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iAS-LA OpsPol1

To:
Subject: Mr Nick Pope

Dear R

Thank you for your e-mail of 4 June concerning Mr Nick Pope's involvement with the subject of Unidentified Flying
Objects. Your message has been passed to me because this Department is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'.

First, it may be useful if | explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/ flying saucer'
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. The MOD examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might
have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the
United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations,
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide

this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go
beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to Mr Nick Pope, | can confirm that he worked in the Secretariat (Air Staff), a former part of this

Department between 1991 and 1994, Mr Pope is now working in another unrelated area of the MOD. The views

expressed by Mr Pope on the subject of 'UFQOs' are entirely his own personal opinions and do not represent, nor
reflect, the views of the MOD.

I hope this is helpful.

das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

i3 Toe 2
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From: Info-Access3

Sent: 04 June 2003 10:19

To: DAS4A1(SEC); DAS-LA OpsPol1
Cc: Info-Accessé4

Sub'lect: FW: information verification

Are you able to respond to this request received from the PS? | have heard you
mention Nick a few times and think you know more about this than me!

As Nick put himself in the public domain from all the books that he has written | am
not sure that DPA applies. Grateful for your advice!

----- Original Message-----
From: S
Sent: une 08:04

To: info-access3@defence.mod.uk

Subject: information verification

Greetings -

My name is_an American curious about a web article involving a Mr. Nick Pope
allegedly of you Ministry of Defense.

Mr Pope is reported to had been involved in the study of unidentified flying objects.
Can you verify the existence of Mr. Pope and does he work for you?

Sincerely,

Rochester NY USA

Do you Yahoo!?
Free online calendar with sync to Outlook(TM).

04/06/2003



From: EECICIRONN

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 ¢———

Eastchurch

Kent Date
{4 May 2003

Dear

I am writing with reference to my earlier letter to you of 21 March 2003. I promised to respond
once I'd consulted other branches in the Ministry of Defence on “Project Insight”. T am sorry for
the delay in getting back to you. Iam afraid that, to the best of our knowledge, we are unaware of
any project with that name. In your letter, you said you thought it might have been an American
project and you might like to contact the US DoD at the Pentagon, Washington, DC 20310-0700.
I hope this is helpful.

\/O\NS frueare




From:
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@de - 5

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 &

Date
21 March 2003

m

Thank you for your recent letter. Firstly, you enquired about a ‘UFQ’ sighting from
Skegness, Lincolnshire. You did not specify the date on which it occurred, but I can confirm that
we have not received any sighting reports of ‘UFOs’ from Skegness in the last year.

Second, you asked if we could provide you with any recently released documents. It
might be helpful if I explain that, in the time remaining before the full implementation of the
Freedom of Information Act in January 2005, we will be reviewing the information we hold to see
what material my be made more generally available via the MOD Freedom of Information
Publication Scheme. This Scheme was launched on 29 November 2002 as the first step towards
the introduction of the FOIA and can be found at www.foi.mod.uk A search under “UFQ”
will take you to the papers already released, which include those sent to you with our letter of 10
September 2003.

Finally, you enquired about a “Project Insight”. We are currently consulting other sections
within the Department to see if they have heard of any such project. Please be assured that we will
write to you again as soon as we have heard from them. 1 hope this is helpful.

oi\ég/k’:ﬂ/ G(’ ‘}‘,,)U /Y()L’\v'j S; Vf\Q,'/e,L)
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"AS:LA OpsPol1

nzrs

To: ‘3‘0\

Subject: The Rendlesham Forest File f 3

Security Label: Signed N IS
N>

lljsecion 40

Thank you for your message of 10 May conceming access to the papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident. Your
message has been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regard
'UFOs'.

I am sorry to hear you have had trouble locating the documents referred to as "The Rendlesham Forest file". These
-can be found in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme at www.foi.mod.uk . A search under
Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these documents, or alternatively, you may wish to search under UFO,
as this will take you to all the UFO classes of information in the Scheme.

I hope this is helpful.

das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

19th May 2003




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lo \%y\j /B-MAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To___ DAR (1 LA ) ¥ TORefNo __ SS577¢ . /2003

-

“ D& \M“’ | Date |3 .5 -<>.

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attélchéd
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department .

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date (our target is
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An 'Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information' came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info onfiS et N

Under 'Service First', all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have
simple systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the
public (including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply).
This information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published
targets. In addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests
for information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

CHOItS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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From:

Sent: 10 May 2003 07:15

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: "The Rendlesham File"

He||0, %

I am looking for the so-called "The Rendlesham File" that is to be found on
your web site. Can you please help me where to find it?

Reference: http://www.sky.com/skynews/article/0,,15410-12182835,00.html

Phone
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From: EECICIRCIN

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

QOur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date

Section 40| 12 M 2003

Thank you for your recent letter concerning access to information about ‘unidentified flying
objects’. This Department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
regarding ‘UFOs’.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFQ'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this
kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to the files containing ‘UFOQ’ sighting reports, it was generally the case that before
1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in
the subject to metit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in
public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are now routinely preserved. Any files from the
1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by members of the
public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files
from 1967 onwards are routinely released to the Public Record Office when 30 years have elapsed
since the last enclosure on the file.

For information less than 30 years old, the Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the
Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the
provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to
arequest. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under
one of the exemptions in the Code. ‘



The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will come into force in January 2005, when it will
supersede the Code. As part of our commitments under the Act, the MOD has launched a
Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on the internet containing information the MOD

makes available to the Public. This includes classes of information on UFOs and if you wish to
look at these please go to www. foi .mod.uk and search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




HUL
TE

Dear sir/madam,
I am writing to you in the hope you can help me gain access to
information about UFO investigation, sighting’s or encounter’s under the “Freedom
of information act”. Thank’s
Your’s faithfully




Dear Sir,
I am writing to you in the hope you can help me to see documental evidence

of UFO sighting’s or encounter’s.
Thank’s your’s sincerel

DAS
L1t ., [
16 MAY 2003

AIE




From: EECIEIRGIN

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

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

E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3 €&—

Staffordshire g %gfi-l-zom
e

Thank you for your letter dated 12 April 2003. @

Firstly, you mentioned a ‘UFO’ which allegedly crashed in Cannock Chase in 1974. 1 have
looked through our files from around that date and could not find any papers relating to any such
incident.

