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NUISANCE CORRESPONDENCE - MOD (AIR) BLACKLIST PROCEDURE

Ref A: D/S10(Air)/45/9/6 dated 8 June 84

1. It is five years since the MOD(Air) nuisance correspondence
procedure was oulined at Ref A. As an aid to new staff and to
update branch titles, this revised version has been produced.

2. Correspondence with people outside the Department can reach a
stage where they persist in writing about a particular subject
even though the fullest possible answer has been given on several
occasions. Where this occurs, it is usual for the person to be
declared and listed as a nuisance correspondent so that any
further correspondence from them, on the subject in question, is
intentionally not answered, so long as no new points relevant to
the case are raised.

3. When a correspondent has reached the nuisance stage, a
summary of the case with a recommendation for blacklisting should
be prepared and referred to the Head of Division concerned, with
all the correspondence, for a decision on blacklisting. This
action should, however, be regarded only as a last resort and
should be taken, in the case of Ministerial correspondence, only
after agreement with the relevant Private Office. If blacklisting
is agreed, it will normally be on the understanding that a final
letter is then sent to the correspondent informing him or her that

cesc0l 23/8



no useful purpose will be served by continuing the’correspondence.
The outside of the relevant file(s) should be annotated as

follows:

"The person to whom this file relates is regarded as a
nuisance correspondent on the subject(s) of ....vunn..... P
Any further communication from him/her on this/these
subject (s) should be ignored. Signed ........... e aaeen
Branch ............. cese. Date .......... "

4. So that other offices which may receive a letter or
communication on the subject in question from a nuisance
correspondent may be aware that it should not be answered, the
branch responsible for the subject concerned should, immediately a
person is blacklisted, notify in writing the following offices as
well as those which are, or could be, directly concerned with the

subject.

APS/Secretary of State
APS/Minister (AF)

APS/US of S(AF)

Defence Services Secretary (petitions to The Sovereign only)
CPR

Head of PL({SPP)

Head of PL(LS)

P Man 3d(RAF)

PM(AR) 1 (RAF)

Ministry of Defence Enquiries (MB)

The notification should contain the following information:

name, rank/no (if applicable), address, subject, brarc¢h, file
number and date placed on list.

5. Should a correspondent who has been blacklisted by the
Department subsequently petition The Queen, or take up their case
with Ministers, through their MP, for the first time, then that
correspondence should be answered. 2 person who repeatedly
petitions The Sovereign on the same subject may be blacklisted but
a Minister cannot refuse to answer a Parliamentary Enquiry. AaMP
can, however, be requested to agree to the termination of
correspondence. Assuming such agreement is reached, any new MPp
involved thereafter should receive background information and be
asked to agree to the correspondence remaining closed.
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Registered File Disposal Form - S i

FILE TITLE: {Mam Hnar:llng Sﬂﬂancta Heading lertlaryHeeclingetc} o

Reference:
{Prenx and Number):

DiSec (jﬂ@ 2(3

F'art

Date of last anctosur

PART 1. DISPOSAL SCHEDULE RECOMMENDATION
{To be __cnmpleted yhen ihe file is ﬂlqsed}

Dastroy after years (& |

Datdof 2nd revisy ) Forward Destruction Date

; .ewewersSﬂCON ;:' Fiewewer
:gna’rure ‘F%WE_VH Slgnatur

Y L5
[l ."

Forward to CS{RM) atter yeargl

]
g

No recarmmendation 5

|

PART 2. BRANCH REVIEW ‘ -9 % .- - y ]
(To be completed not 1ater than 4 years aftdfghe date of the |2f ~ N y T
(Defets as appropriate) % & ;o " ¢’

' a.  Oi no further administrative value and ORI Qrihy of ¢ prmanent Ores
and Gcrdewnrd material cannot be destroyed locaily |

k)

(OY IMMEPTELY (Remember that TOP SECRET

raren

b. Tc: be retained for years (1rl R e SN 0 ifiQ reason(s):
! v ' o/
; LEGAL- DEFENfE POLICY + OPERATIONS [
CONTRACTUAL . orIGINAL COMMITTEE PAPERS
FINANCE/AUDIT MAJOR EQUIPMENT PROJECT | S .]
I— DIREG;I‘OHATE POLICY OTHER (Specify) | |
PPQ = 100 |

{Conlinued overieal)

R T ol - ] - ' L] - - - - - . an - _ -—— —— . A . —
' -

(il Key enclosures which support the recommendation are:

(i) Atthe end of the specified retention period the file is to be:

Desiroyed ot ARG (

Considered by GS[Hh.-:I]'{tSr |

permanent presewghqﬁ - ", | v

c. Ofno further adminj%trativa value but worthy of consideration by CS(RM) for perman;h preservation.
PART 3. BRANCH REVIEWINGS PART 4 DESTRUCT IEN CERTIFICATE
- P Td ags .
Signature: it is cortified that the sp?_cmed file has heen destroyed.
- Slgfﬁiige EH
Name; % 7 _g
(Biock Capials) ,g o Nﬁ% y
Grade/Rank: \"\"E‘:} Date: 2&{ l \\q - ; | : (Block Capitats) - L
) Grade.f_ﬁank.# Date:

Branch Title and Full Address: Witnessed by (TOP SECRET* and SECRET only)

"b-al' -I|

._i'f "I--
&'L !

