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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Ewhurst D/DAS/64/2
Surrey Date:

1 June 2007

peo IR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 26 May 2007,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, 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 believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 26 May 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft. ' |

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

26 May 2007
22.30L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

A red light flew past the back of the
witness’s house and was making a pop,

pop, popping sort of noise. It was brightly
lit and had a bright light at the end.

Exact position of observer.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors, looking out of the window.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

(A landmark may be more
helpful than a roughly

estimated bearing.)

Over Ewhurst, Surrey.

Approximate distance.

At the back of her house.

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

Was moving at a constant speed and going
sideways.

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

Not given.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Ewhurst
Surrey

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. said the object was very
strange and found the noises coming from
it, also strange. Was hard to describe.
Would like us to explain to her, what the
object could be, as she is curious.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 1 June 2007

| 11.30L

© Crown Copyright
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From: NN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
51" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 20 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:
Hastings Our Reference:
East Sussex D/DAS/64/2

Date:

30 May 2007

Dear 0

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in May 2007, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings from Hastings, East Sussex in May 2007. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

Date not given.
05.45L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

Saw something very strange in the sky.

Exact position of observer. | Not given.
Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars,
other optical device, camera
or camcorder.)

Direction in which object
was first seen.

(A landmark may be more
helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

Seen over Hastings, East Sussex.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Hastings
East Sussex

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. mmd that she had gone to her
local Police Stn and that they had told her
to report the sighting to us.

13. | Date and time of receipt. | 30 May 2007
10.45L
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From: NN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Wandsworth Our Reference:
London D/DAS/64/2

31 May 2007

Dear [N

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 27 May 2007,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

Sorry if your name or address is mis-spelt, the answerphone message was muffled, making it hard
to understand the information you had given.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, 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 believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

~ With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘“UFQ’ sightings for 27 May 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft. -

© Crown Copyright
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Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

27 May 2007
23.27L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

Red light in the sky, moving over the top
of the witness’s house.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors, looking out of the window.

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars,

other optical device, camera

or camcorder.)

Direction in which object | Over Wandsworth, London.

was first seen.
(A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

Approximate distance.

Over the house, and then near the house.

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

It was moving sideways through the sky.

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

Not given.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.

Wandsworth
London

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. said that the red light was very
strange and that it could not be explained.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 30 May 2007
10.50L

© Crown Copyright
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From: I

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Woodhall Spa Our Reference:
Lincolnshire D/DAS/64/2

| Date:

30 May 2007

Dear [N

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in May 2007, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
“UFO’ sightings in Woodhall Spa, Lincolnshire in May 2007. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright



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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/2081/1

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

Date not given.
23.00L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

Groups of lights moving through the air.
No less than 20, but no more than 40.

Exact position of observer.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors, looking out of the front room
window.,

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars,

other optical device, camera

or camcorder.)

Direction in which object | Moving over Woodhall Spa.

was first seen.

| (A landmark may be more
helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)'

The lights were moving sideways and
moving at quite a constant speed.

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

Not given.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Woodhall Spa
Lincolnshire

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. aid that the lights were in
groups of two and three and that there were
also single lights moving across the sky.
He would like to know what they could
have been.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 30 May 2007
11551
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

*

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

(Seen in May).
22.43L

Description of object. -
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

A UFO was travelling from Clapham to
Heathrow.

Exact position of observer.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Not given.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.
(A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

Over Clapham.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. New Scotland Yard, who then in turn left
(Police, military, press etc) | the message on DAS answerphone.

10. | Name, address and |_

telephone no of informant.

No address given.
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 30 May 2007
11.45L

© Crown Copyright
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From: NN

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Bournemouth | D/DAS/64/2
East Sussex : Date:

22 May 2007

Dear [

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 21 May 2007,
the details of which you passed to Bournemouth ATC. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no “‘UFQO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resourées if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena. |

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 21 May 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

21 May 2007
22.00L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

Bright orange lights were going over the
witnesses’ heads.

Exact position of observer.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Outdoors in the garden.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.
(A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The orange lights were seen over Parley
Cross, East Sussex.

Approximate distance.

Above the witnesses’ heads.

Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

during observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. ATC Bournemouth, who then in turn, left
(Police, military, press etc) | the information on the DAS answerphone.
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Bournemouth
East Sussex

11. | Other witnesses. Three other people that live in
house, witnessed the lights too.

12. | Remarks. -said that the lights seemed to
split up and go in different directions, with
about two lagging behind and then all the
lights just silently disappeared into the
clouds. |

13. | Date and time of receipt. 22 May 2007
11.30L

© Crown Copyright
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' REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

” ' a8 .o
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Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

20 May 2007
02.04L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

Round orange ball, which then turned into
an orange spec, as it moved further away.

Exact position of observer. | Not given.
Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars,
other optical device, camera
or camcorder.)

Direction in which object
was first seen.

(A landmark may be more
helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

Seen over West Derbyshire, moving in an
Easterly direction.

Approximate distance.

Quite far.

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

Stayed steady on it’s course, and was
moving quite slowly.

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

Quite cloudy.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. The report was passed to ATC in
(Police, military, press etc) | Derbyshire, who then in turn passed the
report to the DAS answerphone.

10. | Name, address and Anon.

telephone no of informant.
The caller did not give their name or
address.

11. | Other witnesses. ATC said there had been three other
witnesses to the sighting.

12. | Remarks. The witness, said that the craft then flew
away and that there was no noise coming
from it.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 21 May 2007
10.30L

© Crown Copyright
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prsmenaesnoant

From: [N

Sent: 14 May 2007 12:28

To: I

- Subject: Release-Authorised: UFO Report.

Dea I

| am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 14 April 2007, the details of
which you e.mailed to the CAA. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to ‘UFQOs’.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying
objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely,
whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom'’s airspace might have been compromised by hostile
or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an
external source, and to date no ‘UFQ’ has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural
phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of
the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. lt would be an inappropriate use of defence
resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the question of the
existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally open-minded. | should add
that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, | can confirm that we received no other reports of ‘UFO’ sightings
for 14 April 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest
that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry | could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1
5% Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office @ mod.uk

14/05/2007

© Crown Copyright
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Safefgt Regulation Group

Civil Aviation
Authority

with compliments

Civil Aviation Authority
Aviation House Gatwick Airport South West Sussex RH6 0YR

Telephone (01293) 567171 Fax (01293) 573999
WWW.Srg.caa.co.uk

© Crown Copyright
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rrom: [

Sent: 04 May 2007 16:32
To: SDD
Subject: Flight query 14/04/07

I hope you can help.

On Saturday 14th April 2007 I took an Easyjet flight from Liverpool airport to Faro airport. The flight took off at about
6.00am.

Approximately half an hour into the flight I looked out of the right hand window and saw a red pipe like object in the sky
very close to the plane.We had just come out of the cloud cover and I wasn't able to decipher what the object was.A
number of children sat round me and my son who was sat next to me believed it was a plane.

I saw it for about 10 to 15 seconds before it disappeared into the cloud or under our plane.I didn't want to alarm my son
so didn't ask the stewards at the time.

I would appreciate it if you are able to shed some light on what I might have seen as I'm unable to rationalise it myself.

04/05/2007

© Crown Copyright
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Leeds Our Reference:
West Yorkshire D/DAS/64/2

11 May 2007

Dear 40

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in April 2007,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
1s not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we received any other reports
of ‘UFO’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFQ’, as you did not forward this office on the
answerphone, a specific date or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating
evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

(Date and time not given).

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

A white light hovering. Two more little

~white lights then joined the first white

light.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Not given.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.
(A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Quite far - to the North West.

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

The lights were just hovering slowly from
side to side.

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

Not given.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.

Leeds
West Yorkshire

11. | Other witnesses. Did say one witness, but didn’t say who.

12. | Remarks. -  €d that the lights were definitely
not man made and were unlike anything he
had ever seen before. Just thought that he
had better inform us of what he saw.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 1 May 2007
10.40L

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/2081/1

From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

e

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

D/DAS/64/2
Leicester Date:
Leicestershire 3 May 2007

I
Dear [

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 1 May 2007,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, 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 believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena. '

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 1 May 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

© Crown Copyright
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Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

1 May 2007
15.55L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

Tear shaped object, that was black in
colour.

Exact position of observer. | Not given.
Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars,
other optical device, camera
or camcorder.)

