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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

=

Date and time of sighting. | Date not given.
(Duration of sighting.) 21.05L
Description of object. Two balls of fire were hovering in the sky.

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

Exact position of observer. | Outside of the house.
Geographical location.

{Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The balls of fire looked like they were
heading from Bristol to Cardiff.

Approximate distance.

They were really near, and looked like they
were hovering over the witnesses house.

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

They were hovering and moving quite
slowly sideways. They elevated up and
then shot off into the distance.

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.

Gwent

11. | Other witnesses. [Section 40 Lates

12. | Remarks. aid that at first, the sighting
looked like a burning plane in the sky, then
he noticed that it looked more like two
burning balls of fire hovering in the sky.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 12 May 2008

10.50L




From: _ }8

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
{Switchhoard) 020 7218 98000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

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

[Section 40| 12 May 2008
Deor SRR

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in May 2008, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry o’
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports o.
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have somk
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, anc
to date no “‘UFQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precisc
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft light:
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but 1
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be at
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 totalls
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates thc
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports o
‘UFO’ sightings from Needham Market in Suffolk so far for 2008. We are satisfied that there is nc
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached br
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.)

(Date and time not given).

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

A uniform set of lights travelling across the
sky.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The lights were seen over Needham
Market, Ipswich in Suffolk.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

The lights were moving at a constant speed
across the sky.

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.
Ipswich
Suffolk
11. | Other witnesses. [Section 40 s
12. | Remarks. aid there was no explanation
as to what his sighting could have been.
Could we ring him to shed some light on
the situation.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 12 May 2008

10.35L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

Description of object. A UFO.

(No of objects, size, shape,

colour, brightness, noise.)

Exact position of observer. | Not given.

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

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 seen over Yarm in
Cleveland.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

The UFO was moving across the sky.

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

Not given.

T




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

DAS answerphone.

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

No house number or street name.
Yarm
Cleveland

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Not given.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 6 May 2008

11.45L
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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.)

Just said a UFQO.

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 seen over County Down,
Northern Ireland.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.

T\




9. { To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and _
telephone no of informant.
Full address not given.
County Down
Northern Ireland
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 6 May 2008

11.30L




Page 1 of

Section 40| i
rrom: - S

Sent: 05 May 2008 15:21

Subject: Release-Authorised: UFO Sighting.

| am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’ seen on 4 May 2008, the details of
which you e.mailed to us on the das-ufo-office e.mail address. You wili know from my previous
correspondence that this is the office within the Ministry of Defence that deals with correspondence regarding
UFQOs and also our policy on the subject of UFOs,

With regard to your particular observation on the 4 May 2008, | can confirm that we received no other reports
of lights from Delabole in Cormwall, but we did receive one other report of a UFQ for the 4 May 2008, but no
area was given for that sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the
United Kingdom's airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Finally, sotry | could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Infermation 1
5th Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office @mod.uk

06/05/2008
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From: [N cn behalf of DAS-UFO-Office

Sent: 06 May 2008 09:36

Subject: FW: UFO Report

Can you deal please. Treat it as normal correspondence not an FOI

From:

Sent: 04 May 2008 22:46
To: DAS-UFO-Cffice
Subject: UFQ Report

oo RIS

Thank you for your previous email.

Your never going to believe it, but we've just seen the lights again.

Slightly different this time and not eractic, but flying up in a straight line.

O —

They were in more or less the same location as last time and completely silent.

Has anyone else reported anything?
| got my camcorder out this time, but | don't suppose it will be all that much use, as it's not a very good one.
I'm on my way to bed now, as my husband has to be up at 5am, so I'l look at it tomorrow and let you know.

All the best.

@@\"&\OOKL _ Clovniann i

ey Dot

06/05/2008
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

4 May 2008
23.10L

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.)

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.

09




The call went through to DI ER-2A,

9. | To whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc) | another Department in Main Building, who
then in turn e.mailed us the details.
10. | Name, address and _
telephone no of informant.
No address given.
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. { Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 6 May 2008

No time given.
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting. | 5 May 2008
(Duration of sighting.) 00.02L.
Description of object. A fast moving green object was seen, when

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

the witness was driving on the M6
Motorway.

Exact position of observer. | In the car on the M6 Motorway.
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 over the M6 Motorway, in the West
Midlands.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

The object was going quite fast.

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

Not g_iven.

o}




9. | To whom reported. The call went through to DI ER-2A,
(Police, military, press etc) | another Department in Main Building, who
then in turn e.mailed the details to us.
10. | Name, address and _
telephone no of informant.
No address given.
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 6 May 2008

No time given.
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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.)

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 seen over Newtownards in
County Down, Northern Ireland.

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 Section 40 |
telephone no of informant.
Full address not given.
Newtownards
County Down
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 6 May 2008

10.45L




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING
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Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

29 April 2008
01.05L

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

A UFQ was flying around and looked like
it was having trouble keeping in control.

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

Qutdoors, but didn’t say where.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

The UFO was flying over Exeter in Devon.
It looked like it was then heading in the

(A landmark may be more direction of Cardiff.
helpful than a roughly

estimated bearing.)

Approximate distance. Not given.

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

It was moving quite fast at times, and
looked like it was going at about 250 miles
per hour.

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.

A man, but wouldn’t give his name or full
address.

Exeter
Devon

11.

Other witnesses.

Not given.

12.

Remarks.

The witness said that he didn’t want to
give his name and address, as he didn’t
really want to get involved with anything
to do with UFQOs. He thought he had better
report the incident though, as the craft
looked like it was in trouble and could
have been a threat to UK airspace. He
wondered if there had been any other
sightings like his one?

13.

Date and time of receipt.

29 April 2008
11.00L
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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 strange light in the sky. At one point, it
looked like a cloud that was flying around
making jerking movements.

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 camgcorder.)

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The lights were seen over Stanford le Hope
in Essex.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The light was moving across the sky and
then it started to fly around making jerking
movemnents.

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

Not given.

©S




9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
House number and Street name not given.
Stanford le Hope
Essex
11. | Other witnesses. Section 40 |IELERGE
12. | Remarks. ¥ said that the light was really
freaking her and her husband out and
would like us to call her back and shed
some light on the situation.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 April 2008

11.00L
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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 8000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Haslemere D/DAS/64/2

Surre Date:
ﬁ 24 April 2008

Decr SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 16 April
2008, the details of which you reported to RAF Cranwell. 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 {0 the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 16 April 2008 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
cotroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

o
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) (20 7218 8000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

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

22 April 2008

Dec: SN

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in April 2008,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.” Sorry if I have misspelt your address in any
way, the answerphone can be difficult to understand.

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, 1 can confirm that we received no other reports of
“UFO’ sightings for Bristol in Avon, so far in 2008. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating

evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry that I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

(No date and time given).

The witness did say though, that the
sighting had been going on for three
weeks or s0.

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

Fleets of orange lights were moving across
the sky.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The lights have been seen moving across
the sky over Bristol in Avon for the last
three weeks or so.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The lights were moving quite slowly.

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

Not given.



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 28 - Two women frightened by sighting of  ‘fleets of orange lights’ in Bristol sky


9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Bristol
Avon

11. | Other witnesses. aid that her friend had
witnessed the lights too. Plus, other people
were looking up at the sky, and others had
mentioned in passing, that they had often
seen the lights too, in the last three to four
weeks.

12. | Remarks. said that her and her friend
were very frightened and wants us to see if
we can help.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 21 April 2008

12.40L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

13 April 2008
21.30

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

Ten to fifteen lights in groups of twos and
threes were seen, moving across the sky,
very slowly in an Easterly direction.

Exact position of observer.

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

Cutside his house.

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

With the naked eye and the lights were
videoed.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The lights were seen moving in an Easterly
direction over Newington, Edinburgh in
Midlothian.

Approximate distance.

They were quite far in the distance.

Movements and speed.

The groups of lights were moving very

(side to side, up or down, slowly across the sky.
constant, moving fast, slow)
Weather conditions Not given.

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

L




9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and _
telephone no of informant.
No house number or street name given.
Edinburgh
Midlothian

11. | Other witnesses. His wife, and then said that other people
were looking up at the sky too! So quite a
few witnesses.

12. | Remarks. hsaid he panicked when he saw
the lights. That’s when he went indoors
and got his video recorder. That he has
footage, if the MOD would like to see it.

hwants us to call him, so he can
explain his sighting better to us.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 16 April 2008

12.20L
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

East Ham Our Reference:
London D/DAS/64/2
Date:
14 April 2008

Dear R

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2008, 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 treports 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 expettise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings from East Ham in London, so far for 2008. 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.)

{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.)

With the naked eve.

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

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.}

The UFO was seen over East Ham,
London.

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

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

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




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

DAS answerphone.

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

East Ham
London

11. | Other witnesses. Not given,

12. | Remarks. id that hopefully, someone does
something quickly.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 14 April 2008

10.40L




From: RS Q’O

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:

Qur Reference:
Dundee D/DAS/64/2

Tayside Date:
h 10 April 2008
oo SRR

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 17/18 March
2008, the details of which you e.mailed to the MOD. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 17/18 March 2008 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




From: feadback @ www.mod.uk .
Sent: 08 April 2008 19:27 AL
To: webmaster @dgics.mod.uk
Subject: Low Flying Complaints .

txtfirstname:
txtlastname: o

txtaddressi:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: dundee

txtstatecountry: tayside

txtzipcodepostcode SIS0
txttelephone SN

txtcountry: UK

ttemaiiAddress: EEU

txtincident; 18.30/19.30 17 /18 march

txtrequest: was going to have a lie down when isaw a verry bright orange sphear in the sky .

it wasnt a helicopter the reason i know was i used to be in the ta 212 air defence unit and it was acting
strange appearin and dissapearing and im very conscerned about this i have video footage ov event and
was wondering whether to report this or not but after watching video a few times decided to report it
anyway very disturbing. yours sincerall




From: _ '\S 0\

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct diai) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 900G
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Worksop TO01750/2008
Notts Date:

0 April 2008

Dear EEI

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in April 2008,
the details of which you passed to the 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 ‘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
‘UFQ’ sightings from Worksop in Nottinghamshire so far in 2008. 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




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page 1 of 2
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From:
Sent: 09 April 2008 12:46
Subject: FW: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TOM750/2008

Attachments: TOO1750 2008 - 20080409121233 - S -EESIIGIIE ¥

From:_ On Behalf Of Low Flying
Sent: 09 April 2008 12:16
To: DAS-LACEU3
Subject: FW: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO01750/2008

Hd of DAS-LACEU
5-H-22

MAIN BUILDING
WHITEHALL
LONDON SW1A 2HB

From: Parli Branch-Treat-Official
Sent: 05 April 2008 12:13

To: DAS-Sec; Low Flying
Subject: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO01750/2008

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY

To: DAS Sec
Copy To:

Our Reference: TO01750/2008
Due Date: 29 April 2008
Correspondent:

Additional Advice:

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

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

If correspondence includes a specific request for recorded information then it should be
treated under the terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, even if the Act is not
specifically mentioned. In general, if you meet the Department's 15 working day deadline
and respond fully to the request for information, then there is no need to follow the full

09/04/2008




:FREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page 2 of 2

ocedures for FOI requests. However, you will still need to acknowledge that you have
‘plied the Act and provide details of their right of appeal (see link below). If the
correspondence requests information which is not already in the public domain, and

particularly if you considering withhoiding information, then you should formally treat it as

a FOI request. The correspondence should be logged on the Access to Information toolkit

and you should consult and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info. Note, the
shorter deadline for responding to Ministerial and Treat Official correspondence will still

apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated

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

by DG Info. (See the guidance at
http://defenceintranet.diiweb.r.miI.uk/DefenceIntranet/Admin/RespondToRequestsFDrInformatic

It is important that branches ensure they have simple systems to track
correspondence received from members of the public, though the Parliamentary
Toolkit records the basic details. If you have access to a DII/C terminal, please
follow this link (once a response has been sent) to add your Final Reply Date and
close the case to remove it from your TO Task List:

http://pt/_Layouts/ PT/TaskList/TaskList.aspx. Lead Branches without access to
the Toolkit should notify the Ministerial Correspondence Unit (via ParliBranch-
Treat-Official@mod.uk) of the date of their reply so that Parli Branch can close
the record on the Toolkit.

