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The National Archives
£80k bid
The head of Defence Intelligence (Scientific & Technical) turns down a renewed DI55 bid for £80K for the proposed UFO study in October 1995 on the grounds that ‘spending money on such an esoteric subject in a continuing climate of constraint was not good politically.’













The National Archive
Second funding attempt
Second attempt by DI55 UFO desk officer to obtain funding for a UFO study, 19 June 1995.
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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION FOR WRITTEN ANSWER ON FRIDAY 14 FEBRUARY 
1992

QUESTION: To ask Her Majesty’s Government, what action is being taken to 
review the approval given in 1967 for the retention of security and 
in telligence records.

ANSWER: The emphasis of the Government’s policy, in accordance with the 

provisions of the Public Records Act, is on release rather than retention of 

records. However, it has long been accepted that certain security and 

intelligence related records cannot be released automatically after 30 years 

because this would pose a continuing risk to national security. In 1967 my 

predecessor gave approval to the retention of such records under section 

3 ( 4) of the Public Records Act 1958.

I have now reviewed this approval in the light of the Government’s 

acceptance of the Wilson Committee’s recommendations (in Modern Public 

Records: Cmnd 8531) relating to greater Ministerial involvement and more 

frequent consideration of such material. As a result of the review and 

following consultation with Ministers concerned I am satisfied that the 

records concerned are properly retained in their departments and that the 

"blanket" exemption remains the most efficient way of providing the 

necessary protection. I have accordingly approved their retention for a 

further period of 20 years.

The "blanket" approval is permissive, not mandatory. Departments have 

therefore been asked to keep their records under review and to release them 

at the first opportunity. All records retained by Departments under the 

"blanket" approval will be re-reviewed at least every ten years.
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I &7 BRIEFING FOR MINISTERS AND PRESS OFFICES ON THE RENEWAL OF H
"BLANKET" APPROVAL TO RETAIN SECURITY AND INTELLIGENCE RECOR 
AND RELATED MATERIAL UNDER SECTION 3( 4) OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS ACT 
1958

, ....)\

) ...,,’

Background

In November 1967, the then Lord Chancellor, Lord Gardiner, approved the 
blanket retention of security and intelligence records. This "blanket" approval 
perootted the retention of records over 30 years old under section 3 (4) of the 
Public Records Act 1958 without the need to seek the Lord Chancellor’s specific 
approval to retain particular records. The original "blanket" approval was 
established for 25 years and therefore expires in 1992.

In 1982, in the White Paper, Modern Public Records (Cmnd 8531, March 1982) the 
Governmen t accepted, inter alia, the recommendations of the Wilson Comoo ttee 
that "the powers conferred under section 3( 4) should in future be exercised in 
such a way as to require more specific and more frequent Ministerial approval" . 
The Government decided that new records for retention should be approved in 10- 
year tranches and that each blanket approval should be reconsidered after 20 
years.

The Public Records Act prescribes that persons responsible for public records 
of any description which are not in the Public Record Office shall, under the 
guidance of the Keeper of Public Records, make arrangements for the selection 
of those records which ought to be permanently preserved and for their safe 
keeping. Generally records have to be transferred to the PRO before they are 
30 years old. However, if the Lord Chancellor gives his approval, records more 
than 30 years old can be retained in departments under section 3( 4) of the Public 
Records Act, either because the records contain highly sensitive information 
relating to national security or because they are required for administrative 
purposes. One form that retention can take is that of a "blanket" nature, 
covering clearly defined subject matter but without referring specifically to 
classes of records or individual pieces. The blanket approval has the advantage 
of being a relatively efficient and econoooc way to deal with a sizeable category 
of records when it is clear that the bulk of them need to be retained; without such 
a framework, the need to gain approval for records individually would increase 
enormously the demands on resources for all concerned in Departments, Agencies 
and the PRO. Before glVing his approval to the retention of r-ecords under 
section ’3! 4) of the Act I the Lord Chancellor must be informed of the facts
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constituting the reason for such retention and receive the opinion of the person 

or persons responsible for the records that they need to be retained.

Review

Follo~ng 
. 
a review of the operation of the "blanket" by officials, the Lord 

Chancellor has sought and has received the opinion of Ministers responsible for 

departments holding records needing to be protected by the "blanket" approval 

that the records held continue to need such protection. He has also been 

informed of and approved the facts which make this protection necessary. In the 

light of this, the Lord Chancellor has agreed that a new "blanket" approval shall 

be granted and that, in accordance with the Wilson Committee recommendation, 

it shall be for 20 rather than 25 years.

Announcement

The Lord Chancellor will announce, by means of an Arranged PQ, that he has 

given a further approval for a blanket retention of these records for 20 years. 

The PQ has been tabled for Answer on 14 February.

Follow-up

The renewal of the "blanket" does not mean that all the documents covered by it 

will automatically be held back from publication. As the Lord Chancellor’s 

announcement will say, departments will continue to keep records under review. 

The emphasis of the Government’s policy, in accordance with the provisions of the 

Public Records Act, is on the release rather than the retention of records. Those 

Departments holding records which are retained under the "blanket" will re- 

review them at least every ten years. If they are no longer sensitive they will be 

released at that time. The Government will encourage a flexible approach to the 

reviewing of such records. Within the constraints of available resources, material 

will be released within the ten year period should its sensitivity disappear 

earlier. Responsible Ministers will be consulted before the current "blanket" 

approval expires at the end of 2011.
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QUESTION AND ANSWER BRIEF FOR MINISTERS AND/OR PRESS OFFICES 
(INCLUDING THE PRIME MINISTER AND NO 10 PRESS OFFICE)

Ql Why do we need a "blanket"? 

Al When a category of records such as those relating to security and intelligence 
needs to be withheld, the procedures for the handling of such records can be 
efficiently and economically administered if the category is dealt with as an 
entity rather than on an item by item basis.

Q2 What other records are dealt with in this way? 
A2 Other examples include records relating to atomic energy, civil defence and 

personal records of civil servants.

Q3 How does the blanket arrangement differ from extended closure for, say, 50 
years or longer? 

A3 Extended closure under section 5 (1) of the Public Records Act enables records 
passed to the PRO by departments to remain closed to the public for longer than 
30 years. That procedure is used to deal with records of a sensitive nature 
where it is possible to identify with some degree of confidence a point in the 
future when that sensitivity will have disappeared. Records retained by 
departments under the blanket are of such an exceptionally sensitive nature 
that no judgment about when they will be releasable can be made now.

Q4 What sort of material is held under the "blanket" approval which has now been 
announced?

A4 Records relating to security and intelligence matters.

Q5 What are the criteria for including material in the "blanket" authority? 
A5 [see the list of "facts" attached]

Q6 Which departments hold records under the "blanket" and how much of tl,~~ 
material is there? 

A6 Material of this sort is held in varying amounts by most major Governm ’" 
departments and it is not possible to quantify it with any degree of prec1~~ ,.

,,;,AMt.tif:..
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Q7 What procedures are to be adopted to keep the material under review? 
A7 As the Lord Chancellor’s Statement says, all material held by departments 
under the "blanket" will be reviewed at least every ten years. If resources 
permit, more frequent reviews will be carried to ensure that material is released 
as soon as its sensitivity disappears.

Q8 How is this IO-year review carried out? 
A8 The Departmental Record Officer in each department is responsible for looking 

at the records and, after such consultation as is necessary with other 
government departments and the security and intelligence agencies, for 
recommending continued retention or release:

Q9 Do Ministers take part in this review? 
A9 No. By convention, Ministers do not see papers of previous Administrations. 
However, the Lord Chancellor has emphasised that as part of the mechanism for 
creating the blanket authority itself, Ministers must be satisfied that the 
records for which they are responsible fail into categories which merit the 
protection of retention and non-release.

QIO Who monitors that officials’ recommendations for release or otherwise are 
correct? Does the Lord Chancellor see the records? 

Al This is the responsibility of Public Record Office staff, on whom the Lord 
Chancellor relies for assurances that records should properly be withheld.

Qll What is the position regarding Agency records? 
All The Prime Minister has agreed that records of the Security and Intelligence 

Agencies should continue to be withheld under the blanket. A further 
opportunity to consider those records will occur when the current blanket 
approval expires. All records created by the Agencies and passed to 
Government departments will be considered for release against the agreed 
criteria, which are kept under review.

Ql2 How will changes in the international intelligence climate affect the blanket 
approval? 

Al2 Records will continue to be reviewed under the blanket arrangements, taking 
due account, as appropriate, of any such changes.
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Q13 Does the Lord Chancellor’s Advisory Council on Public Records see any of the 

records covered by the "blanket"? 

A13 The Advisory Council is not involved in endorsing any of the various 

applications made by departments to retain records under section 3 ( 4) , 
because of the particularly sensitive nature of the records involved.

Q14 Who makes the final decision to retain or release records? 

A14 Under the terms of the Public Records Act, the Lord Chancellor, as Minister 

responsible for public records, must give his approval to Departments’ 

applications for the retention of records.

Q15 Why do we need to keep so much information withheld these days? 

A15 The Government’s policy continues to be to make as much information 

available as possible while preserving the confidentiality essential to the 

effective working of government and, of course, the security of the State. 

The framework that has now been put in place for the future (including more 

frequent and specific Ministerial endorsement of the need to retain records, 

records being dealt with in smaller tranches, and better and more regular 

review procedures) will make departments look hard at this sort of material 

and provide more encouragement and more "trigger points" for reconsideration 

and release.



.-
EMBARGOED UNTIL 3.30 FRIDAY 14 FEBRUARY

-~~ 

(;J
.... 

,’1k, ..

~ What about the Farm Hall Tapes?

A: At the end of the Second World War, a group of German 
nuclear scientists were interned in a farm house - Farm 
Hall, near Cambridge. During their internment the 
opportunity was taken to record their conversation. Whilst 
the tapes no longer exist, the transcripts have survived. 
Over the years there has been much academic interest in 
these transcripts which have hitherto been closed to the 
public; but following one of the regular re-reviews of such 
material, arrangements have now been made for their 
release. They have been assigned to class WO 208 piece no. 
5019 and are now available for examination at the Public 
Record Office at Kew.

[Text of a press statement to be made by the PRO on Friday 14 
February. Further enquiries to the PRO Press Office.]
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REASONS FOR WITHHOLDING RECORDS RELATING TO SECURITY AND 
INTELLIGENCE

- 
1. Private and personal information is collected by the 

security and intelligence Agencies by, through and about 
individuals on a confidential basis. Its release would 
infringe both that confidentiality and the privacy of 
individuals concerned and their descendants.

2. The release of documents would be against the interests of 
the Agencies’ employees and contacts. It would destroy the 
basis of confidentiality upon which the Agencies rely to 
function and thus prejudice their current operational 
ability.

3. Contacts with Agencies of other countries are undertaken on 
a confidential basis; to release papers would destroy that 
and might also affect relations with those countries.

4. Methods of intelligence collection and operational 
procedures do not change in a major way, even over a number 
of years. The release of past papers may give away or draw 
attention to techniques still in use.











The National Archives
Briefing
UFO briefing prepared by DI55 UFO desk officer in August 1993 pressing the need for a funded study of the potential defence implications of ‘UAPs’ (unidentified aerial phenomena).











The National Archives
Interview briefing
Background briefing prepared for a Defence Minister prior to an interview with Central TV on UFOs, 2 June 1986.
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UFOs GENERAL

You may find it useful if I explain that the sole interest of 

the MOD in reported sightings of UFOs is to establish whether they

have any bearing on the defence of the country. Unless there are

defence implications we do not attempt to identify sightings and we 

cannot therefore inform observers of the probable identity of the 

object seen - to try to do so could be misleading.

We have to recognise that there are many strange things to be 

seen in the sky, but we believe there to be adequate explanations.

They may be satellite debris re-entering the earth’s atmosphere, ball 

lightning, unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons, 

aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles or many other things.

Clearly some reports remain unexplained but we have found no 

evidence that these phenomena re~resent a threat to national security

and therefore cannot justify devoting Defence resources to their 

investigation.

There is no organisation in the Ministry of Defence appointed 

solely for the purpose of studying reports of such objects, and no

staff are em~loyed on the subject full-time. The reports we receive

are referred to the staff in the Department who are responsible for 

the air d e fen ceo f the U n i 1: e d Kin g d 0 tn, and the y e x ami net her e per t s 

as part of their normal duties.

Job No 2a2-7 ~
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UFO INTERVIEW

01. Why will the MOD not release UFO information for scientific or 

other investigation?

Al. The Department is happy to release what information we have on

specific incidents. However we could not justify the effort involved

in searching for or collating information of a more general nature.

Q2. What are MOD criteria for establishing defence implications or 

otherwise in the case of UFO sightings?

A2. There can be no strict criteria laid down to determine whether

the defence of the nation has or will be impugned. This must remain

a judgement based on military expertise in analysing the information 

available and by collating reports and, wherever possible, radar 

traces.

03. What are the procedures followed when a UFO sighting is 

reported to the MOD?

Q4. Are any of these sightings actually investigated or merely put 

on file?

Q5. If further investigation is made, who makes it?

A3-5. All reports received by the MOD are channelled through our Air

Staff Secretariat. They are passed to the Air Staff who examine them

for Air Defence implications. In some cases where (on the face of

it) there could be a defence interest, enquiries are made of relevant
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radar establishments etc in order to obtain more information. Having

satisfied ourselves that the sightings are of no Defence interest we

do not attempt any further investigations. I should say that the

majority of the reports received here are 2 to 3 days, sometimes

weeks, old. Although some reports remain unexplained, we have found

no evidence that these phenomena represent a threat to national 

security and therefore cannot justify devoting Defence resources to

their investigation.

Q6. Is there a British UFO investigation unit based at RAF Rudloe 

Manor in Wiltshire?

A6. The Flying Complaints Flight at Rudloe Manor are concerned

with receiving and investigating complaints concerning military

aircraft. In the course of their duties they occasionally receive

UFO reports (as do many other units) but they have no specific role 

with regard to this subject.

Q7. Is there such a unit based anywhere else in the UK?

A 7. No.

Q8. Has there ever been such a unit in the UK In the past?

A8. Certainly not in the past thirty years.

Q9. Is there any international co-operation between-the MOD and 

other Governments on UfO intelligence?

A 9. N ~
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Q 10. If there have been no defence implications concerning the

thousands of UFO reports made to the MOD over the years. what 

conclusions has the Ministry reached?

A 10. The Ministry will continue to examine all reports we receive

to ascertain whether there are any defence implications. If members

of the public feel that for scientific or other reasons. there should 

be an attempt to establish the causes of such phenomena, that is for 

them. but we are confident that it is not something in which the MOD 

should or need become further involved.

Q 1 1 . Did the MOD assist the House of Lords UFO Study Group?

A 1 1 .

Q 12. A former Chief of the Defence Staff, Lord Hill-Norton, says

major investigations into UFOs have been conducted by the United 

States and other Governments and it is inconceivable that such an

investigation has not been conducted here. Is this the case?

A 12 . Probably the most notable study into the UFO phenomena was

carried out by the University of Colorado and published in 1969. 

This concluded that 90 of all UFOs reported could be plausibly

related to ordinary phenomena. Project "Blue Book", a US Government

study of UFO’s was terminated in 1969. It concluded that although

thousands of sightings had been investigated there was nothing to

indicate the existence of UFO’s. Nothing has come to light since to

change that view. 

Ministry in 1~55.
In the UK a report was produced bv the then Air

Its conclusions were basically the same.
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Q 13. Numerous sightings have been made over the years by airline

and military pilots, police officers and other professional people. 

Many of "these reports would, on the face of it, have defence

implications. Why does the Ministry think otherwise?

A 13. Many of the reports received in MOD come through official

channels, although the vast majority of these come originally from

members of the public. Very few reports have been made by pilots;

indeed in the last 16 months the MOD has received only 5 such

reports. All reports are treated on merit; if the MOD receives a

report which conceivably could have defence implications then further 

investigations are made to ascertain whether or not this is the case.

Q 14. UFO investigators say the MOD is involved in a massive cover-

up. Is this the case? If not, why do you not shut these people up

once and for all by providing access to the information they seek?

A 14. I can assure you that there is no question of attempting to

cover up any incident, nor are we attempting in any way to obscure 

the truth. The Department is happy to release what information we

have on specific incidents. However, as I have already mentioned, we

could not justify the effort and simply do not have the resources to 

become involved in searching for or collating information of a more 

general nature.

Q1S. If the Ministry’s first and only knowledge of the RAF

Woodbridge affair was the Col Halt memo dated January 13th - 17 days 

after the alleged incident - is the Ministry not concerned, in the 

light of the information contained within that memo, that it was not

consulted by the American authorities much sooner?



.- ---’\’~

A 15 . No. The American authorities obviously took the same view as

ourselves that the incident was adequately investigated by Col Halt 

and that therefore no further action was required.

Q 16. If the MOD feels there were no defence implications in the

Woodbridge incident, does it consider Col Halt was hallucinating, 

insane or merely lying?

A 16 . No, of course not. Col Halt rightly investigated a report by

his base guards of some unexplained phenomena outside the base. On 

consideration of what was reported to him and of his own subsequent 

investigations he decided to send a report to the MOD for informa-

tion. He did not recommend any further action, nor was any thought

necessary.

Q17. If the Ministry subscribed to any of these theories relating

to Col Halt, why did it sanc~ion his promotion from deputy to base 

commander subsequent to the incident?

An. 

Halt.

We do not subscribe to any of these theories relating to Col

Q 18. Would you give any credence to the notion that the UFO

phenomenon has been exploited to cover up sensitive military 

operations?

A HL None whatsoever.

Job No 2a2 - 72
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RAF WOODBRIDGE INCIDENT 27 Dec 80

Col Halt’s report of 13 Jan 81 concerns the sighting of

unusual lights outside the back gate at RAF Woodbridge by two

security patrolmen. Col Halt records wha~ was subsequently reported

to him without comr:Jent. The ") ..; ~dtrol ; n ....’ho ’..:ent in t 0 Rendles~a~

~orest to in\’cs~ig~tc ~hat Lh~)’ ~~Iought ~isht be a c~ashed aircraft

S2Y they sa~ ~ ~riangular cjject. ~ ~ " has been suggested that this

~ i t, t::.. h a vet e c n ~ piloted ’,’ e : i c l hc\"’e’,’c~ 1 n vie"r! 0:- 1" .. r L...> repG~.ted

SIze (about 9 ~eet long 2~~ 6 feet hi3h) t~is ~dSf 2nd still ..i.. _....

considered hiShly u: li~:ely. Indeed enqu:ries ~ade b~~h ~ .. ’" L. the t. 1:T: e
and s~bsequelltl~’ failed to reV~2~ an)" ra~2r trace of anythirlg ur1us~~1

in ~he a~e2 at :~e :i~e.

("~ 1 -..;v....:. ;-; 2...:.. ...... 2~S() ,....~=\O,....:..5 .:);: ~) i s G ’.,.,’n in\/cstig2’:icns ~ .. ’-’ ’" ~ h’2 sit ’.: t) f

:.. r. e i:"cider:t l.he :.’)ll ’r;i ." . (~ 2 :/ Once ~.,.... - "i .., d. t:. C _ j, he d:-2’n’S no co~clu~:.,);.s

f~om his !lndlngs a~~t sig~if~c~~:l)’. ~oes net recc~~end further
in\’es:iga~ion Our own vie~ 2:50 ~2S that no addi~ional action ~as

required. Later on the night of 29 Dec80 Col Halt and a number of

others saw ~ore unusual lights but again we have no record of

anything untoward being picked up on radar.

I think you will agree that it is highly unlikely that any

violation of UK airspace would be heralded by such a display of

lights I think it equally unlikely that any reconr.aissance or

spying activity would be ann unced in this way.

___........ ..._........ ". ~~.~’:’:-: ":-::_~-:-;.’-:--:h’".,;___.~" _....._...,.~_...____.._._.___ . ~..._~..~- - . . --- . ... ’." -.. "".’. ". "__oa _". _.. ____
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Overall, we believe that the fact that Col Halt did not report

these occurrences to HOD for almost 2 weeks after the event, together

with the relatively low key manner in which he handled the matter

(given resources available to him) are indicative of the degree of

i~~crtance in defence terms which should be attached to the incident.

~~e himself took 211 in;’csLiGativc 3c~i0n ~hi~h ~as ~equired. If

~c~bers of the public feel that for scientific or other reasons

t~ere S~lOl;lj be 2~ attempt to es~ablis~l the cause 01 what happened

... ~ - ... .... .. d v 1 S :’ 0 :r t h t: r:-, I but. T am c0~f~dent t}1at i t 15 not sc~:~~:-;in6 1 n

’n’ i~ : c ~: the 1.,1 r., r, .:vu
, " S:lCJi...:’:"’S Ot’ need beCO furthe’- invol\’ed.

~’--_.__.. . --.-.. ...- "---.. -’- -’-’. ..-..------ --_._- _~.~..,..._...,__.:JI’:"’.a....~_
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Missiles, 

Nazis 

and 

Brown 

Bears

One 

of 

the 

greatest 

problems 

with 

this 

case 

is 

its 

increas- 

ing 

complexity, 

As 

the 

years 

and 

months 

went 

by 

not 

only 

did 

’the 

number 

of 

witnesses 

grow, 

but 

so 

did 

the 

variety - 
and 

some 

might 

say 

absurdity - 
of 

the 

potential 

explanations, Already 

we 

have’ 

found 

ourselves 

contrasting 

such 

divergent 

concepts 

as 

lighthouses 

and 

rabbits, 

contact 

with 

an 

alien 

society, 

bizarre 

hallucinogenic 

experiments 

and 

wild 

drug 

orgies, 

However, 

these 

by 

no 

means 

exhaust 

all 

the 

options, 

Three 

more 

apparently 

crazy 

hypotheses 

had 

to 

be 

examined 

as 

the 

work 

became 

ever 

more 

convoluted. 

Just 

before 

Jenny 

left 

with 

Dot 

for 

the 

USA 

she 

received 

a 

curious 

phone 

call. 
It 

came 

from 
a 

sceptical 

UFO 

research 

group 

called 

OSEAP, 

which 

had 

engaged 

in 

one 

or 

two 

earlier 

battles 

with 

Jenny 

in 

and 

out 

of 

print. 

And 

fundamentally 

they 

disagreed 

on 

many 

aspects 

of 

the 

UFO 

phenomenon. 

But 

they 

still 

respected 

one 

another. 
OSEAP 

had 

been 

contacted 

by 

a 

mysterious 

agency 

calling 

itself 

APEN 

(Aerial 

Phenomena 

Enquiry 

Net- 

work). 

Since 

they 

knew 

that 

Jenny 

was 

familiar 

with 

their 

past 

strange 

endeavours, 

and 

also 

knew 

about 

this 

case, 

they 

wanted 

a 

private 

discussion. 

The 

visit 

to 

the 

USA 

being 

just 

a 

couple 

of 

days 

off. 
this 

proved 

temporaril)’ 

impossible. 

And 

Jenny 

was 

worried, 

too, 

at 

their 

request 

for 

a 

private 

meeting 

with 

her 

alone. 

Despite 

her 

request 

that 

others 

should 

accompany 

her 

OSEAP 

refused. 

The 

matter 

was 

left 

in 

abeyance 

until 

after 

the 

American 

visit. 

"Jenny 

returned 

from 

America 

with 

a 

serious 

illness
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which 

required 

hospital 

treatment 

during 

the 

first 

part 

of 

1984. 

Her 

letters 

to 

OSEAP 

also 

delayed 

things. 

Mean- 

time 

Brenda 

and 

Dot 

had 

followed 

up 

Jenny’s 

phone 

conversations 

in 

November 

1983 

with 

subsequent 

talks 

to 

the 

OSEAP 

investigators. 

A 
little 

information 

had 

been 

gleaned, 

but 

nobody 

was 

willing 

to 

speak 

out 

over 

the 

telephone. 

The 

problem 

was 

considered 

too 

sensitive.’ 

We 

had 

been 

intrigued 

by 

the 

strange 

manoeuvres 

involving 

missiles, 

both 

at 

RAF 

Bawdsey 

and 

at 

Wood- 

bridge/Bentwaters. 

Some 

of 

the 

missiles 

that 

would 

pop 

up 

out 

of 

nowhere 

and 

then 

vanish 

again 

soon 

after 

we 

knew 

to 

be 

dummies. 

Others 

we 

understood 

to 

be 

more 

sinister. 

"Local 

stories 

about 

Cruise 

missiles 

being 

on 

base, 

with 

the 

officially 

professed 

sites 

such 

as 

Greenham 

Common 

acting 

as 

diversionary 

measures, 

had 

com- 

pounded 

our 

interest 

in 

the 

moves. 

Then 

when 

grapevine 

sources 

told 

us 

that 

we 

ought 

to 
be 

more 

’technical’ 

in 

our 

approach, 

forget 

UFOs, 

and 

think 

more 

about 

miss- 

iles, 

we 

began 

to 

wonder. 

Of 

course, 

we 

were 

well 

aware 

that 

somebody, 

some- 

where 

might 

wall! 
us 

to 

think 

about 

missiles 

instead 

of 

UFOs. 

But 

we 

noticed 

how 

concerned 

some 

of 

the 

high- 

ranking 

officers 

became 

when 

we 

dared 

to 

breathe 

the 

word 

missile. 