Signature:

Name:

(Block Capitals) i

Grade/Rank: Date:
*(FOR CS{RM) USE ONLY)




From: _ acretariat {Air Staff)2a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE room
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephorne) (Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

[92]

Your referance

Cur reference
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
Date

s ¢

;wz January 1990

)=

Thank you for your letter to my predecessor, - on the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO's). - - -
I think it would be helpful if I begin by explaining that the Ministry of Defence
was content that the Rendlesham incident was of no defence significance because
whatever was witnessed was not apparently hostile. As you know, our interest in
the UFO phenomenom is limited to the question of defence. We are satisfied that
no threat to the UK's defences has yet occurred.

With regard to your request for information, as you are already aware, because of
the provisions of the Public Records Act we are unable to release details of
reports 'en bloc'. Therefore it will not be possible to release a 'small

sample' of reports. As we have stated previously, we may be able to help with
specific enquiries about particular incidents, but to answer an enquiry as general
as yours is not permissible under current legislation.

Finally, I regret that we do not have figures for the numbers of reports received
in the years prior to 1980. The files in question are now in MOD archives, and

we have neither the staff nor the resources to facilitate the research this
question entails. However, I can tell you that during 1989 we received 258 reports.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

Yours bacasels,




Secretariat{Air Staff) 2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  Roon XSS 40

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Teiephone: {Direct Diailing)
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS) 12/3
Date
2. January 1990

I8l
bleas

Thank you for your letter of 21 December 1989 in which you requested any information
we might have on two unusual sightings in Essex.

A search through our files has shown that two reports were indeed passed to us

by local police in Clacton and Basildon. Copies of these reports are enclosed

for your information, although in line with our policy to maintain the privacy

of the originators, their identifying details have been removed. - I regret that
because the MOD has not investigated these incidents, I am unable to offer a
definitive explanation for what was witnessed.

i

I hope that you will find this helpful.

b(cu,m Sxx\,u»tﬁ.u /




A

_ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
5. MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Roon EESHSIRR
2 Main Building Whitehail London SW1A 2HB

[ &3:‘; Telephone (Direct Dialling)
Y%, @ {Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS) 12/3
Date

2

5;1 January 1990

o I

Thank you for‘your letter of 7 December on the subject of an unusual
sighting over the Southampton area on 23 July 1988, in which you requested® =
any information we might be able to provide. '

As you will already be aware, the Ministry of Defence's involvement with
this subject is very limited. I regret that I have been unable to establish
whether or not RAF dircraft were in the area at the time in question. However,
as the event took place on a Sunday, this is unlikely to have been the case.

I would also like to confirm that the Ministry of Defence did not receive any
reports of unusual sightings witnessed on that date.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
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_Secretaz‘iat {Air Staff)2a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  roon [ESHOREI0

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diailin oxt
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec (AS)12/3
Date

Q:l_December 1989

o...

Thank you for your report to Humberside Police of an unusual sighting you witnessed
on 11 December, which has been passed to the Ministry of Defence.

You may find it useful if I begin by explaining that while the Ministry of Defence_ -
does receive and co-ordinate some reports of UFO sightings, our sole concern is )
to determine whether or not they present a threat to the security of the United
Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this has not been the case so far,

we do not attempt to investigate further or te identify whatever might have been
seen.

Given this limited involvement with the subject, the MOD does not have-any
department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports,
nor do we have any staff employed on the subject full time. I am sure that

you will appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the
continuing security of the United Kingdom against, primarily, aggression from
the Warsaw Pact countries. This being so, we could not justify the use of .
defence funds on scientific investigations unless a clear threat to the security
of the UK had been identified.

In this context, I regret that I am unable to offer you a definitive explanation
for what you witnessed. I hope you will understand that because no threat to
the UK's defences has been established, we do not intend to investigate further.
Nevertheless, we are grateful to you for taking the time to make a report.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

xtCLL&G oy i




_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE roonSEEIEIR/0
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling ext
{Switchboard)

Your reference
(rtd)

Qur reference

D/Sec {AS) 12/3
Date

90 December 1489

—

Thank you for your report to Humberside police of an unusual sighting you
witnessed on 7 December, a copy of which has been passed to the Ministry
of Defence. '

You may find it helpful if I begin by explaining that while the Ministry of
Defence dees receive and co-ordinate some reports of UFO sightings, our sole
concern is to determine whether or not they present a threat to the security
of the United Kingdom.  -Unless we judge that they do, and this has not been
the case so far, we do not attempt to investigate further, or identify what-
ever might have been seen. ,

Given this limited involvement with the subject the MOD does not have any
department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports,
nor do we have any staff employed on the subject full time. I am sure that
you will appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the
continuing security of the United Kingdom against, primarily, aggression
from the Warsaw Pact countries. This being so, we could not justify the use
of defence funds on scientific investigations, unless a clear threat to the
security of the UK had been identified.

In this context, I regret that I am unable to offer you a definitive explana-
tion for what you witnessed. However, from your description it is possible

that it may have been an aircraft seen from an unusual angle. I hope you

will understand that because no threat to the UK's defences has been established,
we do not intend to investigate further. Nevertheless, we are grateful to you
for taking the time to make a report.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

Tausy




ST S-c-ctariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  roon SECHGHR'0

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diallin- oxt
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date
59 December 1989

O&m’ _

Thank you for your report to RAF Finningley of an unusual sighting witnessed
by yourself and your family on 29 November, which has been passed to the
Ministry of Defence, )

You may find it helpful if I begin by explaining that while the Ministry of
Defence does receive and co-ordinate some reports of UFO sightings, our sole
concern is to determine whether or not they present a threat to the security
of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this has not been
the case so far, we do not attempt to investigate further or to identify
whatever might have been seen.

