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Telephone Woodbridge 3737 ext 2333 2257
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MOD (Ps8a) Our reference BENT/019/76
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AiPLY 1O
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SUBJECT:

10:

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORC
HEADQUARYERS 8187 COMBAT SUPPOURT CRCUP {UsS
APO NEw YORK 09758s

cb

Unexplaineq Lights

RAF/CC

1. Early jp the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximatg]y 0300L), two USAF
Security police Patrolmen saw unysyal lights outside the back gate at
RAF WOodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have ¢rashed or peen ferced
down, they called for Permission to go outside thg gate to investigate.
€ on-duty flight chief responded and allowed thqee Patrelmen +q Pro-

ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange glowing ogject
in the.forest. The object was described as being‘meta]ic in appearance

ase and dPProximately two meters high. It‘illumipated the entire forest
With a white light. The object itself had a pulsipg red light on top and
a8 bank(s) of pyge lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs,

As the Patroimen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees

and disappeareqd. pt this time the animals on.a-nearby farm went.into 4 - -

frenzy, The object was.brief]ySightéhwappFBXWmE”élyvanhour’later”near

the "back gate. (

2. The next day, three depressions ] 1/2" deep anq 7" in diameter were
fqund where the object had been sighted on the-grodnd. The following
night (2_ Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation, Beta/gamma readings

'pgs 1n the three de-
Pressions ang Neéar the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A N€arby tree hag moderate (.05-.07) readings on thé side of the tree

3. Later in the night a req sun-like light was seeQ,;htoughﬁtheAtrees.
It Moved about ang Pulsed. -At one point it appeared to throw off alowing
Particles ang then broke into five separapefwhitejobjects:and“théh'ais-

_”apgeqred:jilmmediately thereafter, three star-1ike objects were noticed
_InTthe sky, two objects to the north .and one to the South, all of which

wWere about 100 off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp angular
movements ang displayed red, green ang blue 1ights. | The Objects to the
nOrth appeared to pe elliptical through an 8-12 power Tens. They then
turned to fy1q circles. The objects to the north rémained in the Sky for
an hour op More. The object to the South was visible for two or three )
hours ang beamed down a stream of light from time to| time. Numerous indivi-
gua]s, inc]uding the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs
-and 3. o

'3’ a K //
42225:122%;232225é£:
CHARLES I. ALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commandey
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B/DD Cps(GE)10/3 1

DI 55

Copy to:
PS/ACS(G) (RAF)

f

UHEXPIATTED LIGHTS

1. During the pPreparation for the Lords Debate on

18 Jan 1979, DI 55 (Ir Asteraki) made cortributign

'S
Draft Closing 43dress axzd Backzround note. Sincekﬁ

of unusual sighting have been of a rovtine naturel
have been askeqd by DS8 if any octher dept would hat

at Bentwaters.,

2. Ve would Particularly like to knoy whether the
& J |
redicactivity are unusual or whether they are withi

background range vo be expected.
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to DIS5 and PS/ACS(G) (RAF).
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UMEXPLAINED LIGHTS

Reference: A. D/DS8/72/4/2 dated 20 Jan 81.

1. At Reference you forwarded a report from RAT Bentwaters for

lufOImQthu and asked if anyone else mlcht Lﬁ" an interest in the

contenv. You will see fron the cutaCﬂyd &

I floxrwanded & copy

auiera recoxder
bal

U

-

had no response.
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- Faving canvessad purr for thon ont cn this
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Lovse Hiimte ' :

?3152/1‘05/ 10

DISSe 4t¢m 1T ¥ Comper | T A

Feference:  DI55/108/15/1 T

1. lLikec DI55, D152 do not lnov of any serious explanaiion for the phenowe: nn
described ot reference, - ;

2,  Backoroungd rads, oactivity varies con sicerably due ic
Zhe value orf 0.1 L..LlllI‘OC‘"'t”Cl‘.S (m'), I aszune that this is per NOUX, Sscens
; s.n.(mli:.cw.ﬂ ¥ mdgher than the average back-round of &vout 0,015 ;
' expect tle Vvariation in this to be nmueh rore thon o footor
pight be Greater for g specific recasons,

3. If you wish %o vursue this further I cox_lo. make encuiries e
. backc,ro.. 14 levels in the area, The way the Us rraport is '.:rJ.\.
R n"-rc...ts that- 0.1- N ves grpauer ‘than they e '_e_cteq_. |

&8s to naiural
t iy n(‘uCVGI‘,

| 23 February 1981 e
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UT0 SICITING - R AF WOODEBRIDGE Dmc

A% Taferernce you ask if t*e suggestion taat the -
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARIERS 815t COMSAT SUPPURT Cacyp (USAFC)
< APO NZW YORX 095¢ .
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ro:  RAF/CC

1. Early ip the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approxima;e]y 0300L), two usAf
Security police Patrolimen saw unusua) lights outside the back gate at
-.  RAF Hoodbridge, Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been- feopceq
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investiggte.
The on-dyty flight chief responded and allowed three Patrelmen to pyao
cead on foot. The individuals reported seaing a strange glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangulap in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximate]y two meters high. |t illuminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself hag a pulsing |red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue 1ights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the Patrolmen approached the object, it Maneuvered through the trees .
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearbyﬁfdrm,went‘inLOTa?

frenzy. "The object was briefly sighted approximately| an hour later nzar
the back gate. . ’ '

‘e
.

b4

2. The next day, three depressions 1 /2 deep and 7" ip diametar were
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation.| Beta/gamma readings
of 0.1 mi]]iroentgens viere recorded with peak readings in the three de-
Pressions ang near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions. -

A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree
toward the depressions.

3. Later in the night a red"sun-]ike-Jight Yas seen through the trees:
- It moved aboyt ang Pulsed. At one point __it_.appeared;tp;ng;Qw,-'.Q.ff:t'g,]o_\f“"9. .

Part1c1e$:and§théﬁ*bF6kéﬂjnto five separate white“obj§§1§iaﬁd'then dis-
appeared;JiIMMédjate]y thereafter, three star-like objects were- noticed
in the sky, . tvo objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about Q0 off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp &ngular
movements and displayed red, green and Blue-1ights. The objects to the
north appeared .to be"ei}iptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to fu1 circles. The objects. to ‘the.north remained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three .
hours ang beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aetivifies in paragraphs

3 o~

2 and .
‘ , AN 74
CHERLES T, ALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Cormander
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LCOSE MINUTE
"DsSec(AS)12/2/1
2s Jan 94

DPO(RAF) - David‘Davies

'CENTRAL TV UFO_DOCUMENTARY - REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON RENDLESHAM FOREST

1. Ve spoke yesterday about Central TV's request for information on the UFo
sighting in Rendleshaq Forest in December 1980.

2. I have been through our file on this incident, and have drawn together
ar unclassified note based on previous MOD Statements. This‘can be drawvn upon
in answering questions, or passed to Central TV in toto. I have also attached g,
copy of Lt Col Halt’g report, which can be Passed to Central|Tvy.

3. As I mentioned yesterday, Pam Titchmarsh jg Still in|the Department, and
vorks for the Housing Trust Team. I do not know what the ru%es are with regard
tc intervievs with Present or former officials, or vhether it would be

westhwhile having a vord with her. I have not contacted her, but if You wish to
dc so, she is on 88328MB. -

4, Please let me know if you need anything else; as I mentioned, my

urderstanding is that this;docppgg§a:yli54ggpbe‘much moreiserﬁdus’théh?ébmé'pf T

and reflect the good relationship that we now have with many of the more,serious
UFO groups and Iesearchers. ' There are still a few Vithin;the[field who believe -
that the MOD is involved in a cover-up, and I think the more helpful ang open we
are, the less likely it is that this viev will get an airing. oo

Iv. e
N G Pope

Sec(AS)2a
HB8245 821

/-




UFO_SIGHTING AT RENDLESHAN FOREST

Ve are avare that on 27 and 29 December 1980 a number of péfédnnel from RAF _'

Voodbridgé Sav strange lights ih the vicinity of the base, in Rendleshan Forest.

Lt Col Charles Halt USAF, the Deputy Base Comménder, submitted a Teport on thege

events, which wag Passed to the Ministry of Defence. as ig the case with all

UFO reports submitted ¢o the MOD, Lt Col Halt’s report vag examined carefully py

those staff Tesponsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom. No evidence

vas found of ahy threat to the defenCe'of the United Kingdom, |and no further

investigations Vere carried out. 'No further informatibn,has Tome to light which

alters our view that the sightings of these lights vag of no defence

significance.

There were also Shégesii;ns that fireball activity might
explain some of the lights.

In the absence of any hard evidence, the MOD remainsrppen-minded about these

/2
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. " DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 81ST COMSAT SUPPURT CRSUP (USAFE)
Lo APO MNEW YORX 09I5¢

"ﬁ‘i"w.{.f.mco e e TS R R R S O Tk

N e e
SUBJECT: Unexp]aiIHEd Lights | | L . ' .
vo: RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gate at

-- RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have-cras%ed or been: ferceq
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigats, *-
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed thres patrolmen to pro-
cead on foet. The individuals reported seeing a straﬁge glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metéljc in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three maters across the
base and 3pproximately two meters high. It i]]uminat%d the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing qed light on top and
a bank(s) of blue 1ights underneath. The object was novering or on legs.
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappzared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went ints a
frenzy. -The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour. later nzar. -
the back gate. - ’ s _ o o

el

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and ZJ in diametar were

-- found where the object had been sighted on the around. The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgenS'were recorded with peak readings}in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.
A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree
toward the depressions.

3. Later in the night a red sun-like light was sean tprough the trees.
-~ It-noved about and pulsed. At one point.it-appeared to throw off glowing .
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-

appedared. Immediately- thereafter, three star-like chjects-werenoticed -
in the sky, two objects to thes north and one to the'sbuth;“all of which

were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapﬁd]y in sharp engular
movements and displayed red, green and blue "1ights. The objects to the

north appeared.to be ettiptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then

turned to full circles. = The objects. to the.north rémained in the sky for

an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three )
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time. to time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs

v

CHARLES I. HALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deput_y Base Commander

// E;
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE , :
Royal Air Force AB_en_twa_te(s_WOQ_qrbriidge Suffolk IP12 2RQ .

: Telephoﬁe Bentwaters (0394) 432557

Mr N G Pope ‘
Secretariat (Aip Staff)2a
Room 8245 :

Ministry of Defence - BENT/1/2/A1IR
Main Buildin

Whitehall

LONDON  SW1A 2Hg ¥ auy 1992

Dear Mr Pope

WO SIGHTING - DECEMBER 1980
: ——"_ 750

Reference:

A D/Sec(A)12/2/1 dated 2 gu1y 1999,

1. I refer to your letter at Reference A concerning the Teported sighting of , o
a UF0 on 27 December 19gg., I have_ggiggpordsrgn this subject |and the'file'to f;**>f"'"“
which you refer has‘1ong'sinCe_bééh'destfbyed- R

2. However, I have spoken with our‘reéideﬁt Historian from the 8lst Tactica]
Fighter Wing who hag unearthed an article which I haye photocopied for your
information. 1t all makes interesting reading. o

Yours sincerely

’ — - . R >;;*‘,r";i A .‘. Squaafah‘" [é‘a—a‘éfi .
I RAF Commander




. Woodbridge RAF/USAF Air Base 327

WOODBRIDGE RAF/USAF AIR gasE
In Dezember 1980 ir e a:sged that 2 grounded U 70 Was setii iy (he
Rendlesham Forest areg outside the back gates of RAF/USAF Wood-
bridge in Suffolk, England, _ '

- There are various, and conflicting, reports about what occurreq onthe
night. According to the official feport made by the Deputy Base Com: "
mander, I_.ieutenant-Coloncl Charles Hale, two security police witnesseq

. lights outside the back Bate and called for permission 10 investigate on the

powerful white light, Other reports detail blue\and red lights a; varioyg
points on the object. It was cither hovering or standing on short legs and a5
the patrol approached, it manoeuvred away slowly through the trees on to
a nearby farm (causing some disturbance in the animals there) before
disappearing into the sky very quickly. Howcvér, the object wags briefly
sighted again about an hour later,

Investigation the following day found three ground traces indicating
pessible landing leg depressions, \

However, there are othe stories of events that night including ope

James Archer. Basically their stories agree with the Dcputy:Command- L

er’s statement.Archer. denies seeing aliens but 'saw shapes insids “the
object; to which he had approached within three feet, and commented, ‘I
don’t know what they were but the shapes did not look human, Maybe
they were like robors.’ : ‘ ’
Woodbridge, Sergeant Adrian Bustinza,
Came forward after the Publication of 5 book, Sky&a:lz by Jenny Randles,
Brenda Butler and Dot Street (see References and Background Material),
and told his detailed version of events in the forest that night. Again, for
. the most part, his account basically agrees with that|of Lieutenant-Colone]
. Halt. He describes the object as being seen through a yellow mis; like

DT ATy
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& ©Ome from eye witnesses. e
. There is allegedly a tape recording made by Lieutenant-Colone] Hale
- and his men while in the forest invcstigating the event and part of this has

/5
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A I " 328 Woodrufi,R.§, .

been released by a former base commander at Woodbridge, :
i Morgan. On the tape varioys voices including Licutenant.colo
) describe what they are supposed to be seeing as they Puriueghs
through the woods, ‘ : >
challenged by a former Chief of the Defence Seafy
- the-Fleet Lord Hill-Norton, the Secretary of State for Dgfenc‘e,'
' Heseltine, through Lord Trefgarne, released the Statemen;
.. cvents to which you refer were of no defence significance’, - . A
As Lord Hill-Norton put it, there Wduld seem to be some defos
. significance either in an unknown object’s entering and Possibly I3
; in British territory or, alternatively, a deputy base command, RAF/]
USAF base filing a ludicrous and make-believe report, Lim‘mmtbolaﬂ ;
(now Colonel) Halt has confirmed subsequently thar this memorandym 3
legitimate. He also went on to say, “There are a lot of things that gre not in
my memo.’ S =
: WOODRUFF,R.S. i
: ~ In many people’s eyes the quality of the witness to a UFQ event is gs’
: ‘ important as the event itself. On that basis one sighting of three req lighted

. ey

o e e e

UIOs buzzing low over cars near Bethel in Vermont, US4, should rany
i highly. Witnesses in other cars watched a police car ahead being buzzed .
i The police car contained a high| State police official and the State
pathologist, Dr R. S. Woodruff. e
Calculation by the police indicated that the speed of the UFOs was some "
2,000 miles per hour. | ] -
Despite the fact that the UFQOs had come down precisely together in line B
; of formation, slowed down and flown parallel to the ground, the Air Force "
. explained that they were only meteors. T

WRIGHT PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE _
Wright Patterson Air Force Base in America is a name that frequently
occurs in the pages of this encyclopedia and in the annals of UFO research.

It is alleged that this base is the stérehousc and examination facility f0§ ;
retrieved crash flying saucers and alsg for alien bodies. L
: Other stories have it that Wright Patterson contains a ‘quick reaction -
) force’ de<iened to retrieve downed sai‘:céré,’ asort of SAS or SWAT team o
deal wita aiiens. ‘ R
There is even an allegation thar Senator Barry Goldwater attcmptedd%;,‘
gain entry to the base to examine UFO evidence but was refused b ue
then commanding officer, General Curtis LeMay. AT

WYKOFF, LIEUTENANT ROBERT C, o .5

On 10 August 1950 NaVy physicist Licu[gnant Robcrt Wyko!f, .
e Navy binec'.:!ag;,' watched a large-g scshaped UFQ manoeuvring ne
S Fdwards Air Force Base, the scene of many such sightines.

/6
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone  (Direct Dialling) 071218 2140
(Swi

- 7 071-21-89000
RSt (Fax 071:21-8
- Sqn Ldr-p Rooney ' ) . - Yourreference
RAF Commander ' o
RAF Bentwaters Our reference .
Woodbridge '-D/Sec(AS)12/2/1
Suffolk Date
IP12 2RQ 2 July 1992 .
. X

M vriting concerning the'background to the UFQ sighting near RAF
n 27 p “was si

2. I have attached'a copy of a letter from one of your predecessors,
together with 4 Copy of Lt Col Halt’s report, and I haygvtvo requests:

a. - If you have fjles going back this far, couid'i'Have a copy of the

original covering letter,_BENT/19/76/Air'dated 15 January 1981. I believe our
Copy was archived Some time ago.

b. - I vould be grateful if you would confirp that Lt co1 Halt’s report is 3
genuine USAF report; this may sound a strange request, but over the years there

have been 4 Very clever serjes of hoax documents Produced on the subject of -

UFOs. These often relate to official government/militggﬁwknqiledge of UFoOs

3 » .and _
often appear to be op official}notepaper = presumabli?ising genuine official i
letters sent'to'ﬁemberg'of'the public, with the hoax - text Placed over the.

genuine text, ang then Photocopied again. In the absence of agl the background

Papers, I ap unsure as to the eéxact circumstances under which Fhis report first
surfaced. I do not know what Standard practice vould be, but would such a
report not have been-submittéd on paper with a Bentvaterslwoodbridge'address?

3. This may 373 seem like ancient history, pyt this alleged incident has
become thg_best”knovn UFO story in the UK, being mentioned in dozens of books on
the subject (including one entire book relating the story of how USAF personnel
sepaigfg a crasheq flying saucer and communicated with its alién occupants!).

e st rec

eive 3 Steady stream of telephone enquiries and 1eqters on the
subject even to thig day. ‘ ‘
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

HEADQUARIERS 8:57 Cot4sar SUPPORT Cn

APO MEW YOR: 07758

CuU? (UsAfg)

" CD 13 Jan 81
Unexplained Lights
RAF/CC _ )
. Eariy in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximate]yvO3OOL), two USAF
Security police Patrolmwen saw unusya) lights outside| the back gate 5¢
RAF Hoodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might haye Crashed or been;fb~ced_ *
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Dear Mr Ross.
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P M Hucker, Secretariat (Air Starrf)2

From: a, Room 82ys
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE .
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

- Telephone 01-218 - . (Direct Dialling) : .
01-2189000 (Switchboard)
Your reference T
6ur referenc

Date

21/

'D/Sec(AS)IZ/Z/‘I(/‘

August 1985

.. .. llank You --f‘orﬂ-

Defence's'interest in Unidentified F
explained to you by my predecessor,
19 June and 18 July 1984,

your letter of

Mr Mathewson

9 July 1985,
lying Objects

The Ministry of
(UFO's) was
in his letters of

The only informati
ham Forest in Dece
s Of the United State
described are of n
in our records
by the MOD, thi
with UFO report

mber 1980 is the report
S Air Force,

© defence sign
to suggest that alleged
S is consistent with our
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ificance,
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normal pr

; "UFO sighting™ at
by Colonel Charles
isfied that the

‘We can find nothing
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OUR REF:
YOUR R"EF:

D/Ds8/10/209

Ministry of Defence, ' ‘
Main Building, Rp 7230,

Whitehall,

London.

SW1A 2HB

. Yours sincerely, - -

For the attention of A.Mathewson Esq. .

Dear Mr, Mathewson,

re: UFO Si@ting at Rendlesham Forest

I would be grateful if you could kindly indicate to me
interviewed any of the alleged eye witnesses to the ap
80, whom and the dates of such interviews,

Kind regargs,

9th July 1985

if your Department
ove incident and if
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Se¢(AS)2a, Roon 8245
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE )
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling) e
01-218 8000  (Switchboard) .
, —_—
Your reference
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i reterence D/Sec(AS)12/2/1."
Date
Z July 1985

L
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B245

o 'Sec(AS)Za, Room
MINISTRY of DEFENCE
Main Burlding Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
T _

01.218 (Direct Dialling)
01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

Your reference ) \
D/Sec(as)1z/z,7
O Zouy 1985

—_— —_—

objects, and no

: Since ouyr interest in UFos is limited to pos
implications We have not carried out g Study into the'scientific
Significance Oof these Phenomena. Unless there are defence
‘implications We do not attempt to;identify'sightings and we cannot

them. They may be satellite debri;hrggentering theﬂeanth;atmOSphére,”if3»

ball lightning) unusua1VQIGUd'formations;;meteorological balloons,
aircraft lights, aircrart at unusual angjes or many fther things.

Halt, of the United States Air Force. We are Satisfied that the
events described are of no defence significance. I enclose a copy of
Colonel Haltr g report which may be of interest. "

Your

s sincerely

/{
\
P M HUCKER
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April 15th. '35,

k
Jear Sir,

In the lete 1970's nmy dauzhter saw

vhat could only bve described as an unidentifieg

flying object over Accrington!in Lancashire.

' Since then I have met several people

who have had & similar experience, and I have

Tecently read a librery book !SKYCRASI! .

Cver the past few Years ny interest in
this phenoninsg hes increased, therefore I
wonder if you could let me have any further
>inform§tion or copies of documents relating to

the incident in Rendlesham TForest in

decemter 193072

"~ Your co-operation would be much

appiéciatod.

urs,

Sincgrely ¥0




I attaep copies of tyo recent Parllamentary Questiong on the
Ministry of Defence's interest in UFoQ reports, which You may be
interested in., ' '

el

B

yw]

(ours sincerely

vy 4

=P M HUCKER

N
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~Hansard Fxtract
1% March 4984
Cols 132 & 133

9?“ . ,Unidcntiﬁcd Flying Objacts

Sir Patric) Wall asked the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) how many alleged landings by unidentifieq
flying objects have been made in 1980, 1981, 1982 and
1983, respectively; and how many have been investigated
by his Departmeny's personnel; -

(2) how many unexplained sightings there have been in

these had beeg traced by radar and with what resuly

Mr. Lee {pursvant to his reply; 9 March 1984, ¢. 7?8]:
For the years in question, the Ministry of Dcfcncc reccived
the following numbers of reports of sighl_mgs of flying
objects which the observer could not idcnufy: 350, 609,_
250, and 399. -Reports - of - alleged landings are not

“none of these reports was of zny défcﬁcé""iighiﬁgancq_agxd,?‘
in such cases, does hot maintain records of the cxtent of

- its i_r;\‘csligations.

° |

1980, 1981, 1982 anq 1983, respectively; and which of :

Separately jdentified. The Department was satisfied that_ | .

Sl
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MINISTRY OF DEFgNGE Sec(As)2

Main Building Whitehalf London swia 2HB

Telephone 01.213  (Direct Dialling) '
witchboard)

A X 29 . 012189000 (s ' ' : S
o | Your efeence T
 Our reference
ome P 15ec @D 2f2 )1
ate ‘ : C- :

R \
|
. ;7_? June 1985
\ _

- Thank yo,, for your letter of 25 March 1985. you May find i
useful jr I explain that the sole interest of the Unitegq Kingdon
D

Ministry of ¢fence in reportegq Sightings of Unidentifjeg Flying
Objects (UF0s) is to establish whether they have
ry

the air defence of the United Kingdom, and they éxamine the reports

Since oyr interest in yFos is limiteq ta possibie defence
implicationg We have pot carried out 5 Study intg the Scientifije
Significance of these Phenomena. Unless there arle defence -

ball lightning, Unusual eloud formations; meteorolpgical balloons,
aircrart lights, aircraft at unusual angles or man. :
The only information,we have on the alleged‘"UFo sighting" at
Rendlesham Forest in December 1980 is the report by Colone]l Charles
Halt, of tp, United States Air Force. e are satisfjegq that the
‘€vents describeq are of no defence Significance. I can assure you
that there is no question of attempting ¢o cover Up any incident or
mishap, nor are we attempting in any way to obscure the truth., 1
enclose CoPY of Colone) Halt's report which may be of interest.

56




' NOTE

';f ‘ase inform if your dept does hav‘e
a procedure that can be arranged that
would assure that any large volume of
documents could be sent via Air Mail
if yes the cost of mailing first class i
Air Mail I would like to arrange to :

recieve all documents that your dep‘t can

releagse to me this method if you caln
estimate the cest of this ocedute‘ then
please reply have provided a return‘ reply
onvelope with Air Mail stamps on it for
courtesy reply will mail the amoum:‘ to pay
for mailing via Air Mail of package‘ first
class if volume of documents is large or s:i
small either amount I will be happy to
forword the amount as instructed by the

dept you work in thank you very much

ot ot i o o 1 4




from | /Lié

MINESTRY OF DEFENSE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL
DEFENSE SECRETARIAT o March 25th 1985
ANDREW MATHEWSON ‘

Dear Sirs
I am presently involved in doing some background research into a book tilled SKy Crash
A Cosmic Conspiracy by Dot Street Brenda Butler and jenny Randles I would like to verij-
fy some basic facts discussed in thié book as they were writeing about the MOD DS8 and
its capacity or involvement into the Rendlesham Forrest (UFO Unknown Lights) of Decem~
ber 27th and the 30th 1980/the copy of the report that they obtained from from the MOD
DS8 as it concerns your dépt and I am asking of that particular report if a copy of th-
is report is available to the general public if requested//l am aware that the report
was sent by Squadron Leader Donald Moreland on January laéh 1981 to the MOD DS8 a copy
of this report will be enclosed with this letter plus additional version of that report

that should probably be regarded as not very accurate on details

fr facts surrounding
this case in particular also I understand that RAF Watten had picked up on their radar

and tracked this UFO to about - fiftey miles south and to the east of Ipswich and i?
the general vicinety of the Rendlesham Forrest after which they lost radar contact ‘this

occured on the night of December 27th 1980 and the radar recordian were examined by
USAF intelligence officers concerning this ﬁncorrelated target chh recordings are

.
kept a few days before being reused this is a precaution against the unforseen such as

a air crash of an airplane /I believe a rumor circulating around the radar base was th=-

at it was possible that a object that they had tracked had crash ﬁanded into the forre
St near Ipswitch .This had been a mettalic UFO ,a structured device of unknown origin

¥en who had gone out to confront the UFO from a nearby base had fLund the engine and

Fontinue on foot.The

object was on the ground for several hours before repairs could be undertaken by the
aliens

lights of their jeep failing as they got closer,They then had to

who crewed it.During this period high ranking officers from the base went
the forrest and the base commander himself we assume Colonel Gord

into
on Willians had ccnve-

rsed with the occupants It is no known what the radar men made of| this tale , but it

Was apparently told by a radar man to the authors.But the fact that they tracked a tar-

et which'aroused conciderable interest in the USAF was certainly| intriguing,

38




bangd I

N

;Sbout your dept)ggg;g;;é a basic one page file for each UFO report that you would reci-
eve.now about regulations that direct persons to send UFO reporté to your dept;and can
I obtain a copy of these documents that exist that dictate guidlines a sort of official
document that informs poliée and military about why these reports|are important to

the MOD DS8 and why this particular dept has ben chosen for this assigﬁment of evaluat
ing of the UFO sighting reports that‘are sent through official channels

and is there any joint cooperation between your government and other NATO allies with

regards to this UFO phenomena and channeling of important data on| specific UFO sighting
cases that warrant other NATO Allies being informed about progress in investigating a

particular case like the Rendlesam Forrest incidents that were hithy documented and by

| .
official channels and by higher ranking personnal were involved which is indeed very

unusuaa//does your office ever conduct any field investigations on UFO sighting reports

\
looking into background of a particular sighting that has physical traces with photogr-

aphic evidence of a UF0 and photos of the landing sight showing aLtual physical traces

left behind by the UFO and does your dept have a manual for refferance of different
catagorys of these UFOs like the MUFON field investigators manual | which is a guide
explaining some of the differances between IFOs Identified Flying Objects Unid-

entified Flying Objects and basis rules to help determine catagory of the UFO sighti?g//’

what is your department step by step procedures for investigating‘these UFO sighting

report§/wﬁhere not secret I am very interested in obtaining some more detailed informat

ion on how a military base might be instructed in investigating a!UFO sighting within

their own military base property or do they just send in a brief sighting report how

. \
much details would be important to sufficiently investigate the UEO sighting to determ

ine the defense implications of that particular report and has the MI5 or MI9 intellij-

gence services ever been utilized to obtain more additional UFO reports this I underst
and is a Possibility for additionnal UFO reports do you know of tﬁe British government
and weither its intelligence aparatus is doing any monitoring of éhe UFO0 phenomena for
possible intelligence information of some benifit to British miliéary security am aware

that our National Security Agency and the Central Intelligence Agency are doing some

secret monitoring of the UFO phenomena for national security reasons which are concide~

red valid ‘enough I wish to thank you for your kind and gracious assistance

that you will provide in your reply SINCERLY

e N,
37
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N

-0
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AIR FORCE OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS
CHIEF OF INFORMATION RELEFASE

