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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 %MB?'Q:/
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Crewe Our Reference:
Cheshire D/DAS/64/2

2 March 2006

Dear SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 28 February
2006, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if 1 explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 28 February 2006 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

28 February 2006
22.00L

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

Very bright lights were seen for over half
an hour.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

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

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

Just said over Crewe.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

They were hovering quite slowly from side
to side.

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

Not given.




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Crewe Police gave the Das answerphone

number to _who then left a

message.

10.

Name, address and
telephone no of informant.

A

Crewe
Cheshire

11.

Other witnesses.

Not given.

12.

Remarks.

aid that the lights were too
bright to be from an aeroplane or a
helicopter. That they were an odd shape
too.
Said that she had had a sighting in Crewe
before, and that other people had witnessed
it too. She went to the Police Station this
time, and they gave her the Das
answerphone number. Also, the Daily Mail
and the Crewe Chronicle did an article on
the sighting she and others had seen a few
weeks before.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

1 March 2006
11.30L




From: IR

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

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

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

[Section 40] | 27 February 2006

RN ccion 40 |

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 16 February
2006, the details of which you passed to the Public Minister’s office. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 16 February 2006 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely
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= OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To im(sa;) '  TORefNo_ 1644 "~ 12006
CC. ) 1 -
Date qu' e ol

The Prime Minister/ SofS/Min(AF YMin(DP)/USofS/MOD” has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the pyblic, which this office has neither re‘Eained nor
acknowledged. Please send a reply on beha}f,gg 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. e
Most correspondence involves some form of request for information — even if it is only a request

for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to [
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything AN
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence )
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information

toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI'guidance from DG Info (see

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated

as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by

DG Info.

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence.

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
Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB

_ DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk.

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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From: @ hotmail.com]

Sent: 22 February 2006 22:24

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: See attachment - Shooting Star Document - what is it ?

Shooting Stars.doc

(43 KB) ,
I have been asked to resend the attached document to you from a different

email address.

My wife and I saw what appeared to be either a UFO, Shooting Star or something
whilst out for a walk with our two dogs. Date & time are within the attached document
which has been saved in Microsoft Word 2003.

From:

Ramsgate
Kent

Telephone:
Mobile Phone:




BREAKING NEWS: UFO / SHOOTING STAR SIGHTING

viscrviry S & AMsoATE. KENT EEEIRD

THURSDAY 16™ FEBRUARY 2006.

TIME: 21.25hrs (Thursday 16th February 2006)

POSITION OF SIGHTING [ RREIR 2msgate, Kent. SRuele Erigland.

My wife and I were out a little while ago walking our dogs in an Ant-Clockwise direction
around the village o sgate, Kent.

To our amazement, we saw a SHOOTING STAR / UFO travelling extremely fast from a
North Easterly direction and heading in a South Westerly direction approximately 30'
from the Horizontal and 30' from the Vertical (angles). It was bright Blue/White in colour
and travelled across the Island of Thanet from what appeared to be the Birchington area
and headed out towards Deal/Dover.

Tt was far to fast to be an areoplane - even a military jet etc. It made no noise whatsoever.
The sky was totally clear, no fog or damp. We could see numerous BRIGHT STARS
around us and especially overhead. We did see the red flashing light of an areoplane —
this appeared to be a piston engined light aircraft by the manner that it flew. This was a
few moments after we had witnessed either a UFO or a Shooting Star. It was at a much
higher angle above us - approximately 90' from the horizontal.

Where we were, walking down _at 21.25hrs when we saw it.
My wife said, "Was that a ‘Shooting Star’?" I said yes it must have been. I couldn't get
the words out quickly enough. It was very exciting to see such a miraculous event.

I studied_with the Open University, and there was a painting by
William Dyce depicting Art & Nature in Victorian Culture & Society of Pegwell Bay. In

the foreground was Charles Darwin and his wife together with her sister picking up
Fossils from Pegwell Bay. Directly above them in the sky was a picture of Haley's Comet
in what appeared to be a similar position in the sky except a few degrees higher. The
comet was travelling in what appeared to be the very same direction. I wrote to Patrick
Moore about this particular comet and he said that the Victorian's would not have seen
Haley's Comet in that part of the Sky. However, the other year when Haley's Comet came
around again it did appear in our night Sky above Thanet only this time travelling in a
North Westerly direction.

I have also seen similar occurencies to these fast flying lights or shooting stars in the sky,
witnessed once by an ex-girlfriend in 1969. This too was travelling in a South to South
Westerly direction. Again a few years later another occurrence similar to this I saw and
was witnessed by a school teacher friend of mine when my wife and I lived in Minster,
Thanet in 1977. On that occassion my friend and I saw three very bright lights in the sky.




They seemed to hover above us before suddenly, and without any warning shoot off in a
South to South Westerly direction and disappearing from view so fast that we assumed
they must have been visitors from outer space. I wrote to Patrick Moorte who just
RUBBISHED ME over what we saw and said that it must have been an aeroplane.
However, several other sightings were made at that time which appeared on the news.

Returning to the Shooting Star that we saw tonight, it could not have been a Meteorite or
anything falling from the sky and entering our atmosphere as it was BLUE WHITE AND
VERY CLEAR AND BRIGHT. Meteorites might appear to fly very fast, but they are red
in colour and leave a trail of sparks as they enter the earths atmosphere as well as when
they come down through the atmosphere.

It definately was not anything from this world, it was too fast, made no noise, and if it
was travelling less than several thousands of miles an hour it would have been a miracle.

Tt wasn't a firework either. We've seen plenty of those in our life time. It definately was
not a flare they travel much slower than this particular star. It was brilliantly lit up as a
BLUE WHITE LIGHT.

On each of these three occasions the very bright BLUE WHITE LIGHTS were travelling
in the same direction and on each occasion they were as fast as the one my wife and I
witnessed tonight.

Hopefully, you will pass this onto the right people and we can have a reply to that effect.
It would be nice to know if anyone else saw it in the sky at the same time as us, and just
how far away they were from us.