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

Email: ParliBranch-Treat-Official@mod.uk

Regards,

MOD Parliamentary Branch

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
t:
t:
f:
e: ParliBranch-Treat-Official@mod.uk

(09/04/2008




1001750 2008 - 20080409121233 - 5 - PRGN

From: feedback@www.mod.uk
sent: 07 April 2008 18:25
To: Ministers

subject: Ask a Minister

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday, April 7,
2008 at 18:25:26

txtfirstname
txtlastname:

txtsubject: unusual sightings in the night sky

txtaddressl:
txtaddress?:
txttowncity: worksop

txtstatecountry: notts

txtzipcodepostcode: ‘

txtcountry: UK

txtemailaddress: EEM

txtrequest: the other night, coming home from work. i stopped my car and saw
some strange slow, tow flying (i_think Tights) not seperate but all together as
if it was on a craft, but the colours were red, green and yellow. I reported it
to the police. Do i report it to anyone else, such as your selves. I'm not
saying they are extraterestrial, but it Toocked like a large airbourne craft and
I have never seen a plane or helicopter with so many bright Tights.

Page 1
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From: I

Sent: 08 April 2008 10:58

Subject: Release-Authorised: UFO Report.

From: ISR
se x 7 .

To:
Subject: Release-Authorised: UFQ Report.

| am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 6 April 2008, the details of
which you e.mailed to the MOD. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports or ‘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. Uniess there is evidence of a potential threat 1o 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 rationat 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
tunction 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. | should add
to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, | can confirm that we received no other reports of ‘UFQ’ sightings
for 6 April 2008 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest
that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry | could not be any help.

Yours sincarely

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1
51 Flgor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehalil

London

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office @mod.uk

08/04/2008
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From: _on behalf of Low Flying

Sent: 07 Airii 2008 08:58

Subject: FW: Strange Sighting

To:
Ce:

Importance: High

Sent: 07 April 2008 08:51
To: Low Flying

Subject: Strange Sighting
Importance: High

Hi there - | wander if you can e of assisiance.

| saw something a bit odd lost night and just wondered if anyone else had reported seeing anything
- or whether maybe you new what it was.

We live in Delabole and | was just about fo get info bed last night at about 10.15ish, when | locked
out of our velux windows (points directly to Camelford/Roughtor) when | saw a redlly bright ight. For
a second | thought it must have been some kind of flare, but quickly realised that it wasn't,

The bright orange light (almost like an orange star, but a lot brighter) appeared fo be moving to the
right of Camelford, whilst travelling forward.

It was moving slightly faster than a helicopter would move and was not like anything | have seen
before. | called my husband and he rushed up siairs fo watch,

After a few moments the light stopped moving in the direction it had been traveling and seemed 0
move backwards lightly. Then the really odd bif - it started to move up and down (not very far) and
wokble to and fro, very fast.

My hustband carried on getting ready for bed and | confinuied to watch it and the light gradually
faded away to nothing, as though it was moving away into the distance.

My husband fhen retumed to the bedroom a few minutes iater and asked what had happened, so'
told him it had gone.

He looked back out of the window and said that I'd never believe it, but the light was back. | rushed
back to the window and it was back and just os bright as it had been to start with, We watched it
for anather minute or fwo and then it just vanished.

We are both convinced that there is no way. it was a star, helicopter or any normal kind of plane.
It would therefore be greatly appreciated if you could ook into this and advise, if you know what it
Was,

Many thanks for your assisfance and | lock forward o hearing from you,

wy home contoct s R

Best regards

nh 40

07/04/2008
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www . sharpstrewery.co.uk

This message and its attachments s intended for the above named only, end may be privileged or confidential. I it has come you in error you must take no acticn
based on it, nor naust you copy or show it to anyone. If you have received this message in error please destroy it and contact the sender, either via our switchboard
on —44 (0) 1208 862121 or via retum e-mail. All reasonable precautions have been taken te cnsure that no viruses are present in this e-mail, however, Sharps
Brewery Lid cannot accept responsibility for loss or damage arising from the use of this message or allachments and recemmend that you underlake your virus
checking procedures priot to use. Sharps Brewery Lid. does not enter into any form of contzact via this medium, ner is our staff authorised to do so on our behalf.
Any opindons expressed in this e-mail are those of the sender, and will nol reflect the opinions of Sharps Brewery Lid. untess specifically stated.

Company Regisiation Mot 04729760
Registered Office: Sharp's Brewery, Rook Corpwall PL27 6N
VAT Registration Mot 821 3
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

23 March 2008
12.15-01.20L

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

Circular objects were seen flying through
the sky.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The objects were seen over Leeds in West
Yorkshire.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

Not given.

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

Not given.




9. | To whom reported. The call came through oni
(Police, military, press etc) | personal work number in DAS.
10. | Name, address and _
telephone no of informant.
No address given.
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. -?vanted DAS to get back to
him.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 25 March 2008

Don’t know the time.




N
From: BRSO 2

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) 020 7218 9000
{Fax}

Your Reference:

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

2 April 2008

Dear Ms Wood

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 28 March
2008, the details of which you passed to the MOD, by e.mail. This office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to *UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if T 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/lying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 28 March 2008 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry [ could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




-

From: feedback @www.mod.uk
Sent: : 28 March 2008 23:29

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

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Friday, March 28, 2008
at 23:28:38

txtfirstname
txtlastname:
txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: Rainham

txtstatecountry: Kent

txtzipcodepostoode: @
o veren o TS

txtcountry: UK

txtemailaddress : DEMITGT

txtincident: UFQ Sighting, Gillingham, Kent, Friday 28th March, &.20pm

txtrequest: Whilst driving home on the M2 between the Rochester and Gillingham turn
off, at approximately 8.2pm this evening, I am convinced I gpotted a UFO in the sky.

At first glance i saw two white lights far ahead, initially I thought i1t was an
aeroplane, however after looking a little longer i suspected that the lights were too
large and bright to belong to an aeroplane.

As i drove towards the Gillingham turn off the object got much much closer until it
was right above me to my right. I saw a huge disc shaped chject, approximately 20
times the size of an aeroplane, with approximately 5 or 6 flashing lights on the
underneath, in a circular shape.

I glowed the car down enough as there was no traffic directly near me, I managed to
get about 5 or 6 glances at 1t as 1t just hovered above me. IC was most definately
not an aercplane or a helicopter as we know it.

T returned home approx 8.25pm and called family members to tell them and unioaded some
shopping. At approx 8.45pm i was walking from my car at the back of my house around to
the front, when I saw some more huge white lights on an air craft which was not your
standard aeroplane. I stood still for 1 minute watching it as it flew over my head.
It was extremely loud, low flying and was in the shape of a triangle with 3 lights.

I am utterly convinced the first sighting was a UFO as I have never seen anything
before like it in my life, except in films. The 2nd sighting 1 am not too sure con.
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From: Q
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:

New Romney QOur Reference:
Kent D/DAS/64/2
Date:
25 March 2008

e

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in March 2008,
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 ‘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 from New Romney in Kent so far in 2008. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry | could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




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 eyve, binoculars,
other optical device, camera
or camcorder.}

With the naked evye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The UFO was seen over New Romney in
Kent.

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

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

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




0. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
New Romney
Kent
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 20 March 2008

11.36L




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.)

With the naked eve.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

Just said the UFQ was seen over Slough in
Berkshire.

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

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

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

N
-




9. | To whom reported. DAS angwerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant. (No number given).
Slough
Berkshire
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. said could we get back to him.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 19 March 2008
15.30L
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'From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Portsmouth TO01357/2008
Hampshire Date:

19 March 2008

Deor SN

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 27 February
2008, the details of which you e.mailed to the 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 ‘UFOQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. 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 27 February 2008 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.

I enquired as to if there was any low flying activity by the RAF in the areas of Havant/Portsmouth,
on the dates you mentioned in your e.mail and have been informed that there was not.




Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely
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Fom: R

Sent: 18 March 2008 11:21
To: Sectiondd |
Subject: FW- Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO01357/2008

Attachments: TO01357 2008 - 20080318111853 - S -GS

From: Parli Branch-Treat-Official

Sent: 18 March 2008 11:19

To: DAS-Sec; Low Flying

Subject: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO01357/2008

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY

To: DAS Sec
Copy To:
Our Reference: TO01357/2008

Due Date: 10 April 2008
Correspondent: *

Additional Advice:

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

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

If correspondence includes a specific request for recorded information then it should be
treated under the terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, even if the Act is not
specifically mentioned. In general, if you meet the Department's 15 working day deadline
and respond fully to the request for information, then there is no need to foliow the full
procedures for FOI requests. However, you will still need to acknowledge that you have
applied the Act and provide details of their right of appeal (see link below). If the
correspondence requests information which is not already in the public domain, and
particularly if you considering withholding information, then you should formally treat it as
a FOI request. The correspondence should be logged on the Access to Information toolkit
and you should consult and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info. Note, the
shorter deadline for responding to Ministerial and Treat Official correspondence will still
apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOI request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced
by DG Info. (See the guidance at
http://defenceintranet.diiweb.r.miI.uk/DefenceIntranet/Aclmin/RespondToRequestsForInformatic

It is important that branches ensure they have simple systems to track
correspondence received from members of the public, though the Parliamentary
Toolkit records the basic details. If you have access to a DII/C terminal, please
follow this link (once a response has been sent) to add your Final Reply Date and
close the case to remove it from your TO Task List:

http:/ /pt/_Layouts/PT/TaskList/TaskList.aspx. Lead Branches without access to

18/03/2008




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page 2 of 2

€
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at

http:/fmain.ciefence.mod.uk/min_parI/ParIBrch/TDGuid.htm. If you do not have access to
the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

e Toolkit should notify the Ministerial Correspondence Unit (via ParliBranch-
eat-Official@mod.uk) of the date of their reply so that Parli Branch can close
e record on the Toolkit.

Email: ParliBranch-Treat-Official@mod.uk

Regards,

MOD Parliamentary Branch
Ministerial Correspondence Unit

f:
e: ParliBranch-Treat-Official@mod.uk

18/03/2008




.[ TO01357 2008 - 20080318111853 - S ~”

rom: feedback@www.mod.uk
sent: 15 March 2008 17:35
To: Ministers )
Subject: Ask a Minister

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Ssaturday, March

txtfirsthame
txtlastname:

txtsubject: UFO Activity - Leigh Park/rPortsmouth

txtaddressl:
txtaddress2:
txttowncity: Havant/Portsmouth

txtstatecountry: Hampshire

txtzipcodepostcode: m

txtcountry: United Kingdom

txtemailaddress: ST

txtrequest: Dear Sir or Madam,

I am writing as both a request for information and also to report recent UFO
sightings.

within the last 3 Months there have been numerous UFO_sightings_accross the
skies where I 1live, experienced by not only me, but also my girlfriend and
mother, collectively and individually.

For the first sighting I can't give an exact date, as it is an account given by
my mother to me.

But around December/January at around 6pm, my mother was walking home in an area
where there is a small amount of woodland.

she reports seeing an object around 2 houses high that was trian ular in shape
and was initially in a stationary position. She continued to wa1g and keep zn
eye on the object and in the blink of an eye it just dissapeared.

on a_seperate occasion more recently on Wednesday 27th_of February 2008 me_and

my girlfriend both saw an uUnidentified Flying Object above the fields beRind my
home, whith is not far from the previous sighting of my mothers.

As we were looking over the fields, above trees in the distance appeared a
bright orange Tight. Bigger than that of a helicopter or piane, or in fact
anything i can describe. It began by movinﬁ in a zig zag fashion in our
direction before becoming stationary. It then dissapeared, before reappaearing
and flashed red and blue in a circular motion. It then made a sharp turn right,
and began flashing red and blue, we watched this for about 20 seconds before it
went out of view.

on another seperate occasion, this week on wWednesday the 12th of March 2008. At
around 7pm my mother came home and reported seeing a triahgular fdarmation of
Tights, above the same fields. she reports seeing various objects making up the
formation and it stayed in a stationary position without mov1n%. she watched 1t
before it went out of sight. As she got home, we went to see iT the lights were
still there by looking over the fields from my bedroom window, had gone.

