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“about your dept there is a basic one page file for each UFO report that you would Teci-
eve.now about regulations that direct persons to send UFO reports to your deptland can

I obtain a copy of these documents that exist that dictate guidlines a sort of official

document that informs police and military about why these reports|/are important to
the MOD DS8 and why this particular dept has ben chosen for this assignment 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 highly documented and by
official channels and by higher ranking personnal were involved which iis indeed very
unusual ,- ‘does your office ever conduct any field investigations oh UFO sighting reports
looking into background of a particular sighting that has physical traces with photogr-

aphic evidence of a UFO and photos of the landing sight showing actual 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 sighting“

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

reports , “where 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 UFO sighting to determ
ine the defense implications of that particular report and has the MI5 or MIS intellie
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 the British government
and weither its intelligence aparatus is doing anymonitoring of tne UFO phenomena for
possible intelligence information of some benifit to British military 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 reasens which are concide-
red valid enough |

I wish to thank you for your kind and|

that you will provide in your reply SINCERLY

a

Signed tt “(t;tCCUm
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

AIR FORCE OFFICE CF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS

CHIEF OF INFORMATION RELEASE

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

I am presently involved in some background research investigateing on a book titled Clear
Intent by Batry Greenwocd and Larry Fawcett on page 224 of their book a report is discuss-ed which originated from Kirckland AFB N.M. dated 2-9 Sept 80 OSI complaint form for offic-ial use only 8 Aug 3 80 alledged sightings of Unidentified Aerial Lights in restricted tes-t range the file # is 8017D93-0/29 I wish to ask if you can release the complete file unde-
r the Freedome of Information Act 5 USC552 and can I please recieve a copy of this filethe following incidents are on file at the British Minestry Cf Defense their address igs Ma-in Building Whitehall London SW1A-2HB the present head of the UFO report recieving dept DS8is Andrew Mathewson however not knowing how their government would respond to an inquiryfrom a citizen of a foreign country about documents that the British Government might rega=rd as sensitive enough as far as being of a high security nature a reply possitly vould notbe given here concerning a official report probably regarded as confidential meaning not fodistribution to persons with out a security clearance I should point out that the report ison page 218 of the book Clear Intent and on( page 22 and 23 of the book Sky Crash A CosmicConspiracy by Brenda Butler Dot Street and Jenny Randles) the report has ben photoduplica-ted in its entirety in both books what I am interested in verifying here is the existence o:the report and possibly additional documents in the form of an open file this is the filedreport written as follows DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE HEADQUARTERS 81st Combat Support Grou.RAF Bentwaters filed by Deputy Base Commander Lt, Col,USAF CHARLES I HALT dated January 13t]1981 subject Unexplained Lights le Early in the mourning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300)two USAF security police patroleman saw unusual lights outside the back gate at RAF Wood br icge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forced down, they called for permissio.to go outside the gate to investigates The on duty flight chief responded and allowed threepatrolmen to proceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing al strange bright object in theforrest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance and triangular in shape ap-proximately two to three meters across the base and approximately two meters high. It illuminated the entire forrest with a white light. The object itself! had a pulsing red light ontop and a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legse As the pa-~trolmen approached the object it maneuvered through the trees and disapeared. At this timethe animals on a nearby farm went into a frenzy. The object was) briefly Sighted an hour lat:ter near the back gate. 2. The next day, three depressions one and a half inches deep andseven inches in diameter were found where the object had been sighted been sighted on th Bground. The following night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readi-nes of 0.1 mitliroentgens 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, Later in the night a red sunlike light was seen through the trees. It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appearedto throw off glowing particles and then broke into five seperate white objects and then di-Sapeared, Immediately thereafter,three star like objects were noticed in the sky, two obje=-cts to the north and one to the south, all of which were

; 

about ten degrees off the horizon.The objects moved rapidly in sharp angular movements and displayed red, green and blue lig-hts. The objects to the north appeared to be ecliptical through an 8 by 12 power lense.Theythen turned to full circles, The object to the south was visable for two or three hours andbeamed a stream of light from time to time. Numerous individuals including the undersigned,witnessed the activities in paragraphs 2 and 3 |Signed CHARLES I HALT,Lt,Col, USAF Deputy Base Commander
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the following personall were assigned at the joint RAF base of Bentwaters/Woodbridge 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
Major Malcolm Zickler left in jan 81