NOAH D LAWRENCE WASHINGTON D.C. 20330-5025 MARCH 8th 1985

I am presently irnvolved in some background research investigat?ing on a book titleqd Clear
Intent by Barry Greenwood and Larry Fawcett on page 224 of the}r book a report is discuss-
ed which originated from Kirckland AFB N.M. dated 2-9 Sept 80 O

the following incidents are on file at the British Minestry Cf Defense their address is Ma-
in Building Whitehall London SW1A-2HB the present head of the UFO report recieving dept Ds8

is Andrew Mathewson however not knowing how their government wquld respond to an inquiry
from a citizen of a foreign country about documents that the British Government might rega=

s confidentisl meaning not fo
point out that the report is
‘he book Sky Crash A Cosmic
report has ben photoduplica-
fiying here is the existence o:
open file this is the filed
ERS 81st Combat Support Grou
LES I HALT dated January 13t)
Pec 80 (approximately 0300)
Fhe back gate at RAF Woodbric
R they called for permissios
|

|

distribution to persons with out a security clearance I shouldi
on page 218 of the book Clear Intent and on(page 22 and 23 of t
Conspiracy by Brenda Butler Dot Street and Jenny Randles) the
ted in its entirety in both books what I am interested in veri
the report and possibly additional documents in the form of an
report written as follows DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE HEADQUART
RAF Bentwaters filed by Deputy Base Commander Lt, Col,USAF CHAR
1981 subject Unexplajned Lights 1, Early in the mourning of 27
two USAF security police Patroleman saw unusual lights outside

to go outside the gate to investigate, The on duty flight chief
patrolmen to proceed on foot, The individuals reported seeing a
forrest, The object was described as being metalic in appearance
proximately two to three meters across the base and approximately
inated the entire forrest with a white lighte The object itself
top and a bank(s) of blue lights underneath, The object was hov%
trolmen approached the object it maneuvered through the trees an
the animals on a nearby farm went into a frenzy. The object was‘briefly sighted an hour 1lat-.
ter near the back gate. 2, The next day, three depressions one and a half inches deep and
seven inches in diameter were found where the object had been sighted been sighted on th g-
round, The following night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for‘radiation. Beta/gamma readi-
ngs of 0,1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three depressions and n-
ear the center of the triangle formed by the depressions, A nearby tree had moderate (,05-,(
7) readings on the side of the tree tword the depression,3, Lat‘r in the night a red sun
like light was Seen through the trees. It moved about and pulsed, At one point it appeared
to throw off glowing particles and then broke into five seperaté white objects and then di-

Sapeared, Immediately thereafter,three star like objects were néticed in the sky, two obje-

ten degrees off the horizon.
moved rapidly in sharp angular movements and displayed red, green and blue lig-
hts. The obj

ects to the north appeared to be ecliptical through an 8 by 12 power lense.They
then turned to full circles, The object to the south was visable for two or three hours and

beamed a stream of light from time to time. Numerous individuals including the undersigned,
witnessed the activities in paragraphs 2 and 3

Slened CHARLES I HALT,Lt,Col, USAF Deputy Base Commander
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responded and allowed three
strange bright object in the
and triangular in shape ap
two meters high. It illum
had a pulsing red light on
ring or on legs. As the pa~
d disapeared, At this time




the following personall were assigned at the joint RAF base of Bentwaters/Hoodbrldge duri-
ng the Rendlesham forrest incidents of Dec 27th and 30th 1980
Lt, Col,Charles I Halt now Colonel Colonel Jack Cochran left in 1984 around Spring
Colonel now Brig,Gen, Ted Conrad left in left in 1981
Colonel Sam Morgan left in 1981 :

Colonel now Brigadier General Gordon Williams left in Jan 81
Ma jor Malcolm Zickler 1left in jan 81

Captain Kathleen McCollom left in Jan 84

Colonel Soya left in jan 81

Sergeant Adrian Bustinza Jan 81

Airman 1lst Class John Burrougs left in Jan 81

Airman 1lst Class Steve Wilkins left possibly in Jan 81
Airman 1lst Class Art Wallace Left in Jan 81 not his real name and he is no longer in the
USAF now a civillian also on record by authors of Sky Crash A ?osmic Coverup

Airman !st Class James Archer left in Jan 81 witnessed UFO on Dec 27th 80 not his real

name is on record of the authors of the book Sky Crask A Cosmic Conspiiracy by Brenda But-
ler Dot Street and Jenny Randles

Airman 1st Class Steve Roberts Security police patroleman witnessed the first si-
ghting of Dec 27th 80 not his real name is known by the authors of Sky Crash A Cosmic Coy-
erup
Squadron Leader Donald Moreland British RAF pase Commander duFing the UFO events
Brigadier General Richard M Pascoe Z5th Air Division left in spring of 84
the following reports of the Rendlesham. forrest incidents was #as recieved from a person
who was stationed at Bentwaters RAFB during the second UFO event of 30 Dec 80 this person
has asked the authors of Clear Intent not to use his real name %o for the record he will be
refered to as Art Wallace this is his view of the events typed exactly as printed on pages
(214,215,216,217) of the Book Clear Intent Art Wallace was attched to the Bentwaters Air Fe
crce Base as a Security Policeman, He had ben assigned to the bése for only a short period
of time when at 1:00 A.M, on the night either on or near to 30 ?ec 80 Airman Wallace was on
duty at the Bentwaters flight line,a jeep pulled up,Two mem a sergeant and a lieutenant,told
Wallace to get in because they were going over to the motor pool.On the way overoAirman Wall
ce and the sergeant were told to get gas powered "light-alls"(trailer mounted lights used tc
illuminate large areas).The lights were attched to the jeep,and the Bentwaters main gate whe
e they met other vehicles,The convoy moved out tword the Rendlesham forrest a few miles away
Airman Wallace heard radio chatter mentioning names of people he knew plus OSI most likely a
referance to the Air Force Office of InvestigationseAirman Wallace saw security police as we

11 as members of the British Military stationed all along the w#y.They pulled onto a dirt rc

d and drove about a mile into the Rendlesham Forrest,stopping at Airman Wallace referred to
S a staging point.The men were ordered to check their weapons in since they would not be
taking them along Airman Wallace went into the woods with four &ther men led by a captain wh
had met them at the Bentwaters motor pool.As they approached a clearing in the woods,they nc
iced a brightness in the distance and the sound of helicopters éverhead.Wallace noticed an
airman crying at tbhe edge of the clearing with a medic attending him.This puzzled Airman
Wallace as he couldnt imahine what might have been going on.The | first thing the men noticed
when they had a clear view view was the large movie cameras had | been placed surrounding a
field in the clearing.Many plainclothes personel were milling about watching something ,
The something was an object taking the appearance of a transparént aspirin tablet ,hovering
about one foot off the ground,Airman Wallace estimated that the}object was fiftey feet in di

meter and had a bright,pulsating,yellow mist inside it.It did not move from its position.
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Airman Wallace and some of the men approached the object to wztpln ten feet,Two Cown in the
ield d come over to the object according to Airman wallace,appeared to be just staring at

he object,oblivious to the security men in the area.A radio call was heard over a field radi

unit.A helicopter pilot said,here it comes.In the distance a re# light appeared first behjind
a pine tree,then in fron of iteThe light quickly sped over to the asririn shaned object and
hovered at a position abouc twenty feet above it,After maintainjng this position for 5 minut
sthe red light broke up.No explosivn occured in the conventiona} sensesThe light merly broke
up into a shower of particleseSuddenly,in the place of the red }ight and and the aspirin sha
ed object another vehicle appeared.Airman Wallace said it was a domed disc,bright white in .
olor,with an intricately detailed surface much like the models +sed in movies like"star wars'
and"close encounters’ It had two appendages on the lower flang of the disc which seem to be
the beginning of delta wingsbut not quite.Shadows were cast on the surface of the disc by so
e of the raised relief detail,Airman Wallace and the men with h}m walked around the object a
d noticed some interesting effects,Their own shadows were cast onto the object,probably by
the bright "light alls" in the field.Not only did their shadows|bend upwards at the head bu
but as they walked and stoped,the shadows would appear to advan?e one pace more then stop.St:
nned and disbelieving of this effect,Airman Wallace and the othﬁrs walked and stoped several
times,each time noyicing the effect repeat itself,Additionally,the third time that they trie
this a light came over the head of a shadow and moved from one}head to another
Under hypnosis Wallace found his memory extending beyona tno po%nt where cne 'TV video light
danced on the side of the UFO.He now saw aliens Wallace describes them clearly,There were
three and their height was about three or three and a half feetJTheir heads were large and o
of proportion to their bodiessTheir eyes were like inverted cats eyes, and .the ear,nose and
mouth were all just slits.Two wore ail over silver suitstlike an overall'~the other,who seemec
to be the leader,wore a similar suit but blakish.He also had what looked like a long stick by
his side.lt was apparently clinging to the suit,but their did not appear to be any belt or
fastening.The three aliens floated from the underside of the craft and onto the ground.Still
in a floating motion the one in black moved twords gordon williams,who Wallace insist was
close to the craft,He heard no words exchanged,but saw what might have been sign language, .
Whilist this was happening there seemed to be a disturbance over}the far side of the craft,
It was out of view and so Wallace could not see what was occurring,but he could tell from
the reaction of the men that something.And the aliens appeared tk
normally very small but at this point they responded by enlarging them They swelled up into
big circles and then returned to normal.After a few moments the contact with Williams proce
eded.Wallace was aware that the aliens had damaged their craft ahd that assistance was being
offered in its repair But he was simply mesmerized watching the conversation.Then one of the
other two aliens began to float over in the direction of the gro#p of men of which Wallace
was one,Oh my god he's coming over to us Wallace recalls shouting.And then even the hypnosis
could produce nothing beyond blackness,untill the‘reauakening in the barracks
The debriefing occured that day following the night UFO encounter Wallace was picked up on
Jase by a black car with dark glass.He could not see where he was going,he felt as if he were
Irugged because they made him get in and he did not want to.He felt very strange.The two men
‘ore dark suits and looked oriental,Neither spoke when he demanded‘to'know where they were
aking himeBut he felt a voice in his head say,'Dont be affraid. 'After getting out of the car
It an unknown location in the dark,Wallace was led down several flights of steel stairs.He was
ow in a large room which housed the UFO,identical to the one he hﬂd seen in the forrest the
lay before,But he was hastily led away from here into another room where several other men he

‘ecognized from the éncounterwere present.Everywherec aroud him Was spotless and clean,like a
ospital.,An officer t

‘ut  he then feels he
;iven breakfast.After the food he was ta
small platform with a big screen on it.Seven men including himselflwere sat there,All had been
ut in the forrest that night.An of ficer,whom Wallace did not recognise,then onto the platform
:nd explained that they were about to see some film and be informed as to why they were: there
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The filxﬁwas a collection of movie clips apparently taken from aircraft,They showed UFgQg in
pursuit of military planes and spanned many years,beginning Wwith Second World War footage,
One scene was of a craft in a huge hangar somewhere.After the show the lights came on and
nothing was saideWallace felt very calm and relaxed and again as |if he were drugged.ﬂut throug
a glow shining at the back of the screen he saw a small figure.It was only in Sillouette,maske
by the material,but it was evidently an alienl!The alien proceedEﬂ to explain who it was,where
came from and why it was on earth.This it did straight into Art Wallace's mind No words were
spoken.Nallace could not recall the name or origin of the alien,ever under hypnosis,But he
could remember the reason supposedly offered for its visit.The aliens were here to educate
mankind.But only certain people had been selected to recieve this knowledge.The seven men in 1t
room were some who had ben chosen.Others had been chosen before and there were a number of
aliens doing similar things elsewhere.They hac¢ been on earth for f very long cime,watchlng ove
and guiding the human race.Great changes were due coon.Some had happened already.Others were
to come and Wallace and the others intended for intended for the purpose,would have 3 big part
to play in these.More information would be given when these changescame closer,But they shoulc
have no no fear,because the aliens were going to watch over their| their proteges

now this version has a high degree of strangeness in the explanation of why the aliens had
alledgedly made contact with Wallace I believe this view shiuld be taken With a grain of salt
or several grains of salt I believe it highly possible for some contact in the futre between
humans and some alien intelligent life forms but the way that migpt occure is another area for
discussion the Wallace version is not aceeptable in my view of reality I dont think such a

programs perhaps more world cooperation in space will lead to morf
but until then we can be satasfied for the present that there are

space research goals that w:
ms either below or at

‘ alien life
ed seem to point to some inte

;it our planet including but
not exclusively humans I think that if a scientist does research on a lower form of inteligen!
life his standard rule might be not to alter the conditions of that given species in the proc
ess of doing his biological research so that true scientific studies can be conducted on that

in the UFO contact cases the
succesfull in their endeaver to alledgedly | conduct their human study

the more documented case historys indicate the persons alledgedly‘abducted are able to remembx
their abduction with the assistance of specialized Lypnosis regression thus their presence ha:

become known to persons in addition to the alledged person abdu#ted Dy the aliens this con
flicts with our own ideas of

lower forms of life the resul
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEH%\LL LONDON SWi1A 21g '2‘/ 2/

Telephone 01-2\823“}‘... ~_(Difect Oialling)

01-218 9000 Switchboard)

SARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR THE ARMED FORCES

.D/US of S(AF)DGT/62t0 (4] June 1985

B )

You wrote to Michael Heseltine on 1 May 1985 about| the sighting
of an unidentifieqd flying object near RAF Woodbridge in December

1980. Michael has asked me to reply as UFO questions fall within
my responsibilities.

I do understand your concern and I am grateful to you for having
taken the trouble to write. I do not believe, however, that

there are any grounds for changing our view, formeq at the time,
that the events to which you refer were of no defence significance.

You may recall the House of Lords debate on UFOs in 1979 (Hansard,
19 January 1979). I attach an extract of what I said on that
occasion. Whilst I respect the views of those who‘differ from me

on this matter I am bound to say that nothing I have seen since
then has led me to change the views I myself expressed.

-
Tl

Y Sy

Lord Trefgarne

Admiral of the Fleet the Rt Hon Lord Hill-Notton GCB
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APS/US of S(AF) ' )
through Sec(A3s)2 _
1. US of S(AF) will recall recent correspondence on this matter
with Lord Hj

» this was the 1line taken in

2. Mr Alton s ecifically requested 3 copy of the MOD official
reply toPp last letter. This is enclosed, together with arp
earlier letter to which it refers

this correspondence to Mr Alton.

- There is no objection to passing

3. You may Wish to note that Mr Alton has apparertly passed on
both letters Sent by Lord Trefgarne on 19 March 85, even though ore
of these was intended to be for his informatior orly.

I1Z June 1985
-
‘ .:g | -
L 3
e ‘ |




D/US of SCAF)/DGT 5173

Thank you for your letter of 16 May to Mi

enclosing one from SUNNNNNNY. You asked to see| a

Departmert's rerly to (D letter of 25 Febru

is enclosed, together with earlier correspondence

As I pointed out irn my letter of 19 Marech,

‘itself only with the derenee implications of repor

'Ir this context the report submitted by Col Halt

examined by those in the Department responsible fo

‘as I have made clear in the past

June 1985 .

chael Heseltine

Copy of the
ary 1985 and this

to which it refers,

the MOD corncerns
ted_UFO sightings.
in Janpary 1981 was

r such matters and,

defence sign

‘and there is n

David Alton Esq Mp

Job No 2=-24

ifipance.

“e
e

it was cornsidered to have rno

We have since seen nothing to alter this view

othing I can usefully add to the comments made ir

Sec(AS)'s letter or ~

—

ord Trefgarne
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

A)ese b.idmu.

16th May 1985

I enclose a letter I have received from My 0! 10wing on

from enquiries I first raised with your Department in March,

[ read SUNEENNNR letter with great interest and it

seems to me that

the points he rcises ‘are quite reasonable and merit a reply,
‘I should be nost grateful if you could let me hgve your comments

and If you could let me see’a copy. of the reply to -own
>,

letter to your Department dated 25th February 198

Yours sincerely,

Davig

The Rt. Hon. Michael Heseltine, MP.
Secretary of State

MInlstry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

S e wERT oo
L. - ', E N} e ‘. —,
YoemeRliy Zdaiion oL h (2 »‘7_.-..3':

R e CT —— e

awid Tt

I Alton, MP.
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l4th May, 1985

David Alton, Esq., MP,
House of Commons,
Westminster,

London Sw)

Woodbridge in Janua
seen Lord Trefgarne's letters to you of 19th March.

decided to write further to you
and she referred to me her enclosed
which is addressed to you, in the hope that I might be ab
ents. Much to My regret I have had to spend much time out

business inp Lecent weeks and it is only now that I anp abl

and disquieting case,

d about her Corres-
orted to the Ministry
ry 1981. I have also

about this Puzzling
letter of 3lst March,
le to add useful comm-
of London on other
€, very belatedly, to

Defeace from 1949 o 1977,

is right to rema
line which the MOD has adopted on the R
ents of December. 1989. 1 have myself said so on a number

and I have Pursued the matter in correspondence with the
success,

My own background, .in brief, is thar T served in the Ministry of

in very dissatisfied

endlesham Forest incid-
of public occasions,
MOD - wholly without

At the risk of burdening you with ap excessive amount of paper, I

laims much collateral evidence
this I am not competent to
extraordinary report was made to the Ministry of Defenc¢
Commander at RAF WOodbridge early in 1981; that the very
“as denied by the MODvuntil.pesﬁis:en§t£9§§2£sﬂs£§kin‘th¢

un¢er'the'Amef?é&ﬁ“????ddm5of Information Act in 1983; and

You will see
ived no answer, despite
three and a half months

for her own views; on

comment. My own position is, quite simply, that an

by the Deputy Base
existence of this report

US .secured jts release
that the MOD's resp-

onses to questions since that time have been thoroughly unsatisfactory.

interest ip Unless Lt.Col. Halt was out of his

I cannot accept Lord Trefgarne's view that. there is no Defence

mind, there is clear
were intruded upon .

by an unidentified vehicle on two occasions in late Decembqt 1980 and that no

authority was able to prevent this.

If, on the other hand
be believed, there is equally clear

evidence of g serious

» Halt's report cannot
mis judgement of events

by USAF personnel at an important base in British territory. Either way, the ™°
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case can hardly pe withéuE'Defence

. The dates in question
this should be taken to excuse the

pursue the matter further,
of the questions to be
Seen in these terms,

Trefgarne rather surprisingly falls

USAF really

surely be very familiar to them,

which lies Upon so many triggers...

My own letter to the
But I do not suggest tha
with them, anyway at this stage.
letters, of course !
a8 responsible Member

I have trieq to present above.

questions,

If T can be of any assistance in discussion

your disposal.

You

are now rather remote,
dealt with your letter. I hope that you may

either in correspondence or |
ressed seems to me to lie in my p

are capable of hallucinations induced by a

MOD (enclosed) raises

It would be nice if th
But the'essence of the Defence int

significance.-

very perfunctory manne
in

but I doubt that
r in which Lord
feel able to

a PQ. The essence
receding Paragraph,

article in the GUARDIAN (which Lord

back upon) is wholly

irrelevant, If the

lighthouse which must
then I shudder for that

powerful finger

other more detailed

t you should necessarily concern yourself

r's sincerely,

R .

e MOD would answer

erest which I suggest
of Parliament might reasonably raise

lies in the argument

with vou, I am at

B o et )




Dear Mp Adlton,

Thank you for youp énclosures (undated) which reached me op 30th inst. ‘

May I comment on the reply of 1ora Trefgarne to youpself.

dis letter is virtually a word-
money to keep churning them out
of points not Previously noted.

for-word repeat of the standard MoD line (it myst

save &
of the word Processor!) However

uple &

y he does adq 5 co
These are the specific references to no

t Cove Ting up  i¢
"any incident Or mishap" anqg not "in any way to obscure the truth", That said, ang itjg
Presumably being true, I woulg have thought that i was of interest to Xnow from tne |
%oD why they only have the memo from Col Halt (and note he is refered to ip Trefgarnfff
letter‘gg Colonel Halt, his rank row, although on the memo he ig Li.Co1.) ., i

3ear in ming that
land) and just out
citizens have a

s . o . ! vy
this incident (whatever it was) occurred op BRITISH
Side the Perimeter fence of an RAF owned base.

right to expect tc¢ have been xept informed
then 3ritish commande

that purpos:,

s0il (not bese
Consequently Iritisr

of m%tters, especially

r (Squadr)n Leader Danald lioreland) was spé

as

cifically on base ro»

9-“&:' ﬁ-i:’.’:':*ﬁf‘" b

T
TaT

it

)
'
3

1w

= &ccording to the loD siance - vie a2re leac %o believe the following data vas
10 time made available_.,vIz :
AT

- bl

&

1) The tape recording pade by Halt, the pase Security chief ‘and Several other senicr;;
:{ficers,which descripes in deta i

il the taking of soi} samples,tree s

yinfra—req readings etc AT THE SIpgp ON BRITIsH
2s the tape records) ‘a wypgn reappeared.

‘eTsonally told me ip January 1984 (severa)

am;les,photogra;hs
SOIL. Subsegueptly . .
This tape is in our|hands and Morelapnd
months before we got |it from the US

S aware of its existence.

radjation readings

AR AN

oW come the lioD have ngo Copy? How come the activities recorded o
‘ritish spil without lMoD how
ital evidence?

n it toox pliace ¢n
ledge? How come Moreland never advised the }oD ¢ this

PN -
I A

ii) The Photographs apg Samples recorded on the ta
2nuine by the US) are

JS) request they have
2Ty shortky. Again,
“aware of these but

il

pe (which is officially accepted
sa&gain,crucial evidence.Under a recent Free%om of Information
been admitted and are likely to be made available in theUS:

I think we are entitled to ask why the loD ap

Pear noi only to tbe
have no Copies or copies of the analysis resﬁlts which must
>company them., Again loreland was 2vare that these Ssamples and

Ry

*y a3 the MoR® contend

pﬁotOgraphs were taken
. |
s the events do not bear any relationship tﬁ 2 secret test or

¥ do they nave lied both +to you,as an MP, aqd to me) then that
hey involve an Unidéntified Object (which'is 2ll I contend the
the letter to me off 13 April 1983 Ds 8 do 82y that the lights

here concerning the inter—relation between

’ 3| Several senior
in protracted work outside the pase and on

FoD or the resul¥s of thedr work
'ing made available,

is an interesting question as to0 who legally owns the samples of allegedly
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;-radiated s0il and tree bark taken from BRITISH land (owned by the Forestry Commi aay
in f&ct)'. I doubt very much that the USAF have carte blanche ?Pproval to do what l‘the
- like on our shores. ppq j¢ they do I for one am very concerned about it}
Finally,you will note that the official response makes no reference to the.lighthouae
normal background radiation theories propounded by Ian Ridpah| in the Guardian: (on th
Strength of almost no evidence). Yet the Trefgarne letter to you does try to convince

you this is the answer, ‘

Neither the MoD noe the USAF will accept the lighthouse theory officially because tpel
are as well aware as I am that it is easily refutable by the facts. Ian Radpath %
actually stated on television (in & debate with myself) (5 March 1985) that he
regarded his investigation as more objective.lis investigationL as he admitted, hasg
consisted of interviewing not a single one of the 17 eye~witnesses from the USAF noy
traced as being present during the events.Instead it consisted|of speaking to one
forestry worker who found some holes in the ground one month after the sightings ang
has presumed they might have been connected! I have spoken to %hat vorker also, on

: \ .
the site itself, and he is less than conoinced of his theory himself.

Yone of this takes into account the various §31§1§§ CIVILIAN eye-wiinesses who sau

. . L. Sy s : ST T | 3 ; ;
tne events,some in positions where it is literally impossible T° se¢ the lightnouse,
ofhers looking in the opposite direction from it, and one whep khad the decidely

curious experience of the "lighthouse” flying rizght over the $op of his house!

I am trying to force no explanation onto anybody. 3ut frankly Fhe lighthouse idea
is utterly ridiculous and the }oD must know that.

3esides which - vwhat does it do to the U3:7/RAT/MoD inter-relationship if all these
- - -~ o i i ‘ i

senior officars (base commander, deputy commander,chief security officer, on-duty
night command officer and control tower chief amongst thenm!) d? rot know what a

tighthouse looks like,wh ch has st10@ five miles from one of our bases for decades
and still stands today?

It seems to me this proffers defence implications should these%men (or mon like the:}
ever be put into a situation where they have to defepd this land!

In connection with which comes the question of the radiation. fidpath inshsts this

was ordinary background stuff.The forest vas not irradiated, The "peak" :eadings ir

the alleged ground traces (samples taken) are quoted as seven-tenths on the point
five scale.And I an reliably irnformed these are significant.

But again - asvuming they are not - are we to take it that non?'of these senior
USAY officers have received any training én radiation rmonitotring? If so - are YOU

satisfied to leavye them in charge of cruise missiles and nuckeﬁr weapons on our
shores?

I know that I ap not happy, and I am convinced that such factoTs pose even more

serious defence implications than if a genuine bona-fide UFO was involved. The MoD
have steadfastly refmsed to make any comment on these matters.Perhaps you,Er Alton,
can get them to do so0?

I pass this letter to Ralph Noyes for forwarding to you,with a letter I trust he will
‘write you. Ralph,as former head of the DS 8 section handling uqo enquiries, knows the

situation better than I . .y supports our call for more information on this affair,
and will I hope open your eyes to the truth about what is being obscured here.

Please do not be put off. There are importart civil liberties issues at stake.

2/
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Thank you for our letter of 14 May which enclosed a further
"letter from

I am afraid I have 1ittle to add to what I said in Yy letter of
20 February 1985 ip reply to your original enquiry on this matter,
We remain Satisfied that the events reported by Coladnel Halt on

13 January 1981 are of no defence significance. The report was,
like all other UFO reports, examined at the time by\those in the
Department responsible for the air defence of the UK ang we have
since seen nothing to alter our views.

—request for copies of all UFO} reports we
ved since 198

0, I am afraid that the DeparFment could
not JUSthort involved in acceding to this request.
However, w1lll already know that we are prepared to
release reports of specific incidents to interested parties ang
1f he has any bparticular reports in mind, can obtain

coples of these from Sec(AS)2 in my Department, whose address is
room 8249 Ministry or Defence, Main Building, Whitehal]l SW1A 2HB.

T e
o CUS

Lord Trefgarne

Turning to
have recei

2

Rt Hon Merlyn Rees ‘MP
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Royal Air Force , . ' i."‘l
Neatishead Norwich Norfolk NR12 8YB 3(0 \
Telephone NORWICH 737361 ext 7‘-&-13» '."'3:‘ /
: A

Please reply to the Officer Command:‘ng
Your reference .

MOD (Ops( GE) 2b(RAP) ) Our reference| NEAT /1 2/1/AIR

Date 3 Feb 31
\
UNEXPLAINED LIGHTS : '
Reference:
Z20
.A. D/DD Ops (GE)/10/8 Dated 26 Jan 81. .

1. At Reference A you asked us to provide a statement of radar observations,
or lack of them, regarding a reported sighting of airborne phenoma on the
evening of 29 pec 80, :

2. I regret that, in accordance with local procedures, o

recorder was switched off on cessation of nomal flying activities at 15277
on 29 Dec 80, An examination of executive logs revealed no entry in respect
of unusual radar returns or other unusual occurrences, ’

ur radar camera

. .LVL»"JAAV! ve

/ -~ .
SD SHARJg;—’_——

Sqn Ldr
for OC

- ——————
.o o~

RTIIRIGTED
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{ N ioa/3y/air

MOD(Airg
Ops (GE) 2b (RAF)

UNEXPLAINED LIGHTS — RAF BENTWATERS

References:

A'
B.  D/DD Ops (GE)/10/8 dated 26 Jan
1. At Reference A we confirmed that
reported sighting in Reference B was
now developed the film on
the reported ph@nomena — regrettably
also faulty.

2. On the night of the reported sig
on duty was requested to view the rad
observed. The facts are recorded in
night

_ ,?‘ Feb 81

B

Erstern Rag ‘-:‘."
RAF ¥atton D, A
\#,‘-‘l&’y:
Watton 881691 gy 200 .

¢
1
§

81.

Telecon Sqn Ldr Coumbe/Sqn Ldr Badecock 23 Feb 81,

the film of the
at fault. We have

the days prior to and after

both films were

hting our controller .
ar; nothing was
our log book of that

D J COUMBE
Sqn ldr
for OC

.....

!