Yours sincerely

Ramsgate
Kent

Telephone EESISIRUINN

Mobile Phone: _
Email 1 SIS @hotmail.com

Email 2 btinternet.com

Fmeil S
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

S

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

21 February 2006
19.45L

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

A blue ball of light, with a tail at the end
was seen.

Exact position of observer.

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

Outside.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

(A landmark may be more
helpful than a roughly

estimated bearing.)

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

Was moving quite fast across the sky.

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

_ said the sky was very clear.

—



9. | To whom reported. The sighting was reported to RAF Lucas,
(Police, military, press etc) | who then in turn left a message on Das
answerphone.

10. | Name, address and

telephone no of informant.
Scotland
g'? o quil address -
\A(\QX‘ .

11. | Other witnesses. None.

12. | Remarks. _said the sighting was very
strange and certainly was not a normal
aircraft.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 22 February 2006
10.30L




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

AURN \ E- e
Tox= Qo

Date and time of sighting. | 15 February 2006
(Duration of sighting.) 20.40L
Description of object. Two bright lights, which were then

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

joined by a third bright light which flew
along side them.

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

Indoors in her car driving to Mitcham in
Surrey.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

-\V51s driving through Tooting.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

They were flying across the sky and
then stopped and hovered, and then they
all shot off in different directions.

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

Not given.




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

sent the sighting to us, but
then asked if any other sightings had
been reported to the MOD from the
same area. | have drafted an FOI letter

back to_

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

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. aid that at first, she thought
they were aeroplanes, but the minute
they started to hover, she realised that
they weren’t.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 21 February 2006




From: EEEIECI

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

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

17 February 2006

Dear IR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 10 February
2006, the details of which you passed to RAF Lyneham. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 10 February 2006 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely
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Fax from 15782786 13:44 Pg: 3

Royal Air Force Lyneham
Chippenham, Wiltshire SN15 4PZ

Telephone: ilit thwork:_
Fax:
_ Our reference: [LYN/5002/10/Air

Marlborough
Witls Date: 14 February 06

Thank you for your recent telephone call regarding an Unidentified Flying Object near Savernake Forest.

Our records show there was one Hercules aircraft flying in the area that night. The crew report nothing
matching your description, though several helicopters were scen. Unfortunntely, that is the only investigation
into this matter that we can process at RAF Lyncham, however, 1 have passed details of your query on to the
Ministry of Defence. 1 have enclosed the MoD low flying leaflet which contains contact addresses should you
wish to liase with them directly. 1 am sorry that T cannot assist you further with your enquiries.

Yours sincerely

Fit Lt
for Officer Commanding

Enclosure:

1. Military Low Flying — An Essential Skill

()
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Royal Air Force Lyneham :
Chippenham, Wiltshire SN15 4PZ %

Telephone: ilitary Network-
Fax:

Our reference: LYN/5002/10/Air

Marlborough

h Date: 14 February 06

LS ccion 40

Thank you for your recent telephone call regarding an Unidentified Flying Object near Savernake Forest.

Our records show there was one Hercules aircraft flying in the area that night. The crew report nothing
matching your description, though several helicopters were seen. Unfortunately, that is the only investigation
into this matter that we can process at RAF Lyneham, however, I have passed details of your query on to the
Ministry of Defence. I have enclosed the MoD low flying leaflet which contains contact addresses should you
wish to liase with them directly. I am sorry that I cannot assist you further with your enquiries.

Yours sincerely

Fit Lt
for Officer Commanding

Enclosure:

1. Military Low Flying — An Essential Skill

()

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE



!- feedback @ www.mod.uk

Sent: 07 February 2006 14:08
To: webmaster @dgics.mod.uk
Subject: L.ow Flying Enquiry

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Tuesday, February 7,
2006 at 14:08:23

txtEmail :gmai 1.com

txtCountry: UK

txtComments: Not a complaint but curiosity rather. I was out walking the dogs today
just outside of Colchester when I saw 3 lights in the sky, a bit like fluorescent
light strips with a yellow tinge, very bright. One disappeared from the right then
another appeared from the left. They seemed to float a bit occasionally disappearing
then reappearing, after two minutes they were gone. All distinctly odd. Expected to
see helicopters from the Colchester garrison but the lights seemed the wrong shape and
I have never seen 4 together like that before apparently going nowhere. No response
needed but if you had other reports of strange lights please add this one.


The National Archives
Colchester
Three lights in the sky, Colchester, Essex, 7 February 2006.
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

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

[Section 40/ | 30 January 2006

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 30 January
2006, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 30 January 2006 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

30 January 2006
06.00L

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

A light was seen travelling rapidly due
South West.

Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object was
first seen.

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

t said he saw the light over

Shrewsbury.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

Was moving across the sky at a fast speed.

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

Clear.




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Shrewsbury
Shropshire
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Said that the light was moving across the
sky, seemed to leave a white trail behind.
Then there were aircraft seen moving in the
same direction behind the light.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 30 January 2006
10.45L
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“HERE TO INFORM”

LIVINGSTON
WEST LOTHIAN

23/01/06

Dear Sir/Madam,

I have received a report of a Ufo sighting
across the skies above Dunfermline in Fife here in Scotland.
This sighting happened on the 15™ of December 2005 at <~ &%\\\c\?\g,
9:15pm.It was seen flying above a passenger jet that was o
travelling from north to south.

The witness to this sighting stated that the best way he could

describe the shape of the Ufo was that of a stealth fighter and <

was black in colour. Could you tell me if there was any Military o\»&c{o\(\
activity in the area at this time.

Thanking you in anticipation

Director of E2WUFOS
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING W

1. | Date and time of sighting. 24 January 2006
(Duration of sighting.) 16.20L

2. | Description of object. An object was moving across the sky and
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | looked like it was on fire. It was cigar
brightness, noise.) shaped and silver in colour.

3. | Exact position of observer. Outdoors, didn’t say where.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

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

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

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




9. | To whom reported. Came through on my — [ElSSHSaRAN- Das
(Police, military, press etc) sec) personal work number/answerphone.
10. | Name, address and telephone no | No details given.
of informant.
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. The man on the phone, just said it was an
extraordinary sight.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 25 January 2006
11.20L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 20 721
e-mail das-ufo-office@mod.
%oolmcg !!FO Research Group 8%&%5%2‘7%“
Date
London 27 January 2006

Dear SIS0

I am writing regarding your recent letter concerning UFO sightings near Rendlesham Forest in
Suffolk.