Captain Kathleen Mc€ollom left in Jan 84

Colonel Soya left in jan 81

Sergeant Adrian Bustinza Jan 81

Airman lst Class John Burrougs left in Jan 81
Airman lst Class Steve Wilkins left possibly in Jan 81
Airman lst Class Art Wallace Left in Jan 81 not his real name ahd he is no longer in theUSAF now a civillian also on record by authors of Sky CrashaA Cosmic 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 lst Class Steve Roberts Security police patroleman witnessed the first si-ehting 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 base Commander during the UFO events
Brigadier General Richard M Pascoe zSth Air Division left in spring of 84
the following reports of the Rendlesham forrest incidents was was 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 so for the record he will be
tefered 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
erce Base as a Security Policeman, He had ben assigned to the base for only a short periodof time when at 1:00 A.M. on the night either on or near to 30 Dec 80 Airman Wallace was onduty at the Bentwaters flight line,a jeep pulled up.Two men a sergeant and a lieutenant,toldWallace to get in because they were going over to the motor pool.On the way oversAirman Wallce and the sergeant were told to get gas powered “light-alls"(trailer mounted lights used tcilluminate large areas).The lights were attched to the jeep,and|/the Bentwaters main gate whee they met other vehicles.The convoy moved out tword the Rendlesham forrest a few miles awayAirman Wallace heard radio chatter mentioning names of people he knew plus OSI most likely ateferance to the Air Force Office of Investigations,Airman Wallace saw security police as we11 as members of the British Military stationed all along the way They pulled onto a dirt rcd and drove about a mile into the Rendlesham Forrest,stopping at Airman Wallace referred toS a staging point.The men were ordered to check their weapons in since they would not betaking them along Airman Wallace went into the woods with four other men led by a captain whhad met them at the Bentwaters motor pool.As they approached a clearing in the woods,they nciced a brightness in the distance and the sound of helicopters overhead Wallace noticed anairman crying at tbhe edge of the clearing with a medic attending him.This puzzled AirmanWallace as he couldnt imahine what might have been going on.The first thing the men noticedwhen they had a clear view view was the large movie cameras had_| been placed surrounding afield in the clearingsMany plainclothes personel were milling about watching something .The something was an object taking the appearance of a transparent aspirin tablet ,hoveringabout one foot off the ground.Airman Wallace estimated that the object was fiftey feet in dimeter and had a bright,pulsating,yellow mist inside it.It did not move from its position.

h/



1

.

Airman Wallace and some of the men approached the object to within ten feeteTwo 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 areaeA radio call was heard over a field radiuniteA helicopter pilot said,here it comes.In the distance a red light appeared first behind
a pine tree,then in fron of it.The light quickly sped over to the asr‘rin shaned objecr and
hovered at a position about twenty feet above it.sfter maintaining this position for a minut
pthe red light troke up.No explosion occured in the conventiona | senseeThe light merly brokeup into a shower of particles.sSuddenly,in the place of the red light and and the aspirin shaed object another vehicle appeared.Airman Wallace said it was a domed disc,btright white in.olor,with an intricately detailed surface much like the models used in movies like“star wars’and"close encounters" It had two appendages on the lower flang of the disc which seem to bethe beginning of delta wingsbut not quite.sShadows were cast on the surface of the disc by soe of the raised relief detail.sAirman Wallace and the men with him walked around the object ad noticed some interesting effects,Their own shadows were cast onto the object,probably bythe 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 advance one pace more then stop.Stinned and disbelieving of this effect,Airman Wallace and the others walked and stoped severaltimes,each time noyicing the effect Tepeat itself,Additionally,the third time that they triecthis a light came over the head of a shadow and moved from one |head to another
Under hypnosis Wallace found his memory extending beyond tno point where cne ‘TV video light’danced on the side of the UFO.He now saw aliens Wallace describes them clearly.There werethree and their height was about three or three and a half feet,Their heads were large and o:of proportion to their bodies.Their eyes were like inverted cats eyes, and the ear,nose andmouth were all just slits.Two wore all over silver suits*like an loverall*=the other ,who seemecto be the leader,wore a similar suit but blakish.He also had what looked like a long stick byhis side.It was apparently clinging to the suit,but their did not appear to be any belt orfastening.The three aliens floated from the underside of the craft and onto the ground.Stillin a floating motion the one in black moved twords gordon williams,who Wallace insist wasclose 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 crafteIt was out of view and so Wallace could not: see what was occurring,but he could tell fromthe reaction of the men that something.eAnd the aliens appeared to react too.Their eyes werenormally very small but at this point they responded by enlarging them They swelled up intobig circles and then returned to normal.sAfter a few moments the contact with Williams proceeded.Wallace was awere that the aliens had damaged their craft and that assistance was beingofferedin its repair But he was Simply mesmerized watching the conversation.Then one of theother two aliens began to float over in the direction of the group of men of which WallaceWas one.Oh my god he's coming over to us Wallace recalls shoutingeAnd then even the hypnosis

