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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


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

Bl

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


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

" FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

=

GROUP

NNVEST

REF!

WFIU
HORTH_MWALES
FFEDFRATION OF IND:
UrOLOOISTS

WALES

YEAR

NUMBER

_CASE SUMMARY

I INVES?IGATOH

coordLnitor for

DATE

TIME

Msle of Anglesecy

LOCATION

RET

URN EORM TO: & mir s et

s

Beaumaris, Isle of

EVALUN

" UFO CLASS

B wRbgareess S e i g Anglesey CLOSED

SECTION A s PLEAuE UoE BL&CK BIRO OR A BLACK INK ?EN

i T PR A sem _.v'l. e e ;_.... or

* ! Piease write an account ul your stghtmg make a drawmg ol what you saw and then answer the questions in saction

o 8 nverleaf as ‘fuily as possible. Write in GLOCK CAPITALS using a ball point pen.

o) ol T OO E EAGLTGE ST Dl Ly B e S e

: : |‘;:l!.‘C.Ilt.l...&'Qlli‘ti--.‘!.!t-.Clin'-.vl-IQi‘.‘.‘loi'Il‘tﬂ.'i‘&l.I&l-IoI-lltll.al&ll‘ll.b.l".“III.If“‘.’lIt‘-.D!!.!.i“l!‘ib.lQ.l.!'."ll"llblcl'c-i.ovoIqulQ-.‘lbv&‘no'l’lll.l"!
;tf -- s nn-u-:gaaun.gc.uuupin“.ncu").onnu-nco-u;-:o-u-«vtcutul-uuc.uu--n-ou-u--uu--.-..-.-uu.qouuou--stquwnu--a.uau.-..--u«-ou---u.u-u.n--nn-‘-u. T T

i R BNV OB i
‘-4‘_& -‘ﬁ .. ) i :-tl’;!lI'.Iblil‘lt.'&l9ﬂ&d’ll‘b)‘l... LLELL '—0&ﬂr¢ﬁ---mkjmﬁnmv*uu--n.-co-vo----n:aa-.--u-«u..--.oo.an.--a.-o*-u-‘--»o-c—--

Y
A 4
pe ik 2
A
£
P
Lo

P
¥, Lo
¥ R
- Ll
*
el
b

3
'_-‘ - ] -
FE Ay
w1

>
.-
- ot
T ke

P
% f
e Vi
it
: e

- o

T &

. mamsERdavaRenie nboova--«;os- CEEEI S EE LTl

B

= 3

R 2
i tltoiu#lbl’ll.o.l"-xlnlli’t;lt“l--.t.id-lc#i!-n-a!lil.l

T 4 ’ !‘} LW AT
.auuu-uuqn .ﬁu-unuuu

SN

: A
-Lilrsuna.ifhii‘-:;if aeEE

ek

=

e S -~
rttwrrhasleduarasERbasadniTNaTaNy

el (T S i e

e

bruantiswne

T

e

E

i oot — . ] 3
(-uauv‘nchxast:::aéi:ltbtlti:lidlailll.tll!(nllsooctQCIUQ»nt-—-l »

; .u-.u"--!-‘nu Priibeissilvissaneidiene ediiesThiiiusisioonitancoresnvnesnanes

1

i

e T T E R TR L LA b Ll bbb PPt e T T L TR L L L L e bbbl etk b e

cepebmmbaiasinteatisnnasdt v nasadiasRrintadasaunasntin L it b

: . P
# i
3 T

- g

BksEnny

1] mesansveaEsskeRidnRRnY .
i et % at

e ek EIr A RS RS AT ARS AN S SRdAERLTL FRNOEERORS P e T PR T L EE R R SR L bbbt bl pisrastsnEEsET IR IR EESRREY