You also mentioned an alleged incident in the Berwyn Mountains in that same year. Please find
enclosed copies of sighting reports the Ministry of Defence received for the 23 January 1974 and
papers concerning enquiries made with various departments at the time. Personal details have
been removed to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with the MOD and MOD
employees.

The documents you may find to be of particular interest are the file note (marked 23) and the letter
dated 11 March 1975 (marked 107) which appear to give an explanation of the sightings. The
RAF Mountain Rescue Team mentioned in the documents as having participated in a search of the
area, were based at RAF Valley in 1974 and RAF Valley’s Operations Record Book for the period
was examined. This book is a historical record of activities at the Station, but it contained no
record of these events.

With regard to your concerns about unknown objects penetrating the UK Air Defence Region, I

- should wish to assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by
using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time
“picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the
light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the
scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft).


The National Archives
Crshed UFO Cannock Chase
Correspondence relating to an alleged “crashed UFO” incident on Cannock Chase, Staffordshire, during January 1974.


From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘UFQ’ sightings are examined, but consultation
with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence
to suggest a breach of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and
vague. Only a handful of reports in recent years have warranted further investigation and none
revealed any evidence of a threat. Please find enclosed for your information a copy of the form
which is used to report sightings to this office.

Finally, as requested I enclose a hard copy of the document relating to the ‘Flying Saucer Working
Party’ in 1951. 1 hope this is helpful.

>/o wis  fia @QA‘B



Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations and Policy 1a

Ministry of Defence

STAFFORDSHIRE Room 6/73
Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue
LONDON

WC2N 5SBP

Saturday April 12" 2003
Reference: JD/MOD/2/03

Dear Sir,

RE: Information on Unidentified Flying Objects

Further to your recent correspondence (your ref. D/DAS/64/3, of the 9® April 2003), I would
like to thank you for your speedy reply to my request and for the information you sent on the
alleged UFO incident at Rendlesham Forest in December 1980.

It is on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects that I again write in the hope that you may
be able to assist me with my research.

I have been researching the subject for a number of years but am only now beginning
correspondence with you as I have only just finished sorting the massive amount of information
I have already obtained.

In the course of my research 1 discovered information on an event that was alleged to have
occurred in my local area in 1974 where an alleged ‘crashed UFO’ is said to have been
recovered from Cannock Chase, in Staffordshire by the military, possibly in the same time
frame that another or part of the same UFO was removed from the Berwyn Mountains in
North Wales.

I include below for your information, extracts from an article on the incidents based on the
book “Cosmic Crashes”

“One of the most contentious stories concerning crashed UFOs in Britain are the allegations
surrounding the so called Berwyn Mountains Incident in January 1974..... claims that
something had impacted on the Berwyn Mountains and that people had seen strange
helicopters and lights and that there had been a strong military presence in the area during the
time frame.

...In 1996...1 was contacted by a credible guy, a very credible guy as it turns out, who used to
work for ATV Television in the 1970’s...

He told me that ATV had received a report of a fairly interesting UFO incident which had
occurred in the Hednesford area of Cannock Chase on a particular night in January 1974....




)

..He told me that he could not remember the details of how they determined the exact
location, but that it was in the Hednesford area...

....They managed to get out there, it was snowing that particular night, and when they got out
to the particular site, they found two guys sitting in a car by the edge of a field, and no less
than 10 troop carriers, army lorries, with about 100 troops milling around and basically all hell
breaking loose...

...These two guys had seen what they had initially thought was a plane coming down in a field.
It looked like like a fire ball with something trailing behind it. When they pulled up and
managed to get out to the field, they described it as a flying saucer. Now when I pressed the
ATV guy, he said that was literally the description they gave “a flying saucer”...

...When the ATV team ..Pulled up at the field, the army was milling around, they would not let
them enter the field and would not allow them to basically do anything..

..But they did a small interview with the driver of the car who seemed to be very ill. He was
sweating and had just shirt sleeves on despite the fact that it was throwing it down with snow.
When they completed the interview and got back to their van, the camera man actually sneaked
out from the back of the van and did a quite long detour round into the field from the reverse
side..

..He got into the field and found a huge circular burn mark in the field, he got this down on
tape and took it back to the studios. The following day he said that people came from the
Home Office and removed the film..

...What’s interesting is that if you tie this in with the Berwyn Mountains case then you have
got military presence at two fairly spectacular alleged UFO sites in Britain both in January
1974..

..In the Berwyn Mountains case, we know from the testimony of some of the people involved
that there was a fall of snow that night. In the Staffordshire case, the witness told me it was
snowing heavily. It’s entirely possible that both incidents could have occurred in the same time
frame..

.. In the account from the Ex British Army personnel, he said that his unit was based in the
South of England and that they received, and this is the bizarre thing, the received advanced
notice that they were going to be required to take part in some sort of operation and on the
specific night in question they headed up towards Birmingham..

..Now Birmingham is a stones throw from Cannock Chase and it’s entirely possible that the
team which eventually made it’s way to North Wales was the very same one seen swarming all
over the chase..

..Given the fact that the Ex Army guy said they had prior knowledge they were going to be
required and when I spoke to the ATV guy, he told me that the incident at Cannock Chase had



3)

not been reported but the two guys in the car who were just in shock. I asked him “How do
you explain that? and he said in his opinion the army had advanced notice that something was
going to take place.

..When I interviewed TS aRAOM she told me she was approached by a science journalist
from a national Sunday Paper who was doing research for a story concerning the alarming
increase in childhood cancers in the area. Now the ATV guy from Cannock Chase incident said
that the guy who was ill in the car was suffering from radiation burns and actually died very,
very quickly afterwards from his injuries.

.Now I’ve been looking into the allegations concerning where he was taken, where he died
and so on and have literally hit a brick wall, not because I can’t track people down but that all
those I have found have really clamed up almost to a level of fear being expressed.”

So in response to this incident I would like to make the following observations/questions:

1. You (The MOD) has stated in the past that your only interest in the investigation of
Unidentified Flying Objects are if they pose significant threats to the United Kingdom. If
this is the case then these incidents clearly involves not only an Unknown object
Penetrating the United Kingdom Air Defence Region, but one or more of these objects
actually coming to grief over the United Kingdom.