First, let me clarify the Ministry of Defence position with regard to such sightings. 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 extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded, but to
date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena. Our sole reason for examining the UFO sighting reports we receive, is to see
whether they provide any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat
to the United Kingdom from an external source, 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.

This does not mean, however, that the MOD relies on the public to inform us of aerial activity that
might be a threat. The integrity of the United Kingdoms'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 Policing Area 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). 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.

With regard to your comments about Mr Pope and propagation of “dis-information”, I should
inform you that while Mr Pope is still an employee of the MOD, he no longer works in this
department and has not done so for more than 11 years. He now pursues his interest in this
subject in a private capacity and the views he expresses are entirely his own and do not reflect
those of the MOD. As for your comment that the MOD receives Rapport magazine, I can inform



you that the MOD does not subscribe. It is of course possible that Mr Pope has taken out a private
subscription for his own interest. @

With regard to 25" Anniversary meetings at Rendlesham Forest in December 2005, we are aware
that there has been public and media interest in marking this event and there continue to be those
who wish to visit the forest on a regular bases. However, the MOD has received no substantiated
evidence over the past 25 years to suggest that our original assessment in the early 1980s that
there was nothing of defence concern, was incorrect and we have no reason to believe there
should be any such concern today. All the papers the MOD holds on the Rendlesham Forest
incident have been released to the public and can be viewed on our Freedom of Information
Publication Scheme at www.foi.mod.uk.

In your letter you mention a threat to civilian air traffic but I can assure you there is nothing to
substantiate this concern. You also mention “illegal” helicopter flights in the area. I do not
understand what you mean by this statement. Army Air Corp Wattisham is a helicopter base close
to Rendlesham Forest where Appache and Linx helicopters are flown. RAF Mildenhall, a base
used by the United States Air Force, is also in the area and MH53 helicopters are flown from here.
It is therefore possible that there will be military helicopter activity in this area, including those
conducting low flying training, below 500 feet and possibly down to ground level. It is necessary
to conduct some of this essential training in the hours of darkness. Low flying training is not
conducted over Woolwich, so this is not something that may generally be familiar to you and your
group members.

Finally, thank you for the details of your sighting in Rendlesham Forest in December 2005. We
are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace
was breached by unauthorised aircraft activity on this occasion and as indicated above we
therefore have no reason to attempt to positively identify what you saw. Your report will be stored
with the records we hold on such events. Please find enclosed your floppy disk which I assume
you may wish to keep.

Yours sincerely,



The National Archives
Helicopters
MoD letter describes the military helicopters that operate in and around the Rendlesham forest area, January 2006.
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Woolwich UFO Research Group

o 1]

London

e Section 40 |
—

Enclosed is part of a recent sightings report compiled for Rapport magazine
concerning the 25™ Anniversary Skywatch at Rendlesham in Dec’2005.

We usually don’t talk to the M.O.D. as they claim to have ‘only a limited interest in
UFO sightings.’ EESTSRIVI DAS 4a1(Sec) (23 November 2000)..... probably
actually the last time we bothered to write concerning our sightings at Nationwide
skywatches and the years of dis-information propaganda by your employee’s such as
Nick Pope. '

However over the past 6 months we have noted a large increase in confirmed UFO
sightings by our member, members at the Witness Support Group and from other UK
based UFO Groups. T

There were approx 100 people at this years 25™ Rendlesham anniversary and this
generated some genuine media interest. I have personally been skywatching there as
you are aware (by your surveillance) for some 20 years and am usually able to visit at
least twice a month. This is just one of the areas in the UK I visit on a regular basis.

On this night in question (a full report is available from the Witness Support Group
in the magazine Rapport, which we know the MOD receive as Nick Pope subscribes),
a sighting of an unknown craft was made 3 times (also similar to a craft seen recently
on Shooters Hill in London), by many witnesses.

Hence out of good faith we enclose a copy of the original image for your files and
hope you will be either able to shed some light on the matter or match it up to
previous sightings you have gathered. Don’t worry if you have to keep your findings
secret; between all the UK Research Groups we probably have a larger data base than
the MOD.

My main cause for concern is that the constant (weekly) sightings in the Rendlesham
area pose a threat to civilian air traffic (I believe UA37 & 38 run above this area?). |
doubt these incursions into UK airspace would pose a threat to the ‘illegal’ helicopter
night flights in this area, as the American authorities confirmed this to us over 5 years
ago. We have witnessed and filmed these US terrestrial helicopters perform
manoeuvres at close range that most people would ascribe to UFO’s. We have no
argument with them as we know this is necessary military training, over a largely un-
populated area.

We have no wish to join the mili
on any of our skywatche

Yours truly,

Dear Sir,

, but your members are most welcome to join in

g-ma,§¥:_freeserve.c0.tsk



' RENDLESHAM ANNIVERSARY (DEC’2005)
@  UFO LIGHT BLASTED IN GREEN =

From light blasting the original image in green, it can be seen that the UFO has a ‘hard’ edge (seen in yel-
low, possibly distorted by movement, or its propulsion system?). The image as witnessed by the naked eye
was yellowish/orange. Slightly more of this hard edge can be seen on the lower underside of the craft, show-
ing it is a 3 dimensional image. The wire fence can be seen through the edge of the light blasted image, but
not the same point clearly on the originali, thus proving it is behind the wire fence and in the distance. A
plume of light can be seen infront of the UFO, (as seen on similar craft, possibly evidence of the propuision
system ‘warping’ the space infront of it, into which it moves?). Finaily a graded corona can be seen around
the craft, which was also witnessed by the naked eye, and continued when the craft ‘vanished’. None of
these artifacts are ever seen in enhancements of ‘dust bunnies’ & nocturnal insects, caught in a digitai cam-
era flash. The original image is available for inspection. It was taken in the early hours of the moming of
27/28th Dec'05, by jear the Folly House boundary fence, with a Fujifilm Finepix 1300 (1.3 meg
camera). Three similar sightings were witnessed that evening, each lasting about 30 seconds. About the
time it takes to boot up this camera. lts direction of travel was from the bottom left to top right of the image.
Its size approx a 2p piece at arms length and completely silent. When it vanished, it left a ‘moving’ afterglow
for several seconds.

i

Yellow ‘hard’ edge of
craft, proving 3D shape,
thicker on underside,
nearer camera.

