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The National Archives
Alderney
FOI request on radar aspects of Alderney (Channel Islands) UFO reported to MoD in April 2007.













Page 2 of2

~arried on them recorded, to secure the effective operation of the 
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

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

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

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

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

camcorder)

5 Direction in which object was
first seen.
(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing)

/

6 Approximate distance.

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

. ,’, . , ",

’. ; .



.
8 Weather conditions during

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

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

10 Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

11 Other Witnesses.

12 Remarks.

13 Date and time of receipt.
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1 Date and titne of sighting.
(Duration of sighting)

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

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

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

5 Direc’tion in which object was
first seen.
(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estitnated bearing)

6 Approximate distance.

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



. ...
8 Weather conditions during

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

9 To whom reported.
(police, military, press etc)

10 Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

11 Other Witnesses.

12 Remarks.

13 Date and time of receipt.
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Loose Minute ~~
D/Sec (AS ~~,; , 
2nd April 1997

AOADl *

Copy to: 

.PS.O/ACAS 
DAO * 
DI ST 
Head of 
DI Sec 
AD/DI55 
DPR(RAF)

* by CHaTS
*

Sec(AS) *

*

’UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS’ - POLICY

Reference A: D/DAO/l/13 dated 25th March 1997 

1. Thank you for your reply (Reference A) to my minute seeking advice on the way forward for the handling of ’UFO’ reports. 
2. In view of your stated interest in ’UFO’ sightings (para 2 of Reference A), Sec(AS)2 will in future only refer to you for advice or investigation reports that fall into the following categories: 

a. documented sightings - reports that are supported by evidence such as photographs, video recordings or radar traces, where these cannot be readily explained and are provided by sources who appear to be reliable; 
. 

b. corroborated sightings - a series of reports apparently describing the same phenomenon and provided by separate and independent sources, where these cannot be readily explained; 
c. timely sightings - reports of a phenomenon that is currently being observed and might, therefore, be capable of detection by AD or other assets such as military aircraft or radar observers.

We will not follow-up undocumented, uncorroborated reports of past events unless, in the opinion of the Sec(AS) desk officer or duty officer, there are features of particular interest or dependability. 

3. You asked about US reporting and investigating practices. We have inquired about this in the past through the Washington Embassy. The US DaD has a statement on their Internet web site recording their ’Project Blue Book’ research and concluding that they no longer have any interest in UFO reports and related matters; those who wish to report ’sightings’ are invited to contact local law enforcement agencies. 

4. You question whether we need to fund investigation of
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ANNEX A TO 
SOP 502

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, Time &
Duration of Sighting

B. Description of Ob j ec t
(No of objects, si ze ,
shape, colour, brightness)

C. Exact Posi tion of Observer
Location, indoor/outdoor,
stationary/moving

D. How Observed (naked eye,
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

E. Direction in which object
first seen (A landmark may
be more useful than a badly
estimated bearing)

F. Angle of Sight (Estimated
heights are unreliable)

G. Distance’(By reference to a
k no wn landmark)

H. Movements (Changes in E, F & G
may be of more use than
estimates of course and speed)

J. Met Conditions during Observations
(Mov ing clouds, haze, mist etc)

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,
high voltage lines, reservoir, lake
or dam, swamp or marsh, r i v’er ,
high buildings, t’all chimneys,
steeples, spires, TV or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)



L- To whom reported (Police,
military, press etc)

M. Name & Address of Informant

N. Background of Informant that
may be volunteered

O. Other Witnesses

P. Date, Time of Receipt

Q. Any Unusual Meteorological
Conditions

R. Remarks

,

............... .......

Date. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Squadron Leader 
Duty Operations Officer 
AF Op s

Copies to: 
Sec(AS)2 
AEW/GE 
DI 55 
File AF Ops/l/11
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/DAO/1/13 z..( Mar 97 
SBC(AS)2

Copy to: 

PSO/ACAS 
DAO 
DI ST 
Head of Sec(AS) 
DI Sec 
AD/DI55 
DPR(RAF)

References:

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO) POLICY

A. D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated 14 Mar 97. 
B. D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated 29 Jan 97.