Direction in which object
was first seen.
(A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The object was travelling East over
Leicester.

Approximate distance.

The object was about 1,000 feet up.

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

The object was travelling fast. Left behind,
it a sound that sounded like a rocket.

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

Not given.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. DAS anwerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Leicester
Leicestershire
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 2 May 2007
10.30L

© Crown Copyright
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From: [N

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2

- Date:
25 April 2007

e

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 20 April
2007, the details of which you e.mailed to the MOD. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, 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 believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 20 April 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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TO BE GIVEN PRIORITY AT ALL TIMES Page 1 ofz'/

From: _

Sent: 24 April 2007 13:33

To:

Subject: FW: Internet-Authorised:Treat Official Co'rrespondence: TO02599/2007

- 40

One for you.

Fron_ Ms On Behalf Of Low Flying

Sent: 24 April 2007 13:20

To: DAS-LACEU3

Subject: FW: Internet-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO02599/2007

Hd of DA!-LA!EU

5-H{ktion 40

MAIN BUILDING

WHITEHALL

NDON SW1A 2HB
@mod.uk

spissaan

From: Parli Branch-Treat-Official

Sent: 24 April 2007 12:02

To: DAS-Sec; Low Flying

Subject: Internet-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO02599/2007

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY

To: DAS Sec
Copy To:

Our Reference: TO02599/2007
Due Date: 15 May 2007

The Rt Hon Des Browne MP has received the attached correspondence from a member of
the public, which this office has neither retained nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on
behalf of the PM/Minister/Department.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your
reply should be sent within 15 working days of the date of this message. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the
same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters
sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

Most correspondence involves some form -of request for information - even if it is only a
request for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for

24/04/2007

© Crown Copyright
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TO BE GIVEN PRIORITY AT ALL TIMES Page 2 of 2

responding to correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no
need to do anything differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if
the correspondence requests information which is not already in the public domain, and
which might need to be withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using
the Access to Information toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info
(see http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to
correspondence will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of
correspondence should be treated as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point
or refer to the guidance produced by DG Info.

It is important that branches ensure they have simple systems to track
correspondence received from members of the public, though the Parliamentary
Toolkit will now record the basic details. Once a response has been sent,
therefore, can you please notify the Ministerial Correspondence Unit (via
ParliBranch-Treat-Official@mod.uk) of the date of your reply so that the record
can be closed on the Toolkit.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at
http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm. If you do not have access to
the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

Email: ParliBranch-Treat-Official@mod.uk

Regards,

MOD Parliamentary Branch
Ministerial Correspondence Unit

24/04/2007

© Crown Copyright
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7002599 2007 - 20070424120115 -

From: feedback@www.mod.uk
Sent: 22 April 2007 12:28
To: Ministers

Subject: Ask a Minister

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Sunday, April
22, 2007 at 12:27:43

e e e b e A G A R P e S M e S S W S e e o e A A dme

txtfirstname 0
txtlastname:

txtsubject: Lights over Bexley

txtaddressl
txtaddress?2

txttowncity: Sidcup

txtstatecountry: Kent

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: UK

cxvenai Taddress : [

txtrequest: I would 1like to know what i saw on friday 20/04/07 at 9:30pm my
neabours and i witnessed over 50 Tights f1oat1n? in the sky above bexley it has
startled many people and we even thought it could have been the start of more
terrorist attacks as they were headind towards london they did not look like
p;ains ang were red/orange in colour and not flashing! do you have any idea what
they were?

o  Em Em EEm Er R W E e P e e R e e e e M e S S e S e R e e M S A M mm e e M M e e A e e A e Sl M M M M EE e S S S

Page 1
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AIRCRAET TYIE / MAKKINGS ¢
CLEAREDALTITUDE -FT | COLOUR/LIGHTING / CALLSICN)

29 WAKE VORTEX |

30 BIRD STRIKE |

HEADING DEG TURNING LEFT/ RIGHT / NO

POSITION ON GLIDE 81.01°F HIGIH /1.OW 7 ON
POSITION ON EXTENDED €A, LEFT /RIGUT/ON

CHANGE IN ATTTTUDE (1I0) MICH__ROLL.___ YAW

LR T R R T T

CHANGE IN ALTYIUDE(FTIT

WAS THERE UUFFLT? YESNQ STICK SHACK? YESNOD
WHAT MADE YOU SUSPECT WAKE TURDULENCE?