2. This surely must have warranted some sort of investigation, especially in view of the fact
that, in both cases, the military are said to have been involved and expecting something to
happen and that subsequently it is said that material was taken away from the site(s).

3. The British Government must have clearly been involved in this incident and been clearly
concerned over not allowing the truth to be known, if as the ATV cameraman states, the
Home Office removed the film they had shot of the incident on Cannock Chase that night
in January 1974.

Do The Ministry Of Defence have any information on these particular incidents which could be
made available to me (please could you pass on this letter to the relevant department if you are
unable to assist me)? Were these incidents investigated?

Finally a couple of quick requests which I hope you may be able to also assist me with.

I am interested in exactly what information the MoD requires from those who are making
reports to you of Unidentified Flying Objects and was wondering if you could send me a copy
of the sightings report form used.

Lastly, I understand that on your Website there is a 1951 report document issued by the so
called ‘Flying Saucer Working Party’, I was wondering if you could send me a copy of this

also.

Again may I extend my thanks for the assistance you have given previously and I hope that you
or your colleagues will be able to assist me with the requests in this letter.

I very much look forward to hearing from you in the near future.



S

Yours Faithfully

UFO Researcher



From: v
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Roswell B?Ir)igt/‘%ze/%ce

i Date
NM 88202-0583 USA 22 April 2003

oo N S

I am writing with reference to your letter of 3 April addressed to the Ministry of Defence,
Ministerial Correspondence Unit, regarding the papers released into the MOD Freedom of
Information Publication Scheme relating to the “Rendlesham Forest” incident. Your letter has
been passed to me as this office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this
kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest, all available substantiated evidence
would have been looked at in the usual manner by those within the Department with responsibility
for air defence matters. The judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the
United Kingdom’s air defences had occurred on the nights in question and no further investigation
into the matter was deemed to be necessary. Although a number of allegations have subsequently
been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 22 years which has
given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by the Department was incorrect.

A copy of the file containing papers relating to these events was released to a member of the
public in 2000 following a request made under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information. The documents are a compilation of papers which were put together on one file some
time after this event. Some are contemporary with the events and others are later correspondence
showing MOD staff attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer public enquiries.
The whole file was included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme in order to


rsimpson
Rendlesham file forgery
Letter from MoD to a US letter-writer 22 April 2003 notes that one document that forms part of the MoD file on the Rendlesham incident is “a forgery.”


make it more widely available to those who may not have been aware of its release.

As for the document you enclosed with your letter, T can inform you that this was sent to the
MOD by a member of the public who claimed they had received it from an unknown source.
Although written on what appears to be MOD headed paper, it was not an official document, but a
forgery. The covering letter from the member of the public and a loose minute from this
Department (then called DS8) to an MOD Security Department about this letter are also included
in the released file, but for ease of reference I have enclosed copies with this letter. Although the
letter was a forgery, these papers form part of the “Rendlesham Forest” file and were therefore
included when the whole file was released.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




7

.. | | -
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arch, 1984

Fﬁfmﬁhé\axtention of Miss P;"TitchmarSh

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall, \ >
LONDON SW1A 2HB

Dear Miss Titchmarsh,

re: UFO Matters and Rendlesham Forest Sighting.

I enclose a copy of a letter which I received in January, together with

a copy of the front of the envelope which contained the same,
to receive your comments thereon.

Thanking you in anticipation.

Yours

and would be gratefu




EDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT . o L-/ -

~ corzzsronnence FroM [ENENRENN |
1. I attach a letter =3d attachments we recently received from a —
for your inf_ormation' and whatever _action You think necessary. o -

2. As you will See,—has sent us a copy of a letter which purports
to be a report of landing of a UFO crewed by several "entities" near RAF

Bentwaters in 1980. This letter is clearly a forgery. Although it is written

on MCD headed paper it is most certainly not an official docum?s®.I do not want to
be too 'alarmist about what could be simply a harmless joke, but this could prove
rather embarrassing if it ever found its way to a newspaper. The News of the World
ran a very sensational story in October last year, alleg\ng that a UFO had landed
near RAF Bentwaters. They based this on a report by a USAF Colonel, of some
unexplained lights near the base, which they had managed to get hold of. They
would no doubt seize on this letter as further "proof' that something had happened,
There could also be Parliamentary interest. Sir Patrick Wall MP has recently"
asked 2 questions on the MOD's interest in UFO reports and might ask questions
about this. In the worst case, then, this letter could cause a good deal of
unnecessary and unwelcome bother.

3. Haddressed.the letter to Mrs Titchmarsh, my predecessor in this
post, because he had spoken to her shortly after the News of the %World story

appeared: my phone number has become fairly well known amongst UFO spottérs. The
reference to DS8 in the text of the letter is also easily explained; anyone who
has received & letter explaining our policy on UFO reports would know that DS8
are the responsible division, although we do not, contrary to what the letter
suggests, carry out investigations.

L., By way of background, I attach a note explaining the limited extent of our

interest in UFO reports and the 2 recent PQS. I should, of course, be happy to
speak to you about this.

A MATHEWSON
Ds8
MB 7230 2638 B

~ REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

-~ a



**TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To__ s (LK) pip- TO RefNo LyZ2S /2003

« Date (1™ Aol 2eaz

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department”.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date (our target is
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 perlodlcally calls for a sample

An 'Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information' came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on_

Under 'Service First', all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have
simple systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the
public (including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply).
This information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published

targets. In addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests
for information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

tS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
&L‘"
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Roswell, NM 88202-0583 USA

3 April 2003

Ministry of Defence

The Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222

Old War Office

Whitehall

London SW1A2EU

United Kingdom

To Whom it May Concern:

As a UFO researcher I have learned that on 29 November 2002 the MoD declassified and released
a large number of documents relating to the so-called “Rendlesham Forest” UFO landing incident
of December 1980 at Bentwaters/Woodbridge air bases in England. Indeed these documents have
been posted on the MoD website.

In particular, one document (page 107 as hand-numbered in the document set, copy attached to
this letter) with an MoD letterhead mentions that “[t]ape recordings were made on which the
entities are heard to speak in an electronically synthesised version of English, with a strong
American accent. Similar transmissions intercepted irregularly by NSA since 1975. (See
attached-- Flag A.)” [No attachments in evidence.]