Given this limited involvement with the subject, the Ministry of Defence does

not have any department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying

UFO reports, nor do we have any staff employed on the subject full time. As

you will expect, therefore, we do not carry out studies or investigations into

the phenomena. I am sure that you will understand that defence funds are

already fully committed to the continuing security of the United Kingdom

against, primarily aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This being

the case, we could not justify the use of defence funds on a scientific investiga-
tion unless a clear threat to the UK's defences had been established.

In this context, I regret that I am unable to offer a definitive explanation
for what you witnessed. I hope you will understand that because no threat to
the UK's defences has been established, we do not intend to investigate
further. Nevertheless, we are grateful to you for taking the time to make

a report.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

{ewa
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Common Services(Records)l, Room-
Ministry of Defence
St Christopher House Southwark Street London SE1 OTD

Telephone QOperator
Direct Dialling

Your reference

Qur reference
D/CS(R)1/6/1/3
Date

S pDecember 1989

I refer to your letter of 20 November addressed to Sec{AS)2. As this office is
responsible for the Department's records under the provisions of the
Public Records Acts we have been asked to reply on their behalf.

Under section 5(1) of the Public Record Act of 1958 public records are not made
available for public inspection for 50 years from their creation. This pericd
was subsequently reduced to 30 years under section 1 of the Public Records Act of
1967 and this 30 year period before public access is granted to official records
is what is commonly referred to as "the 30 year rule". This restriction applies
to all official records, irrespective of whether they are classified or not.

OQur enquiries have indicated that there are no Ministry of Defence records
relating to UFOs in the Public Record Office at Kew. A House of Lords debate on
the topic on 4 March 1982 revealed that all UFO records prior to 1967 has not
been preserved. Those created after that date are subject to the 30 year
retention rule.

It seems, therefore, that there are no official papers on this subject presently
available in the PRO and in their absence I can only refer you to commercially
available books and publications which may indicate other primary source material.

I am sorry we cannot be of more assistance to you in this matter.

Yours faithfully

Deputy Deparitmental
Records Officer
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Secretariat (Air Staff)za
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  roon SRR 0

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone: {Direct Diailing) w
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS) 12/3
Date

i) November 1989

oo

Thank you for your letter of 11 November concerning the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

Although you are indeed correct to assume that the Air Staff .
Secretariat acts as the Ministry of Defence's focal point for those
who wish to write on this particular topic, I must correct the,
perhaps generally held,misconception that the MOD knows more about
UFOs than it is prepared to reveal. This is not the case. The
department's involvement is, in fact, very limited and our sole
concern with sighting reports of UFOs is to determine whether or not
they present a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless

we judge that they do, and this has not been the case so far, we do

not attempt to investigate further or to identify whatever might have
been seen. Similarly, we do not undertake studies into the UFO
phenomenon, nor do we have the resources to carry out general surveys
or indepth investigations. I am sure that you will appreciate that
defence funds are already fully committed to the continuing security

of the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries.
This being so, we could not justify the use of defence funds on
scientific investigations unless a clear threat to the security of the
UK had been identified.

As such, I regret that I am unable to offer you a definitive explanation
for what you witnessed, and because no threat to the UK's defence has
been established, you will understand that we do not intend to
investigate the incidents. Nevertheless, we would like to thank you

for taking the time to pass on the reports.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

%gﬁ Cgﬁ'\/\dﬁu,é/\,’




From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Roon SEciSiRl

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Teiephone: (Direct Diamng)_
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec{AS8)12/3
Date

77 November 18989

Thank vou for your letter of 23 October to my Ministry of Defence colleague
‘concerning the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UF0s). As you

will know from our previous correspondence, this is a matter for which I have
responsibility and as such, your letter has been passed to me for a reply.

I have discussed your proposal with;and can confirm that given the MOD's
limited involvement with this subject, we do not believe that there would be any
benefit in the Department accepting your offer of co-operation and mutual exchange
of information. You will recall that the MOD's sole involvement with this subject
is to ensure that reports of UFC sightings do not present a threat to the security
and defence of the United Kingdom. We have yet to judge this to be the case.

I trust you will find this helpful.

7\4@%




From: - Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  Roon SRRl
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone: {Direct Diauing)-
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AC)12/3
Date
,7 November 1989

Sons

Thank you for your recent letter to the Prime Minister with the enclosed
from three members of your English class. I have been asked to reply.

Section 40
As you requested. I attach, through you, my reply to _ I

hope you, and will find my letter, and the Ministry of Defence's
interest in the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), self
explanatory.

Because of their concern about the ozone layer, I have forwarded the
letters from;and to the Department of
Environment for answer, given their responsibility for that particular
issue. I am sure that they oo will receive a reply shortly.

I hope that your class will find our replies ugeful.

-

uitn enclosure o
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From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Roon SSISIR

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone: (Direct Dialling) -
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

/7 November 1989

Thank you for your letter to the Prime Minister on the subject of a strange sighting
of an Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) witnessed recently. I have been asked to

reply on her behalf.

We were interested to read about this strange disturbance, but hope you will
understand that the Prime Minister is extremely busy and will not be able to
discuss the matter with your committee personally. Nevertheless, I am pleased
to say that I can confirm the Government's view and inveolvement with this
particular subject here in this letter.