PESCRINBE ANY VER1TICAL ACCELERATION

GIVE DETAILS OF PRECEOING AIRCRAFT TYFE(NY 14 CrSIGN)

WERE YOUAWAKRE OF FHE OTHER AIKCKAF 1 BECQRE INCIDEN i

TYPES OF WIR[2S

P
NOLSELN | 2-10 1.0 MORE
NO. [ ] .
STHUCK, i o 11-100 | MORE
TinEE LRAWN DAY USK NIGHT
il GFWS ) A ~

RAIE OF DESCENI

WAS WAKNING CONSTDERED?
TO 3F;

HUMBER QOF WARNMNING
CYCLIS

WARNING MO
ACTION TAKIN;

peassible et

JL MOR l

P

ITyow comsider 1his event to be 8 Mangatory Clecurrence under
CAPIB2 pleasc tick hese and it will be forwnrdid 1o the Salety
Trvestigations & Dats Pepartineint of the CAA

v

Stgwalure

Erint nan

NOW FAX THISASR TO AURIGNY QPERATIONS ON

2 :Bd £ %1 28,%8/52
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?
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24-APR-20A7 15:26 FromiROGK AVIATION _ To TSN P.1-1
. Cnd iV o SaTCD.
| Z?/a?/a?
Capt, NN
Bluefslands
Jersdy Airport
ATC

24.04.2007

Subject:  Unidentified Flying Object NNW of Alderncy
23.04.2007

BCIB32, Jetstream 32, was inbound to Jersey from the Isle of Man approx.
1Z. in the descent through ~3,500" Altitude, position five NM north-west
rk when ilot of an Aurigny Trislander called his position north of
y and ATC whether there was known traffic in his vicinity as
uld see something in his 12 o’clock position. ATC replied that there
primary return but that this was unknown teaffic,

Passengers on his flight were apparently also able to sce the object. The
pilot|asked if any other aircraft in the vicinity could see the object.

in the left seal looking back wards towards Alderney and was able to
mething fitting the description viz. yellow/beige in colour, in my eight
k position, slightly to the north-west of Alderney at what I estimated

312 000’ below. Visibility was fairly poor due to haze. I estimate being
o see the object for about one minute. There were several interruptions
flight-deck duties and when | jooked again I had lost visual contact.

8 :54 €EB:PT  L0/¥8/52Z _ WOX§ Xeq

© Crown Copyright
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e Page 1 of 1

* ——

Sent: 30 April 2007 17:04

To: I
Ce: sou-arc-paccs soz; | TN

Subject: UFO report 23 Apr 07 -
Importance: High

g S

Once again apologies for the delay in responding.

The position reported is outside of the UK radar coverage and in fact inside French airspace for air defence.
We had no reports from the French that the object was seen or detected on radar. We believe the ATC radar
at Jersey is secondary only and therefore unable to achieve a primary radar contact (if the object was capable
of producing one). The contact was reported as stationary again making radar detection unlikely and no
further reports indicated that the object had a heading towards the UK. Therefore, we conclude that there was
no threat to the UK from this observation and will not be taking the investigation further.

Hope that is sufficient for lines for the possible press interest.

40|

01/05/2007

© Crown Copyright


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

The National Archives' reference DEFE 24/2081/1

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting. | 21 April 2007
(Duration of sighting.) 09.27L
Description of object. Four, black sphere shaped objects flying

(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

through the sky.

Exact position of observer. | Not given.
Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

| (Naked eye, binoculars,

other optical device, camera
or camcorder.)

Direction in which object | They were seen flying over the town of
was first seen. Bury St Edmonds, Suffolk.
(A landmark may be more '

helpful than a roughly

estimated bearing.)

Approximate distance. Not given.

Movements and speed. They were moving quite fast.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

during observation.

(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. ‘The sighting was reported to || D
(Police, military, press etc) —@gaf",wich Police Station, who then in
turn passed the message to Das
answerphone.
10. | Name, address and No name or address passed on.
telephone no of informant.
11. [ Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 23 April 2007
10.45L

© Crown Copyright
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Date:

19 April 2007

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 13 April
2007, the details of which you passed to Air Traffic Services. This office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, 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 believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 13 April 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

_ |

© Crown Copyright
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Report Of UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT MATS PART 1
Report ID 14332 8SD/1/11

A Date, Time and Duration of Sighting - Local times to be quoted.