PR

4 ...ﬂ. weRBFERAFYESIE NSRRI SRS R RTSANRED

_'Pieasa conﬁnue on a separate sheet i

e

I e
t.’I.IC‘-.I."O.-A'.!l‘li.-‘l"l.‘v'l"
B T BT LTS

e P Y T R ST R AL L LS bt AnwraNwEE

t o, T B wos s

LT

B T R T

P T R T TN R R R LA LR L ;--'bg.ll.lttnln’i-.-a-u-tc-n.c-- R e L T I R L DR bt et

e Y T LIS L AR AL RS Sk h ot

B A

fnecessarif. e LR Ty
: 1 Tyour full name (Mr/Mrs/hAtumine )
' i £ -
L i A _,....,.'T}'ﬂ, -

ravseERARS

M , | T Telephone No
B .-_14__:,;5.,_- b [ A wliee oy { st e ® 4 = . b
: ) Occupation during last two years..:D.LE.Sﬂ. 2N
Lk s e SR - iy : : oy :
e R L R or spe::ial interests
§usn TR ;Z_’f'". ot . :
o - S B Yesldo,
3 Today's Data.
*{f preierred, use 3 separate sheet of paper Signatwrg......
- - 1

© Crown Copyright

AsrasEsasasardnanrErd

3 l.ll.l‘;.l !i“li.‘i.l*l"!illll“'.&.!“!."!l.'.‘!l'l‘.-'h'l'l..'ll"....h'l“*"‘.'(‘ll.lt'l ..II'.lII--I-l‘l!'.I(l"‘."“‘-.“U.I|II.Il-‘lﬁ-t.-l-."I‘.."-ll"--'.'1‘.-.-li‘lﬂﬁilk“.‘-a..'.

C-t-lll“'.t'.tllllt“!tn‘!ll“

PEASARANAT IR Rista TR BT ES et R ELTEEL L B

« R

3 sﬁ?---oo-o»nacto?’f?nua--u---u-i-ul.aunnnu-wa-iu-nuau&n-c--n.u-.uou-uns--o.u-n-n-uuoc.ca'auuocuunun?-nn-“;‘n.-u"-nn.n---"nnun-punnunn-n------

* “-.‘lIll‘..ﬁl..‘...“.-‘l.‘..lct.ll'Q.’!..lil.'I.Q..'--.‘.Atlt"ﬂlt.’l".l‘--
P Y T T TR E L ettt
I“.'OI1.."!--UOu.llitltl-llthlttl'\ltilv-
t-t'.tnor.‘l-«saQl‘iitit.--lt"t!.!.lcv-t...'.Qniiol-lclq--in.--'nu1-0!I'-v-‘«vclln--on-.---dl'cuh"l&al-v»tnlnﬂoneﬂ--'nontl
vnollut_'.iibtttlUC‘..QI!‘iv'-nI-od-_Q.«-c‘itItlu--nt-latl-n‘st.‘ll.4--cq‘-.'lvluoln-qtai.--¢-¢s01vo.t‘o'ﬁ
e LI T LR LAY

e e LA S CEL LR L E L E Rl

[P T T LS EA L L SRS bbbt

wert ST

anmen

e 32: *\EZZM‘D‘Z99

P

----.o.q;a.‘.-----»nl--«.--.-..uqu.un«ni»-o‘.-uuc sumiumanEy

" Any professional, technicat or academic qualifications

savunree

Form A1

B |

{ﬁ%’?


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

say you want it %o,

- -

cally

-
-

-
-

ou 3pec
3 at all,

ir
o

-
-

ts never get to the MMed

repor

-

Names and addresses are never given to the Press, unless
dority of U0

H

The overall ma

X

N

o

10.

1.

12

13.

14.

SECTIONB :

have the same apparent size? (underline) Rimiyeetfptm/halipenny/p

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
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


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

b4

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


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

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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TO:&F%?EXE?ﬁE}LQQR

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

424

S


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

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

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

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


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

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

© Crown Copyright



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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/1983/1

KEhkdkA kb hddhhbhdhrdddddddhdbidhhidhi

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]
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