Naturally anyone serious about the field of UFO studies would find this document stunning in its
implications, and on 26 February 2003, I submitted a Freedom of Information Act request to the
National Security Agency (NSA) for any existing transcripts of the intercepted transmissions to
which the MoD document alludes. (I attach, for your reference, a copy of my FOIA request sent
to them.) As you can see from their response (a copy of which is also attached hereto) they not
only deny having any knowledge of the transmissions to which the MoD document refers, but also
state: “In addition, we question the validity of the document as a true and legitimate British MoD
document.”

This response is rather startling, as the document in question is posted on the MoD website, so
that it appears that NSA is saying that the MoD has posted a less than legitimate document on its
site, which I am quite confident is not the case. I would be most interested in any response that
the MoD could communicate to me concerning this matter. Ahead of time, many thanks.

Most sincerely yours,
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Roswell, NM 88202-0583

Tel. ERR Fr-i: EEEEE—

26 February 2003

National Security Agency
ATTN: FOIA Office (DC321)

STE 6248
Ft.

Dear FOIA Officer:

A collection of documents recently declassified, as I understand, by the British government, has
come to my attention, documents concerning the reported sighting and landing of an unidentified
flying object in late December 1980 in the Rendlesham Forest region of England, specifically near
the former joint US/UK air bases known as Bentwaters and Woodbridge bases, USAF/RAF.

I attach hereto a copy of one particular document from this group, which as you can see is a letter
from someone (name redacted) in the UK Ministry of Defence, reading in part:

“Tape recordings were made on which the entities are heard

to speak in an electronically synthesized version of English, with

a strong American accent. Similar transmissions intercepted

irregularly by NSA since 1975. (See attached -- Flag A.)”

[No attachments in evidence.]

I must say that I was delighted to see (1) this kind of governmental openness on the part of the
UK and (2) this evidence of codperative interest between the two governments, and wish to learn
more of this matter in connection with research that I am conducting.

Accordingly, I request, through FOIA, that you release to me any transcripts that you have of the
type of tape recordings cited in the British MoD document, or any other documents relating
thereto. In the event that you possess such transcripts/documents but conclude that you cannot
release them to me, I ask that in accordance with FOIA law you specify which of the nine
exemptions justifies the non-release. Also I ask that if at all possible you reply within the twenty
working days specified by law. If necessary I am willing to remit up to $20.00 in photocopying
fees as part of your tasking of my request; if such charges would exceed this amount please check
with me first.

Many thanks ahead of time for your assistance, and I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely yours,




NATIONAL. SECURITY AGENCY

CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE
FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20755-6000

FOIA Case: 42605
19 March 2003

Roswell, NM 88202-0583

Dear

This is in response to your 26 February 2003 Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) request, which was received by this office on 6 March 2003, for
informaticn rclating te a “reported sighting and landing of an unidentifiied
flying object in late December 1980 in the Rendlesham Forest region of
England, specifically near the former joint US/UK air bases known as
Bentwaters and Woodbridge bases, USAF/RAF.” Specifically, you requested
“any transcripts that you have of the type of tape recordings cited in the British
MoD document, or any other documents relating thereto.” Your request kas
been assigned Case Number 42605. There is certain information relatimgto
this processing about which the FOIA and applicable Department of Defease
(DoD) and NSA/CSS regulations require we inform you.

For purposes of this request and based on the information you prowided
in your letter, you are considered an “all other” requester. As such, you are
allowed 2 hours of search and the duplication of 100 pages at no cost. Smce
processing fees were minimal, no fees were assessed.

Your request has been processed under the provisions of the FOLA. We
are unaware of any such transcripts and/or tape recordings as cited irx the
" British MoD document you provided with your request. In addition, we
question the validity of the document as a true and legitimate British Mol
document. The National Security Agency/Central Security Service is
" responsible for centralized coordination. direction and performance of highly
specialized technical functions in support of U.S. Government activities te
protect U.S. communications and produce foreign intelligence informatiom. In
addition, NSA helps ensure the security of U.S. Government computers.

Since your request relates to UFOs, it may interest you that NSA has
reviewed and declassified 461 pages of material related to UFOs and has made
the material available on the Internet. You can access the NSA FOIA Home



FOIA Case: 42605

Page at address/URL: http://www.nsa.gov/docs/efoia. The UFO material is
found by clicking on “Frequently Requested Information. Released Records.”
There is also a listing of UFO terms for which we hold no records.

If you would like this office to provide you with a copy of the released
material, please be advised that duplication charges are $54.15 (461 pages -
100 free pages=361 pages x $.15 per page = $54.15). Costs are computed in
accordance with DoD Regulation 5400.7-R, which assesses $.15 per page for
duplication. There are no search fees since no search is required to locate the
material. The material will be released to you upon receipt of your certified
check or money order within 30 days of the date of this letter made payable to
the Treasurer of the United States in the amount of $54.15.

Correspondence related to your request should include the Case Number
assigned to your request, which is included in the first paragraph of this letter.
Your letter should be addressed to National Security Agency, FOIA Office
(DC321), 9800 Savage Road STE 6248, Ft. George G. Meade, MD 20755-6248
or may be sent by facsimile to 443-479-3612. If sent by fax, it should be
marked for the attention of the FOIA office. The telephone number of the FOIA
office is 301-688-6527.

Sincerely,

Chief
FOIA/PA Services
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From: SRS

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defi -

Your Reference

Our Refs
DIDAS/ G4 &

Staffordshire %) a}fpril 2003

Thank you for your letter dated 6" April 2003, in which you request paper copies of the
documents relating to the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Please
find them enclosed for your information.

yO e Ja e eﬁ




Ministry of Defence (MOD)
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

Room 8245

Main Building

STAFFORDSHIRE ' Whitehall
Section 40 | LONDON
SWI1A 2HB

Sunday April 6" 2003
Reference: JD/MOD/1/03

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to you today in the hope that you may be able to help me. I recently discovered an
article which I had kept from some time ago about the publication of various material and
documents relating to the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) on your website. As a
researcher, 1 was pleased to discover that such material was available particularly such
information as that relating to the Rendlesham forest incident which T am particularly interested
in, and the many other documents which were mentioned and the many others that were not.
Unfortunately I do not have access to Internet facilities and have not been able to view the data
which you have made available. I was wondering if there is any possibility of getting hold of
paper copies/printouts of the material which you have made available and published on your
official website as I would very much like to read it but as 1 said, simply do not have the
facilities to access the website and printout my own copies.

