MINUTE

CS{RM)/4/6/37
10 May 1996
SEC{AS)2a

PE: BLUE STREAK MISSILE LAUNCH FILM

1. I regret the delay in forwarding the outcome of my research on
this subject, but CHOTS was down yesterday! :

2. You should by now have received copies of the various documents
PRO official with responsibility for MOD, managed

to track down. I hope you agree that it is clear from these papers
that Jenny Randles use of this material was at best selective!

3. S4(Air) went to a great deal of trouble to identify the source
of the film following an enguiry from a member of the public -
approaching The Rank Organisation, the Central Office of
Tnformation and Associated British-Pathe Ltd. Also note the film
provided by Pathe was not cinematic film in the convention sense
but just a few clippings from the film (these clippings have not
survived on the file). Pathe also provide their own explanation
for the phenomenon (E65A).

4. Conversations with representatives from the Imperial War Museum
and COI confirm both hold a copy of the "Blue Streak" film - a 14
minute film sponsored by the COI and produced by Rank. The IWM
also holds a few reels of “"off-cuts®. Access tosthis material for
a period of up to 50 years is only possible without the specific
permission of the COI. This is not because of any sensitivity but

apparently for Copyright reasons.

5. You should also note, and on the face of it in apparent
contradiction with the information contained in para 4, there must
be numerous copies of the film in circulation throughout the
world. The film was originally featured in the COI catalogue
“Films from Britain®, 1968/69.

6. It would therefore appear "official” film on the launches is
available. To the best of our, MOD, COI and IWM collective,
knowledge no film is held back. As previously suggested, my minute
of 2 May, could she talking about a "commercial" film archive?

© Crown Copyright
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7. I would welcome a copy of your submission to Ministers in due
course.

signed

Hd CS(RM)1 |
BRAO7
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Fri 10 May, 1996 8:28 mailbox standard Page 1
DATE FROM SUBJECT CODES
10/05/96 Hd of CS(RM)1 PE: BLUE STREAK MISSILE LAUNCH FILM [ ]
Intended:
Sent: 10/05/96 at 8:05 Delivered: 10/05/96 at 8:03
To: SEC(AS)2A (2) -
3 i
Ref: 30
From: Hd of CS(RM)1 Auth by:

Subject: PE: BLUE STREAK MISSILE LAUNCH FILM

Text: Advice attached.

Priority: Normal SEE PAGE Attachments [ 1]
Reply Request [ ] View Acknowledge [*] Codes | ]
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18th Augagt 194

You wrote %o me on the 15th Junelabout an
alloged mystericus object in the film|of the
Blus Sireak Launching at Woomera.

from thig film by cuwteag ¢ Pathe LYd, and it
ia quite clear thpt the object is nothing more
than an internsl camera reflection. his ig

a well~-known phenomenon amoeng photographic
apeclelists and 1% is also, of course, the true
explanation of the vbject in the Vulcan photo-
gvaph at Coningeby. *

If you would like tn.cnme toy mes i‘fhe B%e

$racts of the Blue Sftreak film, perhaps you weuld
let me know, ;

I have now o’itaimd a maber of igﬂtinga

1

Mra. M, Harman

I 8 i

¥ 213 Chelgea QOloliasters
31 onne Avenue |
LOKDON 8W3 ' i
|
i TSR N I~
Rejerancel ; ' m,:_" o
fa¥li4 &/ ’75’4 4’ . . 3

%
!
!
!
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TELEPHONE
_ . ! GEARARD 044¢  » TELEGRAMS : PATHIREMA, qﬁTH. LONDOMNM.

(THU) 08:18 PR O GSD o O

|

{

ASSOCIATED BRITISH - PATHE LIMITED

TR !

PRGE . 885

P, 006

\s®.

FILM HOUSE 142, WARDOUR STR%&T.”L'ch\xno.N. Wi

NEWSREEL DIVISION '

R.A. Langton, Es
Kinistry or Derencd, 8ol oFa,
Hain Puilding,

Whitehm1l, S.%.1.

e e e n b g = .

August 18th, 1964,

]
.

3 } - "
peer EETIE ‘

_ I was sble to.cbtain a few elinpin
of the Blue Streak rocket for you andppmmggndmg

- them herewith.

The only explanation that we can iv
iz that the object on the left-hand sidagiﬁe;
refllection, _

- am sorry I '10 not know tha m$ of
camera that was used as a
Asetralis tilmeg 1t, © Lrorcutly Ginesound in

I_hapa these 'elippings vill Be of 1;.33.

at;;fs ginecerely, ,
g:sau., Rebbing

SECRETARY TO:
@, T. CUMMINS -
EDITOR AND GENERAL MANAGER
=¥ g ’;& - :

x H.‘.'.!.‘.: ; & X

ﬂ* & i 3
tm::ma ERIE & 4. FLETENER. Loy, 4.5, foLrFutr GMAtEmAR ¢ J. LATYA W94  ROBERT QLARY, ¥k, 8. B, 4. COBE e
Y. % o ik

AT .1, SUMMERS, r.e.a.

S i

e al1752¢6 R
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| ‘ , (Ls®

i
| g
215, Chelsea Cloisters, &

H
Sloane Avenus
Londﬁn B.W.8&,
18th June fgﬁé
|
Deap Mr.RHobson,

I wondsr Lf jou have sesn the rilm
el the launching of the Blue Strealt poglat
at Woomera? ’

‘ T enquire, becauss I would like
to know what you tHink of the extraordinary
abjeob that appears hovering nearby., It is
impossible to miss it, and egually lmposszible
not to realise that it is exsctly the same
ﬁbiact appaaring in the photograph of the
Vulean bomber whioch was In last week's
PODAY magazine, |

It also tallleos with the sketch drgwn

bI Mighsel Blaks , the Southamptonn schoolboy,
of an unidentified oblect wl.lch he saw,

Do please let me know your views,

Ibﬁra aincerely,
i
"\.""" ”W&M.

(Mrs. M, Harman) |

b o ey Sy . S
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THE RANK ORGANISATION
. SPECIAL FEATURES DIVISION

. !
CUMBERLAND AVENUE, PARK ROYAL, LONGON, N\W,10 - BLSAR 1161

|
1

pon omtony ¥ed., '
.S o ef :
Hain Buileing. oo’ |
Whitahallﬁ ti
London &,W. 1. August 17, 1964

L o

Dear Mr. Langton,

With reference to your létt f:
August 12, T am informed tha{, the co ;iight in
the negative of the "Blue Streak" film is held
by the Central uffice of Informatien., |

I have. therafore, sent your let:
~en %0 Mr. Derek lfi:aym of the c.u.l? Filznstggision.

T an :
p— Wm sorry that I am unable to help you

*

RANK EllM PISTRIRUTORS LIML
“"F :

DIRECTORS:  F, L THOMAR
, Mreangng Diecie: DAVS KENNETH WINGRLES, M.B,+, C. & YouNg Ywn, B T
_ : (%%

T'"I‘“"_S - T .’M

T e it

. deb AR LLEY

15510N

S —
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¥e. R. A, Langton

&

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitchall, Lonpon S.W.t
Telephone: wistehall 7022, exy, i )

*

NE/X59/6% {2~ nigust 1964

i
E
{
!

|
i

ou will Temembar thal we discussed an epquiry I had réceived from a mambaf

public interssted in "flying Zaucers” who belisved stch ¢
Bd in your film of the Blue Streak lauvnching at'wacmtga. i Rt

t was likengd to something appearing in a photogranh of a V

by night at Coninrsby publiahaed in the Junz ljtg igauéfof T;;:;? hn?:g:
¥d with the caption 'What was this puzzle ig the sky?"! notwithstanding

planation, which was igmored, Lhet it resulted from the reflechtion of a
lght, appearing diasetrically opposite 1t in the pictire, eithop éy the
aunting, or within the leng aystem itaelr. ! '

anclose a copy of an extrset from the valy-du ; :

_ =ALFURL issus Qf hhe "El-r4
Review!" from which you will sce bnat it is proposed £o renrodyce bgtﬁg
‘aphs, and to quote the "explunationgt oflered by &ir:Hiniétry. g
;ggzlénb:hinkgggrzhaitthebsenéaﬂ phiotograph is from JJur Film, then

uo culty about letting me have the sang . :
e B N e . i a1 naberinl as hag

; H
' i
i;:_o:r explinabiun of the first was igmared, and we ihave not nad the
¥ to examine the asseond, you will appreciate why I am remindin '
_ : oy
u s:ia you would let me have a fow Fragmes of the zegative, with dgtiila
equipment, expogure ete, ani evan possibly your views upon it. I ahould
appreciate any asslstance you ¢un give in our Effarﬁa 6 make knﬂwnﬁthe
bout these photesraphic phenomena. i

ndy Beq .
Featureg Dept

anigation ' | ?

nd Avenuws
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by the Alr Ministry and others and ¥ summing vp of the hnﬂm that

]:'-‘*""‘_—-——-—n—.__‘._.:

S el s % —

!-,
’ In our next issue }
Reuders of the REVIEW are advised that TODAY -; its i
anle on July 13 will ba raturning to the mwmtm:im:“i: : .
previous issua it repraduced an officially reloased phommph of a -
Vulaan Bomber '_tﬂken at night last Decomber at Coningaby, Lincoinghire.
Inthe top left hand comer thero appeared a mysterious abject of 8 shape
familiar to readers of the REVIEW, Another photograph has come to light
und will be veproducod by TODAY magazine. In.the naxt issue of the
REVIEW both photographs will be roproduced and will aésompany an
srticla gurvoying the histary of this object, the ’i’&phhﬂﬁﬂﬂs" offered

confronts the saucer student.
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4

ﬁ May 96
Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM THE RT HON ALFRED MORRIS, AO SO,. MP - 85 1323/96

1 The comments contained in the constituent's letter reflect
the commonly held view by "Ufologists" who ascribe to the
conspiracy theory, that the MOD has in its possession evidence
which supports the existence of alien lifeforms.

2. Our position in this respect is that to date we know of no
evidence which supports the alleged phenomena of extra-
terrestrial lifeforms or "UFO/Flying saucers”.

P I attach a draft response for the Secretary of State's
consideration which reflects our standard approach to such
enqguiries.

Sec(AS)2
MB8247

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/Sofs/1323/96 - May 1996

Thank you for your letter of 29 April, enclosing one from
Manchester,- on the subject of "unidentified flying

obijects".

My Department does look into reports of "UFO" sightings that
are sent to us, many of which are very vague, but only to
establish if what was seen may have some defence significance.
We believe that down-to—-earth explanations are available for
most of these reported siglitings, such as aircraft seen from

unusual angles, or natural phenomena.

_asks about files containing reports of "UFOs" made to

the Ministry of Defence. He will wish to be aware that in
common with all government files, MOD files are subject to the
provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967, which
states that official files generally remain closed from public
viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. It
was generally the case that before 1967 all "UFO" files were
destroyed after five years, as at the time there was

insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their

The Rt Hon Alfred Morris, AQO, QSO, MP

© Crown Copyright
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permanent retention. Since 1967, following an increase in
public interest in this subject, it has been our policy that
such files are to be routinely preserved. A few files from the
Fifties and early Sixties did, however, survive and are
available for examination by members of the public. They may
be viewed at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,
Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references of these files are
as follows:

AIR 16/1199  AIR 20/9994

AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/16918

AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17318

AIR 20/9321 ARIR 2/17526

AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17527

PREM 11/855
My Department does not carry out research into "UFO/flying
saucers". We have no direct interest, expertise or role with
respect to “UFO/flying saucers” or the question of the
existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about
which we remain open-minded. However, to date we know of no

evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.

I should like to assure 'that there is no question that
the MOD would attempt to withhold information on the subject of

so—called "unidentified flying objects".

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE %
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1AHB: .. s
Telephone 0171-2%...ccvevreren.n.. (Direct Dialling) e |
0171-21 89000 (Switchboard) /@-@;L{- 1%,,
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE - |
FOR DEFENCE
D/US of S/FH 1003/96/A dty. May 1996

Thank you for your letter of 16 April (reference 27axdl55) about
the subject of "unidentified flying objects".

My Department is the focal point for reports of "UFO" sightings.
We look into such reports, many of which are very vague, only to
establish if what was seen may have some defence significance. We
believe that down-to—earth explanations are available for most of
these reported sightings, such as aircraft seen from unusual angles,
v natural phenomena.

My Department does not carry out research into "UFO/flying
saucers". We have no direct interest, ezpertise or roig with respect
to "“UFO/flying saucers" or the guestion of the existence or otherwise
of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain open-minded.
However, to date we know of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

I hope this explains the position.

THE EARL HOWE

David Chidgey Esg CEng FICE MP

Recycied Pans:

© Crown Copyright
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DATE: 27/4/96 FROM: _ PE Unit TEL: _

PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY
FOR IMMEDIATE ACTION

PE REF NUMBER: i )}

/S /96

DRAFT REQUIRED BY:

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

‘No background note is required

unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address i1f the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All
Ministers prefer to start:

“Thank you for your letter of

... (MP's ref if given) on

behalf of/enclosing one from

your constituent, Mr ... of
., Toytown about ...."

If a Minister is replying on

behalf of another Minister

start:

"Thank you for your letter of
addressed to Michael

Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot/Frederick Howe on
behalf etc”

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position®

“I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful"

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALI. DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send drafts by fax
to
P

USE ONLY ONE METHOD

© Crown Copyright
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OGS G
David Chidgey, C Eng., FICE, M.P. T Tel:0171 219 6944
(Eastleigh) | Fax:0171 219 2810
| 1OUSE OF COMMONS

LONDON SWIA CAA

The Earl Howe
Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall

London

SWI1A 2AS

16 April 1996

e Ed M

* e

I am writing on behalf of a young constituent of mine who has enquired about UFOs.
As part of his school project he would like to know if any attention has been paid to
the subject of UFOs by the Government, and in particular has any money been invested

in any research of this nature?

- I would greatly appreciate an answer, and look forward to receiving a reply.

\__7

Ty

Ref - 27axd155

Constituency Office. 113 Leigh Road, Eastleigh, Hants S0O50 9DS
Tel: 01703 620007 Fax: 01703 618245

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
8 May 96

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER OM JOHN FRASER MP — US 1199/96

Lo Mr Fraser is writing on behalf of a constituent who saw
last month's BBC2 Tales of the Paranormal programme about
"UFOs". The programme maker, Jenny Randles, shot some footage
in the Public Records Office and claimed that a can of film
showing an aborted Blue Streak Missile launch in Australia in
1964, which allegedly shows the presence of a 'spaceman', has
been withheld from the public domain.

2 Initial enquiries would indicate that the film in question
was not official footage at all, but newsreel footage from
1964. Files from PRO will need to be recalled to confirm this.