The Ministry of Defence's sole concern with reported sighting of UFOs is to
determine whether or not they present a threat to the security and defence of the
United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this has not been the case

so far, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been

seen.

Since our interest in UFO sightings is limited to possible defence implicationé
we do not undertake studies, further investigations or general surveys into the
UFQ phenomenon.

With regard to your report of an alien-craft landing in someone's backgarden, I
think it would be helpful to say that we have not received any other reports to
corroborate this incident, nor have we been given any positive evidence that
suggests that alien craft have ever landed on our planet.

Ne vertheless, it is clear from the reports we receive that many strange things
have been observed in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations
such as meteorological balloons, satellite debris and shooting stars could
probably be found for most of them.

I hope that you will find this helpful.



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  room EESIREM

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone: (Direct Diauing)-
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS) 12/3
Date

17 November 1989

Deo

Thank you for your letter to the Ministry of Defence on the subject
of an unusual sighting you witnessed over Roker Park, in 1951.

vyou may find it helpful if I begin by explaining that while the
Ministry of Defence does receive and co-ordinate some reports of

UFO sightings, our sole concern is to determine whether or not they
present a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless we
judge that they do, and this has not been the case so far, we do not
attempt to investigate further or to identify whatever might have

been seen.

gince our interest in UFOS is limited to possible defence
implications you will understand that we do not carry out studies
into the phenomenon, nor do we have the resources to undertake in
depth investigations. similarly, we do not feel there is a need to
personally interview individuals about their experiences. I am sure
that you will appreciate that defence funds are already fully
committed to the continuing security of the UK against, primarily,
+he threat of aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This being
the case, we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific
investigations unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had

been identified.

Although we were interested to read about your unusual experience,

T hope that you will understand that given our limited interest in
the subject, and that the sighting occurred nearly 40 years ago, we
have not felt it necessary to investigate the incident you witnessed.
As such, I regret that we are unable to say what the object could

have been.

With regard to your request for your experience to be recorded in
the History of Sunderland F.C., I would suggest that this is a matter
for the Club to consider, and recommend that if you wish to take it

further you speak to them about it.

T hope that you will find this helpful.

{owrs




From: - Secretariat(Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Foor skl

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone: (Direct Dialiing)
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

{1 November 1989

Thank you for your letter on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

I think it would be helpful to restate that the Public Records Act is an Act
which covers all Goverment files, be they classified or unclassified, The Act
states that all files are to remain closed to general public viewing until
thirty years after the last action has been taken on the file. Nevertheless,

on the subject of UFOs, we are able to answer any specific queries you may have
about particular incidents which have occurred recently (ie, within the last
three years), and can let you know whether we have a report on the incident, and
if so, what it contains. I hope that explains the situation sufficiently.

With regard to your request for general information, as mentioned above we are
unable to release all reports received since 1988. If you have a specific incident
in mind we may be able to provide assistance, but release of a large volume of
material is not permitted under current legislation.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

lows su




ped

e

o

&4

A
-
(N
4 e
e ]
sad e

S
£61

o
e
£

i

iz

o)
&

4 ry




. MEMORANDUM
S CEEEE A oo 0|
’ E— - Glsrad Awoc by, dert-§ tav, Sec(AS) 2o

. +Hee 3}~ R LR

AL
LY 7= N

Qur ref.

Yoqr ref, b[nec,(k) za./z

LETT=0S 2o T PO& o

Subject

TP LS Lpa i recall vad %\@'kp, ot~ ol

k wwvn‘w & Lte~ N2I0 tax mec:e/»w-edffam
Phod] Chalthon. an He Silyrlet G UFRAC ond CFCq

2. He ayaed feat d- cadd be ol ogfppanke fo e
byt D B b avsne, Hoge letley e nsiate oy
o Ao nee L CFU and wo srop lenyer, NG U
oA Cononitrvpte. . Prote adsan LiFDe

Rank/ Name in




MOD Form 4A

MEMORANDUM

To From
Date Tel.
Your ref. Qur ref..

Subject....Tafe-. %

A e oo e lewer fou R -
tncomed, (it mantuii 4 UFD lmdig ), YM
wey bYW s add M:Ww)abwqu
Bsrbbes wat. Pe Mt Who confiin Pt By
bave- @pot~ b vecoine amy fomirle emdoma to
Sngpeat Pat allen cvage have ionded an o
Fromat. "

b. | st advize _ Pl e -y foang
ez fa’!m & mﬁrw« o d B~ bl
ol recelre. % ”\@v’f‘?\zj v

-

Rank/ MCMD% Name in

ADPDOINUMENT hrrorsrarnsieersres Block Letters Signatur




e R I T T L e T T LT T

P
Head of ¢

The attached letterswhich the Prinme
Minister has received has been acknowledged by
10 Downing Street and has been forwarded to
this Department for official action.

- oo

%%%ééﬁi No 10&hé§§%§§§sed it to us for “\%
action as we see Tit and ﬁbu%agg askled ™
to consider wpether'bhgif 48 anithing, whigh
can usefilly bhe said td EE% corregpondent-

and to actiol accordingly?

or

b. No 10 have asked that a full reply
be sent and you should know that the
Prime Minister attaches importance to
such replies being sent expeditiously.

2. Unless specifically asked to do so, there
is no need for you to copy your replies to
this office.

for APS/Secretary of
State

DN
R
R

{



10 DOWNING STREET,
WHITEHALL

PRIVATE SECRETARY
............................. }fkuéw,).