Halt, 

for 

example, 

was 

much 

more 

worried 

about 

the 

utterances 

Jenny 

had 

made 

in 

Omni 

about 

a 

nuclear 

device 

than 

he 

was 

about 

a 

UFO 

contact 

being 

discussed. The 

relevance 

of 

this 

all 

to 

the 

OSEAP/ 

APEN 

situation 

will 

shortly 

become 

apparent. 

As 

indeed 

will 

the 

primary

I 

As 

this 

is 

being 

written 

OSEAP 

have 

advised 

that 

they 

arc 

continu- 

ing 

their 

wurk. 

which 

they 

believe 

uffers 

a 

startling 

explanation 

fur 

the 

Rendlesham 

sky 

crash 

which 

is 

outside 

the 

UFO 

field, 

In 

due 

course 

this 

work 

may 

be 

published. 

and 

we 

are 

not 

in 

a 

position 

to 

assess 

its 

validity. 

However. 

we 
arc 

making 

mention 

of 

these 

events 

because 

they 

~cm 
to 
tic 

in 

with 

thoughts 

that 

we 

ourselves 

were 

having 

about 

Ihe 

case.

The National Archives
Missiles, Nazis, Brown Bears
Annotated extract from Jenny Randles’ 1985 book Skycrash on ‘Missiles, Nazis, Brown Bears’ and the Rendlesham UFOs.
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But 

even 

more 

worrying 

was 

their 

behaviour. 

APEN 

were 

embroiled 

more 

than 

once 

in 

quite 

disruptive 

actions. 

Police 

were 

called 

by 

them, 

but 

with 

the 

name 

of 

a 

local 

UFO 

group 

given. 

That 

group, 

despite 

being 

innocent, 

would 

then 

end 

up 
in 

trouble 

for 

wasting 

police 

time. 

Premises 

were 

broken 

into, 

once 

bringing 

apologies 

from 

APEN 

for 

the 

over-exuberance 

of 

its 

agents. 

And 

they 

simply 

loved 

concocting 

stories 

and 

planting 

evidence 

that 

would 

implicate 

serious 

ufologists 

in 

their 

antics. 

Despite 

actually 

preaching 

unity 

within 

the 

UFO 

move- 

ment, 

and 

frequently 

encouraging 

the 

work 

that 

Jenny 

did 

in 

this 

direction, 

the 

lengths 

they 

went 

to 

led 

many 

to 

believe 

that 

she 

was 

associated 

with 

APEN. 

Other 

leading 

UFO 

researchers 

found 

similar 

disinformation 

spread 

about 

them. 

All 

in 

all, 

it 

was 

most 

unsavoury. 

APEN 

demonstrated 

that 

they 

had 

a 

close 

finger 

on 

the 

pulse 

of 

ufology 

and 

knew 

a 

great 

deal 

about 

what 

was 

happening 

within 

it. 

Speculations 

about 

who 

they 

were, 

and 

what 

they 

were 

really 

trying 

to 

do, 

became 

popular 

in 

the 

mid- 

seventies. 

But 

nobody 

ever 

got 

close 

to 

them, 

although 

one 

or 

two 

made 

extensive 

efforts. 

Jenny 

encouraged 

people 

to 

ignore 

them, 

and 

they 

seemed 

to 

fade 

from 

the 

scene 

in 

about 

1978. 

So 

it 

was 

somewhat 

of 

a 

shock 

to 

hear 

that 

they 

had 

resurfaced 

in 

connection 

with 

Rendlesham 

Forest. 

A 

number 

of 

UFO 

witnesses 

had 

told 

of 

visits 

from 

two 

mysterious 

men - 
in 

one 

case 

one 

called 

himself 

the 

’Commander’. 

These 

visits, 

which 

. 

usually 

demanded 

the 

witness’s 

silence, 

had 

all 

the 

hall- 

t’ 

marks 

of 

A 

PEN. 

. 

The 

APEN 

story 

is 

a 

long 

and 

complicated 

one, 

which 

has 

no 

place 

in 

this 

book. 

But 

it 

should 

be 

emphasized 

j 

that 

they 

took 

a 

very 

great 

interest 

in 

UFO 

cases 

involving 

.. 

military 

manoeuvres. 

In 

1975 

they 

sent 

Jenny 

a 

report 

on 

a 

supposed 

UFO 

crash 

in 

the 

Berwyn 

Mountains, 

near 

the 

village 

of 

Llandrillo, 

Wales. 

This 

occurred 

in 

January 

1974 

and 

involved 

the 

whole 

mountain 

top 

being 

scaled

reason 

for 

Jenny’s 

great 

reluctance 

to 

commit 

herself 

to 

clandestine 

meetings. 

For 

what 

little 

we 
did 

discern 

about 

the 

’startling 

explanation’, 

which 

APEN 

were 

offering 

to 

OSEAP, 

was 

that 

missiles 

figured 

in 

it. 
So 

far 

as 

we 

understood 

it 

the 

suggestion 

was 

that 

a 

missile 

had 

either 

been 

dropped 

accidentally 

from 

a 

plane, 

or 

one 

had 

shot 

off 

into 

the 

forest 

from 

its 

launch 

site. 

Such 

a 

mistake, 

even 

though 

its 

consequences 

were 

less 

dire 

than 

they 

might 

have 

been, 

could 

prove 

disastrous 

for 

American 

public 

relations 

at 
a 

time 

when 

Cruise 

missile 

deployment 

was 

being 

hotly 

contested 

by 

the 

British 

people. 

A 

voiding 

open 

admission 

of 

such 

an 

episode 

in 

December 

1980 

might 

be 

considered 

so 

vital 

by 

both 

Britain 

and 

America 

that 

the 

manipulation 

of 

the 

UFO 

story 

could 

have 

been 

conceived 

in 

order 

to 

try 
to 

hide 

it. 
. 

We 

realized 

this 

and 

decided 

to 

take 

the 

APEN 

situ- 

ation 

seriously. 

APEN 

first 

came 

onto 

the 

UFO 

scene 

in 

1974. 

They 

sent 

assorted 

letters, 

articles 

and 

tape 

recordings 

to 

lead- 

ing 

UFO 

researchers 

over 

a 

period 

of 

three 

or 

four 

years. 

At 

no 

time 

did 

they 

ever 

offer 

an 

address. 

They 

would 

use 

names, 

which 

may 

have 

been 

phoney, 

that 

nobody 

had 

ever 

heard 

of. 
And 

their 

tapes 

contained 

strange 

. 

American 

voices 

which 

introduced 

themselves 

with 

Nazi 

war 

broadcasts 

and 

music. 

The 

structure 

of 

APEN 

was 

clearly 

modelled 

on 

the 

German 

Nazi 

party 

and 

quotes 

from 

their 

magazine - 
with 

a 

German 

title 

meaning 

’Spearhead’ - 
were 

offered. 

. 

Officially, 

APEN 

claimed 

to 

be 

a 

super-secret 

investi- 

gation 

group 

with 

incredible 

financial 

backing, 

involving 

full~time 

investigators, 

scientific 

equipment, 

Land-Rovers 

and 

so 

forth. 

Links 

with 

the 

American 

Government 

Or 

Secret 

Service 

were 

implied. 

Their 

’Supreme 

Com- 

mander’, 

one 

J. 

T. 

Anderson, 

was 

American. 

They 

would 

say 

only 

that 

the 

secrecy 

was 

vital 

to 

their 

work. 

The 

trappings 

were 

enough 

to 

ward 

off 

most 

ufologists.
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off 

while 

the 

RAF 

search-ed 

for 

what 

was 

officially 

said 

to 

be 

a 

meteor. 

This 

was 

most 

unlikely, 

as 

was 

the 

sub- 

sequent 

major 

RAF 

operation 

to 

find 

it. 
But 

the 

publicity 

died 

quickly. 

Until 

APEN 

came 

along 

and 

’explained’ 

it 

in 

their 

report 

as 
a 

UFO 

contact. 

The 

similarities 

between 

the 

little-known 

and 

scantily 

researched 

Llandrillo 

sky 

crash, 

and 

the 

one 

in 

Rendle- 

sham 

Forest 

almost 

seven 

years 

later, 

are 

obvious. 

But 

in 

one 

case 

APEN 

were 

arguing 

that 

the 

meteor 

story 

was 
a 

cover 

for 

a 

UFO. 

In 

the 

other 

they 

are 

saying 

that 

the 

UFO 

story 

was 
a 

cover 

for 

a 

missile. 

Whoever, 

or 

whatever, 

this 

APEN 

is 

they 

are 

certainly 

resilient 

in 

their 

efforts, 

We 

would 

advise 

great 

caution 

in 

analysing 

their 

claims. 

But 

we 

had 

to 

make 

mention 

of 

their 

sudden 

and 

dramatic 

arising 

from 

the 

ashes. 

And 

we 

leave 

it 

to 

OSEAP 

to 

relate 

in 

time 

the 

full 

story. 

In 

passing, 

it 

might 

be 

added 

that 

one 

or 

two 

UFO 

investigators 

have 

speculated 

that 

a 

fantastic 

UFO 

tech- 

nology 

was 

handed 

on 

from 

the 

dying 

remnants 

of 

the 

Nazi 
Third 

Reich 

in 

1945. 

And 

indeed 

we 

know 

that 

experimental 

weapons 

of 

a 

distinctly 

UFO-like 

appear- 

ance 

were 

tested 

during 

the 

last 

few 

months 

of 

the 

war. 
It 

is 

said 

that 

a 

Fourth 

Reich 

exists 

and 

is 

readying 

itself 

for 

future 

world 

leadership. 

Perhaps 

there 

is 

a 

group 

of 

Nazis 

flying 

around 

the 

world 

in 

UFOs. 

Perhaps 

APEN 

are 

their 

spy 

network. 

Perhaps 

the 

US 

Air 

Force 

know 

it 

and 

are 

frightened 

of 

saying 

so. 

Or 

perhaps 

this 

is 

all 

non- 

sense. 

It 

would 

be 

best 

to 

hope 

so.

In 

late 

January 

1984 

Jun-Ichi 

Yaoi 

brought 

a 

TV 

film 

crew 

from 

Japan 

to 

make 

a 

programme 

about 

the 

events 

in 

Rendlesham 

Forest. 

The 

authors 

worked 

with 

him 

on 

this. 

During 

the 

days 

spent 

on 

this 

many 

interesting 

things 

happened. ’Jim’, 

as 

he 

likes 

to 

be 

called, 

speaks 

good 

English. 

He 

decided 

to 

take 

his 

crew 

along 

to 

RAF 

Bentwaters 

and

1 I 

spring 

himself 

on 

Col 

Halt. 

Brenda 

kept 

a 

good 

distance 

away 

in 

her 

car 

and 

watched 

what 

happened. 

The 

Japanese 

were 

told 

that. 

Halt 

was 

’out 

of 

the 

country’, 

just 

as 

the 

News 

of 
the 

World 

were 

advised 

four 

months 

before. 

As 

they 

continued 

trying 

to 

get 

film 

of 

people 

involved 

in 

the 

case, 

but 

being 

denied 

this 

by 

Wing 

Commander 

Tabor 

personally, 

Halt’s 

car 

sped 

off 

the 

base. 

Later 

that 

day 

the 

crew 

filmed 

as 

Jenny 

put 

through 

a 

call 

to 

Squadron 

Leader 

Moreland. 

Moreland 

did 

not 

know 

where 

Halt 

was 

and 

said 

he 

knew 

nothing 

about 

any 

UFO 

incident. 

He 

then 

suggested 

it 

was 

somewhat 

late 

and 

that 

he 

wanted 

to 

get 

back 

to 

bed. 

It 

was 

just 

after 

10 
P.M. 

Attempts 

to 

catch 

witnesses 

on 

the 

hop 

by 

bringing 

them 

in 

front 

of 

television 

cameras 

were 

partially 

success- 

ful. 

We 

tracked 

down 

Andrew 

Sheepshanks 

at 

his 

farm. 

Amid 

much 

joviality 

from 

other 

farm 

hands 

he 

vehemently 

denied 

having 

made 

a 

report 

to 

the 

base 

about 

a 

UFO. 

He 

furthcr 

denicd 

that 

he 

had 

ever 

spoken 

with 

Dot 

Street 

on 

the 

telephone 

in 

1982. 

Dot, 

hearing 

him 

speak, 

was 

sure 

he 

was 

the 

man 

she 

had 

talked 

to, 

and 

who 

had 

told 

her 

about 

the 

UFO 

that 

had 

upset 

his 

cattle. 

Andrew 

Sheepshanks 

had, 

however, 

two 

interesting 

comments. 

First, 

he 

admitted 

to 

having 

seen 

a 

UFO. 

But 

he 

claimed 

this 

was 
in 

1976, 

or 

thereabouts. 

It 

was 

shaped 

like 

a 

rocket 

and 

was 

in 

the 

sky 

over 

Alderton, 

not 

far 

from 

RAF 

Bawdsey. 

It 

might 

have 

been 

a 

missile 

launched 

from 

here. 

An 

intriguing 

remark 

made 

by 

the 

farmer 

was 

that 

he 

had 

read 

about 

the 

Rendlesham 

Forest 

sky 

crash 

in 

a 

national 

newspaper 

back 

in 

1981. 

Following 

this 

he 

tried 

to 

discover 

what 

had 

happened 

and 

talked 

to 

someone. 

At 

first 

he 

seemed 

to 

imply 

hc 

had 

callcd 

the 

base. 

Then 

he 

said 

he 

haLl 

spokcn 

with 

someone 

called 

Jenny. 

Jenny

Missiles, 

Nazis 

and 

Brown 

Bears

327
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was 

interviewing 

him’ 

at 

this 

point - 
but 

he 

and 

she 

had 

never 

spoken 

to 

one 

another 

on 

any 

previous 

occasion. 

Certainly 

Andrew 

Sheepshanks 

was 

\css 

than 

convinc- 

ing 

about 

this 

phone 

call. 

There 

was 

definitely 

no 

national 

story 

in 

1981. 

And 

so 

far 

as 

we 

know 

there 

is 

nobody 

called 

Jenny 

that 

he 

could 

have 

talked 

to. 

In 

asking 

us 
to 

leave, 

the 

Sheepshanks 

family 

directed 

us 
to 

see 

a 

farmer 

called 

Flemming, 

at 

Eyke. 

He 

claimed 

that 

he 

had 

seen 

the 

UFO, 

or 
so 

he 

had 

heard. 

We 

called 

on 

the 

Boast 

family, 

who 

were 

friendly 

and 

helpful. 

But 

they 

insisted 

that 

they 

saw 

nothing, 

but 

did 

themselves 

suspect 

it 

was 
a 

drugs 

party 

that 

had 

got 

out 

of 

control. 

David 

Boast’s 

young 

daughter 

was 

present 

and 

Jenny 

sensed 

something 

about 

her. 
The 

,cameras 

were 

packed 

up, 

but 

she 

stayed 

out 

there 

talking 

to 

David 

Boast 

and 

the 

child. 

The 
girl 

seemed 

to 

want 

to 

talk, 

but 

her 

father 

kept 

stopping 

her 

when 

she 

opened 

her 

mouth. 

She 

said, 

’It 

should 

have 

flattened 

the 

trees 

it 

was 

so 

wide.’ 

Later 

she 

asked 

if 

we 

knew 

anyone 

who 

had 

seen 

the 

aliens. 

Jenny 

inquired 

gently 

if 

she 

had 

seen 

anything. 

She 

shook 

her 

head. 

Jenny 

then 

smiled 

and 

said, 

’You 

did 

see 

something, 

didn’t 

you?’ 

The 

little 

girl 

looked 

sheepishly 

at 

her 

father, 

as 

if 

asking 

how 

she 

should 

reply. 

He 

told 

her 

firmly, 

but 

politely, 

to 

go 

into 

the 

house. The 

Boast 

family 

were 

pleasant 

and 

helpful. 

They 

insist 

that 

they 

know 

nothing 

more 

about 

the 

events. 

But 

we 

remain 

to 

be 

convinced 

of 

that. 

Eventually, 

as 

we 

had 

predicted 

to 

the 

Japanese, 

we 

were 

sent 

to 

see 

Frank 

Brown 

along 

the 

road. 

This 

time 

we 
got 

somewhere. 

The 

Capel 

Green 

farmer 

said 

that 

he 

had 

not 

seen 

anything, 

but 

suggested 

that 

We 

should 

talk 

to 

a 

farmer 

called 

Higgins. 

He 

had 

bought 

some 

new 

cattle 

and 

one 

night, 

just 

after 

Christmas 

1980, 

they 

had 

fled 

into 

the 

road 

in 

panic. 

Some 

had 

been 

hit 

by 

a 

car, 

although 

none 

was 

killed. 

Higgins 

had 

claimed

1
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compensation 

from 

Bentwaters, 

assuming 

that 

a 

low- 

flying 

jet 

must 

have 

scared 

them. 

They 

would 

not 

have 

been 

used 

to 

them 

as 

the 

older 

animals 

were. 

However. 

Bentwaters 

had 

denied 

they 

had 

any 

craft 

up 

that 

night 

and 

refused 

compensation. 

But 

this 

was 

not 

the 

end 

of 

the 

story. 

Frank 

Brown 

then 

explained 

how 

Higgins 

had 

heard 

the 

stories 

about 

lights 

in 

the 

forest 

and 

rumours 

of 

UFOs, 

when 

Brenda 

and 

Dot 

had 

begun 

to 

investigate. 

So 

he 

went 

back 

to 

the 

base 

and 

told 

them 

that 

if 

it 

was 

not 

one 

of 

their 

jcts 

that 

had 

scared 

his 

cattle 

it 

must 

have 

been 

the 

UFO. 

What 

did 

they 

know 

about 

that? 

For 

some 

reason 

this 

made 

all 

the 

difference. 

Bentwa- 

ters 

now 

agreed 

to 

pay 

compensation, 

although 

how 

much 

and 

in 

what 

form 

we 
do 

not 

yet 

know. 

Whatever 

it 

was 

proved 

sufficient 

for 

Higgins 

to 

sell 

up 

his 

farm 

and 

buy 

a 

bigger 

one 

somewhere 

in 

Devon 

or 

Cornwall. 

He 

moved 

without 

speaking 

any 

more 

about 

the 

UFO. 

We 
arc 

endeavouring 

to 

trace 

this 

farmer 

to 

obtain 

his 

version 

of 

the 

story. 

But 

Frank 

Brown 

had 

something 

else 

useful 

to 

add. 

Higgins 

lived 

in 

Eyke. 

And 

another 

Eyke 

farmer, 

called 

Flemming, 

had 

helped 

him 

get 

the 

cattle 

in 

after 

the 

disturbance. 

He 

knew 

about 

the 

com- 

pensation 

and 

we 

should 

talk 

to 

him. 

Andrew 

Sheep- 

shanks 

had 

just 

given 

us 

the 

same 

name 

an 

hour 

before. 

Spirits 

rising, 

but 

darkness 

descending, 

we 

made 

our 

way 

to 

Eyke. 

The 

film 

crew 

had 

to 

set 

up 

lights 

before 

we 

could 

knock 

on 

the 

door 

at 

the 

Flemming 

house. 

This 

obviously 

alerted 

him. 

Flemming, 

up 

to 

a 

point, 

was 

again 

friendly 

and 

co- 

operative. 

He 

admitted 

that 

he 

had 

helped 

Higgins 

retrieve 

his 

cattle 

from 

the 

road, 

but 

he 

did 

not 

know 

what 

had 

sent 

them 

scurrying 

there 

that 

night. 

He 

also 

knew 

that 

Higgins 

had 

received 

some 

money 

from 

the 

Air 

Forcc, 

but 

he 

claimed 

not 

to 

know 

how 

much. 

But 

it 

was 

a 

fair 

bit. 

However, 

he 

became 

very 

quiet 

at 

the



330 

Sky 

Crash 

mention 

of 

UFOs, 

He 

knew 

nothing 

about 

them, 

insisted 

he 

had 

lived 

in 

the 

area 

since 

the 

Forest 

was 

first 

planted 

and 

had 

never 

seen 

anything 

strange 

in 

the 

sky. 

But, 

he 

added, 

’I 

don’t 

know 

anything 

either 

about 

the 

two 

who 

sat 

in 

the 

forest 

and 

saw 

it 

drop 

down’, 

We 

asked 

for 

clarification 

of 

this 

odd 

statement. 

But 

he 

would 

not 

give’ 

it. 
He 

then 

asked 

politely 

for 

us 

to 

leave. 

We 

got 

the 

impression 

he 

knew 

he 

had 

spoken 

out 

of 

turn. 

The 
film 

crew 

wanted 

to 

try 

to 

speak 

with 

Col 

Halt. 
So 

bravely 

we 

ventured 

onto 

the 

base. 

It 

was 

now 

very 

dark 

and 

well 

into 

evening. 

We 

could 

get 

through 

the 

security 

easily 

enough. 

However, 

Brenda 

and 

Dot 

were 

fright- 

ened. 

They 

recalled 

the 

threats 

that 

Halt 

had 

made 

when 

they 

were 

last 

on 

base 

in 

October. 

So 

they 

stayed 

in 

the 

car 

and 

Jim 

tried 

to 

hook 

Jenny 

up 

to 

a 

concealed 

microphone 

so 

we 

could 

record 

what 

Halt 

had 

to 

say. 

She 

pointed 

out 

the 

dangers 

of 

this, 

and 

explained 

that 

they 

were 

definitely 

running 

the 

risk 

of 

prosecution 

for 

simply 

being 

there, 

let 

alone 

trying 

to 

film 

without 

permission. Jenny 

got 

to 

the 

door 

and 

tried 

to 

get 

Halt 

out. 
The 

lights 

in 

the 

house 

were 

on. 

His 

car 

was 

outside. 

But 

no 

answer 

was 

obtained. 

Reluctantly, 

but 

in 

recognition 

of 

the 

possible 

consequences, 

we 

left 

Bentwaters. 

Previously, 

the 

crew 

had 

shot 

some 

film 

at 

RAF 

Bawdsey, 

where 

permission 

was 

given 

to 

film 

just 

inside 

the 

outer 

security 

gates. 

Nothing 

emerged 

from 

Our 

discussions 

with 

personnel, 

none 

of 

whom 

said 

they 

had 

been 

involved 

in 

the 

events 

of 

1980. 

But 

we 

were 

intrigued 

by 

the 

signs 

on 

the 

’quayside 

immediately 

outside 

the 

gates. 

Unlike 

signs 

around 

Bentwaters, 

which 

simply 

tell 

you 

not 

to 

enter 

without 

permission 

from 

the 

Base 

Commander, 

these 

at 

Bawdsey, 

and 

not 

even 

inside 

the 

base 

itself, 

explained 

in 

polite 

but 

specific 

terminology 

that 

if 

you 

happened 

to 

get 

shot 

by 

accident 

while 

you

Missiles, 
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stood 

there, 

it 

was 

your 

tough 

luck! 

RAF 

Bawdsey, 

as 

you 

see, 

take 

their 

security 

very 

seriously. 

The 

next 

day 

the 

film 

crew 

flew 

to 

America, 

en 

route 

to 

Japan, 

for 

more 

work. 

Brenda, 

Dot 

and 

Jenny 

stayed 

on 

at 

their 

hotel 

in 

Woodbridge 

determined 

to 

go 

on 

base 

when 

the 

weekend 

was 

over. 

During 

the 

Sunday 

a 

man 

with 

a 

foreign 

accent 

talked 

to 

us 

often. 

We 

chatted 

individually 

to 

him 

about 

UFOs 

and 

were 

surprised 

to 

find 

that 

we 

had 

each 

met 

him 

when 

we 

chanced 

to 

discuss 

it 

later. 

We 

had 

been 

cautious, 

of 

course. 

But 

we 

were 

still 

perturbed 

when 

he 

appeared 

on 

the 

Monday 

morning 

wearing 

a 

US 

Air 

Force 

uniform. 

He 

told 

us 

he 

was 

on 
a 

short 

learning 

course 

at 

Woodbridge 

from 
a 

base 

in 

Germany. 

Certainly 

he 

was 

not 

an 

American, 

and 

later 

we 

discovered 

he 

was 

Italian. 

When 

we 

checked 

his 

uniform 

out 

we 

found 

that 

he 

was 

a 

member 

of 

the 

Aerospace 

Rescue 

and 

Recovery 

Squadron. 

Yet 

he 

had 

told 

us 

he 

knew 

nothing 

about 

UFOs, 

had 

never 

read 

any 

stories 

about 

them, 

but 

was 

keen 

to 

hear 

what 

we 

had 

to 

say. 

When 

we 

checked 

with 

the 

hotel 

reception 

we 

learnt 

that 

an 

unusually 

high 

number 

of 

Air 

Force 

people 

had 

been 

temporary 

residents 

along 

with 

us 

that 

weekend. 

We 

had 

not 

suspected 

anything 

since 

they 

were 

not 

in 

uniform. The 

Aerospace 

Rescue 

and 

Recovery 

Squadron 

have 

made 

one 

or 

two 

brief 

appearances 

in 

this 

story 

so 

far. 

The 

above 

incident 

shows 

how 

they 

might 

be 

more 

relevant 

than 

we 

realize. 

Look 

at 

some 

of 

the 

seemingly 

unconnected 

facts. 

This 

squadron, 

trained 

to 

haul 

spaceprobes 

from 

the 

sea 

and 

bring 

them 

back 

to 

base, 

just 

happens 

to 

be 

at 

Wood- 

bridge. 

Its 

links 

with 

NASA 

are 

obvious. 

Steve 

Roberts 

had 

leaked 

a 

NASA 

document 

to 

us. 