Graded corona around

craft, the fence can be

seen through the edge
of this.

Plume of light in front of
the craft in direction of
fravel.

Digital enhancement in Photoshop by_|This is image is not copyright and can be shared for
scientific puposes; as long as the correct sighting details and photographer is quoted. Like the terrorist the
ufologist only has to be lucky once. If we are prepared to skywatch in all conditions (this one was pretty
harsh, heavy snow fall, and some of the coldest nights in 19 years in Southern England) and put our faith
in hard science; to analyse the data we collect, we will find 100% proof of the extistence of Alien craft and

the ET's who pilot them. Why not join that search?


The National Archives
Photo
Photograph of ‘orb’ taken in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk, in December 2005 on the 25th anniversary of the famous UFO incident.
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. (Date and time not given). — ©5 .
(Duration of sighting.)
2. | Description of object. There was a sighting of an object by a

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | member of the public.
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was The object was seen flying over High
first seen. Wycombe, Buckinghamshire.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. A member of the public reported the
(Police, military, press etc) sighting to Thames Valley Police, who then
in turn left a message on Das answerphone,
but with no details or number to ring back
PC_O ask for the name and
address of the member of the public, so I
could correspond back with him/her.
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant. No details given to me on the answerphone,
as above.

11. | Other witnesses. PC % said that there were other
witnesses to this object, but didn’t give any
details.

12. | Remarks. Not given.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 22 December 2005
10.30L
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. REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING W’/

1. | Date and time of sighting. (Date and time not given). - oL .
(Duration of sighting.)

2. | Description of object. A member of the public said that they saw
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | four small, bright red lights, moving slowly
brightness, noise.) across the sky.

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was The lights were seen over Bony Lake, Mid
first seen. Lothian.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.
7. | Movements and speed. They were moving quite slow, behind one
(side to side, up or down, another.

constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

The person reported it to the Borders Police
in Scotland, but the Police Officer
who left a message about the sighting, on
Das answerphone, did not leave his number
or any other details, for me to be able to
ring him and get the details of the person
who had the sighting to correspond back to
them!

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

No details given, to me on the
answerphone, as above.

11.

Other witnesses.

Not given.

12.

Remarks.

The Police Officer reckoned that a few
other people could have seen the lights in
that area too.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

10 January 2006
10.30L




Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

From: SR w

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

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

Your Reference:

Bony Lake Our Reference:
Mid Lothian D/DAS/64/2

Date:
10 January 2006

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2006, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

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

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. (Date and time not given). — ob .
(Duration of sighting.)

2. | Description of object. There were five orange lights that were
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | quite bright and moving slowly across the
brightness, noise.) sky.

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was The five lights were moving Northwards
first seen. over Bony Lake, Mid Lothian.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. —said that the lights were
(side to side, up or down, moving quite slowly and in a sort of
constant, moving fast, slow) formation.

8. | Weather conditions during Quite clear.
observation.

(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Bony Lake
Mid Lothian
Scotland

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. _ said that the lights were very
strange and thought that she had better
report the incident, because they were
definitely not aircraft.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 10 January 2006
10.45L




Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

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

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

o

Your Reference:
Ely Our Reference:
Cambs D/DAS/64/2
Sociion 40 Date
10 January 2006

peer SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2005, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

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

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely



REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. (Date and time not given).
(Duration of sighting.)

2. | Description of object. Just a sighting.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving,)

4. | How object was observed. Not given.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Ely
Cambs
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 6 January 2006
11.30L
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 M

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

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

Your Reference:

Whitstable Our Reference:
Kent D/DAS/64/2

10 January 2006

Do IR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 24 December
2005, the details of which you passed to the Public Ministers Office. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 24 December 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




" for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information

To_DeS(A)Pf  TORdNo 004206
i A | | e g ( 6 .

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 refanor ,
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department . L

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

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information — even ifit is only a request
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for respondingto

correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is nonaeﬁlwdo anything
differently as this wili meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence

#%TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, frack 1T st o the Access to Informatio

toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see Lo
http:/aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance uced by
DG Info. ; , . SR

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review

2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB

_ DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: a nnst%llorr&spondcme@nmd.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at ht:p://maia.deﬂnce.nwduk/m_pad/PadBrchﬂUGuid.hm

lfyoudonothaveaccesstoﬂwImmnd,plemeinfomtthinimﬁalCo;nsWUnit.

#* TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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From: _@ aol.com

Sent: 01 January 2006 17:52
To: public @ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFO

Just to report that UFOs were sighted by myself along with 2 other adults at approx 9.20pm on Christmas
Eve 2005.

3 bright orange lights approached from the same direction. 2 then paired and the 3rd stayed behind. Then
all 3 became smailer and smaller (one assumed they were travelling upwards). Before they had finished
their ‘ascent' a 4th orange light appeared and ‘followed' the other 3.

Sincerely

Whitstable

03/01/2006



The National Archives
Report
Email report of orange globes in the sky from Whitstable, Kent, on Christmas Eve 2006


From SRS

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard)
(Fax)

- Your Reference:
Immingham Our Reference:
North East Lincolnshire D/DAS/64/2

6 January 2006

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2005, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

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

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. (Date and time not given).
(Duration of sighting.)

2. | Description of object. The object had red, blue and white lights
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | and was flickering, it was there for over
brightness, noise.) half an hour.

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was The object was seen over Louth,
first seen. Lincolnshire.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Was stationary in the sky.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Immingham
North East Lincolnshire

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. said the object was very still in
the sky, and didn’t look like it was in a
hurry to go anywhere!!! That is was very
strange. Could not explain what it was.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 5 January 2006
11.45L
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your Reference:
Leigh-on-Sea Our Reference:
Essex D/DAS/64/2

6 January 2006

o ciion 40

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 18 December
20035, the details of which you left on our answerphone. I have also just received the photograph
and e.mail that you sent through to the Public Ministers Office. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’.