RESTRICTED

7274

RA® ¥eatisheaqd
Fastern Radar
RAR Watton

UNTEPLAINE D LIGHTS

1. Tha Deputy Rase Conx
has reported sizhtingg o
¢vening of 29 Duc ™) in +n,
near Woodbridsc.

and at the time concerncd,

)

.
-

——— -

By '{:.'

56

/ \
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i g ) (

n/po Ops(GE)/lo/a

76 Jamue.x-y 198;

nander of RAF Bentwaterg
T airborne Phenocena on the

Reudleshan forest area

We woulqd éppreciate a statepens
of radar observations, or lack of t

nem, in the area

e

IR 1ol

" 3nradron Leador

Ons(G:)Pi{ RAF)




)F DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 218
Tolophono 01.218 (Direct Dialting)

01-215 8000 (Switchboard)

oﬂ&mnsouqs e

. o ) Dete /5 May 1985

Thank You for youyr letter of 25 February 1935, addresseg to
Srian Webster who, as 7 believe you oW know, has left this 4 i
(now See(As)) . I am Sorry that I have Not been ab)e to reply

NOW. Thank yeb also for sight of the o tracts from your Proposed
book. N

his letter of 20 March 1984, Brianp Webster e€xplained the
MOD's Position r€garding Colonel Halt:' g Feports on events nN2ar RAF
Woodbridge jn 1980, and 1 have little to add to the views Brian
éxpressed, Know from your letter that You are vell aware of the
linited eéxtent orf the MOD's interest in the Subject, Nonetheless,
there are, Perhaps, gpe or two points Which 1 should make. Firstiy,
whilst 7T Cannot, of Course, comment on the Proportion of UFO
Sightings wWhich are Not reported, I cap a8ssure you that those which
8re reporteg to local Police forces and to the Civil\Aviation
Authority Sshould all pe bPassed on to thjg division of the MoD. We
treat alj these reports Seriously in Case they Show anything of
defence interest
that, in the defence ¢ontext, such reportsg Warrant more detaileg
résearch,. Equally, since our interest extengs °9ly as far as defence

of thne UK, there has never been any formal liaison with other
Governments.

Turning o your specifie questions aboyt the doodbridge
incident, 1 °an assure yoy that no unidentifjeq objecp was seen on
81y radar recordings during the period in Question, and that the MOD
has no knowledge of the tape—recOrding Or cine filp You mention. As
We have sajqg in the Past, the report sent by Colone) $alt was
examinad by those ip the Department responsible for the air defence
of the yg and since then there has been nothing to alfer the view
that thersa was no defence significance to the incident,

sincerely

Yours




S .
Ministry Of Defence i R S .
Whitehal; London swra 2pp R A : -

: bgar Sir:

I am an american investigator of the u.f.o, Phenomeng,
The involvement of my wife ang myself with the Phenomena
is well documented in two books bublished jn the U.S. The

report further States this is part ofﬂg Series of léndings
: # can pro-

DY
Lo

beigreatly ap?reciated.
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berence Secretariat g Room 7230

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

ain Building Whitehall London SW1A 218
Tolophong 01-218 (Direct Dialling)

01-2189000 (Swhchboard) Retotr or g

| . BloTo sivam

T Dectom
' ) ) . Your reference

Our reference

'D/DS 8/10/209 ._
- Date

—_— —_—

‘November 198#

Bentwatersg Which you
d that 4t is a forgery. Although

have on1y Been a Photo-

- We di# not attempt to

ou that there 1s no evidence
e or linded outside RAP

I hope You fing this helpful.

Tows SW/

. C

¢




sy Du'F-BI‘A.RIAT 8

OF DEFENCE
Whitehall London SWiA 2HB

(Diroct Dialling)
(Switchtoard)

MIN ISTRY
Main Building
Telephons 01.21¢

01-218 5900

: . A ., .

The qnly information ve have on
in Decemver 193q is the report by Colonel
Force, of lighis Seen outsige PAF Woodbridge.

are satisfjeq that the events described are of

I am also enclosing with
nay be interested in,

\/

&0

T e L, cmee- L

‘léQQSeptember 1984.
i

the squect full time.
the Department vho are
the United Kingdon, and they examine the

identity of the object lseen.

the alleged “yro sighting" at Rendlesham
Charles Halt,

A copy of this is enclosed,
no defence significance,

( CJL@ S\f\@ JU}

Your refecence

Our roforence

-D/Dss/1o‘/ao9-(
Date

\

}ﬁnistry of Defence
to establish whetherp

solely for the Purpese
The reports
Tresponsible for the
&5 part of theip

reports

The Department
invéstigathéns which go beyond

Forest
of the Uniteqd States Air
We

this copies of 2 recent Parliamentary Questions, which You

7
A

fiy g
By :.\\Q:—_ —
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Dear Sir |
I anm

S€nding tais letter

Rl BTV

€ventg surroundlng t

e Qendleshqm Fore
Suffolk Pee/80, 1 am’

on1fic=1nce
’ sonme aidition
I AS I

i

2l informatio
va s infozmed

ors inV01Ved ete

¢ Vias free
a0ping

You are 3.0le to reply,

with rer to my inte

0 rezargs this ing
3 certain Person that Some fileg
12d been dequtched to

dom of 1nforraflor ac

rest in the

st UFro inecident in
2s it
Oblid. ey i1f you co

is of sone

oulq senqd

ﬂident.?

investigat-
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE ﬁ’/%. [O/ZO’- |

Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Sutfo)
! Sulfolk p
| P122Ra

Telephane Woodbridge 3737 ext 28%% 2557 Lb ﬁ : 4
/\ .’ - - " § -

Mr P D Watkins TN

Defence Secretariat Div ga - Yﬁimhmma
Ministry of Defence ///- I N .
Main Building P : 1. Our nce -
Whitehall v A Bmam
LONDON Ch T > - Date

SW1A 2HB o =

2

Further to my telecon of Yesterday I enclose

a copy of the request from 'Cable News Network?
on information concerning our "UFO" incident of
1980.

I August 198
e 4
-~

At the moment I have no invol

‘not be surprised to find the
revived.

vement but I woulg
British interest




RuY CASURL YELEPH§HE CONVERSATIONS CaN REVEAL CLASSLIFIED INFORNATY

, TON THRoygy
C-RLESENESS - INPATIENCE - AND TRYING To TALK ARGUND . - _ ‘
°“£££Z;i?lﬂfﬂﬂﬁ9&ﬂ&? 233181&-0000--RUDOVJQ. . 2 )(’

¢ P 2017002 qug 84
Fn HQ USAFE RAMSTELIN g GEZ/PAN/ Y/

HEA RUDGYJIARZALTFY RAF BENTVATERS ux

HEX o ) DOVYFA/ZIAF RAF BILDENHALL uk/’/rary

€7 ' )
Cuitams

IHR GUUYL I

1 peppoERY FROM CHN To RE 4Fo SIGHTING(s)

{ REFERENCE TELECON BETVEEN nay MCCOLLISTER, N USRFE/PAN, aNp CaPy
SoFZIMEKL, 81TFU/Pa, 20 AUG 84, SkHE Sug) . |

c.oLe WECPAM HAS RECEIVED 4 WRITIEW REQUEST FROM CHUCK DE cARO oF
F e EENEUS NETUORK FOR IHFORMATION RBOUT oy ALLEGED UFO/SIGHTING AT

SuE 20 CGUESTIONS POSED 8Y CHN. E HEED YOUR ﬁSSISfﬁNC# IN FLESHING
LT THE RESPOHSES. YOULD APPRECIATE 81TFU/PA. THROUGH 3AF/Pa,

FEOYIDE vUs THE BEST RESPONBES PUSSIBLE T¢ THE FOLLOBIHG‘QUEST!OHS.

s YOULD APPRECIATE THE RNSUERS BY 23 AUG 24. OR SOUNER IF POSSIBLE.
THE QUESTIONS aRE) . I

FRUE 2 RHFQARALDA? UNCLAs
8-1: EXACTLY HOW MAKY UNEXPLATNED LIGHTS/SIGHTINGS oCCURRED?
9.21 OVER THE COURSE GF How RAHY DAYS DID INCIDENTS OCCUR?
g-3i OID USAF BECURITY POLICE CoRDON OFF THE ARER SPECIFIED 1N
LT COL HALT‘S REPORT?
- QA-431  YHarT UNITS WERE ENVOLVED INM THE SIGHTINGS? WERE aavs
UNITS THERE? . . ,
=31 WAS THERE & MELPING HAND, COVERED WAGON, FADED CIANT oR
EFOKEN ARROV REPORTED oR REPORT CENERATED BY THE INCIDENT?

Q-6 010 geN. GORDON VILLIANS VITNESS THE IHCIDENT?‘.IF 80, WHY

3-7)  VILL GENERAL WILLiaNg YRITE AN OFFICIAL STATEWENT aBoyr
1S INVOLVEMEWT

0-8: 'uvgggﬁﬁv:usar’r;lsoussg VITHESSED THE SIGHTING

a-91 DID SECURT
-10: DpIp §c¥

= FHE CURRENY UNLYS AND OUTY 8TATIoWS OF. GENERAL
whlfifiérf!'!ntvtn!riﬂuqﬁcrs!sts AND Ly NMELANDY
:u:igggrxpxwagtenfrngpan;ou:g;.rsoq oR MUCLEAR .

weias ~ ,
ﬂﬂa;Q!GParcqu,torras'sxqur OF THE IMCIDENT?
ugtggggponrsvtn-ugqf_rtgzs?A-zr 3°LuyH‘°"’"8!TS

90K THE. RADTOACTIVETY'

Fea &

fd v ! A L A L A L RSP
VIS REPSRT? wHAT UNTTTOR  PERBONMEL

63




" et Ny

ESTABLISHED THE GEONEYRY oF THE INDENTATIONS oM THE ‘
GPE Tk:lt“ortlctag?azu50neueurs.ano REPORTS? e
ba o 9-131  YERE .Y ERE ANy noﬂ-unro,rsasouyEL,xuregvxsug
HE SITE or=!nE§g£clo;n71. COULD THESE p ggpungL"navE‘pE
YITH THE UNEXPLATHED LIgHTs? LT R
P 8-t '"Egzﬁb';fr;gggnnzL_otsvntca;oolp THE _INCTDENT
C1 IRTERVIEW. LT COL HaLT, 80T LARRY :UARREH, ATRMAR 'STEY
SEWERAL VILLIAMS. MAJOR ZEIGLER, -:L'!E..!!,!‘_Et!!!.'!.!."EHBLAKQf“’Q'!.?g
- Q=171 'Ule??ﬂG70tthPR6vth'ﬁ'kt!ffbf“uﬁﬁr,iig f
WitnRosED THE IncCloenr? - e T RS

8-181 -WHAT ARE THE REASOMS THAT WILLTANS., HALT AND
GLVE FOR MOT GRANTEINGC OFFICIAL IHTERVIEYUS? - PRI S 4
8-19: ARE THERE PHOTOCRAPHS, TAPE RECORDINGS. VIDEOTAPES,
PRAVINGCS OR DESCRIPTIONS OF auy KIND IN USAF FILES? IF HOT+:¥9 WHATY

AGENCY OR AGENCIES MAVE THE FILES BEEM YRANSFERRED? Thr b

£

PHGE ¢ RHFQAAALOA? UNCLAS

Q-20! VERE PERSONNEL FROM CIA, DIA., NSA, USAF INTEL, OR MSC
HCTIFIED ABOUT LT coL HOLT'S SIGHTINGS? WHY? DID THE SECAF VISIT
Pnf BENTYATERS IRREOIATELY aFTER THE INCIDEHT? uKHY? bpto ANY SECAaF
STAFF ACCONPANY THE SECAF? UHO WERE THEY? : oo

z YOUR ASSISTANCE IN THIS PROJECT IS AFPRECIATED.
(34

eL087
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Ra 7230
Main Building Whitehall London SWiA 2HB

Telephore 01 -218 (Direct Dialling)
01-218 9000 -*(Switchboard)

Your reference
Our reference

Date

[ 3 July 198z

D/D38/10/209-7% 7

Trank you for your letter of 28 June. T am afraid that ther
ore I can say ip answer to the two main Questions you ask.

He receiveg Colonel Hzltrg report regarding the lights seen in Re
near RAF !'-"oodbridge, and the opertaional staff have satisfied the

Wag nothing jin the re

\

e really is very little

nlleshan Forest,
mselves thatg there

port which gave rise to any concern from a defence point of vis

In these circumstance_s, and I zpologise if this was not quite clear in Ly earlier

letter, e make no attempt whatsoever to establish vhat was seen.
make ro oificial comment on what was seen,; or try to guess what it might

I can therefcre
have dbeen
ha b '

 buty as I said, there is absolutely no evidence that anything had eitker intrudeq

As to your Second Question, no Government Department or official body, apart frox
the Kinistry of Defence, has any interest in these reports, ang the interest of the

Ministry of D

&%

efence ig very sirictly limited, in the way I described,




JR REF:
JUR REF:

~28th June, 1984

HH/SL
D/DS8/1c/ac-9

For the attention of A. Mathewson Esq. - -
Ministry of Defence, D
Defence Secretariat 8, .
Room 7230, T
Main Building,

Yhitehall,

LOMDON SwWiA 2B

Danr My, Mathei-.'son,

I thank vou for your letter of the 19th instant with its enclosires,

If T micht reer to the last pararaph of your s4id letter ani refer
you to Colonal Halt's report, of which I have a copy, you will obviously
ohserve th-t of the thra2e numbered nara rzohs thareof, paragratsh§numbered 1
and 2 relate to 5 strange glewing object...... metallic in annearance and
triangular in shane approxinmately two to thres metres ac*‘oss the base and
anroximately two metres high..ecss.hovering or on la=g" 1—- since you say
that you have satinifed vourself thzt nothing in Colonel Halt's rzport was
of siznificance from a dferce voint of view I assume that
can exvlain to me what this objsét vast :

you ars awara of ard

" You then g0 on to say that there is no evidence of a~ything having

: N, . - s P

intruded into British air space and "landing" near R.A.F. Joodhridge and
therefore am I to take this to mean that the venicle refeir*:ed to innarazraph
numhered 1 of Colonel Kalt's renort has been identifierd ty you ani that you

are satisifed that it was not an "intruder" i.e. it had tha consant of
H.M, Govemment, directly or indirectly, to be thare?

I am sure you will take my noint that there is a graat deal more

Bt
refarred to in Colonel Halt's rerort than mere Mli-hts" since the revort
clearly describes a substantive C¢raft whish obviosusly left marks bearing

witness to its nresence (see paragraph MNo. 2 of Cclonal H!"-’:'s letter).

If I may bs permitted to continue, I wnuld like no to refer to

nd paragrayh of your letter to me wharain You state that your ifinistry
is solely concerned with matters of a 'defence' interest,|which I accept,

“rd rerhaps you would kindly confirm, as I understand to be the case, that
wv2ilst your Ministry's interest is solely in connectinn y-r}‘th anything tnat .
night bte helq to be a2 threat to our national security, thers is another wing
of Government or State, or a"wing controlled by tha Government, which does
have an interest in those objects that fly ahout, which 'h‘-_‘a.ve no defence
implications (i.e. ave not a threat to national security) }and which are not
waat the man in the strest would regard as conventional aircraft, meteorite,

satelite, ball lightening, comet or any atmospheric phenoc‘:ina.

the seco

At this stage I hove you will not be offended of my enquiring _
as to whethenr You,Mr. Mathewson,renlied to ay letter from } your own knowledge
and file or whether the reply to me was passed from otrerg to your good-self,
i.e. is the reply yours or are you acting as a go~between?

68




OUR REF:
fOUR REF:

I feel that I do owe you some exnlanation as to| how and vhy I anm
involved in the subject of unidentified_'flying ‘objects ‘and I would mention
that, if You can svare me another few more minutes, my interest in thig
s'bject comienced some six years aro, when, as a total émiq&ei I investisated
a sighting in Wales for the purpose of giving a talk to‘ a discussion group,
of which I was then and still am a member, on the subject of U.F.O.!

I started out to nrepare this talk "tongue in cheek" and, indeegd
my visit to Wales (actually Anzlesey) was made in the same frame of ming
but I have to Say that I returned with 5 somewhat differ}-ent roint of viey,

Since that time I have been involved, along with colleagues whose
acquaintance I was to mzke, in the research of g small but significant number
of sishtinrs and I fina that, although I have never seen anythinge myself,
the ~ore that T delve into this subject the more convinced I become that
there is a crart of unknown origin, or at least of an oz%'ig:in unkno'm to
the great mass of mankind, which flies about this Plan=t motivated by g
purpose at which I ean only guess.

The auestiors that one has to ask oneself are to iwhat extent doss
Government know more than ths man in the street ang conceal from him such
knowledge ang is one under a nublic duty to enlizhten the man in the straet
not only as to the possibility of such concealed in‘.‘ormaltion kut also

as to its content?

The dilemma that one faces is whetver or not it is in the
interests of the man in the street to be aware of what ils going on or
whether it 4g in his interests not to know ani clearly, the aswer to this
must depend on the reasons for concealment i.2. vhether the same is in
the public good and,as suchran excepntion from the normal| rule that the
nudblic is entitled to krow what is going on or whether concealment from
the public jis wel (T their interests since it jis designe@ solaly to rrotect,
P2rhaps, limited sectional interests e.g. that of the oil industry azainst
the introduction of a new plentiful and cheap means of fuel.

‘\

I subscribe to the’middle of the road view that the punlic are entitled
to know Something of that which is going on but as yet cannot nake a dacision
as to whether they are entitled to full disclosure since I have to concede
that there Mmay be wiser heads than mine who have genuine |bone fide rezsons for

con-ealmant, of which I m2y not be aware, but which are clearly in the public
inter:st, -

Much of what I have said nay well be meaningless lte You and I
Fuspect it wil) ve if you are merely replying to me from information which
is rassed on to you from elsewhera,and from a source to which you yourself
do not have access.

However, I feel as a matter of courtesy that I owe you some exrlanation
of oy involvement in the topic of U.F.O:'s sshich I suspect is a relative terny
since what may be totally unidentifiable to one person may be partially
identifiable or ‘recognisable to another. ‘

Finally, ﬁaving outlined in short general terms my philo.f;g;')l;yr:ggy
thinking on the subject/I would be grateful to receive your spec?. i T
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JUR REF: . ' ' 3
JUR REF:

A an

tq'the points I have raised relating to Colonel Halt's report and that
Department of State which does concern itself with those craft when the
same are considered not to be a Defence issue. - '

Thanking you in anticipation.
Kind regards.

Yours sincerely
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MINISTRY oF DEFENCE 1psg, poo, 7230
Main Building Whitehall London sw1a 2HB
Telephone 01 -218 (Direct Diafling)

01-2189000  (switchboard)

R
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Your reference -

Our roference

D/DS8/10/20q. 7§
. Date

. “ - ‘Z@une 1984 _ .
I an 80rry that

létter.

of Col Haltg report with
erefore including jt With thig, As| to the
letter. we receiv
14 Septemper 1982

Ry prev:

rezainder of your
t of an "unidentified fying object" negy Cwabryy,
» and ag I have gaigd before We do not ave e resourceg to
search through oy files for any reportg ye nay have received from the Wigan ,
rlicote for g Particular yeay., The reports we receive bave g0 fop Proved to be gf p,
) interest from 5 defence point of view, 4o this wouny
"('j“l'-‘ our defence rcsponsibilitiec.
xf'hrne .

well
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M r'e.percnce. ‘

Sur e erence D/QSK/’IO/ZQ?.

dear mr MQUmo&r\)

4 ghmbjo«_‘( (;r or Feply bo "Qj Loot Lette,~ Eo&ur c(ng—Lmu
L ?oux- r‘f’l’ﬁ to me You werote., Cad Enclosed a opy QF’CQL‘W_L Halks Teport, Oppranty,
Vrerther lnsred;lg,r\ oF U reply Mo Feport wan ko e C)Qunt‘.( In the eﬂ\)OLQPe . )
mave Lovld your Rmend L, Ry Sending bhe Copy o s s (. Mang bhanks,
Seckion 3 of Your Lebter Yo Stated and) cLe'u‘s‘e:,\J:. we L realemce. the debai e of) Brtueot,
ecified reporta an requestThen to oo petioy ! woeud ke Lo ook enbehallofa.,
" the Moo fle. Investgation oftne Septamber 1982 Rghking ok OWMBRAN , yeur departm,
e r'efaoc-bzé hon ke Cove::{ﬂ this Case ‘éj awetl kneuwn vl A\Ssccmﬂch(; We ccactd be eld
ased'f gt Coutd hejf, us, |

C,oc... n OCD% wikh this Cone., Here. d_-_\sfHPr".T, We <(ev B‘c\:.. Unc‘e,rsl.-unc(t
x J«ﬁa—l-.n-e‘-\\. eﬂ: net AT7empr te lcCr_nL-,E Upo‘b/ﬂklil. ﬁ'lenome.nc. Ualess ik €

r lnv:si-(njalu

‘ Sen Q.Q:‘\CQ."I"L pn

Seckien3 C\ujc:n., Yoo de ktefs the c(eEa:.Ls Flen QPCcvbe,) reporte
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. =29a Y230
WHNISTRY QFf DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01 -218 (Direct Dialling)
01-218 9000 (Swltchboard)

Your reference -

Our réference

Date
{C] June 1984

2
" D/bs8/10/2097"

2

Thank you fop your letter of 4 June;
first wrote ip March o

L d

'I'he.letter Jou encloseqd with yours is very interesting, but I
it is a forgery, Although apparently written on Ministry o
paper it ig mogt certainly not an official document and, as|'I
its contents bear no relation to our policy towards reported
"Wnidentifieq Flying Objects, Obviously I have no idea wvher
OF Why it was written, and 1 can only conclude that it ig int

In fact, the M

very J..imited. Ve are concerned solely with vhether these r T

Question frog Sin Patrick Wall MP on 2% Octoben last year. 4

.inistry of Defencets interest in reported sighti

I am sorry that ye did not reply vhen yoy

have to 8ay that

f Defence headed

shall explain, .
sightings of

e it came fronm
ended as a joke,

is attached for your information., The Department satisfied itself at the
time that Rothing in the report was of significance froa a defence point of

view, Vhat the €xplanation for the lights is I do not nov,

However, I can

assure you that there is absolutely no evidence of anything having:intruded

into Britisy airspace ang 'landing' near RAF Woodbridge,

\ o
(uoS \-’\CQ.SQQ}\//

e~




our rer: N,

YOQUR REF:

RECORDED DELIVSRY

Lth June, 1984

1
‘B.M. Webster Esq., .
Head of D.s.8., ; §
Ministry of Defence, k
Main Building,
Whitehal],
London swi,

Dear Mr, Webster,

re: U.F.O. Sighting in Nendlesham Fe

rest_of December 1980,

I enclose 15 copy of a letter which was sent to me in January of thi
together with 5 copy of the front of the envelope containing the same

S Yyear,
would be grateful to receive your observations thereon.

» and

Thanking you in anticipation.

Kind rezargs.

. YOU

RS TR




Y

 MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SWIA 2HB
Telephone (Direct Dialling) OI-218 SR

L ' (Switchboard) o1-218 gooo
Dear N

?

As you know, OSI has completed a report on the landing of

& craft of unknown origin crewed by several entities near RAF Bentwatera oy

the night of Decemper 29/30 1980, .

' [
Interestingly, OSI reports that the entities were
approximately 13 metres tall, wore what appeared to be
suits, but no helmets.

n‘\‘rlon-coated Pressure

Conditions on the night were‘misty, giving the
&ppearance that the entitics were bovering above ground lavel,

|
Tape recordings were made on Vhich the entities are heard

|
to epeak in an electronically synthesized version of Engl
American accent,

ish, with a strong

Similar transmissions 1ntercepted irregularly by NSA since
1975.(Sse e2ttacheq < lag 4) 3. : : L

_ Accqiding to 0SI, 'gi—i:tities had claw-like hands with three
digits and an opposalie thumbd, '

Desf te original reports (Flags B - G), OSI eaid the craft

SAC bases in ysy and Europe. Reports that craft was repaired by US
servicemen or was taken on to the base are not confirmed ti:y oSI.

Landing is not coneidered a defence issue in view of the
overt peaceful nature of the contact, but investigations by IS8 are to be

continued on L suthority. Precautionery plan for counter-

|
information at a loczl level involving ~ and e _-
S, is strongly recommended. :

S :l.ncerely»

I emgempeneeiztee n . R R P <




e, 23 31y
e

) T ROUW 7250 6&_
- MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London Swia 2HB
Telephone 01.21g (Direct Dialling)
01-218 5000 (Switchboard)

—————
- Youf n'mnce- \

(] reference > -
. D;i)SS/O“I':)/ZOV 7%

Date

. IQ J’ﬁne 1984

As I have explainegq Previously, the MOD's only interest in so called '"UFp

sightings" jg to establish whether they reveal anything of defence interest,

Once wve are Satisfied that they do not, we 4o not consider then further, IR

the case of the lights seen outside RAF woodbridge, Ve vere satisfieg that '
s-ence implications, TIf You followed the Press articles on

the l-loodbridge incident you will have seen the results of a good deal of

investigative Journalism which turned up quite rationay and down to earth

e

a positive explanation can be mde. I can assure you, though, that there is

no question of anything having intrudeg into British airspace and Mlandeg
near RAF Yoodbridge, ) '

I am afraid that I cannot help you with the information you requested
concerning the 8 alleged sightings in 1973, Whilst we are prepared to
release indivigual Treports if they are readily available and| easily to hang
we do not haye the staff or resources to mount extensive searches through

our records anqg it vas never our intention to provigde & research service
for members of the budlie,

77
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Mﬂ A Mathewson,
Defence Secretarjat 8, Lo

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building, Whitehal]
London, SW1A 2HB

four Ref: D/DS8/1 0/209

Cur Ref:‘ll'

Subject:,Unidentified Flying Objects

6/Jnne/1984

Dear Mr Mathewson, - P F

Thank you for your letter dated 11/5/198%4 in relation to my question regarding
an official investigation by the MOD in response to the high level of purported
sightings of UFOs in the Yorks/Lancs area. :

’
[ N

Turning to a much more recent letter aquired by this organisation from the MOD.

I would appreciate your own thoughts regarding a letter forﬁarded to your dept,
from Col. Charles Holt, Deputy Base Commander at RAF Woodbridge. He obviously is
convinced an unknown flying object was in the vicinity of the base, do you not
feel that the implications behind such a statement warrant #n official enquiry?

I have a letter from Kathleen T McCollom, Captain, USAF, Chief, Public Affairs
Division, that states, "we have no official interest in what may have happened,
especially since the lights were seen off base", (17.10.83). Your letter forwarded
to one of our researchers Clearly proves some investigation|was carried out by
USAF bpersonnel, i,e, paragraph 2, := ‘

"The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" i? diameter were found
were the object had been sighted on the ground. The following night (29.12.
80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings of 0,1 milliro-
entgens were recorded with peak readings in the three‘deprqssions and near
the centre of the triangle formed by the depressions.ﬁ.nearby tree had
moderate (,05-07) readings on the side of the tree towards the depressions".
I feel this is more than speculative talk, the document is ample evidence that
unknown craft Were operating in British Airspace. Therefore}one can only reach
the disturbing conclusion that the British and American Governments are aware of
the nature ang logic which revolves around this phenomenon;w

As a member of the Brjtish public I feel the subject of UFOs should be investigat
totally. 4000 cry and American Secret establishment documents Prove without a
shadow o: & doubt, an official interest. I think the well usea phrase by the MOD




Adrgy, o0
one must be perplexeq at the attitude the authoritiey have publiciy gh§:£:?°.

learn of your stance, if we aquired video Zootage ..
unknown and 8tructureq craft which Clearly shows the subject image op t o-a°:
and in this case - g, UFO2 It is most frustrating when we aquire actual Gignnd,
of UFOs which have peey analysed by the Worlds foremost authority on Compytey SF AP
analysis, and been classified genuine, that the British'Gavernmentvare'iaking io

action,

I would now 1ike to turn to a number of Bightings which occured betweep the datgs
of 28th May - 18th August, 1978, near the Menwith Hi1] (Usa) listening base, y,
investigated no fewer than 8 reported B8ightings by the villagers of pap ey

28.5.1978., 7+30pm, Multiple witnesses.
29-3.1978.  9.15pm. 1 man.

\
1.6.1978. 11.12pm, 1 man 9 female,
3.6.1978., 11.05pm, 1 man, :
28.7.1978. 10.30pm. 5 men 5 female.

5.8.1978, 10.40pm, Multiple witnesses.

9.8.1978, 10.20pm, 3 girls (teenage).