President 

Carter 

had 

tried 

to 

get 

NASA 

to 

study 

UFOs 

before 

he 

was 

stopped. 

The 

security 

man 

at 

NASA, 

Cape 

Canaveral,
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told 

Dot 

he 

knew 

all 

bout 

the 

case. 

On 

the 

night’of 

the 

second 

incident, 

three 

days 

after 

the 

major 

sky 

crash 

in 

Rendlesham 

Forest, 

the 

same 

sort 

of 

UFO 

burns 

three 

women, 

close 

to 

NASA’s 

main 

centre 

at 

Houston 

in 

Texas. 

Is 

this 

all 

one 

big 

coincidence? 

Can 

we 

construct 

a 

scenario 

to 

make 

sense 

out 

of 

all 

of 

this? 

Perhaps 

so. 

For 

there 

are 

some 

additional 

pieces 

of 

information 

to 

slot 

into 

the 

puzzle. 

. 

You 

will 

recall 

that 

the 

US 

Air 

Force 

personnel 

involved 

in. 

this 

case 

have 

continually 

stated 

that 

the 

date 

of 

event 

one 

was 

27 

December. 

Halt’s 

written 

account 

endorses 

that. 

But 

the 

police 

records 

say 

26 

December, 

r/ 

as 

did 

the 

wife 

of 

Co~onel 

Soya. 

Is 

it 

possible 

that 

these 

.,. 
\ ~ 

last 

two 

sources 

are 

fight? 

Perhaps 

Halt 

had 

a 

reason 

t 9- 
; 

/" 
Paco 

de 

Arcos, 

Portugal. 

Object 

which 

caused 

burns 

to 

two 

change 

the 

date 

and 

instruct 

his 

men 

to 

change 

it 

to 

. 

:7\ 

witnesses. 

Observations 

of t!J.e- 
-entr 

of 

the 

Russian 

satel" 

That 

seems 

an 

extraordinary 

thing 

to 

do, 

but 

it 

might 

be 

Lf’ 
I, 

.’ 

ml. 

749. 

25 

D0CCIllb 

19RO. 

21. 
10 
h 
s 

approx 

aimed 

at 

throwing 

us 

off 

the 

fact 

that 

Cosmos 

749" 

t( 
0 ~ ~ 
r . 
y{ 

) 

re-entered 

the 

atmosphere 

at 

9.07 

on 

the 

night 

of 

25 

i 

t ~ 
~ 

r::. 
." 

,a. 

v 

December. 

. 

1" 

/ 

\ 

This 

Russian 

satellite 

burnt 

up 

in 

the 

sky 

miles 

above 

: 

(.-1) 

Europe. 

Many 

witnesses 

saw 

it 

do 

so. 

A 

concentration 

of 

~’..l)
fX- 

them 

were 

over 

Kent 

and 

Essex, 

who 

saw 

the 

brilliant 

J:t 

obj~ct 

break 

into 

pieces 

somewhere 

above 

the 

Thames 

: 

Estuary. 

i 

. 

We 
do 

not 

know 

exactly 

where 

Cosmos 

749 

burnt 

up. 

i 

Officially, 

it 

was 

vapourized 

by 

the 

enormous 

frictional 

("vt’ 

forces 

as 

it 

powered 

into 

the 

barrier 

of 

gases 

that 

were 

, 

standing 

in 

its 

way. 

But 

we 

know 

that 

on 

occasion 

certa~i 
i 

{ 

resistant 

parts 

of 
a 

satellite 

make 

it 

all 

the 

way 

to 

. 

I 

In 

1978 

a 

Cosmos 

satellite 

with 

a 

nuclear-power 

’ource 

I 

I 

came 

down 

in 

the 

Canadian 

wastes. 

And 

bits 

of 
t 

great. _~~ 

American 

satellite, 

Skylab, 

rained 

around 

Aust 

lia 

in 

(J"11 
r 

1979 

when 

it 

burnt 

up. 

Who 
is 

to 

say 

that 

somet 

. 
ng 

of 

Cosmos 

749 

did 

not 

reach 

the 

surface? 

Perhaps 

som 

hing 

rather 

interesting 

or 

important 

from 

that 

satellite. 

The 

Russians 

name 

all 

their 

satellites 

sequentially’\in

Missiles, 

Nazis 

and 

Brown 

Bears
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the 

Cosmos 

series 

nd 

there 

is 

no 

way 

of 

knowing 

the 

precise 

purpose 

of 

each. 

Some 

are 

civilian 

scientific 

instruments, 

but 

others 

are 

overtly 

military 

in 

nature. 

Th
y 

are 

even 

suspected 

of 

having 

’killer 

satellites’, 

capable 

of 

shooting 

down 

those 

of 

a 

rival 

nation. 

Their 

importance 

in 

any 

future 

war 
is 

paramount. 

It 

has 

been 

said - 
’World 

War 

Three 

will 

begin 

in 

space’. 

That 

Cosmos 

749 

might 

have 

been 

interesting 

is 

shown 

by 

the 

experience 

of 

two 

people 

at 

Paco 

de 

Arcos 

on 

the 

Portuguese 

coast. 

They 

saw 

what 

seems 

to 

have 

been 

the 

satellite 

re-entering, 

although 

they 

say 

it 

was 

much 

lower 

than 

the 

upper 

reaches 

of 

the 

atmosphere. 

They 

saw 

it 

light 

up 

the 

sea 

and 

felt 

heat 

from 

it 

as 

it 

crossed 

the 

deserted 

beach 

on 

which 

they 

stood. 

Jenny 

had 

investigated 

this 

claim 

and 

written 

about 

it 

. 
in 

her 

book 

Ufo 

Reality, 

without 

grasping 

the 

possible 

significance: 

For 

if 

it 

was 

the 

Russian 

satellite - 
as 

seems 

difficult 

to 

refute 

in 

view 

of 

description 

and 

time 

of 

observation - 
then 

the 

after 

effects 

on 

the 

two 

men 
in 

Portugal 

are 

most 

interesting. 

They 

felt 

nauseous. 

They 

developed 

sunburn-like 

rashes 

on 

the 

exposed 

parts 

of 

their 

bodies. 

And 

they 

suffered 

headaches. 

You 

will 

recall 

these 

symptoms, 

although 

in 

rather 

more 

severe 

forms, 

from 

Betty 

Cash, 

Vickie 

Landrum 

and’ 

Colby, 

at 

Huff- 

man, 

Texas, 

four 

days 

later. 

So 

incongruous 

were 

these 

g-ross 

effects 

with 

the 

re- 

entry 

of 
a 

satellite, 

that 

Jenny 

could 

not 

bring 

herself 

to 

believe 

they 

had 

seen 

Cosmos 

749. 

It 

almost 

seemed 

as 
if 

a 

UFO 

had 

disguised 

itself 

as 

the 

satellite, 

then 

visible. 

But 

this 

is 

clearly 

improbable. 

However, 

what 

if 

Cosmos 

749 

had 

something 

about 

it 

that 

could 

have 

produced 

these 

effects - 
which, 

you 

will 

realize, 

indicate 

mild 

radiation 

sickness? 

What 

if 

many 

people 

who 

saw 

Cosmos 

749 

from 
a 

position 

out 

in 

the 

open, 

and 

were 

thus 

exposed 

like 

these 

two 

were, 

suffered 

a 

few 

days 

of 

illness 

that 

they 

put 

down 

to 

influenza 

or 
a 

bug? 

The 

chances

Missiles, 

Nazis 

and 

Brown 

Bears

are 

Cosmos....112. 
could 

have 

sprinkled 

radiation 

across 

Europe 

and 

we 

might 

never 

know 

it. 
. 

But 

if 

this 

happened 

then 

somebody 

certainly 

knows, 

and 

presumably 

did 

so 

in 

1980. 

The 

recovery 

of 

the 

remnants 

of 

the 

satellite 

would 

have 

been 

of 

much 

urgency. 

At 

some 

time 

after 

9.10 

P.M. 

on 

Christmas 

night 

these 

would 

have 

come 

down, 

possibly 

in 

the 

ocean, 

somewhere 

not 

too 

far 

from 

southern 

England. 

Had 

a 

mission 

been 

launched 

to 

make 

this 

rescue 

then 

the 

Aerospace 

Rescue 

and 

Recovery 

Squadron 

at 

RAF 

Woodbridge 

would 

have 

doubtless 

been 

at 

the 

centre. 

Let 

us 

wonder 

if 

it 

did 

go 

out 

and 

fish 

from 

the 

sea 

the 

still 

radioactive 

remains 

of 

the 

Russian 

satellite. 

Of 

course, 

you 

might 

like 

to 

think 

the 

satellite 

actually 

fell 

into 

Rendlesham 

Forest. 

But 

this 

is 

unlikely. 

Considering 

the 

location 

of 

the 

relevant 

squadron 

it 

would 

have 

been 

quite 

an 

amazing 

coincidence. 

Unless 

the 

US 

Air 

Force 

has 

a 

way 

of 

controlling 

a 

satellite’s 

re-entry 

and 

could 

carefully 

direct 

Cosmos 

749 

to 

fall 

where 

it 

did. 

But 

in 

that 

case 

advanced 

technology 

is 

presumed, 

of 

a 

nature 

we 

have 

no 

evidence 

for. 
And 

what 

might 

have 

happened 

had 

there 

been 

a 

minor 

miscalculation? 

Would 

the 

British 

and 

Americans 

really 

allow 

even 

the 

chance 

of 
a 

radioac- 

tive 

chunk 

of 

metal 

crashing 

down 

on 

Ipswich, 

with 

its 

thousands 

of 

inhabitants? 

However, 

had 

the 

remains 

been 

recovered 

they 

would 

have 

been 

taken 

back 

to 

Woodbridge, 

presumably 

by 

helicopter. 

Perhaps 

on 

final 

approach 

to 

Woodbridge 

the 

deadly 

cargo 

fell 

into 

the 

forest. 

Or 

perhaps 

a 

good 

deal 

of 

what 

went 

on - 
or 

supposedly 

went 

on - 
inside 

the 

forest 

was 
a 

blind 

to 

take 

eyes 

away 

from 

what 

had 

really 

been 

captured. 

There 

may 

be 

no 

UFO 

in 

an 

underground 

room 
at 

Bentwaters, 

but 

there 

might 

have 

been 

a 

satellite. 

And 

it 

has 

occurred 

to 

us 

that 

there 

were 

stories 

of 

a 

crater 

in 

the 

forest. 

such 

as 

would 

have 

been 

caused 

had 

something

335
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Sky 

Crash

fallen 

out 

of 

the 

air. 

And 

if 

you 

placed 

a 

large 

tent 

over 

this 

crater, 

so 

that 

outsiders 

cannot 

see 

what 

has 

caused 

it, 

might 

that 

not 

look 

likt: 

a 

UFO 

to 

the 

uninitiated? 

Especially 

if 

it 

were 

lit 

by 

yellow 

lamps 

to 

guide 

the 

people 

working 

on 
it. 

Those 

people 

would 

need 

to 

wear 

radiation 

protective 

clothing - 
silvery 

suits. 

The 

satellite 

under 

guard 

back 

at 

base, 

it 

would 

have 

paid 

the 

British 

and 

American 

authorities 

to 

create 

the 

UFO 

story 

as 
a 

cover. 

Airmen 

could 

easily 

have 

been 

allowed 

to 

talk, 

provided 

they 

talked 

about 

UFOs. 

And 

Col 

Halt 

might 

even 

have 

been. 

allowed 

to 

have 

his 

second 

sighting 

for 

the 

credibility 

value 

that 

would 

hold 

should 

its 

release 

become 

necessary. 

As 
it 

did 

in 

mid- 

1983. 
We 

know 

that 

a 

Hercules 

transport 

plane 

landed 

at 

Bentwaters 

on 

27, 

or 

26, 

December. 

Recall 

that 

disaster 

preparation 

teams 

were 

apparently 

there 

too. 

This 

makes 

it 

seem 

as 
if 

something 

big 

and 

nasty 

was 

shipped 

out. 

But 

where 

to? 

If 
it 

was 
a 

Russian 

satellite 

there 

is 

one 

obvious 

place 

to 

take 

it 

for 

study. 

That 

would 

be 

NASA’s 

laboratories 

in 

Houston, 

Texas. 

While 

we 

have 

no 

explanation 

as 

to 

why 

it 

was 

not 

flown 

straight 

there, 

it 

is 

exceedingly 

curious 

that 

on 

29 

December 

what 

might 

have 

been 

this 

object 

was 

being 

escorted, 

or 

carried 

beneath, 

helicopters 

near 

here, 

when 

it 

made 

a 

mess 

of 

the 

lives 

of 

the 

Landrums 

and 

Betty 

Cash. 

There 

are 

distinct 

question 

marks 

about 

this 

theory. 

which 

has 

been 

presented 

more 

as 

an 

imaginative 

exercise 

than 

probable 

fact. 

But 

there 

may 

well 

be 

some 

grains 

of 

truth 

in 

these 

speculations. 

. 

We 

were 

amused 

to 

learn 

of 

the 

claims 

of 

a 

woman 

living 

near 

the 

forest. 

She 

said 

that 

there 

was 

an 

addi.tion 

to 

the 

assorted 

wild 

life 

of 

the 

woods. 

The 

deer 

which 

sometimes 

ran 

across 

the 

tracks 

in 

front 

of 

you, 

the 

rabbits 

and 

the 

occasional 

snake 

had 

been 

joined 

by 

a

Missiles, 

Nazis 

and 

Brow" 

Bears 

337 

brown 

bear. 

She 

knew, 

because 

she 

had 

seen 

it! 

Bears 

arc 

not 

indigenous 

to 

the 

British 

countryside. 

There 

is 

rather 

more 

to 

this 

tale 

than 

meets 

the 

eye. 

.We 

had 

already 

been 

told 

by 

one 

of 

our 

many 

anonymous 

callers 

to 

stop 

looking 

for 

UFOs 

and 

start 

looking 

for 

brown 

bears. 

This 

was 

not 

a 

comical 

suggestion, 

based 

on 

the 

alleged 

animal 

sighting. 

We 

knew 

it 

was 
a 

reference 

Y 

to 

something 

else. 

In 

US 

Air 

Force 

terminology 

a 

’Brown 

Bear’ 

;, 
a 

Ru"ian 

salc]];lc. ~ .





..
MEETING BETWEEN MINISTER(DS) AND LORD HILL-NORTON

UFOs

a. I accept that there are strange phenomena to be seen in the 

sky, however I believe there to be adequate explanations for them. 

Experience has shown that most reported sightings can be attributed 

to things such as aircraft, meteorological balloons or natural

phenomena like ball lightning. Of course there are many other

equally straightforward explanations. However, trrere are a small

number of cases where a simple explanation cannot be found 

immediately and on these occasions we are careful to ensure so far as

possible that that they are of no Defence significance. Having

satisfied ourselves of this, as you know, we do not attempt any

further investigations. Clearly some reports remain unexplained but

we have found no evidence that these phenomena represent a threat to 

national security and therefore cannot justify devoting Defence 

resources to their investigation.

b. All reports received by the MOD are channelled through 

Sec(AS)2. They are passed to the Air Staff who examine them for Air 

Defence implications. In some cases, where (on the face of it) there 

could be a defence interest, enquiries are made of relevant radar

establishments etc in order to obtain more information. All reports

are also passed to the Defence Intelligence organisation who have a 

keen interest in any sightings of unusual objects. We have no 

specialist group in Whitehall or anywhere else involved in UFO’s and 

no ~vilian advisers other than Sec(AS)2 are involved.



.e
The Flying Complaints Flight at Rudloe Manor are concerned

with receiving and investigating flying complaints. In the course of

their duties they occasionally receive UFO reports (as do many other 

units) but they have no specific role with regard to this subject.

Secretariat (Air Staff) is the Division which provides 

secretariat support to CAS and the Air Staff and in this capacity is 

responsible for correspondence with members of the public and

answering PQs etc on many subjects, including UFO’s. Sec(AS)2 is the

branch which amongst other things handles UFO’s, there is no such

branch as Air Staff Secretariat 8. You may be thinking of Defence

Secretariat 8 which no longer exists and from which Sec(AS) evolved 

as a result of reorganisation of MOD last January.

c. Many of the UFO reports received in MOD come through Defence 

establishments, although most of these come originally from members

of the public. Very few reports are made by military pilots; for

instance, in the last 12 months Sec(AS) has received only two such 

reports.

d . No central record of radar recordings is kept. Major Air

Traffic Control units take recordings as a matter of course, however

these are generally destroyed after 30 days. ADGE units do not

regularly make recordings although some are occasionally made for

specific operational purposes. Relevant radar units are consulted

where necessary as part of the normal process of handling UFO reports 

in order to ascertain whether there is any correlation between a 

reported sighting and known radar traces.

E The Departmt 

S :ific incidents.

is happy to release what information we have on 

~wever we could not justify the effort involved

in sp~r~h;n~ ~0r 0r 0011~tin0 information of 3 more qeneral nature.
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RAF WOODBRIDGE INCIDENT 27 Dec 80

Col Halt’s report of 13 Jan 81 concerns the sighting of 

unusual lights outside the back gate at RAF Woodbridge by two 

security patrolmen. Col Halt records what was subsequently reported 

to him without comment. The 3 patrolmen who went into Rendlesham 

Forest to investigate what they thought might be a crashed aircraft

say they saw a triangular object. It has been suggested that this

might have been a piloted vehicle, however in view of its reported 

size (about 9 feet long and 6 feet high) this was, and still is, 

considered highly unlikely. Indeed enquiries made both at the time 

and subsequently failed to reveal any radar trace of anything unusual 

in the area at the time.

Col Halt also reports on his own investigations at the site of

the incident the following day. Once again he draws no conclusions

from his findings and, significantly, does not recommend further 

investigation. Our own view also was that no additional action was

required. Later on the night of 29 Dec 80 Col Halt and a number of

others saw more unusual lights, but again we have no record of 

anything untoward being picked up on radar.

I think you will agree that it is highly unlikely that any 

violation of UK airspace would be heralded by such a display of 

lights. I think it equally unlikely that any reconnaissance or 

spying activity would be announced in this way.
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Overall, we believe that the fact that Col Halt did not report 

these occurrences to MOD for almost 2 weeks after the event, together 

with the relatively low key manner in which he handled the matter 

(given resources available to him) are indicative of the degree of 

importance in defence terms which should be attached to the incident. 

He himself took all investigative action which was required. If 

members of the public feel that for scientific or other reasons, 

there should be an attempt to establish the cause of what happened, 

that is for them, but I am confident that it is not something in 

which the MOD should or need become further involved.
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SUbJ(CI: Unexplained Lights

10: rV\F/CC

1. Early in the PJolllil19 of /7 Dee dO (c!ppr’o;..ililJtely 0300L), tl/O USAF 
security police rat!’ol :c~11 s.~’..; uilusual li~jhts outside the udck ~)cJte at RAF \.!oodl1ridge. Tl1inf.;il1lJ c n aircr’af’ i!li<jht hJ’IO crashed 01’ 0(:0;1 fer’ced 
dOh’n, tile}’ cal1cel for’ pl’rliission Lc: ~)C! ()I.,tsil!e the ~jJte tD invcst~9ate. 
The on-duty fl isht chief ,’(’sponded i1f1rJ dllo’.-Jcd threc’ ~1Jtro11!~:::1 ~C) ~:-c;- 
ceed on fool. Tl1e indivicJuills j’ POI’U’\.] seeint] J stl’’’’fl e glo’,.:ilH] object 
in the forest. The object -"dS cle>:(:ri~)L’cj as being r.~(’talic in ilppcar :1CC 
and t!’iangular in shape, apPl’oximJtely t,’:e; to threc~ 1:,CtC)’S ,1(r’05S the 
base and approximately t-,i,> r’C:~cr-s hit)!I. It illuminated the entir’e fon::,t 
\vith i1 \-ihite light. The object itself he;d i: pulsing n:d light on top and a l.J an k ( s) 0 f b 1 t1 C 1 i 9 h t s 1I n de )11 e J t h . n e 0 [) j c c t was h 0 vCr i n 9 () r 0 I 1 e 9 s . As the patTolmen c ppt’oJcheu the Lject, it :1aneuvere .thl’ough the trees 
and disJPPc I’ed. I;t this ti:;1:: the anir’lJls on a nei r’by,L;r~l \’/ent into a 
frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later near the b ck gate.

2, The next day, thn?c depressions 1 l/t’" deep and in diail1eter \,,;cl’e 
found I-Jher’e the obje’ct had been si;]htccJ on the ground. The follo-.-;ing 
night (29 Dec 80) the iJrea \’ic1S checked for" radiJtion. eta!gc;nJfa readings of 0.1 milliroentgens \’,’21-(: recol’ded I-liUI peak readings in the three de- pressions and nec1r" the centel’ of the tl-iangle forr..ed by the depressions. 
!\ neat’ by t n: e had mo d era t e (. 05 - . 07) ,- e ad i n 9 son the sid e 0 f the t r e e toward the depressions.

3. later" in the night a red sun-l ike 1 ight \./:;s seen through the trees_ It nlovce! about and pulsed. ;\t one point it apPcdred to thro’,’1 off glo\’,iI19 
par tic 1 e san d the n b r’ 0 k e i n t 0 f i ve s e p c1 )- ate 1-’ hit e 0 b j e c t san d the n d i s _ 
appe red. Immediately then:after, thr’ce star’-l ike olJjects vler’e noticed in the sky, two objects to U1C nodh and of}e to the south, all of I-ihich were about 100 off the horizon. The objocts moved I’ pidly in sharp ngu l’ 

movements and displayec 1’(:>0, green ll cJ blue 1 ights. The oujects to the nor-th appca!-ed to b~ ell ipt ical througr1 an 8-12 pO’.’ler lens. They then turned to full circles. The objects to the nonh remained in the sky for" an hour or more. The object to the south WlJS visible for tl’IO or three hOur"s and DCimed dOI-m lJ stn~aIf of liC1ht from time to timC’, riUnJe OUS injivi- duals, including the undersigned, \’iitnessed the activities in paragr-aphs 2 

ilfC aL CI(~~ES I. I~c;~,l Lt Col, USAF 
Deputy Base Conmandcr"

r-’-



The National Archives
Rendlesham
Briefing on Lord Trefgarne’s meeting with Lord Hill-Norton to discuss UFOs and the Rendlesham incident in September 1985.



..
MEETING BETWEEN MINISTER(DS) AND LORD HILL-NORTON

UFOs

a. I accept that there are strange phenomena to be seen in the 

sky, however I believe there to be adequate explanations for them. 

Experience has shown that most reported sightings can be attributed 

to things such as aircraft, meteorological balloons or natural

phenomena like ball lightning. Of course there are many other

equally straightforward explanations. However, t~ere are a small

number of cases where a simple explanation cannot be found 

immediately and on these occasions we are careful to ensure so far as

possible that that they are of no Defence significance. Having

satisfied ourselves of this, as you know, we do not attempt any

further investigations. Clearly some reports remain unexplained but

we have found no evidence that these phenomena represent a threat to 

national security and therefore cannot justify devoting Defence 

resources to their investigation.

b. All reports received by the MOD are channelled through 

Sec(AS)2. They are passed to the Air Staff who examine them for Air

Defence implications. In some cases, where (on the face of it) there

could be a defence interest, enquiries are made of relevant radar

establishments etc in order to obtain more information. All reports

are also passed to the Defence Intelligence organisation who have a 

keen interest in any sightings of unusual objects. We have no 

specialist group in Whitehall or anywhere else involved in UFO’s and 

no .vilian advisers other than Sec(AS)2 are involved.



"-
The Flying Complaints Flight at Rudloe Manor are concerned

with receiving and investigating flying complaints. In the course of

their duties they occasionally receive UFO reports (as do many other

units) but they have no specific role with regard to this subject.

Secretariat (Air Staff) is the Division which provides

secretariat support to CAS and the Air Staff and in this capacity is

responsible for correspondence with members of the public and
")

answering PQs etc on many subjects, including UFO’s. Sec(AS)2 is the

branch which amongst other things handles UFO’s, there is no such

branch as Air Staff Secretariat 8. You may be thinking of Defence

Secretariat 8 which no longer exists and from which Sec(AS) evolved

as a result of reorganisation of MOD last January.

c. Many of the UFO reports received in MOD come through Defence

establishments, although most of these come originally from members

of the public. Very few reports are made ~y military pilots; for

instance, in the last 12 months Sec(AS) has received only two such

reports.

d . No central record of radar recordings is kept. Major Air

Traffic Control units take recordings as a matter of course, however

these are generally destroyed after 30 days. ADGE units do not

regularly make recordings although some are occasionally made for

specific operational purposes. Relevant radar units are consulted

where necessary as part of the normal process of handling UFO reports

in order to ascertain whether there is any correlation between a

reported sighting and known radar traces.

e. The Department iSlPPY to release what information we have on

spec. fic incidents. Howe. we could not justify the effort involved

in sp~r0hin for nr 0011~tin0 inform~tion of a more general nature.
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RAF WOODBRIDGE INCIDENT 27 Dec 80

Col Halt’s report of 13 Jan 81 concerns the sighting of 

unusual lights outside the back gate at RAF Woodbridge by two 

security patrolmen. Col Halt records what was subsequently reported 

to him without comment. The 3 patrolmen who went into Rendlesham 

Forest to investigate what they thought might be a crashed aircraft 

say they saw a triangular object. It has been suggested that this 

might have been a piloted vehicle, however in view of its reported 

size (about 9 feet long and 6 feet high) this was, and still is, 

considered highly unlikely. Indeed enquiries made both at the time 

and subsequently failed to reveal any radar trace of anything unusual 

in the area at the time.