¥ I attach an interim reply for Lord Howe to send to Mr
Fraser. A substantive reply and background note will follow in

due course. _ -

!ec(AS !

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USofS/1199/96 May 1996

Thank you for your letter of 22 April 1996 addressed to
Michael Portillo concerning Blue Streak Missile Launch film.

I am replying as this matter falls within my area of

responsibility.

In order to answer your query it will be necessary for
enquiries to be made with the Public Records Office. I shall

contact you once these enquiries are completed.

John Fraser, MP THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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Wwed 8 May, 1996 17:00 mailbox log Page 1

DATE __TO | SUBJECT

08/05/96 Parliamentary Enqu US 1199

Sent: 08/05/96 at 16:59
To: Parliamentary Enquiries

CC:
Ref: 600
subject: US 1199
Text: | |
You may recall last week I requested a deadline extension for
this PE. I am afraid we will not have the necessary information
to answer it by Friday now. I therefore attach an interim reply
for Lord Howe to send to Mr Fraser. A substantive reply and
fuller background will follow soon. -
Priority: Urgent ' View Acknowledge [*] Attachments [ 1]
Reply Request [ ] Delivery Acknowledge [*] Codes [ ]

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4

8 May 96
parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM JOHN FRASER MP — US 1199/96

1. Mr Fraser is writing on behalf of a constituent who saw
last month's BBC2 Tales of the Paranormal programme about
"UFOs". The programme maker, Jenny Randles, shot some footage
in the Public Records Office and claimed that a can of film
showing an aborted Blue Streak Missile launch in Australia in
1964, which allegedly shows the presence of a ‘spaceman', has
been withheld from the public domain.

2. Initial enquiries would indicate that the film in question
was not official footage at all, but newsreel footage from
1964, Files from PRO will need to be recalled to confirm this.

3y I attach an interim reply for Lord Howe to send to Mr
Fraser. A substantive reply and background note will follow in

due course. -

[original signed]

Sec(AS)2

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USofS8/1199/96 May 1996

Thank you for your letter of 22 April 1996 addressed to
Michael Portillo concerning Blue Streak Missile Launch film.

I am replying as this matter falls within my area of

responsibility.

In order to answer your query it will be necessary for

-

enquiries to be made with the Public Records Office. I shall

contact you once these enquiries are completed.

- John Fraser, MP THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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I Written Answers

deployed 52,631 overseas. Information on the associated
costs is not available in the form requested and could be
provided only at disproportionate cost.

Nuclear Submarines

Mr. Charles Kennedy: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence how many nuclear-submarine Z-berths there
are currently in Scottish coastal waters; which ones have
been used in the last 10 years, and when; and if he will
make a statement.

Mr. Soames: The table sets out the usage of Z-berths
in Scotland during the period 1992 to 1994, Figures prior
to 1992 are not held centrally and could be provided only
at disproportionate cost. Figures for 1995 are not yet
available.

Scottish Z-berth usage in days 1992 io 1994
Z-berth 1992 1993 1994

Broadford bay
Brodick bay
Campbeltown
Coulport
Dales Voe
Dalgety bay
Firth of Forth
Glen Mallan
Holy loch
Lerwick
Loch Ewe
Loch Goil
Loch Striven
Portree
Raasay
Rothesay

V=]
Bmoo

PO OO OO EOD D

QQOQWQQGOQOO&‘:QQO
st

SCOTRLAPOODOOOSO

LD e

Mr. Kennedy: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) what monitoring he undertakes of the
potential environmental impact of nuclear submarine
Z-berths in Scottish coastal waters; and if he will make a
statement; [28075}

(2) what assessment he has made of the potential
environmental impact of nuclear submarine Z-berths
in Scottish coastal waters; and if he will make a
staterment. [28074]

Mr. Arbuthnet: The Defence Radiological Protection
Service—DRPS-—regularly monitors areas around UK
establishments that support submarine operations to
demonstrate that nuclear powered warship operation is
neither harming the environment nor resulting in
unacceptable levels of public radiation exposure,

DRPS surveys are complemented by the marine
radioactivity monitoring programme undertaken by the
Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food, which
publishes its findings independently.

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence what is the current security classification on the

docements his Department holds on the unidentified =
objects seen by members of the United States Armed
- executive agencies under the conirol of his Departme
* for (a) maternity leave, (b) maternity pay, (c) paterni

Forces in Rendlesham forest, Suffolk in 1980; and if he
will make a statement, [27644]

Hr CWYT-PAGH 1D

7 MAY 1596

[28076] -

British Service Personnel (Cyprus)

Mpr. Cox: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence how
many official complaints as to the behaviour of British
service personnel stationed in Cyprus have been reportedto
the Ministry of Defence in London since | January 1996;
and if he will make a statement. (27622}

Mr. Soames: My Department has received a number of
letters from hon. Members and from members of the public
condemning the actions of the three soldiers convicted of
the manslaughter of Louise Jensen. While many of them
have also included general criticism of the behaviour of
some UK military personnel, I am not aware of any separate
complaints relating to specific incidents involving service
personnel in Cyprus since 1 January 1996.

o R TR

LA e TR T

We will not tolerate behaviour that brings the Armed
Forces into disrepute. The vast majority of service
personnel based in Cyprus are very well behaved.

Land Mines

Mr. Menzies Campbell: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence what discussions have taken place with the ..
ltalian company Valsella regarding the upgrading of the
Ranger land mines delivery system; and if he will make a :
statement. {27631}

Mr. Arbuthnot: A representative of Valsella attended a
presentation given to officials of my Department in
September 1995 by the manufacturer of the Ranger land
mine delivery system about eh potential for upgrading that !
system, ' :

Office Space

Mrs. Bridget Prentice: To ask the Secretary of State
for Defence if he will list the square footage and cost of
office space rented by his Department and its agencies
and the number of his Department or agencies’ buildings
partly, or fully unoccupied together with the square
footage of that unoccupied office space and its estimated
rental value where available in each of the past five
financial years. {27730}

Mr. Arbuthnot: The information is not held in the
form requested and could be obtained only at
disproportionate cost.

Employees’ Rights

Ms Joweli: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence
(1) what provision is available to employees of his
Department for (a) maternity leave, (b) maternity pay,
(c) paternity leave, (d) parental leave, (ej {lexible
working hours, (f) part-time work, (g) job sharing,
{h) leave to care for sick children, (i) home-working,
(j) term-time contracts, (k) annual hours contracts,
{l} workplace nurseries, (m) child care allowances
(n) carers’ leave and (o) career break schemes; and what
criteria are used to judge eligibility in each case; [27609

AR TR B e s A1 g ot e 1 vt

(2) what provision is available to employees 0
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Thu 2 May, 1996 15:47 mailbox standard Page 1
DATE FROM SUBJECT CODES
02/05/96 Hd of CS(RM)1 PE: BLUE STREAK FIIM | | [ 1
Intended: ,
Sent: 02/05/96 at 15:13 Delivered: 02/05/96 at 15:16
To: SEC(AS)2A (2)
gz
Ref: 26
From: Hd of CS(RM)1 Auth by:

Subject: PE: BLUE STREAK FILM

Text: I have requisitioned two AIR 2 pieces from PRO, hopefully they

will be me early next week.
The attached gives general background to the position with

regard to the specific enquiry.

Any problems please speak on my return from leave-

Priority: Normal SEE PAGE | Attachments [ 1]

Reply Request [ ] View Acknowledge [*] Codes [ 1
NOA

o
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LOOSE MINUTE

CS(RM)/4/6/37
2 May 1996
SEC(AS)2a

PE: BLUE STREAK MISSILE L AUNCH FILM

1. A considerable amount of work has been undertaken in an attempt
to resolve the question of the missing Blue Streak film and the
apparent wanderings of the "Cumberland Spaceman" (sic) but I
regret to advise you that it cannot be located.

2. I very much doubt that the film is/was "official” film in the
context of the Public Record Act, but rather footage shot by one
of the many newsreel companies covering the historic launchings.

3. All my contacts, Imperial War Museum, RAF Museum, AWE and the
Central Office of Information state quite categorically that they
did not provide the BBC with any film (you will recall film was
shown during the documentary allegedly of a Blue Streak launch).
Additionally, if "official® film been used the BBC (who I
understand are good at seeking permission to use Crown Copyright
material) did not seek permission from the Footage File Section,
COI. For the record this Section is responsible for providing
clearance world wide!

4, From my various conversations with the experts there is a
strong suggestion that the BBC used newsreel footage not official
film. This appears to be supported by a further examination of the
documentary. If you recall Randles' produced a file that contained
an exchange of correspondence between a member of the public and
the Ministry concerning the "Spaceman". Paragraph 3 acknowledged
that MOD held the Blue Streak film and that it was available for
examination. But if you closely examine the paragraph immediately
above you will note that the film was obtained from Pathe Ltd!
[Following our conversation early this pm I have requisitioned the
two most likely files from-the PRO to enable confirmation.]

5. On the general question of Record Offices you should note the
PRO does not hold film. The two principle places of deposit for
this type of record are the IWM and the National Film and
Television Archive. The former holds official military film
selected for preservation, whilst the latter non—military.

6. In your draft you may wish to make the following points:

~ the MOD can identify no such official film as identified in the
MP's letter

-~ all official MOD film selected for preser#ation is transferred

© Crown Copyright
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to the IWM (being a place of deposit approved for such purposes by
the Lord Chancellor)

— further enguiries from those authorised to sanction the
broadcast of official film ~- Crown Copyright - apparently reveals
no request for clearance

~ an examination of records held by the PRO, and cited in the

documentary, reveal the film [probably] obtained from commercial
sources [to be confirmed}].

signed

Hd CS(RM)1

-

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTER REPLYING: Y0}

DATE: =2 /5/96 FROM'-E Unit TEL: -

PE REF NUMBER:I;f

DRAFT REQUIRED BY: é%;ﬁmz /96

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8, 000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.

- Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless esgsential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All

Ministers prefer to start:

"Thank you for your letter of

... {(MP's ref if given) on

behalf of/enclosing one from

your constituent, Mr ... of.
., Toytown about ...."

If a Minister is replying on
behalf of another Minister
start:

~"Thank you for your letter of

addressed to Michael
Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot/Frederlck Howe on
behalf etc” :

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
“I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this 1is

helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the

position"

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful”

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines 1If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent &
full reply.

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A .
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send draits by fas

o

PLEASE USE ONLY ONE METHOD
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HOUSE OF COMMONS |

LONDON SWIA 0AA

FROM THE RT.HON.ALFRED MORRIS,AQ,QSO,MP

29th April 1996
Dear Michael, '

I have had the attached letter from my constituent:

Manchester

It will be helpful if I can have your comments, if
necessary after contact with any of your colleagues as

appropriate, in a letter I can send on to him as soon
as possible.

Yours sincerely,

Rt.Hon.Michael Portillo,MP
Secretary of State
Ministry of Defence

TR T S N Ty e ST M

PARLE RY

2 I
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C_bal UFO Investigation Sysiems (ManchiesTer)

April 24, 1004

Right Honorable Sir Alfred hMorris MP.
House of Cotronons

Westminster

Loadon

England

Diear Sir

I represent an organization that 1a mapidly growing and some of our members are from within your
constifvency, thess members have asked me 1o represent them in fiading out exactly what your stance ison a
legisiation that we feel is long overdue in being put before the House of commons and its parlizmentary members

I axn of course referring lo the the freedom o access government and military files that directly relate to the
sifuation conceming any projects that the governrent or military are carrving out in the field of unidentified
fiving objects and or on any obiects they may of identified and are currently withholding information on.

As you know ihis is an area of greal conlroversy but the public has the right to know of any and all developments
that may direetly effect their safety and well being and also to know if the government or military are in
possession of information that could bave great sonsequences upon the world sttuation as we know it.

i ama pattiot of this couniry and do ot wish to do harm 1o its national security or defence programme.

But as a ciiizen I feel that the governmen! and milliary do not have the right to refuse its couniries people access
to knowledge of the magnitude of advances that could be possible if they withheld any information relating to the
fact that they bave contacied other people from other worlds, s
Please do not take $his as a crank letter as T assyure vou this pmtter [ feel §s of great imporiaues not enly fo myself
bl o our eiganizations members,

Thankyou. -
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION
MP: MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR) (DON VALLEY)
PQ REFERENCE: 1220H
PO TYIPE: ORDINARY WRITTEN

DRAFT ANSWER REQUIRED BY: 12:00 THURSDAY 2 MAY 1996

QUESTION: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what is the
current security classification on the documents his Department holds
on the unidentified objects seen by members of the United States Air
Forces in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980; and if he will make a
statement.

DRAFT ANSWER: The papers'held by my Department relating to the
alleged events at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980 are
Unclassified.

- APPROVED BY:

Sec(AS)?2

COPIED TO:

PSO/ACAS
DPR(RAF)
Dib50

DD GE/AEW
Sec(AS)1
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BACKGROUND
1a Mr Redmond has asked a large number of PQs on military low

flying over the years and it is our understanding that he tables many
of these guestions on behalf of_ a researcher into low
flying and other military aviation issues, rather than as a result of
any direct personal interest. It is not clear why Mr Redmond is
specifically interested in the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest,
but it is a subject which continues to fascinate "UFO" enthusiasts,

and is a topic about which Sec(AS) continues to receive regular

correspondence.

D The alleged incidents occurred between 27-29 December 1980 when
unusual lights were seen by USAF personnel, including the Deputy Base
Commander, outside RAF'Woodbridge. A report of the sighting (copy
attached) was forwarded to the MOD by the RAF Liaison Officer at RAF
Benﬁwaters. The report was examined by the Department at the time
and no other evidence of any matter of defence significance was
found. This is of course the Department’'s only interest in such

sightings.

3. Our line regarding this alleged incident is that all available
evidence was examined at the time and we are satisfied that nothing
of defence concern occurred in the location on the nights in
gquestion. No additional information has come to light over the last

15 years which calls the original judgement into question.

4. The only documents on the subject held by the Department are the
report itself, limited official comments on the report, and
correspondence from members of the public enquiring about the alleged

events.

© Crown Copyright
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Pax sent by _ PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH A4->A4 38/84/96 15:58 Py: 4

=

Whkhkkd kb kbbb i hh bk dddddhddtidn

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

e e e e e o e o e Ve e e e e e R o

MINISTER REPLYING:MINISTER OF STATE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

PO REFERENCE:1220H
PO TYPE:0rdinary Written

SUPPLEMENTARIES ARE REQUIRED? NO

DATE POR RETURN T0O THE PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH: 12:00 ON THURBDAY 2
MAY 1996

LEAD BRANCH:SEC(AS)
COPY ADDRESSEE(S) !