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 18 December 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

With regards to the photograph, we have not made attempts to identify the dot, as mentioned
above, we have a limited interest in the subject of UFO’s and do not investigate into sightings.



Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 18 December 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 07.45L
2. | Description of object. itook a photograph of the sky and
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | when he was putting that photograph and
brightness, noise.) various others on his computer, noticed the
dot in the sky. He said it did not look like
an aircraft.
3. | Exact position of observer. The photograph was taken outside his
Geographical location. house.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. Camera, as in when the photographs had
(Naked eye, binoculars, other been developed.
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was The dot was over Leigh-on-Sea.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Quite far, as it was just a dot.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Leigh-on-Sea
Essex
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. -1said that he would send a copy of
the photograph for us to look at.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 5 January 2006
11.30L
2
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* 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

OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE -

CC.

1o DAS (o) &P TO RefNo 6 06

Date ‘C' "l — g 5

——

The’Prime Minister/ Sof‘S[Min(AF)/Mirx(DP)/’USOi'S/MOD* has received the attached
~ correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither resained nor
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department .

Mmlstcrs attach great nnportmce to correspondence being answered promptl , and your reply
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information — even if it is only a request
for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be

* toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see

withheld, then yOushOuldu'catitasaFOIfi request, track it using the Access 10 Intormatio

http://aitportal/defauit.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. ~ ,

%% .Klm()lﬁd HOIH V NAAID Hd OL #»

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB

BRI : Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministen!—Correspondcncc@mod.uk,

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod. wk/min_parl/PariBrch/TOGuid.him

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ek

* Delete as appropriate.

Q)

IKVESTOR 1N PEOPLE:

Revised January 2006
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From: F@btintemet.com]

Sent: 22 December 2005 17:09
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFO ?

Dear sir

This was a ramdom photograph taken Sunday 18/12/05 at 7.45am.

It was only when I loaded them on to my computer that afternoon that I noticed

the spot in the middle, when magnified several times it has a shape unlike any aircraft that I know
of Perhaps you could get the photo enhanced and let me know what you think it is.

yours faithfully

Leigh-on-Sea
Essex

Yahoo! Messenger NEW - crystal clear PC to PC calling worldwide with voicemail

03/01/2006







From: EEEICIRCI

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

Bishopstoke Our Reference:

Eastlei : D/DAS/64/2
Date:

22 December 2005

Do SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 13 December
2005, the details of which you passed to the Public Ministers office. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 13 December 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

. **TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

e e Lowo FQ{[NG’/ UCOs /E-MAIL
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Date_ |4 —(\ <3

The Prime Nﬁnista/SofSMin(AF)Mh(DP)/USofSMOD' has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor o

- 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, =

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

‘correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything

differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might needtobe ~
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see ‘
http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by

DG Info.

‘Iiisvitalthatbmnchesensurethe&have simple systems to record and track correspondence.

reeeivedﬁommembmofthepubﬁc.ﬁishlfomaﬁmshmﬂdbemgtﬂaﬂymmitmadand
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review

- 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. -

~ 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
Floor 5, Zone-A, Main Building, Whit SWI1A 2HB

_DII: Minist orrespondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk.

mawm@mmmammmummmwmmumymmmmmmmm
, =8 @l C tence Unit.

I you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministexial

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

0

" Revised January 2005
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From: ST
Sent: 14 December 2005 23:36
To: public@ ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Lights in the sky
Dear MOD,

Please do not waste your time on this unless it is of any interest.

On December the 13th 2005 at approx 19:45 | was traveling west bound on the M27. Whilst passing the junction for
Hedge | noticed a green light trail pass through the sky.

The trail of light was almost luminous green in colour, very high in the sky and traveling at an amazing speed. Ifl
was to try and describe what | saw more accurately, and bear with me here, | would say it looked like a rocket or
bullet from a computer game traveling at extremely high speed leaving behind a plasma like green trail. This
whizzed through the sky and was gone in what | imagine was less than a second.

Although | imagine lights at this location are common, what with Southampton Airport further down the road this
was traveling way too fast to be an aircraft.

The only thing | have seen that could compare in terms of speed is a shooting star. This however seemed much
closer to earth and was a very different colour to what | have seen in the past.

Not sure if this would be of interest to the MOD or whether you have a meteorological department that would benefit
from this information.

Kind regards

Eastleiih

16/12/2005



From: EECTIRCINN \

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 \\@M‘f

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

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

Your Reference:

Peebles Our Reference:
Borders D/DAS/64/2

Date:

18 December 2005

per EEEEETEEI

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 16 December
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘“UFO’ sightings for 16 December 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Finally, you asked if someone in this office could call you back. We do not contact members of
the public to discuss UFOs or other phenomena, we correspond by letter or e.mail.



Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

16 December 2005
14.10L

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

The object was small and silver in colour.

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

Not given.

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

With the naked eye.

5. | Direction in which object was
first seen.

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

The object was seen over Peebles. Flew
over the Borders region, from right to left
» R <~

6. | Approximate distance.

Just said quite close.

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

Was flying twice the speed of a military
aircraft in a very straight line.

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

Not given.




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Peebles
Borders

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. said that he would like
someone in this office to call him back, that
we would probably like to ask him lots of
questions!! He said he is a retired Civil
Servant.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 18 December 2005
11.30L
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Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
" Swansea D/DAS/64/2
West Glamorgan . Date:
18 December 2005

Do SRR

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

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

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

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

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

Finally, you asked for someone in this office to get back to you. We do not contact members of the
public to discuss UFOs or other phenomena, we correspond by letter or e.mail.




Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




Q*S%w S Nt (‘%S&OS

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

)

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

(Date and time not given).

Description of object.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,

brightness, noise.)

Just said a UFO.

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

Not given.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

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

The UFO was flying over the bay to the
West of Swansea.

Approximate distance. Not given.
Movements and speed. Was going quite fast.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during Not given.

observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no

of informant.

Swansea
West Glamorgan

11.

Other witnesses.

12.

Remarks.