We attach a letter which the Prime Mmmer has
received.

dtrefers.to.correspondence-sent10-you-ofmmrrmm

Please arrange for.your-Bepartmentto-deat-with
it-asthey think fit.

Please arrange for your Department to send a full
reply as soonas possible. If you are notresponsible
for this matter, please transfer the letter to the
appropriate Department and let us know. Not
writer.

i Tty

Please co-ordinate-any 1€ pTy with the following
M ments, to whom copies have been sent '

{ ) We have not sent an acknowledgement.

() WMe’ sent a plain acknowledgement.

(.=y~We have seni an acknowledgement, saying
that the letter is receiving attention.

() A copy of the acknowledgement which we
have sent is attached.

Correspondence Section
Date: .} | e
a é’;%« i{ E;}

Bas 273554/8938224 20m 7/89 ATP
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i1 November 1989

Secretariat
Air Staff 2a

Ministry of Defence
Roon SRR
MoD Main Building

WHITEHALL SW1A 2HB

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

In writing on this topic one must first establish one's
credibility. I am an architect, retired from PSA at Grade 6 on
reaching 60 in 1985, but remain in the Civil Service employed
by MoD as an AO in the Map Research and Library Group, Mapping
and Charting Establishment RE, at Tolworth. I was a Captain in
the Royal Engineers in WW2 and afterwards in the TA.

My family and I have experienced a number of UFO sightings over
the years but have never been able to discover the reporting
centre until a recent event prompted enquires among colleagues
and led to yourself as the focal point.

The two sightings I first wish to report have features in
common, were both made from this address and seen by both my
wife and myself:=

1. On Saturday, 6 September 1980, at about 04.25 hrs

My wife was awake and, on looking out of the window, (the
full width of the room and facing due east), noticed a red
bright darting light, flashing at regular intervals, making
enormous leaps across the sky at high altitude at very high
speed. She immediately woke me and we watched the object
together for some time before it became fainter as it moved
towards the horizon. It made dramatic changes of course at
what appeared to be each flash and appeared to cover the
whole field of visible sky in its erratic movements.



2.

2. On Tuesday, 31 October 1989, at approx 18.30 hrs

Having just returned from work, I was in the garden looking
for our cat when I saw a similar bright red light, flashing
at regular intervals, moving fast at high altitude from the
east directly overhead. The object was not however on a
straight course although its general direction was westwards
over the house. I called my wife from the kitchen and we
observed the phenomenon together, remembering what we had
seen in 1980. This object made sudden minor changes of
direction, of not more than perhaps 20 degrees, but more
remarkably, its speed was seen to vary at random, sometimes
slowing down and then accelerating. We had to move into
the middle of our lawn to watch it move over the roof when,
just before it got to the horizon, there appeared to be a
bright white flash to its south, after which it vanished.

Neither of these objects moved with the characteristics to be
expected of aircraft, satellites or ballistic missiles,
although, being relatively near Heathrow, I am aware that
aircraft display various forms of flashing navigation lights
after dark. The great height and speed of the objects
suggested another order of space technology?

One other sighting I would mention, although not documented at

the time, was seen by various members of the famil by friends
olice, We then lived at *
when in August 1979 at about . hrs, my

daughter and a friend noticed a large bright light, stationary
most of the time but occasionally moving slowly, fairly low in
the sky to the west. It appeared to have red and green glows
rotating about an axis and its relative position and movement
were easily fixed against trees. In due course the whole
family and friends were alerted and as the object moved in this
way for over an hour, we called the police and had the
satisfaction of hearing a police sergeant say to control over
his car radio "I see what they see™ before it disappeared.

We logged the sighting with a UFO society someone recommended
and were visited next day by a bunch of nutters who showed us
pictures of spaceships and aliens and whom we got rid of as
quickly as possible.

It is generally said that MoD knows more than it is prepared to
reveal and this becomes more acceptable in view of the advent
of Star Wars weapon systems. We only ask to be told as much as
we need to know!

Yours sincerel
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
3-5 Great Scotland Yard, London SW1A 2HW

Telephane (Direct Diallin- ) ]
{Switchboard) ex ‘

Your reference

QOur reference

HB(A)/6/132

Date
2 Novermber 1986

L. -

Thank you for your letter and for
sending the photographs and papers relating to
the object you saw in 1951, I have read the
papers and, wfortunately, feel that it is a
subject which I am not qualified to comment
upon. Therefore, I have forwarded the papers
to another part of the Ministry of Defence
and asked that they reply to you direct,

However, I have not sent on your
personal photographs as there is a2 danger that
they might get mislaid in the process. There-
fore I am returning these +to you with this
letter,

Thank you again for writing and I am
sure you will get a reply from my colleagues
elsewhere in the MOD in the not top distant

STy

future. wr ;mrﬁ/ytuéés

Army Historical Branch
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Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  roon SRS
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone: (Direct P!‘a',"ng)-w S
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec{AS) 12/3

Date
bf November 1989

deo RGN
Thank you for your letter of 30 October, in which you raised a number of points
relating to the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

I think it would be helpful to reiterate that the vast majority of the sighting
reports the Ministry of Defence receives come from members of the public, and
that since 1968 we have kept a running tally of the reports received because of
the interest the general public has in the subject. Similarly, I would like to
repeat that unless we consider UFOs are a threat to the security of the United
Kingdom, and this has not been the case s¢o far, no attempt is made by the MOD
to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

You also asked for details of the unusual incident witnessed at Rendlesham Forest
in December 1988. The only information that we have on this event is a copy of
the report submitted by Lt Col Charles Halt USAF. 1 enclose a copy of this
report for your information. Again, the Ministry of Defence did not consider it
necessary to investigate the incident, as it was felt that no threat to the UK's
defences and security had occcurred. We are not aware of the existence of an
audio tape recording of the incident.