18.8.1978, 12.30pm. 5 men 5 female, |

I would appreciate any data you may have Tregarding the above dates, and for your

comments regarding the contents of the Woodbridge letter. Thank you for your
valuable time, L v

Yours Faithfully

- et
BRI oA &2 s




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE  Room 7230

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01.218 (Direct Dialling)
~ 01-2183000  (Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reforence
D/DS 8/10/
Date

6 June 1984

1209”

You wrote again on 16
towards the reports we
identify. I shali take

May with further questions on the Minist
receive of flying objects which the obs
your questions in turn.

First you askegqd about the number
since 1978 we received the follow
1981 - 600, 1982 - 250, 1983 - 39

of reports we have received.
ing number: 1978 - 750, 1979
O.

ry of Defence's policy
erver could not

For each of the years
— 550, 1880 - 350,

As to your second question, our policy is that we will conside
of particular, specified reports, on request, if the informati
and readily to hang., Vle do not have the resources, though, to
for all reports from Wigan since 1980. '
[LiﬂdzlﬁﬁuxFo
1 Halt of the Unites States Air Force. A
wer in Hansard of 24 October 1983, we rec
hat it contained nothing of defence inter
€ a copy of Colonel Halt's report.

Your third quesfion concerned the lights seen in
as reported by Colone

from Mr Stanley's ans
satisfied ourselves t
not seen it, I enclos

S0 long as the
rn from a defence point of view (and ther
pt to identify what was seen.

Finally, I explained in my previous letter that
report to cause conce

make no atten

4

/

iyt
weot,

c D \3 '\;\.(_-(

‘- f/' ,Q’f"cfv'

F releasing the details

?n is easily identifiabl.
g0 through our files

t in December 1989,
you may have gathered
eived this report and

ést. In case you have

1‘:-es

{e is nothing in the

e never has been) we

i

L o~
by

oSS,




Des Secretariat
iSTRY OF BEREN

'

MIN;
Main Building Whitenhall Lo

Telephons 0i.218 7230 (Direct Dialling)
01-218 5000 (Switchboard)

sle

E Room 7230
agdon SW1A 2HSg

\.

Your roference

OwuhmMQ - ole
D/DS8/10/204- %
Date

A Hay 1984

You wrote to me
about our policy
Flying Objects",

again on 19 M
to

ay
“ards reports

We receive €ir re
principally from the police, RAF
airfields. These bodies send cn
receive from memders of the publi
which the obsery ‘

Ports from a va

€y explaineg
answer of 24 Ccetover liast Year,
has ever been of concern fromthig
includes Colone} Halt's report off
Forest,

no

Yeuo P

L

with further
of 'Unidenti

Fiety of Sources,
Stations and civi
to us any reportsg
c of f1
tify,
defence
in his Par;
report we have
point of view.

lights in Rend:

D «\C

\

N

qugstions
Tieq

but

1
they
]

Operationa
implicaticns.

iamentary
raceive
That

eshan

Ying Odject
So that
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VHNIS TRY QF DEFENCE | ﬁk, %
Main Building Whitehall London Swi1A 21B _ -
Telophone 01-215 (Direct Dialling) _

01-218 9600 (Switchboard)

Your referen
Our refsrence
D/ps8/10/209-64% -
: . Data
AT 1984

\

Thank you for your two letters, of 7 ang 8 May.

Jou asked whether we had any information concerning three
i flying objects which the observer could not identify, The
¥ which I could find & report was the one on 27 December 1980,
I am therefore attaching a ¢opy of a report by Colonel Charles Ka1
Air Force, which is the only information ye have on this.
You may also pe interested in the ¢

tvo attache_ci Pariiamentary Questions. )

Y A 0\(1,\-6:&\/(

,t }“Lcdﬁv)\-— Cn,
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\ Mathewson,. ity SR L T X
)efenée?Sécretétiat”S;. o Lot
loom 7230, <L ) -

{inistry of Defenc
fain ‘Building,:
‘(hitehall’ :
sondon SW{A 2HB,

©,
P

o}

JATE$8.5%84

Dear Sir/Madam,

could you please forward any information that you have
reports of Unidentified Flying Objects,

Date and time of sighting:Friday the 11th of July 1980

Description of objecttA large flattened oval shaped ob
‘ " then blue/white then changed bac

Position of observers:iSoyland Moor between LittleborTou
; North Yorkshire,England.

How Observed:laked eye only.
Direction object first seenzNorthr,

{eather conditionsiCold and clear with Moon and stars

“ames of obssrvers:Police Constable Stevhen Hovar
Christopher Fernhead.

th an

Second renort.
DatetDecember the 27th 1980 2t Sanm.

Descrintion of object:Metzllic triarzular object,2/3 o
base and 2 meters high'eCre red 13
2 row of blue lights underneath.T
some sort o¥"legs",
Position of observers:Tangham wood,near USAF base at R
’ England,, .
How obseriedeaked eyekand”é-fé péﬁei‘lenseﬂ'

rth,

Direction object seensNo

on the following

»3430 aml.

Ject,Colour yellow
k to yellow.

gh and Todmordmn

visible.,

'd Police Constable -

cters across its
1%t on top with
he object was on

AF Woodbridge,Suffo

- ‘P.T. 0‘.




Tl %%rrens chovs the TOrizon,inci obpfe trze top iy
7777777 ) “"d orn ’;he :_,'."C‘.’.:’F..' S~ ;Vel.r
D*st::cczfot Jcﬁarnince.
"ovencrts:iject €ane doyup through trees in multituge o= °°1°urs
tandes on tite CfoundeWnen DOVing offr ¢ Denouveseg betwocing
' nots
~zather conditions:?ot tetermineq,
~-anez of observersz ‘Lt Coloney Charieg 1 :-_al‘.;,d_op L connmeondgy Of-tfee .
. USar 31s¢ Tac%ica1 ?13i:g wing.$1us botn 33itis£ T
ard Anerica- Lix Jorsce pé:so“¢l. ' ‘ 2
F) . . ‘;“
I wonl~A -’.’.PP:’CCiC’.tC 211 the info:'mat‘.o:z that Youmx ée”-—"»rtmcnt,hns %‘,’ the
. : - 'S -
Two IR Teports that 1 have mentionecgq, i ‘
: i -
; oo . ]
<2 then 8 ony Cost involvaa for the cbove Tevorig T i1l b 0?1! too
Dlcosced to obliu-e’, ia ) .
. L]
Z-fo’:)c:"ull,- 4+ vila Tecieve your reply befoxa too long,untill the}n T om,
[} A
h 4
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01-218 9000 _ (Switchboard)

"(Direct Dialling)

—_— §
. Yqunwummo
Our reforonce | - 37
D/DS8/10/209 -~ .
Date

S A May 1984

€en reports of
ot identify from the South Wales area

such reports,

Sst. I have nothing

¢,

JQ\A
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The on-duty F]ight chief responded and allowea three datrolpe;, 9 preo
ceed gy foot . The individuals réported SQélng_u sdranse 910%5"9 cbiecs
in the.TOrest. The object was descriheg 4s being ubtalic in appearuuce
and trlangulqr in Shape, approximntcly twou to three incters across gy,
bgse and qpproximJtely two nweteps Iy, It ])Iumihated the éntire 'Orust
wIith . q Whitea Tighe. The object itselr had 4 pulsiucll red lighg en tap and
4 bank(s) o blue Tigp,s underneq tiy. The ohjece was hovering of an legy .
As the P&trolmun dpproachcd the ohject. it Mancuveroy through the tieag
and dls.:ppeared_ At this time the aNima)s un g ncar}by farm'went into a

"eNZy. The objec; Wes briefly S1ghitey upproximdtu)y an hour later Near
e . -~ L

2. TIne Nexe doy, three depreSSIUus,l
found whera the obJéct had ey, Sight.q
night (2? Occ 80) the area was cheched 4y,
of 0-! m'lliroentgens WOt recorde wih “ In Lhe three ge.
bressiong “NMd neq) the Centep ot the trig Ly the depressions
A nearby ¢, had mogery e (.06-.07) readin * 314e of the tree
Ltuvard the depresSlonS. Eny

7" i diancter Were
d. Fhe fo) lowing
Ueta/gamma readingg

3. Later jg the Might 4 red Sun-1ige Vight 't'v.iéS .-'c-‘c;: Uhevugh the Lrees,
It Mved aboyy INd pylgay. At one Point j¢ pLar g t@ throw off glowing
apprared. luunediately thcre.ntcr. thiee Star-}ike obiects We rg noticgd
'n the sk, 3490 objects to the nypeep 2:id one g l11€séuth;'all of whicn

‘ . dly iy sharp ongular
flovements 4,4 dis;:laycd_rud. 9reen ang plye lights e objects Lo the
north AbPearey to ye elliptical throuyn g4y 8-)2 bower logg They then
turned gy fuln Clircles The objecy, to the norep réematned in ¢} sky Fer
an hour o iore The object to the sSouth was'visiblc for tuwo or thre.
hours and heapaqy down 4 Stream of light fropm Lime Lo (ige. Nunerous jnaiy,
duals, lncluding the undersigncd. Witnessed the aCtivities jp Paragraphs




Your yef: D/D88/10/209.

g a8 Taay, #
A. Mathewsen, O - RS 4
Defence Secretariat 8, Room 72}‘;‘-\ ~e &
Ministry of Defence,, . T
Main ; ing, o
Whitehall, . | 4

Dear Sir/Madag ,

B Thank yoy for your letter of the 10th instant, which
informative.

With reference

to the *Hansard!
colleagues and I

extract for 13th. Mar
r

was very

ch last, my
ovide OSEAP.

with a breakdown
received fronm
s

the sources for the
1981 ¢o 1983. It seems quite

Teémarkable that
O many, whilgt OSKAP, ang others, have rece

ived none.

eived no reports fo
s interesting cas

Coming
craft hovering
implicationg?
cause for conce
Secretary of S

to Rendlesha.m',
Very near to
The facts, -as
™.
tates

you could kindly pr
reports: your Department

T approximate
es,

You have rec eiveq

e

tter.




—~eve STeretariat g, ”ROBE?iZ}O .,

Fele
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ‘ _ | é

Main Building Whitehall London SWi1A 2HB
Telophone 01 -218 2638 (Direct Dialling)
- 01-218 3009 (Switchboard)

Your reference \
. ' Our reference cr!
D/Ds8/10/209~

Date

[CMay 1984 : '
\ .

Thank you for your recent letters on the subject of rerorted Uro sightings,
I am sorry to have been Some time replying.

To take your geners) qQuestion first, it hag Now been decided not to publish
thereports  of alleged yro sightings we receive, As you may know, we get

the Ministry
of Defence, so0 1 op unable to help with those. The only information we have

You may alse be intereste_d in the enclosed Parliamentary Questions on the
Ministry of Defencerg interest in alleged UFO sightings, .

(v S innals

ik e




30th. April, 1984

Defence Secretariat D1v1szon 8 ‘:' o
Ministry of Det‘er}ce,

Hain 'ding,
White
LoNDor',:swm 2HB,

Dear Sir/Madam,

re: release of imformation on UFPO Revorts.

.
o

Regarding the above gatter, until early this year I had

courteous replies to my enquiries, from your Department.

received

However, my colleagues and myself are somewhat perturbed that you

have apoarently ceased to respord to any letters from this qQu

this year I have written on behalf of OSEAP on three occasion

13th. March ang 23rd. March.

Following

believe that you were supplyinz information where possible in

enquiries from serious bodies.

that the least you could do is to write and confirm your Depart

vosition on the matter being discussed. Surely it would be Ju

good manners, even though you will have more important matters

Yours fai 1]

quarter. Indeed,

s: 22nd. Jan uary,

reports in the press, however accurate, we vere led to

response to

OSEAP is one such organisation and feels

tment's
1st 2 matter of

to attend to.




Defence Secretariat Divisio
Ministry of, Defences,

Main Building,

whitehall,

LONDONM, SW1A 2HB.

Dear Sir/Madam,

ﬁn«u T Of ORFENCE
— o w2, 8 ;- e
30 JANI9S4 ¢

-a

Fatl)

FILE 5

. "y b
anidh

Ré: releass of information relating to UFO reports

Just a line to say my colleagues and I are still interested in your

Department's position on th

Therefnré, may we again ask you what is being done with

if anything?

e above matter.

V
\

Yours truly,

£

H
. R
-3

%

n the information,
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Defence Secretariat Division 8
Ministry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

LONDON, SWtA 2HB.

[EP PR P SN

3

21T .
Lq'i | SORR PRI

VLI PRSI RO 1
.

-y -
e -

[2n

Dear Sir/daianm, T

r3: release of information on UfC reports.

¥ollowing my letter o your department of the 13th. insft., I would
like your comments on g front paze article thait appeared in 'TIE ADVEIRTISER!
for March 16th. It concerns the release of 16 reparts to BUFCRA and contains
the following: "So it iz interesting now to s2e that a Governéent department
is now willing '"to omgider- providing resorts oan specific incidents to serious
inqiiries', writes Walter Harding".

.0n behalf of ny colleszu2s I would ask your eriteria foy
a2nd their aceeptance,

If the newspapar

report is correct then I take this opportunity *o = si
vour degariment on the :

followinz cases:-

1. Llansrchymedd, Anglesey 1st. Sept., 1973. (QSEAP was
involved in £iaz mairn investigation of the incidents
o snd subsaguently prcduced 2 special repori).
2. Rendlensam Foreas. (Highly rudlicised in ths press
but seeminzly lacking substance. Althsuzn not
initizlly involved, G3Z:F haz become interestad
in the casz 2%er paying this srez a visit list
year).
2e Ilandrillo, Cly=id 23r2. Jan., 157k. (03P foilowed
hic ingident pn Iazt year which inwlved asrial Iights
and earth ‘fremcrs. Al*loush thess may not ve ccnnecﬁad).
Y.  South Stacks, alrbheady Anslasey: Li-, geb. 1974%. (Due to
nz2arnsss, in size, 2§ thz pravious imeident G33:F bhas
Taconz intarsatad in‘?Le wasaing-up fn the shore of a
Plin2-1i'ze abj2ct. e R.¥ and iterdorth Ringe
Tsichlisazmant 2213 it vas not theirs i the Novy's
unéervater resaarc: baszse at Forisaruss vas‘se:t 2
Araving., T2 obj2ct was ¢! long, 7 +r 3 wingspan of
5f, ity o black aluminiua body and fhs rampantz of an
. asrial.) ‘

I trust taat jou wiil kindly supply any information you}are abla an tae
~above incidents, I nardly need remind you that OSEAP is 2 serious investigztive
- teau.

Finally, I Wéuld ask your department if you have had any connsctions with
2 oysterious UPO group called: APEN, or a2 Dewid McGroarty who resides in Redcax
2nd is supposedly a representative of the same,

oure gy G
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Your ref:- D/Ds&/m/gog, . I =P j 3
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Def'ence Secretariat Division 8, ... .. . e
Ministry of Defence, &l ]
¥ain Building, s ¢ T !
Wnitehall, " ) ,

LONDON, SWiA oup,

Dear Sir/E'adam,
Further to my Jet

5th. March issus of the Daily Express, I gnce again would a

position in relation to the release of information relating
I would azajn strees the need for caution in releasing
material}, Not on1y because of 'national security’ considers

of the type of Person who mizht ha.ve'acg:ess to it.  You wil

'distortion of the facts' is endemic within so-called URQ re
Hoping that this communication is received favourably,

Yours faithfully,

3th. March ,"1981,, .

ter of 22nd. January last ang the report in the

sk your depa.rtment 'g

to UFO reports,

> this type of

tions, but alse
1 e aware that

search circles,

I an

‘v,

s TR




visin Buitae D8 DEFERTE, Roca 7239
i8I BUlding Wi [ amdon SW1A 24B

{222t Bialliag)

T=lzahens Q) <218

C1-213 3059 (Swritchboarg)
Your referance
Ourtoforence 4 7
D/D33/10/209 -
Date - .

AL April 1984

Thank You for your letter of 9 March 1984,
Defence has documents Trel

Your suggestion that the Hinistry of
Deceaber 1920, otner than

ating to the alleged UFQ sighting at RAp Woodbridge ip
lonel Halt's report, is quite mistaken,

of Defence in
Unideatified Flying Cbjcety (U70s) is to establich whetnar
they have any bearing on the defence of the country,

There is no organisation in tye Hinistry of Defence appointed sole;
of studying UFOs, and no staff ar

we receive are referred to the st
air defence of the Unji
notial duties,

Y for the Furpose
e euployed on the subject full ti$e. Tne reports

\
aff in the Departaent vho are resporisible for the
ted Kingdom, and they examine the Teports as | part of their

in UFOs is limjted to possible dafence izplications we have not
carried out a study into the scientific significanca of these phendmena, Unless
there are defence implicaticns we do not attemnt to identify sightings and we
cannot inform Observers of the probable identity of the object seen. The Department
could not Justify

the expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond
the pure defence interests,

are many strange things to ve Seen in the sky, but
Te adequate explanations for then, They may b satel
“e-entering the eartp atawosphere, vall lightning, unusual cloud fo
ieteorologieal balloons, aireraft lights, aircraft at unusual an
“aings. There jg certainly no' evidence that alien spacecrart have 1

Jlanet. Although we have not carried out cur own studies, we are avare of independent
studies into the Uros, notanly by the University of Colorado publisﬂcd in 1969, This
‘oncluded that 90% of all UF0s repor

ted could be plausibly related 4o ordinary
‘Renomena.

land>d on the

" attach Ccopies of 2 recent

?arliamentary CQuestions on the Ministry of Defence's
a2terest in UFO reports,

I an returning your stanped addressed envelope.x

}fowb > W“W‘Qy,

Q«uuo;_s llc/'i:a.&\

V3




Detédcq'§ecretdriat'Division 8. o s

EINISTRY OF DEFzN¢E

Main Building Whitehal] _ _ o
London N : ‘ o e
SWIA 2HB, "} 9th March I984;: .

4.

———

RE:f WOODBRIDGE INCIDENT DEC ‘80",

Dear Siq/uadam,

I have peen informed tha4 & certaijinp amount of
UFO Documents a&re being Treleased, ’

As I ap 4 credited gpg Investigator fop BUFORA, 'Barrrsy UFo
RESEARCEH ASSOCIATIQN'.

I woulq be €rateful .if You could &s8sist pg With my €ngquiries,
t

3¥ears Ihave been one of the main investigators
on theg Woodbridge incident in Decembg ’
¥a the investigators, the other being sy now
know tha t Photographs;Tape recording 8igne Wlitnesses
statements Do exig Our source of infop in

eing reliable,
hasg Docu-

Rentatoin on the said mention case,
Te Teceiveq Col Charleg I Holt'g report vig the pr
Informations Act, in the United States, ‘

This Trepori Ves first senv to tne MoD, by Sqn LeadeF Donala
Horeland. therop eventually sent a €ons to the uys ah- &
in the Uniteg vates, T2 hava been informed that Col Haltg
Tepoxrt 1s put only & dier CCOHLY of vie incident and a fyulj
Teport hag been nade : ‘ ‘

7€ would pe €ratefyull jr you would Provide us wit, tae lath
&lso other bocumentation on the Woodbridga incident,
I havg Shcloseqd Just one of many Documents We have Ieceived,
The éncloseq being from the Aip Force.Headquaters SIBt@
Coabat Support Group (U.S.A.F.E.).

edom of

Te look Forward t, your Acknowledgement of thiy Letter,




DEPARTMENT of 1,4 AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 13T COm
A

BAT sup
‘o ' st J i ,z

PORT GROUP (UsAFE;
PO New vorg ony ’

-,

-14 June 1983

for informatign dateq”
Upport Group Provideg
i

€. Aftep extensive
parately directed r

€questc
ember 198¢

had no longer re
harles I, Halt,
ordance with Air
the gracious Consent of
! ; e and the Royal Air
“copy for you. We trust this adequately
Sponse;

hed sucﬁ'documentation as we had concerning
requests as of receip

taineq
The

As you also asked
" the proce

. SSing of your several FOIA
. reqiest.

» wWe haye attac

t of Your 7 May 1983
'ncerely. ) - -
PETER W. BgyT Colonel, ysar )
Cmnnander ‘
e '
oQOH‘u’
b b
=




PMain Building Whitehail London SW1A 2Hp
Telephzna 01.213 (Diract Dialling)
01-218 9000 (Switchbeard)

. .
Your reforence )

Our reference ,. g 2 9
D/DS8/10/209~
Dato

;éf-April 1984

Thank you for your letter of 31 January.

I am sorry to have taken so long
before replying.

I should first of all
in reported sightings
defence of the country

point out that the sole interest of the Ministry of Defence
of UFOs is. to establish whether they have any bearing on the

y of Defence appointed solely for the purpose

oyed on the subject full time. The reports

the Department who are rgsponsible for the

Kingdom, and they examine the repcrts 55 part of their

of studying UF0s, and no staff are empl
vie receive are referred to the staff in
ailr defence of the United
normal duties.

imited to possible defence implications we have not
ientific significance of these phénomena. Unless

ve do not attempt to identify sightings and we

cannot inform observers of the probable identify of the object séen. The Department

could not Justify the expenditure of public funds in investigati&ns-which go beyond
the pure defence interests.

We have to recognize that there are many strange things to be seen in the sky, but

we believe there are adequate explanations for them. They may b% satellite debris
re-entering the earth atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud (ormations, ’

meteorological ballons, aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles or many other

things. There is certainly no evidence that alien spacecraft have landed on the
planet. Although we have not carr

independent studies into the UFOs,
in 1969. This concluded that 90%
ordinary phenomena .

ied out our own studies, we are aware of

notably by the University of Colorado published

of all UFOs reported could be ﬂlausibly related to

I attach copies of two recent Parliamentary Questions on the Ministry of Defence's
interest in UFO reports.

\ . _\ »
| / VD S W@ao Xy

/
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Main Building
Talsghoita 01-21 5

Vi oEroiNLE Soom v250
Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
~2538 (Direct Cialling)

01-213 90¢o (Switchboard)

I

"Thank you for Your letter of 12 March.
last wrote to you it has been decided no
sightings we receive. As you may know, wa receive hundreds of
year and to prepare them for publication would involve a great

. work, for which we have neither the money nor the stafrf. This
fall outside our defence responsibilities. It is also not poss

allowed privileged access to these reports. Although they cont

papers they are, like all Ministry of Defence files, subject to

Under this Act official files are, in general, to remain
after the last action has been taken on thenm,

Tou may be interest

ed in the two attached Parliamentary Questio
interest in reports

of alleged UFO sigatings.

‘7<ﬁ494:> 55\1«3bN537,

QJ\&Q ﬂ{af’@f.

/07

Since Mrs Titchmarsh, m
t to publish the report

Your reference. I
Our reforence. ' 4 $
D/DS8/10/209~
. Date ~
- Z4-april 1984

Y predecessor here,
s of alleged UFO

these reports each
deal of editoria}l

would, in any case,
ible for you to be
ain no classified *
the Publi¢ Records
closed for 30 years

ns on the MOD's




appreciate the difficulti

es under which you labour.

You will Trealise,if you check back througﬁ my records,that I have no grand
illusions about UFOs.I do not belkeve you are covering up}evidence of an alien
invasion.Essentially,I believe that 90% (plus) of sightings are readij

As for the rest,the solutions lie in terms of novel atmospheric and P8ychologica)
Phenomena,.Some of these phenomena have decided scientific‘valne,and since they
represent the harnessing of radiating energy have (both in my view and that of

a number of Scientists who work with me) potential to offér

For this reason I have been urging the department since 1?78 to release the files
Yyou hold to the scientific community,since the problem (as you freely afmit)

is one much more of a scientific nature than of a defence concern.,

In Octover 1982 you wrote to me advising that a decision had been takem to
release data and you were currently contemplating the bes@ way by which thisg
might be achieved, T kept this to myself at the time,sincé I did not wish to
prejudice your decision with receipt of numerpus claims.HAwever,you gave me a
statement to make Public some months later and several sa&ple reports from South

Wales.These were ih lieu of the case I specifically requeéted.

Recently,I was approached by the Sunday Observor,who planned to do an article
on the MOD and UFPOs. I gave them full cooperation, to the maximum of my ability,
8ince I felt this wasg the right kind of influential source to discuss the matter
Pudlicly. I had no control over Martén Bailey's conclusions (which I think were
reasonably fair),but it is difficult to do this when I havF incompYete data,.Had

I been in possession of more documents I could have possibly helped the paper
give an even more fair appraisale.

In February 1983 myself and Peter Warrington published an apticle “The Neglected
Sciencd of UFOs™ in New Scientist.Youmay peruse this,since it adequately reflects
my position on the matter.I think this demonstrates that I am not making out-
landish claims, and that cooperation between us could be tf mutual advantage.
You must realise the problems caused when unscrupulous sou*cea wrongly promoted
the essence of the Woodbridge Air Base (Decembgr 1980) sigyting,in the News of
the World last year.This generated public relations headac?es I am sure.And

the real truth wWas in mo sense given.After a lot of work o? the case I know

that a UPO ang alaens were not responsible for the events of that night.

Following our New Scientist article,Peter and I were appro%ched by a scientific
publisghers (Blackwell) and commissioned to write a book that reflects the
history of science and its dealéngs with the UFO phenomenon.A section of this
deals with official government policy towards UFO science (in the USA and here) .
In this way a few thousand words on the British MOD policy have been included.

/02




Teceive
the

& reply. We feel that this book will be influential,reaching as it doeg
scientific commmnity (ie it will not be a mass market paperback). It would pe ,

ideal oPportunity to help one another.That is,you offeri%g data to us, and ye "
offering 2 good public relayions job gor You. This we woqld be delighted to do,

, st 18 monthg
I requesteq Privileged access to the files.I suggested that I would pe happy

to sign the official secrets act,;or any other waiver you ‘ay Trequire to Protect
the identity of the People who have wtitten to you, which Jou explained to g as

the main provlem ip Clearing the data for release. Surely| such a Committment op
ny part would pe sufficient?

I supported My application with reference to Bill Chalker,who acts as Dy opposite
number in Australia (we are coordinators of national inveétigations).Prior t0 the
granting of the Freedom of Information Act in Australia he was offered access (op
terms similar o those I suggest) to all the cleared documents.He was then

eéncouraged to report on this as widely as possible in the UFO media. This he 4
very fairly I might add.Ris reports (which I have if you wish to see them) pay
bad a number of significant advantages,

id,
-]

(1) They have effectively demolished the ‘cover-up' myth,b

Yy showing in detail
the ful1 truth of the file content.

(2) They have easeq the burden of enquiries that the goverfment would have recejyed
by Presenting this material,through Bill, to the pPeople who reqgpired it.

(3)vTh°Y allowed a person with the UFO background knowledg? (that your team do not
have) to act in a public relations capacity for the government.In other words
all enquirjes are deflected to himyand he is ipn a position to respond to them,

This is ap effective 8ystem that has worked well, Of course,I realise it was
Precipitated by the imminence of Freedom of Information th?re.No doubt the
Australian government wished to avoid what took place in t%e USA,where law suit

after law suit (using the F.0.I.act) has beeh tabded in order to obtain perceived
documents,

I asked Bi1) ¢o endorse my claim for similar treatment, which he did.

One problem you raised was that there are many UFO groups here,and that sponsorshirp
of me might leave you open to requests from the others.But Eurely you are able to
make a valye Jjudgement and appreciate that most groups lack knowledge,experience,
and a credible public relations position. I have been a full-time worker in this
field for six years and have established a public relations position.I also have
hopefully demonstrated that I ap capable &f expressing the situation objectively,
without wild suppositions or illogical assumptions., '

I am in the position to report to the UFO community,as Bill Chalker did.In this
way I could help you. What is more,via the book,Peter and T could truly provide
2 heneficjal 8ervice to both science and yourselves,

You did say that if a substaitia)l delay,further to the one already in effect in
late 1982,were to take place,then you would seriously consiﬁer this proposal.