Col Halt also reports on his own investigations at the site of

the incident the following day. Once again he draws no conclusions

from his findings and, significantly, does not recommend further 

investigation. Our own view also was that no additional action was

required. Later on the night of 29 Dec 80 Col Halt and a number of

others saw more unusual lights, but again we have no record of, 

anything untoward being picked up on radar.

I think you will agree that it is highly unlikely that any 

violation of UK airspace would be heralded by such a display of 

lights. I think it equally unlikely that any reconnaissance or 

spying activity .would be announced in this way.

The National Archives
MoD Policy
Two page summary of MoD policy on Rendlesham Forest UFOs.
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Overall, we believe that the fact that Col Halt did not report 

these occurrences to MOD for aLmost 2 weeks after the event, together 

with the relatively low key manner in which he handled the matter 

(given resources available to him) are indicative of the degree of 

importance in defence terms which should be attached to the incident. 

He himself took all investigative action which was required. If 

members of the public feel that for scientific or other reasons, 

there should be an attempt to establish the cause of what happened, 

that is for them, but I am confident that it is not something in 

which the MOD should or need become further involved.
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1. Early in the morning of 27 Dee 130 (dppt"oxiI11Jtely 0300l.), tl’IO USAf 
security pol icc ratroln~cl1 s,:\’.’ unusual 1 i ;hts outside the uc\ck gate at RAF \’!oodbl-idge. Thinkill<J an aircraft: 1!li<jht have cr shed or been forced dOh’n, they called fOl’ pernission to C]O outside the jatc to invcst~9ate, 
The on-duty flight chief j"csponded i1f1d illlo\’Iec! three: piltro!!!~~: :C) P;C)- ceed on fool. The individuals n~poJ’teJ seeing a st)’af1gc glol’: ny object in the forest. The object \’idS dec.cr’ibed as being met lic in iJppear"aJ1ce and tl’i ngular in shape, ilPpt’oximatel.’ tl’/O to three r;1ctet"S (1C}’OSS the b se nd approximately t’,IO meters hi’)h, It illuminated the entire fOl’cst I-lith l’Ihite light. The object itself hild i1 pulsing I’(;d light on top and a u a n k ( s) 0 f b III C 1 i 9 h t sun de n e t h . T!1 e 0 l.J j e c t was h 0 ve }" i n 9 0 r on 1 e 9 s . As the p tl’olmen appl-oJched the object, it maneuver’ed throl:iJIl the trees and disaPPc t’(:d. r,t this tirn~ the nil1als on a nE? l’by\far 1 1’I~nt into a frenzy. The object was briefly sighted Jpproximately an hour later near the b ck gate.

2. The next day, thl’ee depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" in diail1eter \Olel-e found wher-e the object had been sighted on the ground. The follo\’ling night (29 Dec 80) the area l’las checked for radi tion. Ceta/gamma readings of 0.1 milliroentgens \o:ere recDr-ded "lith peak readings in the three de- pressions and near’ the centel- of the tt’iangle fOTed by the depressions. l\ n c a I" by t n: e h d mo d era t e (. 0 S - . 0 7) )’ cad i n g son the sid e 0 f the t r e e toward the depressions.

3. later in the night a red sun-like light I-Ias seen through the trees. It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to thro’,’1 off glo\’lil19 part i C 1 e san d the n b T’ 0 k e i n to f i ve s e p c1 r t e 1’1 hit e 0 b j e c t s a 11 d the n d i s _ 
appeared. Immediately then;after, tht’et:’ star-l ike objects I./ere noticed in the sky, two objects to the nOI-th and of}e to the south, all of which were about 100 off the horizon. The objects moved riJpidly in sharp angular" movemcnts and displayed I"ed, green and blue lights. The oujects to the nOl’th ppcan~d to be: elliptic l thr ug11 an 8-12 rOV/cr lens. They then turned to full circles. The objects to the nonh remained in the sky for’ an hour or more. The object to the south W s visible for tl’IO or three houI"s and beamed dOI’!I a stl’caln of li l1t from time to time. riUr:lcrOllS indivi- duals, including the undersigned, \’Iitnesscd the activities 1n pUdgr’aphs 2 
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The National Archives
RAF Woodbridge
Lt Col Halt’s report of ‘unexplained lights’ at RAF Woodbridge, Suffolk, dated January 1981.







The National Archives
Note
1982 note on a plan to publish edited summaries of UFO reports received by the MoD, following the House of Lords UFO debate. The minute refers to ‘large numbers of UFOs’ seen in the vicinity of the Task Force during the Falklands War.
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( . . . f4- ~ .. immoblles puis rapid a!1~Af;~ ~ des cas, une vitesse .. NtJQ~ t V; rapport e ; ~ - 50 % des cas, com portent des ~ 
trajectoires .. anormales.. avec arr ts 
successifs ou virages brusques, ou ara- 
besques... 20 % des rapports signa- 
lent un atterrissage: - la tr s grande majorit des ob- 
jets observ s sont silencleux (70 %) ; - les atterrissages ne sont signal s 
qu’exceptionnellement au voisinage 
des zones habit es (70 % dans les r - 
gions tr s isol es, 20 % pr s de ma;- 
sons isol es) : - les statistiques portant seulement 
sur les cas d’atterrissage donnent des 
r sultats identiques ceux des au- 
tres cas (Iumi res nocturnes par exem- 
pie) ; - tous les pays du globe semblent 
concern s parl’ mission des rapports 
’observation;ind pendamment des cul- 

tures, des religions, des modes de 
vie et des r gimes politiques: - la r partition g ographique des 
observations fran aises semble n’ tre 
li e qu’ la densit de population et 
aux conditions de visibilit (m t o et 
masques naturels) ; - la r partition dans Ie temps mon- 
tre des .. vagues" (pas de corr lation 
simple apparente). Pour chacun des 
h misph res terrestres, Ie maximum 
d’observations se sltue g n ralement 
en octobre at Ie minimum en f vrier et 
70 0/0 des observations sont nocturnes; - aucune corr lation n’a pu tre 
mise en vidence entre les perturba- 
tions du champ magn tique terrestre 
et les observations, contrairement 
"id e r pandue que les objets agiraient 
sur "orientation des boussoles.

....~--,....’ ,- ....... * "~.:.. ".- 
Le GEP AN cherche lucider Ie myst re des OVNI 

I - les observations faites en France I et celles faites I’ tranger donnent 

I. les m mes r sultats statistiques (Ies 
carts ne sont pas significatlfs); - 70 % des observations ont au 

moins 2 t moins et plus de 50 % 
des observations ont au moins 3 t - 
moins; - la tr s grande majorit des ob- 
servateurs (70 %) comporte des adul- 
tes exclusivement; - un tr s large ventail de profes- 
sions et de comp tences existe p.,ar- 
mi les t moins, y compris des com- 
p tences de tr s haut niveau; - la plupart des observations sOnt 
faites par beau temps et ciel clair dans 
tous les pays; - la majorit des observations ont 
une dur e. de quelques minutes. Des 
ph nom nes de tr s courte ou de tr s 
longue dur e sont rarement observ s ; - 30 Dfo des observations sont fai- 
tes moins de 150 m tres de dis- 
tance ; - 70 % des objets observ s ont 
une forme circulaire ou de disque; - la comparaison des observations 
diurnes et nocturnes pour la couleur 
des objets r v le une bonne cohren- 
ce interne des rapports : . 

- objets de couleur m taliique (ob- 
servations diurnes : 30 0/0, nocturnes : 
3%), - objets lumineux rouge-orang (ob- 
servations diurnes : 12 0/0, nocturnes: 
46 "10) ; - les objets observ s sont signal s 
lumineux de jour comme de nuit (86 % 
de jour contre 98 % de nuit) ; - pour ce qui concerne la vitesse, 
40 % des objets observ s sont signa- 

l s comme ayant t successivement

’Le Groupe d’Etudes des PM- 
nom nes A rospatlaux Non-identlfi s 
(GEPAN). cr Ie 1" mai 1977 par 
Ie CNES pour I’ tude des fameux .. Objets Volants Non Identifi s ", vient 
de publier un document intitul .. Ie 
GEPAN et I’ tude du ph nom ne 
OVNI.. dont nous avions annonc la 
parution prochaine (cf. Air et Cosmos 
nO 703 et 750). Ce document r sulte 
des analyses effectu es par une qua- 
rantaine d’ing nieurs et de techniciens 
du CNES (Centre National d’Etudes 
Spatiales), du CNRS (Centre National 
de la Recherche Scientifique) et de 
la M t orologie nationale, ainsi que 
par des sp cialistes de I’Arm e de 
I’Air et de la Marine nation ale, par- 
tir des comptes rendus d’observations 
recueillis par la Gendarmerie natio- 
nale. 

II apparait ainsi, d’apr s les 354 
rapports d’observations tablis et ex- 
pertis s 

. 

par Ie GEPAN, que 20 25 % 
des observations serapportent effec- 
tlvement des ph nom nes non Iden- 
tlfl s’ (observations type’ D), dont envi- 
ron Ie quart ont t relev es par 
des .. t moins de haute cr dibilit . 
Toutefois Ie GEPAN ne donne encore 
8ucune I~terpr tation de ces observa- 
tions relevant effectivement du ph no- 
m ne OVNI. 
Le GEPAN publie galement dans 

ce document ,un r sum de .. I’ tude 
statlstlque des rapports du ph nom ne 
OVNI>> effectu e sur 825 rapports d’ob- 
servation par Claude Poher, alors chef 
du GEPAN, poste o il a t rempla- 
c depuis par Alain Esterle du CNES. 

. Les principales conclusions de cette 
tude statistique sont les suivantes :

Pr~mier fir de <<GSRS}> de puis un v hicule
Vought Corp. vient d’effectuer Ie 30 

mars 1979 Ie premier tir d’une ro- 
quette d’artilierie .. GSRS.. (General 
Support Rocket Syste,n) depuis Ie v - 
hicule blind chenill .. SPLL (Self- 
Propelled Launcher Loader) qui utilise 
un chAssis IFV pour porter les douze 
containers de roquettes et l’affQt de 
tir. La conduite de tir du syst me .. GSRS.. est r alis par Norden Sys- 
tems Inc., Ie lance-roquettes et ses 
m canismes d’orientation par Sperry 
Vickers et Ie’ dispositif de stabilisation 
par Bendix System; Ie tout est int - 
gr par Vought Corp. Les autres co- 
op rants au syst me .. GSRS.. de 
Vought Corp. sont Atlantic Research 
Corp. qui r alise Ie propulseur pou- 
dre des roquettes et Brunswick Corp, 
pour la fourniture des tubes servant 
la fois de container et de rampe de 
tlr. Jusqu’ pr sent, c’est Vought Corp. 
quia r alis toutes les .. premi res ..

dans Ie d veloppement du syst me .. GSRS" de I’U.S. Army pour Jequel 
Boeing Aerospace est galement en

comp tition (Cf, Air et Cosmos, n" 759) 
Le .. GSRS - ou son d riv .. MLRS .. 
auquel la France participe - 5St des- 
tin aux forces de I’OT AN en Europe 
pour compenser la supr matie de 
I’URSS et des forces du Pacte de Var- 
sovie en chars de bataille. ..

’j RPV (( LOCUST )) ’~ ., . Les USA et l’Allemagne pr volent de ~ d velopper en commun un mini.RPV 
;i baptis If LOCUST.. et destin au brouil, 
Ll lage permanent des radars. lea pre.. 
i miers cr dits - 4,8 millions de S - 

sont pr vus au budget US de 1980 pour 
achever Ie d veloppement de I’engin qui 
devrait tre produit 160 exemplaires 
et mis en service en 1982. La maitre d’ uvre du programme sera choisi au 
cours du second semestre 1981 apr s 
une comp tition portant sur I’essai en 
1101 des prototypes.

ENCIN-CIBLE (( HAHST)) . La prolet d’engin.clble .. HAHST >> 
(High Altitude High Speed Ta;"get) du 
D partement am ricaln do la D fense 
sera mls en comp tltion contralrement 
aux pr vislons qui d slgnalent la flrme 
8eech, d J responsable du projet .. HAST.. (High Altitude Supersonic Tar- 
get), comme adjudicataire direct, du fait 
que "engin . HAHST. est tr s voisin du . HAST -. Mals un appel d’offres a t~nvoy . Beechcraft, Brunswick, Fair. . child Republic, Northrop at Raytheon. 
On pr llolt que cette d clsion retardera 
de deux ans Ie projet - HAHST . et dou. ’. blera son coOt.

NO 762 . AIR ET COSMOS. 21 avril 1979 - ~5
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The GEPAll tries to clear up the ~st~ry of the UFO’s 
Tne Stu~ Group for Unidentified Aerospatial Phenomena (GEPAN), set up on 1 st May 1971 by th erGS in order to study the f~mous t1Unidentified Fl:.ring Objects"; has just published a document entitled "the GEPAN and the study of the UFO phenomenon", whose forthcoming 

publication we alU10unced (see Air et Cosmos no. 103 ~~d 150). This docUDent is . the resl t of analyses carried out by about forty engineers a.l1d technicians belonging to the CUES (Uational Spaoe Study Centre), the CURS (lational Scientific Research Centre) and the 
national Meteoroloey Centre, as well as specialists belonging to the Air Force and the French Havy, usine reports of sightings 
collected by ~he national Genda~erie (State Police Force).~s it seems, according to the 354 reports of sightings , -and investigated by the GEPAlT, that 20 to 25 per cent of the sigh tL’1gs ac tually re Ie. te to uni den tifi e d phenomena. (t;)rpe D 
sightiU3S), approximately a quarter of which were reported by ttwi tnesses of high credibility".. However, the GEPAN does not yet give any interpretation of these sightingsactually related to the UFO phenomenon.

The GEPAli also publishes in this document a sQ~~~ry of the "statistical study of reports on the UFO phen menon" carried out on 825 reports of sightings by Claude Poher, the then head of the GEPAN, since replaced by Alain Esterle of the CNES.. The main 
cQnclusions of this statistical study are as follows :- sightings made in France and those made abroad give the same statistical resu.l ts (the deviations are not sigrlifice.nt),

70 per cent of sightings have at least 2 witnesses and over 
50 per cent of sightings have at least) witnesses; 

the very great majority of sighters (10 per cent) consist 
exclusively of adults;- there is a very large range of professions and abilities 
amongst the ~itnesses, including abilities of. very high 
level;- most sightinga are made in fine weather with. a clear sky in all countries;

. - the mP.joritj of sightings last several minutes. PhenoDena 
of very short or very long duration are rarely sighted;

30 per cent of sightings are made at a distance of less th~n 150 metres;

70’ per cent of the objects sighted re circular or disc-shaped;~ comparison of day and night-ti~e sightings as’regards the colour of the objects reveals a ~ood inner consisten y in the reports

. ..

The National Archives
French Space Agency
Translation of a report summarising the results of a 1977 study by the French Space Agency. One quarter of the 354 sighting reports are categorised as ‘unidentified.’



- metal-coloured objects (day sishtings : 30 per cent, ,night : 
3 per cent),

reddish-orange luminous objects (day sightings : 12 per cent, 
night: 46 per cen~),

the. objects sighted are reported lUDinous both during the day 
and at night (86 per cent by day as compared to 98 per cent 
at night;

- as far as speed is concerned, 40 per cent of the objects sighted 
are reported as having been successively "iIlI!Ilobile then fast-movins". In 20 per cent of cases, a "lightning" speed is reported,- 50 per cent of cases contain "abnormal" trajectories with a 

. series of halts or sudden turns, or arabesques... 20 per cent 
of reports tlention a landing;- the very great majority of objeots sighted are silent (10 per oent),- landings are only exceptionally reported in the vioinity of 
populated areas (70 per cent in very. isolated areas, 20 per cent near isolated houses); .

-- - statistics relating only to cases of landing give identical 
resul ts to those of the other cases (ni ht lights for example);- all the countries in the world seem to be conoerned by the 
issue of reports of sightings, irrespective of culture, religion, life-style and political regime;- the geographical distribution of French sightings seems to be . 

related only to population density and conditions of visibility 
(wea iher and natural cover), 

. 

.

- distribution’over time shows "waves" (no simple apparent correlation). For each of the earth’s hemispheres, the most sightings occur in 
October and the least in February and 10 per cent of sightiTIs 
are at night;- no correlation has been able to be found between disturbances of 
the earth’s magnetic field ~~d sightings, contrary to the~idespread 
idea that .the objects .affect the or.ientation of compasses,

MOD Lingui$tic Services 
GLS/397 
Trans. CSG 
May 1919
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LOOSE rnnUTE
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Edi t or , RA.F Nei’IS ~ .

Copies to: DI 55/ 
-lJ P f I) /. 11’) ..&,. ...!.\. \ l.J’i

UJ?Os .- AHTI CJJ~ FOn HAP NBT/JS
pany thanl-::s for the (~lcaft article a tt:::Lchcd to your 

minute of 9 ];’ebruary 1979. It seeDS excellent, both 
informative and interesting.

2. I have the following observations:

a. Bott.or:l of page 1. lTy preference and recoIrlmendation 
would be to reake the bottom paragraph unequivocal, 
and point out that UFOs are NOT -;;>!"\’}:NG- c:AU(~BI(S 
but get turned into them by ~J::Ol1. uS ge. ~30e 
paragraphs 2, 8 and 9 of the attached draft 
Pamphlet. Houever, I am content to leave this 
to you~ discretion.

b. Page, 2, Brins lE;;V l,e, ):?er .....T.rench . I am afraid vIe 
i18.ve a sli,-"ht political problem. This ufologist 
is of course tl1e Earl of Clancartj}vi th i-Thom HFG 
exchanged vim-Is in the JJords Debate. I feel our 
political masters would think it improper if the 
RAF News should be too rude about him. J suggest 
the prohlem oouJ d ’be resol’red ~’Ti thout a1 taring ~ny o~ the ~ t~:ct frol?, ~~B:rins~ey. - . ~ ~ .. . 1/ to II e,. ; e .. .. 
:L:rltcrl.Or OJ: --rc!le ear1:11’! but li ~(Llll;3 d ,\o;rrl t~lie 1a~l tly 
de:uisory setting and letting the idiocy of the 
Earts ideas speak for themselves.

c.’ Page ~:5, penu1iimate paragr~J2:q. You ought to be 
aware that ufologists would reject any suggestion 
that aliens had tlstumbled on the tiny planet 
earth 11. They argue that qliens "seeded II the 
human race long a@O and have been guardians ever 
since; or that aliens have been attracted here 
by nuclear explosions.

. . . . 3. I attach a copy of the first draft of a Pamphlet on 
UFOs. This 1...a-s a different purpose from your article and 
hence a different approach and style. I ad content that you 
should use any bits yo-u Hish. For rny part there are bits 0 f 
your article 1-,hich I Fou1d like to steal for,.-the-P3phlet if 
I may! C==~:/L~~ 

T rr j: S’1’T.’’!8NS 
14 }~ebruar~.’ 1979 J eiJd ~yt(r~lr) 

T’n 8245 701J[~ )\"}3



The National Archives
Italian Air Force
Briefing on Italian Air Force UFO policy, 1979.



LOOSB l\’1:N1J’rF. b1 <’{I’Oif(~’e
D/S4(Air)/8/3

DPR(RAF)

COPIES TO: DI55- 
OpS(GE)2b(RAF)

UFOs - AH~1ICIJE FOR RAF N}~1f!S ----
UFOs are neW;j these days, and it ’lould help .~OD and the 

cause of common sense if mem )ers of the HA"E’ w"ere vlell informed 
on UFOs and able to respond easily in social gathering 01’ to 
more formal enquiries at Stations. I strongly recommend that 
an article on UFOs be produced for RAF News.

2. The basic material is in Lord Strabolgi’s speech reported 
in Lords Hansard of 18 January 1979, colurrms 1306 onwards. (l’he 
main line of argument is:

a. Genuine phenomena exist and are reported by 
sensible people.

b. The error consists of tran posing such "UJ:"O reports" 
(ie the phenomena are initially unidentified) into 
"alien space cr2-ft".

c. There is n.o serious evidence tlnt a single alien 
space craft has ever visited this planet, let alone 
the millions of visitatione: suggested by the 
ufologists..

, d. There are many sensible causes for the phenomena 
(these should be i temised, wj_ th perhaps special 
reference to curious phenonena like fireballs and 
ball lightning: see annex).

e. ’I’li th rational explanations available, there is no 
need to invent the far-fetched hypothesis of alien 
space craft. (This argurr nt is kno’Ym as "Occam t s 
Razor!!; see Almex).

f. The ufologists concept of millions of visitations 
is full of internal inconsistencie~.

g. Th.e idea of a Hcover uP!! between many Governments 
(to which the scientific community must be a party) 
is ridiculous.

3. You will find other useful material in Hansard as follows:

a. Speech by the Earl of Halsbury, a scien~ist, col 1288 
onwards, particularly about "sun dogs!! and the "gree:’.l 
fla~;ii". He n:akes a telling point about soni(’ "booms.

b. The speech by Lord Hewlitt, Col 1295 onwards; he was 
briefed for the debate by Sir Bernard Lovell. The 
key point is that Jodrell Bank has watched space for 
30 years and has never seen anything that might 
c\)nceivably be a UFO.

-- 1 .-

The National Archives
Pamphlet
Draft of an unpublished ‘UFO pamphlet’ prepared by the head of the UFO desk in 1979 for release to the public.
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{t 
I attach some supplementary material. and key bits of Hansard.... .. 4.

5. If you agree to prep~re an article I would be gr~teful if 
we and DI 55 could see the draft. In hts speech Lord Strabolgi 
,vas at pains to use parliamentary l’]nguage. A cool and dis- 
passionate approach is perhaps best, but I feel that the RAF 
News can, without challenging the sincerity of ufologists, go 
further in indicating that ufology is claptrap.

6. Separately, I have it in mind to prepare a pamphlet on 
UFOs, mainly for S4(Air) use in responding to future correspondence. 
I will consult you on the draft, and you rr.8Y think it lorth pac.;sinc 
the pamphlet to the Press. However, the need to work the pamphlet 
over in detail and to cons1.1.1 t other 1\1inistries means that it 1:lill 
take time to complete, and I feel the RAF NeviS article sho1J.ld not 
wait upon the pamphlet.

..--. --~ ..--~ .------"~::::::- .:’,~----~

24 January 1 979
T 1\} P STEVENS 
Head S4(A.ir) 
m 8245 7048 I-m
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ANNEX

e
SUPPI1E~fENTARY MA.TBRI A]~ ABOUT UFOs
1. !f.ireballs, (altern8..tively called "bolides", Greek for 

javelin). Muct of the space debris entering the atmosphere =-s
in the form of meteors, which are tiny particles. Fireball is

a term used for_muc bigger pieces of debris, which may have a 
M.("Y’" /’l.(;~,4j flr cd,,(’I’ .-I.(a.n -{f~ - rF’...!--tf:VF/!J-;-n v :J.: aM-vl/F /.:)<:;- ~~Yj.’ ~’ ~’. 
luminosity greater than the moon enter the atmosphere each year.

Some fireballs may eventually land and becom~ meteorites; others

m8..Y pass through the atmosphere and back into space. The appearance

of fireballs differs considerabl~l from the traditional meteor or

"shooting star": vivid colours and colour changes are common; they

may break up, vii th fragments circling or flying flin formation"; the

trajectory- may al}pear horizontal; and their brightness causes people

greatly to underestimate the distances.

t::. Ball J!)ghtir.w;,. Ball lightning is a strange phenomena, not

yet fully explained, in "lhich a glo1lJ’ng or burning ball a foot or

So in diamet~r may drift over the ground or even high in the air. 

Ball lightning has been known to drift through walls, and along 

telephone or power lines. There is a reported case of ball

lightning drifting inside an aircraft at altitude. 

3. Radar. People tend to believe that radar reports of UFOs

constitute some special kind of sci.entific "proof". Radar is in

some ways as fallible as the human eye, and there are many technical 

problems vThich crea r.e false echces. A notable one is knO\in as

"anomalous proPagation", in vih:; ch the transmitted radiation may be 

reflecte off layers in the atmosphere. vfuen there are reports of

simultaneous visual and radar sightings of UFOs, people suspect 

that this consti tutcs alH301ute proof; but detailed examination is 

needed to determine whether t}LO visual and radar reports actually

relate to the same phenomena.

.- 1 -
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4. Hmv does one explain the strange UFO stories such as those

Quoted by J.o,!’d Clancarty? It is unwise to try to assess such 

reports without access to the primary information. Ufologists

often seem to accept UFO stories uncritically, and there is a risk

that the stories will have been embellished with each successive

telling. To make sense of such stories on,~ vlOuld have to see the 
actual 3tatements of the different vltnesses and to examine in

detail the course of the aircraft, the bearings of the observations 

the atmospheric and other conditions, etc.