However, as we_continued watchin?_the skies from around 7pm til 7.45pm, both me
and my mother saw bright crange ights, glowing_ bright above the trees in the
distance, dissapearing and reapparing erractically.

Page 1
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Along with these sightings there was also the reported sighting of a ufo, caught
on camera in Portsmouth Tast month.

So with these reported sightings made, 1 would alsoc like to ask if there has
been any Ministry of Defence activity over these areas over the past few months
that could describe such unusual activity?

Thank you for your time, I Took forward to hearing from you soon.

kind Regards,

Page 2




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 8000

e Section 40 ]

Your Reference:
Abertillery Our Reference:
Gwent D/DAS/64/2

12 March 2008

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 9 February
2008, the details of which you e.mailed to the MOD. This office is the focal peint within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to *“UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
“UF(Q’ sighting for 9 February 2008, and that was from Ashton Keynes in Wiltshire. 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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From: feedback @www.mod.uk
Sent: 11 March 2008 14:25

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

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Tuesday, March 11,
2008 at 14:24:32

txtfirstname
txtlastname:
txtaddressl:

txtaddress?:

txttowncity: abertillery

txtstatecountry: gwent

txtzipcodeposgtcode :_]
txttelephone: E

txtoountry: UK

txtincident: 9/2/08

txtreguest: at 6 in the evening on the date above 1 saw an object in the sky that
looked like a glowing red ball, it moved without making any sound. two weeks later 1
saw it again, this time a strange substance 1ike molton metal burst from it as went
over head. 1 know many other pecple in the area saw it too. i would like to report a
ufo sighting to the mod, as that is what i believe i have witnessed.




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone {Direct diai) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
- Your Reference:
Our Reference:
London D/DAS/64/2
Secton 48 Date
12 March 2008

Deor SRS

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2008, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.” Sorry if I have misspelt your surname, the
answerphone can be hard to understand.

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 “UFQO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for Custom House in London so far in 2008. 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.)

{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.)

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

Seen over Custom House, London E16.

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

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

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




9. | Toe whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
London
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 11 March 2008

11.30L




rron: SRR SO
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) 020 7218 8000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Slough Our Reference:
' D/DAS/64/2
4 March 2008
Dear Sir

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 3 March
2008, the details of which vou left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.” Sorry; I could not hear your surname
on the answerphone, it can be hard to understand.

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 ‘UFOQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
“UFQ’ sightings for 3 March 2008 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 AERJTAL SIGHTING

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

3 March 2008
01.00L

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

A triangle with lights on each corner of the
craft.

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

{Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The craft was seen over Slough in
Berkshire.

Approximate distance.

Quite near.

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

The craft hovered at aircraft height.

‘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.
Slough
Berkshire

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. [ 52 uthiis was definitely not a normal
aircraft. That we should investigate into
this sighting. This definitely freaked him
out, but that it was a beautiful sight. Said
that the MOD are very good at hiding stutf
from the public!

13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 March 2008

11.00L
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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) 02¢ 7218 2000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Northop Hall D/DAS/64/2
Flintshire Date:

_ 4 March 2008

I am writing with reference to your son’s report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 2 March
2008, the details of which you e.mailed to the MOD. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to *UFOs.”

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

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no “‘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. T should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your son’s particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports
of ‘UFO’ sightings for 2 March 2008 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 aircratt.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




_

From:

Sent: 03 March 2008 13:31

To:

Subject: Mrequest PS 03-03-2008-132043-01 1 EISN 40|
Categories: FOI! Information Reguest

Can vou deal with this as ordinary business please.

————— ioinal Message-—-—-—-—-

Can T interest yvou with this FOI reguest?

Regards

!g! ge!pgesk

————— Original Message-----

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

Sent: 03 March 2008 11:17

To: Info-Access-0ffice

Subject: FOT written regquest PS 03-03-2008-132043-011

Below is the result of vour feedback feorm. It was submitted on Monday, March 2, 2008
at 11:16:37

txtfirstname
txtlastname:

txtoccupation: student

txtorganisation: none
txtaddressl:

txtaddressd:

txttowncity: Nerthop Hall

txtstatecountry: Flintshire

txtzipecodepostcodea: -

txtcountry: Wales

excenai1ndsress :

txtinforequest: I don't know where exactly to report this incident, so i am hoping

1
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that you will pass this information on to the correct office. This is a report of a
ar.0 by my 10 vr cld son.

night 02/03/08 at around 1
upset tc say the least.

He was looking out of his bedroom windaow when he saw a very bright circle shape over

the house across the road, it moved very quickly and was quite erratic in the sky, 1t

shot over to the left above the houses a few doors down and then just quite simply
disappeared.

Hasten to say ﬁﬁg to sleep downstairs and wouldn't go back to his bedroom.

lpm my sSon came downetairs, he was very shaken up and




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING‘
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Date and time of sighting. | 28 February 2008
(Duration of sighting.) (No time given).
Description of object. Thirty UFOs were seen.
(No of objects, size, shape,

colour, brightness, noise.)

Exact position of observer. | Not given.

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

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

With the naked eye. There was also a video
taken.

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

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The UFOs were flying in formation over
Bingley, West Yorkshire.

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

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

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

05




9. | To whom reported. The sighting was reported to Keighley
(Police, military, press etc) | Police Stn. They then in turn, left a
message on the DAS answerphone.
10. | Name, address and Didn’t give name.
telephone ne of informant.
Bingley
West Yorkshire
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. | 29 February 2008

10.45L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERJAL SIGHTING

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

27 February 2008
22.50L

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

A jumbeo jet sized object. The object was
flat and round with a blue rippled
underside.

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

{Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The object was heading North West over
Leeds, West Yorkshire.

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. UFO das office e.mail address.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and _
telephone no of informant.
Leeds
West Yorkshire
i1. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. The object made no sound and then
disappeared.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 February 2008

Came in an e.mail. Don’t know the time.




Directorate of Air Staff —~ Freedom of Information 1

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

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

Your Reference:

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

25 February 2008

Des SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 25 February
2008, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “‘UFQOs.”

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 ‘UFQ/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, 1 can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 25 February 2008 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 AFRIAL SIGHTING

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

25 February 2008
10.10L

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

Two, strange black discs in the sky. They
had orange lights on the side of them.

Exact position of observer.

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

Qutside, but didn’t say where!

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

With the naked eve.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The discs were seen over Euston, Leicester
in Leicestershire.

Approximate distance,.

Quite far in the distance.

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

They were hovering through the sky and
then they started spinning around. They
were moving quite quickly.

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.
Leicester
Leicestershire

11. | Other witnesses. aid that she asked other people
to look and they noticed the discs too.
Didn’t say how many people though.

12. | Remarks. aid that she asked others to
prove to herself that she was not going
mad. It was the last thing she expected to
see at 10.10 this morning, and wondered if
we could shed any light on the situation.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 25 February 2008

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) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

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

25 February 2008

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 23 February
2008, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQOs.”

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

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘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 acrial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 23 February 2008 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 February 2008

(Duration of sighting.) 19.30L
2. | Description of object. A light/object was hovering from left fo
(No of objects, size, shape, | right. The light was still hovering 7 hours
colour, brightness, noise.) later into the early hours of the next
morning.

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

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

5. | Direction in which object | The object was seen over Derby in

was first scen. Derbyshire.
(A landmark may be more
helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)
6. | Approximate distance. Quite far in the distance.
7. | Movements and speed. The light was moving very quickly and

(side to side, up or down, then started zig zagging across the sky.
constant, moving fast, slow)

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



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 80 - Report of a light in the sky that was visible for seven hours until early hours of the morning (a star?)


9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Derby
Derbyshire

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. as wondering if we could
inform him of what the object could have
been. Any ideas?

13. | Date and time of receipt. 25 February 2008

10.50L
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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

Telephgne (Direct dial} 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Mexborough Our Reference:
South Yorkshire TO00978/2008

Cecion 0 D

25 February 2008

] am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 7 September
2007, the details of which you passed on by letter to the Minister’s Office. This office is the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “‘UFQOs.”

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
‘UFQ’ sightings for 7 September 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Finally, thank you for the photographs. They will be placed on our files.

Sorry | could not be any help.




Yours sincerely




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page 1 of {//

rom:

Sent: 22 February 2008 11:59
To: Section40l |
Subject: FW: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO00978/2008

Attachments: TO00978 2008 - 20080222114904 - S -

Sent: 22 February 2008 11:50
Ta: DAS-Sec; Low Flying
Subject: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO00578/2008

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY

To; DAS Sec
Copy To:

Our Reference: TOD0978/2008
Due Date: 13 March 2008

Correspondent: _1

Additional Advice:

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

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

If correspondence includes a specific request for recorded information then it should be
treated under the terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, even if the Act is not
specifically mentioned. In general, if you meet the Department’s 15 warking day deadline
and respond fully to the request for information, then there is no need to follow the full
procedures for FOI requests. However, you will still need to acknowledge that you have
applied the Act and provide details of their right of appeal (see link below). If the
correspondence requests information which is not aiready in the public domain, and
particularly if you considering withholding information, then you should formally treat it as
a FOI request. The correspondence should be logged on the Access to Information toolkit
and you should consult and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info. Note, the
shorter deadline for responding to Ministerial and Treat Official correspondence will still
apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOI request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced
by DG Info. (See the guidance at
http://defenceintranet.diiweb.r.miI.uk/DefenceIntranet/Admin/RespondToRequestsForInformatic

It is important that branches ensure they have simple systems to track
correspondence received from members of the public, though the Parliamentary
Toolkit records the basic details. If you have access to a DII/C terminal, please
follow this link (once a response has been sent) to add your Final Reply Date and
close the case to remove it from your TO Task List:

22/02/2008




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page 2 of 2

the Toolkit should notify the Ministerial Correspondence Unit (via ParliBranch-
Treat-Official@mod.uk) of the date of their reply so that Parli Branch can close
the record on the Toolkit.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at

http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/PariBrch/TOGuid.htm. If you do not have access 1o
the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

Regards,

MOD Parliamentary Branch
Ministerial Correspondence Unit

@mod.uk

22/02/2008
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UFG OVER MEXBORGUGH:SOUTH YORKSHIRE
(7th 9th 2007)

This is our perscnal witness statement from start te finish of what
my wife and I observed on the evening of Friday 7th september 2007.

T+ was shortly before 2300 hrg,-my wife and I had been out walking

our dog and we were heading on our way back home.

When we got close to the rdwick Road / Princess Road bus stop on
adwick Road,Mexborough, my wife pointed out to me a very bright-
lumincus piercing light in the sky to the south of us giv?ng the
appearance that it was shooting sprays of 1ight out from it.

There was an abcence of the moon due to its lunar cycle and the sky
looked very dark.There were no stars to be seen or cloud,.It was like
a black sheet of eerie darkness overhead, ) .

The light remained stationary for a while roughly two milles away above
the fieslds and to the right of Grangs Farm which stands on a wooded
nilitop overlooking the village of 014 Denaby.
We crossed over Adwick Road just as this 1ight began to move north
toward Mexborough on a f1ight path that would take it over the rear
of our house.
we went into the house and I got my digital camera out of the Pulldown
of our dispilay unit.I then jmmediately went outside the back kitchen
door intec the garden where I stood on the gardens pench seat ?or a
better advantage view and toO capture this light on camsra as it passed
overhead. Unfortunately the glow went out but I S?lll managgd to getla
single photograph of rhe underside of a strange circular object passing

pverhead.

_This object was a greenish orange colour with a number of small lights
on its outer rim. :

My dog was barking frantically and running up and down the back vard
setting off our PIR Security light -obscuring my vision. = LT

When the PIR went out again the object nhad gone. ={7 TEE
The time now was exactly 2300 hrs by my wrist watch. i
However it is interesting to note that shortly after the object had

gone overhead, a large heavy sounding Plane followed in that same
direction -north toward Adwick upon Dearne.

The plane wasg undercover of darkness with only its flight lights on,

but no cabin or passenger windows 1it or visible.

The official logged time of the photo was 2300 hrs. .

The detaiis of my digital camera are:Samsung with SHE lens Zoom 7.4.22.-
?mm (Digimax S800}).