As it would now appear that you have concluded (I think Teasonah}ly) that there is

/03
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. |
Just too much information to release it 231, then this m%ght make the Suggestion
even more advantageous, : '

Can I please ask you to contepplate such a move., It is in my interests ¢,
present the realities of the UFO problem to the scientif%o community,and ¢o t
to educate the uFg enthusiasts (based:upon the facts). It is in your interesy
to ease the public relations burden,whilst being asvopen‘aﬂ possibles It wipy
not be easy to demonstrate that you are not witholding vital information, To

R ) nformatioy,
Act here at the Present, but as you must know it is feasible. If it Comes,jit

would be well to have prepared, just as they did in Australia. In which case I
beldeve that My prpposition must have merit. :

Yours sincerely,

/Ol




CORRESPONDENCE FR_ | S
1. I attach a letter 234 attachments we recently received from a ~
for your information ang whatever action you think necessary. - -

2. As you will see, has sent us a copy of a letter which yurports

to be a report of landing of a UFO crewed by several "entities‘." near RAF
" Bentwaters in 1980. fThis letter is clearly a forgery, Although it is written
-on MCD headed paper it is most certainly not an official domm;ubI do not want to

) i v be simply a harmless Joke, but this could prove

rather embarrassirlg if it ever found its way to a newspaper. The News of the World
ran a very sensational story in October last year, alleg’m\ that a UFO had landeq
near RAF Bentwatersg, They based this on a report by a USAF Colonel,of some
unexplained lights near the base, which they had managed to geit hold of. They
would no doubt seize on this letter as further "proof' that something had happeneq
There could also be Parliamentary interest. gSir Patrick wall MP has recently
asked 2 questions on the ¥OD's interest in UFO reports and might ask questions

about this. In the worst case, then, this letter could cause a good deal of
unnecessary and unwelcome bother. : ’

3. addressed the letter to Mrs Titchmarsh, my pred?cessor in this
post, because he hag spoxen to her shortly after the News of the World story

appeared: my phone number has become fairly well known amongst‘U“O spottérs. The
refererce to DS8 in the text of the letter is also easily explgined; anyone who
has received 4 letter explaining our policy on UFQ reports would know that Ds8
are the responsible division, although we do not, contrary to what the letter
suggests, carry out investigations.

k. By way of background, I attach a note explaining the limiti:ed extent of our

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

IR .
( ,(/[mwv\.
A MATHEWSON
Ds8
MB 7230 2638 uB

-~ . a
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For the attention of Migg P. Titchmarsh

Ministry of Defence,
Hain'ﬁnilding,

Whitehall, ) 3
LONDON SW1A 2B’ ’

Dear Miss Titchmarsh,

.

re: UFO Hattefs and Rendlesham Forest Siggting.
\

I enclosge a copy of a letter which I received in
a copy of the front of the envelope which contained the
to receive your comments thereon.

Thanking you in anticipation.

Yours

January, together with
same, and would be gratefy




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London sw1 21
Telephone (Direct Dialling) OI-218 NN
(Swﬁuhbmuﬂ)op4189qxa_

,I

Dear SRy ,

& craft of unimown origin crewed by several entities nea
the night of December 29/30 1980.

As you know, OSI has Completed g report on the landing of

r RAF Bentwaters on

Interestingly, OSI reports that the en{%.ties were
8PProximately 1% metres tall, vore what appeared to be
suits, but no helmets, Conditions on the night were mist;L, giving the
appearance that the entitics were hovering'above ground l‘evel.

nylon~coated Pressure

Tape recordings were made on which the entities are hearg
to speak_ in an electronically synthesirz’;d version of English, with a strong
Amerioan accent, Similar transmissions intercepted irregularly by NSA since
1975.(See attached — Flag 'A)

- According to OSI, entities had claw-like hands with three
digits and an opposable thumb, .

Despite original reports (Flags B - G), 0SI said the craft
was not damaged but landed deliberately as part of a series of visits to

SAC bases ipn USA and Europe. Reports that ceraft was repaired by US

sBervicemen or was taken on to the base are not confirmed ‘t‘;y OsI.

Landing is not considered e defence issue‘ in view of the
overt peaceful nature of the contact, but investigations'by IS8 are to be

continued on L authority. Precautionary plan for counter—

\
\
information at g loccl level involving * and : U e

. is strongly recommended.

Sincerely

/O0F




L T

' The sole interest of the Miniétry of Defence in reported sightings of

the purpose of studying UFOs, and no staff are employed o

-t

.&

Unidentifféd,?lying Objects (UFos) is to establish whether they hévg ‘
any bedring‘on the defence of the country. v

There is no orgaﬁiéation in the Ministry of Defence appointed solely for

the subject full

time.. The reports we receive, which we are grateful for, are referred to

the staff in the Department who are responsible for the ai

United Kingdom, and they examine the reports as part of their normal dutiesg,

and we cannot infornm observers of the probable identity of

The Department could not justify the expenditure of public funds on

investigations thch g0 beyond the pure defence interests,

. o : . & . :
¥e have to recognize that there argfmany'strange things to be seen in the sky,

. # :
but we believe there are adequatefexplanations for them.

They may be satellijte
debris re-entering the earth atmosphere, ball lightning, u ) '

nusual cloud

formpations, meteorologicat balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual anglés

or many other things. There is certainly no evidence that alien spacecraft have
landed on the planet;"AlthOugh we have not carried out ou
aware of independent studies iﬁto‘the UFOs, notably by the University of Colorado
published in 1859. This concluded that 9 '

0% of all UFOs reported could be o
Plausibly related to ordinary phenomena. w0 Co B

' own studies, we are

/08




13 March 1984 »
—Cols 132 & 133

1983, Tespectively; and how many have been investigated
by his Department*s personnel .
(2) bow many unexplained sightings there have been in
1980, 1981, 198, and 1983, Tespectively; and which of
these hag been traced by radar and with what result,

Mr. Lee [pursuant to his reply, 9 March 1984, c. 728):
‘For the years in Question, the Ministry of Defencc received
the following numbers of reports of sighgngs of flying
objects which the observer could not idcnufy; 350, 600,
250, and 390. Reports of alleged landings are not
Separately identified. The Department was satisfied that
Done of these reports was of any defence significance and,
in such Cases, does not maintain records of the extent of
its investigations. ] .

e . <

7




lighis near RAK Woadbridge;

24, CCTOBER 1935

- Col, &2 -

RAF Woudbridye (Alter.ad Yicideat)

Sie Pateick: VWall asted lhc'&crcmr)" of Swuue for
Defeize (1) i€ bz has ween (e United Suues Air Force
mme duted 13 Januuy jog) conceriiing unexplaiied

Q) whather, in view of th= 220 it the United State's
“AirFoce memw of 13 Januaiy 1931 on gty incident a BAPF
Woadbridae las been released under qe Frecdom of
Inforsigion fict, he will jow wleate reports and
dozunes concenning similar tesplained incidens in the
Unitedd Kingdom;
Q) haw mary unexpluined sighting, or1adar intereepty
have taken plece since 1980.

. Mr. Stacley: [ lave seen the iemorudug, of 13
Janvary 193] o w ik my hou. Fricng refers. Siace 195
the Depastinent fiag received 1,405 vepaits of sightings of
flying obizcis which the ghservers Lave been upable to
Hentily. Thee v ¢rC RO cornvspording tnexplained redag
contacts. Subjzct 10 rorma) security constrainis, 1 un
ready o give informztion ahou avy such reported
sis...:in;;s that are found 1o b & et of concern from o

- Gzleyze staadpoid, but there have been none 1o dige.

L)

-3




RAF LIAISON OFFICE - : \

Royal Air Force Bentyvaters Woo’gh'iiag% ".Sdffolk P12 2RQ

P ds

Telephone Woodbridge 373i eitmx- 2557 @(Q -

Mrs P J Titchmarsh
Defence secretariat Div 8a
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Your reference

Our reference

Whitehall BENT/6/AIR
LONDON Date
SW1A 2HB 3@ March| 1984

Further to your letter D/DS8/10/209 dated ?
17 November 1983, enclosed is the pPre- :
advertising for a book on the "Rendlesham
UFO". Most of the advertising is erroneous
but it will no doubt stir up another hornet's

/

D EG CRAWFORD
Squadron‘Leader
RAF Commander

Copy to: HQ 3AF/SRAFLO

2




_ This book will‘e
. significant stateme

Plain the meaning of har
Furthe ave

t

Irst time have come ,
in the UFO subject. -
the book wh;

In'view of the Sensational,
nted, evidence py
way Sky Crash can (ail to g
‘ controversy and hyge 4

Sales, . :
The British edition wijj be published in the
Summer of 1984, ang

the ripples following publication
- will spread across the :

but '_abso'lu'tgly verifiable
esented, there can be no
tract excitement,

world. 7
ORDER FoRm

Send no money now, but return

this today to:

Neville Speannﬁn Limiled.
" The Priory Gate,

Friars Street, _
Sudbury, Suffolk,

We will advise and
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Sky Crash are avail

hen copies of
able, T
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Sky Crash, Please adyjse me immediately when I will

send you my remitance, ( O\ /e r“_. U p
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the future of the wor] i

The case beginy With an unidentificd blip op 4
radar screen gt 4 Joint civj and military ajr base near
Rendlesham Forest in Suffolk in the last few days of
1980. This recording is taken by US Air Force
Intelligence Officers who te (in confidence) a
fantastic story. From g comes trickles of indepen-
dent conﬁrmatory information out of a Strategic base
which lies in the fore of Europe's defence, Gradually
this trickle 8rows to g torrent, ang the various
accounts come together, It is clear tha

Unsurpassed in the history of the UFO Phenomenon,

involves two protracted €ncouanters wirh an incredible,
and undeniably Physical, craft which had come down
into the woods ..., not, it woylq Seem, for the first
-time!

Its pliots, however, were not of this world. They
were aliens, )

_off again, In their wake (hey let stro

. Peatagon,

8 picces o
evidence, including Symmetrical tryce Marks, -
radiation, damage 1o Surrounding trees, ang Stvery
picces of visya] and auditory documentatinn whigl,
were immcdia!cly pliaccd undcer strigq Secrecy, The

traces themselves were subscqucmly dps(roycd by
r

Of course, this Story alone would pe of the highes
significance, But it rcﬁrcsc‘uls Jjust one major face of
this historjc book. For the events have reccived officixl
Bovernments of poth Britain
and the USA_ Documgnla;ion to prove this wijj be
shown, The extent of this confirmation suprised even
the invcs(igau've tcam, ‘For the first time ever, a

terrifying UFQ close éncounter is officially

confirmed by the Minislry of Defence and the

Having ¢stablished beyond aly reasonable douly (he
reality of the events, the book moves on (o examine
its implications, Various alaming scenarios will be
s$pan across witchcran, drugs,
SPace warfare ang 4 ncar nuclear holocaust! By
would seem thag the facl‘s'makc the real truth
nbundanlly clear, And lﬂat truth may be more horriiic
than any of these altematives,

All documcn(a(iun_ and discussion wif be
Supported by a fug analyisis of official papers on

transcripts ang rescarch Mmemoranda have been reap-
Praised in the light of the incidents ay Rendlesham
Forest. And suddenly lhc* make sense,

The continued and long}-standing involvement of
the CIA, the FBI and many other sccurity agencies

makes it certain that, as one of these agency
documents actually says: *The problem transcnds the

and Is of sych impom!we as to merit qognisa.ncc
and action by the Nationa) Secur_iq Council.
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McEwgn 'Defencé Secretariat 8 N FECECEELE
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ' |
Main Building ‘Whitehall Londo_n SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01-218 6248 (Diract Dialling)

01-218 8000 (Swhchboard)

Your reference \

. Air Commodore M g Royson MVO RAF

Air Attache Our referonce go
British Embassy D/DSB/10/209’$
Bonn Date

BFPO 19

2] March 1984

REQUEST FOR UFO INFORMATION

1. Thank you for your letter of 2 March. I do apologise for not having replieq to
your earlier letter which enclosed a request from the editor of| the CEwWAP Journa}l
for information on last October's "News of the Worldg" report about alleged unidenti-

2. The report mentioned in the newspaper article was, indeed, |sent to MOD but I
am afraid that much of the story printed by the "News of the Worig" was, to say the
least, exaggerated, There was no question of. any contact with "alien beings", no
unexplained radar contacts and no evidence that anything had landed in the forest,

3. It may help if 1 explain the very limited interest which MOD has in so-called

UFO reports. Our sole concern is to establish whether they reveal anything of defence
interest (inkrUcﬁqg aircraft, for example) and we do not pursqe our investigations
beyond the stage at which we are satisfied that there are no deqence implications. As
far as the Woodbridge incident is concerned, the Department sat'Ffied itself at the

time that there Was no reason to consider that the alleged sightings had any defence
significance. \ :

4, MOD has never denied that strange things méy be seen in the‘sky, but we believe
that there are perfectly normal explanations for these, such ag f?lling satellite
debris, unusual cloud formations or aircraft lights, If Herr Wa{‘ner followed articles

World" he wil} have seen a number of attempts to explain the alleged sightings in more

down to earth terms. As I recall, one favourite.possibility was that the light seen
came from the Orfordness lighthouse, : N

5. I am sorry that.I cannot be more helpful. I am afraid that |there are no official
photographs of Rap Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge of the type sought by Herr Warner.

~

Q\J;w\) M@‘ﬁ;;‘;:f&_h_

(o \ow S%Qg'cu\ (Ao
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~ _. MINISTRY og DEFENCE
* . Main Building, Whitehall, London swia 2m5 |
o Telephone (Direct Dialling) or-218 6592 |
- (Switchboard) OI-218 gooo

D/DS 8/10/.209/

-

20 March 1984

not replying earlier to your corres.
ghtings at RAF Woodbridge
plained when you Spoke
elevant Section of ps g

N under a 1ot of Pressure g€enerally, However, that
does not €Xcuse the delay for which 1 hope you will accept my

. I anm afraid, however, that there js very little informatjon
I can give YOu in answer to your questions aboyt RAF Woodbridge.
;80 NOt supe ypo, B0 DS 8 had responsibiiipy for the MOD
interest in uro matters ip your day but, ir it did, you wiil}
remember hoy Very limited MOD's interest is in such reports.,
Our sole Concern ig to establish~whether they revéaj anything of
defence interest (intruding aircraft, for €Xample) and we do not
bpursue oyp investigations beyond the sStage at which we are satis-
fied that there are no direct defence implications.

- on 24 Octopep last year, that MOD had,_"indeed, received the
USAF report to which you refep. The Department satisfied
itselr at the tipe that there was no reéason to consider that the

That is not to Say, however, that Colonel Halt and the

Other personne; mentioned in the report vere /as- resty”
Sulfering frop hallucinations. Speaking bPersonally, I can
accept that beople do from time to time see things in the sky

g Yo,
Which they fing difficult to explain. I 0 sure yourwsii- kordSh_dlr
agree that i, Many cases normal €xXplanationg come to light,

Such as falling:metqrites or satellite debris, unusual cloud
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h airspace and 'landing: €ar RAF ‘oodbridge,
- : e e e \\N‘\*“ ~—
- T ¢
e é/
i K&_?ﬂlA“fﬁﬁr
((ﬁw y

6




17th January, 1984

. ' ws ﬁg’.éﬂce .
‘ o Ve . : }-
B.M. Webster, Esq., 3 N
Head of psg, ' 43 JAN784
Ministry of Defence, 3 b

- —

Main Building
Whitehall-SWI

0% Nelpkr,

I
incident alleged to
sent you a reminder
acknowledgement to e
months have elapsed

9 1)
| § Y
Fite

wrote to you on 7
have occurred at
on 2nd December. I have not received
ither of these letters although near]
since I first wrote,

I trust it has not bec

ome the policy o
only to questions pre

of Defence to reply ssed by an MP.

The matters raised i
importance. I am not alone in thinking
receive your Comments. a '

0 my letters seenm
So. I hope I shall

In case my

mishap in the post I

am sending th#s to you by recorded dé

MO SR

/S 7

Previous letters have been s

th November last year about an
RAF Woodbridge in December 1980, 1

a reply or an
Yy two and a half

f the Ministry

to me of public

now shortly

ubject to some
livery.
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VeIeNce Secretariat Division 8a

MINISTRY OoF perencCE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2Hg
- Telephons 01213 (Direct Dialling)
- 01-218 9000 (Swichboard)

Your referer.ce
Our referance

Date

D/DS8/10/209"

o 7December 1983

RAF Woodbridge in 1980 but as the incident is now almost three

only rely on the dates given in Lt Col Halt's lettep dated 13 January 19831.

of any local constabulary involvement.

"I can confirm no
Lt Col Halt'sg report

As regards the Star-like objects referred to in Lt Col Halt's

{ghtings at

years old we canp
We

investigations were carried out by the Ministry of Defence until

story that radap

t was seen on radar

l

report, I have

already explaineq that onde the Ministry of .Defence was satisfied that there was

nothing of defence interest in the sightings no further invest
conducted.

I hope this wil] help to clarify the points you raiseq.

igations were

N g |
Ui ssor

(2:3(‘ P J TITCHMARS

/8

H (MRS)




2nd December, 1983

. : £~

B.M. Webster, Esq., £ ‘\??Tf“ﬁr~;‘m

Head of psg, IR s P
Ministry of Defence, i B i
Main Bullding, . S5 . E {
Whitehall, sy i e '

I wonder whether You can yet Jet me have a reply

to my létter to you of 7th November about an alleged incident at RAF Wood&idge
in December 1980 ?

If I may again say 8o, Lt.Col. Halt's report feally
does seem tq Tequire some comment by the Ministry of Defence, considering
the Defence importance of RAF Woodbridge and jtg USAF element.

Attachment; Photocopy of US Dept. of the Alr Force letter of 14 June 1983

/77 |
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
Comaar '

14| June 1983

_' i am p'l'eésed. to be abie to respond to your request tor information daceq
/ May 1983, As you may now know, the S13th Combat Support Group provides

document management services for Headquarters, Third Air Force. After extensiv-

effort, we are able to successfully answer your four separately directed request
for information concerning unexplained 1ights on 27 December 1980.

It might interest.you.to know that thé US Afr Force had no longer retained
& copy of the 13 January 1981 letter written by Lt Col Charles I. Halt. The
Afr Force fije Copy had been properly disposed of 1n accordance with Air Force
Regulations, Fortunately, through di1{ ent fnquiry and the gracious consent of
Her Mafesty's overnment, the British Ministry of Cafen e and the Royal Air

Force, the US A{r r r - We_trust this adequately
explains the in{tial 1nability to provide a favorable response.

As you also asked, we have attached such documentation as. we had concerning

tg: Prgcessing of your several FOIA requests as of receipt of your 7 May 1983
“equest,

L s

70,0
el :J:,
.

-

;a.; _g--l“"_‘

. wS
FETER W, BeNY, Colonel, USAF
Czatiiden :

F3

The document referredsto is not attached. A copy was enclosed with
etter to Mr. Webster d/d 7 vaemyer 1983]

/20
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk 1P12 4

Telephone .Woéadbridge 3737ext 2557

2RQ

) Your reference
Mrs P J Titchmarsh : .
Defence Secretariat Division 8a Our reference
Ministry of Defence . BENT/19//76/Air
Main Building Date
Whitehall N |
London SWl1lA 2HB 2y November 1983
——;—:—"“‘"‘" —" Leitled g
) 1
s v 2
o5 S
S

3

i
F

v

fi

[

e

Thankyou for yYour letter and enc

lights seen at Woodbridge durin
almost 3 years olg
have, is Lt Col Halt

losure concerning the
g December 1980. The
and no one here remembers it clear
s' letter dated 13 January 1981,

A study of this letter sho
on 27 Dec 80 and t
29 Dec 80.

ws that the first sighting
hat the second sighting was on the

I have no knowledge of any local constabulary involve

zﬁm

/74

ot

> unexplained
incident is now
*ly. All we

was at 0300 hrs
night of

ment.
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1iNISTRY OF DEFENCE -

|
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 2b3b(Direc1 Dialling)

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

Sqn Ldr D H Moreland RAF Your reference
RAF Liaison Office Our raf

p ur re erence
gA.nge{xgv::ters D/DS8/10 877
ife] rl g 4‘6 /209/ .

Suffolk IP12 2RQ
17 Novemberp 1983

:Dt"’af zr(wc‘zi (> leasic

I attach o copy of a letter received from
& meaber of the public following publication of
the News of the Vorlg reports on the foodbridge
"UFO" sightings,

as written tyice before on this
subject and now alleges that the date given in
Lt. Col. Ealt's report of the iuitial"tsighting as
being on 27 December 1930 is ingccurate. I would be
grateful for your comments on this, °

I would also be gratéful if you cculd discover:
whether the second Sishting mentioned in the report
took place on the sams night or|e shbsequeng night,
and if so, the date of the second sighting,

A

BT ‘Qﬁl-\w‘e’ﬁ
'D ——
Ve C Y Zhvnestl |

P J TITCHMARSH(Mrs)
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Your reg 8/0s8/10/209

PJ Titchmarsh

MoD e
Ma-»é.n Building - FEL T geen
Whitehall 1 - e
SWlA 2HB ! ' '

CEL

; .3 .
Lis
9L

»
EFRG S e
Dear Mrs Titchyi¥an

In response to yours of Now
Suffolk Constabulary that th

They were called out again at 10,30 am on Dec Zq to

€Xamine the Teported landing marks, There seems little

doubt that the date of Dec 27 giwen in Col Halt's letter
of which I have a cdpy) is wrong. This also casts doubt

on the second date he gives for the later events% If

your investigators were looking into events on ch 29

and 30, as I understang was the case, they were almost

SeTtainly concentrating on the wrong day(s). Perhaps

the whole case needs Te-investigation, |
I had hoped not to troudble you again on this subject,
but there are & couple of points that perhaps yo# could
clarify for me. Firstly, it is being said that an in-
vestigation including confiscation of radar records
began before the Halt mémo was even written. Do‘you
know this 1o be true? Secondly, I should be interesteq
to know what your own investigators thought was the
Probable cause of the "star-like objects¥ that Cq1 ﬂalt
¥eported in the final para of his letter,

Yours 8incerely




MINISTRY

(Direct Dialling)

01-218 9000  (Switchboard)

OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telophone 01 -218

T VIOLIVUIT ¥

Your referenc

Our roference
D/DS8,/10,/20
Date

lO0 November 1983

Thank you for
Woodbridge yro

your letter of 25
case,

My only comment on your
the sighting took Place,
report sent to yg by Lt col
the world article, i
article; there is no confi
question of contect with
seen on redar,

rmation

AS regards the

19 October Ministry of

cord Acts and are
S have elapsed after
any precedent set in the
files in this country. '
your request, .

Halt was 27 December as stated in the
» however, little Subs

"alien beingsm

Question of releasing files,
Defence files ar

I am sorry, therefore, th

\

October ang your notes on the

explanation of the incident is the date on whicy
I can onl

Y confirm that the date given on the
News ¢
tance in much of that
d, there was no
dentified object was

that a yro lande

and no uni

Ministry of Defence in accordance with
bassed to staff concerned with air defence
orts to Satisfy themselves that there

are nc
D was satisfied that there wae
sightings,

ained in my letter of
€ subject to the Provisions
not therefore released to the public

the last action taken on them. I amr
Past with regard to the release of Ur(
at we cannot accede to

’doufs $+\we)tj‘
125 v SN
P J TITCHMARSH (Mrs)

#
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B.ﬁ. Webstet, Esq.,
Head of Ds8,
Ministry of Defence,

Main Bullding,

Whitehall, sy

) Welber

You'l

'hot seat!' of yours in ps
1

and Patrick Wall mMp about

it from time to time; my
modern myth in the making
hooked 4 publisher for th

disposed of.

I won

let me know what you can

Did the MOD ind

a.
' 3 January 198]
b. 1f 80, did it ¢
released 1in the

¢ " 'The Tépsit fmpl

1 find 1if
8 from

you check your record§ that I occupied that

retiring as AUS(L) 14

to you in any frivoloyg expectation that you'yj have
at may well strike you as g relatively unimportane en-

he rate at which more urgent stuff crosses that

sues of

- if it

own treatment of it is that it's
(among some other current myths)

1s modest essay.

eter Hill-Norton has rather set me
with a degree of seriousn

-+ Fortunately, through

desk of

I'm currently in touch with Lord Hill-Norton (former CDs)
that odd report of Some alleged

in late December 1980. You
ational cover which THE NEWS OF

'"UFO' nonsense at
may have seen the
THE WORLD gave to this

2nd and 9th October this| year. (And for all 1
ss chap who drafted the written

wasn't DS4 7).

Answer which was given

the picture because I'y currently writing

it's certainly a phen-
work themselves up abou
2 pretty example of

3 and I think I've

back on my haunches
ess, and I've since

Deppty USAF Base Commander,

earlier this year under the

The releasing letter

: "The Air Force file copy

-+. the gracious consent of ... .
the US Air Force was provided with a copy ...

der 1f you'd be kind enough (withjn security limits) to
in answer to the following questions.

eed get a copy of Lt.Col. Halt's r

?

eport of

orrespond with the attacheq photocppy which has been

Us

? (Sorry for atrocious copy !).

ies either that Halt (et al.) was the subject of

hallucinations or that something not explained in:

/28

the report intruded




it

Into British airspace ang 'landed’ in British territory on
7 and 29 December 1980. Which of these alterqatives‘dogs the
MOD embrace A ' L

d. Neither'alternative is Particularly comfortin
wish our respected colleagues ip the USAF (with control of vital

Can
be intruded upon with impunity-'Whichever of the two views the

MOD adhereg to, what Steps have been taken since Lt.Col, Halt'g
report wag received ? . ) : ‘ " *

My apologies again for troubling you with these questions. My immediate
interest is the one I've mentioned: I'm writing a book. Butfit §eems to pe that
broader questions are involved. Somebody or other may well 'decide Lo press theg
further ip the public arena. I hope (and, as 3 former Head of Ds8, 1 believe 1)
that wiee Teasonable answers can be given.

Enclosure: Photocopy of report dated 13 January 1981

- BRI c .- .. - - -
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DIPATTININT CF 0w AR roie
IR ABISE SIS 81 4 \apga..y Rala s L LI Y TP RV YR
AFQ LW Ve pa [RVXY

. | g
U | . 13 Jun 8) Ke

Unupl.uled.'sl Lights J .
RAE/CC N :
1. Earl; in the worning of 27 Uee 1o (uUPFUKi"“‘“'Y 0300L), L ugpf
securlty:pu]ice Batroluen saw unusual Tights out.ide the back Jate 4¢
F Noudbridgu. Thinking an aircrafe wight hgve trashed or been forcey
down, they called fur Permission to 90 outside tugp gate to 'nvestigatu.
Tie anadiuty £ oMY chiag FULRUnded und 3 Fowe Lht}'ce Rdatrolnen Frea
ceed vn fuat, T4 individuals rejortey a2¢fng & *trange glowing gy
in the' orest. The object was described ag beiug}uutalic in appea,
ad triangy)gp in shape, approximitely twy ta three meters 3Lross i
WIth a whigy liyht. The object Ttself nad 4 pulsqng red light on ¢ .
a bonk(s) of dlye lights undemacath, The object was hovering opr on ) .
As the Patroluen approached the object, it maneyye
and dIS¢ppear'ed. At this time the animals oun a no

frenzy. Tie object was briefly sighteg 4Pproxinately an hour later ncar
the bLack gate. ) T :

2. The nNext day, thyee depressions | 1/2% deep and 7° in diaocter wirre
found where ¢he VLIect had been sighieg o the yround. The following
night (29 pec 80) the areq was checkaed tgp radiatic‘;n. Beta/qgaunma veadisg
oF G.3 m'iilirOdnlgcu'i.ucre recorded with pegk O dings in the three de-
pressiony gng fear the center of the Lriangle 1gpmeg by the Gepressions,

NCArby tree g4 muderate (.05-.07) reddings v the side of the tree
toward the depressions.

3. Later 4 the nighe a 1oy sun-like 1ighy was seen thepugh the trees,
It moyey abaut ang Pulsed. At one paint it apbprured te throw off glgwis.

Particles ang tn,., bruke intu tive sepurate White oLjects and then Eis-
apreared. liwediate)y thereartes, thice seap-) iy ‘hivCts were notices

- ihothe sky, L1710 objects to the nourth ang one t( .- “outh, all of whicia

were aboyl )0 GIF the: huricon, The GLicets e, ~uadly in sharp wau )
moveuments ang displayed rey, green and blue Jighys 'he objects to thc
nerih appeared tq Le elliptical througn an g-17 powee teus. . They then

turneq to fyuly Cincles. The objects to the north Yracned in the sky :iur
A hour g more. Lo Stiect o tae S0uih was visible for i or thre.

hours ac.ld'beamed down a stream of light from tine Lo tiwe. Numerous indt
duals, Including epe undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs

2 and 3.
“ 7 :
LAY . -
CIARLES . Te Lt Col, USAF
Deputly Byse Commander ; .