5. How di _ t,he idea of UfOfJ q~or.1e _’-i:.bout? Since ’i/orld ’:[ar II we 

have known the development of powerful rockets, and voyages to the 

Ioon and planets. \ve have also seen the development of science

fiction, where space shipf3 can be svli tched to "inter-stellar drive"

and cross the 2 million light years to Andromeda Galaxy in a

flash. We have also seen the development of the UFO industry,

which accepts the devices of science fiction as proven fact and inter-

prets any unusual phenomena alien space craft. The wOrds "UFO"

and "alien space craft 11 have been firmly imnlanted 8.J.’1d readily
spring to mirld ~vhen anytht ne: stre"nge is seel1..
6. "\fuere there’s smoke there’s fire". Ufologists accumulate

tlUFO sie;htings" as if sheer numbers constitute proof. NaturalJy

some people murmur u\’Jhere there I s smoke there’s fire". All that is 

happenil~ is that the UFO industry is making a great deal of smoke, 

to the confusion of common senseEnd to their own substantial profiJ. 
7. Occam’s Raz9r. This is a primary arcument against people who 

invent the hypothesis of UFOs to explain the perfectly ordinary

phenomena. The phrase was applied to the philosphy to ~:1illiam of 

Occam ~circa 1290 to circa 1349) which in essence said "entities r 1Ust

not be multiplied Viithout necessity". In ordinary langUfJ..ge this means

that theori(;s which Yl8ed to elaborate in order to ex! ain phenomena

for which there is a ail~le explanation are probably wrong.
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In other words: there are perfectly sensible explanations to 

the UFO phenomena, so ’\11hy seek fantastic explanations borderi.ng 

on magic"
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bJh JAJ~UAlri l’J ’j-------......--.-...-........

Lord Strabolgi ha.s asked me to \vrite and thank you for all 
t.he trouble \vhich you took to prepare. the speech for him to make 
on UFOs on behalf of the Government at last night’s debate.

2. Lord Strabolgi was particularly grateful for your attendance 
- 

and that of Mr Asteraki and Miss Jamieson - in the Box throughout 
the debate. Lord Strabolgi told me after the debate that he 
thought it had gone very well and that. be had cO’lered in sufficient 
detail most of the points raised by various Peers during the course 
of the debate. He does not propose to initiate any letter:3 to 
Peers concerned on any points which he may not have dealt with in 
detail. It may, however, be that they will \vrite to him. If so 
I will, of course, take your advice. 

/ 3. I am returning to you \Vith this minute various papers which 
you gave to me for my use during the debate.~~ ’ 

’ /-f l ~~ / ~~-<t" ----
(D T PIPER) 
APS/SECRETARY OF STATE 
218 6169

19th January 1979
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The National Archives
Briefing
Briefing by Group Captain Neil Colvin, RAF, on air defence policy towards UFO sightings, including investigation report of a UFO ‘flap’ in April 1978.
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REPORT OF AN U~aDENrrIFIED -~ ,..-- ...----
"-

Date, Time and Duration of 
Sighting.

,DESCRIPrION OF OBJECT 
’(Number of’ o jects, size, 

. sht},pe, colour, brightness)

EXACT POSITION OF OBSERVER 
.(Locatio ,~ indoor/outdoor, 
stationary; moving)

HOW OBS"RRVED 
T ked "eye, binoculars, 
other optical devices, 
still or movie)

~’

I :/ ~
FIJYING OBJECT ............ .,. ~

"

160107A’ April 
11 to 12 seconds

ONE i.’ll1ite with OP0,nr;O contre 
_ (Not unlike the trail of 
[t rocl-:ot firc;\’[ork)

, 
Inc4.oors 1 oc)!( ine on t of 
North fac ing \’/in(lo\’/.

__ . f..

N ert Eve Ii

, 
j 

1 
! 
t

E. ,’VJ:RECrrION IN WHICH OBJEGr 
PI HSf,~1 s E~~\I ’ 

1A-landmark may be more West moviD~ Z~st 
useful than a badly estimated 
bearing)

.... .

F., AN( TGh~ OF SIGh’T 
" Estimated heights are 
unre liab Ie)’

G.

H.

DISTANCE 
TBy ~ref rence to known 
landmark) .

--
MOVE:,2NTS 
&(Changes in E, F and G may be 
of more use than estimates of 
course and speed)

J. MEr Co;\~DITIC~JS JURIHG ------’-r-::!"- .........--....-...-.... u Q~~-’.1)’ ’[II :/"...(-., ..J~~L" ’f i~..1_j~~-;’::Ji2
(Clouds, r..aze, mist ete.)

...-~...~v___ oM __ ~

i . . 
[\I)?l~C:’: :.

, 
0 

20 from &’1 ’UDDer room 
14 ft from g ’ und. ...-.....-~

Not

~--- 
l<nqv;n ~; 11~’ _, _’ .:J 

\
! . -

, 

i 
j’ .

... . ~ : 

\ 

\

1 ::- ~ 
\ i.--’-’- 

Spetyling I1r, ~ro1’:.e into 
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Please (lddre,~s (J"Y ,rJi(V to 
MllUSTRY DF DEI’}INCE, 
(H(;ad of 84 (Air) ) 

and qu.ote: 17 Nay 1978 
Yo:;r rcferet!ce: D/S4 (Air) /8/3

Mr KEG Barber 
Room 5/56 
Department of Education and Science 
Elizabeth Hou$e 
York Road 
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There 1.s to b~ a debate on UFOs in the Rouse of lords on 
12 June 8 based on the following PQ by the Earl of Clancarty:

’To ask Her l\1ajcsty’s GC7ernment l:hether they ars 
aware of the ’increasing number of reports of sightings 
and landings of 1L’1identified flying objects (UFOs) on 
a world"-lide scale f and ~jhethcr they’ lrill ini tiato an 
inter-governmental study of UFOs’.

2. The procedure will be similar to an Adjournment Debate in the 
C01:nmons. The Earl will introduce the subject, interested members 
will speak, and Lord Winterbottom will reply for the Government. 
The debate cou.ld last anything from 20 minutes to 4 hours ~ w’e have 
been invited to draft a 10-15 minute winding up speech. 

3. We do not take this lightly, because Lord Clancariyis an 
acknowledged expert on UFOs, .1rlhilst NOD ha::; no experts on ’D’FOs - for 
much the same reasons as we have no experts O~ levitation or black 
magic. There is much public interest in UFOs at prest~J1 t; p dr-UII\Lle up 
bv the Da:i.lv tjcnret:-J and in connection with the heavy sci-fi film 
’Clo8e Encou.nte~s of the ’third Kind!. Th9re is a risk that the 
Government will be persu.s.ded to conduct a st’J.dy of UFOs r or at least 
to examine the mass of evidence that Lard Clancarty and his fellow- 
ufologists h~ve assembled in the last 30 Y8ars. Should the Govern- 
ments defen~e8 break, I need hardly warn you that respoDsibility for 
the study c01;.ld ycry likely fall on ;y~ov:.r Department ~ Accord ngly ,"’e 
would be grateful for Y01::w..~ help in d&ternri.ning the proper lin.e fo!" 
govel’nmen’t t t5.ke.

"’" 
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4. We believe it would be unprofitable to indv~6e i~ too much 
:fli pancYf d ih.~ n<l to pJ."’opose that the GO~It’-eX’nl1lel1t injects a. dose 
of m9.ssi ve common sense into the debate on UFOs. ’J:he general line 
WP. bave in mind is:

a~ \’:6 do not discount the pOGsi bili ty- of intelligent life 
elsewhere among the huee number of other worlds and 
other galaxies.

b. The technical difficulties of space travel are stth~ing, 
’Nith the nearest star 4 light years allay, but it would 
be unwise to say rimpossible ever:

c. The phenomena lump d. together as ~JFOs’ are often 
reported by responsible 2nd intelligent people. 

d. But there is a huge gap between those three statements 
and the assumption that ’UFO reports’ constitute 
serious evidence that extra-terrestial bein s are 
reconnoit~ing this planet (Clancarty reports 80,00 
verified 9ighti~gs, the intro~ucticnto the book of 
’Close Encounters’ refers to’millions!).

e. ’The phenomena reported often have COIDlnon-sense 
explanations (eg aircraft or met balloons i~ \Ul~sual 
light, or space debris): it is always difficult to 
interpret acc"J.rately unusual ever..ts .3een fl::;etingly: 
and the constant publicity about UFOs le2ds people to 
interpret the phenomena as extra~terrestial spacecraft 
and t embellish their reports uncOh8Ciou ly :

fe Extensive US stud.ies indicate no evidence of extra- 
terrestial visits~ No st1.1diea r..avc been considered 
necessary in UK, but perusal of reports received gives 
us no cause to suspect extra-terrestial activity. 

g.. f there llas serious scientific e’vidence of extra- 
terrestial visits we would expect the scientific 
world to be agog and comroitted; but the scientific ..;orld seems at best unimpressed, more likely hervily 
cynical..

h. There ts no internal consistency about the idea of 
there having been 80,000 or perhaps millions of genuine 
sighting8. ’.Ie would expect some accidents or artef cts 
(Clanca~ty has suggested that t~e CIA has collected and 
hidden them all)~ or some approach to or direct evidence 
held by Governments (Clancarty ha:J suggested there is a 
conspir9.cy of silence between Gcvernments until they 
know h01<T to cope) ~ or some overt political or cultural 
activity to show for 30 years of presumably high-te~hnology 
reconnaissa.nce (Clanc8.rty’ S OYTn U}~O references go back. to 
the star of Bethlehem and earlier).

.- 2 -
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5" We \~ould pla.n to lead up to the argumenttbat it is pointless 
to tl’Y t(,. :pe1’8\J,9.de tlH’: Gove ’1H.’.en.t \.mleBs and until t::l.8 8c:ientific 
C(’..1’:l’U11i ty has been persuaded., We could offer the sugge tion that 
t.ho 8c:i.crd::ifj,e communi tv is most nlikelv to he nersuaded bv mere 
quantj. t:r of reported sightings (as one n wspaper’~ recently remarked., 
80 fi 000 t:Lmes nothir~g still equa.ls nothing); a more profitable eOUI’S
’tlQuld be for ClaD.6arty t beir..g so ~eL’tain about his case, to present 
say 10 \oTe11,-docu.rn.ented. readily-verif able recent cases in this 
countr;)r 9.~~..:}2.i.~~iO~.~ st~at.~ his ’pro:!jessio!la~reP.~lt },ion as ’::’ 
ufolcgif:rG . It is dcucJ’t:r’ur ....,hett..er the sc~enti! c com.lYluni ty’ would 
weicollie O’..lr cliI’ectil1g Clancarty towa..ccts them, but this is su.rely the 
proper course for a layman who believes he has evidence of a ma~tGr of 
massive scientific concern upon which he cannot convince the Government~

6. I would be gratef1).1 0r your advie:e on th~ a~l)ove proposed line of 
acti.on; and, if you agree it, advice on any otherargnmonts that could ~.. be adv~c8d. .Attached 10 ~ first draft of a b~ckgrourrd n~te describing 
the par.)"ij a~;’tt tU((>B of MOD ~ US 1 France and Grenada..

7. Because of the deadline for briefing Vdnisters mld the intrusion 
of ,,,he Spring Bank holiday,. I am afraid I must ask for your advice b;’l 
nm. 11eclnesdav 24 l’lav.. ~ .11’ ---.oji"l’~ t~

8., I aIT.copying this letter to 1~ R Alsten, Energy, Scienee and 
Space Department, Room E022, FCO~ I have noted the robust line taken 
by FCO r8cently with UNO proposals to study UFOs~

-s:~ ~ t/~ ~. ~ ~,- ~_.~ 
.f.. ,.-- ~ ~^ci ~

- ’2) ~ .-
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b. No 6vide!lco had come to light in the study to tndicate that

UFO Bigh-tings might r’~’p:f.esent a defG!lCi V"e hazard.

e. ’.i’hf.: US Departrncntotf Defence should contimw to handle
. UFO reports in its normal survE:illanee operations without 

recourse to special TInits such as Project Blue Book.

4. These findings were p.D.dorsed by a Panel of the National Academy

of Sciences)which advise~ th~t the Co~don enauiry had been an adequate 
scientific study of UFO phenomena and that the methodology and approach 

were well chosen and in aceo~dance with the accepted standards of scientif.

i.nvestlgation. The Panel added: "’de. are unanaminous in the opinion that

this (the Co~don Report) has been a very creditable attempt to apply 

objectively the r-ele\Tant techrtiques of sc.ience to the solution of the 
UFO problem. The Report recognises that there remain UFO sightings that 

are not easily explained. The Report does suggestr ~however,so many
reasonable and possible directicns in which an explanation may eventually 

be found that there seems to be no reason to ~ttribute them to an extra-

i errestial sov.rce without evidence that is mu.ch mQre convino:i.ng~
The Report also shows how difficult it is to apply scientific methods__._.___._.~____....~._~.__.>._~_~",~_.".__~~ .~__U_’_____’___.__~’_’__’__’_"_’____’~_’_

ti 

\ to the occasional transient sightings \’li th any chance of success.. 
,j 

-_._-~--~---~_.~--._.~" - -----,,_..._-_.....~-
\\fhiJ_st

further study of particular aspects of the topic (eg atmospheric 

phenomena) may be useful, a study of UFOs in general is not a promising 

way to expand scientific understandir~ of the phe~omena. On the basis 

of present knowledge the least likely explanation of UFOs is the 

hypothesis of extra terrestial visitations by intelligent beings~:1 

5. The USAF wound up their Project Blue Book investigation Ofi 17 

December 1969 on the strength of the Co-adon Report, the e.dvice of the
National Academy of Sciences, past UFO studies and their own experience

ofinvestig~~t~ UFO reports over two dec&des. Their conclusions were 

1;hat no UFO r8portecl, iIlvestigated or evaluated by the Ai!’ Force had even"

given any indica:U.on of a thrC8.t t-:; their ~atio~3.1 security; that there
had bp,en no evidence sumi tted or discoyered by t1?-e Air FOI~ce that ,

technologtcal developm-::nta or pl’iDcip18s teyon.d the range of prep-cnt day



’.’
scientific knowJ.edge, and that there had bsen no evidence indicating 

that sightings categorised as "unidentified" were extra terrestial 

vehicles.

6. The Condon Report c~u ed a good deal of controversy and, we believe, 

was much criticisedQ In August 1976, howev-er, the RA}’ Staff in 
Washington we:re informed by the US Department of the ir Force that there

was no likelihood of renc,,’ed Air Force involvement in this area. The

Department pointed to the considerable Air Force Commitment o resources

in t e past, t e extreme p:r:essur~ on Air Force funds in 1976 and the fact 
: c.t.. Ie{ (.(.1 n{ <,/1C-U- \l( -tV_’- t ’YI -/f}y(~~(1l -4:; w’a,.n-{tMY . 

that,l.1urther investigaJeion by the Air }’orce. The Departmeut of the Air 

Force added that a number of universities and professional scientific

organisations such as the American Association for the Advancement of

ScieDc9 had cOTIsi. ered UFO phenomena~ Private organisations had also 

shmm interest in aerial pheJ1omena~ It was considered that suoh timely

review of the situation by private groups insUI3d that sound evidence would 

not be overlooked by the scientific community.

J:1inis_try .Qt.)~~fen e atti~de 
7. The MOD policy takes, its cue from the Americans. It is always 

possible, of course, that the considerable correspondence addressed to

’.MOD might conta.in aome hi.nt, not of UFOs, but of soru.ething with a hostile 

terrestial origin which could have a bearing on national sec’.lri ty. All

letters are t~erefore referred to specialist authorities in MOD for ~1Y 
further investigation thought to be necessary; we do not take the 

enquiries furthe~ than that and we do not enter into detailed correspon nc.

wi tb the public. The standard reply to f.1embers of Parliament and the publi
is that we have not the resources to conduct a scientific investigation 

into the nature of UFOs and, although we invariably pass repor~s of
sightinga to the staffs responsible for the ai r defences r ’<1e do not pu.rsue
elll~tlries to the point of pooi ttvc identification. lITe do not dismiss the

possibility that intelligent life could exist in outer space but to date

no evidence has emerged to suggest that Uli’O:; ha.,e e::dra te::-restial O!’j.p"j.ns ’-’ .
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01" that they ’represent a threat to nationa.l seouri ty. In fact, most

of the ~ightings ha.......e co~-:nonplaoe origin:,;, such as 8ircraf-’1i or aircraft
lights seen from an ’I.IDusual angle or in unusual meteorological conditions.

8. The trouble is thai; the dedtcated"UFo-ologist’! ;<1’111 not listen and 
is more concerned with selective evidence to sUPP0rt his own thesisQ The

more common criticisms are:-

a. r.1OD will not let the ~blic . see itB fj);;~~__ There is 8:, -’1cover up;! f0rs1. -cy- reaio s-:---’. _ J. _ n..,. ~-- ~....

There is no cover up and no security ball. It is true

that when people ask to see the MOD UFO files they are 

told the papers must remain confidential. L~t there is 
a mundane r0a on for that. The files contain volum’nlous

correspondence from the general public ~d we cannot di~llge 
the identity of the correspondents, or the references to 

classified <,,;ubjects which some of the files might contair.:...
To remove thebe details would require extensive editing

and we have not the staff to do the job. It follows that 

the files must remain closed under the rules laid down in

the public Records Acts ,.,hich at present preclude disclosure
until 30 years have elapsed since the date of the particular 

correspondence. The earliest reports MOD hold are dated 

1962. All earlier UFO papers were destroyed many years ago.

b. MOD employs a special UFO organisation. 

Q~ite untrue. Nobody is employed full time to monitor UFO 

sightinge. There is no UFO section in MOD. One of the

Secretarial branches answers letters from the public about 

UFOs but it h&s many othe~f quite different, responsibilities 

as well. It does not review or analyse the sightings. It

merely sen.ds the letters to the specialised branches v.Jho 
examine them ~~ldy to see if they hav~ rolY hearing on the
air defence~.



e
c. Y!1:.s.t.2~~~’eE_of UFO s1ght~r~~2re r~p.or!ed to 1’!2.Q, 

mallY are uncxplained _.....~.... I ~ -..........~
No statistica2. I’eccrds are kept in MOD beca:’..lsG of the
staff s ortage. All we can say is that MOD received 

rat.her more than 400 rerorts from the public in 197’7, Clt 

a rate of 20 tc 40 per month on averageo There was a

flurry of (~or:(’esponden e rp.cently ’l’lhen the Daily Express

launched its advertising campaign for the co~~ercial film
"Close Encounters of the Third Kind".

Attitude of French Government to UFOs ~~,~~ ’N’~ _:JIN"’V-d~V--’’’’’’-’’ 101. ..r ;~

9. Apart from American policy we have recent information on only t......c
Governments - those of France and Grenada.. ’1’ho French official

prQcedure is not U11like ours. Reports from the public go in the first

place to the Gendarmerie who if necesaar-j’ interyiew the observer and 
take statements. The Gendarmerie send on the reports simnltaneousl:r

to the Centre National d I Etudes Spatiales (CENS) and to tb. l?rench

"li11istry’ of Defence, "rho check radars etc to iscover any mili tar-s
implicatior . The reports are then fed into a computer so that they can

be "added to the statistics of the problem". 

10. The view of the French lvtlnistry of Defenc may be summarised as

follows:

a. The role of the r Force consists solely in estimating 

whether certain information amongst the evidence they receive , -".;’ 
I is likely to affect national defence; this is not in fact 80 .... 
t "’--, No acts of aggression either against persons or property 

civilian or military have been detected.

b. The phenomena cannot at present be analysed by means of

kho~Jfn measuri.ng instruments ....... Whilst maintaining an
open mind we must restra n oursel"tes from hastJ concluslons

:regarding the nature and. o:r f"in of the phenomena and accept

th~ fa.ct th.;t this prob1em like many others rer.lains suspended
in spact?..

,- __ "1 _
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11 .. In the last few moni.;hs a small study group has b~en sei up under
the ()..A.A.~f a.. of the CNES. It is chaired by l~onsieur Cla’l).Je poher
and is called the Groupe d ’F:tude des Phenomenes Aerospa-tiaux Non- 
identifies. The terms of reference for. this group aTe not yet known 

but the title seems to be self-ex~lanatory. The group has no formal

links with the United Kingdor.l;>and the Department ;)1’ Ed.ucation and Scienc~ 
advise that there is no similar- scier.1:t~ific group in UK to study
unidentified objects to phenomena.

12. Lord Clancarty drew attention to this group in a recent 

Parliamentary Question when he also referred to a broadcast on France-

Inter radio in February 1974 when M. Robert Galley. the then French

} nister of Defence was interviewed about UFOs. The interview is reported

in a book, "The Crack in the Universel! 1’1hich contains an accurate

translation of the broadcs’st and introd.uces the transcrip(quite fairly
as a...’1. intervie’t’T in "tih1.ch the Miniatsr declared !/there are phenomena
which a:r’e unexplained". The blurb on the dust cover f however, has

M~ Galley freely admitting that 70s exist and that they are a serious

problem. According to the offical transcript 1>1’. Galley made only t~’10
points of subetance:- 

ao There are things about UFOs which are not understood ani 

have not been explained. 

b. "We must adopt an extremely open attitude of mind to this, not

put into doubt the sincerity of people reporting UFOs .... 
but at the moment it is really far too soon to draw the

least conclusion".

Attitude of the Government of Grenada ~ .. ’WI’ ......
130 In December 1977 Sir Eric Gairy. Prime ~tni tcr of Grenadaj(abled

a resolution at t~)e Uni. ted Nations calling on the Special Political
Committee to set up a Gpeoial ageJ..cy or del,artment to cond,u.ct :re~3e2~r.::h
into unj.dentified fly n0 objects and related phenomena.. The I3ri ti~,h
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(and ’~te believe other) representatives were ’briefed to oppose such an 
agency on the grounds that it uould reduce the credibility of the United 

Nations. Sir Eri withdrew the proposal and circulated a draft 

resolution reouiring the S0cretal’Y General to conduct a wide-ranging 

investigation into flying saUCCI’S ~ including an analysis of the 

benefits, problems and dangers stemmi:ng from any contact with terrestial 

life. 

14. The UN" Special Political Co!Dlci.ttee adYised the General Assembly 
to take note of the various statements made by the Prime J~ij ster of 

Grenada and to instr ct the Secretary General to transmit the text to 

Member StateB of the UN and to interested specialist age cese In other 

words the resolution has been shelved :i.ndefini tely"

__ ’7 <p
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01-218 

01-2189000
(Direct Dialling) 
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Air Officers Co~anding-in-Chief 
S trike Command. 
Training Command 
Support Co:mnand

Our ref rence M-Y3459/75/PT II/ 
. I S/4f( Air) 

Date lit( September 1975

Sir

QIHPEN’I:;’f..TED ]LYIliG OBJ:~CTS. - REPORTS

References: 
A. AFlx. 58j64/Sl+f(Air) dated 29 Mar 1967 
B. PJ!/CX 80/70 dated 7 Ja-n 1972
I am directed to refel~ to Reference letters providing guidance on the action to be 
t[~en by ~~F units on receipt of reports of ~~identified flying objects, and to 
state that the purpose of this letter is to up-d.ate such guidance and information as 
necessary.

All rep =ts should be sent as quickly as possible to MOD( ir) using the for.uat shown 
in t..~c Aru’1"~x to this letter: tho normal methods of transmission are:-

a. By routine, unclassified. signal message u~dng pIG LGZ, which ensures the 
immediate distribution of the information to concerned ad ressees.

-b. By telephone message to MOD(Air), Main Building, Whitehall on. the 
fo+lowing extension3:-

(0’ ,1,1 During norffial working hours to S4f(Air) on Ext 6020/7035.

(ii) Lt\ all other tim~s to AFOR on Ext 6501.

Any enquiries from the;press are to be referred direct to the Ministry of Defence ~ I>ress Office".

It is requested that all RAt’ formations in l)J( ma.y be in:formed of the above 
procedure3.

It is necess yY to Gontinue to categorise UFO reports’where possible for the 
department I s reconls. Hov;ever, the monthly SUffirua.ry formerly prepared by HQ Strike 
Command (UK RAOC) may- be discontinued, provid~d arT.f positive results of 
investigations are notified to this branch.

~TIis letter supersedes References A and B.

i ~z.M~_ ~Mffs G J J JHESON
Copies to: 
AFOR 
DPP.(P.AB) 
D 150c 
Ii 155b - 
..’ ,. ; J"- .) ",’ I.j ^ n)’ \J l. ;~~ ...J’l~ :. \. ....u’

The National Archives
Reporting UFOs
MoD Standard Operating Procedure for reporting of UFO sightings, September 1975
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F. .~~~ of_.~~.... (F’Jtir.,-d.ed Edghtsare unrelia le).