Sighting Occurred on 13/04/2007 at 21:46 for N/A Hrs 30 Mins NIASecs | . ... . .....cccviiicveinnn,
B Description of Object - Number of objects, size, shape, colours, brightness, sound, smell, etc.

Very bright light { much brighter than star), rays radiating outwards. . . ...

Continued..

C Exact Position of Observer - Geographical location, indoors or outdoors, stationary or moving.
D
E Direction in which Object was First Seen - A landmark may be more useful than a badly estimated

bearing.

L e T e AT e s B A AR s e T s T S e A
F Angular Elevation of Object - Estimated heights are unreliable.

B ettt ettt et ettt ettt ettt ettt et et ettt e e et e reran e
G Distance of Object from Observer - By reference to a known landmark wherever possible.

WA Ee T BB T SRR oS R R R
H Movements of Object - Change in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of course and

speed.

Not able to determine distance from observer, Object stationary. | . ... .......ccccociiiiiiiiiiniennnn
J Meteorological Conditions During Observations - Moving cloud, haze, mist, etc.

AT SKY oot iee e et ee et e et ———rereeeaee et t i errreettter——rtaeten . treetet i aaaeseraeeaererrerrres
K Nearby Objects - Telephone or high voltage lines; reservoir, lake or dam; swamp or marsh; river;

high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires, TV or radio masts; airfields, generating plant; factories;

pits or other sites with floodiights or other iighting.

O o et e el G St e R ap e B T R el i B
L To Whom Reported - Police, military organisation, the press, etc.

NIA e P AT N s A S "2 I 2
M
N
(o]
P

The details are to be telephoned immediately to AIS (Military), LTCC on_

The completed form report is to be sent by the originating air traffic service unit to the Ministry of Defence Sec
(AS), RAF Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB.

Air Ministry Report Line:020-7218-2140

Form: SS/FORM/047 Issue 2 22-May-2003
Generated by STAR (c) 2005 National Air Traffic Services Page 1 of 2

© Crown Copyright
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ATC Incident Investigator

Direct Dial:

© Crown Copyright

NATS
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| | @)U.;e' Senl——
(_ o D(a@.).
. Report Of UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT MATS PART1 |
Report ID 14332 8SD/1/11
A Date, Time and Duration of Sighting - Local times to be quoted.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

B Description of Object - Number of objects, size, shape, colours, brightness, sound, smell, etc.

Very, bright light ( much brighter than star), rays radiating outwards. ...

Continued..

C Exact Position of Observer - Geographical location, indoors or outdoors, stationary or moving.

NJA, OULAOOrS, SIHONMANY | et e e e s e e e e et st e st st eerenesraraneereteeenee s
D How Observed - Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or movie camera.

Observed,outside by party, of 5 from, garden (I oress Moray NG—_.... ... ..
E Direction in which Object was First Seen - A landmark may be more useful than a badly estimated

bearing.

LSl e ———
F Angular Elevation of Object - Estimated heights are unreliable.

e S A R S A A0 S Y0 A e A A S N 7 RS
L] Distance of Object from Observer - By reference to a known landmark wherever possible.

i i e BB R A A e s ST R A s e e b
H Movements of Object - Change in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of course and

speed. .

Not able to determine distance from observer, Object stationary. . .. ..........ccccoviiiiiiceiivr e,
J Meteorological Conditions During Observations - Moving cloud, haze, mist, etc.

O e oo N M 2 i T PR, TR A A O SRS B, e D s, S
K Nearby Objects - Telephone or high voltage lines; reservoir, lake or dam; swamp or marsh; river;

high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires, TV or radio masts; airfields, generating plant; factories;
pits or other sites with floodlights or other lighting.