-Cousin saw the UFO too.

aid that he and his cousin saw
the UFO at the beginning of the year, but
didn’t report it. They then thought that
perhaps they should, because they thought

it was their duty to tell the MOD of what
they had seen.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

18 December 2005
10.45L




From SECIECIN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
East Lothian D/DAS/64/2
Scotland Date:

_ 15 December 2005

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

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

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

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

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

Finally, you asked for someone in this office to call you back. We do not contact members of the
public to discuss UFOs or other phenomena, we correspond by letter or e.mail.



Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

(Date and time not given).

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

A UFO.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

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

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Das answerphone.

ast Lothian
Scotland

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Just said that she wanted someone from our
office to call her back.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 15 December 2005
10.45L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 14 December 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 07.15L

2. | Description of object. The witness said that the object looked a bit
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | like a shooting star. Was very bright and
brightness, noise.) had a trail behind it.

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

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

5. | Direction in which object was Was flying from North to South over
first seen. Edinburgh.

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

6. | Approximate distance. In the distance.

7. | Movements and speed. -| Shooting very fast across the sky.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Das answerphone.

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Caller did not give his name or full address.

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. The caller said that it probably was just a
shooting star and not a UFO!
Could have even been a meteorite?

13. | Date and time of receipt. 14 December 2005
11.45L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

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

13 December 2005

pl occion 40

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2005, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

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

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




13
-
3

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. (Date and time not given).
(Duration of sighting.)

2. | Description of object. Twelve objects were seen in the sky, flying
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | higher than a normal aeroplane. He said
brightness, noise.) they were like strange vehicles in the sky.

3. | Exact position of observer. Indoors, and thenent outdoors
Geographical location. for a better look. They then disappeared.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

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

5. | Direction in which object was Over his farm in Waterlooville.
first seen.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.
7. | Movements and speed. Not given.

(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Das answerphone.

10.

Name, address and telephone no

of informant.

Waterlooville

Hants

11.

Other witnesses.

Not given.

12.

Remarks.

said that he hopes we don’t think
he is mad, but he could not believe what he
was seeing. The strange objects were in
formations — three in a line, two in a line,

some flying over others. He said he is very
baffled by what he saw.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

13 December 2005
11.30L
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Boston Date:
Lincolnshire 6 December 2005

peer SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 19 November
2005, the details of which you passed to RAF Coningsby. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 19 November 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.



Yours sincerely




Media & Communication Office
RAF Coningsby :
Lincoln LN4 48Y

Your Reference

Telephone
(Direct Dial)
(Fax)

Our Reference
CON/2133/3/0RG
Boston

Dat
Lincolnshire N

_ 28 November 2005

Dear SRS

| am writing to acknowledge your letter to the Media & Communications
Officer at RAF Coningsby on 21 November 2005 regarding unidentified
flying objects sighted on19 November 2005.

I can confirm that your details have been forwarded to the office of the
Directorate of Air Staff at the Ministry of Defence, Whitehall who
monitor all information received.

Yours sincerely

Administrative Officer
For Officer Commanding
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el Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 \W

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference;

Sheerness Our Reference:
Kent D/DAS/64/2

24 November 2005

e I

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 22 November
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFO’ sighting for 22 November 2005, and that was from Sheerness in Kent. We are satisfied that
there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

22 November 2005
(Time not given).

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

Five lights in the sky, that looked very
strange. The lights were flashing.

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

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

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

5. | Direction in which object was
first seen.

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

The lights were seen over Gillingham in
Kent.

6. | Approximate distance.

In the distance.

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

Not given.

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

Seen at night time.




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

10. | Name, address and telephone no _

of informant.
Sheerness
Kent

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. said that the lights were very
strange, and that they seemed to be
constantly changing formation as they
moved through the sky. Wondered if our
radar would have sighted anything?

13. | Date and time of receipt. 23 November 2005
11.45L




From: IR

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

o S

Your Reference:
Sheerness Our Reference:
Kent D/DAS/64/2

24 November 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 22 November
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFO’ sighting for 22 November 2005, and that was from Sheerness in Kent. We are satisfied that
there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 22 November 2005
(Duration of sighting.) (Time not given).
2. | Description of object. A “V’ shape of dim lights, that went into a

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | straight line, and then back into a V again.
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

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

6. | Approximate distance. In the distance.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Was dark, as it was later in the evening.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Das answerphone.

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

Sheerness
Kent

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Just said that the sighting was very strange
and that it certainly was not an aircraft.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 23 November 2005
11.30L
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Filey D/DAS/64/2
North Yorkshire Date:

_ 28 November 2005

S cion 20—

I am writing with reference to your letter and the list of UFO reports you sent to us.

When we receive UFO reports, they are logged on our system and then filed in the order in which
they are received. We do not investigate the reports, as the Ministry of Defence has a limited
interest in the subject of UFOs. 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 unauthorised aircraft.

Your letter and list of reports will be placed on our files.

Yours sincerely




Official UFO Reports

R P

FILEY]
North Yorkshire

Dear/sir or madam

Here are sightings that have been reported to my organization , there are a
number of reports of my own. I have put my initials at the side.



The National Archives
Sightings in Filey
List of ‘UFO’ sightings in the Filey area of North Yorkshire, 2004-5.



January 10™

Scarborough
Big Silver light

I was on Albert Drive when I saw the object like a big silver ball in the sky,
it moved off at speed to the North East.

January
10.00PM

North Wales AS
Bright lights

I was on my way to Llandudno when I saw the lights in the sky dancing in
the sky.

January31st
4.30PM
Scarborough
Light bulbs in sky

From Scarborough Evening post
January 19

6.45PM

Shropshire

Lights in the sky

January 19™
6.50PM
Shropshire
Beam of light

January 19"

6.35PM

Shropshire

Beam of light
February 4"

8.00PM

Bridlington North bay
Group of light’s



I noticed the group of hight’s in the sky moving erratically to the West. They
just seemed to fade away.

February 14®

7.05PM

Selby

Crescent shape object

I was out side when I noticed the object, I went for my video camera but the
object had gone.

February 14®
8.55PM
Selby

I had been out side earlier and seen a Crescent shaped object in the sky.
But this time I was reedy,

February 15

5.15AM

Scarborough

Two large Orange lights

I was fishing near the sealife centre Scarborough when I saw the object like
two Orange ball’s in the sky.