G. !:E.E~::5!.. (By xaf ,,-onl.’> ’to a k.t10W"ll lapd.ma.:r-k ~herever PQ~"...~bl..A).

U. },;,"lemeri;"). (Cha.ng>.2I8 :tn J~, i and G ma.y be of more UBC ~~ rI’..t’.l (.~tima.tes of . 
couroQ-.!d~d) .

.J. 1i:ctcoc:,,}loiJ’1.cal COTlc’i:t,j;,’2! -1m-in’:;. obser:vatitJl1:J. (1~"ling clouds, }"...l...., 
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IntroducUGn

The fol/o1V 7g story---a second exam. 
pIe of t/;c type of ohscrvatioilH’hich 
forms the corc of the UFO issuc 
-has becn selected hy the UFO Sub- 
conlJr!i!!ce of thc .AJ/!A. for publico. 
tion no! only hCCOf{S’C of its puzzling 
COl1tellt, but also hecaI:se of the iilul- 
tip/icity of. observatioNs. The ([uthoi’. 
a forme;- l11eil/her of th:: "Condol1 
COll1l11iltee" (Unij’crs fy of Colorado 
UFO sfudy team , discusses the case, 
but does not oller al1 explanation. 
The same was true for the first case, 
published in the /uly 1971 A/A, 
where the principal O SeiTe S were 
highly 11{!Ulifed professionals l1ial:il1g 
sightings in their line of dllt)’. Both 
case studies are intel1ded to gil’e the 
reader a flavor of the obserrational 
residue material which underlies the 
UFO cOl1tr01’els)’. 1-Fe hope he will 
gil’e it his independent assess/llent as 
engineer or scientist. 
On a pleasant August evening in 
1956. the night-welteh supervisor at 
the Lakenheath, EngJand, Radar Air 
Traffic Control Center (RATCC), a 
U.S. Air Force noncommissioned of- 
ficer, was stw.t d by a teJcphone caU 
from the Bentwatns CCA (Ground 
Controned Approach) radar insrai a- 
tjon (Sl~C mar) asking, "Do you have 
,my target:; on yom scopes traveJing 
at 4000 mp ?" Thus began one of 
the strangest and most disturbing 
radar-visual UFO cpisod2s on recorel. 
There is a vcry Llli:C, confusing re- 

port on th(; Lakni1C:1l -Belilw2Itcrs 
incident in the U.S. Air Force Project 
Bluebook files (Project Blllcbook
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was the IJ,UJlC 01’ the U.S. Air Force 
UFO im’c:stigat on). At kast thrc(; 
separate !in1C~; unidentincc! radar 
echoes (URE,,) were tracked by the GCl\. unit al Bcnlwaters before the 
telcphOlw cont"Ct with L8kenhe:th: 
and although these are highly inter- 
esting cv-cnts in thC’ntscJvcs, tbey did 
not invohc cO:ifirnw[ory visual and 
:l rborne fadRf contacts. 1\ detailed 
~ccount cf 1hcsc fi1 sl three r(’ld2r COi1- 
tact;:; can bc found in an carlier 
paper by Tames 1\kDonald (PSR 16. 
"UFOs ovcr Lakcnhcath in 1956," 
1970, pages 9-J 7). "Scientific Study 
of Unidentified Hying Objects" 
(Bantam Books. 1969; hereilfter re- 
fered to as the "Condon Report") 
contains no account of these became 
the pertinerit Bluebook file; ’.vere ob- 
tained too late for inclusion_ The 
Condon Report does CGntain an inde- 
pendent (1ccount of the prilnary inci- 
dent at Lakcnh:: h. as reported hy 
the night-watch supervisor, 110t fcund 
in the Bluebook file; this scrnrate 
report forms the most coherent ac- 
count of [he events at Lakenheath. 

FoI1owing a brief description of 
the events at BCnl\Vaters based on the 
Bluebook f Je, the Lakenhcath inci- 
dent wi]] be described here based 
mainly on the night-watch super- 
visor’s account.

Account of Observations 

The fmJr evenls at Bentwaters GCl\. (see map for plots of these 
radar tracks) took this order: 1. At 2130Z a tlRC (No.1 in 
map) was picked up 011 the ])ent- 
waters A1\:/I\1PN-J 11\ GCA radar 
about 2’)-.10 mi. to the ESE. (Noll’ 
that Z timc---7"ero meridian time--. 
or GMT, is also local time in the 
Lakcnhealh-J\1Jtwatcrs area.) This 
UPE movcd steadily on <; consl;1I1! 
azimuth heading of 295 dcg until
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cont:ICl was lost about 1 :;-?O 1],i. ’ 
the \V>F\\’ of BCilt\\-a1l"i’~,. T’h(’, r~ ’~!"" 
opcr;ltor estimated thc aPi’ilnx,- 
speed of the lJRE as <O~jO r:1D;;; LH:: 
the lI’i.nsit tin1C of 30 :,c’c \,j~’!’:]s 
CSl;n’j;;tc (J :t800-600D L-q)~l~ nlJ ii< 
op~,Tator’s cS1.irn:-ltc cf .1-6 1 i, (’1)\"- 
erc.d by the URE between PJ": 
sv/ceps (2 sec (lpart) f!.ivc-s an e,~~. 
mute of 9l100-10,EOO mph. "Tk 
s ze of thc G!ip \vhcn JJick,:d up \\’?~. 
thHt of D nurrnnl aircrDft t:::rgcr. L h J 
dinJlnishr::d in :-;j’lC, and ;nu:n::;ty ~.’--. 
the vanishing poi!!! J:>2fore crc~~:r~,~; 
the cntire radar screen." 

2. A "few minUlcs later," Sit) 

1’OelghJy 2135Z, a group ’Jf 2-; c, 
UREs W S picked lip on thc PI’! 
about 8 n . S\V of Bentv,’aters (N,’. 
2 in map) _ These ech’Jes "8PV""~’,’" 
as normal targets," and "no1’n;’31 
checks made to determine possj1--k 
maliunctions of the GCA r3c:,’ 
L:tiicd 10 InC!Care anyrhin \;:{~.- 

technicaJIy wrong." These U;~ F’, 
appeared to move as a grnup to\"’,,;’(; 
the NE at varying speed:, repor:cc) :" 
80-125 mph. The group cOF;rcd <i 
"G.7-rni. ;~rea" on the scope. TLc:’; 
echoes "faded considerab]y" at , 
poill! 14 mi. NF of B’:ntW2.;cT:. bu 
were tracked to a point about ,10 rn:. 
NE of Bentwaters whcn they 11lcrgcd 
into a single strong echo "~c\cr.-’: 
times larger than a B-36 ) t’(’,I’" 
under compa1’abJe conejj[iom." Th:: 
singJc. echo remained sfalic1D:iry 
the point 40 mi. NE of Iknt\’.’ rcl> 

for 10-15 min., then moved to ;h 
NE for 5~6 ];11., stopped aru~L: L. 
3-’) min., Pond f n;:J1ly 1l1Gvcd (>1:t c., 
r21gc (’iO n11.) of th2 r~id;1r ’-’- 
2155/:. Th" averagc "pparC1H 
of the: UIU-. group for the tim,; it \’,’;> 
in nlction can be readi)y Ci~),. : 
as bc:wcen 29U ,md 7l!:) 
in 5-12 min---again ell 
the operator’s estimate. 

Astrollautics if Acro;’;’,"iili(.’

The National Archives
RAF Bentwaters-Lakenheath
Copy of paper by Gordon Thayer on the RAF Bentwaters-Lakenheath UFO incident in August 1956. This incident was one of a small number listed as ‘unidentified’ by the 1969 Colorado University UFO study that was commissioned by the US Air Force.



. .. /\1 ?:’(JO/ ;11)(J1’lT 1)1~r: (Nu. .\ 
ip n);lp) ’,’.’;i:, picked 111’ ;dJuut j() mi. f:;~~~~ o( !L’n,t\\:;\!’,’L": ~!nd 1r~F:1,:t_’d U-, :i. 

poi:)t ;ll0Ut !J mi. wcst of the sla- 
ii,ln: th,’ tr:Jckii;g period \\’as about 
Ii’ sec. T!\l’ r;:dar opc’r;llor estimated 
Ih.., ;’’p<lrell speed u[ this UI~E (0 he 
"in ’:\U"\ uf 4UDO I11ph" hut Ihe 
lin)" :Ind di:,-Iance ligu;Ts indicated 
!; ~peed of rOllph!y 12.000 111ph. All 
the rctUJ"’:S ";q>pcarcd nOI,l1nl, ex- 
cCI’1 1’01’ tiF: 1:,S1. which \";1, sliphtJ\’ 
\Vc’aker 111;:11 the rC~:L" The 1~;da’r 
operntor indi,:atcd t h:lt the "’- rc- 
turn] disappC:;linl ., by rapidly 
mo"ing out of the CCA radialion 
patlern." No further LiREs arc 
Illemiol!c’d ill 1))C \.d.Joo ~ n:j’uri 
on the Bcntwakrs incident: and 
considering the co"f,,:,ion prcvailing 
in reported times i!1 Blucbook re- 
pons llIlt! ,hc similarity of the 
reported lI:\:’;s and speeds, possibly 
t11;S URE ;md No.4. which insti- 
gated the phone ca1l w Lakenhci:th, 
i l<1Y in faci be i}H~ SJfl . 

4, ACc’ordin[: to the B]ul’l}(Jok re- 
port on t11(: Lakcnheath incident, (he 
Bentw:::’.:rs GCl\. radar, at 2255Z, 
picked up <, URE 30 mi. cast (of 
Bentwc,krs) moving \0 the west at 
an o.pparent speed of "2000 to 4000 
rnph." In the }r:~~p 5ho\\’n at right, 
the track of the UIZE appc(lr:; idcr~tj- 
cal with No.3 except for the vanish- 
ing point. This URE then "disap- 
peared on scope 2 rni. cast of stat n 
and immcdiatey appcilred on scope 
3 Inj. wcst of station . . . it di,ap- 
peared 30 mi. west of station on 
scope." If the word "immiCcliateJy" 
means that the URE was pirked up 
on the S llle PPI swc,;!’, after 180 
dcg. rotation from ea,t to west, it 
\\’o ld imply that the apparent 
motion covered 5 mi. in 1 see, an 
inferred speed of some 18,000 mph. 
At this rate the URE would have 
covcred the 60 mi. tn~ck in about 12 
sec (6 I’P1 sweeps). As pointed out, 
this may have been URE NO.3 from 
the Bentwaters Bluebook report, 
which is eSlimated at 12,000 mph, 
although the reported times are 

. different. 
At this point. someone at the 

Bentwaters GCA stalion called the 
Lakenhei!th RATCC station asking 
the night-w:Jtch supervisor there if 
he had any "4000-111ph largels" on 
his scopes tine! describing the trnck 
of URE >:,i. 4. The caller stuted thitt 
the control towcr al f\cntwakrs had 
reported ~,ceing "a bright light pass- 
in ov(’r the field Irol11 cast to west 
at" terrif c speed al ilbout 40() -ft 
a!titudc," while ;I( the same lime the 
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pilot of a C-47 aircraft flying over 
the station at 4000-ft altitude re- 
ported a "bright light streaked under 
his aircraft traveling east to west at 
terrific speed." The Lakenheath 
watch supervisor, although "dmit- 
tedly skeptical of this report. "im- 
mediately had all controUers start 
scanning the radar scopes. . . {;sing 
full 1\’11’1 (moving target indicator), 
which eJiminated cntirdy all ground 
returns." 

Shortly after this sC3rch bcgnn, 
one of the: controllers noticed a sta- 
tionary echo on the scopes n( an 
indicated positiun 20-25 mi. SW of 
Lakenhel1th (No. ’) in map). ]’-’:ote 
thc: position of this initial eonli!ct c,n 
the milp: it is almost directly in line 
wilh the p3th of lJRFs :) <md ’f from 
the Ikntwaters report. Although the 
rv1TJ should havc eliminated the> 

return fmm <Iny largel moving at

L_

"’,,,.

less than 40-50 kn()ts, the radar 
personnel cot! ld detect "no movc- 
ment at a11" from this URE. The 
watch supervisor calJed the’ GCA 
unit at Lakcnheath to see if they had 
the same echo on lh.~ir scope and 
,. they confjrrncd thc target was on 
their scope in the same loca! ion." As 
the Lakcnheath RA TCe personnel 
watched this URE, it suddenly began 
movinf in a NNE direction at a 
specd that they subsequcntly calcu- 
J3ted to be 400-600 mph. In their 
v,’ords "there was no . . . build-up to 
this spec:d--it was constant from the 
second it stlirted to move until it 
~toppc:d." 

1’11c \’/atch supcrvi nr contacted 
local :J 3 comm,md persc.’nncl und 
kept thcm informed of the happen- 
ing,; from this point 0;1. The LJRE 
nl:1dc ocvcral CIJ ini’cs in dirc<:tio:) 
,dW;tvo in a slr"ii~hl Iinc, ,dw"ys at 
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’1. aboul bOO 111J,IJ wilh fit’ a ’c!na’ 

lion 01" dcce!t;r;Jiio iIPp’lrent---thc 
chimg(’S "ilrying ill indi":lin! kni’th 
from to 20 mi" wilh ,liltiOlwry epi. 
sodes of 3-Cll1lin intcl"vening. 
There were ViSIWI ,:ightings ;it 

Lakcnhcath dClring thi;; linK, hlit 
lhe report:; of th\>c ;Ire c()nfu.’,ill!’ 
and iilC0l1c1usil’e. Pcr ;lp~; of gre;1Icr 
signific;lnc,~ ;:re th,-~ invest ig<:i iilg 
o!J c,,:r’s stalclnellf, that "t\l’O riJ- 
ciaI’ ’Cis [L;;!;enhcath CC/I and 
RATCCI UI1c1 three !;I,’ui1d ohserv- 
ers report SUb:.;!dl1l!;.!I)’ the S;llI1e," 

;:ud "the LiCi Ihat racial’ ;n,d ground 
vi sua! obscri!JtiolJs wue 111:1dc on its 
rapid acceleration ;:nd ;:brl’Ft siOps 
cc~’!-~dn!j’ :cnd [c:cd(r:\.~c J tCJ tL.... 
rcpc),i"t.’" 

Af!er "about 30-45 milJ," Or 2340 
to 2355Z, the RAF "scramb!cd" iJ 
cJ,; HiJviJJanc! "Vcnom" night f ghtcr 
aircraft to investigate th: Laken- 
heath UFO. 

(At this point, the account of the 
LiJkcnh’~ath night-watch supervisor 
an that of the l31ucbook repOlt 
diverge. First, the wDteh snpervisur 
says the aircr;1 t was frcl11 a fidel 
near London and was picked up on 
the RATCC radi][’ inbouud from the 
southwest at a range of 30-45 1111. 
from Lakcnheath_ According to the 
Bluebook file, the fighter took off 
from \Vaterbcach R;\F sWlion (see 
map), whieh i:; only 20 mi. SW of

.,

Llk,’nhL’:lth and wcn within rilc!;;! 
ral1ge-- giVl’11 :I~; ~,U6() mi, f,’r t :lIi:,:1 s 
~1! 50UO !! 0:’ ;’~h~’~,,’~’. S~~~’~~;~J, :~;;_’ 
\\,,11ch SUI"_’I’\’is,’r rC):,It<.’S ’!u! t:L’ 
VCI10111 WilS ’dured 10 dh’ tk:;1 
station:lI)’ UI~F (No.5) a::: r(;~:!ti":1 
,Ibout 16 mi. S\V of Lakcnhc:;th, :!nd 
1h(ll thi:-; \IJ~IS tlL~ [ji!’(T:~r!’5 !~:’_q ::r:d 
only (’()Illac! wilh ;IIlY Ui’O. ,\ccon]- 
ing 10 the much,,’]; :h’CU;!Il!. "Ii".c 
a/c flew o\’Cr Lnk,.’lih:’ilth :Lld w;;s 
\’ccl’orcd to n rad~!I’ li’1 gl:t (~ i !. C;’!c:t 

or the f c1d (No.6). Pih:t th.h’is:.:.-d 
he had a hrii:ht \\,J>jtc~ light in ::ighl 
and would imcsiiu:;[e. At 1’; In:. 
wcst [of La kel1 heath I he 
Jo~s of target ~ j \vhitc l1gLt !i’(L~. 
---[his imp ics [ 1:1l the pi ot i’,,:d Ii,.’ 
unknown on his air!J rnc radar ;> 
wcJl as h~jving hile: :i’:ual c,,,Hact). 
Lakcnheath !.:.A! (C vccu:c’d I;;:!, 
10 (preslllnab1v) ;lnolbcr i;’!,;i’ 1 (I 
mi. east of La]:cnhc~ith and piJ01 
advised target \\’a.s on r( L~r ?ncl jy: 
\vas "Jocking on." ’This tRrgcr \\’ou:d 
be URE No.5. j,kIJtit ,?c1 by (I; 

\vatch supervisor as being ~d>:)ut (,:. 
mi. S\V of Lakenhc:!th. Exc,:pt fc:,j 
fhis diserepilllcy, the ’!ccounr of th,.’ 
Lakcnhc8th \v3t’~~h sUl>::rv soi 8g1\.’.~~S 
with the Bluebook file from h(’re (,;, 
in v rtuaJJy every laiL) 
The Venom f ghkl’ was ",:efor.c’-:{ 

by the RA Tce radiF to the sight uf 
the URE, which (3ccording te> the 
night-watch supervisor) was station-

EiHWf\Tt?RS-LAKEf\!!1~ATH unE/UFO CONTACTS 
August 13-14,1956.

No. Time Bad i contacts

2130 Z Beniwaters GCA, 
AN/MPN-11A.

--~.~----

2 ~2135-2155 Z Bentwalers GCA.
--~_._-

3 2200 Z Bentwaters GCA,

--~._-----~----- -~---~_._.-

4 2255 Z 1. Bentwaters GCA.

Visual contacts Remarks
~--~ ----_._-

I~ol coniirmeci, NotAP.

~--_._--

Not confirmed. Possible AP.

Not confirmed. Not AP; possibly 
same as NO.4.

2. Bentwaters 
control to’Ner. 

3. C47 ale at 4000 
It over Bent- 
waters. Appar- 
enHy S2m~ t~rne 
as radar contact.

Not AP; No, 5 
could have been 
same "O~J Ct."

0010-0330 Z

--~---------------_.~-_._- -----_._-----_.~----_._~---_.__._-- ---
5 1. lef;snheath 

RA TCe, CPS-S, 
2. Lakcnt;eilth GCA. 
CPN.4. 

3. Venom airborne, 
A-1. Ail coinci. den~ ! at various 
tirnE.$ (airborne 
cu!d<:.~(;i w en ;;/c 
was on scen8).

-...-..--------.
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~ Ground observa- 
t ans not con irrned, 
4. Pilot of V"nom 
made vi"ua! con" 
tact coincidental 
with the tl i88 

radar cont:octs.

~jot AP or radiI[ 
m8.lfuncLc’n; 1":1(\’/ 
hA’.’e beer, ~~,), 4 
from BCfl:,’,’atcrs.

~~---_.~-----

:!IY ;It 1;"~ r:1,~, I ::;,(\’O.}I’,~",\) 
ft ~d){)l!t i C1 J11 . S\\’ I,."l I ,:..d.i~’r:hc;::~- . 

~;h\_,:, l>’ ,-:ftcJ L,.I~I.- l;;,.’~:I;! ~:"~d !, 

pilot t1;l..’ un.E \\’~:5 UIC.h:i1f :,:~~;" 
dcnd (-d;,>:’~d (If ~hc 1! !lTL’l;.tUr. 
pilot r,;,:",’cd, "Rug,’i. . )\’( ." 
t11Y gUi1:: lC’cLC’;! nn h::-n." rrh;~-: 
refer.::: 1~’ ;-" :’~i(t;l f r’-’.i....;.:,i~i ~.,~ :--:’,."ll; , ; 

This pi!c\: Lite!’ t’..],! :! i ’,S. ,-\ir F;" 
in’,’,:st th:,; [he t ::1: \’::!’ ":h,’ cl(’d,....~.~t 1 rg;;.-’t J h~ \-;.’ \.’\’er :’;;’c’:! ,__,~ 
r:Jd l ." T];..:1’(, \1.’~iS ~1 L,-;-:,_’f p~:l:(.;’’::’ ~:’ \ j 

thc VCJ:,’:"1 p:!;:" s;iid ’~,’ h:,d ~ 
on fhe t i,~L ("1[1(1 ~h,::-: L:; 
"\Vh~’ri..’ did he If.., \’(’IU _:-li)] .~\:
him’)" Th’ L;lk;nk:’;, rxrcc ::’- 
forllcd l~i~’;; th~{\ t11(’ L F r iiZ-:C1 ir;- d,: 
n sv/il ( circling: rncn"(-;:1cnt J:lcJ J;’,,’_ 

gotten bl_’~~!~ld t}-:c \\.’r~’_)lL Thl 
{hen confi"i1;:J [ :1l [he Ln:’,’t 1.,,< 
behind h::-n ;::ind ~.aid l {Jj i1~’" \\ (Iili;{ 

try to sh::~;c it. Sinc\.?, n.,J fad fD(’." ,_ 

Illel1ficn~’:1 tbe pile" pi’:’~,m 
saw the LFO b:hind Lim, 

Th(’ r;iC! of ,he Veno’11 i:’tcrcp- 
tor tried J"’}un Cj.=\:..~s. C\’.i~-.iv(: rn:’.ri’::’~~~’;’~ 
crs, buf he \Vi::1S i..H18b1t:, to J05’~’ :hc’ 
lJR,[, ,xhic h the Lake n cz-:; 1’1 
RA ~rcc f?d8 r ~<)n t i n~:c!usJ y I r3c}.~~-d 
as a di~~jri;;t echo behind the ~J]rcLjr 
echo; thi5 !rnpli<:--: th~i! :.hc ~cp3j’aii0 : 
,vas grez;~cr t 1C~ii 313(’:.;; 50C.) fl. .,\c. 
cording ~\.-:’ th.:: Bh.~C;:iO()k rc-j),:"n. 
((Pilot ,’;l’:ised he \\’(Ji, un ~bl~ ~;.=.’~ 
(sh 1ke’ th(> larger ofT his l:iil ~if:d 
requcsted assi.st&nce.~~ !\fL:T nb,:’:1; 
10 111in.. th,;: firsi’ \7eno 11 P}lOL \’:I1D 
reportedh’ sounded "pretly sC ,r cL" 
said thar he \\’CiS ret’.2rning ;0 L-,c 
because he was running 10\1’ on [U 1. 
f1_C asked Lak.cnhcath l::l\.-rC-c l~’ 
tel! him if the CRE bllowed him en 
the radar scopes. According ,Co the; 
Lakcnhc0~h \\’atch st1pcr\,j~oL. (:"1’: UI~E appe2red to fo1Jo\v the \rcn;~;:-,1 
only a ((short dis!ance~~ as the pilo! 
headcd SSW towiJrd London 
\Vaterbcacb]. and then it res:.ln1cd a 
stationary :1spect. 

A second \!cnC’tn ’.\’2.5 \’ect~:rccJ 
Lakcnhu,th R"-\TCC tow"rci Ir’;;: 
position cf the CRE; but before he: 
got close (’nough to pick l!P any- 
thing, he radjo~’C! thM he was C\- 
pcricnc!l1g engln~ n131Juncti(ln and 
was retu:-n nR to his hase, Th" f,,1- 
Jawing cc;;n~rsation \’.-as nK’iJitor
by the L"kcnhca h \vateh supervisor 
betwcen th,e two Venom pi[Ob: 

NtlInbc’ 2: "Did y()U SC02 a 1<;. 
thing?" 
Number i: "r saw se,melhing, bur 

f’il be d"rrned if r know \\’hat it
" \\’<-15. 

N ~!nlbr:::; :2: (. \’..h:-:t h~~P J:’~:~\-’d?~’ 
Numkr ]: "He---.or it--.-;ot be:. 

hind 111e (;1;~: I cJid c\’~rYi.hjn~~ 1 C(j _)],J
_,/l5/1’0..1;;::/f/c.’.,’ :- .{’1cr::x::::.z:’:"’/:::"



./;d tKl,ind him ;!\i:lllouldn’t. It’s 
thl’ dal))l1(:dv,t thing r’VI: I:\t:r ~eell," 
Tiw pikt "f Vel10111 i’-Ju1I\ihT 

also :,tated that he had radiiI’ gun- 
lock for scn:r;il scc\l1ds so .. there 
W:I,; ~omcth!I1g there t ::t w;,,; slJliu." 

Following this str<i::r~’ "chase," 

th: UIU~ did nol iJ11n;<:di:Jfc!y disaF- 
pC;lr from the; Lakcnhcdli, I(,\TCC 
racial’. In the words of the nip-ht- 
\V,lh..~h :~upcr\’i~()r, j(The U\rgct rnadc 
a cOl1plc more short nl’~VCS, then left 
our radar covcrClgc in ;, northerly 
direc(i()i1--~specd ,:till ;,hout 600 
111ph. We losl, largd Odlbol111d to the 
north at ahout 50-60 mi., \lllich is 
!10~’!11f~~ !f ~~~_rc!_..,_~f[ ’~_\r t?rg~~ ~,:; ~~t ~~n 
altitude b(~1cw 7,CJO ft (bcCD\lSe of 
the r:,diil!on 10\)c of that type; radar 
ra CPS-5]).n rrh(~ t;n:cof )\.JSS of 
contaCt \V~iS nOt g;\’’.’.:1 the \\’aich 
super\’iso ; ac:ord to the Blue- 
book file the time W8S about 03 :’OZ. 
The night-w2tch supervisor aho 

stated "n1J speeds in th!;) report \ve1"(’. 
eaJcuhted speeds based on t irnc and 
dis!;111Ce covered on radar. This 
speed was calculated n,any times 
that cn;ning.