L P S Y A QS G U R S SR S
L To Whom Reported - Police, military organisation, the press, etc.

o RSP
M Name and Address of Informant
N Any Background Information on the Informant that may be Volunteered

A ettt e e eaa ettt e e bt e be et e et e e b e e s h e e et et ettt saererenneeerenas
(o] Other Witnesses

L OO
P Date and Time of Receipt of Report

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The details are to be telephoned immediately to AIS (Military), LTCC on_

The completed form report is to be sent by the originating air traffic service unit to the Ministry of Defence Sec
(AS), RAF Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB. :

:
Air Ministry Report Line:020-7218-2140 m -

Form: SS/FORM/047 Issue 2 22-May-2003
Generated by STAR (c) 2005 National Air Traffic Services Page 1 of 2

© Crown Copyright
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From: [

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Stafford Our Reference:
Staffordshire D/DAS/64/2

18 April 2007

Dear

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 17 April
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, 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 believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFQ’ sighting for 17 April 2007, and that was from Glasgow in Scotland. We are satisfied that
there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

17 April 2007
02.45L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

A flying saucer with lights on it.

Exact position of observer.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Outdoors, in the back garden.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

(A landmark may be more
helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The saucer was seen moving over Stafford.

Approximate distance.

The saucer seemed to be quite near as the
witness could hear a fan like noise.

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

The saucer was moving very fast across the

sky.

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

Very early morning, but quite clear.

© Crown Copyright
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To whom reported.

9. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and _

telephone no of informant.
Stafford
Staffordshire

11. | Other witnesses. No there wasn’t.

12. | Remarks. I s:id that he heard the fan
noise to start with and then saw the flying
saucer, as it was low and near enough to
him. He said the lights were white and then
turned amber. The saucer shape then
turned into a star shape and the object then
disappeared. Went off at a very fast speed.
He said he seemed frightened by this and
was shaking a lot to start with. That is not
normally like him.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 18 April 2007
11.50L

© Crown Copyright
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From: NN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Glasgow Our Reference:
Scotland D/DAS/64/2

18 April 2007

e

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 17 April
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFQ’ sighting for 17 April 2007, and that was from Stafford, Staffordshire. We are satisfied that
there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft. |

'Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting. | 17 April 2007
(Duration of sighting.) 21.20L
Description of object. Five red/orange glows were seen in the

(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

sky.

Exact position of observer. | Not given.
Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving,)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars,
other optical device, camera
or camcorder.)

Direction in which object
was first seen.
(A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The glows were seen moving North East
over Glasgow.

Approximate distance.

The glows were about three thousand feet
up in the sky.

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

They were moving quite fast.

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

The weather was quite clear.

© Crown Copyright
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9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and _

telephone no of informant.
Glasgow
Scotland

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. The five red/orange glows were seen for
about seven minutes, and were moving in a
sort of formation. They then started to part,
and then one by one, they all disappeared.
B :-id the sighting was very
strange.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 18 April 2007
11.30L

© Crown Copyright
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From: [N
Sent: 16 April 2007 15:04

Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO Report.

| am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen 12 April 2007, the details of
which you e.mailed to the MOD. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying
objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely,
whether there is any evidence the United Kingdom'’s airspace might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external
source, 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 believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural
phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of
the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence
resources if we were to do so. ‘

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the question of the
existence of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally open-minded. { should add that to date,
the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, | can confirm that we received no other reports of ‘UFO’ sightings
for 12 April 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest
that United Kingdom's airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry | could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

Hl’n!stry o' !efence

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1
5t Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

l.ondon

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office @ mod.uk

16/04/2007

© Crown Copyright
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From:

Sent: 16 April 2007 09:07
To: | :
Subject: % itten request 13-04-2007-155104-006 [0

Categories: FOI Information Request

-@:an you respond to this?

————— Original Message-----
From

. 07 15:52
To:

Subject: ¥FW: FOIL written request 13*04-2007—155104—006-

Can you take?

Info-AccessOps5

Main Building

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]

Sent: 13 April 2007 14:46

To: Info-Access-0Office _
Subject: FOI written request 13-04-2007-155104-006 ]G0

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Friday, April 13, 2007
at 14:45:55

txttitle: [fion 40

txtfirstname

txtlastname:

txtoccupation: g

txtorganisation: ADAS, Registered Charity No 297932

txtaddressl:

txtaddress?2:

txttowncity _ Saffron Walden

txtstatecountry: Essex

txtzipcodepostcode: _

txtcountry: UK

© Crown Copyright
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-

txtggailadaress : [N

cxe B eprone: I\ \ ™ -

txtinforequest: I don't know if you can help with this matter but when I was out with
my animals between 8.30pm and 9pm last night, I witnessed approximately 50 objects
each with a singlé organge light pass South from the Duxford direction to a few miles
West of where we live. When they reached the point of ascent they gathered before
ascedning directly upwards. The incoming aircraft from Stansted did not pass along the
normal inward flight route until the whole thing was over.