could produce nothing beyond blackmess,untill the reawakening in the barracksThe debriefing occured that day following the night UFO encounter Wallace was picked up ondase by a black car with dark glass.He could not see where he was going he felt as if he wereIrugged because they made him get in and he did not want to.He felt very strange.The two mensore dark suits and looked oriental.Neither spoke when he demanded | to’ know where they were~aking him.eBut he felt a voice in his head say,'Dont be affraid. ‘After getting out of the car1€ an unknown location in the dark,Wallace was led down several flights of steel stairs.He was1ow in a large room which housed the UFO,identical to the one he had seen in the forrest thelay before.But he was hastily led away from here into another room where several other men he“ecognized from the encounterwere present.Everywhere aroud him was spotless and clean, like alospital.An officer then spoke verbally and told him not to Worry as all would be explained,

out in the forrest that night eAn officer,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 fil was a collection of movie clips apparently taken from ai
pursuit of military planes and spanned many years,beginning with
One scene was of a craft in a huge hangar somewhere.After the sho
nothing was said Wallace felt very calm and relaxed and again as
a glow shining at the back of the screen he saw a small Figure.It
by the material,but it was evidently an alien!The alien proceeded
came from and why it was on earth,.This it did straight into Art W
spoken Wallace could not recall the name or origin of the alien,e
could remember the reason supposedly offered for its visiteThe al
mankind.But only certain people had been selected to recieve this
room were some who had ben chosen.Others had been chosen before a
aliens doing similar things elsewhereoThey hac been on earth for
and guiding the human race.Great changes were due soon.Some had h
to come and Wallace and the others intended for intended for the
to play in these.sMore information would be Biven when these chang
have no no fear,because the aliens were going to watch over their
now this version has a high degree of strangeness in the explanat
alledgedly made contact with Wallace I believe this view shiuld
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Second World War ¢£Ootage,

and
if he were dtugged.But throug
was only in Sillouette,maske
to explain who it wWas,where

allace'’s mind no words were
ver under hypnosis.But he
iens were here to educate
knowledge.The seven men int

nd there were a number of
a very Long time ,watching Ove
appened already.Others were 3
purpose,would have 3 big part
escame closer.But they shoulc
their proteges

ion of why the aliens had

or several grains of salt I believe it highly possible for some c
humans and some alien intelligent life forms but the way that mig
discussion the Wallace version is not acceptable in my view of r
meeting could possibly take place under those circumstances perha
meet alien intelligent life forms but we need more time to devel
programs perhaps more world cooperation in Space will lead to mor
but until then we can be satasfied for the present that there are
S out there we only have to get there and I believe with our shut
direction this space program gets several countries involved in v
everyone involved this is a very good step in achieving long term
eventually lead to some possible futre contact with alien life fo
cur level or much higher in intelligence than the human occupants
far as the UFO phenomena is concerned there many interesting theor
forms as some of the close encounter cases that are well research
rest in our planetary biology and the varied life forms that inha
not exclusively humans I think that if a scientist does research
life his standard rule
ess of doing his biolog

particular biological 1
aliens are only partly
the more documented cas

ical research so that true scientific stud
ife form this does not seem to be the case
succesfull in their endeaver to alledgedly
e historys indicate the persons alliedgedly

their abduction with the assistance of specialized hypnosis regre
become known to persons in addition to the alledged person abduflicts with our owm ideas of and experience of what happens whenlower forms of life the results are usually very unfortunate the
looses his identity his culture something like when the preditor
*S Virtually eliminated with his natural enemy gone his balance ounplanned introduction of pest control methods can lead to a unbameans that exist do work as with humans
ior intelligent life forn many thousands
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of years in advance of omight dest our civilization and culture and result in the dest

that we have today so planned contact with humans is possible buthe best approach at the present
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILOING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB 12,/ap)
Telephone 01-218 aK. (Ditect Oralting)

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

> ARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE

FOR THE ARMED FORCES

D/US of S(AF)DGT/6210 (4 June 1985

Dea (eer
You wrote to Michael Heseltine on 1 May 1985 about) the sighting
of an unidentified 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, formed at the time,
that the events to which you refer were of no nerepes 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.

a

Gi,

> aL

Lord Trefgarne

Admiral of the Fleet the Rt Hon Lord Hill-Notton GC

|
,

|
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| i2[4 copy apf

APS/US of S(AF)
through Sec(As)2 fF

1 US of S(AF) will recall recent correspondence on this matterwith Lord Hill-Norton and Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP. In both Cases hetook the line that we have nothing to add to what had already beenSaid on the Woodbridge incident. Indeed, this was the line taken inprevious correspondence with David Alton (See! M3). The encloseddraft reply to Mr Alton once more follows this approach.