I am grateful for any assistance in this matter which your department may be able to offer me
in this matter and thank you for your time even if you are not able to assist me.

I very much look forward to hearing from you in the near future.

Yours Faithfully

UFO Researcher
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From: _

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 900
E-Mail das-laopspolla@defence. .

Your Reference

Qur Reference

Chester-Le-Street D/DAS/ 46—

Counti Diirhiil

Date
2 1 March 2003

Thank you for your letter dated 17 March 2003 in which you requested a copy of
documents concerning the alleged ‘UFQ’ sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980.

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the MOD Freedom of
Information Act Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www. foi .mod.uk. A search under
‘Rendlesham Forest” will take you directly to these papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the
material on “UFOs’ included in the Publication Scheme, please search under ‘UFQ’.

I hope this is helpful.

%w& QiR




17" March 2003

Chester-Le-Street,
Co. Durham

Dear Sir,

I am writing in the hope that you would be able to
provide me with any existing information, documents or
memorandums relating to the unexplained aerial phenomena
reported in the Rendlesham forest area, near RAF Bentwaters
and Woodbridge on consecutive nights beginning 26"
December 1980. Any information would be greatly appreciated.

Yours Faithfully,




S
SC
From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference

Glasgow D/DAS/64/3
14 March 2003

Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Prime Minister regarding 'unidentified flying
objects'. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal point
within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

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

With regard to the records of ‘UFO’ sightings reported to the MOD, it was generally the case that
before 1967 all "UFQ" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public
interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an
increase in public interest in this subject, ‘UFO’ report files are now routinely preserved. Any
files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by
members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TW9 4DU (Tel: 0208 876 3444 Fax: 0208 878 8905). Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely
released to the Public Record Office when they have reached 30 years old, in accordance with the
Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967.

Requests for information from files less than 30 years old are handled in accordance with the
Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the
provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual’s privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to
arequest. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under
one of the exemptions of the Code.



In your letter you also mention “a top secret room — no. 801” in the former Metropole Hotel
where UFO reports were examined, and question whether it is still in use. Room 801, Metropole
Building is believed to have been used by the Flying Saucer Working Party which was set up in
August 1950 at the suggestion of Sir Henry Tizard who thought “flying saucers should be
investigated”. Records show that at the 11™ meeting of the Joint Technical Intelligence
Committee in June 1951 the Chairman of the Flying Saucer Working Party presented his report.
The Committee decided that “the document should be regarded as the final report and, in view of
the conclusions the Working Party should be dissolved”. The papers of the Flying Saucer
Working Party and the final report have been released to the Public Record Office. Due to the
public interest in this report, a copy has also been included in the MOD F reedom of Information
Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www.foi.mod.uk, search under UFO, and then
Report. Directorate of Air Staff is the only department within the MOD which deals with UFO
reports today and our interest is limited to that described above.

Finally, you mentioned UFO reports possibly held by the FB.I and C.1.A. Clearly this is a matter
for the US government. If you wish to request information under the US Freedom of Information
Act please look at the US Bureau of Administration’s web site at www.foia.state.gov/ which
shows material already released and gives details of how to make a request.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To VAS (A pqe- TORefNo 216 2 /2003

Date 2 7- 2 <%

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department’.

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

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

tS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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! Dear WirBilair

i know that you are a very busy man & i don't wish to seem like a right pest but i -
‘was wondering if you couid possibly reiease aii the u.f.o. fiile's that the military appear to have -
aquired from ali over the couniry in the past 50 year's . | know that whenever anybody ask’s .
{the miiitary about the u.f.0.s that have ianded near & sometime’s right outside air base’s ali over
‘the country since the early 1950s & to show you what i mean i will give you a few exampie's.
: The exampies are

aircrew observed a ufo apparently following a Meteor jet fighter as it was comming in o iand .

(2) Tne West Maliing incident in 1953 when the two man crew of a Vampire jet night-fighter
‘reported observing a ufo whiie on a sector reconnaissance .

i3} The RAF pilots close encounter over Southend in 1954.
E{éi’} The landing at Broadiands in 1955 which at that time was the home of Lord Mountbatten.

{b} RAF BENTWATERSLAKENHEATH In 13/14 august 1956 when at least one uio was
tracked simuitaneousiy by no less than three ground based radars & one airbourne radar.

{b} The Wardie mystery of 15 February 1957 when a targe circular object was seen by
mdepedent witnesses & it even prompted an MP calied J.A. Leavey 10 tabie a House of
bommons question to the secretary for air requesiing an explanaiion. ‘

i7) HAF/USAF Upper Heyford 15 March 1983 when an unidentified object described as a
primary target by a US Air Force air traific controlier was tracked from about 5. 00pm to
9 15pm.

i have listed here in this ietter just afew oi the many sxghtmgs over the past 50 years &
aithough the cases that i have iisted here are aimost all from before the 1970s there are more
& more reports every year . There is also said to be a room where the air mmtstry is said 1o
have conducted top secret research into the ufo phenomenon at one of its offices in
Northumberiand Avenue, iondon . The report that | read stated that on the ninth floor of what
was formeﬁy the hotel Metropole, a top secret room --no.801--where aii reports of ufos were
coliected & studied by experts. I dont know if the room in questron is still bemg used by tne air
mlmstry to examine the uio reports that continue o get reported to the mmtary & pohce itis
said that at least 10,000 reports on file somewhere in Whitehall that cannot be explained by
conventionail phenomenon iike balloons, aircraft, birds or insects that make up about 90% of
ALL uio reports but there is still the 10% of reports that remain unexpiained that uioiogtsts find
mteresnng & if i recail correctly there are even more fiies hidden in the offices of the F.B.i that
are stil classified above top secret on the grounds of nationai secunty butthe U.S government

ciaims that ufos dont exist so the question arises how can something that does not exist pose '
a threat 1o national secumy 7. | know that you are a very busy man what with the commmg war
& all the probiems that you are navmg 1o deai with at the present time but perhaps you couid
even get Mr Bush to reiease ali ufo reports that are being heid by both the F.B.i & C.LA since
the C.I.A are rumoured to have started a group that deals EXCLUSIVELY with ufos that are
reporteti inthe U.S.. The group that the C.L.A are rumoured to have started are calied M.J.12
or MAJESTIC 1210 gwe it its full name & it was said to have been started in 1947 after the
infamous Rosweli crash . There wili of course be peopie who wili claim that there are no ufo
files in the government archives but there are fiies from the 1950s that refer 1o unexplained
itghts foliowing aircraft including one that fiew to within five feet of concorde when it was flying .