* The object hears a remarkable similarity to a reported sighting by
the Chinese Air Force pilots over the North China Military Frontier in
June 19B2.

T Will stop here as I wish to add that my wife and I do not
wish for you to publicise our names with this story because we really
do value our Privacy and we would like to remain anonymous for Private
and personal reasons ,please. (Can we do this ?)

Please do keep us informed
You

{Age 56) {Age 47

SDUTH YORKSHIRE
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CUFD COVER MEXBCROUCGH:SOUTH YOER®SHIRE
(7th Sth Z007)
This is our perschnal witness staztement from start to finish of what
my wife and I observed on the evening of Friday 7th september 2007.

Tt was shortly before 7300 hrs,-my wife and I had been ouit walking
our dog and we were heading on cur way back home.

When we got close to the Adwick Road / Princess Road bus stgp orn
Adwick Road,Mexborcough, my wife pointed cut to me 2 very prlght—
luminous vpiercing light in the sky tc the Sguth of us giving the
appearance that 1t was shooting sprays cof light out from it. .
There was an abcence of the moon due toc its lunar cycle and the sky
looked wvery dark.There were no stars to be seen or cloud,.It was like
a black sheet of eserie darkness overhead. - ' .
The light remained statiocnary for a while roughly two_mlles away above
the fiélds and to the right of Grange Farm which stands on a wooded
nilitop overlocking the village of 014 Denaby.

We cro;sed over Adwick Road just as this light begag to move nerth
toward Mexborough on a fiight path that would take it over the rear

of our house. o ]
We went into the house and I got my digital camera out of the pulldown

of our display unit.I then immediztely went outside the back lechen
door into the garden where I stood oun the gardens bench seat fgf a —
hetter advanitage view and to capture this light cn camera as it pasged
overhead. Unfortunately the glow went oub but I S?lll manag;d to gez‘a
single photograph of the underside of a strange circular objsct passing

overhead. :

-This object was a greenish orange colour with a number of small lights
on its cuter rim.

My dog was barking frantically and running up and down the back vard
setting off our PIR Security light -obscuring my vision. o

When the PIR went out again the object had gone. A
The time now was exactly 2300 hrs by my wrist watch. R
However 1t is interesting to note that shortly after the object had

gone overhead, a large heavy sounding Plane followed in that same
direction -north toward Adwick upon Dearne.

The plane was undercover of darkness with cnly its flight iights on,

but nc cabhin or passenger windows 1it or wvisible.

The official logged time of the photo was 2300 hrs. .

The details of my didital camera are:Samsung with SHD lens Zoom 7.4.22.-~
2mm (Digimax S800).

-~

ws T

* The object bhears a remarkable similarity to a reported sighting by
the Chinese Air Force pilots over the North China Military Frontier in
June 1982.

I Will stop here as I wish to add that my wife and I do not
wish for you to publicise our names with this story becaouse we really
do value our Privacy and we would like to remain anonymous for Private
and personal reasons ,please. (Can we do this ?)

Please do keep us informed
You

(Age 56) (Age 47)
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The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 93> - Black & white photographs of UFO sighted by a dog-walker near Mexborough, South Yorkshire, sent to the Defence Minister.
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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

Telepnone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard) 18 900C
(Fax)

Your Reference:
Our Reference:
Bumtwood TOO0794/2008
Staffordshire Date:

[Section 40 | 18 February 2008
Dear RSN

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 8 February
2008, the details of which you passed to the 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 acrial 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 8 February 2008 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




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page 1 of 2
[

From:

Sent: 12 February 2008 11:51
To: Section 40|
Subject: FW: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO00794/2008

Attachments: TO00794 2008 - 20080212114735 - § -

A UFO report. Just give your standard letter, but when you send it out, give it the Treat Official refernce
number below.

From SRS

2008 11:49

Subject: FW: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO00794/2008

One for you chaps

From: Parli Branch-Treat-Official

Sent: 12 February 2008 11:48

To: DAS-Sec; Low Flying

Subject: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TOQ0794/2008

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY

To: DAS Sec
Copy To:

Our Reference: TO00794/2008
Due Date: 03 March 2008

Correspondent: E

Additional Advice:

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

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

If correspondence includes a specific request for recorded information then it should be
treated under the terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, even if the Act is not
specifically mentioned. In general, if you meet the Department's 15 working day deadline
and respond fully to the request for information, then there is no need to follow the full
procedures for FOI requests. However, you will still need to acknowledge that you have
applied the Act and provide details of their right of appeal (see link below). If the
correspondence requests information which is not already in the public domain, and
particularly if you considering withholding information, then you should formally treat it as

12/02/2008




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page 2 of 2

a FOI request. The correspondence should be logged on the Access to Information toolkit

.and you should consult and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info. Note, the
shorter deadline for responding to Ministerial and Treat Official correspondence will still

apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated

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

by DG Info. (See the guidance at

http:/;’defenceintranet.cﬁiiweb.r.miI.uk/DefenceIntranet/AdminfRespondToRequestsForInformatic

It is important that branches ensure they have simple systems to track
correspondence received from members of the public, though the Parliamentary
Toolkit records the basic details. If you have access to a DI1/C terminal, please
follow this link (once a response has been sent) to add your Final Reply Date and
close the case to remove it from your TO Task List:

http://pt/_Layouts/ PT/TaskList/TaskList.aspx. Lead Branches without access to
the Toolkit should notify the Ministerial Correspondence Unit (via ParliBranch-
Treat-Official@mod.uk) of the date of their reply so that Parli Branch can close
the record on the Toolkit.

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

Email: ParliBranch-Treat-Official@mod.uk

Regards,

MOD Parliamentary Branch
Mini ial Correspondence Unit

e: ParliBranch-Treat-Official@meod.uk

12/02/2008




. TO00794 2008 - 20080212114735 - s - SR

From: feedback@www.mod.uk
sent: 09 February 2008 20:25
To: Ministers

subject: Ask a Minister

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Saturday,
February 9, 2008 at 20:25:08

txtfirstname

txtiastname:

rxtsubject: ufo

txtaddressl:

txtaddress2:

txttowncity: burntwood
txtstatecountry: staffordshire

txtzipcodepostcode: _

txtcountry: uUnited Kingdom

txtemai ladoress :

txtrequest: hi im just emailing to report a ufo sighting over burntwood
staffordshire about 9pm Tast night friday. it was a du]% red object traveling at
a high speed and then went in to an s route im not a beliver in this sort of
thing but what ever i saw in the sky it was no plane regards

Page 1
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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
Telephane  (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) (20 7218 9000
(Fax)
- Your Reference:
Windermere (Onr Reference:
Cumbria D/DAS/64/2
Secion 40 Datc
18 February 2008

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 10 February
2008, the details of which you passed to us by e.mail. 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 js 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. 1 should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 10 February 2008 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, if you have a query about the USAF, you should contact the American Government.

Sorry I could not be any help.