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE DESK OFFICER
WHO DRAFTS THE ANSWER AND THE NAME AND TRELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE
GRADE 5/0NE STAR WHO APPROVES THE ANSWER MUST BE QUOTED.

MP'S DETAILS:MR MARTIN REDMOND (LABOUR)(DON VALLEY)

10|To ask the Secretary of State for Defence, what is the current
security classification on the documents his Department holds on
the unidentified objects seen by members of the United States
Armed Forces in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980; and if he will

make a statement., [27644]

L9

Spoke b DTSS 2D GERT. Todke Lot P
ﬁ»ﬁn [f;dm»‘w?é, a-—g Lo bl o fe‘?m f § s
(it o =T b emlas) oo tloy ron
of no Shessfied o cumatss S the G eslom
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)/64/4
l  May 96
Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM DAVID CHIDGEY MP -~ US 1003/96

The letter from David Chidgey seeks information on our
policy in respect of "UFOs", on behalf of a school pupil in his
constituency. A

2. I attach a draft response for Lord Howe's consideration,
which reflects our standard response to enquiries of this*
nature. )

Sec(AS)2
MB8247

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USofS/1003/96 May 1996

Thank you for your letter of 16 April concerning the subject of

"unidentified flying objects".

My Department is the focal point for reports of "UFO"
sightings. We look inté such reports, many of which are very
vague, only to establish if what was seen may have some defence
gsignificance. We believe that down-to-earth explanations are
available for most of these reported sightings, such as

aircraft seen from unusual angles, or natural phenomena.

My Department does not carry out research into "U?D/flying
saucers". We have no direct intergstF expertise or role with
respect to "UFO/flying saucers" or the question of the
existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about.
which we remain open-minded. However, to date we know of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

fw

I hope this explains the positién.

David Chidgey, CEng, FICE, MP

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)/64/4
g May 96
Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM GEQFFREY CLIFTON-BROWN MP - US 1002/96

i The comments contained in the constituent's letter reflect
the commonly held view by "Ufologists* who ascribe to the
conspiracy theory, that the MOD has in its possession evidence
which supports the existence of alien lifeforms.

< As Lord Howe is aware, our stated position in this respect
is that to date we know of no evidence which supports the
alleged phenomena of extraterrestrial lifeforms or "UFO/Flying
saucers".

3. 1 attach a draft response for Lord Howe's consideration
which reflects our standard approach to such enquiries.

Sec(AS)2
MB8247

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USofS/1002/96 May 1996

T refer to the letter which I received from _datéd
_ Cheltenham, concerning the subject of

vynidentified flying objects® and "alien artefacts”.

My Department does look into reports of "UFO" sightings that
are sent:to us, many of which are very vague, but only to
establish if what was seen may have some defence significance.
We believe that down-to—earth explanations are available for
most of these reported sightings, such as aircraft seen from

unusual angles, or natural phenomena.

The Department has no direct interest, expertise or role with
respect to "UFO/flying saucer" matters or the question of the
existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about

which we remain openﬂminde&. However, to date we know of no

evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.

-may wish to be aware that in common with all government

files, MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public
Records Act of 1958 and 1967, which states that official files

generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after

Geoffrey Clifton-Brown, MP

© Crown Copyright
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the last action has been taken. It was generally the case that
before 1967 all "UF0O" files were destroyed after five years, as
at the time there was insufficient public interest in the
subject to merit their permanent retention. Since 1967,
following an increase in public interest in this subject, it
has been our policy that such files are to be routinely
preserved. A few files from the Fifties and early Sixties did,
however, survive and are available for examination by members
of the public. They may be viewed at the Public Record Office,
Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references
of these files are as follows:

AIR 16/1199  AIR 20/9994

AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/16918

AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17318

AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17526

AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17527

PREM 11/855 )
All surviving paperwork from over 30 years ago on the subject
of “UFOS“ previously held by the MOD has now been transferred
to the public Records Office. I should like to assure -
that there is no question that the MOD would attempt to cover-

up information on the subject of so-called "unidentified flying

objects".
I hope this explains the position.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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DATE: 27/4/96 FROM:_ pE Unit TEL:FECTIE

“PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY
FOR IMMEDIATE ACTION

PE REF NUMBER: ‘J& 1007
S /96

—

DRAFT REQUIRED BY: \

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000

such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless esgsential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All
Ministers prefer to start:
"Thank you for your letter of
(MP's ref if given) on
behalf of/enclosing one from
your constituent, Mr ... of
. r Toytown about ...."

If a Minister is replying on

behalf of another Minister

start:

“Thank you for your letter of
addressed to Michael

Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot /Frederick Howe on
behalf etc"

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this 1is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position®

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful”

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send drafts by fax
to
PL E_ONLY ONE METHOD
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& | Geoffrey Clifton-Brown, M.P.

 HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A OAA

15 April 1996

The Earl Howe

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

Dear Lord Howe,

Re:  Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)

1 enclosc a copy of a letter which has today been received fmrr_
_Cheltenham, the contents of which are self-explanatory.

Mr Clifton~Brown is currently abroad and in his absence I would appreciate receiving your
comments on the points raised b)_ﬁo that we may respond to him more fully.

Thank you for your attention in this matter and I look forward to hearing from you in due
course.

Yours sincerely,

Secretary to -
Geoffrey Clifton~Brown

Enc

e
i
o YL . PR . - e G i Ty P PR, [, i
Cirencester & Tewrasbury Constituenoy (.}‘-}i}c-:‘,_
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5 We have received the attached PE to staff, which has been
| | prompted by the Jenny Randles programme on "UFOs" earlier this

month.

I seem to recall that Ms Randles claimed that "one can of
£ilm was missing" from the set of films released to the PRO. |
I should be grateful for any light you may be able to shed about |
this matter, about which I am afraid I know absolutely nothing. ;

Regards

Covering

(Czvezt : - ‘
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S UfS)? ik

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE f‘"
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2@@3’
Telephone 0171-21..................(Direct Dialling) -
0171-21 89000 (Switchboard) %*% |
= . : —%:f éf
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE : Rty
FOR DEFENCE :
D/US of S/FH 0909/96/A 3> ARpril 1996

Thank you for er Freeman

gur letter of 12 C
iillll!ll!l!!of
about files of "unidentifle ying objects" reports held by my

enclosing one from
Department. I am replying as this matter falls within my area of
responsibility.

My Department does look into reports of "UFO" sightings that
are sent to us, many of which are very vague, but only to establish
if what was seen may have some defence significance. We beslieve
that down—-to-earth explanations are available for most of these
reported sightings, such as aircraft seen from unusual angles, or
natural phenomena.

We have no direct interest, expertise or role with respect to
 "UFO/flying saucer" matters or to the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial life forms, about which we remain open-minded.
However, to date we know of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

sks about the MOD's “"UFO" reports files. In common
with all government files, MOD files are subject to the provisions
of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967, which as you will be
aware, states that official files generally remain closed from
public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken.
It was generally the case that before 1967 all "UFO" files were
destroyed after five years, as at the time there was insufficient
public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention.
Since 1967, following an increase in public interest in this
subject, it has been our policy that such files are to be routinely
preserved. A few files from the Fifties and early Sixties did,

i
.-II ": o n B ESEVESY 2 L
% g’a%é%“&?%“ Py ;
B opdaiuthe s 0t

Sir Derek Spencer QC MP

.......

L r —
§ {1{%&3» RN
B S i }M X, !
F s | Fme +

\'\,J\F.f

Recycled Paper
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however, survive and are available for examination by members of the
public. They may be viewed at the Public Record Office, Ruskin
Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW? 4DU. The references of these
files are as follows: -

AIR 16/1199 AIR 20/5994
AIR 20/7390 ATIR 2/16918
AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17318
AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17526
AIR 20/9322 . AIR 2/17527

PREM 11/855

In answer to_ query therefore all surviving

paperwork from over 30 years ago on the subject of "UFOs" previously
held by the MOD has now been transferred to the Public Records
Office. I should also like to assure FEeioiEl that there is no
guestion that the MOD would attempt to cover—up information on the
subject of so-called "unidentified flying objects”.

I hope this explains the position.

/

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE o
o

D/Sec(AS)/64/4 1"

L%, Apr 96

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM SIR DEREK SPENCER QC MP — US 0909/96

E. The comments contained in the constituent's letter reflect
the commonly held view by "Ufologists" who ascribe to the
conspiracy theory, that the MOD has in its possession files
which contain sensitive "UFO" sightings reports made by
military pilots or personnel, which we keep separate from the
files which contain reports of sightings made by members of the
public. |

2 There is no evidence to support this claim and all
reports, from whatever source, are placed on the same
departmental files. CS(Records Management) have confirmed to
the best of their knowledge that all surviving "UFO" paperwork
from over 30 years ago has now, in accordance with the Public
Records Act, been passed to the Public Records Office (PRO).

s I attach a draft response for Lord Howe's consideration.

Sec(AS
MB8247

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USo£fS/0909/96 April 1996

Thank you for your letter of 12 March addressed to Roger

_ concerning the subject of files of “unidentified

flying objects" reports. Your letter has been passed to the
Ministry of Defence for reply as this falls within my area of

responsibility.

My Department does look into reports of "UFO" sightings that
are sent to us, many of which are very vague, but only to
establish if what was seen may have some defence significance.
We believe that down-to-earth explanations are available for
most of these reported sig%tings, such as aircraft seen from

unusual angles, or natural phenomena.

We have no direct interest, expertise or role with respect to
"UFO/flying saucer” matters or to the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain open-minded.
However, to date we know of no evidence which substantiates the

existence of these alleged phenomena.
_asks about the MOD's "UFO" reports files. 1In common
with all government files, MOD files are subject to the

provisions of the public Records Act of 1958 and 1967, which as

Sir Derek Spencer QC MP

© Crown Copyright
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you will be aware, states that official files generally remain
closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action
has been ﬁaken. It was generally the case that before 1967 all
"UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as at the time
there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit
their permanent retention. Since 1967, following an increase
in public interest in this subject, it has been our policy that
such files are to be routigely preserved. A few files from the
Fifties and early Sixties did, however, survive and are
‘available for examinétion by members of the public. They may
be viewed at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,
Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references of these files are
as follows:

AIR 16/1199 AIR 20/9994

AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/16918

AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17318

AIR 20/9321 = AIR 2/17526

AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17527
PREM 11/855

In answer to ESISHEIGIIEE cuery therefore all surviving

paperwork from over 30 years ago on the subject of "UFOs"

previously held by the MOD has now been transferred to the
Public Records Office. I should also like to assure FESiSIRiIN
that there is no question that the MOD would attempt to cover-
up information oﬁ the éubject of so-called "unidentified flying

objects".

I hope this explains the position.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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OR IMMEDIATE ACI_ION

TO: &c(ﬂ's\ G

MINISTER REPLYING.

PE REF NUMBER: (S QUAOY/96

DRAFT REQUIRED By: D2/l /96

paTE: UL /4/96 o_ smie e SR

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon. .
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is reguired
unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the dratft.

Put the MP's full title-at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All
Ministers prefer to start:
"Thank you for your letter of

.. (MP's ref if given) on
behalf of/enclosing one from
your constituent, Mr ... of
..., Toytown about ...."

If a Minister is replying on
behalf of another Minister
staret:

“Thank you fer your letbter of

| addressed to Michael
Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot /Frederick Howe on
behalf etc"

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility.” respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are: :

"I hope this explains the
position"

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful®

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let wme Know abt onge = an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
Zull reply.

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A .
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E~MAIL TOQO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send drafts by fax
to

PLEASE USE ONLY ONE METHOD

© Crown Copyright
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Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster
Cabinet Ministey Jor Public Serpice

Correspondence Section
Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall

They have been informed of the transfer,

alnisterial Support Unit
W + 70 Whitehall

© Crown Copyright
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SIR DEREK SPENCER QC MP
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Please find enclosed a letter I have received from.my constltuent

Brighton about information
regarding unidentified flying objects.

I would be most grateful for a reply I could pass on to-Dﬂ 40

&%;g' 41-;:—&5"’/

Rt HQn Roger Freeman MP

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster
Office of Public Service

70 Whitehall

London SW1A 2AS
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CORNELL UNIVERSITY
Center for Radiophysics and Space Research

e SPACE SCIENCES BUILDING
Ithaca, New York 14853-6801

Teicl - ['75—] ; ’ Lébcramry for Planetary Studies
Fax

March 6, 1996

Chief, Public Relations
Ministry of Defence
Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB
ENGLAND

REFERENCE: Crop Circles

One— self-described as "England’s foremost crop circle expert"
claims that "The British government...has sanctioned the Ministry of Defence to say that

the circles are real. Evidence has been uncovered showing some farmers have been paid
considerable sums of money to destroy the real crop circles when they appear, and
groups encouraged to then make hoaxed replicas." Could I trouble you to tell me the
Ministry of Defence’s view of this statement?

With many thanks,

David Duncan Professor of Astronemy and
Space Sciences, and
Director, Laboratory for Planetary Studies

CS:lkp

© Crown Copyright
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25 March 1996

!,l!le!', Public Relations

Ministry of Defence
Whitehall
London SW1A 2HB

oo SN

I would be most grateful if you could inform me of your response to Carl Sagan's letter

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

HEADLINE

BOOK PUBLISHING LTD

TEL: Q171 873 6000 FAX: 0171 873 6124

of 6 March 1996, a copy of which I enclose herewith.

Many thanks.

Yours sincerely

Publishing Director, Non-fiction

Enc

REGISTERED OFFICE:
338 EUSTON ROAD

LONDON NWI! 3BH
COMPANY NO: 2782638 ENGLAND

A MEMBER OF THE HODDER HEADLINE PLC GROUP

© Crown Copyright
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 MINISTRY OF DEFENGE s |
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1ARHB ‘;H@ _ﬁ |

Telephone 0171-21.....................(Direct Dialling) i
0171-21 89000 (Switchboardy)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 0712/96/8 2{$¥ March 1996

—

\J@V\&S ; e

i

'3% A4V

Thank you for your letter of 6 March to the Station Commander at
RAF Valley, about a "sighting" which was witnessed over Llanfaes on
Saturday, 4 November 1995. In accordance with normal practice your
letter has been passed to me for reply.

We have looked into the matter and can tell you that no aircraft
were operating out of Royal Air Force Valley on the gvening in
question and no military aircraft were booked into military Night Low
Flying Section 5D, in which Llanfaes is situated. Furthermore, the
Department did not receive any other reports of "sightings" from
members of the public. This of course does not rule out the
possibility that a civil aircraft of some description was observed.

I hope this is helpful to you in responding to your constituent.