Discussions

The interprdatiom and analysts 
that hRVC been rl1ac!e of this intriGu. 
ing UFO incident arc almost cas 

numerous as the investigators them- 
selves. The investigating U.S. Air 
Force ofTicer wrote: "My analysis of 
the sightings is tbat they were rea] 
and not figments of the imagination. 
The fact that three radnr sets picked 
up the tRrgcts simn]t;lnCOtls]y is 
certainly conclusive that a target or 
object was in the air. The maneuv- 
ers of the object were extraordinary; 
however. the fact that radar and 
ground visual observations wei"C 
made on its rapid acceleration and 
abrupt stops certainly lend [cre- 
dence] to the report. It is not be- 
lieved these sightings were of any 
meteorological or astronomical ori- 
gin." \Ve quote this statement, 
although these arc hardly the words 
of a careful, scientifc investigator. r. ..11cn l-rynck~ the ’.ve!!-kno\vn 
UFO consultant to the Air Force, 
wrotf:: in part: "It seems highly 
unlikely, for instimee. that the Pcr- 
seid meteors could have been the 
cause of t!1(" siglHi’lgs, esp::;cia11y in 
view of the stakmcnt of observers 
that shoot ing sUirs were exception- 
ally J’Jumel\!dS th,1I evciling. thus 
irnplyi1~g t1~:.)j they \VCTC :!~)L: to dis- 
tinguish the t\\’o phl:nomcna. Fur- 
ther, if any credence ea,. b:; given
SeplCliZhcr 197!

to thc 1)1,IIICII\’C,:, of the objects as 
sighted visu:ily .llId by racial’. the 
i ictCC, hYPGthc~i~~ nn;:;t be r~:!cd 
out." 

The, Conc! ll I{cpr"f ill its analysis 
or this il1cickn ;:tate,’>: "[n cOllclllS- 
ion, all11C\ugi1 (’on\’L:l1tion~;J or nil- 

jLir~l: CXP;;, ;1tiojj:-\ \~cj’(~ i i1y C~ij~iGt 
be ruled out, the pro!Jubility of such 
seems luw in thi~: C;\SC ,:JIlc1 the Iwoh:1- 
hilil:">’ lIwt at lei!si Dill’ gcnuine UFO 
\\’::s involvcc1 ;\PFC;IL, to be rairly 
hig!I." The mcaning of thi,; last 
s(.demcnt (by the prc:’ci1t author) 
has puzzled somc 1;11er inY<’stigato:’s; 
in this conkxt a "genuinc UFO" 
was meant to imply pr,:cisely tl1:11: 
thne was a 11l;\tcrial ohjc’"t. :1 W,IS 
flying (in thc scnse .of Jnoving 
through the air). and it was (oh- 
vious!y) unidentifcci. Hence, th(; 
conclusion that there was n "genuine 
UFO" was not n]("int to jn;p1y. for 
example, that the UFO was neces- 
sarily of c;.;traten :itrial origin. 

111 Chapter ’) of thl: Condon Re- 
port, "Optical and !~’ic!a\’ Analyses 
of Field Cases," the analvsis of ’this 
report concludes with:" "In sum- 
mary 1his is the !nost puz7.1in;! ;;nd 
unusua1 case in Ihe wdn1’-visuaf njcs, 
The ~ij1parcntlv ratiOn,l], intcJ1kcnt 
behavior of 1e UFO suggcst~ a 
I11ceh,mical devicc of unknown ori- 
giil as the most probr:bJc expLmation 
of this sighting. Ho\\’evcr. in \’ie\\’ 
of the inev 1ablc fa11ibi ily or wit- 
nesses, t 10re conventional exp1~jna- 
tions of this rcpoil cannot be <::n. 
tirc!y ruled ou!." 

Philip KJass (private cOIl1J1luniea- 
tion) believes that the Lakenhcath 
RA Tce radar was malfunctioning 
because of a fauhy ]’\’11’1 unit; he 
feels that once the radar evi ence 
has been explained, the rest can be 
accounted for bv either confusion 
of wi~ncsses or c;nventional causes. 
The reader may draw his OW;l 

concusions as to v,’hich or thi:: above 
"explanations" seems the most 
likely. However, a few things arc 
worth pointing out in summary: 

1. The possibility that meteors 
might have accounted for these 
events seems to be e!!si1y nt1ed 01.11, 
and it was so discounted by early 
investigators. 

2. Visual mirage is ru1ed out by 
the large angles (i.e.. simu1tancously 
seen over a control (O\"ocr and under 
all aircnd’t) at whieh the UFOs wCle 
observed and by the manner and 
d i reef ions of rnovemel. t. 

3. ..no!l1~dous prOr~;pn!!1.1n of 
radar seems equally ullliLcl\’ liS an 
over-all expI:Jnatiol1. All but NO.2

of the UI~L ;It Bl’l lwatus wnc 
apparclltly moving either almu:;i 01" 
pa:; tc tD ~,;:- ::(::’~~~,~ the r::-(~\;’::;E!~g: 
winds, ruling out grollnd UIJjccts 
s(:en by p<:rlial n:icctiom from 
n)o\’in~~ c.t...’v~1t(:d ;t~VCrsici;~ (or 
OllH.T laynecl structures). Such rc- 
fL;(_,t!C’rlS P~\)d~l’~’i.: L:!sc ~:l!.gC!:-; th;~t 
appe,1\’ ~o be; :ll twice the rllilge and 
twice the k’;i~:1!. 0; the rdi,:cling 
Llycr, ~ll:d ;~pp r to 1110\’(: i\:: the 
direction of the pr,;v"iling v!ind hut 
tit nil nppar...?ill spc2d t\vicc :IS grc~lt. 
Thus the group uf echoes U’:o. 2) 
observed 1’J\’ll1 21 :)5 to 21 ’i57: moved 
~cl1en11l:">! fl’,:’:;1 the S\V (exile! azi- 
muth not ) at "80,:25 rnph," 
eommcl1sui’lc with winds of ’f(.- :J 
mph from the same directic~n. The 
actual \virhl, ;I/’e given as 260 dcg/ 
45 mph at 10,OOC ft ane! 260 clcc,.’ 
63 mph ai 16.000 ft. AJihough (f~~; 
reported s1ati,J:,ary episodes of the 
rnergf:d ecJlccs at the two p :ii1ts 

shown on the map wouJd, takc!’! at 
face value, ru1c OUt the moving- 
]ayeI’ reflection hypothesis, there 
remains :1 possibility that this mal’ 
have been the caus.c of the No. :2 
URE eO:11act at Bentwaters. This 
hypothesis can be ruled out, how- 
ever, for the olh;;1’ URE episodcs at 
Ben \vaters, and pRrricularJy for 
those :It L:1kerdl~.2tth.

,..

f

The "disappearancc" of UFE ;’~o. 
4 as it overfk:\’i thc Bentwaters GCA 
station \\’(15 rncnllonc in the Con- 
don Report ,; being "suggesti ve of 
;\ P" [anomatGus propagation]. and’ 
so it j~. ’fhc de\’ate .]ayer partial 
reflection phenomenon that causes 
this type of AP invoh’es a reflection 
coencient that is typically propo"- 
tional to thc inverse sixth power of 
the elevation angle of the rad,\r 
beam (d. Wait, 1962; Thayer 1970). 
Thus caused by a moving layer. if 
such a fahe target appears to ap- 
proach the radar site, the signal will 
rop below tLe noise level when the 

beam e vat n e,\eeecls somC’ critical 
angle; the f:i1se target will often re- 
appear on 1he other side of the racial’ 
when the beam angle once more 
drops below the critical value. With 
a flxed.clevat ion PPI display radar, 
this results in a "zone of invisibility" 
around the ~ilC with a radius on the 
order of 5-15 mi. in which the target 
disappears. 

1\\’0 addition::d factors scen1 t(, 

point (() ,^.I’ :is a possible C:iuce fn, 
URE ;"0.4: 

1. Radar Ojx:raiors who i!l’e frI. 
l11i1j<Jr with Ihi’;r sl’i’ wil! not norm- 
,dly repcnt the "clis.:iPPCi";’l CC" or a 
[;lrgct unkss thcl’ do not expect it,

-~",

ti::. 
"

"
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C~. ~~,(~~j I....’h ,,,.j .~.:r.:i"?:.’~~"’ij.;.;: ’.:\:,);’:i,;;~ "":"~’’7’’’’1.,,:-, ~~~’t~~{,~~~
Tile td/\A row mai,,talns two full;’ 

chane) cd student branches in Europo- 
one at the Von ~(aunan !i’lstitutn In 
i3rus~..;!:J:~), and the olhf!r ~t ihe Institute 
of I,r,,’ ci’inarnics at Hw Univ ’rsity of 
l~np!t.<~. In Clddltion, \\’1] :’.:’! !";O\V 1’orrolng 
add~lion~d brDPchcs In Europe, I\s.i ~ 
~wcl I\trica. In order to provide mom 
services to thes1j ~~tudGi1t broiches, vie
;;re pc,;;:;,b!!~h~r1g ?n !r-~~c-,r~:;:~!iC:;8! Spc~:d\-
e!s [3Urf~2U.

\\’8 are ac,king all AlAr. f;12mbers who 
are plar~n:i’,g to be ubr0ao during tho 
next ~)fx (n;)nths and \vila ate INi!! ng to 
speak Ie; 3 college i1Uci:cllce about a 
technical or general aerelspace topic 
10 complst’.’ and mturI1 Ih8 following 
form.

D F’>.A t >::1 p;:: t.~, ,~ f;;W: 1~;’ V;;rE f~,<’;I t~.1 ~-?)~ Ii:I;’} ~’& ~
AIAA

HHERN!’; TlONAL SPE!d(EF,S BUHE .U
f\EG!8TnATiOf.J FO;.-~r1

Retum to: AiAA Student Poogr2 S 
1290 /\venu8 0t tho .msricas 
New York, NE;wYo,-k ’10019

-__,__________ __, ___..______u.____.__________
NAME

---------_._-----~-----
TITLE

-COI1P i~Y^D-6F\ESS-~------

-_._._--------~---
CITY STATE ZIP

----~--_._~-
TELEPHONE

---_..~-_._---~-~--------~-_._-
TECHNiC.~.L SPECIALTY

--- --,.--.-----.--
DATES OF TRIP

------.-.-.---- ----_._-------~--_._------
COUNTRiES TO BE VISITED

~C N G U !,~j-SOT~HE’fi--T H /, N f~N LIS ~ i 
(SrOP;EN)

I Will BE I’. lE TO ADDRESS STUDErn 
GROUPS \I~: A. THE: CITIES I AM NOW SCH[[)ULED TO 
VISIT [] 

B. OTHER CITIES It-.! THE SAMf: GENEnAl 
Af1[A [J

--- ---.-------.-- -_.’~-’-’----- -’,-- ~--- --.---
SIGf,ATUfE_ r’~ b"’~ I,.: ~’’tt’itI k’-;,A RJII t~ ~ G!4 r.f;) ~ ~ "

(,4

,I which would preclude U;lt’c’I~; tJ111 
cnter the 1<1c],lr’s nClrnwl "f:1:nd 
Z0J1C" (if it has one). 

2. The t:1r~ct \V;1~,; "Io~t" ;;1 2 111i 
cast but l’CacCjl’ircd i1t3 mi. ".’(:st, 
nl1 [lSYIT~n~(.~try th<1f is pos5ib!t~ ’.’, jdt 
AP but ilol usu:d with ri,da "hlind 
zones. " 

Hov/cver. ;, strong f[1ctor i\ITlieS 
ilgains! t! w A P Jlypothesi, in ,-hi, 
instaucc: the URE was mO\’ n" a]- 
most opposite 10 the prcv;,ii ng 
winds. In ,:dditioJI, became of the 
ilpparcnt spc"d of ihe URE, it shedd 
havc n:.~(tppc;1~.td [i_bout 3.5 p’ i. \\’est 
of the rachr en the S\’CC,;~) ppy 
sVv"(;cp (jfll:!’ (jUSiilL;" ii 2 n1i. C:;’:1 
(on the first s\vecp it shouid hz\’c 
been alnlost OV f the rach:f, 2n
probnhly J~e>! visihlc 10 it). 50 ,ht 
the "asyrn~-nctry" can be Dssigncc1 to 
the "digit;!" sampling by tilC PPI sw"-ep-scan display. It is there!CJ:c 
most lIlzlikclv that URE No. 4 \’,’25 

c;;used by AT>. B concusion ,’<J 
rcached in the Condon Repol-t. 
The Lakc’dl’<tlh episode (liRE 

No.5) is even mo,e unlikely ti) h"" : 
been caused by ltP. l’hat the corn- 
plicated, stop--anc1-go maneuvcrs de- 
scribed by the LJ:enhc&th nigh- 
watch supervisor could k’.ve he::n 
caused by AT’ r.elurns, and at tLu 
on t\VO difIcrent radars oper,.,t!;-:; 
on diiTerem frequencies and sc’n 
rates, is aJmcsl inconceivab1e. Chest 
,echoes have oftcn been obstrn: tLEd 
will appear to "taii" an aircraft ec~;c1 
---sometimes the ri~dar \viE cven 
track a jet-exhaust p1ume-but such 
echoes never stop fo]]owing the 2ir- 
crait and become stationar_’, as did 
the Lakenheath ORE. 

’ 

In summary, although AP !l18\’ 

possibly h ve been a factor in th~ 
No.2 Bcntwaters sighting, it is not 
possible to assign the est of the 
events reported to prop3gation ef- 
fects, cven aside from the visual 
confirmations. 

Possib1c maJfunction of radar 
equipment, and esrJccialJy possible 
malfunction of the MTI on the 
Lakcnhe[1th RA TCe racial’, has heen 
suggested as a cause of these Uf{ E,-_ 
It is true that a maJfunctioning MTI 
unit could conceivabJy produc’(; ii11s,e 
echo behavior similar to that ob- 
served at Lakenhcath. HO\VCV(,L 
the cojncidcnl observation of the 
ORE by the Lakcnheath GC.-\ rachl’. 
a different typc, and later by ill\? 
Venom’s airborne rndur, seems to 
rule out Ihi, hypothesis. Thc detec- 
tion of ;m "ppiircntJy stationan’ tm, 
gct while thc radar was 011 \\Ti is 
not as surprising ,’s it seems_ A vi-

W’1til1.l: ur rapid!:.- rot;" 
v.!i1: ~J1t’)\’i 11i’ (\P \1T! !’:~’,~"..’ .... 
it is nOl otherwisc )]I nw:,~’):. 

Thus, nO:h: Qf the c.~:c_<’

~’.(:C ~ 
.~ .’ ..

,<~1C’
nsin1Flc" cxr!iJ.!~,’~tif,::}S fo: .~ .~-; ..~ 
at BCPi"I,,:’dcrs unc L::i’~(,’n:’;_?r;- ~~ ";~C: 
to ~k’,]d up un(~"r j:’:’_’:’ 

1\1orco\’l’r, th,~’ ..:;-:.::.:.1ihil:<. \1; ~;1~~ 
t":ccount:: is nch.~~,~~:.’-~ b\ ;’:~::’~:~,~i 
of rcdundDnt r[~(J~; ,::n:.! ,~",-,; ,-\:~’:l-
tacts j~1ad:.: (Ci:;1Ci ’:~’;1 ~,~ \ 

\’. ! ;’, \:.’ ~,(,~
on I-’;j~~l’ (<~ sun1;-:1::r1/(~.-: ~:-;:":: ~I..._ 
dund,incics. \\’hich arc- ,’,,~ 11 ,,_ ,.....-. 
prc:.;...:’"i1t prirnariJy f..j: ,-:\’(C:-i:: ~~ 
nnd 5 (BC’nt\l:aicj’~ t":P.F~~LF() :< 
and t1)<::, L }’-J?J l:::’8:h UFC)’~,

. A 
.’. ’-t

CJllL ~ ightjy cH~::.:;’r’J]nf ’::p;.?____ _<, 
t1~csc (Ont8C\5 is L:~:.:t ;i-:2 L~:’<~:n- 
hCEt1l R!-\’T’C~C r(~cl~i;’ C\P,~)’::;_l.~\rS f;:.::~d 
to "pi;::k tq;" Bi.~!ih\’(Hcrs: ~jRF~ 1 
thrcfLigh ..L e"’en Ih;~1ugh i::::>’ s:;-~..:.- _’_:(3 
have becn \:.:,;:1 \\’ithin r?];~~,,-. 

, _.\ 

targe.t ;;t ~OGO f , f()y .5r:-,-’.,ld 
ha\’e b.:’(,i vt:,ible pny\\-<LC’~-,: \1.’e~: cf 
the co;~-::djne i:-l the ~)T 
\V tc:rs). !\O!c th2l UFz.F, ~:D. 1 ~.::2S 
he3~:!-"d ;~l1:;C:..;.l_. i!’e~tJy 2.~ 

. 
LZi:’,’:.’~> 

heati1 <if l11e t!n1t’ !t \\’~,~ 1C’" 
Bent\Vah~(~; G’:i\. ()r C()~.I;’S~~. i~ i> 
possible th8t !ht~ rrcLT (.;c: pi;.’L :.:() 
thesE; O~)jccts and ri1at, fu:- Y?"i _Y.1:~ 
possible reg~:’~.ns, !h:: Cp:_-;2’~:~:cr~ ,-;<..l 
not notl(:C:: or ~’epC’rt thc~’7-;

Conclusions

In cor~c:Jl1Si0n, v:itb t\...-o 
redundant contacts-the L:sr 
gro nci radar, cOD1bincd v.’i:h [.___ ~h 
ground and airborne yisl!21 cbs=n:- 
ers, ar~_d the second \v; h 2_!rb,c’:’:-:1? 
radar, an airborne Yisuai [>b:’’’T’’’~r,
and t’\\’o difIerC:!lt grcUi:i(: ~ad~ ~ 5--- 
Ihe Bentwatcrs.Lakenh ’a,11 :’;.) 
incidei1t ITf’l’eS ,nts (HiC of ~h,~ r;-~,=:::t 
significant radar-vjsus] ;O C2,-" 
Tabng into consideration ,!’.e 
credibil v o !"ormation ""d 
cohesiveI~ ss and continuity of ~’.,-_ 
counts, COii biJ Cd v,-ith a J1~~I,: e~:~;~’~;’ 
of Hstrangenc,):-:/’ it is tlSO C~Tt2.~.-:;_~" 
one of the most disturbi:-;,~ CFO 
incidenls known today. 
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In Roforence A Guidance was given on 
X’C’cej.pt of r-opu..t;s of ’lu c1entificc1

acti 01} t () ’f’,\ r\. ,1- 
1_. G v by ulJits ()r~

01) j 0 (~t c~ ~
I am directed to J_nfornl YQu that app 
o:f proced,t1re i.n deL:I.j~11c with COI\rC8_~) 
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1 w eI’e posi ti ve correlation with a known object is established, nor to 

j ad\dse you of the probable identity of the object seen. ..~ ’S’~-{..e.(.. .f!.A{1~oJ.:..-~.~. .~. . /.. Yo~ w’ill no doVbi1 wish to know, however, tha t th:e---g.p.(~~;,-.~i-ty if’1)~ ’lJ?5"~ yc>vt\ ~~J.:;.,. -- - -- - 
1\. ~ !...of UFO reports) w-rtY~ t-o have LClu.nda!Hj e.l..lllal1-iBns, the most commO:::1 

1 , ,~ single source being aircraft or the lights of aircraft seen under ~ unusual meteorological conditions. Ot~er common sources have proved to ;~ ’~ ~ 
. .~ 

>! 

1 
J ~
;1 ~ 
;

I am writing to thank you for your report of an unidentified

flying object seen on ............~..~e..e.Qoo&ueoooc. ~.. .~..;..~.~.
"le are grateful to you for advising the Department of this

incident and your report will be exalmned in the ~linistry of Defence to
see if there are any defence implications. We cannot undertake to

pursue our research, other than for defence implications, to a poi.nt

O-’-’t’~

be astronomical sightings, space satellites or space junk, ballooru-39

unusual cloud formations or aircraft condensation trails. Investiga-

tions over a number of years have so far produced no evidence that UFOs

represent an air efencethreat to the United Ilingdom., , ~~ 
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AF lex 00170 ~
AUSC 0) (Air) 
D ot Ops(A DId &: O)(RAF) 
D o~ OpS(3)(RAF) 
D31:1 t../" . 

DR Met 0 D~R(;RAF) 
m~g... JPIJID F~UNG 01P~ S - SUOOESm lffiW ~.. h. ~~ .

I attach a self-explanatory draft minute whiCh. 
sub ject to your comments. I propose to send to 
PS/US of S(RAP). In the absence o~ any COmI!1ent from your Directorate by 1700 bra OD 15 Deeember 
I shall assume your concurrence.

9 December 1971

[]. \. ..A/V 

- 
.l/\..~ , ~ 

, 
A N DAVIS 
S4(A1r)

;:..

.~.~~--,-_._~.
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LOOSE MINUTE

AF/CX 80/70

"

PS Ius of S ( RAP) [E’hrough DUS (Air.2.7 
Copies to: AUS(O) (Air) 

D of "Ops(A De! & O)(RAF) 
D of Ops (f3) (RAP) 
DST1 
DR ~1et 0 
Dj?H( HAl")

UNIDmTTIPI ’<:D FlYING OB.TEC~S - SUGGES’Xfm NEvI PRCC:~DURF:S
1. \1hen the USAF announced in December 1969 the termination of project 

Blue Book (which ,qas a special US un! t set up to investigate reports of 
i 

UFOs) the MOD pOS,Ation concerning UFO investigations was reviewed. It 

was deoided early in 1970 that our policies and procedures for deaJ1ng 

wi th these reports should oontinue unohanged. The author! ty of the 

then US of S(RAF) was recorded in the papers assooiated with Parlia- 

mentary Enquiry AF/PS 26/70, whioh were ciroulated to copy addressees 

)( under loose minute AP/X58/64 dated 24th Mfiroh 1970 (not to AUS(O)(Air). 
. ...-

2. In accordanoe with this prooedure UFO reports are ourrently oircu- 

lated, either by S4(Air) or AFOR, to STCOC, Ops(GB)2(RAF), STCIC and 

D155. When it is ooncluded that there is no defeno~ implication it is 
our current practice to make an assessment of the identity of the 

object from available information; if the report is not likely to have 

originated from an airoraft movement advioe mp.ybe sought from Met 09 
if a meteorological balloon might have been involved, Or from the Royal 
Observatory if a star or planet might have been the source. We do not 

pursue our enquiries to a point where a positive identification is 

established, nor do we re-examine our conclusions if the observer disa- 

grees with them. We do not investigate anonymous reports, nor, 

normally, reports forwarded by UFO aS ociations on behalf of third 

parties.
I:!’
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3. One of the factors leading to the decision in 1970 to continue to 
deal with UFO reports in this way was the need to answer questions 

from the public which r.1ight arise from a real anxiety about national. 
sec ty. However, recent publicity given to the subject of UFOs by 

the press and television has resulted in an increased volume of reports 
from the public. During the three months AUGust to October this year, 

118 reports were received compared with 56 in the same period of 1970. 

23 were received within three days of the showing on television on 

26th October of an alleged UFO filmed at Enstone in Oxfordshire, which 

has since been the subject of a Parliamentary Enquiry. Since the end 

of October a single Banbury resident has sent to the Department 84 

separate reports of UFO "sightings" in. the Banbury area. 

4. All letters and telephone calls during working hours concerning 

UFOs are at present dealt With by a single REO in S4(Air) whose primary 

responsibilities are as follows:- 

Oo-ordination cf RAF aspects of MOD War Book. 
Oo-ordination of NATO Alert measures with Government War Book. 
Supervision of clerical work of Air Force Board and Standing Com- 
mittee. 

At preeent the MOD vfar Book i8 being entirely rewri tteniinl1ne With the 

RA!O Alert system and the REO is concerned almost whole time With this

work.~. - With .the limited resources available in this Division, e8pec1al17 

since the recent establishment cuts, it is reoommended that time and 

effort Should no longer be expended in dealing with UFO reports beyond 

the1rcirculat1on as detailed in para 2, so- that air defence implications. 
, ."\: 

if any, may be examined. Members of the publiC would De advised that 

their report will be examined for this purpose but that we cannot under- 
take to identify the object seen. A pro-forma letter would normal~ be 
used on the lines of the draft attached to this minute.

- 2 -
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6. If US of S(RAF) approves this proposed chance in procedure S4(Air) 

will notify RAF Commands that in future individuals who report UFO 

aightinga should no longer be asked whether they wish; to be advised of 

our findings. We would continue to catesorize reports where possible 

for our records and to retain the records of report in the manner agreed

in } rch 1970.

- ,-
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RAFT PRO- FORMA 
I am writing to thank your for your re~"Jort of an unidentified

flying object seen on ................................
’’Ie are p,rateful to you for advising tr:e Department of this 

incident and your report will be examined j.n the }’nistry of Defence to
see if there are any air defence implicaticns. I recret that we are

unable to extend our investigations beyond our defence interest. ’vie 

cannot therefore undertake to pursue our research to a point where posi- 
tive correlation with a known object i.E’, establis"ed, nor to advise you 
of the ~robable i.dent11yof the object seen.

+r-’ 
You \~"ill no doubt wish to know, hmofever, that the great majority of 

UFO reports turn out to have mundane explanations, the most common 

single source being aircraft or the lights of aircraft seen under 

unusual meteorological conditions. InvestiGations over a number of years 
so far 

have/produced no evidence that UFOs represent an air defence threat to 

the UD.1 ted Kingdom.
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AF/CX 00/70

--
. - ~OOSE MINUTE

ps/us of S(RAF) ,Lihrough DUS(Air17 ; k’ UL C 1971 
Copies to: AUS{O)(Air) 

D of Ops(A De! & O)(RAF) 
D of OpS(S)(RAF) 
DST1 
DR f.!et 0 
DPR(RAF) 

m~DENTJ;:F.J;E!l. FLYING OBJECTS - SUGG-BST":D N1~’d ,I)HOC3DURBS 
1 . vJhen the USAF announced in December 1969 the termination of project Blue Dook (which waG a special US unit set up to investigate reports of 
UFOs) the r.1OD posi ti on concerning UFO investiga t1 ons was rart ewed. It 
was decided early in 1970 that our policies and prooedures for dealing 
with these reports should continue unchanged. (Flag C on AF/PS 26/70 attached)~ .