Yours sincerely




- A e _

@- Mon behalf of Low Flying
Sent: 12 February 36

To:
Subject: . ing Complaints

~~~~~ Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 11 February 2008 00:15

To: webmasterBdgics.mod.uk

Subject: Low Flying Complaints

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday, February 11,
2008 at 00:15:21

txtfirstname
txtlastname:
txtagddressl:

txtaddress?:

txttowncity: Windermere

txtstatecountry: Cumbria
txtezipcodeposteode: !

txtcountry: United Eingdom

txtincident: early houra of 10th February 2008, from 4.0Cam £ill around 4.10am
== am PUNSSNE-

txtrecquest: Not a complaint regarding ncoise levels (as would usually be expected with
a Low flying complaint) but a complaint about something else using your airspace. If i
knew i could report a UFO sighting to the local constabulary without them just
ignoring it, id have done that instead of writing to you {(plus 1 cant find anywhere to
report a sighting, it doesnt really help). During the early hours of this morning
(10th February) i chserved an unfamiliar cbject in the sky, heading SE {under a
civilian air corridor, not usually a path fregquented by the RAF, in my experience,
living here for 17 years) Its altitude was certainly lower of that than any commercial
airliner ive seen pass over the area. It was travelling very slowly, a fixed wing
cegssna or similar came to mind, but its appearance ruled out any civilian aviator
straight away. On ¢loger inspection with a pair of binoculars, the obiect revealed
itself to be triangular in shape, a yellow light in each corne¥, @and & T

“—Fad Iight in the centre, thé yelTow lights pulsating quickly, before the red light too
pulsed. The lights would remain off for at least 1.5-2 seconds between each pulse, in
this time the object covered barely any distance, making no attempt at concealment
otc. Ive been an aviaticn enthusiast for many vears, and i have not seen anything like
it in all my time cbserving the skies. This was no Eurofighter, no Harrier, no Hawk or
no Tornado. I doubt this was even RAF.

Now, we get on to why im writing this in the "low flying complaints” section. You see,
what i saw, i believe, is what is known as a "black alrcraft” an alrcraft that has not
yet been revealed to the civilian public. The RAF hasnt the budget to invegst in such
projects, although the USAF do, leading me to believe the alrcraft seen was of USAF
origin, possibly operating out of one of the many restricted hases in the Nellis
Ranges. MNow why, would the United Kingdom, as an independent nation, allow the USAF to
use its airspace (probably without the knowledge of the relevant RAF authorities) to
test aircraft that to the untrained eye, scare the living daylights out of people? To
me, it was & very rare glimpse of what the USAF is capable of, to somecne else, it

1




might bring on a panic attack, pushing pictures into their heads of green men with
large heads.

vou probably already have my details on file, as i made a freedom of information act
T.alrding rhe once classified document "UAP'S in the UK air defence region®, and it

w the reading of this document that promted me to contact you. I know there 1is
little anyone in the alr ministry can do to prevent what 1 would call "unecceggary" if
not "careless® use of airspace, but this aircraft was in DUR skies, using OUR airspace
and maybe scaring OUR pecple, and i doubt the relevant UK autheorities had any
knowledge of it. So, my guesticns to you are:

- Where can i report what i saw officially?

and more importantly, where does the RAF and the air ministry stand cn black projects
using cur alrspace, deoes this not concern any of you? .—

If anyone can help me, it would be vastly appreciated.

Regards




From:* q,\
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
(Switchhoard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
Your Reference:

QOur Reference:

Nottingham D/DAS/64/2
Nottinghamshire Date:
18 February 2008

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 12 February
2008, the details of which you passed to RAF Waddington. This office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UF Os.’

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. 1 should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received two other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for the 12 February 2008, and they were from London and Buxton in Derbyshire.
We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s
airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry | could not be any help.

Y ours sincerely
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UIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT REPORT

{r1 Date and time of receipt. 1Y BE 1530 J
' 2 | Date and time of sighting of UFQ. [Tuces 12 A8 183 o |
[ 3 | How long did you observe the n — _‘
UFO for? Mine s,
4 | What were the weather conditions |
during the sighting? CLeRl
5 | Where were you when you | FelD AT ¢AwelZTon | NOTTS
i__ ocbserved the UFQ?
i & | Did you observe the UFO with the ,
' naked eye or any optical device? | AFED e

did you observe the UFQO?
Landmarks would be useful.

' & | Was the UFQ stationary?

8A | IF NO What direction was the
UFO moving in? Again landmarks
, would be useful.

. 9 | Were there any significant objects
nearby, for example, Power Lines.
10 | Ware they any other witnesses?
(Name and address on back of
form)

11 | Have you informed the civil
authorities or the press? IF YES
WHOM.

| 12 | Name and address of informer.

r
7 | In what direction in refation to you i’ N/g = { Ng

i

J
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ottt s
13 | Any other details we have not

covered? O X sprea WTV@MIS ‘
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From: EI :

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Your Reference:

Buxton Our Reference:
Derbyshire D/DAS/64/2
Secion 40 ot
13 February 2008

Dea

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 12 February
2008, 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” maiters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFQ’ sighting for 12 February 2008, and that was from London. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
upauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

O




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

12 February 2008
{No time given).

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

It was something very strange.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The UFQ was seent over Buxton in
Derbyshire.

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)

It was clear.




9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Buxton
Derbyshire
11. | Other wiinesses. Not given.
(_.1‘.-‘3‘&3‘—
12. | Remarks. md he was like us to get in
ouch with mm and tell him what it could
have been.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 13 February 2008

11.35L
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From: _

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

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

- Yourieenes

London Our Reference:
_ D/DAS/64/2
Date:
13 February 2008

Des SRR

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 12 February
2008, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.” Sorry if I have misspelt your name,
the answerphone can be hard to understand.

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFQ’ sighting for 12 February 2008, and that was from Buxton in Derbyshire. 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. | 12 February 2008
(Duration of sighting.) (No time given).
Description of object. There was a craft that had green, red and

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

white lights. It was static in the sky. It was
seen for about an hour and a half.

Exact position of observer.

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

QOutdoors, opposite the Houses of
Parliament, London.

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

With the naked ¢ye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The craft was seen over the Houses of
Parliament.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

It was still and static in the sky.

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

The weather was clear and there were no
clouds in the sky.



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 113 - UFO sighted opposite the Houses of Parliament in February 2008.


9. i To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
London

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. aid that there were many
aircraft passing the UFO, but it stayed
static in the air. He said that he had seen it
on Sunday 10 February 2008 too.

13. | Date and time of receipt. I3 February 2008

11.15L
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Sent: 13 February 2008 14:56

Subject: Release-Authorised: UFO Sighting.

Dear

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 11 February 2008, the
details of which you passed to the Ministry of Defence by e.mail on the das-ufo office e mail address. This
office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying
objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely,
whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile
or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of potential threat to the United Kingdom from an
external source, and to date no ‘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. | should add
that 1o date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, | can confirm that we received one other report of a ‘UFQ" sighting
for 11 February 2008, and that was from Huntingdon in Cambridgeshire. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry 1 could not be any help.

Yours sincereiy

Ministry of Defence

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

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E-mail — das-ufo-office @ mod.uk

13/02/2008
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rom:

Sent: 13 February 2008 10:09
To: DAS-UFO-Office
Subject: Strange sitting in the sky 11/02/08

Dear das-ufo-office @mod.uk
| would like to report that | saw a very strange sitting in the sky on Monday 11th February 2008. | live in the

Walthamstow area and | saw 8 faint orange lights flying in the sky around 7.00pm, which suddenly
disappeared when a plane was in its view.

vy rame - SRS

iiaj Right-click here
to download
pictures. To help
protect your
privacy, Cutiook
prevented
automatic ]

This message has been scanned for viruses by Blackspider Mail Control. DISCLAIMER: The
information in this message is confidential and may be legally privileged. It is intended solely for the
addressee. Access to this message by anyone else is unauthorised. If you are not the intended
recipient, any disclosure, copying, or distribution of the message, or any action or omission taken by
you in reliance on i, is prohibited and may be unlawtul. Please immediately contact the sender if you
have received this message in error. Thank you.

13/02/2008




From: ! 3:}

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) 00}
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:

Huntingdon D/DAS/64/2
Cambridgeshire Date:
13 February 2008

Deor SR

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 11 February
2008, the details of which you passed to the Ministry of Defence by e.mail. This office is the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.”

First, it may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFQ’ sighting for 11 February 2008, and that was from Walthamstow in London. 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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m: feedback @ www.mod.uk

Sent: 12 February 2008 12:53
To: webmaster@dgics.mod.uk
Subject: Low Flying Complaints

Below is the result of vour feedback form. Tt was gubmitted on Tuesday, February 12,
2008 at 12:52:47

txtfirstname:y
txtlastname:
txtaddregsl:
txtaddress2:

txttowncity: Huntingden LT
i O e N \‘si\,‘-’&%.‘:é\\xv&
o

txtstatecountry: UK

txtzipecodepostcode: -
txttelephone: @

txbcountry: UK

sxcenailacdress: N

txtincident: 11/02/2008 + - 8.56 pm

R

txtrequest: A long thick red streak shot across the sky. There was a silver ball of
light attached to the front of 1t. It was rather large and as the ball went over
towards Wyton it seemed to get bigger and burst. As I was driving at the time this
gave me rather a scare and I nearly drove off the road. My daughter was with me in the
car and she alsc saw it. What was it.?
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERJAL SEHTING

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,
statjonary/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
helptul than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The UFQ was seen over Helston in
Cornwall.

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.

Sh)




9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and —
telephone no of informant.
Helston
Cornwall
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 13 February 2008

10.45L




From: EEEIIREI

Directorate of Air Staff ~ Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) D20 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 2000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

(Our Reference:
Hexham D/DAS/64/2
Northumberland Date:

_ 11 February 2008

Desr SRR

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 23 November
2007, the details of which you passed to the Ministry of Defence by e.mail. This office is the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.”

First, it may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report of a
UFO sighting for the 23 November 2007 and that was from Bottesford in Lincolnshire. 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

GNY




M N I M I

rrom: ?on behalf of Low Flying
Sent: 11 February 2008 13:20

To:

Subject: momplmnts

————— Criginal Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod,uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 11 February 2008 11:38

To: webmasterBdgics.mod.uk

Subject: Low Flying Complaints

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday, February 11,
2008 at 11:37:49

txtfirstname
txtlastname:
txtaddressl:

txtaddressZ:

txttowncity: Hexham

txtstatecountry: Northumberland

txtzipcodepostcode: _

txtcountry: UK

txtincident: 8.30 pm 23.11.07

txtrequest: Having read The Telegraph's article on UFOs on 9.2.08, here is cne more
statistic for your collection: Whilst walking my dog near my home on a dark night, no
moon, a very bright light was shone through a dark cloud directly above me. Where it
hit the ground, the circle of light rapidly spread outwards acress the floor of the
valley and towards me. I stopped and followed the light beam locking upwards and saw
a 'square-shaped’ light shining through a “hole! in the cloud. As my eves focussed on
this, the light went out, everything was bklack, no gound of helicopter engines or
anything else. The cloud remained. It was not unnerving at the time, only intriguing.




2l

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:

Thorney [slan Our Reference:
Emsworth D/DAS/64/2

Secion 40 | Date:

11 February 2008

Dea TSI

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in February
2008, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.”

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘“UFQ’ sightings from Thorney Island so far in 2008. 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.)

(Date and time not given).

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

There were 20 — 30 bright orange lights
moving from South to the North at a 45%
angle. There was no noise or any vapour

trails.
S

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The lights were seen over the Military Base
on Thomey Island in West Susscx.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The lights were moving quite slowly, and
against the wind. They then seemed to fan
out as they moved. Then other lights seem
to appear and follow too!

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

Not given.



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 124 - 20-30 bright orange lights moving slowly ‘against the wind’ reported to police on Thorney Island.


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

DAS answerphone.

10.

Name, address and
telephone no of informant.

Thorney Island
Emsworth

11,

Other witnesses.

Yes, as a friend rang [SSiaEend told
him to look out of the window. Plus, other
people saw the lights on the Military Base.

12.

Remarks.

said that the sighting was
definitely not a meteor shower or a
satellite, as he has seen these before. He
certainly didn’t know what these lights
were. He also informed the Police. They
didn’t seem to be that interested. Thought
then that he had better report it to us.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

11 February 2008
10.30L
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From: SIS

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:
Swindon D/DAS/64/2
Wiltshire Date:

Section 4( 11 February 2008

Deer BRI

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 9 February
2008, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.” Sorry if T have misspelt your name or
address, the answerphone can be hard to understand.

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
‘UFQ’ sightings for 9 February 2008 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.)

9 February 2008
22.40L

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

There were 10 - 20 bright orange lights,
that were manovering across the sky.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The lights were going over the Village —
Ashton Keynes in Wiltshire.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The lights were moving quite slowly.

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

It was a clear night.




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

DAS answerphone.

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

11. | Other witnesses. said that about four
nelgnbours told her that they had seen the
lights too.

12. | Remarks. said that she had never
seen anything like it before, and to let her
know what the lights could have been.

13, | Date and time of receipt. 11 February 2008

10.20L




From: _ 3&

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of information 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial} (320 7218 2140
(Switchboard) (20 7218 9000
{Fax}

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Cardiff D/DAS/64/2
South Wales Date:

Section 40 | 5 February 2008

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in December
2007, the details of which you passed to the MOD by e.mail. 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 ‘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 from Llanishan, Cardiff in December 2007. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry 1 could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




From on behalf of Low Flying
Sent: 41

To:

Subject: ying Complaints

————— Original Message-----

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto: feedback@www.mod.uk]
Sent: 04 February 2008 17:49

To: webmaster@dgics.mod.uk

Subject: Low Flying Complaints

Below ig the result of vyour feedback form. It was submitted on Monday, February 4,
2008 at 17:48:55

txtfirstname
txtlastname:

txtaddressl:

txtaddressZ:
2oukde GTNATRACR N

v

txttowncity: Cardiff

txtstatecountry: Wales UK

txtzipcodepostcode: -

txtcountry: Wales

txtincident: Sometime after Christmas 2007

txtrequest: I know this 1s geing to sound stupid but sometime after Christmas December
2007 . Long story short. When I smoke I normally go cut the back garden it was early
evening at the time, clouds were broken and seemed low in the sky etc.

Looking up into a northern direction I seen what I thought was, well to say the least
a very low flying metour very odd shape like to boater hats glued together. I went
inside mentioned to my son 'I just seen a ‘very odd' metour. Ok because I don't see
UFC's in daily life my mind 'filed’ it as a metour. About two weeks later I noticed in
the local evening paper that there were scme UFO sighting over Wales, so now I think
it must have been a UFO. As stated it was like twe boater hats glued together (But the
rim was not as large. This object was opague white but the contours were a very bright
white. It was heading hell for leather in az east west direction and going by the
broken cloud that night was very low in the sky. Judging buy the low cloud and what I
perceived from my point of view of distance this object was to say the least huge! It
also had what T would say was some sort of wvapour trail (Short & White) which