/W S

THE EARL HOWE

Ieuan Wyn Jones Esqg MP

© Crown Copyright
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LLOOSE MINUTE

15 Mar 96

APS/US0ES

"REVERSE MINISTERIAL - IEUAN WYN JONES MP

1s The Station Commander at Royal Air Force Valley has
received the attached letteér from Ieuan Wyn Jones MP, who has
been asked by a constituent to make enquiries into a “slghtlng“
witnessed on 4 Nov 95 near RAF Valley.

2y The constituent has asked whether an object seen at 1905
hours over Llanfaes could have been an aircraft from RAF
vValley. The expression "sighting" used by Mr Jones might
indicate that his constituent believes the craft seen could
have been a so-called “"unidentified flylng object".

3. RAF Valley confirm that none of their aircraft were
operating on the evening in question, and records show that
neither were any aircraft booked into Night Low Flying Sector
5D conducting military low flying training. Furthermore, this
office did not receive any "UFO" reports which would tie in
with this sighting.

4. As there 1is no evidence to confirm that the sighting was a
matter of defence concern, we have no further role. I attach a
draft for Lord Howe's consideration, which reflects the
standard line in response to such queries,

Sec(AS)2

Enc:

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USofS/ /96 March 1996

Thank you for your letter of 6 March 1996 to the Station
Commander at Royal Air Force Valley, concerning a "sighting"
which was witnessed over Llanfaes on Saturday,'4 No#ember 1995,
In accordance with normal practice your letter has been passed
to me, as the responsible Minister, for reply.

Wé have looked into the matter and can tell you that no
aircraft were operating ouﬁ of Royal Air Force Valley on the
evening in question, and no military aircraft were booked into
military Night Low Flying Sector 5D, in which Llanfaes is
situated. Furthermore, the Department did not receive any
other reports of "sightings" from members of the public. This
of course does not rule out the pﬁssibility that a civil

aircraft of some description was observed.

I hope this is helpful to you in responding to your

-

constituent.

THE EARL HOWE

leuan Wyn Jones, Esq, MP

© Crown Copyright
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Telephone 0171-21 i {Direct Dialling)
' 0171-21 89000 (Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 0712/96/8 2{<¥ March 1996

~——

\)@M{as .

x

Thank you for your letter of 6 March to the Station Commander at
RAF Valley, about a "sighting” which was witnessed over Llanfaes on
saturday, 4 November 1995. In accordance with normal practice your
letter has been passed to me for reply.

We have looked into the matter and can tell you that no aircraft
were operating out of Royal Air Force Valley on the evening in
question and no military aircraft were booked into military Night Low
Flying Section 5D, in which Llanfaes is situated. Furthermore, the
Department did not receive any other reports of "sightings" from
members of the public. This of course does not rule out the
possibility that a civil aircraft of some description was observed.

I hope this is helpful to you in responding to your constituent.

7

Ay S

THE EARL HOWE

Ieuvan Wyn Jones Esq MP
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HOUSEOF COMMONS
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BE 8 g |
] oo (AS) -
o i See G L/ Y4 ¢
e MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
e MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB# .

Telephone 017121, (Direct Dialling)
0171-21 89000 (Switchboard;

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of 5/0443/96/M . 4#, March 1996

L]

vy etter of 14 February on behalf chﬂ
ﬂofﬂabout her claimed sightings of "UFOs".

My Department does look into reports of "UFO" sightings that
are sent to us, many of which are very vague, but only to
establish if what was seen may have some defence significance.

We believe that down—to—earth explanations are availlable for most

of these reported sightings, such as aircraft seen from unusual
angles, or natural phenomena.

We are not aware of any RAF investigation into sightings in
. the Withernsea area. Although a very small number of
"unexplained" sightings have been reported in this area over the
last three years, none was considered to be of any defence
significance. We have no trace of any reports made o) Section (8]
_or of correspondence with her, over this period.
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John Townend Esg FCA MP
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)/64/4

% Mar 96

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM JOHN TOWNEND, FCA, MP — US 0443/96

A self explanatory draft reply to_ letter of
14 February is attached for Lord Howe's consideration.

Head o ecC

Enc.

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

DRAFT

D/USof8/0443/96 March 1996

Thank you for your letter of 14 February concerning 40

_and her claimed sightings of "UFOs".

My Department does look into reports of "UFO" sightings that
are sent to us, many of which are very vague, but only to
establish if what was seen may have some defence significance.
We believe that down-to-earth explanations are available for
most of these reported sightings, such as aircraft seen from

unusual angles, or natural phenomena.

As to _we are not aware of any RAF investigation

into sightings in the Withernsea area. Although a very small
number of "unexplained" sightings have been reported in this
area over the last three years, none was considered to be of

any defence significance. We have no trace of any reports made

by_ or of correspondence with her, over this

period.

I hope this is helpful to you in responding to_

THE EARL HOWE

~John Townend, Esq, FCA, MP

© Crown Copyright
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Fri Mar 01, 1996 10:44 mailbox 1og Page 1

DATE 30 SUBJECT
01/03/96 Parliamentary Enqu PE: US 0443/96 Ref: 531
Sent : 01/03/96 10:44

To : Parliamentary Enquiries

Cc

Ref : 531

Subject: PE: US 0443/96
Text : The attached has been seen and signed off by -(Grade 5)

Priority: Urgent View Acknowledge [*] Attachments [1]
Reply Request [ ] Delivery Acknowledge [*] page 1
Bec -

Auth by :

Defer Date : | Defef Time :

No Redirection [ ]

page 2
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
1 Mar 96

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM JOHN TOWNEND, FCA, MP — US 0443/96

A self explanatory draft reply to Mr Townend's letter of
14 February is attached for Lord Howe's consideration.

[original signed]

Head of Sec(AS
MB7257

- Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/USof8/0443/96 - March 1996

Thank you for your letter of 14 February concerning -O

_and her claimed sightings of "UFOs".

My Department does look into reports of "UFQ" sightings that
are sent to us, many of which are very vague, but only to
establish if what was seen may have some defence significance.
We believe that down-to-earth explanations are available for
most of these reported sightings, such as aircraft seen from

unusual angles, or natural phenomena.

As to_ we are not aware of any RAF investigation

into sightings in the Withernsea area. Although a very small
number of "unexplained" sightings have been reported in this
area over the last three years, none was considered to be of

any defence significance. We have no trace of any reports made

by _Qr of correspondence with her, over this

period.

I hope this is helpful to you in responding tc_

]

THE EARL HOWE

John Townend, Esq, FCA, MP .

© Crown Copyright
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PE: 0443/96 ~ "UFOs"

1, Attached for your consideration is a draft response to a
PE from Mr John Townend, the MP for Bridlington.

2. His constituent,_ is not known to me, and we
have checked back through our correspondence files and have not
had cause to write to her in the last three years. Whilst it
would be almost impossible to categorically state that no
member of the RAF has asked questions about "UFO" sightings in
the area, we have not requested any investigation into “UFO*

sightings there.

3. The draft response is required by the Parliamentary Branch
by COP Fri 1 Mar. h |

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
Feb 96 D R A F T

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM JOHN TOWNEND, FCA, MP - US 0443/96

1 A self explanatory draft reply to Mr Townend's letter of

14 February is attached for Lord Howe's consideration.

Head of Sec(AS)

Enc.
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.  DRAFT

D/USofS/0443/96 March 1996
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John Townend, Esq, FCA, MP
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J”?vn
identifiable. However, we believe explanations could be found

v

for most of them. PossibilitiQ§finclude aircraft lights or
alrcraft seen from unusual aagles, helium balloons,

searchlights or lasers ré%lectlng off clouds, or even natural

,,f'
phenomena like fireballs and meteorites. Nevertheless, we do

..a

accept that t@ére will always be some 51ght1ngs that appear to
,,»“‘
defy explaﬁatlon, and we are open-minded about these as it is

outigdé the Department's remit to investigate further if there

3 a’-‘"'

-a‘#’ a
¥8 no defence interest.

e PR WO Gt <l
fs 4@ j

Neither-i-ner-my-offieials-are aware of any specifie RAF
i

investigation into sightings in the Withernsea area. Although
a very small number of reperts-ef "unexplained" aerial
sightings have been reported in thls area over the last

nerAl A pehaadleed  do e o diae
three years, Ehaﬂlegep&awwefﬁmﬁﬁamkﬂedwbymthewﬁepartmentmaﬁd~

hificance. We hasd we @f%ﬁ%;-e'.@ E%—

A aéwﬁ*ﬁﬁ?mﬂﬁﬁﬁmi pA. fpa,

were--found-to-have1
oy repurts made by
vt Mlaan B ad -
*%»-meaﬁm&%wmwyaum~ﬁ=h~a~t~-mtnhewﬁ ~and-our-Armed-Forees-remain..

e

properly vigilant for any physical threat to theﬁ&eﬁﬁ?ity of

o
_-”’Ju-‘

the United Kingdom, but to date it remq;as“ﬁhe case that we are

not aware of any evidence whighfﬁﬁbstantiates the existence of

Rt
s

the-altleged-phenomena 0fm&HF@ffl?tﬁgwsaﬁeefﬁ#ww

g L3
Sonon . T N an  an F 5 E
f2 e e CiaRanAAS

I hope this is helpful5iﬁweﬂp&a&n&ag;them%e&ewﬁfmth%gm

THE EARL HOWE
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FOR IMMEDIATE ACTION

5

10: EC( @S) DO

MINISTER REPLYING:(\)S d.3

PE REF NUMBER: (S OU[.</96

DRAFT REQUIRED BY:_ | /.S /96

pDATEL)| /2/96 FROM:_PE Unit TEL:-

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent,

Opening and closing All
Ministers prefer to start:
“Thank you for your letter of

(MP's ref if given) on
behalf of/enclosing one from
your constituent, Mr ... of
sw v p TOyEown about sses”

If a Minister is replying on

behalf of another Minister

start: |

"Thank you for your letter of
addressed to Michael

Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot/Frederick Howe on
behalf etc"

Mr Scames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply"” and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful® when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position”

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful”

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlines If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
fuld reply-

Please discuss any questions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-~MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send drafts by fax
to
PLEASE

USE _ONLY ONE METHOD
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<o, (ALY
John Townend, F.C.A., M.P. Ce (‘ Y2

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWI1A 0AA

14 February 1996

The Earl Howe,

Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Defence,
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

London SWI1A 2HB

(J-—c.c._, F‘:-.A/{dé;«i

I am being inundated with telephone calls, letters etc. from a constituent who claims sightings

of UFOs both when she lived at North Humberside and now that she lives in
_ East Yorkshire. She is a

However, my reason for writing is that I am told by the local Press that within the last three
years, since these sightings commenced, the RAF took these sightings seriously and sent
RAF personnel up there to investigate these claims. I wonder if you can tell me if this is
correct and, if so, what conclusion was reached. :
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone 0171-21....................(Direct Dialling}
0171-21 89000 (Switchboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE

' D/US of S/FH 0237/96/M /e, February 1996

}Bs‘-’-—w«f \f'..,\s ST !

Thank you for your letter of 17 January enclosing one from

about satellites.

appears to be concerned that a particular
geostationary satellite is causing him physical harm.  Whilst
there a number of geostationary satellites positioned above the

United Kingdom at any given time, eg. military, meteorological,
television, etc, I can assure*that such satellites are
1cal effects he appears to be

not capable of causing the phys
suffering from.

Should SRRl continue to be concerned about his health, it
might alleviate his anxiety if he were to visit his GP, who would

be able to conduct an appropriate medical investigation into his
symptoms.

I hope this is helpful.

Fe

ANTR ey

THE EARL HOWE

The Rt Hon Virginia Bottomley MP

&S

Recycled Faper
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LOOSE MINUTE /z
¥

D/Sec(AS) /64 /4 £X

12 Feb 96

Parliamentary Branch

” :
US 0237/96; VIRGINIA BOTTOMLY, MP — SATELLITES

gz Mrs Bottomley's constituent,” has written
voicing his concerns that over the last decade a geostationary
satellite positioned south east of his house in Surrey, has
been emitting harmful waves which cause him unpleasant physical
side~effects. _is requesting that the MOD launches an
investigation 1nto the satellite and those responsible for

"harrassing"” him. |

2. Attached i1s a short self-explantory response, which seeks
to assure that although there are a number of
geostationary satellites positioned above the United Kingdom,
there is no question that the physical effects he is apparently
suffering from could be caused by these satellites.

eC{A
MBB247

Enc.
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- DRAFT

D/US 0237/96 February 1996

Thank you for your letter of 17 January enclosing one from your

constituent, I
Surrey,_ on the subject of satellites.

-appears to be concerned that a particular

geostationary satellite is causing him physical harm. Whilst
there a number of geostationary satellites positioned above the
United Kingdom at any given time, eg. military, meteorological,
television, etc, I can assure_th-at such satellites are
not capable of causing the physical effects he appears to be

suffering from.

Shoul- continue to be concerned about his health, it

might alleviate his anxiety if he were to visit his GP, who
would be able to conduct an appropriate medical investigation
into his symptoms.

I hope this is helpful.

The Rt Hon Virginia Bottomley, MP

THE EARL HOWE
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MINISTER REPLYING: kﬁwﬁﬁﬁ

DRAFT REQUIRED BY:

'PE REF NUMBER: 1/ 5 $%524333396

" ggﬁ /{ %‘/_/96

DATE: (| /02/96 FROM'_ PE Unit TEL: -

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
such letters a year. They place
great importance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoild
acronyms and MOD jargon.

Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
uniess essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replles should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address 1f the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing AIll
Ministers prefer to start:

"Thank you for your letter of
.. (MP's ref if given) on

behalf of/enclosing one from

your constituent, Mr ... of
.., Toytown about "

If a Minister is replying on

behalf of another Minister

start:

“Thank you for your letter of
addressed to Michael

portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot/Frederlck Howe on
behalf ete"

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of

‘responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position"

"I am sorry 1 cannot be more
nelpful’

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be a disappointing reply."

Deadlihes I1f, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline

~let me know at once - an

interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any gquestions
about the substance of the

~drafts or other policy aspects

direct with the relevant
private office,

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wise send drafts by fax
to :
PLEASE USE ONLY ONE METHOD
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THE RT. HON. VIRGINIA BOTTOMLEY, M.P.

e (p=) 2¢

2R 7

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA
| 17th January 1996

The Earl Howe _

parliamentary Under Secretary of State for Defence
Ministry of Defence

Main Building Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

D Lwd e,
I have received the enclosed correspondence from my .

constituent Godalming who
belisves he 18 |

eing affected by a satelite.

I would be grateful if you could please arrange.for this
case to be looked into and let me have some comments which 1 may
pass on to
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‘Mon Jan 29, 1996 11:17 mailbox log Page 1

DATE TO SUBJECT
29/01/96 USofS/Typistl REVERSE MINISTERIAL Ref: 485
Sent : 29/01/96 11:16
To : USofS8/Typistl
ce :
Ref : 485
Subject: REVERSE MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE — DIRECT LETTER FROM DAVID
ALTON MP
Text : Please pass to APS/USofS. The paper attachments have been

walked down separately.