M 4




MINISTRY OF pEFENCE 'WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

- TELEPHONE ©1-218 9000
DIRECT DIALLING 01-1!06.]..6.9~

D/s of s/210/83

——
- .
ISP T

M‘.‘
\'"',,-m‘fi.--.. 2T

‘> November 1983
- ’

X SR T ) ] Internals:
) A Cﬁ f Dss
g*«\ “ K&I LK‘ \_—‘l___:f_\?f————' D of Ops(a Def) (rar)

Thank you for your letter 6f 19th October enclosing the

one attached fron your constituent,

I can assure you that there is not a grain of truth in the

allegation that there has been a "cover up" about alle

sightings.

As you will recall from your time as Minister for
Force, reports of alleged sightings are .examineg by op

No such interest was found in the case of the incidené
the "News of the World" of 2nd October, or in any of J
sightings reported in the UK. 1In the "News of the Wo
there was in fact no question of any contact with "ali
no; wWas any unidentified object seen on radar..

My Department's interest remains solely in the im
for the air defence of the UK, as you may have-seen in

answer in the House on 24th October (copy attached) to
abou; the "News of the World" report.

T N

The Rt Hon Merlyn Rees Mp
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r Lerlyn Rees L.P,
/o Louse of Commons,
estminster, ,
ondon. o T

c/16/83,

gar sir,

As &n investigator for the Yorkshire UFO Socie

tvestiigating the UFQ Phenomenon for the rast tvo ye
ne Batley-Horley,area. :

ty I have been
ars in ené aroundg

I have recertly reza
bPpeered in the Lew
egarding a UFO wh
inistry of defence

with greaf interest the earticles which
S of the World on October 2nd snd| October 9th

ich landed in Suffolk and was "cobered up® by the

These two ariicles orly confirm vhat has been widely believed
>r some time, and that is that the h.0.D zre involved in =2 tremendous

|
over up" on 211 UFO Prencmenorn in the British Isles.

It is on this matter of 2 "cover up" that I ur%e ¥You to raise
e question of why the L.0.D are "covering up" information perteining
> UF0s, in the House of Commons at tae first opport?nity on ay behalf,
\

As 2 pudlic organisation tre Yorkshire UFO Society believes

et the gereral public heve the Tigzt to know the truth atout u¥FOs,
@ I feel it ig 2bout time ithe ...0.D cane clezn ané‘stopped this
{1ly crarzde vhen S&ying they have no officieal inteiest in U70g,put
ey £till continue to hide t:e truth Trom <he pubdblic

VLly vier more voices zcre cirecd
only then wil) they releazse 211 =
-

eéssing foxr Years.

t the ..0.1 cover upn, txen
r

h zation they have been

“orefully you wili e ehle i L

i 2l¢ L e withi wy
>lczsze of imformation zrgd I hops a

b
2r fror you so




RAF Woodiridge (Alleged Lncident)

Siv Patrick ‘Wzl asked the Sécretary of Sizic for
Deferce (1) if he has scer tlie United States Air Farce
memie dated 13 Januay )98} concerning unsxplained
lights ncar RAF Woodbridge; .

(2) whether, in view of the fact tha; the Urited State’s
Air Forca meino of 13 January 1981 onthe incidens: at RAF
Waodoridge has been released undsr the Freedom of
Infermation  Act, he will now release reports  and
documents conceming similar unzsxplained incidents inths
United Kingdom; )

(3) how many unexplained sightings or radar intercepts
have taken place since 1980. ) " ’

Mr. Stanley: I have ssen the memorandum of 13
Jancary 198) to which my hon. Friend refers. Siace 1980
the Departraent has received 1,400 reports of sighiings of
flying objects which the observers have been unable 10
identify. There were no correspording unexplained radar
contacts. Subject to normal security consiraints, 1 am
rcady to give informaiion sbout any such geported
sightings that are found 1o be a malter of concern from a

2fecnce stanqapoiat, but therc have been none 1o cate,
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Ms P g Titchmarsh

L TR A R
Whitehall SW1A 2HB ., 1983 October -26

Dear Myg Titchmarsh,

Thank you for your letter of Octoder 19, Ip Teponse Ik
enclose a paper summarizing my own inveatigations into
the Woodbridge UFO case. You will 8ee that I have
Painted a rather @ifferent pictuke from that in the
News of the World. 1If anyone has any comments on this
Paper, I should be pleased 4o hear them,

I appreciate that it is not normal practice to ¥elease
HoD files, but I understand that the precedent has been
86t with regard to ome or two files of UFO cases. In
view of the continuing public interest in the Hooldbrid'ge
Case, plus the need to prevent am awful ‘lot of wasted
time if there really is a traightforward solution,

I would hope that an excoption can be made, I foF'om
would accept a censored account of the conclusiona.
If your office does reconsider lifting the weil of
Becrecy over this case, I do hope you will let me know
immediately.

Tours sincerely,




:l..1983 octqber‘la
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AN EXPLANATION OF THE WOODBRIDGE UFO - - A SUMMARY

On October 2, 1983, the News of the World reported the
alleged landing of a UFO outside RAF Woodbridge in spffo1k
at Christmas 1980. Prime documentary evidence of the event
consists of a letter from the deputy base commander,
Charles I. Halt, which was published by the News of Fhe
World. The News of the World also interviewed an eye
witness, a former security guard given the pseudoaym of
Art Wallace. |
In outline, the story is that two patrolmen repotﬁed seeing
unusual lights in the sky at 3 a.m. Subsequently they
reported seeing a strange object among the troes»of%a
nearby forest that pulsed and "illuminated the forest with
a white light". Next day, three depressions in the‘ground
were found. Later that night, the colonel himself was
witness to a "sun-like light seen through the trees! and
three star-like objects in the skye.
The facts of the matter are these: °

1. The date of December 27 given in the NoW is evidently
wrong. Police records reveal that they were called}to the
scene at 4.11 a.m. on December 26. They have no record of
any further calls on December 27 or thereafter. :

2. Records of the British Astronomical Association's meteoz
section show that at 2.50 a.m. on the morning of December 26,
1980, a brilliant fireball (a piece of natural debris from
space) burned up in the atmosphere over southern England.
Witnesases reported it as being comparable in brighthess to
the Moon, which was then three—quarters full. Anyone seeing
this spectacular event could easily conclude that Jn object
was crashing }o the ground. g

o
3. Shortly ter publication of the gow story, 104a1
forester Vindent Thurkettle realized that a line drawn
from the bacH.gate of RAF Woodbridge ihrough the ayleggd
UFO landing gite points directly towards the lighthouse at
Oz ford Nesgs. ¥ On the night of October }6=T7 1983 Ian ‘Ridpa‘th
visited the site with Mr Thurkettle ahd confirmed that the
pulsating lighthouse beam does indeed appear to hover.among
the trees near ground level and lights up the fore?t with
a white light. Although the lighthouse is 5 miles‘away,
it is so brilliant that it appears much closer. An observer
moving thrzough the forest could easily conclude that the
pulsating lighthouse was also moving. If a UFO had been
present as well as the lighthouse, the witnesses should
have seen not one but two pulsating lights in theix
line of sight. ' ‘
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Tan Ridpasy. Woodbridge UFO ‘ 2

i fL
The flagheg from the lighthouse were vi%_leotapod by a'

camera crew for an item transmitted on %Breakfast Timer ¥,
In an interview in The Times on Octobe ¢ 39 Mr Thurkett
hoted that ¢he site was covered with 13-ft-high pine ¢ ees
10 £t apart at the time op the alleged landing. He attrfbuteq
the indentationa in the ground to rabbits, :

4. When 19041 police arrived at the scene on the night of
the alleged landing' they found nothing untoward, According
to the police account, the only lights they could see were
those of the Orford lighthouse., Next day they eéxamineQ

the indentations in the forest and concludeq that‘they were
Probably made by an animal. Air Traffic Control Teceived
Teports of "aerial phenomeng" over southern England that
night. By coincidence, in addition to the 3 a.m. fireball,
the Russian Cosmos 749 rocket had Te-entered the atmosphere
OvVer southern England at 21.07 on the night of December 25,
and wag widely seen. : :

Se Although it is not clear from the Now account, it seems

that the 1agt Paragraph of Col. Halt's letter refers to

events on the following night. He 8ays: "A yed sun-like

light wag Seen through the trees. It moveq about}and

Pulsed, " Bither this is the lighthouse again, or we are

askqd to believe that a second UFO landing occurreF on the

8ame site. (o1, Halt's "star-like objects...10 degrees off

the horizon" were probably just that — stars, The| Teported
"angular movements™ are attributable to movements in the '
observer's eye (the autokinetic effect, familiay wpen
wWatching g stationary star) anq the‘%green and blue lights" red
are an effect caused by simple twinkling when a star is

low in the sky. mThe object to the south that Temained

visible for 2 to 3 hours and which "beamed down a stream of

light fron time to time" is almost certainly Siriué, the

brightest star in the sky.

Conclusion: Observers who interpreted the 2.50 a.m. fireball
'as a craft descending into the forest outside RAP Woodbridge
might Subsequently regard the Unexpected appearance of the

Were convinced that something strange waa happening, the
witnesges could then easily misinterpret other natural
Phenomena ag UFOs. Such behaviour is common in UFO cases.
In short, the details of this case for ‘which a reliable

account exigtg are subject to straightforward, rational
oxplanation. '

NB: These notes are for private circulation only and are mot
for publication or quotation without the expresa pPermission
°f the author,

1983 October 18
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=» - FANSARD EXTRACT
2l, OCTOBER 1983
Col.: 62

~
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-z RAEWoodbridge Allegélglijcident)
3 w7 ﬁ?‘ T &
& Sir Patrick Wall asked the Secretary of State for
. Defence (1) if he has seen the United States Ajr Force
- Inemo dated 13 January 198] eorceraing unexplained
lights near RAF Woodbridge;
(2) whether, in view of the fact that the United State’s
Air Force memo of 13 January 1931 on the incidentat RAF
Woodbridgc has becn released under the Freedom of
. Information Act, he will now release reports and
: documcnt; concerning similar unexplained incidents in tha
nited Kifigdom; -
(3) how many unexplained sightings or radar intercepts
have taken place since 1980. -

Mr. Stagley: I have seen the memorandum of 13
Janvary 1981 to which my hon. Friend refers. Since 1980
the Department has received 1,400 reports of sightings of
flying objects which the observers have been unable to
identify. There were no corresponding unexplained radar

sightings that are found to be a matter of concern from a
defence standpoint, but therc have been none to date.
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This non-oralsquestion has been allocated| to
Minister(AF) for answer. . SR
2, Would you please supély a draft reply and backgroungd note,
together with_any-relevant.Hansard extracts and

to-reach thisg office at the time shown on the

3.

when returning this, allowing sufficient ti

front cover.

Press Cuttingsg,

' Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USofs(ar)

to comment. |
—_

0

Room 6386 Main
Extension

&‘—LO'

M2

APS/Minister(AF) (thro' DUS(Air))

"APS/US of

S(AF)
Ops(GE)2(

RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft_reply to PQ

2 The same

background note has been provided
and PQ 7609C. » -

21 October 1983
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\

1ceé of Minister(AF)
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SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY) : }
o » v -

Sir Patrick Wall = To ‘ask the Secretary of State for

Defence, if he has seen the Uniteq

States Air Forcememo_dated 13
January 1981 concerning unexplaineq
lights near RAF oodbridge.

. 3
-

SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)
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implications.

Background Note

These three questiom follow from the News

article of 2 October 1983 (Annex 4) descrlblng

sighting by UsaF personnel at RAF ' Woodbridge i
27 December 1980.

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) e

Air Staff and DS 8. Tt was concluded that- the

of defence interest in the alleged sighting.

There was, of course, no question of any

"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object

radar recordlngs,

~

Of‘the News or the World Article concluded that
explanation for the lights seen by the USAF per

as alleged in the News of the

A»BBC investigation into the incident foll

of the WOrld

an alleged UFQ
n Suffolk on

xamined by the

re was nothing

contact with
seen on any

World.

owing publication
a possible

sonnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some 6 - 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO report

whether they reveal anything of defence interes

aircraft). MoOD investigations are not pursued

at which we are satisfied that a report has no

the llkely explanatlon for individual reports.

Last year, Lord long, during a debate initi

the Earl Clancarty,

No attempts are made to 1dent1fy

sazd that he would look into

is to establish
t (eg intruding
?eyond the point
defence

&dcatalogue

ated by
the possibility

of Publlshlng such reporta as are received by the Hlnistry of

— e —— .

-
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Defence., us of S(AF) has now’ declded to - release c°mpilations“*

- .of reports.j They w111 be publlshed on a quarterly basis and'.

‘ .
wlll be avallable to members of the publlc. &t & small ch&rsej_

to cover costs." US of S(AF) had planned to make an announcement
shortly in the House of Lords through an arranged PQ. Pendlng
- arrangements for ap announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should 1ndlcate the decision in the Commons,

-4
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UFO Sighting' Reports: Security

The Ezrl of Cork snd Orrery: My Lords, 1 beg leave

o a&sk the Question which stands in my name on the
Jrder Paper.

The Question was as follows -

To ask Her Majesty's Government how many of
the 2,250 sightings of UFOs reported to the Ministry
of Defence in the years 1978-81 were, and still are,
classified for reasons of security.

Viscount Long: None, my Lords.

The Earl of Cork and Orrery: My Lords, I thank my
oble kinsman for that Answer. May I ask him two
uestions?  First, what did he mean when he sajd in
is Answer on, 1 think, 4th March that reports of
ightings that were considered 1o be of interest to
efence were in fact classified ? Secondly, what pro-
¢dures may be open to individuals or organisations
‘ho would like to sce the reporis ?

Viscount Long: My Lords, with regard to the latter |

:urt of my noble friend's supplementary question, there
i noreason why he should not come and see the reporis.
ot many of them come in because not many people
“tually report sightings. There js no cover up in that
sspect. As for the first part of my noble friend's
upplerientary question, 1 stick to what I said earlier.

The Earl of Kimberley: My Lords, czn my noble
riend say why, when previously asked a supple-
sentary question, he said that the figures had got Jost
0 the way 0 the Ministry, whareas today he says that
ney are there and available for anyone to see? Can
¢ therefore place them in the Library for all of us
2 see?

Viscount Long: My Lords, ¥ will Jook into that and
nd out whether it is possible for Your Lordships to
ce themn. 1 should like ali of your Jordships to se=e
nem in the Library, if possible,

Lord Strahbolgi: My Lords, may I ask the Govern-

ent whether they think that any of these UFOs are
xansd spacecraflt coming from a planet outside the
dar system, as is believed by the ** ufologists 7

the noble Lord can

Viscount Yong: My Lords,
sheve that; anything is possible

Lord Shinwell: My Lords, do 1 understand that the
»hle Viscount the Minister in his reply to the original
vestion does not deny that UFOs exist? I it possible
-1 use the word * possible ** very carefully, but

fherately- that alf the information js well-known
the Minisivy of Defence, but that for diplomatic
«other seasons it is not prepared to rnake an
mountemen? 7

Viscount Leag: Mo, my Loids, it is not prenarcd to
she an anncuncement becituse it has not got the facts
make an announcement with zuthority behind iz,

S

Lord Beswick: My Lords, the

2,250 sightings. The ncble

very few sightings reported to the Ministry of p
Does that mean to say tha the figure in the Que

incorrect?

. \
Viscount Long: Ns, my Lords, it was on (h

assumption that there are

that arc not reported to the Ministry of Defence,

is what 1 was realiy referring to.

stage what we have said is that we have got.

lmfd Beswick: My Lords

that point. The Questiorlw

“reported " to the Ministry of Defence.

I was asked was, * Is that fig

Viscount Long: That is co
moment.

Question asks

| ab
Viscount says that th P

ere are
efence,
stion js

¢ original
probably many sighlings
That

Thcrcfore, 2t this

» 1 should like to .clear up

refers to 2,250 sightings

The Question
ure correct, or not? "

rrect, my Lords, up to lhis‘

Lord Wade: My Lords, may 1 ask which Ministry s

responsible for UFQs ?

Viscount Long: None, my|Lords.

the Ministry of Defence, a
from there.

Yiscount St. Davids: My
found an empty beer ¢
Centaurus ”, or any similan

will the Ministry deal with these

Reports come into

nd anyonc can take them

Lords, has anybody yet
an marked, ** Made in
object?  Unti! they have,
matlers with very

considerable scepticism, please?

\’iscqunt Long: My Lords

, I am noi the Minister for

conscrvation, if it is a question of beer cans,

Lord Morris: My Lords,
unidentified, how can it poss

Viscount Long: A very 800
Lord Leatherland: My Ler

whather any of the unide
Miristers who are ficcing fros

if something is said to be
bly be said to exist?

d quesiion, my Lords.
ds, can the Minister tell us

itified flying objects are
1 the Cabinet just now ?

Viscount Long: No, my Lards.

The Earl of Clancarty: My

Lords, may 1 ask the noble

Viscount whether he is aware-of 2 Ministry of Dzfence

document concerning UFQs,

vhich was published in the

July 1978 jssuc of a journai called Viewpeint Aguaiias?
Furthermore, he is aware that under the heading of

*Contacts” there were listed

each name there was given

location of the supposed occurrense ?

18 namics, and alongside
the town which was ths
Therc were zlso

given classifications and a date and time relating to each

namne.

Is the noble Viscoun‘t aware that there was a

tremendous  distribution of‘ the document t¢ other

Government depariments,

and 12 NORAD and the

: ‘ ; : Yo e {he
CIA? 1 should tike 1o esk | wheiher in this case the
word * contacts ™ means cluse cneounlers 7

Viscount Long: Yes, my Losds, I hove the docuinent

here, aad it has nothing to

Defeace.
masu.
‘been denied oa tclevision

do witk the Ministey of

Jtis made up to loak racher ke a Chrisnz‘-as
Iis existence in tiie| Muyistry of Defeirve has

Somzone else has made it

- s . - h
up.  Itisnota Ministry of Difence document—not the

way itis mads up, likea Cliristrnas macan.

Jiz

l
|
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Thursday, 4y, Alarch, 1982.

The House met ag three of the clock (Prayers having
been read earlier o the Judicial Sitting by the Lord
Bishop of Derbyy: The Loro CuanceLLor on the
Woolsack. S

British Citizens: Overseas Supplements
Lord Hatch or Lusby: My Lords, I beg leave to ask

the first Question which stands in my namec on the
Ordcer Paper.,

. Tke Question was as follows:

To ask Her Majesty’s Government how many
British citizens received British' Expatriates Supple-
nientation Scheme o Overseas Service Aid Scheme
supplemeats in 1979 and in 1981 and what further
changes are planned.

The Parlimnentnry Ur.der-Sccrctary of State, Foreian
aud  Comazonwealzh Office  (Lord Treigarnc): My
Lords, the average number of British citizens recciving
Eritish Expatriates Supplementation Scheme or Over-
scas Service Aid Scheme supplements in 1979 was
4,083. "In 1981, the comparable figure was 2,975,
The numbers haya fajien steadily since 1970 and
reductions arc expected to continue at about 10 per
cent. per #nnum ever the next few years. No changes
in terms of service are planied at the moment,

Tord Hatch of Lusby: M ¥ Lords, may T ask the noble
Lord the Minister whethar he has rcad the Answer
given by his coileague to a similar ‘Question which }
put in Decsmber?  The Answer, which I paraphrasc,
was that the numbers Rag fallen because loeal jndi-
£enous peeple had now become suflicicatly trained to
fake those positions,
since at these figures, would he agree that this is not
ae adequale answer and that this js a deliberate policy
by the Government (o reduce the number of British
citizans who are given supplements (o work overszas ?
Would the neble Lord fusther agree that this js causing
very great difiiculty to universitiss, to technical colleges
2nd o a whole range of national activitics in the
Commonwcalith?

T.erd Trefuarne: No, T do not agree with that, my
Lords. I have indeed studicd the Ansver which my
noble friend Lord Skelmsrsdale gave to the noble
Lord, Lovd Hutch of Lusby, at tiwc end of Jast year.

The reascns witich Ny noble friznd they gave remain
correct.

Yard MHuteh of Lusby: Byt surcly the fizures which
have been given his allernoon, if I heard corrcctly,
have reduced the nembar by about 25 per cont. in fwo
years. Does this ot entail a greal reduction in
Lritish ioDuence all over (he Commonwealth? And
is the noble ford aware th:\l'pnr(ic-.zlarl_\: in vniversitics

" it causing very greag anxicty and difficully over fhe
Teeruitment of (e requisite trained stafi?
Hets a2

/4.3
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IT the noble Lord has looked:

departed ?

- 4ol Trelgaraes My Lards, the aumberg h:; -
deelined, as I described ih the original Ansyicr
was referred 1o at the minc of the carljer Ques

tion’

the end of last year. But onc has 10 remepaon At

thesg schemes are operated in the closest Consylgy hat

‘With the various Governmients concerney "And ion

Ssomctimes choosc to use the aid funds ro',;"at-h;{ .

purposcs.

Unideatified Flying Objects: Sightings

34pm,

The Earl of Cl:mcarty:i My Lords, I beg leave to

ask the Question which stands in my hame on gpe
Order Paper., : -

The Question was as follows:

To ask Her Maj»:sty}‘s Government hoyy mary

feports have been received by the Ministry of
Defence on unidentificd flying objects (UFOs) jn
cach of the Jast four yecars, and what action liag been
taken in cach case, P

Viscount Long: My Lor‘ds, in 1978 there were 750
sightings; in 1979 there were 550 sightings; in 1980,
350 sightings; and jn 1981‘, 600 sightings. Al uko
Feports are passed to opc‘rations staff who cxamine

them solely for rossible defence insplications,

The Ear} of Clazcariy: My Loids, whilke thanking
the noble Viscount for that Answer, may I asi him
whether or not it is a fact that over 2,000 authentisated
UFO reports were published Jast year in the national
press? If 50, were they ac}ccp(cd or passed oa to the

Ministry of Défence? And what happered (o thera?

Viscount Yong: My Lords, they did not all get to
the Ministry of Defence, I have just informed your
Lordships of the numbers sighted.  If the noble Earl
is suspicious that the Minis}try of Defence is coveiing
up in any way, [ can assure him (hat thicre is no reason
vhy we should cover up the figures which he has
mentioned if they are (ruc, The sole interest of the
Ministry of Defence in Uﬁi-‘O'rcpbrts is to cstablish
whether they reveal anything of defence inlcrcs(~fo~r
example, a Russian aircraft jor an unidentificd aireralt

—which might -have brcacl‘x-;-d our sceurily systems,

. That is the sole reason why we arc interested in the
CrCports, A

Lord \Vynuac-Jones: My Lords, docs the Answer
given mean that sinee there| Lias been a Conservitive
Government the UFQs have donc a U-turn and

Viscount Lonz: Not according to my reading, my
Lords,

The Car cf Rimberley: My Lords, as my noble.

fiiend sid tiat 600 UFO: L2d been oflivially reported
or acknioiadged by the Ministry of Dutence in l‘:’a'l.
ma b a3k his how many of thoe Sightings stili rewaln
unidestified and were not subject to security, or were
Russizu acroplanes. or anything fike that?

e P ot LT TS e citie o~
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Lorcl.StruboZgi:'My 'Lords, may I ask thic noble

Viscount whether the Present Government adhere to
the vicw of ‘the i

forward when I replied 10 gy debate theee years ago
in your Lordships® j{o, 15e, that most of these so-callcd
sightings can be accounted for |

Viscount Long: Yes, yLords, they can be, Many
of them are accounted for :

or In one way or another,
but nobody has got 5 really constructive answer for
all of them, o 4 . .

Lorg Hill-Norton. My Locds
Viscount whether of not it js ¢
reports received by
1962 were destroyed
be of no interest» 9
who decided that they were

» may I ask the noble
rus that all the sighting
the Ministry of Defence before

use thcy were deemed “ o
if it is true, who was jt
of no intcrest?

Viscount Long; My Lords, my reply to the noble
and gallant Lord—j was Wondering whether he yas
£0ing to say that the Royal Navy had many times seen
the Loch Ness monster—is thyae since 1967 all UFQ
~- reports have beep preserved. Bafore that time, they
were gencrally dgslroycd after five years.

Lord Paget of Nox’t.’mmpton: My Lords, can ths noble
Viscount toll ys whether, Out of these thousands of

! thi m3ationed, there has been a
single onc which Sugsested any Inenace to otr defences ?

In the circumsmuccs, 1S nét aq awlul Iot of time becing
wasted on this Ronscase ? -

.
o hial,
sizhtings which ha

Yiscount Leng: My Lords,
Government are Wailing for o
to discuss these problems,

I think Fer .Majcsty‘s
n invitation from them

Mr. Anatoly Shéharansky: Representations

39 p.m.

Lord Rcitoy:
Question which
Paper.

The Question wag as follows:

To ask Her Majesty's Government whether they
are aware that Anatoly Shcharansky has for the past
I35 months been -undcrnourishcd, tortured
frequently placed in Punishment cells, and in October
1981 had s prison Sentence increased by 3 years
for his refusal o blead guilty 10 5 charge 6f which
he has always maintained his i'nnoccncc; and whether
they will request the Soviet Government to state
Whether they intand 1o keep him in those unciviliscd
conditions unti] pe reicats or djes, '

My Locds, T beg teaye
stands jg my

to ask the
hame on the Order

Lord Trefgarne: My Lords, Her Majesty’s Govern-
ment remain &ravely concerned about the plizat of
are disturbed by .ccent .
We have raised this casc
n many occasions, both

Anatoly Shchqransky and
reports af his 'ill—trcalmcnt.
With the Sovjct authorities o

revious Goverament which_ | put

ot as natural phenomeng ? | ask my noble fricnd whether or nof the Sovisy

rights at the United Mations/?

) - -v u.;ub Mﬁdﬁw—
mecting:  We shall coatinue to take q oy O T iow

o Mc. Shchatansky's case, and to make Feprosenty oSt
as suitable opporturiities arise, CooeTa

.Lord Reaton: My Lords, Mmay f lh:mk‘in
’Tri_end not Oﬂl}' for .Iha.t AnS\n:r bll! for (hg;:‘:-%';'c'
which he and. the Forcign Office haye n and a . :
taking with regaed to Shcharansky‘s Plighto :‘May"}:
Overy-

“meat’s (ajlure, as'showm by the treatiment of She fan.
sky and others, to hoaour their | lclsing; Utidertaking, |
Shminishes ‘theie credibility in oty (o all opper
matters in which they say they arg Sceking reemeyn; ©
and on which they would like to be belicved 9 .

Lotd Trefparne: Locds,
nobdle friend has put his finger on the nub of the

tions such as the IMF negotiations, the MBrR
ncgotiations ag they are cailed in Vienys
other forum for that matter, when they
what they sajg they would do at Helsink in 19767

Lord Shinwel; My Lords, in view of the fumours,
which are probably well founded, that Mr., Brezhney
is about to tetire, could a message frem youe Lord-
ships’ House pe sentto kim through the Sovict Embassy
Wishing him for the remainder of his life—an we hope

¢ has maay years Jeft )'et—pFace and contentmene
and asking Whether, as a gracious act upop his retire.
ment, he will ensure that Mr., Shcharansky is trcated g
a civiiised person 7 ’ )

Locd Trefearnes My Lords, T would Cectainly be wii-
ing to send another mcssa& to the Sovict Unjon abouy
Mr. Sheharansky jf thought it would have any effect.
As to the future of Mc, Brlczhncv, I believe that that is
a matter for them o decide for themscelyes,

Visconntl\-!ountgarrct: My Lords, would jt not heip
if the western nations ceascd providing wheat to the
Soviet Union, at a time whea they are finding them-
‘sclves short, until they cease to carry out such inhuman_
aclivities agajnst individuals and sovercign States?

Lord Trefaarne: My Lords, the failure of the Sovict
agricultural industry is now plain for all to scc, but T
am not surc that tie interests of the West arc scrved
by stacving them out, ) T

Lord Ebwyn-Jones: My ILords, jn vicw o the fact
that the trcatment of Shchnrnnsky scems to be a
szrious violation of human rights, has (he mattsr

been raised befors the sub-commission on human

.

Lord Trefgarne: My Lords, I am not certain th?t
the matter has been raised bifors (hat particalar body
but certainly it has been raised before all (he o.!h':rs I
mentioned.  There could be a good opportunity for
doing as the noble and learned Lorg suggests.

Lord Avcbdi-}: My Lords, is the Minister aware that

Mr, Shchamusky'is a wve distinguisticd computer
scientist? Wi he therefore consider a reduction in

R ate Lo
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This Non-oralsquestio

n has. been allocated to
Minister(AE) for answer. R ,
2. Woulq you Please Supply a draft Yeply and backgroung noté,
together wi

, id Press cuttings,
this office at the time shown‘on the |front Cover.