2. Mr Alton specifically requested a copy |/of the MOD officialreply ‘o last letter. This is enclosed, together with arearlier letter to which it refers. There is no objection to passingthis correspondence to Mr Alton.

3. You may wish to note that Mr Alton has japparertly Passed onboth letters sent by Lord Trefgarne on 19 March 85, even though oneof these was intended to be for his informatior only.

12 June 1985
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DRAFT

D/US of SCAF)/DGT 5173 
June 1985.

Thank you for your letter of 16 May to Michael Heseltine

enclosing one from GUNN» Xou asked to seel a copy of the

Department's reply to GHEY letter of 25 February 1985 and this

is enclosed, together with earlier correspondence to which it refers,

As I pointed out in my letter of 19 March, the MoD concerns

‘itself Orly with the defence implications of reported UFO sightings.
‘In this context, the report submitted by Col Halt in January 1981 was
examined by those in the Department responsible for such matters and,
as I have made clear in the past, it was considered to have no

defence significance. We have since seen nothing!) to alter this view

‘and there is nothing I can usefully add to the comments made in

Sec(AS)'s letter or Ca.

Lord Trefgarne

David Alton Esq MP

Job No 2-24
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

16 th May 1985

1 enclose a letter I have received from Sm following on
from enquiries | first raised with your Departmen

| redd MD letter with great interest and it
the points he raises ‘are quite reasonable and mer
I should be most grateful if you could let me hav
and if you could let me see’a copy.of the reply t
letter to your Department dated 25th February 193!

C

of

t in March,

seems to me that

it a reply,

your comments

own

5,

Yeurs sincerely,

Gu

Davia

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

Ministry of Defence
Main Building

Whitehal}

London. as SWEL2HB neerpaedemersscn
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14th May, 1985

David Alton, Esq., MP,
House of Commons,
Westminster,
London SW1

Dear Mr. Alton,

|GERD :.:; kept me informed about her corres-pondence with you on the unusual incidents which were reported to the Ministryof Defence by USAF authorities at RAF Woodbridge in January 1981. I have alsoseen Lord Trefgarne's letters to you of 19th March. |

|
decided to write further to you about this puzzling

, and she referred to me her enclosed letter of 3lst March,which is addressed to you, in the hope that I might be able to add useful comm
ents. Much to my regret I have had to spend much time out| of London on otherbusiness in recent weeks and it is only now that I am able, very belatedly, tosend on a to you.

My own background,in brief, is that I served!in the Ministry of
Defence from 1949 to 1977, leaving in the grade of Under Secretary of State.
From 1969 to late in 1972 I headed a Division in the central staffs of the MOD
which had responsibilities for supporting RAF operations.
touch with a proportion of the many reports which the Depa
unidentified traces in British airspace.

and disquieting case

This brought me into

riement receives about

I believe that is right to remain very dissatisfied
with the official line which the MOD has adopted on the Rendlesham Forest incid-
ents of December. 1980. I have myself said so on a number of public occasions,
and I have pursued the matter in correspondence with the MOD - wholly without
success,

At the risk of burdening you with an excessive amount of paper, I
attach the most recent of my letters to the Ministry of Defence. You will see
that this is dated 25th February 1985. I have so far received no answer, despite
reminders. On a previous occasion it took the Department three and a half months
to send me a wholly perfunctory reply.

laims much collateral evidence for her own views; on
this I am not competent to comment. My own position is, quite simply, that an
extraordinary report was made to the Ministry of Defence by the Deputy Base
Commander at RAF Woodbridge early in 1981; that the very existence of this report
was denied by the MOD until persistent: researchers in the US secured its release
under the AmericanFreedom of InformationAct in 1983; and |that the MOD's resp-
onses to questions since that time have been thoroughly unsatisfactory.