A SINCERELY
EE———— O S o S




From: EECIIRGN

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Reference

Bis kel —

Hull
East Yorkshire Ra&/elarch 2003

Thank you for your letter dated 11 F ebruary 2003, concerning a sighting of an ‘unidentified
flying object’ over Hull and the surrounding areas back in December 1980.  This office is the
focal point for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’.

I should perhaps explain that sighting reports are generally filed in the order in which they
are received. However, it is sometimes the case that members of the public submit reports at a
much later date, perhaps years after the sighting. These are not filed in chronological order.

You will appreciate that it would not be practicable in terms of time and resources to
conduct a complete search of all files from 1980 to the present day. However, I have examined
those from around the time and can confirm that they contained no reports from either military or
civilian sources pertaining to a sighting over Hull, around the last week of December 1980. I hope
this is helpful.




~Hull,

PR

East Yorks

Wit TR s e Y

Dear Sir/Madam Vhh fel

I am researching a case in the Hull and outlying area's which
occurred aroud last week of December 1980.

I appeciate this was some years ago, but feel you may be of help.
Firstly, this is not a 'Criminal' case, so does not infringe
anyones civil liberties, althogh, confidentiality is assured.
There was anomalous aerial activity on Christmas week, and

the following nights, the term U.F.0. has been used, though at
this time, it is the only term applicable. I have a number of
facts, and civilian witness testimony, and am trying to establish
that some of the 'Services' may have witnessed this event/s.

A book of the event is in process, and this enquiry is to further
solidify the accounts. If you could pass this query>on to your
retired staff, and others who may be able to elaborate, on an
already, very fascinating and enigmatic case, I would be very

grateful.

Yours Sincerely.
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 90
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference

— DIDAS/64/3
essle ate
East Yorkshire 11 March 2003

Dear ST

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the Board of Inquiry file into the aircraft accident
involving Captain William Schaffner USAF. 1 will answer your questions in the same order as
your letter. ’

1. I have not seen the BBC Inside Out programme, but can confirm that a number of
photographs and details of Captain Shaffner’s last communication with ground controllers
were given to Captain Shaffner’s two sons who visited the UK to take part in the
programme. They in turn, made them available to the programme makers, as they are
entitled to do. These documents do form part of the Board of Inquiry file.

2. Yes, the Board of Inquiry file still exists in its entirety.

3. Board of Inquiry files into aircraft accidents vary in size depending on the complexity of
the circumstances of the accident and the amount of evidence gathered. The file involving
Captain Shaffner is 4 inches thick.

4. Once a Department has selected records for preservation, the Public Record Office (PRO)
has to check, catalogue and allocate them a unique PRO reference. The PRO has limited
resources and this process can take several months to complete. Once transferred there is a
delay of 70 days before documents are publicly available. The Aircraft Accident Report I
sent to you with my last letter has been assigned a PRO reference (AIR 2/19173) and we
hope it will be transferred within the next few months. As there is a public interest in this
particular accident the Board of Inquiry file is also to be reviewed for possible retention in
the PRO. If selected, we expect it to be at the PRO by the end of the year.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




¥
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‘DAS-LA-Ops+PoI1

From: Info-Records1

Sent: 05 March 2003 14:29

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Request for information

On collection there is a delay of 70 days (I assume that this is so the part of the PRO that collected the records has time to tell
all the other departments at Kew that the record is there! I kid you notl).

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

Sent: 05 March 2003 14:02

To: Info-Records1

Subject: RE: Request for information

Than !5@ my ignorance, but can the Public look at these as soon as they are transferred, or is there any
delay between transfer and public access?.

----- Original Message---—-

From: Info-Records1

Sent: 05 March 2003 13:14

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Request for information

Your two questions:

1. the Aircraft Accident Report has been assigned PRO ref AIR 2/19173. It has not been transferred to the PRO. In
recent months there has been a considerable delay in transfers. However, I hope that transfer can be achieved with
the next month or two.

2. the BOI - as with the AAR transfer is likely to take some time, I hope that by the end of the year Kew will have it!

Sorry this is ali so vague, but PRO have to check our work and they have limited resources (I checker covering several
Departments).

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 04 March 2003 10:20

To: Info-Recordsl; AHB(RAF)-Head of
Subject: RE: Request for information

Than i as I have answered my enquirers letter, I will send the file over to you.

When I answered this person’s last letter we sent him a copy of the Aircraft Accident Report (AAR) and told
him it had been earmarked for the PRO. He has now asked for an indication of when it will be accessible at
the PRO. Do you know?

With regard to the BOI file, if you endorse the file for retention in the PRO, when is this likely to be a
accessable to the public? i.e. as soon as possible or in 2022.

1



From: Info-Records1

Sent: 04 March 2003 07:24

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt; AHB(RAF)-Head of

Subject: RE: Request for information

The endorsement on the file - Destruction 2022 - is probably a Records 1 review decision. Ef.a 044-7{ FS/
7 3yo/70

As [previously discussed I am quite happy to overrule this decision and endorse the file for the PRO, subject Ceuk bo

to a final check on any potential sensitivity (I expect none). DASC need not get involved. Q ! ,

Please let me have the file and I will arrange for a final review, and probable transfer tom the PRO. "17’/ wo3

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

Sent: 03 March 2003 17:03

To: AHB(RAF)-Head of; Info-Records1
Subject: RE: Request for information

- m files belong to DASC and | have only become involved with this one because

Ufologists have taken an accident and made it into an elaborate UFO story. in order to answer
the enquiries we received after the BBC Inside Out programme, | attempted to find out what
happens to BOI files and in particular to locate the one for this particular accident. Although
there are some BOI files open in the PRO, DASC were unable to say whether all the files are
sent to the PRO or whether only a few are selected. | assumed that as this accident happened
over 30 years ago the file would be in the PRO, but as we later discovered it was still held at
Hayes. | now have the filg | the cover is marked for Destruction in September 2022 (50 years
after the last enclosure). has difeady suggested to me that because this accident has
become particularly well known (all be it for misguided reasons) that consideration should be
given to permanently retaining this file in the PRO. | would fully support that view, but as | am
not the owner of file, | do not think it is for me to say.