Please Submit g3 Copy of the draft answer |to PS/USofS(AF)
when returning this

» allowing sufficient time for USofS'(aF)
to comment ,
\

Office of Minister(ar)

ﬁoom 6386 Main Building

d"t? -

2

‘xus/ninister(g) (thro' DUS(Air))

- | APS/US ‘of s(aF)
. | Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have Placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 7608cC.

2. The same ‘background note has beer provideq for PQ 7607¢C
and PQ 7609C, _

21 October 1983

Tt ———




- ‘FOR NON ORAL ANSWz..

_SIR‘PAmRicg‘wiLﬁ'(¢6ﬁ3E§VATIVE)'(BEVERLEY),:z;.f;

Bir Patrick Wall

i
1

| . SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)
| .

This has been considered.

/s

To ask the Secretary of State for

Defehde whether, in-view of the

fact that the United States' Ajp

Force merio of 13 January 1981 on

RAF

has been released

the incident at Woodbridge

under the Freedonm

of Infbrmation Act, he will now
release reports and documents
concerning similar unexplained

incidents in the United Kingdom.

It is the intention to publish reports.




°~

implications.

‘Backgroﬁnd Notew;:

These three questlom follow from the News

artlcle of 2 October 1983 (Annex 4) descrlblng

Slshtlng by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbrldge in
27 December 1980.

of the Wbrld .

an alleged UFQ
Surfolk on

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the-

Air Staff ang Ds 8.

There was, of course,

"alien beings" pnor was any unldentlfled obgect

radar recordlngs, as alleged in the News of the

A BBC investigation

of the News or the World Article concluded that

It was concluded that there was nothing
of.defence interest in the alleged sighting. '

no question of any contact with

seen on any .

World.

into the incident following publication

& possible

explanatlon for the lights seen by the USAF personnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse son

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO reports
whether they reveal anything of defence interest

1e 6 - 7 miles

is to establish

(eg intruding

aircraft).

MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point

at which we are satisfied that a report has no defence

the likely explanation for individual reports.

No attempts are made to 1dent1fy ad catalogue

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by

the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into

the possibility

of publlshins such reports as ‘are recetved by the Mlnlstry of

/ZA?

/.IO
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Defence. Us of s(AF) has now dec;ded to release compllations

’ of reports.: They w111 be publlshed on a quarterly basis and
A_Wlll be available to members of the publlc, at a small charge

to cover costs. US of S(AF) had planned to make an announcement

shortly 1n the House of Lords through an ‘arranged PQ. Pending

arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the decision in the Commons,




Defence Secret
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D/DS8/10,/20g
Date
1q Octover 1983

your letter of 9 C¢
anding near RAF Wooc

should explain that it is not t
nistry of Defence to release it
All MOD files are su

Records Act which 1}
general officiai files are to re
years have elapsed arter the last
It would not, tlierefore,
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~Si€aCe 3scretariat Division g,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01 -218 (Ditect Dialling)
 01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

Your r‘efgrence
Our reference

D/DsS 8/10/209
Date

&K October 1983

* I can confirm that the Ministry of Defence dig receive a report from base
bersonnel of a ypo sighting near RAF Yoodbridge on 27 December 1980.
(This was the report published by. the News of the World oﬁ 2 October 1983).
The repori was dealt with in accordance with normal pProcedures lie it was
Passed to stafrf concerned with air defence matters who exémine such reports
to satisfy themselveg that there are no defence impliﬂatiJns. In this
instance nop was satisfied that there was nothing of defen‘ce inter‘est‘ in the
alleged Sightings. There was no question of any contact_w&th "alien beingg"
ROr was there any confirmation that an object hadg landed in the forest.

You may be interesteq to know that the BBC recently carried out its own
investigations into the incident and concluded thas the UF0 was nothing more

sinister than the Pulsating light of the Orfordness Lighthouse some 6 or 7
miles away through the trees. )

. 33\.\:"3 ':T)'/\C_Q!‘@_Lu
F)._‘_\;. G‘. t"\‘,i-\l\"‘;:"\.,Agf)L .

PJ TITCHMARSH (MRS)




.3
Dear Sirg, i

4s you ay have seen on BBC TV's Breakfast Time programme
on Friday ctober 7, I visiteq the S8ite of the alleged

7 3 :v . . " V A.
- leW of the immense public interest in this eage
following TR News of the World article (and, I believe,
_ furthey coverage this week), and mindful of the fect

that it would be important to establisp the lighthouse
theory ir j¢ is true, I wonder if you would noy congider

now? ‘I woulg certainly be Prepared to Pay any reasonable
administration charge that this might entaij,

I shoulg also -welcome -comments on the apparent raday
sightinge of a UFO at about the time of the Hoodbridge
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105SE MINuTH
D/Ds8/1 0/209 -
( Oct 83

, DPO(RAF)

NEWS OF THE WORLD

ARTICLE: )
RAF WOODBRIDGE

UFC

d

SIGHTING AT

1. Following the Coverage giv
World on 2 October 1983 to the
at RAF Woodbridge on 27 Decembe
Up promised for 9 October we ha
defensive press line and short
Yourselves.

2. If you receive further enq
which you are unable to answer
provided please do nct hesitate
report in the Mews of the World
referred callers to the other w;
but confirm suspicions widely he
we are engaged in g cover-up!

Piries from tha
from the briefing

en by the New
alleged UFO §
r 1980 and th

S of the
ighting
e folloy-

ve drawn up g

R

& A brief for yge by

Press

to centact me. The
that MOD and USAF both
111 have done nothing
eld in UFO circles that

?.J Qivennarsic .

P J TITCHMARSH(Mrs)
DS8a

MB 7230 2638 M8

S5¢




Defensive Pregg Line

I can confirg that the Ministry of Defence 4iq receive a report fronm basev'll:

personnel of g UFo sighting near RAF Woodbridge on 27 December 1980,
. - N ‘

Q1. Did the Us authoritijeg investigate the incident?

Al. No. oOnce the report hag been sent to the Minisiry of Defence the us
authoritjeg carried out no further investigations. (Tnvestigations of
UFo reports ip the UK are carried out by the Hinistry of Defence; tha

Q2. Was Co3 Halt ¢o1q to keep quiet?

A2, No. Lt Coy Halt hag not been told to keep quiet about the incident nor

hes he beegp inforpmed that his carcer could be jin jeopardy.

Q3. VWas the object tracked on radar?

A3. No. Ho Wnidentifieq cbject was geen o1 any radar recordinggs during the

Period jin qQRestion,

/55




Wit AT

Ce e e,

v:oTuld do. ’ e
he place was 2 Yast clearin s b
deep in the 10,000 acres o% nﬁas:iet;n

F , Mekon,
where, accordin to yesterday'y kettle,

e .uvu.oLViUNDA‘{OC;-OBERs{983'- : . N,

s o

The mission ‘Was to seek

the third kind, byt any kind

Aldewood Fore:.'t, Suffolx

News of the T, orld, an alicn
spnqgecraf: landed at Chris
1930,

Imprints on tha 8round, anq

came oct to investizate,

itmessesm, according ¢, teigs.
have since Breatly  supposed ¢
on the event, spegk. whole

ng of beings in sllvery suits  Corsicq
vho practized levitation, " only 10

the Paper,
:laborateq

Tory move
on holiday
vote law

era) el . Th is_follows
Adinisters an Ps Suggesting thap
ick during the &eneral elec. | privatel
\ C2mpuign by the dissatis. [ that sh

Fror_n.Alsn

2 - The fits
0se encoun er, prefcrably of Yesterday

ousers ard blac
H

Woodbridge | :
. NP taken.a fair feat of ﬁangad°"
t beléllz enncoc‘:::ie;:g " to get among that Jo¢,» -

Forestry Com-
€ was not the
facent Thor-

as The second _bein
SW arlong the trees, lor :’:;em!:ll:;l ac‘;\‘:glizg °
vanished only when the United levitate
St:_ltes Air Force from Woogd- “T

his is the sjte”
bridge base, halr o mile away, first bej

gesturing aronnd 5
€age of stumps sng

ave landed the

ea
Q pines 75f¢ ta]
rt. It would have

e pointed to indegtations'in

the ground that might have

said. “They dig for ruoes.™ °

But, surely, the Searchers -

reported burp marks on the
Surrounding trees and radiation
in the ground? .

he burns were the marks
we put on the trees for felling.

third being, who said ke
was  David Boast, aad
Ramekeeper, waq quoted in the
News of the World a4 saying

- Thatcher thirg
aims ma

y Co
By Our Political Reporter that’
The Government is expeceq may
announce next Week thae jt | resta
Bive holiday. | Icad the
office,

Margaret Thatcher

rminaiion to
third term of

licly - on
a

reastallowed 3 yoe. 4 ﬂogg : Pfa‘ 0y
*soly Cr_i tchley,

Margarct, those thap loathe her
and me.”

Asked if he wag thinking in
lerms of 5 Successor
Critchley replied: “lncreasingl

<o

to change at his Point in time jt
would b SirkGeoﬂ’rcy Howe
a W -

/56

term |
y berestated

Dear here”, he told me, “This is
Rforest,” - S .

Neither the first nor the
third being could Tecall apny.
thing untoward on the night in
estion, except that it was
ristmas. .

‘ ardliners
in SNP

keep power

The levers of power in the
Scottg'sb Nationat Party remain
firmly
bardline “independence, noth-
ing less™ faction. Elections held

en
fortyninth annual confereace,
og t¥1c islaod resort of Rothesay

the weekend, produced

almost a clean swecp of. the
itnprotanc party offices for the
triditicnalists.

for = e e -

po}
der

par
1sa

trer
ofy
few
alo
suc
exc’

ateq
the

wer
wel
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Stuc
wer
was

oih.
ung-
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* reports.

By GRAEME GOURLAY" ..
RUSSIA IS" using

a major propaganda cam-
pa.ign.m t two years Stors
For e pas years Sta
run Radio Moscow.
sending tapes of ‘news and arts
programmes (o most of the 19
campus radio stailons rup by
studeants. . ’ C.
Many of these. stations, which are

licensed by the Home Office have:

broadcast the propaganda tapes
unedited. But others have- refused to
use: the heavy-handed and biased

Mrs ’i‘hatcher ‘was
to ‘fight a battle of

. Last week, whﬂe-
calling on the West

B .Y -RUSSIA ERIEE:
; . ritish -
university radio StatIOnsm

. has beenm

sSpokesman said: ‘We were asked by-

intermational law on copyright.

" Radlo Moscow- If we

oS ST ST Lo

—— rand cumed‘. them down.straight ;“pﬁ
ldeas’ against Communism, two-thirds A typical. example- , °

- . k. ple Is . .
of: the campus ?610 patlons were ' grom Soviet Prass Review-':ha.tt?rt' “auf:
getting free tapes from foscow, *  deliberate provocadlon with the
. Aruong those sent o Nottingham . Korean plane (& must seem thag the

+ University.. were Soviet. Vlewpoint, ; tration has beaten

tSJosVsig{Pm Review and Life (n the reeoras of hypocrisy-and dlstomou‘ol}
. . - . . 0 facts. Yevw t usch

Programme controller Jeff Owen sald  Pravda.’ cvgealty R ov. sars ln_
’““rd:vy: ‘We gie:n:‘tio ue nvemtapes 2 Moscow Is pouring millions of ro
iy e asionally culturi pro. bles 1nto fte batere Tomier Western
grammes. Of course. some is just broadcasting. spending more in four--
borin da but other bits days jamming the BBC Waorld Sarvice
qmu‘m‘::g?;g. er i 4% transmissions to the Soviet Union thag

Stirling University’s manager Doug ghu% BBC Russian secvice’s annuat
- Morris said the tapes were ‘pretty Bec, -
atroctous’ but they were used Dow.and e Anti-Wegtem propaganda could be
then. . beamed on future satellite TV

But at Kent University, a student Baush homes because of a loophole tn

.. ~ r =
. .
e

..

e
c e
~ et o
- .

‘wanted the tar,

i SUNDAY PEOPLE

UFD DID NOT 1AND IR ST,

2. and that's official

the
sped away and vanished.

Later, there was taik of silvery
beams emerging from a J0ft wide
Aylng s3ucer, burn marks
and strange lines In the ground.

CLAIMS that a UFO landed in
an East Anglian pine forest
were dismissed as * pie In tha
sky,” last nighe.

The mysterious crafey Is safd to
haue landed near an Arerican

base at w
Sufiatk, twe yaars ago. °°dbrldga,'

1’ It up the whale or fNeardy
+. Sansham Woods wit i
© whils light, ha darzting

8ut whan two American dirman
on zguard duty went o invastigage,

——- .

In a new dook writtan by 2 mem-
bir of the British UFO Society..
But Forestry Commission o
Yince )
ths woads, said: = [ carried out my
own investization and [ am salise

“ hovering object’ suddenly

ling
on trees

he stranga affair is recountsd
seen an
In the s
cer
Tihurkattls, v:ko tlives nsar
chute
for U

*®

 (|-9\
/S >

and

ky

palice
“ Amarican fly

fled the sao-called
blown up out of af

" The burns werse
farestae ta mark out
] depressio
fround looked like
ngs.

S

ILN
lvld:nés Nas
proportion,

“1 have lived and w
forest far five years as
spacenien, |

than fiying
Spakesm
ers olien drap para-
flares which pe
FOs”

ns
rabbit scrap-

O

made by 2
traes for fel-
In ths

¥orked In tha
nd {"vs never
t's mors pias
saucers.™
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| Mmaa said ;

-Isaw UFQ land ¢

—American officer"

A SENIOR Amedcaq
Force officer

Alr Woodbridge to the Mipistry
reparted ¢ Defance.

sighting 2 UFO landing in Sir Joha Nott, who bedame
Suffolc during Chry tmas %glmsur ©f Defence within o

higat.

Lleut-Colones : Charles
Hale, depucy commandur of

the U 81st “Lactica]

ac RAP Woodbridge. tolg P sad: *1 should

near the air base |n
bours of December zu‘;.

8 early .

ftnight of che renor:e%

1980, ¢  sighung, said lasg he: =1
Defence h‘cm‘g;ge;" 0: - kn%w n:ochlng ‘W“E!zl‘. Cere

tanly 1 oever saw any repors
a'oonyc a GPO Iand.lnz.’l don”t

‘L believe in UPO's, anyway.~
Detence. S “fan er.of
ence, n .
think chis-

bsolute rubbish ~ TS

A Defence é!i%lstry Spokes.

ere was a

*sighticg’ by gp officer {n

the TUSAF. 'He was of-di

and off the base. Re made 2

Teport and submitteq ic
the RAD via

commander

NEWS OF THZ WORLD

We must

o
s

12

" blue fashing Ughes™ cama:

L ¢ It uj:omed. over Tangham
'Forest three nighes §a suc-

on & wp secreg Arzegican
alr base In an Exglish
{otest, m:;ys.!u ugnz(x]xg
report just raleased by

alr force chilefs, .
'rhe;y 12y the UFroO
“ringe m.th portholes and

down |on the main unway
of USAF Wooebricge,
Suflolx,

-cession. and landed *z¢
leass once”,

| TBe hugh metallic cras
‘Was spotted by guards who
found deep i=pressions on -
the grousd. Unexplaned:

be told

SOMETHING strange h'aopened

'
H

nearby.

fnents,

m!hu?n was al:g tepor:ed-,;

The | Incredible doey.:

dawa up by USAP?

Cologe! Charies sHols says’®
the xizh:‘.na'-ven-reponed‘.

out there In the fcrest on that :ozothe Pentagoa tree yeary -
wintry night in December, 1980. . . o Nots
Qur fully documented Page 1 m?ﬁuh?":gm Ry

feport of a yUro landing in

selesse of
78

i Forestry =wurkers Jester-,
Sutfolk €annot be shrugged ‘,d”ww‘trzp T3 Jester

away. Armed repors” of 2 UFO 2
At every turn our investigators ) the area .
met an official wall of silence—
yet nobody disputed the basic
. . facts. . )
Someane in | authority, par-
licularly in the inistrv _of
{2052, has the answer . .
It is time we were told.

> =
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS THIRD AIR FORCE (USAFE)
RAF MILDENHALL, SUFFOLK P28 8NF

3AF/10/1/0rg Mildenhall 712511 ext 2821

MOD(DS8a ) | |

Main Building = T

Whitehall % SR E,F l.-;..;-‘..l-..*‘

London _ o d s 0B !

SW1A 2HB 1S Apr 83 ’ s imas 1
1 AT

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING ‘OBJEGT : - =

i

1

_ AR Y
Reference; » i 0
A.  D/Ds8/10/209 dated 11 April 1983.

1. Tiank you for your letter at Reference and the Enclosure from —

2. The radar at Upper Heyford did not track an unidentified flying object
on 15 March 1983 ag alleged. As reported to me the events were as follows:

Just after dusk,a local reporter for the Reading Evening
Post telephoned’ the tower at Upper Heyford and asked if they

could see "lights" at the opposite side of the airfield. The
controllers assistant, after checking,told the reporter that the
duty crew could indeed see the "lights" and that they|did not know
-what they were-but they could have been some airfield lights,
traffic within the airfield or traffic outside the airfield. The
telephone conversation then terminated.

3. The US authorities at Upper Heyford reiterate that at no time did they
track on the airfielq radar any unidentified target. It is my belief that the

reporter in question did not ask the right questions in the first place and has
completely misinterpreted the answer he received.

J R DAVIES
Wg Cdr
SRAFLO
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force ‘Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk

9

. _ |
- Telephone Woodbridge 3737 ext 238x 22 5T

MOD(DS8¢)

i

‘ R

‘ Your reference

_ | Our reference
(Attn: Mr P p Watking) BENT/19/76 /a1,

. . Date

| _

May 1983

The UFO sighting in the Rendle
continues to excite attention. For your

information I enclose copies of the latest
newspaper articles op the subject.

o .
o

sham Forest

/60
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Defence Secretariat I
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 2638 (Direct Dialling)
01-218 5000 (Switchboard)

- Your referenc
Wg Cdr J Davies_ o : '
SRAFLO ' Our reference
RAF Milderhall ‘ : -D/DsS8/10
Suffolk : Date
P28 8NF : i3 May 1983
D ear Joo~

IHCIDENT AT RAF WCODBRIDGE — DECEMBER 1980

1.  Following our telephone conversation about the incident at RAF Woodbridge
on 27 December 1980 I wrote to Miss Randles and I attach a copy of ny letter.

2.  You vwill see thas she has now written again seeking further information
about the incident ang in particular has recuested o copy of the report held on
ocur files. The onl.y report we have is that prepared by Lt Col Halt the

bepuly Base Commenider. af RAF Woodbridge and I am therefore writing to ask you to
‘seelt the views of the TSAF to disclosure ofthat report or a sanitised version of
it. If the USLT wenlce oniy be prepared to allow release of a sanitised version

it vould be helpful to know which parts they would wish me to|delete. In addition,
I would be grateful to ¥now whether the USALF would be willing| for me to say that
they did investigate the incident.

%- . Thark you fer your azsistence with the recent UFO correspondence.

j (ST N R -

pu ~ .

P J TITCHMARSH (MRS)

/53




3AF/12/0rg

MOD(DS8)
Main Building
Whitehall
London

. SW1A 2HB

<INCIQ§HI;AT RAF WOODBRIDGE - DECFMBER 1980

References:

A. D/DS8/10/208 dated 13 May 1983.
B. Telecon Davies/Titchmarsh PM 17 May 1983.

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS THIRD AIR FORce (USAFE)
§ RAf. M|LDENHALL 5

L 3.8
2 3 MAY 1933

L' o Y=
N-:;:_ﬁ

‘Mildenhall 7125

8 May 83

11 ext 2821

I said

by Lt Col
come from
urity or




T= vecretariat Division 38

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London Sw1A 2Hg
Telephone 01 -218 (Direct Dialling)

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

' . Your teference

Our reference
D/DS8/10/209-14 7e
Date

\.SApril 1983

Fe you will agree that, although we hecld
o lorge number of reports, each one is indeed very brief,

fence early in the morning of 27 December 1980 but no explanation for the
occurrence wags ever forthcoming, There is however, no questién

being q cover-up for o crashed aircraoft or testing of secret
suggest, nor was there any contact with “gljen beings*”.

‘ of the account
devices qs you

I understand that on orticle on the Woodbridge sighting has bﬁen published
in the magazine “OMNI* (vol 5 No.8) in which YOu may be interested,

.

¢13L~f53 Es;wc;Lr¥lEtj

F-\T. S ..YCJ’\:?*.O,.‘—‘\E'\_ i

P J TITCHMARSH (Mrs)

u‘)'?

z:-r)




“A
VAN

LOJSE MINUTR

D/Ds8/10/209 | l"B

Ops(GE) (RAF) |

UFO SIGHTING - RAF {OODBRIDGE DECEMBER 1980
D _SIGHTING - RAF yg

1« You May recall that in December 1980 two USAr security pafrolmen saw
the back gate of RAF Woodbridge and on investigation found a brj

lights at
1it triangular object either hovering or on legs.

f
S e

Umisual
gatly

2.  You began investigations into the incident ang suggested asking the yggp

for tape recordings (your D/DD Ops(GE)/10/8 of 16 Feb 81 re
unfortunately oyp files do not appear to show the outcome

3¢ I attach a CoPy of a letter received from one of our m
correéspondents in which she seeks advice as to the Ministry
I am inclineg to say that we are awere of the

incident,

investigationsg but that we could find no explanation for
trus reflection of the facts or did we, in fact, come up

substantive?

4. Any help you could give in replying to Miss Randle g

appreciated,

P.3.%

liar 83

Ds3

-

‘fers) but
of your investigations.

ore regular URQO

's position on this

inpidenﬁ, that we mage
thg lights, Is this a

vith anything more

letter would be Tuch

AN AN |

P J TITCHIARSH (tirs)

HB 7230 2638 MB

R

s qJE;Lz l‘ -




February 28 1983 o '/ S
Dear Mrs Titchmarsh, = ~°° 10 {fzwl :
Further to your letter to me of 20 January 1983 (your ref': I)/DS8/10/209); the
subject UFOs, T ¢

rust you have received my subsequent letter lto this (addresseq
to Peter Watldns) wherin I suggested that you might consider lodging the fileg
you hold with a recognised scientifio establishment.Here they could be accessab) o

O serious researchers, and their use could be adequately

very difficult to release other than summaries in

‘ Printed fory
and often access to the full materials might be essential for

scientific study,

niversity, come to ﬁ_{m
number of interested responses to the article on UFOg by

‘ T you for
my,hopefully,serious and none-sensationilst position on this

topia
I am well aware that to you UFO data is barely of interwst anc‘l, as i3 does not gem
to directly impinge on defence implications, of relatively low priority.However,

T hope you also see that whilst 907 of thess reports are unquestionably expliocapye
there are reports that geem to offer probative data to scientists.Work that yox,
of course, have neither ¥yhe facilities nor the resources to hq‘.ndle. It should be
your concern that you hold this data, faithfully reported by %ndiﬁduds who would

like something done. And T am delighted at your decision to m=ke the material
accessable for research. |

Presumably it will be in your interests to cultivate a mood whereby UFO reports am
not made to you, but to a scientific establishment (another ad‘vanta.ge of lodging e
files there),You could naturally rely upon the UFO community to transmit reports

to you which might suggest defence implications,That is, if yo}u are fair by seriow
investigators serious investigators will naturally be fair by iyou. And we too, of
course, have the interests of Britain at heart and would not wish you to be unawawe
of any cases that night involve defenca implications.Even though, as you have poined

|
out to me previously, none of your studies so far have produce‘d such implications,

You have promissed to advise me when you have taken g decision to release data,
which is why I was somewhat surprised to learn that you have siupplied to some
colleagues of mine in Bristol data on cases in 3outh Wales,I wPuld, therefore,

very much like an update on the current position please.For the last few years whibsr
writing to you I have stressed that I want %o help put across your true position ®
the public (with which I have soms inflgence as a full-time writer of UFC books amd
articles). But for thigs pvrpose I do need your help in return,‘ of course, I see fron
the current igsue of FLYING SAUCER REVIZY, for example, that mich is said about yarf
alleged cover—up and it is towards correcting this view with the facts (if you wil
openly give them) that I am concerned, Hence my previois requels'ts to be granted

access to the data prior to release so that I night present a fair review in the
UFO literature and defuse such commentary. '

Finally, on the question of defence implications, I would wish to advise you of
an accretion of dapa concerning an incident which appears to'hai.ve taken plave at
the US Air Force base at Woodbridge, Suffolk,in December 1980.1t is of some concern
to me that you have not been able to offer any statement on this event, because
on face value the evidence does suggest that somebody is hiding something.

Now I have published some of the material supplied to me (and g‘*a.thered myself) in
the literature, primarily becamse in lieu of any other reason I believe the
information should be told.But wnderstand my position here, I have no wish to do
anything injurioks to British defence and if I was offered any reason (nowever
roundabout) which suggested the case should simply be dropped them I would do so.
For example, it is possible that the UFO story is covering either an accident or

S EF




yet inevdtably have to
might be against thig nations int
such reason to argue in this way

ch none-UFRQ explanatbns as
erssts., Yot what else can'I
and feel mygelf duty bound

in case it genuinely has gone un-moticed amd yet may be of potential impo
first-class hard evidenoce

Veby briefly, on thig case, we have
course give to the mati
ocourred (during the last three days o
This includes evidence of radar traocki
in Rendlesham Forest and a number of i
quite fantastic account

for me and the couple of other people in possession of thesge
accept that a gemuine event did occur and maturally we are mo
concerned that (a) it has not been admitted to and (b) you pr

as I

onal press but have had no desire to

rg of the unexplained o
ndependant testimonies

said, the evidence is strong (almost,I might say,

and could (if we chose to discuss the full facts in the
limited circukation we hav

Personally, I believe
about this incident
Please see my

right
e done so far) lead to quite an out
you nust have veby good reason for doin
s and that may have nothing to do with UFO
position and recogmise my dilemma. I want to do

I em not expecting reply saying anything specific about tha
be able to offer advice about the problem I face. I Inve this

probative, You do not seem to want it and claim to know not
Just sit on it becaunse

&t appears to be too important. Yet if
out of it natiomal se

curity may suffer.

I would add that the story behind these events indicates that
between military sources and an other intelligence (which is
in the nuts and bolts sense) but which is an indigenous intel
earth which in fact is way beyomd us in terms of most capacit
represent the real rulers of our world. :

Tais account does merge with data offered by other sources to
including government officials in this country and abfoad. I
it and have actually played down the possibility in my books.
I believe it, But I am saying that I have heard it from so
have to listen. And it does make a gre>t deal of sense out of

The UFO subject is complex and to represent it fairly very di
nuch do want © do the right thing.But I am beginning to doubt
the right thing, Can you offer any advice?

Yours sincerely,

/€S

these possibiy

f the month, possibly December 29,

of what supposedly happened after tha&. It is

have never

many

itieg
have yqo
he matter
rtance?
(wvhich we com1g ot
o do) that Something
1980),

' 1““‘&'
to a

! iMPossible
full facts not o

re than a litt)le
ofess to kmow nothing

do, simce I
to discussg ¢

?:ject, its
that relate

categorically probative)

way outaside the
ory about cover-ups,
g what you are doing
s per se. However,
the right thing,

s event, but you may

‘da:ta. that seems

hing about it. I cannot

I make a big issue

there was contact

not alien spaeeships
Ligence to planet

ies and therefore

'me (in confidence)
published
I am not saying
dources that I do
many thingsl

fgicult. I so very
if I am doing
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 2638 (Direct Dialling)
01-218 90co (Switchboard)

Hg Cdr J Davies'

Your reference
SRAFLO _ }
RAF Mildenhall . : Our reference V7
Bury St Edmunds : D /0s8/10/209 -
Suffolk . Date

'S March 1983

= D s s&:}‘\"\ ‘

UFO SIGHTDNG — RAF WCODBRIDGE DECEMBER 1980

I attach a copy of a letter received from one of our more regular
regarding an incident at RAF HWoodoridge in December 1930,
the USAF report Prepared after the incident. .