. ;.,t’,.~l. ’

2. In accordance with this procedure)JFO reports are currently circu- 
lated, either by S4(Air) or AFOR, to STCOC, OpS(GE)2(RAF), STeIC and DI55. When it is concluded that there is no defence implication it is 
our current practioe to make an assessment of the identity of the ob;~ect from available information; where the report is not likely to have- - . 

originated from an aircraft movement advice may be sought from Met 09 
if a meteorological balloon might have been involved, or from the Royal 
Observatory if a star or planet might have been the source. We do not 
pursue our enquiries to a point where a positive identifioation is 
established, nor do we re-ne our oonclusions if the observer disa- 
grees with them. W. do not investigate anonymous r~rts, nor, norma]’7, reports forwarded by UFO associations an behalf of rd parties. 
:5. One of the faotors leac11ng to the decision in 1970 to con t1nue to 
deal With UFO reports in th.1s way was the need to anawer qU8st1onatroa 
the public vh10h might arise fro. a real aa:d.ety about national s’.curl ty. However, recent publicity given to the sub jeat at UFOs by the preas aDd 
television has reaul ted in an inoreased volume of reports from the publio. Du.r1ng the three monthe August to October th181ea:r 1 f8 reports vere 
rece1 v d compared vi th 56 1n the same period of 197 .. 2’ "ere reoe1 ved wi thin thre da7s of the shoving on telev1s10n on 26th October -o’L an. _ alleged UFO filmed at Enstone in O%tordeh1re, ,whioh has since been the 
subjeot of a Parliamentary Enqu127. Sinoe the en4 of october a 81nsle Banbury resident has sent to the Department 84 separate reporte ot UFO 
tte1ghting " in the Banbury area. ~ere is now pressure tor a rCtspon- 
sible MOD official to appear on a BBC TV programae. to discuss uro reports 
and Me)) prooedures for handling them. 
4. All letters and telephone calls during working hours conoerning UFOs 
are at present dealt with by a. single HEOin 34(Air) who is occupied 
almost whole time on other york. Outside working hours calls are dealt 
with by AFOR and act10ned by 34(Air) the next day. With the limited
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resources availa.ble in this D1 vision especially since the recent 
establishment cuts, it is reoomt1ende~ tha.t time and effort should no 
longer be expended in dealing with UFO reports beyond their circulation 
as detailed in para 2, 80 that air defence implications, if any, mD.Y be 
examined. Members of the public would be advised that their report will 
be examined for this purpose but that we cannot undertake to identify 
the object seen. A pro-forma letter would normally be used on the lines 
of the draft attached to this minute. 

r~. If t;S of S(RAF) approves this proposed chanGe in procedure S4(Air) 
wil} notify RAV Commands that individuals who report UFO sightings 
should no longer be asked whether they wish to be advised of our find- 
incs. We would continue to categorize reports where possible for our 
records and to retain the records of reports in the manner agreed in 
F~rch 1970.

A ’~. DAVIS

t’ ..."
. 

....1... .M....... m.... ... 
14,A)
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DRAFT PRo-FOR}M LETTBR 

I am writing to thank you for your report of an unidentified

flying object seen on .................................................
We are bTateful to you for advising the Department of tlrls 

incident and your report will be examined in the ].1inistry of Defence to 

see if there are any defence implications. We cannot undertake to 

pursue our research, other than for defence implications, to a point 

where positive correlation with a known objoct is established, nor to 

advisc you of the probable identity of the object seen. 

You will no doubt wish to Y~oW, however, that the reat majority 

of UFO reports turn out to have mundane explanations, the most common 

single source being aircraft or the lights of aircraft seen under 

unusual meteorological conditions. Other common sources have proved to 

be astronomical sightings, space satellites or space junk, balloons, 

unusual cloud formations or aircraft condensation trails. Investiga- 

tions over a n~T.ber of years have so far produced no evidence that UFOs 
represent an air defence threat to the United F-ingdom.



The National Archives
HoL Briefing
DI55 briefing for MoD prior to the 1979 House of Lords UFO debate on the likelihood of alien visitations to Earth. Notes the lack of any evidence for ET communications intercepted by listening stations in the US and elsewhere.



The National Archives
Policy summary
Head of D154 summary of MoD UFO policy, February 1978.
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e LOOSE MINUTE

v’ DISS/1 08/1 S
!lead ot DI5~ 
Copy to I 
Air CoDInodore Int

MOD POLICY ON UFO~.
Reterence I 
D/DSTI/1 01 /27 dated 23 Jan 78

1 . In the reterence you sought our views on basic questions asked in the 
process ot reviewing MOD Policy on UFOs. Using your numbering sequence, our 
response is as tollows: 

2. ~estion (a). It is not being fair to ourselves to suggest that UFO 
reports are not treated in a serious manner. Certainly all reports are ree.d 
and where there is arq degree of correlation between 2 or more reports 
attempts are made to explain them in terms of known aerial activity at the 
time. In certain circumstances individual reports are examined in consider- 
able detail.

3. ~estions (b) and (c). We believe that the MOD Policy outlined in the 
Brief is valid. Although Defence implications should be the main concem, 
attention should also be given to flight safety implications - we have had 
reports in the past of UFOs sighted in the busy air lanes aver the Channel. 
The extension of a:n:y investigation beyond this level is not considered 
justified, taking into consideration the USA ooc;perience over a prolonged 
period of time. 

4. ~estion (d,. The individual first hand investigation of UFO reports, 
now coming in at a rate ot some 40 per month" would present a workload 
comple~ beyond the resources or S4(Air) and m55 to.fulfil. We are not 
established to carry out such a task nor do we c<maider it cost effective so 
to do. To set up a close dialogue between the public and MOD could lead to 
protracted and un~ f’1ed argument whioh would be oounter productive. In 
this context we ~ support the S4(Air) line in not nom.ally reporting 
baok the oonclusions of MOD investigations to the or:1ginators or the UFO 
reports.~ J D OXLEY 

Squadron Leader 
m55c3

The National Archives
Summary
Summary of defence intelligence UFO investigations by desk officer at DI55, 31 January 1978.
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Air Cdre Int/l ~i’/Gc) 

Hd "CI 54
Copy to: Hd DI 55 /

I..~OD r’C’I.JICY crT UIi’Os

1 . Ths.nk 
seekin.g In:,." :;JOU for 

answers
your loose minute 
to four questions

D/D2TI/101/27 dated 23 Jan 78 
posed in your ~inute.

2. Fundamen~ally~ I believe that we s~ould take flying saucers 
Or 1~-"t,~-o" Ct,:o.’~cd r~"’(";~ c"’:;’r"~"usl" P-(oi’~.-;in’-c +-h""?’o ~s ,,-,-’-ronrr e’"l’,-’ience vt.:;uv~.....l. ......u"--’" l-i....v l~’-’ J...U ___~}...... ’I.....\.. _ J..b \.J le....,.....l.. ’-/1..1 "’- -") V I..J. ....1. 
to s11pport a si~llting. ~:uch of the eata thst we have has of course 
been the result of cJ_ever fUfion of SO~8 slender facts ~ith good 
&ut~:orJs}1ip in the world of fiction. ConseQ11ently, by keeping the 
C?O synd!1ome alive has brought considerable pec~niary reward to tr~o~e ~~,r~-lO 112:v"e delv"ed i:n -~11e sll"bject. rJe’jer~t~helef_)s, if" s g’r’ltinzs 
ar~e ::Ie:pol~ted and on8 carl vcrifay t l.8 stan(jin[{ of tl1e V,rj.t11ess tl~en. I 
consider t118.t a follow up enquj.y’y could be use"ful. ’.,hetrJ;r or not 
one is scepttcal oi~ tt:..c .basic c):istenc8 oft ljE’()s, il1telligence 
officers one should invariably pursue an in~uiry if t~ere is strong 
evidence to support a si01ting. I agree ~ith para 2 of the draft 
reply to the Reverend Eric Inglesby which gees some way in explaining 
so ::18 of t(Lf~ Dhe110TI1ena vlhic11 t~o the l lyrn:1D’ s eyes rnaJ:.:e;-~ 11 nl think 
that he has seen son:cthing of t~:3 occ~lt.
"7 
) . I have nothing to add 

and seems a sensible
to tt’~::; br~ieI’ 
:;:Joliey.

a t ~J ~J.ChE-.~d to your loose
minut e

4. I do not believe it is possible to differentiate the defence 
ap:t.Jlics.tion of DPO:> frem other speculative fields and [).ny judgment 
can only be based on evidence and again one must refer to the 
cr~edentials of the witness himself.

.~" . I t’n i n’T _.1.’ -+- v’’’l’ 1 i1 ...., n ’1" e "J...’ >~ ~--"u’l -+- () vi c 1, .J..[ "’) 1’,’ ,... p S ,,,,,-,...,,,, S _i ,r. ".nr. ~,""lf!S . 
J ...... ~ .c.. LJ t"........ t. -’- ’- Li \..... 1 ~ ~J .L . ’J " ~.:> ,I ~. ...... ",J ..J "’ J......".;. ,.... -’ 

. 
_ _ v _ _ ’-" 

!’,SCTE’ ’OPP’l l"DDo-’-’+("’d b’.... ~.;,-l’- ’.’n-’J~ "rot:’ j’,r,,,, 1I-’-(’~’’’’eQ-1I ’-’-no (" 1....’1. t’Y.l’~~"’~ _,-<.V _ .........~.1.i.. ..............._ ...... v....... ulJ Vil_;; "c....t.~.... Vl-i..... l.c....u .........,-<."--" tJ .1.._’ v. ___ "-’ 
concerned and that such a visit might reveal a new slant on the 
proD Ic;ffi.

h

6. I have never dismissed U?Os as a figment of iDagination a~d 
during some 5~OOO ho~rs of flying I have on one occasion seen an 
r,~i’~;’:’~e+ c-..i-: t!1~ D +.l’rf’C’ (l.Yi -!(~5~\ T ’,’i~-=1’~ f)l.v";’ncf I"_-;n’pc~’c~ t~~p 2t~Les ~ ~_. ~_J J ...... -’ ...., J. ~ J ,.... l.’ .,._.... \ , .... r.J C) __ ";,...... ’._’ _.~. ~~ __ .:::- L<. ....... .... ~_} I." _ ... -’ 
.",h~’", i’i-’ (j’(~C’ ~"p,c,’! ,,:-,..c>~ n,_ ":,-",, <c, bY’j r" d-l’I’ 1’) ’lu"’-’~rl::->’-e O-’ -;rct fH,cc,’tly C..L/’.....’ LJ. u ’-;_,.1, v) !.............’....’ ." ,;....____.t.l ...i.. "..’ -..~,. lA ..4... ,_~’ i U .1’0:.., ..... ,.1. u..... ,~.. U ..~ L.t...,. .J L")’ \..... .A J ~ 
in excess o~ ~y altit1Jdcn i’~S you. Dill kn ~,~ 3t the ti~eLl~e civilian 
2::~t 2.j.rlin;:::r j-:r;~.cl r~(it~ 11;:’-"; ~~.ts dt~lJut r:.nd I :pc---)o::e"tc t~!c: ~)}~r~.:rlc’lnel1:3 
to (lr.i. ~-~j.’!:,; tr~l:~)_’ic eor-:..tl ol r")c:;l)orjt:~ ~~_c~~ ccrlt~ec; \"1-:’0 aCCeT)~~.~-:;(l In.)T 
-:) :~, :~, -::: ril8. t ’i crJ. ,~l =-j i f ~;.:- r.’,~’ _f_.t ;~~ ~) 0 Lle t 1-~ i r~:~ =)’lj t 8 I"C; II t i l1e ~
(~ .J ~J ;--;.~: .-..". 
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The National Archives
Briefing
Briefing by Air Commodore (Intelligence) recounts his own sighting of a ‘brightly illuminated object’ at great altitude during a flight across the USA in 1958.
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Copy to: Sll.(Air ) SO/Air Cdre( I nt ) 

DJ 55<E:- Dr 3(P. ~)

l1l.~.P1JfQl::rED {!::yJNC: Ql\J ECI
R~A: DCDS( 1)/:’2 d’ited 9/12/n

1 . You r-2quested [.:..t P.ef l\ :l "well annJ.ysecLI! reply to a letter addre:3::: d to CDS 
by the Hqr Eric In[sJ e:;hy ~ secretary of’ J.,;he Chr’is i::i"r. TJ.!"Q Rf~~~e rC’h Soc 5.31;y Q

" . 
e I a ttach at PU.c:. ::; .....""’~.X-:~ :$;z.~;;.;..;,;~..~:>;.:;.;r~ .iJ!~?"~;:-~~.>;:~ffIo\~.~~--t’:il:.,""",~......~~;3’&..~~;ffi!~~-,!~;.’:..-’.:.;;,~....~"-!o:’G’~~~~.~,.::"z:;:r~%"t"’.f::t;,.~::’’’;’:i.:}.<.::.’:.,:.t;~w.. a draft coverinf; ;;;:’.nlrte for DCDS, I) GO s’:;r:d. to CDS Ll’J0. [~~:~. ’.. ~ _.. J’}LG h. G"--’i<’.:~~Q.~ ’1~’’’N:}_q~.,’!’1\;,; ~~’l\.~-....,’V;r.;’’’~’’~i:~~ a draft reply faY’ CDS to gend to the Rev Inglcsby.

3. I’Io doubt CDS \vill reoeiv"e his fair sh3.rc of corrc2-pondonce 
both from serious ufologist:-~ a.nd frcm ufo-freaks during his 
t.erm of office 40 I lVatl1d l":.ot lvant the f3,Ct. t11Qt Dr 544 r S taken on 
the task of replying to this pnrticuhr letter to result in these 
querie~. being djn;;cted to me. and I wouJcl be most p:’atef12l if you 
v:’ou’d g-..-t ,,. 1"",,,,.;,..1 POO/Cn0 tn"’t Q,’(’J’i" l.... t ,).:> U(1J.lJ" "rrll")’l ’’’i’~h ~ ,.&., vI,;. .J..~1 "’-:;;~ .!.l...,i_. 1..) I ,jo..>l.) ~’....1. ..... L.>l,f. Po. ~_. j :...’" ;..tJ........ .&~l’-- l.} t v.. (I.....l._ 
respc~11Sibilit:.~ for dea.ling v:ith UFO cnquj.ri’8s. Sli..(!til"’) arl3. also 
DI 55 have generou.3ly contl’ibuted to t.~e attachecl x’esponse.

~ 
’:h f~ <~ . "’-_ ~.__._"~.l’;~:,; .p’:;’..~t~ -"-"""{J. ,.. v

t _"t~~~~ _ ~, r .l \ ;~, 
\.,di{-#,....:::~:..:~.. ::,;’~-6:;~"’~’!-,;:’.’i~2i;g>’t,..<Ji"’’’’’’’’’-~~. 
~o. .... ~- --- . 

I ......~- \0 - - --- ,
14 Dee 77 Hd DI 54

The National Archives
Policy briefing
UFO policy briefing by head of DI54, December 1977.
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1. You requested me to let you have a ::" ply to a let~er you have recehed on 

UFO r 8 ~’:ron; the Hcv Eric Inglcsby.

2. So far as I am aV’are there has been 110 :British scientific enquiry into the 

possible existence of UFOs, nor is there eviden~e that OD has taken the question

very !3Griously. Ho’!:ever~ the MOD has kept in tc,-wh "lith the Un}.ted st8.tes idx Fc,rce
who made a systematic, if pl’otracted, a.ttempt to record and investigate UFO slght::.ngs

from 19.52 to 1968. ’1.’ho USA!~’ enquir;)T, kl10vm as Project Blue Book, Vias followed

by a study ass} gnecl by the Air Force Offico of Scientif’ic Research to the 

University of Colorado. This is the enquiry referred to in the attached reply and: 

as stated there, i~.:; waS endorsed in 1969 by the National Academy of Sciences who 

concluded that there Was no scientific or military justification for further study 

of UFOs, that the reports of UFOs up to that time posed no tlITeat to natiop~l 

securi ty and. that continuance of the Blue Book Project was of doubtful value. 
The report caused a good deal of controversy and, I believe, was much c1’i ticised.

However, ,o;he n. th.e R10"’ s taf’f in Washington was (} ODS 1.11 tec1 in Apr.i.l 1 976 abou’~ this

they assured MOD that HQ USAF saw no likelihood of their further involvement in th:i.s 

area. The US Ji’ pointed to the considerable Air Force commitment of resources in 

the p~st, the extrome pressure on Air Force funds in 1976 and the fact that since 
1969 no evidence had been presented to warrant further investiga tiOIlo

3. It is alwa;ys possible, of course, that the considerable correspondence addressed 

to MOD (and dealt with by S4(Air)) might contain some hint, not of UFOs, but of 

something with a hostile terrestrial origin which could have a bearing on national 

securi Jo All UFO enq~iries from the public are therefore referred by S4(Air) to

ADI Dr 55 /



",.-
ADI Dr 55 and DD Ops(G.;’;;)(HAF) for al~;Y furU:er invc:3tigatlcn \’,hicJ:: thc:y

consid3r to be justifiedv

.Y’; N’h~. ~~’\-’.e-.L v’

l{-. I attach at Annox A t’. draft reply which you mhY wis to sen in rcspon0e to

paras 3(a)(b) of the Rev Inglesbyls 10tter~

DCDS(I)



..~ ..- Annex A to

DHfJ’~’ R ~r r.Y_1g~ 111::1’ E!i.JIE9H,. ’l’Hf~ m~Y_~R ~.9.-.:I.RJ.9- LES }~r
1. An MOD stt::.d.y of the 3cientii’ic si nificance of UFO’s has not been

carried out since our interest is limiteQ to the. defence aspects. We receive

UFO rt:porcs from me:nbf’rs of the publio, the polica and 3ervico units an our

8016 aLTo. is to establish ny possiblo dcferwo impJ.ications. We have not the

resources to unde"r’tal~e the inv st:’..[,"ation to the point :)f positive correlation 
with a known object and. there is no orf::ar sation appointed for the study

of lJFOs, per se 0 UFO reports are examined by various specialist staff within the 

Mini.’} try of D9fence as par<t of’ their normal staff responsibilities. They Can call 

on the full scientific and professions.l resources of the Department and if necessary 

may call on the e)~ert advice of oGher Government and non’~Government bodies.

2. S:unple explanations have been found. for tho great majority of UFO reports, 
the mosi; common single sour e being aircr.’af’t or the lights of aircraft. seen under 

unusual conditions 0 Other common expL1.natioDS are astronomical sigh tings, space 

satellites or space junk, balloons, unusual cloud fonnations or aircraft

condensation trails. Unexplained reports h,,"we often been found to be imprecis!}

or- lao1dng in 80me eS entliLl ta, but othe:cwis6 to rJ8.ve been no diffen;:ut in kinJ

from othe r reports.

3. I am of course aware of work that has been done elsewhere, in particular the 

stud.ies" of the University of Colorado, whose main findings were endorsed by a panel 

of the US National Academy of Sciences. The conc.lusions the panel came to were: 

a) about 90% of all UFO reports proved to be quite plausibly related to 

ordinary phenomena;

b) little, if anything, had corne from the study of UFOs during 21 years 

that aided to scientific knowledge;

0)/



,. .~.
c) further cxtem he dud.y af lJIW sigh tings was l vt ju gtifioJ. in the

expectation that 3cici1ce would. be advanccrl thereb;y;

d) no evidence had 00ffie to light t.ha t lJI>’O sigh tin s might represent 

a defenc e hc.zard.

4. Although I WQuld not dismiss th pos0ib li(;y tffit intelligcnt J.if’e may exist 

in outer space, the UFO reports that have rear-hed the MOD to dai;e contain no 
evidence to support this hypothesis. The COi1;:;l.usions of t.he Amex’ican work 
are persuasive and I Vlould not disagree w:i.th any of their findings.
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LOOP IIIIMJ’1I:

Ref: ))1.55/40’;’11

Bl4(Mr~ "fa!. ~. G iJaa1e-JA
~a- .Q9 BADIO PiO~AOO

/ 
IE 10 

1.’, SIt.t(.u.r)/422 dated 14 :reb~ 1972 .

1. You asked us for inforu:t10n we laight have relevant to Questio. S ot Ann_ to the above reterenoe. I regret that we cannot help here aoept to 8B31’ that a nwaber of meteorolog1aaJ., balloons were released 111 Antarotio region. during the XGY. .57 stations were involved, spread around the antal"Ctio coastline and adjacent 1alands. Balloons were of various shapea, and released dai1y in blooks of ten dqa, from each of the stations. However, in the absenoe of individual oorrelatiQns it cannot be said that the balloons were in faot the -tIIOa" which were reported. 
. 2. Ir Lill8 has IS ~8ted that Mr Davies might find an artiole caJ.1e4 "UPO" ot interest. This was written by a Le.lie Pettier and publishea 1n & book oalled -The Coming of the Space Age". I.r Ling haa a copy. A further ~o1nt broUtto 111’ notioe and whioh II1t\Y bft of use 18 1n "Contac- 19n. page JR. !he UPO atatisti08 tor 1970 are b%"Qken don aooord1Dg to oooupation ot obaerven. ot,70 tt.w1tne..e.", 447 .e,.. .oboo1 ohUctren.. 51 were houaew1... and 18 were poli..... There were ItS other oooQpationa, none ot th.. prov1c1ha -ft t.baa 8 rita...... I - aure that thie break40_ t.us 1t. 08 .tor.Y. b1 I .. not sure .. beat to set it AO"’88 1n a DO prog.......

29 leb 72 J mmlf 
]) lS5b 
III 4124 Izt S230 Iteropel. BuUd1Dg
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.T I"’\OSE MINUTE

.
S4f’( Air) /42i.
DI55(b) (Dr Walton) 

UFOs - BBC RADIO OXFORD PROGRAlVTI’ifE

1. The Department has been approached in connection with a programme 
being prepared by BBC Radio Oxford which "Till "provide an objective 
view of aerial phenomena and the research undertaken into the subject", 
for which the participation of a MOD representative in a recorded inter- 
view has been requested. mJS(Air) has agreed that Mr Davis S4(Air) 
should take part.

2. The BBC has forwarded the attached list of questions on which the 
interview would be based. Will you please advis us whether you have 

any information in connection \’Tith the subject of Question 5 which 

could be used in the broadcast. Any assistance you can give with regard 
to any of the other Questions would also be a~preciated. ARB has been 
asked if they can they can throw any light on the subject of Question 8. 

3. The BBC have also forwarded the enclosed Contact (UK) publications. 
Can you say whether these contain any items of which ~ Davis should be 

particularly aware.

4. Nr Davis will be out of the office from 14 February until 

A provisional BBC studio booking has, however, been made for 9 
and I should be grateful, therefore, if any information you can 

have could be forwarded before 6 March.

6 Narcho !-’larch 
let us \\

14 February 1972

/;/ ~~~ 
~/ ~y 7c 
IVITSS G J JA~nESON 
S4f(Air) 
RID 8235 Ext 7035 ’f-Tain Bui ld ing
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e LOOSE MlNU’1’E /~.9 {< ~’i ~W 2- ) ~~/. 1)1 55/4.0/9/1

Miss G J Jam1e.on SIt.r( Ail’ ) Roo. 4 laC’1IB

ij1’Q I~~I 
1. I have examined your UFO report 551/10/20 and have the ~ollowing comments. 
2. The time o~ the sighting is wi thin .3 m1nu,es o~ the time of 
"naut1cal twilight" :for that day. The sky also seems to have been 
cloudy. In late October there could ..ell have been a layer o~ 
ice crystals in the atmosphere which might have produced an halation e~t’ect ~rom the sun’s rays. The net result is the appearance or 
a ":false sun" such as is frequently seen in Arctic regions when 
the sun is just below the horizon. It o:ften appears ndiamond 
shaped".

3. Thank you :for ref’erring to the change in procedures. I 
propose that, under these circumstances, we should no longer receive 
UFO reports routinely. Any reports which are d1~icult to categorise 
could perhaps be sent to DI 55b on a monthly basis, as has in fact 
been happening. We would also welcome receipt ot’ your statist1cs 
at whatever period you prepare them.

~7 Jan 12 DR J WALTON 
for ADI/DI 55
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Dear

I am writing to thank you for your report of an unidentified object seen 
on

We are grateful to you for advising the Department of this incident and your 
report will be examined in the Ministry of Defence to see if there are any 
defence implications. We cannot undertake to pursue our research, other than 
for defence implications, to a point where positive correlation with a known 
object is established, no’t to advise you of the proba.ble identity of the 
object seen.

You will no doubt wish to know, however, that simple explanations are found 
for the great majority of UFO reports, the most common single source being 
aircraft or the lights of aircraft seen under unusual meteorological 
condi tions. Other common sources have proved to be astronomical sightings t 
space satellites or space junk, balloons, unusual cloud formations or airqraft 
condensation trails. Investigations over a number of’ years have so far 
produced no evidence that UFOs represent an air defence threat to the United 
Kingdom.

Yours faithfully

(MISS G J JAMIESON)
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