1. Thank you for your letter at Reference A reminding of the 
need to make progress on future handling of UFO reports against a 
background of increasing public interest and therefore workload. 
You ask what might be required insofar as air defence interests 
are concerned.

2. Following your earlier letter at Reference B, you will recall 
our discussion of the topic. My views are unchanged. We have no 
direct air defence interest in UFO reports unless there is 
intelligence, reliable sighting or evidence that UK national 
airspace, or the UKADR, may be, or has been, penetrated by 
aircraft of potentially hostile powers without author is at ion. 
Orbiting satellites are accounted separately and appropriate 
COMSEC implemented.

3. A majority of UFO reports are tenuous in nature, are reported 
at second hand or with a time lag, and frequently overland or at 
night in areas where we have little radar cover. Those described 
as at great height, if they exist, may lie above radar cover, as 
only Fylingdales has tracking capabilities in the endo-atmosphere 
and in space. Some reports describe objects in terms of 
manoeuvre, speed and shape which lie beyond our engineering 
knowledge and that which could be reasonably expected from hostile 
powers.

4. There is considerable difficulty, therefore, in assessing and 
prioritising these reports sufficiently quickly~to provide, where 
warranted, an active response. Moreover, when interceptions may 
be needed, we are constrained by reduced readiness following 
drawdowns at the end of the Cold War and the considerable time lag 
in responding from northern bases in the event of incidents in the 
south, especially if access is needed to intensively used civil 
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e) airspace. Inevitably, interceptions are infrequently attempted 
against knowledge that, in the present benign environment, most 
sightings are unlikely to be associated with threatening activity. 

5. I would emphasise that such sightings have been few and far 
between, with only Russia among potentially hostile powers being 
capable of penetrating UK airspace at very high altitudes; while 
no hostile power could reasonably be responsible for low level 
sightings, because of the range or political risk involved, except 
in the context of large civil register aircraft diverting from 
flight plans (where we have had incidents).

6. Staffing UFO matters, however, is a time consuming concern. 
As you are painfully aware, reported sightings are frequently 
explored in the public domain, often by organised societies, 
seeking extra-terrestrial explanations. Whilst using best 
judgement at the time, we are sometimes left accounting for the 
inexplicable or investing large numbers of man hours to establish 
rational explanations (as recently in the "Skegness sighting" when 
the Service’s professional competence was called into question in 
an MP’s letter to the SofS). These frustrations are compounded by 
supporting PQs of the sort "... on how many occasions have ..." 
which require paper searches of long put down records. Neither do 
explanations that "the cost of the search cannot be justified" 
satisfy the public, for it only re-inforces their conviction that 
if the truth cannot be found out there, it is certainly available 
in the MOD. The MOD may eventually be caught out by cross 
referring to previous answers and other information, cherished on 
PCs and exchanged on "the web". The consequences are further 
questions and ever greater care and time taken to ensure that we 
do not contradict ourselves.

7. The problem is unlikely to subside especially as the US 
brings into service over the next decade high flying capabilities 
such as Global Star, Dark star, the X-33 and, should it come to 
fruition, the manned spaceplane. Other nations will follow, 
especially with UAVs, which may permit risk taking in unauthorised 
penetrations of airspace. Activities of these sorts would clearly 
require monitoring and control by the MOD. 

8. The extra-terrestrial business is also likely to boom, 
exacerbating the staffing problem. continuing discoveries of 
planets, and emerging knowledge of circumstances needed for at 
least non-intelligent life, lead to speculation that planets and 
life may commonly occur. with that change of perception, arguing 
that our rock alone is a teeming and verdant speck in a vast and 
sterile nothingness may soon be as unrewarding as the Church once 
found in continuing to enforce the idea that the world was flat; 
mOre so, with the knowledge that many suns are older than our own, 
and perhaps provide conditions for advanced evolution. Even 
though some experts argue very low probabilities for intelligent 
life, and allowing for barely imagined transit distances, 
requiring unknown uses of physics, we cannot rule out entirely the 
idea of extra-terrestrial observation/visitation, either covert or 
overt. Our current policy to retain an open mi~d on these matters 
is therefore probably correct. 