Finally, with regard to your follow-up letter which we received on 6 November,
we do not have any information on the sighting at Lakenheath in August 1965,
since all our records prior to 1968 were destroyed in accordance with the
appropriate procedures at the time. I should also point out that we are only
able to answer specific queries about events which have occurred recently, ie,
within the last three years, as we have neither the staff nor the resources to
facilitate searches through our archives.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

L



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE RoonBISSloaR O

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A2HB

Telephone-(Diract Dialling)
(Switchboard)

-Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

/47" November 1989

Thank you for your letter of 24 October, in which you
requested a copy of a report of an unusual sighting

witnessed by P C on 28 November 1980, in
Todmorden, West Yorkshire.

Although I must confess that P C!nam‘e rings
a bell (perhaps his sighting was mentioned in a
newspaper article?), I regret that a search through
our files has not revealed a copy of this particular
report. '

I am sorry that I cannot be of help on this occasion.

e
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec{AS)12/3
4 Nov 89

APS/Secretary of State
APS/Minister(AF)

APS/US of S({AF)

MA/CDS

PSO/CAS

CPR

DPO(RAF)

Ministry of Defence Enquiries

1. You will wish to be aware that in accordance with the

customari irocedures, I have, with immediate effect, placed‘

cn the Departmental blacklist.

2. is to be regarded as a nuisance
correspondent on the subject of "Irregularities of radio
communication", in which she maintains that electro-magnetic
transmitters have been placed about her person (knees, tooth
cavities, etc) and that illegal experiments with radio waves have
been conducted without her permission. She believes that what she
has experienced could be used to guide modern "fly-by-wire"
aircraft at low level. This claim has been refuted by RAE
Farnborough, to whom she has also written.

3. Despite being informed on numerous occasions that this is
not a matter for the MoD, continues to write to
the Department on a regular basis.

4. Attached are the full details of the correspondent. Any
further correspondence from P should be forwarded
without acknowledgement to this branch for retention.

Head of Sec(AS)




Annex to D/Sec(AS)12/3
dated-# Nov 89.

Name: Section40]

a— _

Subject: Irregularities in radio communication. Concerns.

' ’ the use of radio transmitters which she maintains
have been placed about her person without her
permission.

Lead Branch: Sec(AsS)2

File Number: D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date placed v
on list: November 1989




FFom: _ Head of the Air Staff Secretarid

R,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London swia 288

Telephone (Direct Diamng)ﬁ
(Switchboard) _

9 November 1989

o

Thank you for your letter of 23 October 1989 to the
Secretary of State for Defence concerning your article
on "Irregularities in Radio Communication". I have been
asked to reply.

As we mentioned in our letter of 20 October, the
Ministry of Defence has no knowledge of the matter you
raise. We would, however, like to reassure you that the
Department does not believe that what you describe
constitutes a breach of the security of the United
Kingdom. We consider, therefore, that an investigation
into the matter is not warranted.

Because of this Department's limited interest in

this issue, further correspondence would serve no purpose
and we should now consider the matter closed.

Towrs SRR .




" LOOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(A8)/12/3

J Nov 89

4 S A
Hd of 5S¢t (as) "
v

Reference:
A. D/AMP(F&S)4a/41/9/2 dated 29 Aug 89.

1. In line with; minute at Reference, I seek

to draw your attention to correspondence which the Department has

had over the past 15 months with F The
relevant material on "Irregularities in Radio Communication" is

attached. You will see that her primary concern lies with the
illegal use of transmitters which she maintains have been placed
about her person. She believes that the MoD is aware of these
"experiments" or, if this is not the case, that we should want to
know about them. She believes that the experiments have defence
implications. She has taken up the issue with, amongst others,
Cps and Sofs.

2. Every effort has been made to answer _
guestions and we have regularly stated that the matter she raises

is of no interest to the MoD. The most recent letter, dated 20
Oct 89, considers the matter formally closed and suggests that
further correspondence would serve no purpose. Given this was to
no avail, I suggest that it is now appropriate to blacklist

3. Although the issue has yet to be discussed with Sofs’ or
CDS’ outer offices, I do not foresee that they will object to the
blacklisting of ? indeed ADC/CDS hasg established

iz own channels that our respondent is
As such, a short final letter to and
a minute to the relevant Private Offices informing em of our

decision are attached for your approval.

4. . I am, of course, happy to discuss further.

SeciASiZa




Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  Roon SESISHRY

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

" Telephone: (Direct Dialling)
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS) 12/3
Date
% Hy November 1989

Y
i

Thank you for your letter of 3rd November, in which you requested any information
we might have on an unusual sighting witnessed by several people near Chelmsford

on 2zZnd October.

The only information we have on this sighting are two reports, one of which
confirms the contents of your letter. I enclose copies of these reports for
your information. As the Ministry of Defence has not investigated the reports
I regret that I cannot offer a definitive explanation for what was witnessed.

I hope that you will find this information helpful.

s §

3
£

Yo Sanaeny

o



rrom: IR

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  Roon SR

Main Building Whitehail London SW1A 2HB

- Telephone: (Direct Dialling) _
{Swiichboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec{as) 12/3
Date

% November 1989

N
é»ﬁlo.(

Thank you for your report to RAF St Athan of an unusual sighting which
you witnessed on 25 August, a copy of which has been passed to the
Ministry of Defence.