Priority: Urgent ~View Acknowledge [*] Attachments [2]
Reply Request [ ] Delivery Acknowledge [*] page 1
Bec
Auth by

Defer Date : Defer Time :

No Redirection [ ]

page 2
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Hbefore moving to GF(Pol) on promotion.
the view that the available evidence pointed towards an
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UBHHLIAES H- HEADF

LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS) /64 /4
29 Jan 96

APS/US of 8§

REVERSE MINISTERIAL - DAVID ALTON MP

1. We have received the attached letter from Mr David Alton
MP, enclosing a copy of a letter from one of his constituents
which was sent to my staff in December. The letter asks a
number of guestions about the specific role of Sec(AS)2 in
relation to the subject of "UFOs", about a former member of
staff of this division, as well as questions relating to a
"UFO" incident which is alleged to have occurred at RAF
Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest in December 1980. _ Mr Alton is
seeking a copy of our reply to his constituent,

2. A response to_etter was sent on 12 Jan 96

(copy attached). It was the second letter he has written to my
staff in as many months. Our previous response set out clearly
the limited role and respongibilities of the MOD in relation to

the subject of "UFOs", and the proposed draft letter from Lord
Howe to Mr Alton explains this general position once more.

Hserved in Sec(AS), in the EO post |
5 eals, 1inter alia, with "UFO" reports, from *

He came to

..
whi

extraterrestrial origin of some sightings, and has now written
a book concentrating in particular on the official reaction to
"UFOs". This book was submitted for iublications clearance,

which has been granted subject to making some changes
to the text. Plans for the publicatlon of the book, expected
in June, have received some media coverage, which has tended to
exaggerate the MOD's interest in "UFO" matters and the role of
the post in Sec(AS).

4., Rendlesham Forest, December 1980. The incident which is
alleged to have occurred in December 1980 in Rendlesham Forest,
near RAF Woodbridge, is one which still fascinates "UFO"
enthusiasts. The events at Rendlesham Forest have been
highlighted in books, magazines articles and television
programmes. This office continues to receive a steady stream
of correspondence on this subject. The reply to *
reflects the standard line we adopt when replying to such
correspondence.

5. On 15 Jan 81 a report (attached) was sent to the MOD under
cover of a letter from RAF Bentwaters. It is a statement from
the then Deputy Base Commander at RAF Woodbridge, Lt Col

RESROIIAG S HFAED
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UNGSASBIFHBRrr

Charles Halt, officially recording what a few USAF personnel,
and in part he himself, witnessed outside RAF Woodbridge over
the nights of 27-29 Dec 80. The report was examined by the
Department at the time and no other evidence of any matter of
defence significance was found. This is of course the
Department's only interest in such sightings.

6. Our official line regarding this alleged incident is that
all available evidence was examined at the time and we are
satisfied that nothing of defence concern occurred in the
location on the nights in question. No additional information
has come to light over the last 15 years which calls the
original judgement into question.

-

[original signed]

Sec(AS)2
MB8245

Encs:

Draft reply for US of S' Signature,
Letter from David Alton, MP.
Sec(AS)2 reply to
Copy of "The Halt" Memo.

B W R e

UNEERSSTE |EFAET
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DRAFT

D/USofS/ /96 January 1995

Thank you for your letter of 10 January to_

of my Department's Secretariat(Air Staff)2, concerning a letter
which was sent by your constituent,_ of

The letter concerned the subject of "unexplained" aerial
sightings, or "UFOs" as they are often charécterized, and asked
various questions relating to our involvement in this matter.
In accordance with normal practice your letter has been passed

to me, as the responsible Minister, for reply.

First perhaps it would be useful if I were to clarify the
role of this Department with respect to the subject of "UFO
sightings". 1In the context of MOD and HM Forces'
responsibility for ensuring the effective defences of the
United Kingdom we remain vigilant for any potential threat the
security of this country, from whatever source. As such, we
look at reports of "unexplained" aerial sightings in order to
establish whether what was seen may have defence significance.
If no threat is discerned, and in connection with unexplained

aerial sightings this has been the case in all instances to

David Alton Esqg, MP

© Crown Copyright
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date, we make no further attempt to investigate and establish

exactly what may have been seen.

My Department does not have any direct interest, expertise
or role in respect of “UFO}flying saucer" matters, or those
relating to the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial
lifeforms, about which we femain totally open-minded.

I should point out that to date we do not know of any evidence
which might substantiate the existence of these alleged
phenomena and no threat to the UK has been discerned which has

been attributed to a "UFO".

A reply from _of Secretariat(Air Staff)2,

was sent to_on 12 January 1996, and I enclose a copy

of this reply as requested.

.

I hope this is helpful.

THE LORD HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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UNEG{AS S EDarr

LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
29 Jan 96

APS/US of S

REVERSE MINISTERIAL' -~ DAVID ALTON MP

L We have received the attached letter from Mr David Alton

- MP, enclosing a copy of a letter from one of his constituents
which was sent to my staff in December. The letter asks a
number of questions about the specific role of Sec(AS)2 in
relation to the subject of "UFOs", about a former member of
staff of this division, as well as questions relating to a
"UFO" incident which is alleged to have occurred at RAF
Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest in December 1980. Mr Alton is
seeking a copy of our reply to his constituent,

2. A response tomletter was sent on 12 Jan 96

(copy attached). was the second letter he has written to my
staff in as many months. Our previous response set out clearly
the limited role and responsibilities of the MOD in relation to

the subject of "UFOs", and the proposed draft letter from Lord
Howe to Mr Alton explains this general position once more.

3. _served in Sec(AS), in the EQ post
which deals, Inter alia, with "UFO" reports, from ﬁ

_ before moving to GF(Pol) on promotion. He came to
the view that the available evidence pointed towards an

extraterrestrial origin of some sightings, and has now written
a book concentrating in particular on the official reaction to
"UFOs". This book was submitted for publications clearance,
which has been granted subject to making some changes
to the text. Plans for the publication of the book, expected
in June, have received some media coverage, which has tended to
exaggerate the MOD's interest in "UFO" matters and the role of
the post in Sec(AS).

4. Rendlesham Forest, December 1980. The incident which is
alleged to have occurred in December 1980 in Rendlesham Forest,
near RAF Woodbridge, is one which still fascinates "“UFO"
enthusiasts. The events at Rendlesham Forest have been
highlighted in books, magazines articles and television

programmes . This office continues to receive a steadi stream

of correspondence on this subject. The reply to
reflects the standard line we adopt when replying to such
correspondence. -

5. On 15 Jan 81 a report (attached) was sent to the MOD under
cover of a letter from RAF Bentwaters. It is a statement from
the then Deputy Base Commander at RAF Woodbridge, Lt Col

UNEATAE G- EHDRrF

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

RENQILAS S|klkD

Charles Halt, officially recording what a few USAF personnel,
and in part he himself, witnessed outside RAF Woodbridge over
the nights of 27-29 Dec 80. The report was examined by the
Department at the time and no other evidence of any matter of
defence significance was found. This is of course the
Department's only interest in such sightings.

6. Our official line regarding this alleged incident is that
all available evidence was examined at the time and we are
satisfied that nothing of defence concern occurred in the
location on the nights in qguestion. No additional information
has come to light over the last 15 years which calls the
original judgement into question.

Sec(AS)2
Encs:
1. Draft reply for US of S' Signature.
2. Letter from David Alton, MP.
3 Sec(AS)2 reply to
4. Copy of "The Halt" Memo.

RAg M CLASSIFED

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

DRAFT

D/USofs/ /96 January 1995

Thank you for your letter of 10 January to_

of my Department's Secretariat(Air Staff)2, concerning a letter

which was sent by your constituent, _ of

The letter concerned the subject of "unexplained" aerial

sightings, or "UFOs" as they are often characterized, and asked
various questions relating to our involvement in this matter.
In accordance with normal practice your letter has been passed

to me, as the responsible Minister, for reply.

First perhaps it would be useful if I were to clérify the
role of this Department with respect to the subject of “UFO
sightings". In the context of MOD and HM Forces'
responsibility for ensuring the effective defences of the
United Kingdom we.remain vigilant for any potential threat the
security of this country, from whatever source. As such, we
look at reports of "unexplained" éerial sightings in order to
establish whether what was seen may have defence signifiéance.
If no threat is discerned, and in connection with unexplained

aerial sightings this has been the case in all instances to

David Alton Esqg, MP

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

date, we make no further attempt to investigate and establish

exactly what may have been seen.

MyﬂDepaftment does not have any direct interest, expertise
or role in respect of "UFO/flying saucer" matters, or those
relating to the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial
lifeforms, about which we remain totally open-minded.

I should point out that to date we do not know of any evidence
which might substantiate the existence of these allegéd

phenomena and no threat to the UK has been discerned which has

been attributed to a "UFO*".

A reply from_of Secretariat(Air Staff)2, |
was sent to -n 12 January 1996, and I enclose a copy

of this reply as requested.

I hope this is helpful.

THE LORD HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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DAVID ALTON MP

Member of Parfiomendt for Liverpool Mosstey Hill
HOUSEOF COMMONS
LONDON WA GAA

Secra!arlat (Alr Staff) 2a

Room 8245

Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall

London SWS1A 2HB

10th January 1996

I know you that the attached correspondence was sent to you and
I should be grateful if you would let me have a copy of your
response to the 11 questions which have been raised.

Yours sinc

D%@ID ALTON MP

nouse oF commons TEL B
CONSTITUENCY OFFCE ’E*‘ﬁi{:_ FAY
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Secretariat (Air Staff) Za
Room 8§245

Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehail

LONDON SWIA 2HB.

December 11th 1995.

Your ref. DiSec (AS)/64/3.

Thank you for your letter of December 7th. | would be grateful
for further clarification on the following points which relate to an article published in
"The News of the World® on August 20th of this year:

1. Is it true that the Secretariat {Air Staff) 2a office is, in fact, the official name for the
MOD's ‘UFO desk'?

2. Can you confirm that a_was nead of this section for the period

beginning 19827

3. Es‘% employed in this or some other capacity within the MOD?

4. Is it true that ms written a book based on his experiences as head of the
section and that he has been negoftiating with the MOD for penmission o publish i?
Has permission been granted?

On the specific issue of the Rendiesham incident:

B. Why did the MOD suppress publication - and deny the existence of - the ‘Halt
Memo' until its release in America in 18837

7. Does the MOD still claim that the Halk memo is the sole documentation it
possesses with regard to this affair?

8. What is the MOD’s attitude towards the even more revealing statements of the US
Airman Art Wallace (published in the 'News of the World' on 2/10/83}, Sgt 'Steve
Roberts’ and others?

9. Given the spectacular nature of the evidence, how did the MOD arrive at the
conclusion that there was no evidence that a breach of the UK's air defences occurred
on this occasion?

10. Can you throw any light on the reasons for the Forestry Commission's

subsequent actions in demolishing that area of the forest where the incident is
alieged to have occurred?

© Crown Copyright
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11. Does not the MOD regard as significant the subsequent radiation readings at the
site of the aileged landing?

I am sorry to intrude on your time by posing such a fot of questions but the issues
raised are obviously of importance to me in pursuing my research into this incident. i
hope that you will feel able to be as open as security needs allow in supplying me
with some answers.

Thank you in anticipation for your kind assistance.

Yours sincerely,

© Crown Copyright
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VIINISTRY OF DEFENCE
rrou:

Miain Building, Whitehall,

! #
Secretariat(Bir staff)2a, Room 87
ondon SW1TA 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 2000

{Fax}

Your raference

Cur r_efé'renée- _
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
el . i neiyh. o e
\"2_January 1996

Es Thank you for your undated letter to m {:{7llez:au;;’:.1£=;i},_“l
explained the role thav

which was received on 12 December.
+he MOD has with respect to the subject of "unexplained" aerial
sightings in her letter to your of 7 December. -

“ni ~ijes, I took over from \in
ariat(iir Btaff)ia Sec(AS)2a 1s a secretaria branch
works closely with the RAF espect of a wide variety of

We provide administrative support for RAF activities and
Sec({A8)2a is, amongst other things, the MOD focal point

ject of “unexplained” aerial sightings but is not a "UFO"
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firm that worked in a junior management grade 1
but neither was he nor indeed
left Sec(AS)2a on promotion
vour query at Point 4 relates To a
and the Department and it would be
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any "UF0Q" sectlion.
an MOD employee.
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for me to comment upon it.
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4. with regard to your queries relating to the alleged incident near

RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest in December 1980. S—has
i ] based on the available substantiate -

previously explained to you
a collective decision by those within the MOD/

evidence at the time,
RAF sections with responsibility for air defence matters judged that
of the UK's air defences

there was no indication that a breach
coccurred on the nights concerned. Although a number of allegations
nave been made about these reported events nothing has subseguently

emerged over the last 15 years since the alleged incident which has
given us any reason to believe that the original assessment made by
+hig Department was incorrect. As there was no evidence of a matter
of defence concern official interest in this matter has long since

ceased.

OLwWs Saux

© Crown Copyright
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS B1ST COMISAT SUPPORT CROUP {USﬁ.FEJ
APO MEW YORK 09758

Unexplained Lights _ e

RAF/CC

5 Farly in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (apprcximate1y 0300L), two USAF

security police patro1men saw unusual lights outside the back gatf at '
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an a1rcraftﬂm1ght have crashed or been forced
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate. "~
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrelimen is pro-
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object

in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It jlluminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went into a
frenzy. -The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour Tater nzar
the back gate.

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

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

of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.
A nearby tree had moderate {.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree

toward the depressions.

3. Later in the night a red sun-1like light was seen through the trees.

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

in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp angular
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to the
north appeared .to be ettiptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circles. The objects, to the.porth rémained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time. to time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aet1v1t1es in paragraphs

2 and 3.

; ; .t Col, USAF
Deputj Bdse Conmander

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

Telephone 0171-21 oo (Direct Dialling)
0171-21 89000 (Switchboard)

L4 e
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE 1
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 3517/95/A 3., November 1995

,bm &wt.-(,.."ﬁ.—-\c_ ‘

Thank you for your letter of 9 November t '
enclosing one from your constituent,
Lancaster, about "unidentifie ying objects",

I am replying as this matter falls within my area of responsibility.