9. It is a fine judgement whether UFO sightings are MOD matters, 
or Government responsibilities best located with other agencies 
given the unproven-nature of a vast majority of reports. I ~ H j~ ~ J~ l~)~, ,.~~, ~ I)~. ;j.. ,! l \ ~0’" ~!..... ~ ... 
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believe they should continue to be managed in the MOD because of 
inevitable inter-weaving of terrestrial sightings, some of 
military origin, with extra-terrestrial pre-occupations. Moreover, 
any future concerns, terrestrial or extra-terrestrial, are likely 
to require national or international co-ordination responsive only 
within security alliances. 

10. Whether we should set aside for further examination outside 
the MOD unexplained phenomena, I leave others to decide, knowing 
that political, scientific and cost judgements are associated with 
their investigation. I am not wholly convinced, however, that 
covert investigations would be the best way forwards. When 
inevitably discovered, they lead to mistaken ideas that "contact 
has been made" or that "government is worried, knowing something 
we don’t." Should we decide regularly to investigate UFO reports, 
then we might look at how the US has handled some aspects with, 
for example, the targeted search of deep space for artificial 
signals which attracts little public speculation. The downside, 
of course, is "Roswell" with plastic kits as visible proof of 
alien capture and reverse engineering. What are US reporting and 
investigation practices?

11. The UK air defence interest is primarily to automate 
reporting, handling and administration of incidents so that 
operators, infrequently switching their busy routines to consider 
unlikely phenomena, react in a focused and consistent way. 
Reaction and reporting needs for UFOs are similar to those 
practices necessary for handling flight safety incidents, and 
potentially we could mimic them. However, a computer based system 
is needed to support accurate handling and recording of incidents, 
and to allow easy extraction of historical data for parliamentary 
response or retrospective study. Such a system is not, per se, an 
air defence requirement.

12. We therefore differ in view over responsibilities, 
organisation and funding. These matters are not for the air 
defence forces alone to consider, or to utilise the output from. 
Public reporting of phenomena is essentially government business 
to which we contribute infrequently when there are matters of 
direct air defence interest and, on other occasions, to exclude 
known air movements. As always, when tasked to respond, we do so 
to the best of our abilities. However, PQs that ask what 
similarities we have found between recent incidents and those of 
years ago, or to count them, leave us embroiled in dusty 
paperchases or in making retrospective assessments of incidents 
when we are not fully expert. 

13. My response has turned out longer than I had intended, but 
hopefully lays the issues fully on the table as we see them. 
The policy is fine, how we manage public enquiries probably needs 
some re-consideration, also whether we need to fund investigation 
of a minority of incidents which may be inexplicable; above all, 
we need an electronic database and management system against which

’:^< ,’."C’,

\ i 

~’\:\.:; ::\ .b I,; 
;i~’;: ,~\~(i,: 

f JUU. UL. !j,..,M. i; ,{ ’; RES’m1 v./.~SUkJi







"’, ~"i~N

.CONFID1i~fi~:’, i~, \" ~, ;:~ 

the UK ADR is breached, as implied byt1\e’p~e~thetical t~xt in your Annex, para 2. DIST’s role 
in support of customerrequirements is to assess all source intelligence on foreign weapon systems 
and science & teclfuology with military relevance. We have the responsibility to decide which 
sources are most appropriate and how they should be weighted for assessments. We regard UAP 
as a source, akin in some respects to human reporting not least in that the phenomena are reported 
by people and may not be fully appreciated or understood at the time. This intelligence interest 
needs to be explicitly covered in the policy statement and we propose that your Annex, para 2 
should read:

’MoD’s interest in ’UAP’ is limited to examining reported sightings to establish if such activity 
might have a defence significance, viz:

a. whether the UKADR has been breached;

b. what intelligence is revealed on military capabilities of other countries;

c. whether scientific and technical information of military significance is revealed.’