disapvearded as scon as the object when into the cloud. By !

the way I know it was around Christmas time and no I had not been drinking nor had
taken any drugs. I'm just wondering 1f around that time if there was something on
radar and if you could inform me because 1 would like to know if T'm losing my mind.
o.g. If it were a metour flying that low it would have crashed into the ground making
headlines in the news media.
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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 suspected sighting of a UFO. The
witness said it looked like a strange light.

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

{Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eve.

{Naked eve, binoculars,
other optical device, camera
or camcorder.)

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The light was seen over Little Hampton

going towards Shoreham. —AREERT SUSRLA -

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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.

2\




9. | To whom reported. Sussex Police, but the man did not give
(Police, military, press etc) | them his address. They then left a message
on the DAS answerphone.

10. | Name, address and

telephone no of informant.
Sussex

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. st left Sussex Police his
number and said could they get someone
from DAS to ring him back. 1 didn’t get the
number, as we don’t ring members of the
public back to discuss UFO sightings.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 4 February 2008

10.45L
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephane (Direct diaf) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax
Chester Our Reference:
Cheshire D/DAS/64/2

31 January 2008

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in January 2008,
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
guestion of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings from Chester in Cheshire, so far 2008. 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. | (Date and time not given).
{Duration of sighting.)

Description of object. 1aid it was an unusual sighting.
(No of objects, size, shape,
colour, brightness, noise.)

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 | The object was seen over Chester in

was first seen. Cheshire.
(A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly

estimated bearing.)

Approximate distance. Not given.
Meovements and speed. Not given.

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

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




9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone,
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Chester
Cheshire
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. ajd that he would like us to get
in contact with him.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 31 January 2008

10.50L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

30 January 2008
19,151

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

Two strange beams of light. They were
very bright.

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

{Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

{Naked eve, binoculars,
other optical device, camera
or camcorder.)

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

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The lights were seen over Darley Moor in
Derbyshire.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The lights were hovering above some trees.

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

Not given.



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 137> - Strange beams of light seen over Darley Moor, Derbyshire Peak District.


9. | To whom reported. The sighting was reported to Derbyshire
(Police, military, press etc) | Police who then Jeft a message on the DAS
answerphone.

10. | Name, address and Female, but didn’t give any details of name

telephone no of informant. | or address.

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. The witness then said the lights moved
towards the borders of Staffordshire over
an area called Mayfield.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 31 January 2008

10.45L
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial} 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Bridport Our Reference:
Dorset D/DAS/64/2
Date:
28 January 2008

s 0 |

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘“unidentified flying object’, seen on 23 December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to *UFOs.’

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
“UFQ’ sightings for 23 December 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no

corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft. '

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

28 December 2007
(No time given).

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

An object hovered for a while. Was silent.
It shone a light down 30ft away from
where the witness was standing. It was
then difficult to focus on, as it looked like
a blurred light.

Exact position of observer.

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

Outside, but didn’t say where.

How object was observed.
(Naked eve, 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 object was seen near the witnesses
house in Bridport in Dorset.

Approximate distance.

Was 30ft away from the witness,

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

It hovered for a while and then moved
slowly across the sky and disappeared.

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.
Bridport
Dorset

11, | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. %would like us telephone him
and explain what the object could have
been.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 January 2008

11.50L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIJAL SIGHTING

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

25 DEWXAV00F-

(Time not given).

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

A UFO was seen.

e

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 seen over Falmouth Bay in
Cornwall.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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.

95




9. | To whom reported. Devon and Cornwall police were informed
(Police, military, press etc) | and so were the MOD pelice at Culdrose.
The MOD police left the message on DAS
answerphone.
10. | Name, address and
telephone ne of informant.
Falmouth Bay
Cornwall
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 January 2008
11.15L
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone ({Direct dial) Q20 7218 2140
{Switchboard} 020 7218 9000
{Fax}

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Burgess Hill D/DAS/64/2
West Sussex Date:

Section 40| 28 Tanuary 2008

Dexr

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in January 2008,
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.” 1 apologise if 1 have misspelt part of your
address, the answerphone can be hard to understand.

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

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

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings from Burgess Hill in West Sussex so far in 2008. We are satisfied that there i1s 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.)

(No date given).
21.00L

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

Fourteen orange lights came through the
sky in two’s and then disappeared.

Exact position of observer.

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

Outdoors in the back garden in the hot tub.

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

With the naked eye.
video footage and photographs.

took

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The lights were seen over Burgess Hill in
West Sussex.

Appreximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

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



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 146 - Family relaxing in hot-tub near Burgess Hill, Sussex, saw 14 orange lights in the sky.


9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Burgess Hill
West Sussex

11. | Other witnesses. Her husband and son who were outside in
the hot tub with her.

12. | Remarks. said that we should let
her know 1f we require the video tape or
the photographs that she took of the lights.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 January 2008

10.30L
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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} 02C 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Watchet Our Reference:
Somerset D/DAS/64/2

Secion id Dte

21 January 2008

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, secn in January 2008,
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 ‘UFQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of cach 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, 1 can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings from Watchet in Somerset so far for 2008. We are satisfied that there is no

corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthonsed aircraft.

Sorry | could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

(Seen sometime in January).
(Time not given).

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

There was an object in the sky.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving,.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eve.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The object was seen over Watchet in
Somerset.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving tast, stow)

The object was moving across the sky.

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.
Watchet
Somerset
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. hought he would ring and
report the sighting to the MOD.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 21 January 2008

10.55L




From: _ 9’%'

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:

Rothwell Qur Reference:
Northants D/DAS/64/2
Date:

21 January 2008

Dear SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, that you and your
neighbours saw on the 1 December 2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This
office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.”
You will know our policy on UFOs due to my previous letter dated the 4 December 2007.

With regard to this particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
“‘UFQ’ sightings for 1 December 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no

corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

The sighting will be noted and your letter placed on our files.
Finally, sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

1 December 2007
{No time given).

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

A circular ship with a set of white, round

lights.

Exact position of observer.

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

QOutside in the back garden.

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

With the naked eve.

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

helpful than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The object was seen over Rothwell in
Northants.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The object was moving across the sky,
spinning and rotating clockwise.

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.
Rothwell
Northants
11. | Other witnesses. About four neighbours saw the object too,
and mentioned it to AOther people
then mentioned that they had seen the
object too and at other times of the year.
12. | Remarks. sa1d that this object is like the
ones that are seen in North America all the
time. That all the neighbours told him of
the sighting as they didn’t want to leave a
message on the DAS answerphone
themselves.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 21 January 2008

10.45L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERTAL SIGHTING

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

23 December 2007
17.45L

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

An orange object was seen going across the
sky.

Exact position of observer.

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

Not given.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

Not given.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance and 200 ft up in
the sky.

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

The object was going at the speed of a light
plane.

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

Not given.




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

10. | Name, address and Said Mr and then didn’t give his name or

telephone no of informant. | address.

[1. | Other witnesses. The witness said that there were about 30
other witnesses.

12. | Remarks. Thought that he had better inform the
MOD of his sighting and because so many
other people had seen it.

13. | Date and time of receipt. I8 January 2008
10.50L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

(Seen in January 2008).
07.00L

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

A bright light was seen. While moving in a
West Easterly direction it started to change
shape.

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
gstimated bearing.)

The light was moving in a West Easterly
direction across Beccles in Suffolk and
then started to move across the Suffolk
borders.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The light was on a constant course moving

across the sky, but the speed was not given.

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

Not given.

o




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

DAS answerphone.

10.

Name, address and
telephone no of informant.

Beccles
Suffolk

11.

Other witnesses.

Not given.

12.

Remarks.

ang the police and informed
them of the sighting and then rang DAS
answerphone to inform of us the sighting,
as she thought we should know.%
said that she couldn’t see if the light was a
plane or anything else, just said that it
seemed to be changing shape as it moved

across the sky. Wants us to check out her
sighting to see if there is any significance.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

16 January 2008
10,451
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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.)

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 camcordet.)

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The object was seen over Cardiff.

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.

o




9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Cardiff
West Glamorgan
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12, | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 10 January 2008

10.45L




eror: SR L
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone ({Direct dial) Q20 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax}

Your Reference:

orley Our Reference:
Lancashire D/DAS/64/2
Section 40 | D
0 January 2008

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 8 January
2008, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.”

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

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attermpt to identity 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 8 January 2008 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there 18 NO
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircrafi.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

O




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

8 January 2008
22.24L

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

A triangular shaped object. Was an orange
colour.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The object was seen moving towards
Chorley in Lancashire.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

The object was moving across the sky quite
fast.

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.
Chorley
Lancashire

11. | Other witnesses. His wife.

12. | Remarks. said that this object was not a
normal passenger plane, as it was
triangular, Thought he had better let us
know that he had seen it, even though 1t
sounds silly.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 9 January 2008

10.45L
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

(Seen sometime in December).
(No time given).

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

A UFQO was seen.

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
helptul than a roughly
estimated bearing.)

The UFQ was seen over Cardiff in West
Glamorgan.

Approximate distance,

Quite far in the distance.

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

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

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




9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and Ms, then didn’t give name.
telephone no of informant.
Cardiff
West Glamorgan
11. | Other witnesscs. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008

11.50L
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard} 218 8000
(Fax)

Cardaff Our Reference:
West Glamorgan D/DAS/64/2
Date:
4 January 2008

Deor S

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

First, it may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence (MOD) examines any reporis 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 1ot 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 tole in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. 1 should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

In your answerphone message, you informed us that your dog, and possessions were abducted.
Abduction, kidnap and theft are criminal offences and therefore would be a matter for the civilian
Police, not the MOD.

Finally, with regard to your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we received any other
‘UFQ’ 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,




Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SI_GHTING

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

(Seen in sometime in 2007).
(Time not given).

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

The witness saw spaceships and then said
that one of them abducted his dog, car and
tent when he and some friends were out
camping.

Exact position of observer.

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

Quidoors, camping around the Cardiff
area.

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

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The spaceships were seen over Cardiff in
West Glamorgan.

Approximate distance.

The spaceships were quite near to the
witness.

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

They were going quite slow across the sky
and then one of them abducted the
witnesses dog and possessions.

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

Not given.



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 167 - Man says ‘spacecraft’ abducted his dog, car and tent whilst he was camping.


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

10.

Name, address and
telephone no of informant.

DAS answerphone.

Cardiff
West Glamorgan

11. | Other witnesses. His friends that were camping with him.
12. | Remarks. said that he would like to tell us
more about the spaceships he has seen and
more about his ordeal. He did not state
whether he gotthenrback what was taken.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008

11.20L
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Cardiff D/DAS/64/2

- West Glamorgan Date:
4 January 2008

e SN

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.” Sorry if [ have misspelt your Surname
or address, as the answerphone can be hard to understand.

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 ‘UFOQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purposc, 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, 1 can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings from Whitchurch in West Glamorgan in December 2007. We are satisfied that
there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.




Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

(Seen in December 2007).
(Time not given).

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

A UFO was seen.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The UFO was seen over Whitchurch in
West Glamorgan.

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,
Cardiff
West Glamorgan

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Baid could we get back to her to
let her know what the object could have
been.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008

11.15L