You may find it helpful if I begin by explaining that while the
Ministry of Defence does receive and co-ordinate some reports of UFO
sightings, our sole concern is to determine whether or not they
present a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. Unless we
judge that they do - and this has not been the case so far - we do
not attempt to investigate further or to identify whatever might have
been seen.

Given our limited involvement with this subject, the MOD does not have
any department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying

UFO reports, nor do we have any staff emploved on the subject full time.
I am sure that you will appreciate that defence funds are already

fully committed to the continuing security of the United Kingdom against,
primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This being so,

we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific investiga-
tions, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been
identified.

In this context, I regret that I am unable to offer a definitive
explanation for what you witnessed, although it is possible that the
light you saw was reflected, rather than being emitted by the object.

Thank you again for taking the time to make a report. I hope you will
find this reply helpful.

W&Ly3 ‘SQ%GQQLJ




From
Secretariat (Alr Staff)za

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  xoom SRS

Main Buiiding Whitehall London SW1A 2HE

" Telephone: {Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

OC Ops

Royal Air Force Qur reference
Wattisham

Ipswich gé?eC(AS) 12/3
suffolk

SHR November 1989

—'\\ oy ;’_,», ?"‘

1. Thank you for the co of a report of an unusual sighting
witnessed on 4 October byb, and the copy of your reply
to her.

2. With regard to your guery about the transmission of UFO reports,
I can confirm that it is no longer necessary to send a priority
confidential signal. A routine and unclassified signal is quite
sufficient!

3. On a more general note, I think it would be helpful to point out
that, because of our limited interest in UFO sightings (merely to
establish that they do not present a threat to the security and defence
of the UK), the Department does not as a rule investi reports

we receive., I say this because your reply to ﬂappeared
to imply that we do rather more! Can I suggest that any future replies
say something on the line that you have "passed it to the MOb for action
as they feel necessary".

4. If you have any further queries, please do not hesitate to contact
this office.

Y J P 3
Loy :ww,@,q}




Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  oor EUSIRE]

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

" Teiephone: {Direct Dialling) _
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference
Oregon D/Sec(AS) 12/3

UsSA Date
EHa November 1989

Thank you for your letter of 23rd October on the subject of Unidentified Flying
Objects (UFO's), and in particular the unusual incident witnessed at Rendlesham

Forest in 1980.

As you will know from our previous correspondence the only information the
Ministry of Defence has on the Rendlesham Forest incident is a copy of the report
submitted by Lt Col Halt. I am not aware of the existence of a tape recording.

I think it also would be helpful to reiterate that we are content that the
incident did not have any defence implications, and as such, was not investigated
by the UK MOD.

On a more general note, you may interested to know that the Public Records Act
is an Act which covers all Government files (be they classified or unclassified)
and which does not allow general public viewing until thirty years after the
last action has been taken. Therefore, although our files on UFO reports are
uniclassified, I regret we are not able to release 'en bloc' any material that
we might have.

Because of our limited resources, I regret that it has not been possible to
instigate searches through our archives for reports of events far in the past.
In this context, you will understand that I have been unable to ascertain
whether we received a sighting report relating to the re-entry into the
atmosphere of the satellite Cosmos 749 in December 1980.

As far as contacting RAF personnel is concerned, I think it is fair to say that
there is nothing to prevent your writing to anyone. However, I think it must be
borne in mind that the individuals now serving at the USAF bases at Mildenhall
and Woodbridge would be hard pressed to answer queries, given that it is unlikely
that they would have been serving there in 1980. I hope you will appreciate that
after nine years, people will have little recall of what was, in defence terms,
an incident of very little significance.

-1 -


The National Archives
UFO file release
Pages 79 and 80: MoD deny any cover-up of incident and say it was of no defence significance.


As = the remainder of your queries, I would suggest that they are more a matter
£ . T
£¢  .he USAF.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

o i
SATVRL MU



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Foon il

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

" Telephone: {Direct Diailing) _
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS) 12/3

Dats
& November 1989

Y/ Loy

Thank you for your letter of 2lst October, in which you requested any information
we might have on three reports of unusual sightings in the Halifax ares.

A search of our files has shown that we do not have any reports which appear
to corroborate those of your witnesses. Additionally because we have not

investigated these sightings, we are unable to offer you a definitive
explanation for what was witnessed.

I am sorry that I could not be more helpful, but wish you luck in your
investigations.
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3-11~-89

Our ref:- 019

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a,
MIOQDS

Roon ERSIENEN
Main Building,

Whitehall,
London,
SW1A-2ZHB.

Dear Sir,

Re: enclosed ufo report, referenced above, and submitted for
vour inspection and comment.

Having investigated this ufo report without succeeding in
attributing its stimulus to any mundane causes, I am writing to
you in order that, by referring to your records of possible
contemporaneous reports, you might be able to shed some light
on the nature of the object allegedly observed.

I trust therefore, by enclosing this transcript of my
investigations, the data therein will aid you in possibly
identifying the object seen as an aircraft or helicopter which
happened to be in the given area at the time.