‘ UFO correspendents
I also attach a cony of

I would be grateful if you could ascertain how far the USAR inv?stigated the incident
ard vhat were the outcome of thesze investigations, I would alsq be grateful if ¥ou
could find out what has been the USAF's public line on the incident and whether they
have denied krowledge of it as suggested by Miss Randles,

Any help you can provide in replying to— letter would be much apprecizted,

\{ C ™| NGz -
7 . "
V| €

T~ e . —
AN > R TRy NN

P J TITCHMARSH (MRS)
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February 28 1983
Dear lrs Titch;narsh,
Further to your lett

e

LA R, UL o A LAISTL SN

ap

er to me of 20 January 1983 (your ref: I/DS8/10/209); the
subject UFOs. I trust you have received my subsequent letter to this (adg
to Peter Watkins) yherin T suggested that you might consider lodging the
you hold with 2 recosmised gcientific establishment.Here they counld be accesspble
on arrongement) +to serious resea2rchers, a2nd their use could be 'adequately -

controlled, I really think this mekes sense because the volunme of Gata you rmugt

hold would make it very difficult to release other than summlaries in printea forn

and often access to the full natericls might be essentizl for scientific study,

A nuaber of possible sources for locating these files, eg a wiversity, come o mad
Indeed there have been a number of interaested responses to the article on UfCs bym ‘
nyself and Peter Warrington (New Scientist,10 Feb 1983) 4o which I refer you for
illustration of m7yhopefully,serious and none-sensationilst position on this donic
I am well aware that to you UFO date is barely of.interpst az‘:\d., as i3 does not see
to directly impinge on defence implications, of relatively low priori‘by.?oi.vcver,

I hope you alsc seeo that whilst 909% of these reports ares unqtllestionably e¥nlicalble
there are rerorts that seem 4o offer probative data to scientists.York that yoy,

of course, have neither ¥he facilities nor the resources to handle. It should be
your concern that you hold thisg data, faitafully reported by‘individue.ls vo would

like something done. Ang I am delighted at your decision to moke the material
accessable for research,

ressed
files

Presumably it will be in your interests to culiivatd a nood whereby UFO reports amw
rot made to you, but 4o a scientific establishmant (anotner édvan%age of lodzing %e
Tiles there),You could naturally rely upon the UFO commumnity |to transmit remoris

to you which might suggest defence implications,That is, if you are fair by seriow
investigators seriousg investigators will naturally be fair b:,‘r you., .Aad we too, of
course, kave the interests of Britain ot keart and would not wish you to be uvaawae
of eny cases that night involve defencd inplications.Bven though, as you have poiresd
out to me previously, nonc of your studies so far kave producied such implicaticns,

You have promissed to advise me when you have taken a cecision to release data,
wvhich is why I was somewhat sarprised to learn that You have supplied to sone
colleagues of mine in Bristol data on cases in South felesoI would, therafore

b} o
very much like an update on the current position plesss.For the last foy yasrs waldsr
writing to you I have stressed that I want to help put acrossg your true pozitiocn
the public (with which I have some infldence as a full-tine viriter of UPC bools a2
articles). But for +thig prrpose I do need your help in return, of course, I gze fra-
the currcnt izsue of FLYING SAUCZR RZVIEY, for example, that much is said a%out o
alleged cover-up ond it is towsrds correcting this view with the facts (if you wil

openaly give them) that I am concerned. Henmoe My previois requests to be granisd
access to the data prior to release so thaat I night present a fair review in the
UFO literaiure and defuse such comment Y e

Finally, on the cuestion of defence implications, I would wish to advise you o7
an accretion of dakg concerning an incident which appears to have taken plave =zt
the US Air Force base at Hoodbridge, Suffolk,in December 1980.1I%t is of some concaTr
Yo me that you have rot been able to offer any statement on this event, because
on ff,ce value the evidence does surgest that- sonmebody is hidiﬁg something.

Liow %“})15-"3 Published some of the mzterial supplied to me (and| gathered myssl:<)
the Us literature, Primarily tecause in lieu of any other reason I belicve ik
information should be told.But waderstand my position here. T iha.ve no wizk e o
anything injurions to British cefenco and if I was offered any reason (houever

roundabout) which suggesiod the case should simply be dropped |then I would éo =9,
For example, it jg possible that the UFO story is covering either an scoidcat o

/70
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‘Yest of sope secret device (enhe/r by British or American SOHLN“)-Therefdro 4

continually siress this in a UFO context (which ig how it has beem r;ef;oi-t'g}l)’.;dg
et imevdtably have to mention swch none-UF0 explanatboms as 'l?hesp_ ppié‘siiilftig'
night be agaimst this matioms imterssts. Tet what else can I do, 5in0e T hapd o
such reasom to argue im this way and feel mygelf duty bound to discuss the matt
in case 1t gemulmely has gome wa-moticed amd yet may be of potemtial Amportawcey
Veby briefly, on this case, we have first-class hard o:videnoe‘ (whioh we °°n.:l.d 'ot
course give 10 the mational press but have had no desire to '80 do) that 8omethy
ooourred (&uring the last three days of the momth, possibly December 29, 1980)
This imoludes evidence of radar tracking of the mmexplained é'bject, its 'ludi;g'
in Remdlesham Forest and a mumber of imdependant testimonies ‘that relate %o g
quite fantastic account of what supposedly happened after that., It is impossibye
for me and the couple of other people in possession of these full facts mot to
accept that a gemuine event did oocur and maturally we are more than a little

concerned that (a) it has not been admitted to and (b) you pf‘ofess to lmow nothiyn
about it. \ g€

as 1 said, the evidence is strong (almost,I might say, categorically Probative)
and could (if we chose to disouss the full facts inm the right way outside the

limited circukation we have dome so far) lead to quite an ou't}cry about cover-mps,
Persomally, I believe you must have veby good reason for doing what you are doing
about this incident, and that may have nothing to do with UFOs per se. However,

rlease see my positiom amd recognise my dilemma. I want to do the right thing,

I am not expecting a reply saying anything specific about thd‘s event, but you may
be able to offer advice about the problem I face. I lmve this ‘da‘l:a. that seems
probative, You do not seem to want it and claim to kmow nothing about it. I cannot
Just sit om it because dt appaars to be too important., Yet if I make a big issme
out of it nationmal security may suffer. ‘

I would add that the story behind these events imdicates that there was contaot
between military sources and an other intelligence (which is ‘not alien spaeeships
in the nuts and bolts sense) but which is an indigenous intel;ligenoe to planet
earth which in fact is way beyond us in terms of most capacities and therefore
represent the real rulers of our world.

This account doegs merge with data offered by other gources to me (in confidence)
including government officials in this country and abfoad. I have never published
it and have actually played down the possibility in my books. I am not saying

I believe it. But I am sayimg that I have heard it from so many dources that I do
have to listen. And it does make a gre-t deal of sense out of many things:

The UFO subject is complex and to represent it fairly very difgicult. I so very
much do want © do the right thing.But I am beginning to doudbt if I am doing
the right thing, Can you offer any advice? h

Yours sincerely,

/z/




RZPLY TO
ATIN OF;

SUBJECT:

T0:

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximate]y 030

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 81ST COMSAT SUPPORT CRrRCup (USAFE)
APO MEZW YORX 09755

CD 13 Jdan

Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC

security police Patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three pat
cead on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange
in the forest. The object was described as being metapi
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three mete

base and approximately two meters high. It illuminated

81

OL), two usAf

back gate at

or been fopceq
to investigate. Lo
relman tq Pro-
glowing object
¢ in appearance

rs across the

the entire forest

Wwith a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and

a bank(s)_of blue 1ights underneath. The object was hbv

As the patrolimen approached the object, it maneuvered th
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby

frenzy. The object was briefly signhted approximately an
the back gate.

2. . The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" i
found where the object had been sighted on the ground.
night (29 pec 80) the area was checked for radiation. B
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings |i
Pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by
A nearby tree hag moderate (.05-.07) readings on the sid
toward the depressions.

ering or on legs.
rough the trees

farm went into a

hour later nzar

n diametar ware
The fellowing
eta/gamma readings
n the three de-
the depressions.

e of the tree

3. Later in the night a red sun-like light was seen through the trees.

It moved aboyt and pulsed. At one point it appeared to
Particles and then broke into five separate white objecF
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-1ike objec
in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the soy
were about 100 off the horizon. The objects moved rapié
movements and displayed red, green and blye lights. Th?
north appeared to be el]iptical,through an 8-12 power e
turned to fu11 circles. The objects to the north remai‘
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible fg

throw off glowing

s and then dis-

ts were noticed

th, all of which

ly in sharp angular
objects to the

ns. They then

ed in the sky for

r two or three

hours and. beamed down a stream of light from time to tine. Numerous indivi-

duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activiti
2 and %: !

e ) /7
CHARLES 1. ALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander

-ttt
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. Il N B ) =f of =Y R RO - .
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephona 01 =23 2638 (Direct Dialling)
- 01-218 ggg0 (Switchiboard)

’ . - .
— ————— e

\—_- ‘-\'-\-\_.'—-—\" .
;S{Rl_gagron I'gadel“ D H Morelund o ‘-.'ourrcfare.r.ce TTh——
onmnander : ‘ .
. Bentwa.ters ) .- Our raferenLe 794,
Woodbridge , - - . D/DS8/75/2
Suffolk IrL2 2RQ Date

, _ - 9 November 198> :
: O&l‘w/ g ‘/' u:,c\,zéﬂm. (._Lé‘u(;!:/f /{( LH\E,(?MW( A. |

L. Thank you for your letter (Benf:/l9/76/Air) 0f 25 Octover apg
the attacheg article from 'The Unexplaineqdt (the aythor is in fact
one of my regular correspondents), :

2. MOD's line on UFO's is as follows s

g, Cur sole interest in the Uwg Sightings reported to s jig
f}? cg_eclc Whether they have any relevance to the air defence of
.-e z: . . -

b, Reports &re referred to staff eoncernsd with the air defence
Of the UK wing Sxeumine them as part of their normal duties, Once
11;:}111e:«r &re satisfieg that the sightini n )

ey

S &S no detrence implicutions
do not at

tenpt to make = Po3itive identification o+ the objec
C. While we recognise that there are rany strange things to pe -
Seen in The sly, we telieve that thepe ére verfectly natursl -

exprlenations for them - satellite debrig aircrafi lights, ete, -

’ -
Lere is no need to advance the hypothesis ot alien smare
Craft to account for theu, ' \

f
3. Conceming the Bentwater

; s U0 in barticuler, 1 sugzest thet you
adopt the following lire:

a., I Wderstand that LIOD did receive a renort from bvase personmnel
cf a 8ighting near RAp Bentwaters on 27 December 19207 mne
report wasg dealt witn in &ccordance with the normal wnrocedures

S€e 2b abova); it Was nov considered to indicate anything of
defence interest, ' ’

b. There Was no -question of any contact with 'alien beings!,

4. As for the 2llegations in the article that the UFC story was
simply gz Sover—~up for g crash of z2n aircraft carrying a nuclear device,
you may like %o Tenind any Questioners of the Aritten) Answer.é'l"ell,,m
Hansary fop 28 Januaiy 1951 from ilr Pattie, then Under Secretary of
State for tha RAF: "o accidents nave occurred involving See
dauage o Auclear weapcns containing fissile material jon Urited Kinsion
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Arage L Vhey mention gy, YaXewhes 1y troidens
StriCle drayg in for zoo0q HOL8UIL, again theré is g
Statemeny O 2hicr won Soulg draw, namely a ‘Written
Llr Pym, thern Seqra{;éz‘y ot State for : s |C e}
reee the Uniteq States 8uthoritieg have 'already sta
nucl.eapr Matirialc Were Involveg eitaer v, vhiz 4 crash:
OF LL gy builiines afiected 5¥ 4hs résmtin.z;f riret, Wouls o
expect'Ufologists' to pursue either of these angles any.furthe;?
if they g Suggest you refep them to yg, Incidentalj, ™= is
clear thay the author did not look af g map if she SUpposes that
Lakenheath is "a poy miles nortyw of Bentwaters?

o I hope thig is helpful to.you ang that Bentwaters does not
become East Angliatg answver ‘4o Warminster. . . .

Yours Sincerely,

o[ 7
/é"// ’L{T‘K




RAF LIAISON OFFICE |
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk 1P12 21
C1FAUG

Telephane Woodbridge 3737 ex¥K:IH 2257

Your refer‘qnc 6

MOD(DS8a)

- Our reference

BENT/19
Date

§ October

/76/Air

1982

.UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFQO's)

Reference:

A. BENT/19/76/Air dated 15 January 1981.

1. Under cover of reference A
Base Commander's report concerning some unexplained
sightings on 27/29 December 1980
was approached by two women
but I refused to confirm or
telephoned from New York by
He asked me qQuestions about
He claimed he was 8 serious
objective article about the
the article he described to

UFO investigator and wan
incidentn
me must have had a viviad

2. I have now ménaged to obtain a copy of the artiecl
copy for your information. The magazine is called "T
pudblished weekly by:

ORBIS Publishing Ltd
Orbis House

20/22 Bedfordbury
London WC2N LBT

The article was in Volume 9 Issue No 106.

3. I now anticipate a flood of enquiries

nd\ would b
some guidance on MOD Policy concerning UF

D H MORELAND
Sgqn Ldr
RAF cCadr

/) Pg

I forwardead you & copy of the Deputy
lights anad

Some time after the incident I
wvho claimed to be UFO investigators,
deny their claims. A week
& Mr Eric Mishara from Og
an article in a British UFO Magazine.

ago I was
nie Magazine.

ted to write an
I told him thét whoever wrote -

imagination.

e and enciose a
he Unexplained"

e grateful for




- lga-ranking us Air Force officers talk to the crew of g
SFO that crashed in East Anglia? Or was the story a

THE STUDY OF ALLEGED CRASHES of aljen
craft does not enjoy a degree ofrespectability
proportional to its importance. Many ufo-
logists decry those who Iy to unravel the
truth behind such mysteries, for there are
major problems with al| these stories. The
crashes always seem to OCCur in remote
desert regions. In nearly al] of them many
years elapse before they are investigated.
And there are very few witnesses, all of
whom demand strict conﬁdcntiality, ‘for fear
of reprisals’. They insist that the security lid
onthese events is so tight that if j; were made
public that they had spoken out they would
live in fear of the consequences.

These criticisms are true even of the cases
studied by Leonard Stringfield, the pioneer

are known in ufologists’ jargon), and one, at
least ~ the Kingman, Arizona, case of May
1953 — has an appreciable degree of support.
His very important research was published
inthe United States and appeared in a three-
part series in the respected British journal
Fiving Saucer Review, The Roswell case (see
page 2034) is one of Stringfield’s — and

The expanse of Rendlesham
Forest, in Suffolk, set in flat,
lonely countryside. Local
people saw lights
descending into the forest
and Forestry Commission
workers found scorched
trees. The reports coincided
with sensational stories
emanating from a local air
base, telling of a uro landing

Impact-and

“area? Or the witnesses who ey

actually ong¢ of the mosgt Poorly suypnn:
C s
But whe‘re, we might woxfd;:pp Ofted,
recent crashes? Or the ones nop in’ ':l: the
Csért
: s
Well, s_ome‘ of these conditiong” peak out?

in December 1980, _ o ‘Aﬁéﬁa
Rendlesh]am Forest is g pPretry v, v -
area about 12 miles (19 HlOmeng;véast!::g

north of Ipswich. It is Surrounded p, ;
the most Spa;lrsely populated lang iyns‘s):)n e]?f
eastern Engl‘and, fenland on which the"m:lt .
scattered far‘gns. The only commupn;

real size is the village of Woodbrig

Between 27 and 30 December 1980 2
number of re\ports of lights in the sky were
made from ithis general area, €specially
around the coastal town of Leiston. A nuc-
lear power station is nearby and some very
interesting close encounters have been re.
corded in thj;s vicinity. Brenda Butler ang
Dot Street, local investigators for the British
UFO Research Association (BUFORA), follow-
ed up the sightings of the lights.- They
included one |from a witness who said he
observed a brilliant white light that hovered

affer

<,
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as : a little enigmatic. It is the
ory taat they usually jump at. Butler
¢t suggest that there are indications
lack of interest was due to influence
>laces.

iuthor Paul Begg heard one of the
: from an acquaintance in his local
ar Rendlesham. This man said he
as a radar operator in a civilian
ument in the neighbouring county of
. A friend had been on duty on 30
rer and had tracked an unknown
:ading south (which was towards the
ham Forest area). The radar return
correspond to that of any known

there and, although lacking detail, was ge-
nerally consistent with the information re-
ceived by others. The story came from the
United States, from & serviceman who had
returned there after being stationed in
England and therefore may have felt more
free to talk. -
Finally there was local gossip that ‘some-
thing queer’ had gone on at the air base.
These stories involved an “air crash’ in the
forest and did not seem to refer to a uro. The
belief that there had been a crash ‘was
strengthened by the report of a farmer who
lived beside the wood and had seen a brightly
lit object descend into the forest. He tele-
phoned the base and suggested that one of

:ple of days later, there were surprise  their aircraft had come down. He was not

to the radar centre. Us Air Force
irrived and took away the tapes of the
icking from the relevant night, They
the civilian operators, in confidence,

object they had tracked had landed
>n the Woodbridge airfield - and that
1d emerged. Personnel from the base
roachedinajeep, the engine of which
:d as it came close to the craft. The air
'csonnel had then conversed with the

Begg reported the story to the
and she asked Peter Warrington, a
st investigator of radar cases, to
1p the case. He talked to the radar
rs and got the same details from
\Il of this occurred before any of the
ants knew of the information that
Butler and Dot Street possessed.
sditor of BUFORA’s Journal, Norman
also received an account of an in-
t the Woodbridge base. It essentially

Y% naa taken place

,//H OLLESLEY
s BAY

2 miles

2 kilometres

/72

An A-_?O ground attack
aircraft of the Us Air Force,
According to an informant
from the USAF base at
Woodti)ridge. aircraft of thig —
type were sent over the areg
of the Plleged UFO encounter
the day after it happened,
suppos;edly to monitor
radioactivity. The aircraft is
designfed to fly safely at very
low speeds and low
altitudes, making it valuable

for ground surveys

Left: tr‘\e area of Suffolk that
includes Rendlesham Forest
and thfe nearest large town,

lpswicp. The country around ~
the forFst is some of the
lonelie§t in Britain. Two ~

versior?s of the uro -
encounter story are current:
according to one, the object

landed‘ in the forest, roughly -
in the area marked by the red
star; according to the other,

it landed on the Woodbridge
air base itself

2103
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Butler’s trusted contacts at the Woodbridge
base passed an astonishing piece of inform-
ation to her. He said that a UFo had come
down in the forest, abour 2 miles (3 kilomet-
res) from the base. It seems that this was
probably on 30 December. The contact, a
high-ranking officer, visited the scene along
with the base commander and security per-
sonnel. They carried No weapons — these
were expressly forbidden. The commander
talked for some time with small ‘aliens’, 3 feet
(1 metre) tall and wearing silver suits, who

were suspended in ‘shafts of light’ beside the
landed craft.

Classified conversations

Brenda Butler’s contact refused to tell her
specific details of the shape of the object,
which was apparently damaged and being
repaired. He also refused to comment on the
subject matter of the detailed conversations
that took place. Eventually, he claimed, the
UFO departed - unsteadily at first — and strict
security was imposed on ali personnel who
knew of the affair. Photographs that had been
taken by some officers, without permission,
were immediately confiscated. The officer
mentioned, provocatively, that this was not
the first time that a UFO had landed near - or
perhaps even on — the base.

This officer was willing to talk to Butler
only because of their Pastdealings and on the
strict understanding that his confidentiality
should be preserved. She was also required,
at first, not to make use of the information he

21N

Above: the ufologists who
studied the wave of
independent uro reports
centred on the Rendlesham
Forest area: Dot Street (left)
and Brenda Butler at the
spot where they estimate
that a brightly lit object,
reported by a-local farmer,
must have descended. The
Rendlesham case is more
promising for research than
the classic ‘retrieval’ cases
compiled by the leading
American ufologist Leonard
Stringfield (above tight), for
the reports were nearly
contemporary with the
incidents described

/25

had im

1parted about this incident.
Bre

nda Butler agreed to the officer’s
quest. ‘She kept the story to hesself throu
out January, not even relating it-to hcr_c
colleaéue Dot Street. Even when she did
her the story — about four weeks later, w
rumou‘rs of the incident had bcgur} to
culate from other sources — she continue
observe the officer’s confidentiality. C
sequen‘t]y we are heavily reliant on her w
Howev}er, in discussions wit}} the author
seemed both sincere and rehable:.

A y}ear later another investigator :
ceeded|in confirming the existence of Bre
Butler’s contact. Harry Harris, a lawyer
an inv‘estigator with the Manchester-
Research Association, spoke to the off
who co‘nﬁrmed the basic details as Bre
had reported them. However, he avoide:
subseqti;ent attempts by Harris to com
nicate with him.

The | rumour emerged during Febrt
1981, through several channels. All \
independent of each other, of Brenda Bu
and of the media. Indeed, considering
number of people in the area who seer
have heard about the events, this lacl
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26/12/80/1030 ‘
SER.NO-  31AL4 REC-PHONE S/D-W CODE(1)-32
MESSAGE - WE HAVE HAD A CALL FROM THE|
REFERENCE TO THE U,F,0, REPOUR
HAVE FOUND A PLACE wHERE
S TO HAVE LANDED.
LOCATI ON- _RgPPROX. 2 MILES EAST OF THE
| NFORMER- /e [l wooo s/oiv s
SECTOR~ 03 i
ACTION(DIV)~
E0602
ACTION(FHQ )=
AQ60L
W2R ATTENDING A060L
RESULT~ THERE WERE THREE MARKS IN THE AREA WHICH DID NOT
FOLLOW A SET PATTERN, THE [MPRESSIONS MADE BY THE
SE MARKS WERE OF NO DEPTH AND COULD HAVE BEEN MADE -
BY AN ANIMAL. PC CRESSWELL ATTENDED
ARRESTS- 00. Ny
SUMMONS- 00 o
REPORTED BY- S
GRID REF=- )
RESULTED BY~ 604
LATE ENTRY  26/12/80
NNNN
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SUFFOLK CONSTABULARY

Telephone No. _282178 FELIXSTOWE Police Station

32 High Road West
Felixstowe
Suffolk IP11 9JE

Our Ref: 18(2)F/88

27th October 1988

Dear Mr. - s.F40

I refer to your letter to Woodbridge Police Station dated 18th October
1988.

I can inform you that, at shortly after 4 a.m. on 26th December 1980,
the police did receive a call reporting unusual lights being seen in
the sky near R.A.F. Woodbridge. The police responded to this call,
but there was no evidence to substantiate or indicate the presence of
an unidentified flying object.

You may already be aware that three local residents also pursue your
interest in U.F.0's and have written a book on this incident called
'Skycrash', namely, Brenda BUTLER, Dot STREET and Jenny RANDLES.
Unfortunately, I do not know the name of the publishers, nor if it is
«still available for purchase.

I hope this helps you in your research.

Yours sincerely,

s.F40

Superintendent) -~ Felixstowe Sub Division

J

s.F40
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FORCE HEADQUARTERS, MARTLESHAM HEATH,
IPSWICH IP5 7QS Tel. Ipswich (0473) 624848 Telex: 98120

All official correspondence should be addressed to the Chief Conslable

Your Ref.

Our Ref. 25(3)3/83 DJI/SRP 23 November 1983

Dear Sir
SIGHTING OF UNUSUAL LIGHTS IN THE SKY AT WOODBRIDGE ON 26 DECEMBER 80

With reference to your letter dated 3 November 83 which related to the above
mentioned incident.

Police knowledge of this matter is limited to a telephone report of the
alleged incident timed at 4.11 am on 26 December and received from a person
at RAF Bentwaters together with the two subsequent visits to the location by
police officers.

The first visit followed immediately the reported incident and the two
officers who attended made a search of the area with a negative result. A
note on the log indicates that Air Traffic Control at West Drayton were
contacted and that there was no known knowledge of aircraft in that area to
coincide with the time of the sighting. Mention is slso made on the log of
reports received of aerial phenomena over Southern England during that
night. The only lights visible to the officers visiting the incident were
those from Orford Light House.

A further report was received at 10.30 am on 26 December 80 from a staff
member at RAF Bentwaters indicating that a place had been found where a
craft of some sort could have landed. An officer attended and the area
involved did bear three marks of an indeterminate pattern. The marks were
apparently of no depth and the officer attending thought they could have
been made by an animal.

It is considered little more would be gained by you making direct contact
with the officers involved as the above information constitutes the sum of
their knowledge in relation to this matter. It is hoped the information
supplied will be of assistance to you in formulating your intended account
of the circumstances.

Yours faithfully

V Chief Constable
s.F40
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s.F40

s.F40

oi: E— - I - I

DATE

TO

FAX NO.
FOR ATTENTION OF
ORIGINATOR

PAGES TO FOLLOW

TEXT

As discussed please
locate any files (due
(including the author

| trust this will suffic

SUFFOLK CONSTABULARY

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION

FORCE HEADQUARTERS
MARTLESHAM HEATH

s.F42 IPSWICH IP5 gCLS“Z

18 January 2001

Home Office Action Against Crime

and Disorder Unit

S —

s.F40 I F-b'c Order Section

1214

s.F42

:s.F40-xecutive Services Manager

2

s.F40
find a copy of a letter sent to

of the attached letter!}.

e.

Executive Services Manager

Confidentiality Notice - this messaqge is intended only for the addressee and may contain infi

n July 1999 which may be of
use. As also discussed due to the period elapsed since the ‘incident’ it has not been possible to
to them being stored in a different location). Furthermore the situation is
exacerbated by the fact that most police officers serving at that time have since retired
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FORCE HEADQUARTERS, MARTLESHAM HEATH, IPSWICH IP5 7QS
Tel: Ipswich (01473) 613500 Telex: 98120 Fax: 474274
All official correspondence should be addressed to the Chief Constable

P J Scott-Lee Esq. QPM
Chief Constable

Your Ref:

Our Ref: 28 July 1999

s.F40

INCIDENT IN RENDLESHAM FOREST - DECEMBER 19380

I refer to your letter of 22 July 1999 in relation to a series of unusual events which allegedly occurred outside
the perimeter of RAF Woodbridge, Suffolk, during the last week of December 1980.

A great deal of interest has understandably been generated in respect of this story, not least because of the
apparent number and standing of witnesses. However, over the intervening years, various reports of the
incident(s) seem to have taken on a life of their own to the extent that the 'sighting’ details and corroborative
evidence have been substantially embellished. This contrasts sharply with the views of the local police who
attended at the time and did not perceive this occurrence as being anything unusual considering the festive
significance of the date and expected high spirits.

Such a perception lends support to the lack of police documentary evidence and one needs to understand the
minimalistic nature of rural policing in order to appreciate the answers which | will attempt to give to your

questions. s.F40 s.F40

(1) Both Pc [ and Pc -ave retired from the force but, being a long standing friend of the
former, 1 have spoken to him recently and at great length in response to other similar journalistic
enquiries. He does not recall making any official report and there is no evidence that one was made.

s.F40 s.F40

(2) _has confirmed that he and Pc [Jjwere in the Law Enforcement Office at RAF

entwaters when they were diverted to a "higher priority' task at Otley post office. As rural night-duty
officers they would have sole responsibility for policing a huge territorial area (approx 400 square
miles) and would certainly have treated a post office burglary as more important than a recurrence
of an earlier incident which was seen as somewhat frivolous.

(3) Pc Brian Cresswell's {also now retired) visit to the alleged landing site would not have generated more
than a standard incident log unless he was convinced that something worth reporting had occurred.
s.F40pc ad discussed the matter with him and it appeared that all three officers were equally

unimpressed with the nights events.

(4) Civilian police officers were not employed in guarding the area surrounding the alleged landing site(s)
or to deter access as there was no evidence to indicate that anything of immediate concern to the
police had occurred.

continued .........u.0

s.F40
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() There is no documentary evidence that police officers were involved in similar incidents on 27-31
December that year and Pc-;a?;f(; recall any further requests for police attendance.
S.
(6) Special Branch officers should have been aware of the incident(s) through having sight of the
Incident Log(s) but would not have shown an interest unless there was evidence of a potential
threat to national security. No such threat was evident.

| have tried to be as objective as possible with the answers provided and, like yourself, would
undoubtedly be pleased to see a local incident such as this substantiated as an authentic 'UFO'
s.F4@xperience. Pc holds similar views to myself and returned to the forest site in daylight in case he had
missed some evidence in the darkness. There was nothing to be seen and he remains unconvinced that
the occurrence was genuine. The immediate area was swept by powerful light beams from a landing
beacon at RAF Bentwaters and the Orfordness lighthouse. | know from personal experience that at night,
in certain weather and cloud conditions, these beams were very pronounced and certainly caused strange
visual effects. '

If you have any other query in respect of this subject | will be pleased to discuss the issues further. My

direct dial telephone number is| GG .F42

Yours sincerely,

s.F40
Mations (Planning)
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