F loRodwe have to approach DASC with this suggestion, or can you/your staff mark the file for
retention? Also it would appear that these files are generally closed for 50 years, so could it be
released to the PRO before 2022, as ¥ uggests?

From: AHB(RAF)-Head of

Sent: 03 March 2003 14:24

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1; Info-Records1

Subject: RE: Request for information

TY t | suggest to you both that, with the amount of interest which this incident

has generated over the years, as well as a BBC documentary an dusggestions of
disinformation, we should simply place the BOI file in the PRO and refer enquirers there?
What think you both?

8
o

----- Original Message---—-

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 28 February 2003 16:03
To: AHB(RAF)-Head of

2




Subject: RE: Request for information

n 4

o

With the help of ETSHISIRAIN Info-Records, Hayes have now found the BOI file and
sent it to me.

----- Original Message-----

From: AHB(RAF)-Head of

Sent: 24 February 2003 11:25
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Cc: AHB3(RAF)

Subject: RE: Request for information
Importance: High

We hold the original of the accident card and a computer printout from Flight Safety,
but not the BOI file. If HAyes do not hold it then it was in all probability destroyed,
but we will check the PRO's holdings as well, since it is older than 30 years oid.

The computer printout does make reference to the exchanges between the pilot and
the ground controllers, but it is not a verbatim transcript.

| am out of the office from 1130 today until Thurs 0900. [f you need copies of the
card and the printout before then, or any other info please talk tgx

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 21 February 2003 15:05
To: AHB(RAF)-Head of
Subject: Request for information

You may recall that last November the BBC made a programme about the loss
of a Lightning aircraft on the 8 September 1970 which resulted in the death of
the pilot,

Captain William Shaffner USAF. | have been asked some questions by a
member of the public concerning the Board of Inquiry file and | am trying to
locate it. There are some BOI files in the PRO catelogue but these only go up to
1968. DASC say they send their files to the archives at Hayes, but while Hayes
have got some BOI files, they can find no trace of this one. Therefore please
could you let me know if AHB holds the file? | know a copy of the aircraft
accident card, some photographs of the aircraft and the transcript of the RT
between the aircraft and the ground controller were given to the Shaffner family,
but | do not know whether they came from the BOI file, or were stored
separately.

| am grateful for any assistance you can give.

ggg-!%-gps&PoH
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. Search Results

You ran a basic search on "Board of Inquiry" restricted to reference(s): AVIA.

There were 14 hits within catalogue entry details. Hits 1 to 14 are shown below sorted by catalogue reference.

PRO Reference Title/Scope and Content Covering
Dates

AVIA 101/677 M@M&M@M 1965
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/678 Buccaneer XK 524 at Hohem_hwg__—mm\@ﬂw@g 1965
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/679 Lightning Mk3 XP 739 near Wattisham RAF station, Suff on 29 September 1965: 1965-1966
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/680 Sioux XT 125 Helicopter near Musaymir, Aden on 6 December 1966: AIBand  1966-1967
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/681 Lightning T4 XM 971 near Coltishall, Norf on 2 January 1967: AIB and RAF 1967
repotts and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/682 Lightning Mk 3 XP 699 near Wattisham, Suff on 3 March 1967: AIB and RAF 1967
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry :

AVIA 101/683 Vulcan B2 XL 385 destroyed by fire at RAF Scampton, Lincs on 6 April 1967:  1967-1968
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/684 Gnat T1 XM 707 near Kemble Glos on 30 June 1967: RAF and AIB reports and 1967
proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/685 Shackleton Mk 3 XF-702 near Lochailort, Invers on 21 December 1967: AIB and 1967-1968
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/686 Vulcan B2 XM-604 near Cottesmore, Rutland on 30 January 1968: AIB and RAF 1968
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/687 Hunter TYA XL-611 near Salisbury, Wiltshire on 14 May 1968: AIB and RAF 1968
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/688 Lightning T5 XS-418 on transit flight to Stradishall, Suffolk on 23 August 1968: 1968
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/689 Lichtning T6 X5-896 at Tengah, Singapore on 12 September 1968: AIB and RAF 1968
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 13/1380 Data and photographs presented at board of inquiry into accident to Breguet 1968
Atlantic 43 aircraft at Farnborough on 20 Sept together with associated

information

Sort results by covering dates.

Sort results by former reference.

Sort results using relevance ranking.
ﬂr/smqo/m Lgttx«y YSI
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http://catalogue.pro.gov.uk/SearchWithinHits.asp?ﬂdLettercodeRef=AVIA&ﬂdDivision 14/02/2003



From:
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations and Policy 1
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,
LONDON WC2N 5BP

Telephone: (Direct dial
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)
CHOts address: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
E-Mail: das-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk

FAX MESSAGE

TO: General Section — DR2 Hayes
SUBJECT: Location of file
DATE: 18 February 2003

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1

I would be grateful if you could inform me whether you hold a Board of Inquiry
file for the following RAF aircraft accident. I have examined the PRO catalogue
which contains a number of Board of Inquiry files (PRO reference AVIA 101
series) but these only go up to 1968,

The file I am seeking concerns the loss of Lightning F6 XS894, 5 Squadron on
8 September 1970 off the Yorkshire coast. The pilot, Captain W Shaffner USAF

was killed.

1 believe the branch which dealt with Aircraft Accidents at the time was the
Directorate of Flight Safety (RAF) so the file may have the prefix DFS(RAF).

Please give me a call if you need any further information.
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DAS

1&No. ... “
GG Fre 2003
DAS (Lower Airspace) FEE .
Operations & Policy 1, —
Ministry of Defence, East Yorkshire. o

Room 6/73 Metropole Building, _

Northumberland Avenue,
London. WC2N 5BP.