February 15%
1.00AM
Selby

White light

I was on my way to the petrol station as I had run out of cigarettes, when I
noticed the Light in the sky. It moved slow like it was floating but it stopped
For a couple of minutes. It started to move in the direction of Hull.

February 19®

7.45PM

Wales near Llangollen

Orange lights

I saw a number of lights in the sky.

March 13th



11.00PM
Filey
Lights in sky

I was out with the dog when I saw lights in the sky they seemed to be
dancing about the sky.

April 18"

5.00PM

A64

Silver ball

I was on my way home from collage when I looked out of the window; to
my surprise I say the Silver ball in the sky it seemed to be stationary. It went
in to a cloud and I did not see it again.

April 29™
2

I;embrokeshire
White square like box

I saw the thing in the sky like a White square like box, travelling towards
new port.

May 2™

11.45PM
Flamborough Head
Lights on horizon

I saw several lights on the horizon moving from side to side and up and
down, I watched them for about 15 minutes. They suddenly stopped.

June 7%
11.30PM
Filey

June 18®

10.00PM
M62

We were on our way home from the L.A P.1.S. Conference when we saw the
objects. We saw Two Silver ball one after another travelling West.

Two Silver balls




July 4™
10.00pm
Scarborough

August 6"
10.15PM

Cumbria |
Orange Red lights

I saw about forty Orange & Red lights in the sky.

August 9th
11.00PM

Milton Keynes

Red ball’s in the sky

I had just got on the motorway when I noticed the objects in the sky. They
where travelling North West.

September

October th
11.10PM
Monmouth
Flying saucer

I was in my bed room I looked out of the window and saw the object.
So I filmed it on my mobile phone.

October 14%
... Knight time?
Keswick

October 16
10.40PM
Cayton bay
Fire ball

I could not miss the object like a fire ball in the sky, it was moving to the
North.

October 16%
10.45PM
Muston




Orange ball with tail
I saw the object like an Orange ball with a tail.

October 16™

11.45PM

Redcar

Balls of lights and a streak

October 16
11.40PM
Macclesfield
Disc like object

I saw the object like a Disc in the sky heading west.

October 16
7.30PM

Whitby

Silver ball with tail

I saw what looked like a silver object with a tail travelling north.

October 16

9.00PM

Hull

Pulsing lights in the sky

I watched about five or six Pulsing lights in the sky, moving to the south.

October 16™
8.00PM
Mablethorpe
Silver light & flash

I was going in to the garage when I saw a silver light in the sky then a flash.

October 18%
10.00PM
York

Big star



{ was walking up my street when I saw the object like a big star moving
North West.

October 18™
10.00PM
Withernsea
Exploding lights

I was out with my dog when I saw exploding lights in the sky towards the
caravan site.

October 18™

7.00PM

Filey

Red and Silver light’s

I have seen Red and Silver lights in the sky, I now not believing in UFO’s
but I do not think what I have seen are aircraft?

October 18
7.00PM
Selby
Lights

I saw lights like a Christmas tree decorations moving in the sky.

October 19%
8.50PM

Seamer
Globe falling from the sky

I was on my way to the club when I saw this thing like a Globe fall out of
the sky. It was like the old round white light. It fell in the direction of
Staxton.

October 21

9.15PM

Hunmanby

White ball of light

I had gone out side for a smoke when I saw the object in the sky, like a
White ball.

October 26"
7.15PM



Malton A64
Red lights Triangle

I had just driven on to the A64.when I noticed the object. Three Red lights in
a triangle formation.

October 26™

11.58 PM

Ty ’nat Wales
Explosion in the sky

I was out walking the dogs near my house when I saw the object like a Red
White ball in the sky. It was the size of a sixpence it exploded The whole

sky lit up.

October 27®
6.45PM

Scarborough
Orange balls

I saw the object while I was on my way to Pickering.
October 29"

6.00PM

Al71

Orange ball

I was travelling to Whitby on the A171 when I saw the object.

November 9™

8.30PM

Sleights

Diamond shape craft — object videoed on three separate cameras.
Approached from South East, banked above Whitby and left towards North
Sea in an Easterly direction. Appeared as Two aircraft on top of each other
at times and was followed by at least three tornado fighters which
approached from the west at a range of heights. The object had an unusual
powerful, yellow white, rotating beacon/searchlight at its rear.

November 14 th
11.45PM

Selby

Flying (T ) in the sky
Video on my mobile




1 was out side my back door when we saw the object like a thing I’

December



Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 \4‘(@@ /

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

C &R,

N

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

Your Reference:

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

_ 15 November 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 1 November
2005, the details of which you passed to RAF Coningsby. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 1 November 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




Media & Communication Office

RAF Coningsby, Lincoln, LN4 4SY
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Media & Communication Office
RAF Coningsby
Lincoln LN4 48Y

Telephone

(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Reference
CON/2133/3/0ORG
Date

8 November 2005

Do SR

I am writing to acknowledge your report to RAF Coningsby personnel
regarding unidentified flying objects sited on 1 November 2005.

| can confirm that your details have been forwarded to the office of the
Directorate of Air Staff at the Ministry of Defence, Whitehall who record
all information received.

Yours sincerely

Administrative Officer
For Officer Commanding
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Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 4?/ MB@

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

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

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Truro D/DAS/64/2
Cornwall Date:

_ 14 November 2005
RS S ciion 40 |

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 12 October
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 12 October 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely



REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

12 October 2005
17.40L

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

_hw a bright light above Truro. It

disappeared after about a minute.

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

QOutdoors.

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

With the naked eye and then with
binoculars.

Direction in which object was

The light was seen coming from North

first seen. West heading South East.
(A landmark may be more helpful

than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Approximate distance. Not given.

Movements and speed. Not given.