Of course, I do realise that your jurisdiction vis-~a-vis
the ufo controversy is strictly confined within the parameters
of defence and this situation is taken as read. In fact,
contrary to the popular belief, evidence is now beginning to
emerge that the UFO question has little, if anything at all, to
do with threats to the airspace of the U.K.: indeed we seem to
be dealing with something archaic rather than technological!
Nevertheless, any information you could supply me in regard to
this case, even if only in the negative, would be of immense
help in the course of my enquiries.

Looking forward to your anticipated response.

Yours faithfully,

Investigator,




ILLEGAL AIR TRAFFIC OVER COLCHESTER

INVESTIGATOR REF: _

BUFORA REF:

INVESTIGATOR(s) : RCIIRI

EVALUATOR(s):

CASE SUMMARY:~-

OBSERVATION DATE(S): 22-10-89

OBSERVATION TIME(S): 02.10 - 02.20bst [3 times]
OBSERVATION LOCATION(S): no on-site investigation
UF0O CLASS: LITS

INVESTIGATION COMPLETE: y/n/pending: pending reports
from police in Colchester

PRECIS OF OBSERVATION:-

Driving along dual carriageway when wife pointed out to my
left a bright light in the sky. It [the light] was stationary
and at first I thought it was landing lights of a plane going
towards Stanstead [Airport]. However it [the 1light] did not
appear to move and when I again looked carefully, it was still,
but then accelerated away at high speed, the light dimming and
its course being mainly straight, save for a slight wiggle. We
discussed the happening [when] suddenly on our right another,
or the same object (which must have moved exceptionally fast),
appeared running alongside us, moving slightly faster than us.
It stayed for a while then accelerated straight ahead,
disappearing from view. We discussed this and some 2 ~ 3 miles
on the same thing happened as in incident number 1.

Each time the object seemed to be 2 - 3 miles away at an
altitude of 1 000 - 2 0GO'.,

There was only one bright light - no others of any colour
and it did not appear to pulsate.

Secion 0 JURHER

Driving towards Colchester on A 12 passing Chelmsford
[when] on left saw a very bright light over Chelmsford about



2 000'., Remarked to my husband who said it was probably a plane
going to Stanstead, but it was going in the wrong direction. As
we moved it became apparent that it was static and I thought it
was a construction of some sort with a light on the top, but
then it moved away from us at great speed, dimming to nothing.
We discussed how strange this was and then it appeared on our
right. It moved in the same direction and again disappeared.
Finally, as we were approaching Witham it appeared again on our
“left and moved away. I was the driver and naturally could not
study for long times. I hoped for a lay-by but none were
available at the right time.

BIOGRAPHICS:-

ADDRESS :

ii"ﬁiiil"ii“l mﬁ"iiiﬁi“ “i iﬁiﬁﬁiiﬁ ﬁUﬁ“iFIﬁATIOiSi My, -

ANONYMITY DESIRED y/n: y

AR R R R R AR AR R LT T e R AR R Rt A AR AN AR AR AT AR A R RS IR R A AT LA A RN

SECTION B

1) DURATION OF SIGHTING: 3 mins < time < 5 mins
2) APPARENT SIZE: 1 pence - 2 pence piece

3) ANGULAR ELEVATION: 30°

4) AZIMUTH: lst. NW, 2nd NE, 3rd W

5) OBJECT AT OR NEAR GROUND LEVEL y/n: n

6) HOW OBJECT(S) DISAPPEARED FROM VIEW: accelerated very fast -
light dimmed to nothing

7) WAS OBJECT FILMED y/n: n

8) PHYSICAL EFFECTS y/n: n



9) MAIN FEATURE OF STRANGENESS: too bright for size - speed of
acceleration - no flashing 1lights 1like a plane -~ static
appearance - 2nd one re-positioned so fast

10) OTHER WITNESSES y/n: 2 police officers in a car based at
Colchester

11) a) NUMBER OF OBJECTS SEEN: 1, [2 or 3]

b) COLOUR " " " : white/silver
c) SOUND " " " : none

d) SHAPE " " " : round

e) CLARITY " " " : defined

f) COMPARATIVE BRIGHINESS: very bright - brighter than
brightest star

12) ALTERED STATES OF REALITY y/n: n
13) ESP HISTORY y/n: not known
14) UFO/FLYING DREAMS v/n: not known

15) PREVAILING WEATHER: 1) clarity, 2) cloud cover, 3)
atmospheric temperature, 4) wind velocity, 5) precipitation, 6)
visible astronomical objects:- i) very
clear up to cloud base, ii) much cloud over 7 000", iii) cool,
iv) breeze, v) dry after rain, vi) none

OTHER PREVAILING CONDITIONS IF ANY:-

At the time of the incident, it became known to the police
that a stolen light aircraft had landed at Birch Aerodrome at
02.30 inst, The aircraft was left abandoned by the pilot with
the keys still in the ignition and since that time the police
have been unable to ascertain who was responsible for the un-
authorised flight of the aircraft and for what purpose.
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ILLEGAL AIR TRAFFIC OVER COLCHESTER

INVESTIGATOR REF: - 019

BUFORA REF:

INVESTIGATOR(s) : BN



EVALUATOR(s):

CASE SUMMARY:~

OBSERVATION DATE(S): 22-10-89

OBSERVATION TIME(S): 02.30bst

OBSERVATION LOCATION(S): no on-site inv.

UF0O CLASS: LITS

INVESTIGATION COMPLETE: y/n/pending: pending evaluation
from NATS & MOD

PRECIS OF OBSERVATION:-

About 2.30 am on Sunday 22nd October 1989, was on du i
ﬂorm on traffic patrol in company with Pcﬁ

We were travelling New