Dear

Sorry for the long delay in replying to your letter of 5 November 2002.
Thanks for the enclosures of the Aircraft Accident report and the Accident card for -
the tragic events involving Captain W. O . Schafther on 8 September 1970; these were
very much appreciated. I note that some photographs and a transcript of Captain
Schaffher’s last communication with RAF Patrington featured on the BBC InsideOut
website, are these a part of the Board of Inquiry report?

After reading the report that you kindly sent, my curiosity is satisfied and I am sure
there was never any UFO in the Captain Schaffner tragedy; this was a later invention -
when the Grimsby Evening Telegraph and Hull Daily Mail newspapers published Pat
Otter’s story in October 1992. However, there are a few questions about the Board of .
Inquiry report for the Schaffner accident, which will help clear up some other widely
spread ambiguous ideas.

1. Does the Board of Inquiry report. for the Captain Schaffner air accident exist in
it’s entirety, are any parts missing or destroyed?

2. How thick is the Board of Inquiry report of the Captain Schaffner acc1dent‘7
(Several UFOlogists, authors and others, who claim knowledge of it state
different values for the thickness, one UFOlogist said it was 11 inches thick
and another stipulates over 4 inches thick). Knowing the approximate
thickness would be useful in further deconstructing the mythology.

3. Inyour last letter you mention that a copy of the report is ‘earmarked for .

~ preservation in the Public Record Office in the near future.” Can you glve any
indication when that report will be accessible?

Thanks again. Looking forward to your reply, I remain
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Sent: 13 February 2003 14:12
To: DAS-LAOpsPol1 a@defence.mod.uk

Subject: RE: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Thank you for replying. The problem is that the met office have no record of unusual weather on this occasion

and so this is what has made me extremely curious.
After having E-Mailed them | have sent the same message to several authorities just to see if | can get an

explanation thoughitis looking like it will remain a mystery.
Once again thank you for your time)

. te 643
@oss LA Opsrolta i
From: ’f’*’?‘z :?— .

----- Original Message--—-—
From: DAS-LAOpsPolla@defence.mod.uk [mailto:DAS-LAOpsPoIla@defence.mod.u\k]
Sent: 12 February 2003 11:46
To
Subject: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Your e-mail of 9 Feb21:55t0 public@ministers.mod.uk concerning strange weather conditions
over Leyland in Lancashire on 3rd Feb, has been forwarded to this office, which is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects’.

Considering the content of your e-mail, it perhaps might be more appropriate for you to contact
the Meterological Office. Their address is: London Road, Bracknell, Berkshire, RG12 2SZ (Tel: 0845
300 0300 Fax: 0845 300 1300). Alternatively, you can e-mail them at enquiries@metoffice.com

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

%gg!gps&mn a

14/02/2003
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@DAS-LA CpsPolta
From: DAS-LA OpsPolla
Sent: 12 February 2003 11:46
To: Section40 |
Subject: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Signed By: das-laopspol1 a@defence.mod.uk

Security Label: Signed
Dea

Your e-mail of 9 Feb 21:551t0 public@ministers.mod.uk concerning strange weather conditions over
Leyland in Lancashire on 3rd Feb, has been forwarded to this office, which is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying objects’.

Considering the content of your e-mail, it perhaps might be more appropriate for you to contact the
Meterological Office. Their address is: London Road, Bracknell, Berkshire, RG12 28Z (Tel: 0845 300 0300
Fax: 0845 300 1300). Alternatively, you can e-mail them at enquiries@metoffice.com

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

g%!g!gps&%“a

12/02/2003



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

.. #%*TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

\ smi R‘O'? /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Ihﬁﬁfgg) Qﬂ TORefNo ISUL, /2003

Date | ™ Fobo oo

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department .

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

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is ¢

ontained in DCI(Gen
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

#%» ALIRMOTIEd HOTH V NHAID HE OL »x

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

HOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
élf: !

§

}‘/\

F\'«(&‘

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5™ August 2002
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Ministers

From:
Sent: 09 February 2003 21:55

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Wierd Weather 777
Dear Sir or madam,

| live in Leyland in Lancashire a small town just south of Preston.

On Monday 3" February in the early evening it was snowing lightly there was hardly any wind, when all of a
sudden a very very bright light lit up the curtains and for a split second appeared to be heading straight for the
window. This was followed immediately by an extremely loud bang like a crack of thunder but a lot louder.
Then everything went back to normal. No more thunder or any more flashes. To me it seemed as if this
phenomenon had occurred right outside my window.

On speaking to others they were saying the same thing ? | know for a fact that this also occurred at the same

time as far away as Royton, which is the other side of Manchester.
| have never in 51 years known it to either thunder or lighten whilst snowing and this did not seem like either

of those things.

It has been suggested that it was a Meteor but if this was the case it would have been on the TV news. The
incident has not been in any papers or news programs to my knowledge.

Can you shed any light on this subject.

Yours faithfully

!ey‘an! -

Lancs

10/02/2003
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From: IR o

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

E-Mail das-laopspolta@def: :

Your Reference

Bibeles

Date
\\ February 2003

Middleton
Manchester

N
\) Zav

Thank you for your letter dated 27 January, which was passed to this office. We are the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying
objects’.

You requested a copy of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham
Forest, Suffolk in 1980. The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the
MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme on the Internet and can be viewed at
www.foi.mod.uk A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these papers.
Alternatively, if you wish to see all the material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme,
please search under UFQO.

Yours Siacericliy




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

¥* TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** Wro_s

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS LA FfFf TORefNo 1(R2 /2003
Date 6"d T=hn 200F,

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department’.

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

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on_

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In -

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

»» ALTHOTIId HOIH V NHATD HI OL *=x

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

g CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Yy &

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002
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faf’

Dear

-~

MIDDLETON

MANCHESTER .

Sir/Medam.
I believe the U F.0. sighting

Rear R. A, F. Weodbridge of mere then 20yrs
8ge has been released by the gaveﬁ?ent
under the freedem eof infermatien aet. I am
refering te the M, 0. D.ss restrieted
(Rendlesham file) in which a glewing triag?lar
object was diseribedin the woods, this file
ie noew released ag part of the opening of the
inner workings ef Whitehall. I weuld
&ppreciate an actual aeeurate copy eof this
file. =2né alse the statementsz of the AMERICAN

army persenell whe emtered the weod andhad a
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