(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during Not given.

observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Truro
Cornwall
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. aid that the light, could perhaps
have been a satellite. It was very bright.
Would like us to inform him as to what the
light could have been.
13. | Date and time of receipt. | 14 November 2005
11.30L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard)
(Fax)

Your Refercnce:
Cheltenham Qur Reference:
Gloucestershire D/DAS/64/2

Date:

10 November 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 5/6/8
November 2005, the details of which you passed to RAF Innsworth. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 5/6/8 November 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is
no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely
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DOZENS REPORT
SEEING SPOOKY
ORANGE LIGHTS

3 readers have commented on this story. Click
here to read thair views.

10:30 - 25 August 2005

Dozens of peopie have reported seeing
mysterious orange lights above Cheltenham.

The Echo has been inundated with calls from
people who saw the unexplained lights on
Saturday night. John Day, 48, took the
picture of them while hosting a party at his Up
Hatherley home.

He said: "There were about 19 people in the
garden and one of the small girls noticed the
lights in the sky.

“| was taking a picture of our friends who
were celebrating their anniversary and
thought these lights looked strange so |
started taking snaps.

"We thought it was a balloon with lights in at
first, but when it passed over the house we
weren't too sure.

"The girls think it was a UFO. The lights were
strange.”

Coach driver Pamela Bailey, 48, pulled over
when she saw them,

She was driving the Megabus back from
London when she saw the fights from the A40
at Golden Valley.

Mrs Bailey said: "l stopped at the Arie Court
raundabout and the passengers were all
looking up at the sky.

" then moved on to to the Westal Green bus
stop and three men jumped out to have a
look. All the passengers were totally amazed.

"When | got to the depot in Cheltenham all
the other drivers had seen them."

http //wwwi.thisisgloucestershire.co.uk/displayNode jsp?nodeld=139331 &command—... 09/11/2005
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John Creed saw the lights with his wife and
six friends while at a house in Warden Hill
Road, Warden Hill.

He said: "Amazingly, the group seemed at
one point to slowly take on the positions of
the stars in The Plough or Big Dipper, not
unlike those in a scene in the film Close
Encounters of the Third Kind, before drifting
apart again.

"These were definitely nat conventional
aircraft.

"'ve had a keen interest in aircraft since a
boy and have held a private pilot's licence for
the last 33 years, so I'm well aware of the
sort of lights displayed on conventional
aircraft.

"I'm also a retired police officer. We all
agreed that these objects were remarkable
and unlike anything any of us had ever seen
before "

Kevin Downes, 52, was running with his wife
Alexandra in Winchester Way, Warden Hili,
when they saw the lights at 10.30pm. He said
they stopped, hovered above them then
faded and dispersed.

Gloucestershire Airport managing director ian
Statham, told the Echo on Tuesday: “Lights
on aircraft are red, white or green - not
orange.”

Rod Salisbury, secretary of Cotswold
Astronomical Society, says the lights could
not have been meteors.

s Do you know what the orange fights were?

If 50 please call the Echo newsdesk on
01242 271822 or email news@glosecho.co.uk

Your Views

As a local UFO researcher in Glos, | am impressed by
the number of UFQ sightings reported this summer.
Masses of silent, slow moving lights have beenr
eported aver the last couple of months, and this has
lead me to conclude that we are currently
expoeriencing a UFQ flap in the county. Which is mast
unusual, as some years we hardly come across
reports at all. There's an awful ot of activity in the
skies right now over Gloucestershire. Keep your eyes
peeled!

Andy Lloyd, Gloucester

| have been investigating this phenomenon for several
years on Merseyside and | stilt havr't come to a
conclusion about what it is yet. | have many pictures of
them and a full investigaton which is available at
hitp://www.mara.org uk/Halewood_LITS htm | weuld

hrip://www.thisisgloucestershire.co.uk/displ ayNode jsp?nodeld=13933 1 &command=... 09/l 1/2005
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send like to run your story about the Cheltenham lights on
the MARA website and | wondered if you could give
' me permission to do so. You are more than welcome
{0 take anything from the Halewood LITS page of the
MARA website and use it in the Glouscestershire Echo
if you wish.Best Regards,Bill BimsonMerseyside
Anomalies Research Association www.mara.org.uk

Bill Bimson, Liverpool

We love you and help you outwww.universe-
people.com

truskawka, Cheftanham

Comments 1to3of3

Comment on this story

Use the boxes below to give us your comments on the story
above. Your comments will then be published here on the
website and also possibly in-print in the newspaper.

Your Name
Your Location

Your email address(Not for publication)

D Please tick this box if you are happy for someone from the
newspaper or website to contact you via emai! for further
comments.

Comment

N
§

[ Submit Comment |
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AT i ang the Das answerphone, didn’t give date, and said had seen something
in the sky.

She just gave her postcode - and her phone number _

No reply as full address not given.

10 November 2005



From EECCIECI E ’
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 W

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

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

Your Reference:

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

25 October 2005

Stapleford Abbots
Essex

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 23 October
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 23 October 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 23 October 2005
(Duration of sighting.) (Time not given).
2. | Description of object. Just said had a sighting last night.

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

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Was dusky.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

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

Stapleford Abbots
Essex

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Not given.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 24 October 2005
11.30L




b, From: EESICIRCINN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 W
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
Your Reference:
1gwe Our Reference:
Essex D/DAS/64/2

Date:
25 October 2005

e RN

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 20 October
2005, the details of which you passed to Essex Police. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 20 October 2005, from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

Date and time not given.

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

A big, long, shaped object. Like a long
shaft.

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

Outdoors.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

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

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Rest of address not given.

11. | Other witnesses. A friend was with him.

12. | Remarks. Said the sighting was amazing, and that it
was exciting. Couldn’t believe what he was
seeing and that he had rung the Das
answerphone too.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 17 October 2005
10.45L
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

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

12 October 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 10 October
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 10 October 2005 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 10 October 2005
(Duration of sighting.) (Time not given).
2. | Description of object. Just said a sighting.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)
3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. Not given.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

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

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Holborn
London
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Just said that she saw it in the evening.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 11 October 2005

11.30L
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

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

11 October 2005

Dea: SRR

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

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

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

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

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

Sorry I could not be more help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

No date or time given.

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

Just said a sighting.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

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

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.




To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Bagshot
Surre
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 11 October 2005

11.30L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

County Down Our Reference:
Northern Ireland D/DAS/64/2

10 October 2005

peor SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 1983, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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