It may be helpful if I begin by clarifying my Department's role
in respect of "unexplained" aerial sightings. In the context of MOD
and HM Forces' responsibility for ensuring the effective defences of
the United Kingdom we remain vigilant for any potential threat to
the security of this country from whatever source. As such, we look
at reports of "unexplained" aerial sightings in order to establish
whether what was seen may have defence significance. If no threat
is discerned, and in connection with "unexplained" aerial sightings
this has been the case in all instances to date, we make no further
attempt to investigate and establish exactly what may have been
seen. My Department does not have any direct interest, expertise or
role in relation to "UFO/flying saucer" matters or to those relating
to the existence of extraterrestrial lifeforms. I should point out
however that we are still not aware of any evidence which might
substantiate the existence of th@gsealleged phenomena.

Turning to _specific query there have been no
questions raised in either House on_t biect of "UFOs" since
December 1994, However, I believeﬂmight instead be
referring to the lobby of Members of Parliament by "Operation Right
to Know, Britain" on 11 October, which received some Press coverage
at the time. “"Operation Right To Know, Britain" is a group which

campaigns for the immediate release of all MOD files held on the
subject of "UFOs" into the public domain.

. Such files, in common with other MOD files, are subject to the
provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967 which states
that government files should generally stay closed for thirty years

g
i3

Dame Elaine Kellett—-Bowman DBE MP

B i
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Recycled Paper
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after the date of the top enclosure. Unfortunately most of our old
“UFO" reports files from before 1967 were destroyed as at the time
they were not considered to be of sufficient public interest to
merit retention. Since that date, in the context of an increase in
public interest, files have been preserved. However, a few files
from the Fifties have survived and can be viewed at the Public
Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The
references of these files are as follows:

AIR 16/1199 AIR 2/16918
AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/17318
AIR 20/9320 AIR 20/9994
AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17526
AIR 20/9322 | PREM 11/855

I should like to assure_ that the MOD and our Armed
Forces remain properly vigilant for any potential physical threat to
the security of the United Kingdom from whatever source and there is
no question of ocur attempting to cover up any information on this
subject. -

I hope this clarifies the position.

)f

THE EARL HOWE

Recycled Paper

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)/64/4
_QQLNOV 95 "

Parliamentary Branch

LETTER FROM DAME ELAINE KELLETT-BOWMAN MP — US-3517/95

1. Dame Kellett-Bowman's constituent appears to be under the
impression that a PQ was recently tabled in the House of
Commons concerning the release of information on the subject of
"unidentified flying objects®. The last PQ on the subject of
"UFOs" was tabled in the House of Lords in December 1994.
However, we believe that the constituent may be confusing Press
reports about a protest outside the Houses of Parliament by
"Operation Right to Know, Britain", a Group which campaigns in
favour of the release of all information that the MOD holds on
the subject of "UFO/flying saucers". The lobby of MPs took
place on 11 October and received modest press coverage.

2 I attach a self-explanatory draft reply which is
consistent with the line that we adopt when replylng to
enquiries of this nature.

Sec(AS)2

MB8247

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

Us 3517/95 November 1995

Thank you for your letter of 9 November addressed to Nicholas

soanes enclosing one fron FEEEGG
_Lancaster, concerning “"unidentified flying

objects". I am replying as this matter falls within my area of

responsibility.

‘First perhaps it would be useful if I were to clarify the role
of this Department with respect to the subject of "unexplained"
aerial sightings. In the context of MOD and HM Forces'
responsibility for ensuring the effective defences of the
United Kingdom we remain vigilant for any potential threat to
the security of this country from whatever source. As such, we
look at reports of "unexplained" aerial sightings in order-to
establish whether what was seen may have defence significance.
If no threat is discerned, .and in connection with "unexplained"
aerial sightings this has been the case in all instances to
date, we make no further attempt to investigate and establish
exactly what may have been seen. The MOD does not have any
direct interest, experﬁise or role in relation to “UFO/flying
saucer" matters or to those relating to the existence of

extraterrestrial lifeforms. I should point out however that it

Dame Elaine Kellett—~Bowman MP

© Crown Copyright
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remains the case that we are not aware of any evidence which

might substantiate the existence of this alleged phenomena.,

Turning to _specific: query there have been no

guestions raised in either House on the subject of "UFOs" since
December 1994. However, I believe_ might instead be
referring to the lobby of Members of Parliament by "Operation
Right to Know, Britain" on 11 October, which received some
Press coverage at the time. "ORTK, Britain" is a group which
campaigns for the immediate release of all MOD files held on

the subject of "UFOs" into the public domain.

Such files, in common with other MOD files;are subject to the
provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967 which
states that government files should generally.stay closed for
thirty years after the date of the top enclosure. Unfortunately
most of our oldl“UFO“ reports files from before 1967 were
destroyed as at the time they were not considered to be of
sufficient public interest to merit retention. Since that
Idate, in the context of an increase in public interest, files
have been preserved. However, a few files from the Fifties
have survived and can be-vieWed at the Public Record Office,
Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references

of these files are as follows:

© Crown Copyright
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AIR 16/1199 AIR 2/16918
AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/17318
ATR 20/9320 AIR 20/9994
AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17526"

AIR 20/9322 PREM 11/855

I should like to assure _that the MOD and our Armed
Forces remain properly vigilant for any potential physical
threat to the security of the United Ringdom from whatever
source and there is no question of our attempting to cover up

any information on this subject,

I hope this clarifies the position.

THE LORD HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

FOR IMMEDIATE ACTION

TO: _SEC( m

MINISTER REPLYING: DS &S

DRAFT REQUIRED BY:

PE REF NUMBER: \)S IS¢ /o5

2L/ /95

DATE: \S /11/95 FROM:_ PE Unit TEL: DA

GUIDANCE NOTE
Ministers reply to some 8,000

such letters a year. They place

great ilmportance on the content
style and speed of the replies.

Letters should be polite,
informal, to the point and in
clear, simple language. Avoid
acronyms and MOD jargon.
Always emphasise the positive
aspects of Government policy.
Do not be unduly defensive.

No background note is required
‘unless essential to explain the
line taken in the draft reply.

Layout Draft replies should be
double spaced.

Always include the full PE
reference number at the top
left of the draft.

Put the MP's full title at the
bottom left of the first page.
Only add the address if the
letter is from the Minister
direct to a constituent.

Opening and closing All
Ministers prefer to start:
"Thank you for your letter of
(MP*'s ref if given) on
behalf of/enclosing one from
your constituent, Mr ... of
oy TOVEOWD abOUL seeas”

If a Minister is replying on

behalf of another Minister

sbarti

"Thank you for your letter of
addressed to Michael

Portillo/ Nicholas Soames/James

Arbuthnot/Frederick Howe on
behalf etc®

Mr Soames and Earl Howe add "I
have been asked to reply" and
"I am replying as this matter
falls within my area of
responsibility." respectively.

Do not end "I hope this is
helpful" when the reply is
obviously disappointing.
Alternatives are:

"I hope this explains the
position®

"I am sorry I cannot be more
helpful®

"I am sorry to send what I know
will be & disappointing reply."

Deadlines 1If, exceptionally,
you cannot meet the deadline
let me know at once - an
interim reply might be needed.

Departmental action Action on
the same case should be held
until the Minister has sent a
full reply.

Please discuss any gquestions
about the substance of the
drafts or other policy aspects
direct with the relevant
private office.

ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A
NAMED OFFICIAL AT GRADE 7 LEVEL
AND ANNOTATED TO CONFIRM THIS.

WHEREVER POSSIBLE DRAFTS SHOULD
BE SENT ON CHOTS E-MAIL TO:
Parliamentary Enquiries

other wi end drafts by fax
=
PL NLY ONE METHOD

© Crown Copyright
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From: Dame Elaine Kellett-Bowman MP

HOUSE OF COMMONS

09 November 1995 | uphON SWIA 0AA

Hon. Nicholas Soames MP

Minister of State for the Armed Forces
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 2HB

Dear Nicholas

I _enclose a Jletter from w constituent_
Coconio " Ry

who considers that information on U.F.0. landings
and sightings should be made public. |

I was not present when the gquestion she refers to
was put, and have therefore advised her that I
would forward her letter to vyou. I will be

irateful for your reply to the points raised by

Yours ever,

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

Telephone 0171-21....... {Direct Dialiing) "oy
- 0171-21 89000 (Switchboard) i,ﬁ
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE
D/US of S/FH 3216/95/M >{h,. October 1995

Thank you for your letter of 9 October (reference: CSP/95
3806) to Malcolm Rifkind enclosing one from

FCardiff, about unidentified flying
objects. am replying as this matter falls within my area of

responsibility.

As you are already aware, in the context of MOD and HM
Forces' responsibility for ensuring the effective defences of the
United Kingdom, we remain vigilant for any potential threat to the
security of this country, from whatever source. As such, we look
at reports of unexplained aerial sightings in order to establish
whether what was seen may have defence significance. If no threat
is discerned, and in connection with unexplained aerial sightings
this has been the case in all instances to date, we make no
further attempt to investigate and establish exactly what may have
been seen.

_makes specific reference to the alleged incident at

‘Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. When the

MOD was informed of this occurrence all available substantiated
evidence was looked at in the usual manner by those within the
MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The judgement
was that there was no indication that a breach of the UK's air
defences had occurred on the nights in question. As there was no
evidence to indicate a matter of defence concern no further
investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of
allegations have subsequently been made about these reported
events, nothing has emerged which has given us any reason to
believe that the original assessment made by this Department was
incorrect.

I hope that this explains our position.

/w € T

THE EARIL HOWE ‘?;}%

:

Alun Michael Esqg JP MP :
iy
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 2 c
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON swz%’%pg V&

%
5

L.

Telephone 0171-21.....................(Direct Dialling) e S
. : g
0171-21 89000 (Switchboard)
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE
D/US of S/FH 3135/95/A - 24h, October 1995

Thank you for your letter of 30 September enclosi ‘
our constituent, S
h Farthinghoe, about an alleged "UFO" sighting at Rendlesham
Forest in December 1980.

First perhaps it would be useful if I were to clarify the role
of this Department with respect to subject of "UFO sightings". 1In
the context of MOD and HM Forces' responsibility for ensuring the
effective defences of the United Kingdom we remain vigilant for any
potential threat to the security of this country, from whatever
source. - As such, we look at reports of unexplained aerial sightings
in order to establish whether what was seen may have defence
significance. If no threat is discerned, and in connection with
unexplained aerial sightings this has been the case in all instances
to date, we make no further attempt to investigate and establish
exactly what may have been seen.

You make specific reference to the alleged incident at
Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. When the
MOD was informed of this occurrence all available substantiated
evidence was looked at in the usual manner by those within the MOD/
RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The judgement was
that there was no indication that a breach of the UK's air defences
had occurred on the nights in question. As there was no evidence to
indicate a matter of defence concern no further investigation into
the matter was necessary, and as such no official report was ever

Tim Boswell Esg MP

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

written. Nothing has subseguently emerged which has given us any
reason to believe that the original assessment made by the
Department was incorrect.

I hope this explains the position.

J

THE EARIL HOWE

E2Y:

Recycled Paper
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Wed Oct 25, 1995 11:19 mailbox log Page 1

DATE TO SUBJECT

25/10/95 Parliamentary Enqu US 3216/95 Ref: 328
Sent : 25/10/95 12:16

To : Parliamentary Enquiries

Cc :

Ref y 328

Subject: US 3216/95

Text : The attachment mentioned in the covering letter will be walked
down to you within the next 15 minutes.

This PE has been cleared and signed by-

Priority: Urgent View Acknowledge [*] - Attachments [1]
Reply Request [ 1 Delivery Acknowledge [*] page 1
Becce 2
Auth by :

Defer Date : Defer Time :

No Redirection [ ]

page 2
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
Oct 95

Parliamentary Branch

US 3216/95; ALUN MICHAEL JP, MP - "UFOs"

Ly The incident which is alleged to have occurred in December
1980 in Rendlesham Forest, near RAF Woodbridge, is one which
still fascinates "UFO" enthusiasts. The events at Rendlesham
Forest have been highlighted in books, magazines articles and
television programmes. This office continues to receive a
steady stream of correspondence on this subject. The attached
draft reflects the standard line we adopt when replying to such
correspondence.

2 On 15 Jan 81 a report (of copy of which will be walked
down to you) was sent to the MOD under cover of a letter from
RAF Bentwaters. It is a statement from the then Deputy Base
Commander at RAF Woodbridge, Lt Col Charles Halt, officially
recording what a few USAF personnel, and in part he himself,
witnessed outside RAF Woodbridge over the nights of 27-29 Dec
B0. The report was examined by the Department at the time and
no other evidence of any matter of defence significance was
found. This is of course the Department's only interest in
such sightings.

5. Our official line regarding this alleged incident is that
all availlable evidence was examined at the time and we are
satisfied that nothing of defence concern occurred in the
location on the nights in question. No additional information
has come to light over the last 14 years which calls the
original judgement into question.

4. entions a previous letter forwarded to the
Department to which he did not receive a reply. Mr Michael did
forward a letter from_to the Secretary of State in
January and Lord Henley replied on 28 January (ref: D/USofS OH
0124/95). Since the MP quotes this reference at the top of his
latest covering leter it would appear that he did indeed
receive the previous response and that any failure to pass it,
or a summary of its contents, toirests with Mr
Michael's office.

‘Sec(AS
MB8247

Enc.
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DRAFT

US 3216/95 ' October 1995

Thank you for your letter of 9 October to the former
Secretary of State (CSP/95/3806) enclosing one from_

unidentified flying objects. I am replying as this matter

falls within my area of responsibility.

As you are already aware, in the context of MOD and HM Forces'
responsibility for ensuring the effective defences of the
United Kingdom, we remain vigilant for any potential threat to
the security of this country, from whatever source. As such,
we look at reports of unexplained aerial sightings in order to
establish whether what was seen may have defence significance.
If no threat is discerned, and in connection with unexplained
aerial sightings this has been the case in all instances to
date, we make no further attempt to investigate and estabiish

exactly what may have been seen.

_makes specific reference to the alleged incident at

Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. When the
MOD was informed of this occurrence all available substantiated

evidence was looked at in the usual manner by those within the

Alun Michael JP, MP
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MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The
judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the
UK's air defences had occurred on the nights in question. As
there was no evidence to indicate a matter of defence concern
no further investigation into the matter was necessary.
Although a number of allegations havé subsequently been made
about these reported evénts, nothing has emerged which has
gi#en us any reason to believe that the original assessment

made by this Department was incorrect.

I hope that this explains our position.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY
FOR IMMEDIATE ACTION

g = ;
L e N e 2.0 4 L | e
0 & (665 D e Pz REF NO WD B21LL A S
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| Please let me have by ¢35 /WD/ ™S a draft reply for the
Secretary-of-statefitinicterlhfy/HinistertPa) /the Under-Secretary
of State to send to the attached letter. No background note is
reguired unless you nesd to explain additional points that should
be taken 1nto acount when considering the draft.
2 EE 5 excgptiqgally, you cannot meet this desadline, you should
let me Know immediately. An interim reply might be required.
3. Departmental action, including that on letters passed out for

official action on the same case, should bs held until the
Hinister has signed off & full reply.