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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

Tetephone (Direct dial} 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) (20 7218 9000
{Fax}

Your Reference:

Pontypridd Our Reference:
Mid-Glamorgan D/DAS/64/2
Date:

4 January 2008

T am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in November
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.” Sorry if [ have misspelt your surname
or your address in any way. The answerphone can be hard to understand.

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 “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, 1 can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for Pontypridd in Mid-Glamorgan in November 2007. We are satisfied that there
is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.




Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

oS R Y S L L e A R e e

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

(Seen in November 2007).
23.00L

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

An object, which had all these different
lights. When the lights flashed they looked
like they were different shapes. Then both
ends of the object started to flash.

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

{Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The object was seen over Pontypridd in
Mid-Glamorgan.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

The object was flying across the sky, but
the witness didn’t say how fast it was
moving.

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.
Pontypridd
Mid-Glamorian

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. said that the object was there
for quite a few minutes. It kept flashing all
the time.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008

11.05L




From: qs \
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
Your Reference:

Our Reference:

Carchff D/DAS/64/2
West Glamorgan Date:
4 January 2008

pear SRR

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘anidentified flying object’, seen in December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQs.” Sorry if I have misspelt your surname,
the answerphone can be hard to understand.

First, it may be helpful if T 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 Pontrennau in West Glamorgan in December 2007. We are satisfied that there
is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircratt.

Sorry I could not be any help.







REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

(Seen in December 2007).
(Time not given).

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

A UFQO was scen.

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 cye.

Direction in which object

The UFO was scen flying over Pontrennau,

was first seen. Cardiff in West Glamorgan.
{A landmark may be more

helpful than a roughly

estimated bearing.)

Approximate distance. Not given.

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

The UFO was flying across the sky, didn’t
say at what sort of speed.

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.
Cardiff
t Glamorgan
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. st said that he wanted us to get
back to him about his sighting.
13. ] Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008

11.00L
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) G20 7218 9000
(Fax)
Your Reference:
Raurdean Woodside Our Reference:

Gloucestershire D/DAS/64/2

Secicn o) Date

3 January 2008

Do SR

] am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 25 December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to *UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reporis 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 aireraft 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, T can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFO’ sighting for 25 December 2007, and that was from Kettering from Northamptonshire. 1
have enquired as to if there was any low flying military activity on the 25 December 2007 and
have been informed that there was not. We arc satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to
suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircratt.

Sotry I could not be any help.




Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

25 December 2007
(No time given).

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

Three round things went across the sky and
then one stopped and then the other two
then stopped and waited for it.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The objects were seen over Raurdaen
Woodside in Gloucestershire.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

They were moving across the sky, but the
witness didn’t say how fast they were

going.

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.
aurdean v 0odsiIe
Gloucestershire

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. ould like to know if there
was any military activity on the day of her
sighting,

13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008

10.50L
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of information 1

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard) 20 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Kettering D/DAS/64/2
Northants Date:
4 January 2008

T am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 25 December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.” Sorry if I have misspelt your surname,
the answerphone can be hard to understand.

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 ‘UFQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. it would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received one other report ofa
‘UFQ’ sighting for 25 December 2007 and that was from Raurdean Woodside in Gloucestershire.
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.)

25 December 2007
19.20L

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

A brilliant, yellow light. There was no
sound.

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

{Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The light was seen travelling from West to
East over Kettering in Northamptonshire.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The light was travelling faster than an
aircraft, but slower than a shooting star. It
kept on a constant course.

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.
Kettering
Northants

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. that this light/object was
definitely not man made. He found it
strange, that it made no noise at all. Was
totally silent as it crossed across the sky.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008

10.35L
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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 214G
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Thetford Our Reference:
Norfolk D/DAS/64/2
Date;

4 January 2008

Dear SRR

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

First, it may be helpful if T 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 from Thetford in Norfolk in December 2007. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Y ours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERTAL, SIGHTING

KLl Ay N N e e ————

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

(Seen in December).
(No time given).

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

Just said a UFO.

Exact position of observer.

Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
statjonary/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 UFQ was seen over Thetford in
Nortfolk.

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

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions Not given.

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




—
9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Thetford
Norfolk
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008
10.30L
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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) 20 7218 9000
{Fax)

_ Yo

Newport Our Reference:
South Glamorgan D/DAS/64/2
Date:
4 January 2008

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in July 1954 the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.” Sorry if [ have misspelt vour address, the
answerphone can be hard to understand.

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 extemal 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 acrial 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-rinded. 1 should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, we do not keep records as far back as 1954, so I can
not check to see if there were any other reports matching your particular sighting report.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

July 1954
11.00L

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

A black circle was seen in the sky and then
when it turned sideways, it looked like a
silver flying saucer.

Exact position of observer.

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

The witness just said outdoors.

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

With the naked cye.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The object was seen over Newport in
South Glamorgan.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

It was moving across the sky.

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

Not given.



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 193 - UFO report from South Wales, seen in 1954.


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

DAS answerphone.

10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Newport
South Glamorgan

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. said that he has seen a few
strange objects in his time, and that this
was definitely a UFO. Said we could ring
him, if we wanted more information.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 January 2008

11.55L




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) 00
(Fax)

Your Reference:

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

19 December 2007

1 am writing with reference to your report of an “unidentified flying object’, seen on 20 October
2007, the details of which you passed to DAS by letter. This office 1s 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 therc 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. [ 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 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there 18 no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Finally, if Mr Hubrecht wishes to communicate with the MOD, he can write to us on the above
address.

Sorry I could not be any help.




Yours sincerely




Hawant, Hants

12" Dec 2007 o

Dear Sir / Madam

I am writing to you in regards to an unusual aerial observation that T
witnessed on Saturday the 20" October 2007 at 12.10 pm above my fathers home,
which is situated on the outskirts o Portsmouth below portsdown hall.
Just after midday at 12.10 pm I observed {rom my fathers back garden an unusual
oval / spherical shaped object that appeared to cross the flight path of a commercial
aircraft, narrowly missing it, as the oval / spherical object approached the aircraft it
appeared to accelerate very fast, in doing so it appeared to wobble from side to side as
it passed directly in front of the commercial aireraft narrowly avoiding a collision, 1
briefly watched the object move off to the east before deciding to rush back in to my
fathers home to retrieve my camcorder, but unfortunately when 1 refurned to the
garden the object was no longer visible, (see drawing cnclosed, Attachment 1)
However within 2 minutes [ sighted & managed to film on my camcorder another
object in the sky roughly in the same vicinity as the previous occurrence that [
couldn’t identify (see pictures enclosed, Attachment 2) the object remained virtually
stationary throughout the duration of 10 minutes until it finally disappeared in to the
clouds.

Mr Alain Hubrecht who is a Belgium national and a “NATO expert in peace support
operations and critical infrastructure protection” wrote on my behalf to Airprox
concerning this incident, Airprox passed on the information to the CAA (see
enclosed; Mr Hubrecht’s initial request to Airprox (Attachment 3) and the CAA’s
reply back to Mr Hubrecht concerning the radar data, Attachment 4).

Mr Hubrecht has asked if he could communicate with you directly concerning this
incident,

1s this possible?

I would be grateful for your help in this matter.
Yours sincerely
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ARITAaddarewT 3

From:

Sent: 27 October 2007 17:05
To: info@airproxboard.org.uk
Subject: Info request on Airprox

Dear Sir, .

As a NATO expert in Peace Support Operations and Homeland Security, I'd like to request
information about an Airprox that was observed last Saturday Qctober 20, 2007, at 12:10 PM.
The incident happened over the Paulsgrove area of Portsmouth, just before reaching
Portsdown Hill.

One airplane was fairly high in the sky, coming from South and going North, when just close to
this position, another object (UAP — UFO7?) did cross his trajectory moving from west {o east.
The object appeared to be a third of the size of the airplane.

The attached drawing is from who witthessed the incidence &t his father's
home which is situated below ill, close to the radar base.

The drawing shows the avoidance path of the UAP.

Postdown Hill is indeed the place of a Qinetig base doing radar researches.%
was able to take a movie a few minutes later of a round object hovering above the hll.

I wonder if we can get radar information (both civil and non-civil radar) about this Airprox, as
well as the information coming from the pilot of the airplane if he made an AirProx report.

If you are not able to provide this information, can you forward my request or tell me where to
find information about planes trajectories and how to reach the pilots of identified flights?
Thank you,

B-1970 Wezembeek-Oppem

Belgium

Mobiie

NATO Xp

Accredited to interrogate Governmental agencies, Military forces, SHAPE and NATO
representative about real or potential civilian threads.

NATQ SECRET level accreditation.

Before printing consider the environment.

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and

intended solely for the use of the individual ar entity to whom they

are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify

our Help Desk (email co.uk or phonw)

You should not copy -mail or attachments for any purp & their contents to
any other person.

Please note that all e-mail messages sent to the Civil Aviation Authority are subject to monitoring /



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 200> - Report of a ‘UAP’ sighted by an observer in Paulsgrove, Portsmouth, as it appeared to cross the path of an airliner.
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Objet : Your reported observation over portsdown Hill

Dear

We have nhow reviewed the radar data for the date, time and location given in your email dated
27 October.

There were several airliners in the vicinity, at high altitude, at around 12:10pm that day. There
were also numerous light aircraft, not under air traffic control, flying at much lower aftitudes in
the same area. The light aircraft pilcts were providing their own separation from other aircraft
by keeping a iook out and using the 'see and avoid' principle, which is standard practice in
uncontrolled airspace.

Having viewed the radar data, the most likely explanation is that there was an airliner tracking
South to North at 25,000 at 12:10pm. A light aircraft can be seen tracking West to East at
this time, close to the lateral path of the airliner but at a much lower altitude. It is not possible
to identify the light aircraft or its actual height using the radar information. However, itis
possible that these aircraft tracks may have appeared to cross each cther, when viewing the
aireraft from the ground. it is notoriously difficuit to judge horizontal and vertical separation
from the ground, as aircraft may be separated by thousands of feet vertically but they appear
to be at the same level depending on aircraft size and trajectory.

in the UK it is a legal requirement that, in respect of commercial air transport operations, an
Airprox report is filed, by a pilot and/or an air traffic controller, within four days. This time has
elapsed and | can confirm that we have not received a report corresponding to the details
which you have provided - either from the air traffic controller or the pilot of the airliner. On this
basis, there is no further action to be taken by the CAA.

With regard to the possibility of an Unidentified Flying Object, | would suggest contacting the
Ministry of Defence at the following address in case they have received any other reports
relating to this observation:

UFQ Reports

Ministry of Defence .

SEC (AS2), Room 8247

Main Building

Whitehatl

London

SW1A 2HB

Y ours sincereli
ead of Safety Data Unit

CAA

Before Printing consider the environment.
This email, and any files transmitted with it are confidential.

i you are nat the intended reci ient, please notify our Desk
{e-mail: or phone: immediately.
Yaou should o T use thus e-mail of aitachments Tor any se nor disclose their contents to

any other person.
Please note that all e-mail messages sent to the Civil Aviation Authority are subject to monitoring /
imterception for lawful business



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 201 - Examination of radar tapes by RAF suggests Portsmouth UFO was a light aircraft flying at lower altitude, below the airliner. 
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From: - ST

Sent: 18 December 2007 15:03

Subject: Release-Authorised: UFO Sighting.

| am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 15 December 2007, the
details of which you e-mailed to the DAS-UFO-office e-mail address. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying
objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely,
whether there is any evidence 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. | should add
that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, | can confirm that we received no other reports of UFQO’ sightings
for 15 December 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to
suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry | could not be any help.

Yours sihcerely

Mﬂen ce

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

Main Building

Whitehail

London

SW1A 2 HB

E-mail - das-ufo-office @mod.uk

18/12/2007
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rrom:

Sent: 17 December 2007 16:18
To: DAS-UFO-Office

Heilo

i read in the Sunderland Echo of possible UFO sightings over Sunderland and Seaham on Saturday 15
December 2007. | also saw these lights in the sky at approximately 2045 hours. If you would like any further
information from me please get in touch.

This message has been inspected by DynaComm i:mail

Unless expressly stated otherwise, the information contained in this email and any files transmitted
with it is confidential and is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is
addressed. If you are not the intended recipient you must not copy, distribute, or take any action or
reliance upon it. If you have received this email in error, please destroy it and notify the sender. Any
unauthorised disclosure of the information contained in this email is strictly prohibited. Thank you
for your co-operation.

17/12/2007




From: _

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephene (Direct dialy 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) D20 7218 2000
{Fax}

Your Reference:

(Our Reference:
D/DAS/H4/2

Date:
Silloth

17 December 2007
Cumbris R

Dear IR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2007, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQOs.” Sorry if I have misspelt your surname, the
answerphone can be hard to understand.

First, it may be helpful if T 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 sourcc, 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 Beckfoot, Cumbria in 2007. We are satistied that there is no corroborating

evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry 1 could not be any 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.)

A definite UFO. It was an elongated,
amber object. Then as the object sped up, it
changed to white in colour and then

became very bright.
Exact position of observer. | Not given.
Geographical location,
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The object was seen over Beckfoot in
Cumbria.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

The object was moving quite slowly when
it was first seen, then after a few seconds,
it sped up and the colour changed on it.