Arrangements

4. Referring to your Annex, para 4, in the light of the above we do not consider that MoD can 
have no interest in extraterrestrial matters and needs to keep an open mind on whether 
’unidentified’ phenomena may have significance. Additionally the lack of evidence to date in the 
DIS on the extraterrestrial hypothesis has to reflect the fact that we have not carried out any 
analysis. Effectively the UAP source is unproven for DIST purposes, a situation of concern even 
ifwe never expect it to be as reliable or valuable as other sources. Two principles therefore arise:

Reports

5. Firstly DIST needs to continue to receive reports in order to make the judgements at para 
3b and 3c above. It seems probable that only credible sources are likely to provide enough 
information for a substantive analysis and we are therefore prepared to constrain ourselves to 
receive reports in the categories at RefD, para 2.

Analysis

6. Secondly DIST needs to have an adequate system in order to reference the information. 
In line with developing practices for other source intelligence we need a reliable system for the 
retention and analysis of data. Hitherto the paper records have been much too unwieldy for 
effective action leading to the failing noted above. The proposed filtering of reports will reduce 
the volume considerably and we need to take the opportunity to initiate a database now. How we 
do this remains to be decided. Our resources are heavily over-bid but it seems essential that we 
establish the database in order to reduce subsequent analysis effort to the minimum. The extent 
to which we incorporate retrospective reports into the database depends on the resource costs. 
At best we would aim to apply the proposed filters in order to reduce the task to manageable
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The National Archives
FoI Request
FOI request by David Clarke for papers on meeting held at MoD Main Building in May 1997 to discuss policy on RAF Rudloe Manor and UFOs.







The National Archives
East Yorkshire
FOI request for papers on UFO sightings reported from East Yorkshire and Humberside in 1985-86.
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21 I L~~~ ’’"’ .J ~ORT OF AU UNIDENTIFIED FLUNG OBJECT 

(J ~2PA(jlES.) A. p.ate1 TilI!e and ~apio.!l.of Sightings. (Local Times to be Quoted)
I 9 \, 0::’.70\1 ~.....Q. (~ ’Db L\ L. - b f,.-f .,,,1u’7!.?).

B. ;Q.esc:r.’il?tion ofOb.iec.t.. 
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(Number of obj ects, size, shape, colours, brightness, sound, smell etc). C--1 ~ fV<... & \"\AP~ ;{ .w<-,\ \SRj(." 1~-\..., \ t-..i.~ ll\j ,~0
c. Exact Position Observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors. Stati ~’o}. moving) . . ---.-..
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D. HoW Observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or w"’r1 e"-; e"J? ) .
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E. l2i~c_~.ion in whic Ob,iecF. vas F:Lrst Seen. (A landmark may be more useful than a badly estimated bearing).
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F. ~~:t: .Sie~..l1.t. (Estimated heights are unreliable).

NPe...t::::,~ ,""So
G. .Qist~..ance. (J;3y reference to a lcnown landmark whe:r.’eever possible).
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H. JVlov:.emellt... (Ch geS in E, F and G may be of’ more use than estimates of course ahd speed).

\( J.JL’’1 LAl. .;-’
1. !~e._. t~~9Er:>.lo,gi9.a,1.JJPl!9~JO}lS duriJ1 J?-~seFvations. ’~..";~..f.. f":’J.+Cj. (Moving clouds, haze,

wz.. .












	p34 FOI request on radar aspects of Alderney (Channel Islands) UFO reported to MoD in April 2007.
	p116 FOI for papers on meeting held at MoD Main Building in May 1997.
	p119 FOI request for papers on UFO sightings reported from East Yorkshire and Humberside in 1985-86.