4. RLL DRAFTS MUST BE CLERRED BY A GRADE 7 02 EQUIVALENT AND
MUST BE ANNOTATED TO SEOW THAT THIS HLS BEEN DONE .

5 WHEHREVER POSSIBLE, DRAFT
- SENT BY E-MAIL TO Parliamenta
AEND BNY ATTACHMENTS BY FAX TO

S SHOULD BE PREP:ER
ry Enguiries, TH
MB EXTN

e
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GUIDANCE OTE

HMinisters reply to some 8,000
letters every vear from MPs,
MEPs and Peers on every aspsect
of pollidcy eand gpereticas.: Ic
is the most effectlve day—-to-
day way they have of explaining
and defending their policies
and b actlions of Lhe
Department and they therefore
place great importance on the

= e

L.
content, tone and
e

spsed of
their replies.
The PE Unit in the
Parliamentary Branch can
discuss Ehie handling of

individual casesg,
STYLE. Drafts should:
- be double spaced;

- be polite but informal in
tone, +to the point, in clear
and uncomplicated language free
from acronyms and jargon. Use
short, familiar vords ;
abbreviations only after using
the words or name in full; &and
technical terms only sparingly
and always with an explanation.
Short sentences are bsst.

- emphasise the  positive
aspect of Government policy and

not be unduly defensive.
o include reference to any
recent meetings gtween the

correspondent and the Minister.

- 1f &appropriste, say what
has gone wrong unless there is
goocd reason not to (and the
reasons should then be speslt
out in the background note)

BUT always say what  Thas/is
being  done to put matters
right.

- write numbers betwsen one
and

Iot,
b}
%
£
o
b
o
=
I

O
b
{
rt ol

=} et (D e
b

ot
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mo o own
~
[
2 | o
i__.J
.
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£
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K A et & &

v write the MP
shown on their 1
the Dbottom lef the first
page of the draft. Do not add
the &address unless the letter
is from the Minister direct to
one of his constituepts;

nclude the PE reference

1
numner at the Top bBI the
draft.
QPENING, COURTESIES, MEIN
ISSUZ AND CLOSING -

O
‘U
44!
I"“::;
ot}
3!

The SECRETARY OF STATE
preisrg to sayi

To an MP or Peer: Thank you
for your letter of 25
September (MP's reference if
given) on bshalf of/enclosing
one from Mrs Bloggs oi 15
Eigh Street, Toytown about the
situation in Bosnia,

To a constituent: Thank you
for your letter  of 25
September about the situation

in Bosnia/in which you mention
your concerns  about  the
situation in Bosnia.

H :

Afte an interim reply: o
said I would write to Yyou
again when we had made further
enquiries  about the 1issues

railsed by Mrs Bloggs of
15 High Street, Toytown about
the situation in Bosnia.
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MINISTER{(AF) as for SofS and:

To an MP or Peer in response to
a letter addressed to the
Secretary of State (or another
Minister):
letter Of 25. September to
Michael Portillo/James
Arbuthnot/Frederick Howe etc.
I have bszen asked to reply.
MINISTER(DP) also replies in
the same way but omits "I have
been asked to reply."

USofS as for Minister(AF) with
the last sentence I amn
replying in view  of mny
responsibility for "X"' or ‘as
this matter falls within my
area of responsibility’.

COURTESTES - Where  the
constituent or MP mentions any
difficulties or misfortune you
should sympathise with them.

You should indicate issues to
which the Minister is able to
reply and those that are for
another Government Department.
You should include an apology
for the delay 1if the reply
will take more than a month to
reach the MP even if an interim
reply was sent.

MAIN ISSUE - Decide what is
the main or underlying point at
issue and address that point
first. Peripherpoints may not
need to be addressed in detail
or at all. Relate any standard
Departmental line to the MP's
point or constituent's
circumstances 1if appropriate.

Thank you for vyour .

clarifies the po

CLOSING - Do not end "I hope
this is helpful" when the
reply is obviously
disappointing Zlternatives
are;

= I hops that thi
si

= I- hopa tosat
will Dbe reassured Dby
explanation.

Mrs Bloggs
this

- I am sorry I cannot be
more heloful.

- I am sorry to send what I
know will be a disappointing
reply for Mrs Bloggs but I
hope it helps to explain the
position.

i Please thank Mrs Bloggs
for her interest/concern in
this [important] matter.

TRANSFERS FROM OGDs Where a
letter has been transferred
from another Covernment

Department to MOD for answer,
there is no need to mention

this fact in the draft reply
since the MP concerned will
have &already been advised of

the transfer by the OGD at the
transfer stage.
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In reply please quote _ ALUN MICHAEL JP, MP
CSPI95/3806 House of Commons, 3721\
Your ref. | London SW1A 0AA
DIUS of S OH 0124/95 o

St s g, TSR PYGT
Rt Hon M Rifkind MP O0TS 8 L8 S0 | Messages“
Secretary of State for Defence T — . Gonstituency
Ministry of Defence s S 3

Main Building, Fax; London

Whitehall
9 October 1995

(24-hour Answerphone)

Dear Malcolm,

| enclose a further letter which I have received from my constituent,

Y : < ir s UFOs.

I shall be grateful for your comments.

[ look forward to hearing from you.

Yours singerely,

Alun Michael

© Crown Copyright


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

A_L

WaEl ey

|

&

i1l

Bl

-

3

el

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1
CIEnoe iy

[ I

3

b
o

imasir

The M

flail ol
sy ]
- e
i et
0k gt
P L
n.m i
L ¥

B

."i ' '1

O

ix

T & o

Al s
W1 ey

ﬂ‘&

f ‘n #

TR T

P

T oAy
A

e 2 B
Pt -y e
- £
P el e
Il Al i
! o oot
4 e ==

= ¢ =
i b bind
1. d L

o
Lorm

© Crown Copyright



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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
2l Oct 95

Parliamentary Branch

'US 3216/95; ALUN MICHAEL JP, MP — "UFOs"

1, The incident which is alleged to have occurred in December
1980 in Rendlesham Forest, near RAF Woodbridge, is one which
still fascinates "UFO" enthusiasts. The events at Rendlesham
Forest have been highlighted in books, magazines articles and
television programmes. This office continues to receive a
steady stream of correspondence on this subject. The attached
draft reflects the standard line we adopt when replying to such
correspondence.

2 On 15 Jan 81 a report (of copy of which will be walked
down to you) was sent to the MOD under cover of a letter from
RAF Bentwaters. It is a statement from the then Deputy Base
Commander at RAF Woodbridge, Lt Col Charles Halt, officially
recording what a few USAF personnel, and in part he himself,
witnessed outside RAF Woodbridge over the nights of 27-29 Dec
80. The report was examined by the Department at the time and
no other evidence of any matter of defence significance was
found. This is of course the Department's only interest in
such sightings.

3. Our official line regarding this alleged incident is that
all available evidence was examined at the time and we are
satisfied that nothing of defence concern occurred in the
location on the nights in question. No additional information
has come to light over the last 14 years which calls the
original judgement into question.

4. nmentions a previous letter forwarded to the
Department to which he did not receive a reply. Mr Michael did

forward a letter from to the Secretary of State in
January and Lord HEHIMOH 28 January (ref: D/USofS OH
0124/95). since the MP quotes this reference at the top of his
latest covering leter it would appear that he did indeed

receive the previous response and that any failure to pass it,
i rests with Mr

or a summary of its contents, to
Michael's office.

Sec(AS)2
. MB8247

Enc.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

US 3216/95 | October 1995

Thank you for your letter of 9 October to the former

Secretary of State (CSP/95/3806) enclosing one from-

unidentified flying objects. I am replying as this matter

falls within my area of responsibility.

As you are already aware, in the contéxt of MOD and HM Forces'
responsibility for ensuring the effective defences of the
United Kingdom, we remain vigilant for any potential threat to
the security of this country, from whatever source. As sﬁch,
we look at reports of unexplained aerial sightings in order to
establish whether what was seen may have defence significance.
If no threat is discerned, and in connection with unexplained
aerial sightings this has been the case in all instances to
date, we make no further attempt to investigate and establish

exactly what may have been seen.

_makes specific reference to the alleged incident at
Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. When the

MOD was informed of this occurrence all available substantiated

evidence was looked at in the usual manner by those within the

Alun Michael JP, MP

© Crown Copyright
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MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The
judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the
UK's alr defences had occurred on the nights in question. As
there was no evidence to indicate a matter of defence concern
no further investigation into the matter was necessary.
&lthough a number of allegations have subsequently been made
about these reported events, ﬁcthing has emerged which has
given us any reason to believe that the original assessment

made by this Department was incorrect.

I hope that this explains our position.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
20 Oct 95

Parliamentary Branch

US 3135/95; TIM BOSWELL, MP - "UFOs"

;. The incident which is alleged to have occurred in December
1980 in Rendlesham Forest, near RAF Woodbridge, is one which
still fascinates "UFO" enthusiasts. The events at Rendlesham
Forest have been highlighted in books, magazines articles and
television programmes. This office continues to receive a
steady stream of correspondence on this subject. The attached
draft reflects the standard line we adopt when replying to such
correspondence.

s On 15 Jan 81 a report (of copy of which will be walked
down to you) was sent to the MOD under cover of a letter from
RAF Bentwaters. It is a statement from the then Deputy Base
Commander at RAF Woodbridge, Lt Col Charles Halt, officially
recording what a few USAF personnel, and in part he himself,
witnessed ocutside RAF Woodbridge over the nights of 27-29 Dec
80. The report was examined by the Department at the time and
no other evidence of any matter of defence significance was
found. This is of course the Department's only interest in
such sightings. -

c Our official line regarding this alleged incident is that
all available evidence was examined at the time and we are
satisfied that nothing of defence concern occurred in the
location on the nights in question. No additional information
has come to light over the 'last 14 years which calls the
original judgement into question.

© Crown Copyright
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DRAFT

D/US 3135/95 October 1995

Thank you for your letter of 30 September enclosing one from

_Farthinghoe, South Northants, - on the

subject of an alleged "UFO" sighting at Rendlesham Forest in

-

December 1980.

First perhaps it would be useful if I were to clarify the role
of this Départment with respect to subject of "UFO sightings".
In the éontext of MOD and HM Forces' responsibility for
ensuring the effective defences of the United Kingdom we remain
vigilant for any potential threat to the security of this
country, from whatever source. As such, we look at reports of
unexplained aerial sightings in order to establish whether what
was seen may have defence significance. If no threat is
discerned, and iﬁ connection with unexplained aerial sigﬁtings
this has been the casé in all instances to date, we make no
further attempt to investigate and establish exactly what may

have been seen.

Tim Boswell Esq, MP

© Crown Copyright
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You make specific reference to the alleged incident at
Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. When the
MOD was informed of this occurrence all available substantiated
evidence was looked at in the usual manner by those within the
MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The
judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the
UK's air defences had occurred on the nights in question. As
there was no evidence to indicate a matter of defence concern
no further investigation into the matter was necessary, and as
such no official-report was ever written. Nothing has
subsequently emerged which has given us any reason to believe
that the original assessment made by this Department was

incorrect.

I hope this explains the position.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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Fri Oct 20, 1995 16:07 mailbox log Page 1

DATE TO SUBJECT - :
20/10/95 Parliamentary Enqu US 3135/95 Ref: 316
Ssent : 20/10/95 16:06 ‘
To : Parliamentary Enquiries
Co - ‘
Ref ¢ 316

Subject: US 3135/95
Text : The attached has been seen and signed off by- Sec(AS)2.

The attachment mentioned in the covering minute was walked down
to you earlier this afternoon.

Priority: Urgent - View Acknowledge [*] Attachments [1]
Reply Request [ 1] Delivery Acknowledge [*] page 1
Bco |
Auth by :
Defer Date : | Defer-Time :

No Redirection [ ]
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
20 Oct 95

Parliamentary Branch

US 3135/95; TIM BOSWELL, MP — "UFOs"

1+ The incident which is alleged to have occurred in December
1980 in Rendlesham Forest, near RAF Woodbridge, is one which
still fascinates "UFO" enthusiasts. The events at Rendlesham
Forest have been highlighted in books, magazines articles and
television programmes. This office continues to receive a
steady stream of correspondence on this subject. The attached
draft reflects the standard line we adopt when replying to such
correspondence. ' -

2. On 15 Jan 81 a report (of copy of which will be walked
down to you) was sent to the MOD under cover of a letter from
RAF Bentwaters. It is a statement from the then Deputy Base
Commander at RAF Woodbridge, Lt Col Charles Halt, officially
recording what a few USAF personnel, and in part he himself,
witnessed outside RAF Woodbridge over the nights of 27-29 Dec
80, The report was examined by the Department at the time and
no other evidence of any matter of defence significance was
found. This is of course the Department's only interest in
such sightings.

3. Our official line regarding this alleged incident is that
all available evidence was examined at the time and we are
gsatisfied that nothing of defence concern occurred in the
location on the nights in question. No additional information
has come to light over the last 14 years which calls the
‘original judgement into question.

[Original Signed]

Section 40|
Sec(AS)2

025247 S
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DRAFT

D/US 3135/95 October 1995

Thank you for your letter of 30 September enclosing one from

ey
_ Farthinghoe, South Northants,_ on the

subject of an alleged "UFO" sighting at Rendlesham Forest in

December 1980.

First perhaps it would be useful if I were to clarify the role
of this Department with respect to subject of "UFO sightings®.
In the context of MOD and HM Forces' responsibility for
ensuring the effective defences of the United Kingdom we remain
vigilant for any potential threat to the security of this
country, from whatever source. As such, we look at reports of
unexplained aerial sightings iﬁ order to establish whether what
was seen may have defence significance. If no threat is
discerned, and in connection with unexplained aerial sightings
this has been the case in all instances to date, we make no
further attempt to investigate and establish exactly what may

have been seen.

Tim Boswell Esqg, MP

© Crown Copyright
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You make specific reference to the alleged incident at
.Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in December 1§80. When the
MOD was informed of this occurrence-ali available substantiated
évidence was looked at in the usual manner by those within the
MOD/RAF with responsibilité for air defénce matters. The
judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the
UK's alr defences had occurred on the nights in question. As
there was no evidence to indicate a matter of defence concern
no further investigation into the matter was necessary, and as
such no official report was ever written. Nothing has
subsequently emerged which has given us any reason to believe

that the original assessment made by this Department was

incorrect.

I hope this explains the position.

