~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. )
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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!
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from the briefing
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r 1980 and th
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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 .
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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,
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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,
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have since Breatly  supposed ¢
on the event, spegk. whole
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the Paper,
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facent Thor-
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Q pines 75f¢ ta]
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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
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News of the World a4 saying
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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.
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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
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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
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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
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i SUNDAY PEOPLE

UFD DID NOT 1AND IR ST,

2. and that's official
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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.
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down |on the main unway
of USAF Wooebricge,
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-cession. and landed *z¢
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‘Was spotted by guards who
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SOMETHING strange h'aopened
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H

nearby.
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The | Incredible doey.:
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Cologe! Charies sHols says’®
the xizh:‘.na'-ven-reponed‘.
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feport of a yUro landing in
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78

i Forestry =wurkers Jester-,
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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
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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
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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)

/EZ
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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
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Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephona 01 =23 2638 (Direct Dialling)
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;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
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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