They looked too small for helpicopters but I may be mistaken and they also seemed to
go well above the 10,000 ft that helicopters can fly at.

A fantastic sight what ever it was. If you have any ideas I would be interested to
hear.

Kind Regards

© Crown Copyright
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 JM"&%
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

D/DAS/64/2
Skegness Date:
Lincolnshire 10 April 2007

=

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 9 April 2007,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to “‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
“UFO’ sightings for 9 April 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

© Crown Copyright
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Yours sincerely

© Crown Copyright
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

9 April 2007
21.00L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

There was a dark silhouette/figure/thing
quite low in the sky. It seemed quite flat,
and the edges seemed to curve downwards,

slightly.

In the car driving through Skegness.

Exact position of observer.

Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars,
other optical device, camera
or camcorder.)

Direétion in which object
was first seen.
(A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

Just said over Skegness.

Approximate distance.

Was half a mile away and then started to
move towards the car. It got bigger as it
was moving towards the car. It then moved
away, back to it’s original position.

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

The object was going quite fast across the
sky, and then it started to move back and
forth.

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

It was quite clear.
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9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. { Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Orby
Skegness
Lincolnshire

11. | Other witnesses. His wife was in the car with him.

12. | Remarks. ﬁ!said that once the silhouette
disappeared for a few minutes, a larger
silhouette seemed to appear from behind it.
The second one looked very similar to the
first one. This only happened for a few
minutes and the original silhouette
appeared again in front. Neither of the
objects had any lights on them.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 10 April 2007
11.30L
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From:IIIEIEIINI

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE |
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Southampton Our Reference:
Hampshire D/DAS/64/2

10 April 2007

Dear I

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 8 April 2007,
the details of which you e.mailed to the MOD. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, 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 believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. 1 should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 8 April 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely
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S et

From: feedback @www.mod.uk
Sent: 08 April 2007 00:51

To: webmaster @dgics.mod.uk
Subject: " Low Flying Complaints

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Sunday, April 8, 2007 at 00:51:16

txtfirstname
txtlastname:
txtaddress1
txtaddress2
txttowncity: Southampton

txtstatecountry: Hamphire

txtzipcodepostcode_

txtcountry: UK

txtincident: 00:11 on 08/04/07

txtrequest: | wouid like to report what | consider to be a UFO sighting. At approx. 00:11 on 08/04/07 in
Portswood, SOuthampton Hampshire. — S
My partner and | were smoking cigaretes on the balcony of_ Southampton,
ﬁ The balcony faces approx south-east overlooking the back of the shops in portswood
broadway, (if you care to check exact location.) You can, from this point easily observe planes preparing to
land at eastleigh airport as the aproach to the runway runs roughly parallel with poriwood broadway. We
at first saw a plane (obviously identifiable from its wing tip flashing lights etc) banking and circling roughly
in the vicinity of the Eastleigh airport descent path. It circled twice. We then saw two distinctive, seperate
lights we beleive to be redish in colour move rapidly from roughly south west to north. The duration was
roughly 3 seconds after which time they dissapered from our field of vision. To me, the lights or objects
appeared round and red in colour but they were obviously with one another. | do not recall them making
any audiable noise. Their movement was smooth al

nd rapid. We then spent the next 20 minutes watching and hearing the plane apparently following or
looking for the 2 objects.

Whilst | am sure you endure many reports of unexplained lights in the sky I and my partner do not
subscribe to any ‘general UFQ' retoric and consider ourselves to be of sound mind and not under the
influence of any drug or alcohol.

You may be able to seek either an explanation from the pilot of the aformentioned plane or confirmation of
what we both saw.
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From

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE |
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Salisbury Date:
Wiltshire 10 April 2007

. 0

Dear IO

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in April 2007,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for the Boscombe Down area in 2007. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.
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