THE EARL HOWE

© Crown Copyright
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PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY
FOR IMMEDIATE ACTION

TO S@@S;ﬁ__ PE REF NO \ALSJ&&F’S

lease let me have by12¥3/WC3;ﬂ15 a draft reply for the

— - : HristertbPy/the Under- Secretary
of State to send to the attached letter, No background note 1is
reguired unless you need to explain additional points that should
be taken into acount when conslidering the draft.

< If, exceptionally, you cannot meet this deadline, you should
let me know immediately. An interim reply might be required.

3 Departmental action, including that on letters passed out for
official action on the same case, should be held until the
Minister has signed off a full reply.

4. ALL DRAFTS MUST BE CLEARED BY A GRADE 7 OR EQUIVALENT AND
MUST BE ANNOTATED TO SHOW THAT THIS HAS BEEN DONE.

5. WHEREVER POSSIBLE, DRAFTS SHOULD BE PREPARED ON CHEOTS AND
SENT BY E-MAIL TO Parliamentary Enquiries. OTHERWISE SEND DRAFTS
AND ANY ATTACHMENTS BY FAX TO MB EXTN —

DATE: || OCH O erx

Parliamentary Branch
MB6138

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

GUIDANCE NOTE

Ministers reply to some 8,000
letters every vyear from MPs,
MEPs and Peers on every aspect
of policy and operations. It
is the most effective day-to-
day way they have of explaining
and defending their policies
and the actions of  the
Department and they therefore

place great importance on the
content, tone and speed of
their replies.

The PE Unit in the
Parliamentary Branch can
discuss the handling of

individual cases.
STYLE. Drafts should:
= be double spaced;

i be polite but informal in
tone, to the point, in clear
and uncomplicated language free
from acronyms and jargon. Use
short, familiar
abbreviations only after using
the words or name in full; and
technical terms only sparingly
and always with an explanation.
Short sentences are best.

= emphasise  the positive
aspect of Government policy and

not be unduly defensive.
- include reference to any
recent meetings between the

correspondent and the Minister.

= ik appropriaté, say what
has gone wrong unless there 1is
good reason not to (and the

reasons should then be spelt
out in the background note)
BUT always say what has/is

being done  to put matters

right .

- write numbers between one
and

HEADING.

ten in words and use digits
for numbers over Len .,
Percentages should be written
as "ten per cenk"® . The
Government is treated as a

singular noun (the Government
believes, not believe);

Jou must always:

= write the MP's full title,
shown on their letter head, at
the Dbottom left of the first
page of the draft. Do not add
the address unless the letter
is from the Minister direct to

words;

After _an

one of his constituents;

= include the PE reference
number at the top of the
draft. :

OPENING, COURTESIES,  MAIN
ISSUE AND CLOSING "

OPENING

The SECRETARY OF STATE

prefers to say:

To an MP or Peer: Thank you
for your  letter of 25
September (MP's reference if
given) on behalf of/enclosing
one from Mrs Bloggs of 15
High Street, Toytown about the
situation in Bosnia.

To a constituent: Thank you
for = your letter of 25
September about the situation

in Bosnia/in which you mention
your concerns about the
situation in Bosnia.

interim reply: I
said I would write to vyou
again when we had made further

enguiriES about the issues
ralsed by Mrs Bloggs of
15 High Street, Toytown about

the situation in Bosnia.
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MINISTER(AF) as for Sof8 and:

To an MP or Peer in response to
a letter addressed to the

Secretary of State (or another
Minister): Thank you for vyour
letter of 25 September to
Michael Portillo/James

Arbuthnot/Frederick Howe etc,
I have been asked to reply.

MINISTER(DP) also replies in
the same way but omits "I have
been asked to reply."”

USofS as for Minister(AF) with
the last sentence 'I am
replying in view  of my
responsibility for "X"' or 'as
this matter falls within nmny
area of responsibility’.

COURTESIES - Where the
constituent or MP mentions any
difficulties or misfortune you
should sympathise with them.

You should indicate 1issues to
which the Minister is able to
reply and those that are for
another Government Department.

You should include an apology
for the delay 1if the reply
will take more than a month to
reach the MP even if an interim
reply was sent.

MAIN ISSUE - Decide what is
the main or underlying point at
issue and address that point
first. Peripherpoints may not
need to be addressed in detail
or at all. Relate any standard
Departmental line to the MP's
point or constituent's
circumstances if appropriate.

CLOSING - Do not end "I hope
this is helpful” when the
reply is obviously
disappointing. Alternatives
are:

= I hope that this explains/

clarifies the position.

= I hope that Mrs Bloggs
will be reassured by this
explanation.

= I am sorry I cannot be
more helpful.

= I am sorry to send what I
know will be a disappointing
reply for Mrs Bloggs but I
hope it helps to explain the
position.

= Please thank Mrs Bloggs
for her interest/concern in
this [important] matter.

ITRANSFERS FROM OGDs Where =a
letter has been transferred
from another Government

Department to MOD for answer,
there is no need to mention
this fact in the draft reply
since the MP concerned will
have already been advised of
the transfer by the OGD at the
transfer stage.

© Crown Copyright
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Tim Boswell, M.P.

L
[}
) §

ol
m%‘%%

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

30th September 1995

.B%;\:‘;Chb\:: !

I am enclosing a letter

received from m

I have

Farthinghoe concerning

uhe reported sighting of a UFO in Rendlesham Forest

in Suffolk. I would be grateful if you could
let me know whether you are able to forward a
copy of the official report of the incident to
my constituent. I look forward to your advice

on this issue.

The Earl Howe,
Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,
Whitehall,

LONDON. SW1A 2HB

© Crown Copyright



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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

~
M M Heslctine AN
Thentord P
South Novthants e

Dear Sir

f.‘ £ "" 1 ’ L R Ly -4 A gtie LR} - " e a H ¥ 1 2 3 y -

On the 27th December 1980, there was a repuried stzhting and possibie srounding of a UFO
ify :.:_,(n.:" M [ e 2ot 3 . [ = . H ‘“‘ - ¢ 3 " I | a |
HEpomndivsnaim otest i dabiodh, [ andersiacd nat o that inne vou heid the pi_‘siiidn ol

Secretary of

i

state for Delence whish 1 assume would mean that vou swould have had aceess to
this xupposcd incident

: ‘.' u ; . - * " ] il- ir - ) [} '- L Y > i ’ f > | .‘ i 3

Waould 1t be possible for vou b furward 4 vopy of thie oft, repart of the mwident to me, or i
n‘{;iwt‘ ] ;:f,rm_t me i the ngks divsetion as regards obtaining a copy ? 1 have afso contacted
BUFORA in the hope of obtaining any intommation,

T arisibesyro s Fui e P T - - ; ' 4 +
v understand that vou will havy morg pressug matiens 0 hied ar the moment but vour

as syt earrees ckionile] Beie e S 2 Lo e S RN T . 4 " P -
esstanee would be OO enrocavied i Hns panttor, 1 ool Jare ard o hearing from vou

Yours sincereiv
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5=, MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone 0171-21.....................{Direct Dialling)
0171-21 89000 (Switchboard) ¢

_ S Gy
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE - / : g &
FOR DEFENCE

D/US of S/FH 2933/95/M Lh, october 1995

Thank you for your letter of 13 September to

Bradford, concerning unidentified flying

objects.

As you are already aware, 1n the context of MOD and HM Forces'
responsibility for ensuring the effective defences of the United
Kingdom we remain vigilant for any potential threat to the
security of this country, from whatever source. As such, we
look at reports of unexplained aerial sightings in corder to
establish whether what was seen may have defence significance.
If no threat 1s discerned, and in connection with unexplained
aerial sightings this has been the case in all instances to

date, we make no further attempt to investigate and establish
exactly what may have been seen.

Your letter poses five guestions which I shall answer in
sequence

(1) No such investigation into the "UFO" phenomenon has
been undertaken by the Ministry of Defence (the Air
Ministry having been disbanded in 1964). As a
consequence there is no report to release.

(2) We are not aware of any evidence which supports this
claim. '

(3) Egqually, we are unaware of any evidence which
supports the claim that a "UFO* landed in the Wigan

area as stated, or the claim that MOD personnel were
present at such an incident.

(4) No.

B T i
il

A
B s

Gerry Sutcliffe Esqg MP

&0

Daoveled Pane
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(5) The MOD does not investigate these phenomena.
Criminal aspects of human abductions and animal
‘mutilations would be matters for the civil police.
I understand that the Ministry of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Food sometimes receives queries about
crop circle formations and animal mutilations. They
do not investigate crop circle formations, and would
only conduct an investigation into animal mutilation
from an animal welfare perspective.

I hope this is helpful.

THE EARL HOWE

o>
&

Recycled Paper
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LLOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)/64/4
29 Sep 95

APS/US of § -

D/USofS/0H/2933/95; GERRY SUTCLIFFE, MP - "UFOs"

1. Mr Sutcliffe's constituent,_ is a regular
correspondent on the subiject of "unidentified flying objects"”
and has written directly to the Department on seven occasions
over the last nine months. In addition this is the second
Parliamentary Enquiry we have received from Mr Sutcliffe in
this connection on behalf of FESICIEIEEE The replies[SSeien 40|
has received to each of his letters clearly set out
the MOD's specific and limited role with respect to "UFO"
sightings. We look at reports of unexplained aerial sightings
in order to establish whether what was seen may have defence
significance. If no threat is discerned, and in connection
with unexplained aerial sightings this has been the case in all
instances to date, we make no further attempt t
and establish exactly what may have been seen. W

refuses to accept this explanation.

2. Notwithstanding the above, there are new points raised in
this latest letter to which we should offer a response.

Question 1. In view of the fact that Mr Sutcliffe
mentions the Air Ministry, which ceased to exist in 1964,
it is possible that an error in the date has been made.

My staff can find no evidence from the 1964/65 file to
support the claim that the Air Ministry conducted any such
investigation into the "UFO phenomena". However, as it is
not for us to speculate on the question which Mr Sutcliffe
intended to ask, we have answered the question as posed,
and the reply is self-explanatory.

Question 2. Although we have heard a rumour circulating
around the "UFO fraternity"” to this effect, we are not
aware of any evidence which supports this claim.

Question 3. Again we have heard this rumour; similarly we
are not aware of any evidence which supports the claim
that a "UF0O" landed as stated, or that MOD officials were
present. We have been able to confirm that on the
evening/location in question no MOD personnel were engaged
in other official business which could have accounted for
a MOD presence, such as retrieving parts which had fallen
from a military aircraft for example.
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Question 4. The MOD does not pass on information relating
to alleged "UFO" incidents to any other government
department or agency.

Question 5. The MOD does not have a role with respect to
these phenomena. Evidence of criminal action in respect
of human abductions and animal mutilations would be
investigated by the civil police. Like the MOD, the
Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food sometimes
receives correspondence from members of the public
regarding crop circle formations and animal mutilations.
The MAFF does not conduct investigations into crop circle
formations. It would only investigate animal mutilations
from a general animal welfare perspective, and not to
determine whether the perpetrator of the gmutilati ere
extraterrestrial in origin, as I believe ﬂis

suggesting.

I attach a draft response.

Sec(AS)2
MB8247
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DRAFT

D/US of S/0H/2933/95 September 1995

Thank you for your letter to Lord Henley of 13 September
regarding an enquiry you received from Rl © L

_Bradford, concerning unidentified flying

objects. I replaced Lord Henley in July.

As you are already aware in the context of MOD and HM Forces'
responsibility for_ensuring the effective defences of the
United Kingdom we remain vigilant for any potential threat to
the security of this country, from whatever source. As such,
we look at reports of unexplained aerial sightings in order to
establish whether what was seen may have defence significance.
If no threat is discerned, and in connection with unexplained
aerial sightings this has been the case in all instances to
date, we make no further attempt to investigate and establish

exactly what may have been seen.

Your letter poses five questions which I shall answer in

sequence:
(1) No such investigation into the "UFO" phenomenon has

Gerry Sutcliffe Esg, MP
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been undertaken by the Ministry of Defence (the Air
Ministry having been disbanded in 1964). As a

consequence there is no report to release.

(2) We are not aware of any evidence which supports this

clainm.

(3) Egqgually, we are unaware of any evidence which
supports the claim that a "UFO" landed in the Wigan
area as stated, or the claim that MOD personnel were

present at such an incident.

(4) No.

(5) The MOD does not investigate these phenomena.
Criminal aspects of human abductions and animal
mutilations would be matters for the civil police.

I understand that the Ministry of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Food sometimes receives queries about
crop circle formations and animal mutilations. They
do not investigate crop circle formations, and would
only conduct an investigation into animal mutilation

from an animal welfare perspective.

I hope this is helpful.

THE EARL HOWE
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PARLIAMENTARY UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY ENQUIRY

Reference D/US of S/OH | /72 ji{:ﬁi‘{w (to be quoted in all correspondence)

( “".. | A ey . _.-"si
For action by:_ <€ ( ?W%}\g L&

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

The deadline for your reply is: ') ‘C"‘a’f 414

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

The draft should be sent by CHOTS to US of S TYPIST1. Divisions in Main -

Building may send a hard copy if they do not have CHOTS; others should send the
draft by fax to Main Building extensior-@lease use only one of these
methods.

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

address in the first paragraph, the MP's name at the foot of the first page and the

Minister's signature block at the end of the text.

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

please telephone Main Building extensim—@e-a_o

for the Private Secretary

© Crown Copyright
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 Dear Lord Henley

Bradford, regarding UFO sightings.

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

15 SEp 1999

e :g Cerry Sutcliffe MP

b Section 4( Bradford, BD1 5RW
' TelephoneSfelell

Lord Henley @
Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall

LONDON SWI1A 2HB

Tel No :

13 September 1995

[ have been contacted once again by my constituent

He has requested that | pass on a number of questions which he has raised in response to
your last reply. -

1?:@ With reference to a five year investigation into the UFO

of the final report?

2) Do the MOD have any information regarding an alleged incident where a security

camera at a regional electricity company shot film of a UFO dra,wmg electricity from
overhead power cables?

3) Could you supply further information regarding an alleged incident on 23 January
1995 in Ince Park, Wigan when a UFO was apparently seen landing. Were MOD
officials present on the night in question?

4) Does the MOD pass on its information relating to alleged UFO mczdents to any other
government department or agency? Yo

o ————

i
5)  Does the MOD investigate human abduction phenomenon, @nw@n
phenomenon or the crop circle phenomenon and if not which government

department does?

Mﬁt[’"ﬁr‘” pess *&&ww}-\ lethre-s o
St i ﬂfm!;; ;&;@\J\&M

g;)ﬂ - 'ﬁtﬁak&
‘@ WM

I look forward to your reply.

‘-ﬂ% Crvge CJLJ"C—;L-@, Cﬁf’ ., |
wsﬁ,
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