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.
Silloth
Cumbria
i1. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. : Remarks. id that the object was definitely
not a human craft. It was a definite UFO.
No human aircraft could change colour as
the object had done.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 17 December 2007

10.30L




==
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From:q
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Telephone (Direct diai) 020 7218 2140
{Switchhoard) 020 7218 900C
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Aberdeen Date:

Aberdeenshire _ 14 December 2007

o SRR

| am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 12 December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.” Sorry if T have misspelt your surname,
the answerphone can be hard to understand.

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 1t
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 extratetrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. T 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 12 December 2007 and that was from Solihull in the West Midlands. 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 December 2007
18.30L

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

There were lights in the sky, and then they
formed into two triangle formations. They
were very bright and there was no noise.
There was a smaller light on each end of
the two triangles.

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

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. | With the naked eye.

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

Direction in which object
was first seen.

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

The lights were seen moving over Bridge
of Don, Aberdeen, Aberdeenshire.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

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

The lights were moving quite slowly across
the sky. The two groups of lights then
broke up and moved in separate directions.

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

Not given.




9. | To whom reported. The witness said that A SISO’
(Police, military, press etc) | gave her our DAS answerphone number to
ring.

10. | Name, address and

telephone no of informant.
Aberdeen
Aberdeenshire

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. said that the lights were
definitely not on aircraft. There was a
helicopter and normal aircraft in the
vicinity and the lights looked nothing like
them. Plus, over a certain distance, the two
sets of lights in the triangle shapes broke
up and went in separate directions.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 14 December 2007

10.40L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

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

Teiephone (Direct dial} 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
({Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Solihull D/DAS/64/2

West Midlands Date:

_ 13 December 2007
D RSN

[ am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 12 December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.”

First, it may be helpful if T 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 it we were to do so.

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

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

Sorry 1 could not be any help.

Yours sincerely



REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERJAL SIGHTING

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

12 December 2007
(Time not given).

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

A giant craft that shone a light into the
witnesses back window.

Exact position of observer.

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

Indoors in the back room and then out in
the garden to look at the craft, to see if he
could work out what it could be.

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

With the naked eye and then binoculars.

Direction in which object
was first seen.

(A landmark may be more
helpful than a roughly

estimated bearing.)

The craft was seen over the witnesses
garden at first, in Shirley, Solithull, West
Midlands. Then the craft moved away in
the direction of Gloucester.

Approximate distance.

Quite close to the witnesses garden.

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

The craft shot off fast at first to the North
East and then staried to move at a slow
pace.

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

Not given.




9. | To whom reported. ng another section in the
(Police, military, press etc) | MOD, who then in turn informed him of
the DAS answerphone number.

10. | Name, address and

telephone no of informant.
Solihull
West Midlands

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. naid that the craft stayed for
some time shining a white light into his
back window, and was as clear as day. He
went into his back garden to see if' 1t was a
police helicopter, but it wasn’t. He said he
was very shook up and frightened by the
whole incident. Would like us to ring him
back to explain what the object could have
been.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 13 December 2007

10.45L




From: S

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) Q20 7218 8000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Haywards Heath Our Reference:
West Sussex D/DAS/64/2

Date:

12 December 2007

Desr SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 11 December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.” Sorry if I have misspelt your surname,
the answerphone message was hard to understand.

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 ‘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
ot natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but 1t
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

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

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reporis of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 11 December 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not be any help.




Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

11 December 2007
{Late in the evening).

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

There was a stationary object in the sky. It
fooked like the shape of a diagonal cross
on a Scottish flag.

Exact position of observer.

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

QOutside in the garden, right next to the
railway line.

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 object was seen to the South East over
the ratlway line in Haywards Heath, West
Sussex.

Approximate distance.

Quite far in the distance.

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

The object looked to be stationary.

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

Tt was clear and cold.



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 219 - UFO shaped like the diagonal cross on the Scottish flag, seen in Sussex, December 2007.



9. | To whom reported. DAS answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and
telephone no of informant.
Haywards Heath
West Sussex
il. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. said that it was strange and
would like to know what the object was.
Could we ring him back to explain this, as
he would like an explanation.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 12 December 2007

10.45L




erorm |

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) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Norwich D/DAS/64/2

Date:

11 December 2007

Do ETEREER)

Thank you for your e.mail to Des Browne, the Secretary of State for Defence, regarding your
report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on the 21 November 2007. It has been passed to this
branch to answer as we have the responsibility for this subject.

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 21 November 2007 from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry [ could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




. T007327 2007 - 20071211114100 - S --

From: feedback@www.mod.uk
sent: 07 December 2007 23:47
To: Ministers o

subject: Ask a Minister

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Friday, December
7, 2007 at 23:46:39

txtfirstname
txtlastname:

txtsubject: UFO Sighting

txtaddressl
txtaddress?

txttowncity: Norwich

txtstatecountry: Norfolk

txtzipcodepostcode :_ .

txtcountry: UK

txtrequest: I had no idea who to report this to and so called the Police in
Norfolk, The young woman I spoke to seemed to think it was a bit of a Taugh
although I explained to her that I was a Norfolk County Councillor and wouldn't
have reported a UFO sighting unless I had actually witnessed it. She gave me a
reference number - 705. As I have heard nothing from the Police since I thought
it better to do an internet search to find out who I should repert it to. The
MoD came up as having accepted sightings in the past and so I found this page to
contact you.

It happened on the 21st November 2007 at 7.16pm. I live on the eastern edge of
Norwich and was standing in front of my garage watching stars. (I'm interested
in astronomy.) I was looking to the Ssw and s1ight1y to the left of a small star
I had seen came a flash of white Tight. It wasn't 1ike a star_as there were no
flares / radiant lines coming from it. To describe it correctly you have to
1ma?ine a white ball that has a 1ight that flashes once inside it. The whole

ball 1ights up. It was like that and lasted for about half a second. The flash
was larger than any star or planet in the sky. Probably twice the size of the
current view of Mars. Immediately afterwards, what appeared to be a really tiny
star moved rapidly to the wNw much faster than any aircraft or satellite I had
aver seen. (We see many military aircraft around here.) If it was outside tha
atmosphere, it would have been moving at many thousands of miles per hour. If it
was high within the atmosphere, the speed w!

ould have been in the region of 5000+ mph. Although surprised, I was shocked
when it suddenly changed direction to the wsw without turning. It simply changed
direction probably 60 to 70 degrees. No turn whatsoever. It then got lower in
thehsky (curvature of the earth) as it sped away from me until it was lest from
sight.

perhaps someone else has reported this. I couldn't possibly be the only one.

I Took forward to hearing from you in the near future.

Page 1



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 222 - UFO sighted by a councillor from Norfolk County Council.


*TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page I of 2 l//’

From:

Sent: 11 December 2007 11:43
To: Sectiond0 |
Subject: FW: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO07327/2007

Attachments: TO07327 2007 - 20071211114100 - _

Over 1o you....

From: Parli Branch-Treat-Official

Sent: 11 December 2007 11:42

To: DAS-Sec; Low Flying

Subject: Release-Authorised: Treat Official Correspondence: TO07327/2007

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY

To: DAS Sec

Copy To:

Our Reference: TO07327/2007
Due Date: 09 January 2008
Correspondent:

Additional Advice:

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

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

If correspondence includes a specific request for recorded information then it should be
treated under the terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, even if the Act is not
specifically mentioned. In general, if you meet the Department's 15 working day deadline
and respond fully to the request for information, then there is no need to follow the full
procedures for FOI requests. However, you will stili need to acknowledge that you have
applied the Act and provide details of their right of appeal (see link below). If the
correspondence requests information which is not already in the public domain, and
particularly if you considering withholding information, then you should formally treat it as
a FOI request. The correspondence should be logged on the Access to Information tootkit
and you should consult and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info. Note, the
shorter deadline for responding to Ministerial and Treat Official correspondence will still
apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOI request, you should ask your FOI Focal Paint or refer to the guidance produced
by DG Info. (See the guidance at
http://defenceintranet.diiweb.r.mil.uk/Defencelntranet/Admin/RespondToRequestsForinformatic

It is important that branches ensure they have simple systems to track
correspondence received from members of the public, though the Parliamentary
Toolkit records the basic details. If you have access to a DII/C terminal, please
follow this link (once a response has been sent) to add your Final Reply Date and
close the case to remove it from your TO Task List:
http://pt/_Layouts/PT/TaskList/TaskList.aspx. Lead Branches without access to

11/12/2007




" TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE - TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY Page 2 of 2

he Toolkit should notify the Ministerial Correspondence Unit (via PariiBranch-
Treat-Official@mod.uk) of the date of their reply so that Parli Branch can close
the record on the Toolkit.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at

http:f/main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid,htm. If you do not have access to
the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

Regards,

MOD Parliamentary Branch
ini i orrespondence Unit

: ParliBranch-Treat-Official@mod.uk

11/12/2007




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 9C00
(Fax)

Your Reference:

QOur Reference:
Warrrington D/DAS/64/2

Cheshire Date:
10 December 2007

pea R

T am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 9 December
2007, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.”

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

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

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

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

Sorry | could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

9 December 2007
21.30L

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

At first sight, the object looked like a big,
stationary, flying saucer. Then as the car
drove past it from another angle, it looked
like two perfectly formed triangles. They
were very symmetrical. They both had
what looked like halogen lights on them,
which were white lights with a tinge of red
and green in them and were very bright.
The lights were shimmering.

Exact position of observer.

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

In a car driving Eastward on the M56 past
Altrincham towards Warrington, Cheshire.

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

With the naked eve.

Direction in which object
was first seen,

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

On the M56 driving Eastwards towards
Warrington, past Junction 6.

Approximate distance.

Seemed quite near to the motorway.

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

The object/objects were stationary.

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

A bit rainy and murky.




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

DAS answerphone.

10.

Name, address and
telephone no of informant.

Warrington

i iiiihirc

11.

Other witnesses.

No others in the car. But——

said that other cars slowed down to take a
look, so there must have been quite a few
other witnesses.

12.

Remarks.

said they could have been
satellites, but then changed her mind,
because they tend to drift across the sky
and these objects were stationary. Plus, the
lights on the objects were no ordinary
lights. They were definitely not planes

either. % also informed the
Police of her sighting, but they didn’t have

much to say.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

10 December 2007
11.30L




Page 1 of 1

From: I

Sent: 10 December 2007 11:35

o: R

Subject: Release-Authorised: UFQ Sighting.

| am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 8 December 2007, the
details of which you forwarded to the das-ufo-office

e.mail address. This office is the focat point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to
'UFOs'.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'unidentified flying
objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely,
whether there is any evidence the United Kingdom’s airspace might have been com promised 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 extraterrestriai life forms, about which it remains totally open-minded. | should add
that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

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

Sorry | could not be any help.

Yours sincerely

Ministry of Defence

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

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E.mail — das-ufo-office @ mod.uk

10/12/2007




From: qon behalf of DAS-UFO-Office
Sent: 10 December 2007 10:20
Subject:

Sent: 08 December 2007 :

To: DAS-UFQ-Office

Subject: sighting

location : Bryn, south wales

travelling between Maesteg to Port Talbot Via Bryn

Description.

Two clusters of amber/Orange and white lights in triangular formations heading from
the se to nw from Margam direction heading towards Neath/aAfan valley — lklﬁi&: qugmm@ﬁﬁgyh-

These lights made no neise and went from an apparent static position with cne cluster
of lights above the other to a parallel formaticon level horizontally and travelled
very slowly in a north westerly direction. There was no engine noise at all and the
objects moved in an unusual manner like & feather or a cork bobbing on water. The
event was witnessed by % members of my family including myself. The cbject/s were
gseamingly quite low as i drove underneath them before pulling my car over to the gide
of the road to cbserve the cbjects.



The National Archives
UFO June 2013 release
P. 229 - Sighting of clusters of amber/orange lights moving in triangular formation by a family from inside their car in South Wales, December 2007.
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Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) Reports

Report of Unidentified Flying Object

Date
’ | [12{2007
Time
1 O
Sighting Duration
Description of Object

EOJ/OOH Like

Exact Position of Observer

10 SvwW SomAXx

How Object was Observed

CaochiT KklLrlo 6O

Direction in which Object
was First Seen

Angular Elevation of Object

Distance of Object from
Observer

Movement of Object

Meteorological Conditions
During Observations

Nearby Objects

To Whom Reported

CONTRoLER

Name of
Informant

Address of Informant

Background Information on
Informant that may be
Volunteered

Other Witnesses

LACC/ATC/GEN/CHK/1621

Version 2.3 01/02/05 Page 2 of 3




Date of Receipt of Report
L |12 /07

Time of Receipt of Report
SO (2109
Actions Time
Complete report of UFO with as many details as possible and send to
FOI1

Telephone details immediately and leave a message on 0207 218 2140.

LACC/ATC/GEN/CHKMG21 Version 2.3 01/02/05 Page 3of 3




UFO REPORTS

Includes addressed envelopes to:-

FOI1
5™ FLOOR, ZONE H
MAIN BUILDING
WHITEHALL
LONDON

SW1A 2HB

LACC/ATC/GEN/CHIK/1621

Version 2.3

01/02/05

Page 10of 3




	P. 229 - Sighting of clusters of amber/orange lights moving in triangular formation by a family from inside their car in South Wales, December 2007.

	P. 222 - UFO sighted by a councillor from Norfolk County Council.
	P. 219 - UFO shaped like a Scottish flag, seen in Sussex, December 2007.

	P. 200> - Report of a ‘UAP’ sighted by an observer in Paulsgrove, Portsmouth, as it appeared to cross the path of an airliner.

	P. 201 - Examination of radar tapes by RAF suggests Portsmouth UFO was a light aircraft flying at lower altitude, below the airliner. 

	P. 193 - UFO report from South Wales, seen in 1954.

	P. 167 - Man says ‘spacecraft’ abducted his dog, car and tent whilst he was camping.
	P. 146 - Family relaxing in hot-tub near Burgess Hill, Sussex, saw 14 orange lights in the sky.
	P. 137> - Strange beams of light seen over Darley Moor, Derbyshire Peak District.

	P. 124 - 20-30 bright orange lights moving slowly ‘against the wind’ reported to police on Thorney Island.

	P. 113 - UFO sighted opposite the Houses of Parliament in February 2008.

	P. 93> - Black & white photographs of UFO sighted by a dog-walker near Mexborough, South Yorkshire, sent to the Defence Minister.

	P. 80 - Report of a light in the sky that was visible for seven hours until early hours of the morning (a star?)

	P. 28 - Two women frightened by sighting of  ‘fleets of orange lights’ in Bristol sky