I cannot accept Lord Trefgarne's view that there is no Defence
interest in this case. Unless Lt.Col. Halt was out of his mind, there is clear
evidence in his report that British airspace and territory were intruded upon.
by an unidentified vehicle on two occasions in late December 1980 and that no
authority was able to prevent this. If, on the other hand, Halt's report cannot|
be believed, there is equally clear evidence of a serious mis judgement of events
by USAF personnel at an important base in British territory. Either way, the

|



case can hardly be without Defence Significance.

|
. The dates in question are now rather remote,

this should be taken to excuse the very perfunctory manne
Trefgarne has dealt with your letter. I hope that you may feel able topursue the matter further, either in correspondence or |in a PQ. The essence |of the questions to be pressed seems to me to lie in my preceding ParagraphSeen in these terms, — eee in the GUARDIAN (which Lord ;Trefgarne rather Surprisingly falls back upon) is wholly irrelevant. If theUSAF really are capable of hallucinations induced by a lighthouse which mustsurely be very familiar to them, then I shudder for that powerful fingerwhich lies upon so many triggers.

but I doubt that
r in which Lorg

My own letter to the MOD (enclosed) raises other more detailedquestions. But I do not Suggest that you should necessarily concern yourselfwith them, anyway at this stage. It would be nice if the MOD would answerletters, of course ' But the’essence of the Defence interest which I suggesta responsible Member of Parliament might reasonabl y raise lies in the argumentI have tried to Present above.

Tf I can be of any assistance in discussion with you, I am atyour disposal.

Yours sincerely,

wimps! - Sor twee J ye mre=
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Dear Mr Alton, 

|

Thank you for your enclosures (undated) which reached me on 30th inst. ‘
May I comment on the reply of Lord Trefgarne to yourself.

virtually a word-for-word repeat of the standard
churning them out of the word processor$) However
previously noted. These are the specific reference

His letter is

money to keep

of points not

"any incident

MoD line (it Must save£
» he does add a Couple

es to not Covering unor mishap" and not "in any war to obscure the truth". That Said, and aa
presumably being true, I would have thought that it was of interest to Know from the }
KoD why they Only have the memo from Col Halt (and note he 

4
is refered to in Trefgarnes

he is Lt .Col.). t

t (whatever it wes) occurred on BRITISH Soil (not base
imeter fence of an RAF owned base, Consequently Britis:richt to exmpect te have been xept informed of matters, especiallyal J 

ra 
| . .

mander (Squadron Leader Donald Moreland) was specifi

letter as Colonel Halt,

O
o
pt
ad

his rank row, although on the memo
3ear in mind that this inciden
land) and just Outside the per
citizens have a

then British com

snat purpos:,
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cally on base for
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Paes ~ @ccording to the MoD s

19 time made @available...,VIz

S
i
p
e

L
i
e

vance — we are lead “to believe the following data was at

.+/ The tape recordin& made by Halt,
iPficersow

the vase security chief and Several other senior‘nich describes in detail the taking of soil samples ,tree samzles,photograrh a-adiation reacdings,infra—red readings etc AT THE SI?E ON BRITISH | SOIL. Subsequently _8 the tape records) a "yro" reappeared, This tape is insersonally told me in January 1984 (several
commander in America) that he wa

%

2
2,

=

=

our/hands and Moreland

months before we got it from the US
S aware of its existence.
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24 come the MoD have no

‘ritish soil Without MoD
4a] evidence?

Copy? How come the activities recorded on it toox place on
xnowledge? How come Moreland never advised the MoD of this

ii) The photographs and Samples recorded on the tape (which isoanuine by the US) are
fficially accepted

sagain,crucial evidence.Under a recent Freedom of InformationJS) request they have been admitted and are likely to be made available in theUStery Snortky. Again, I think we are entitled to ask why the MoD appear not only to te“aware of these but have no copies or copies of the analysis results which must-cOmpany them. Again Moreland was @ware that these Samples and photographs were taxen

uv

0 to be). Indeed in the letter to me
. 

o@ 13 April 1983 Ds 8 do say that the lightsce unidentified and have " 
‘

no explanation"TM,

ms to me that there are iQuestions here concerning the interrelation between

& Rnown by the MoD or the results of thear work‘ing made available, ;

is an interesting question aS to who legally owns the samples of allegedly
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+rradiated soil and tree park taken from BRITISH land
in fact) ry

like on our shores. And if they do I for one am very concerned.

Finally,you will note that the official response makes no refe
normal background radiation theories propounded by Ian Ridpath
Strengthof almost no evidence).

you this is the answer,

Neither the MoD noe the USAF will accept the lighthouse theory
are as well aware as I am that it is easily refutab}o by the fe

actually stated on television (in a debate with myself) (5 Marck

regarded his investigation as more objective.His investigation
consisted of interviewing not a single one of the 17 eye-witnesses from the USAF now
traced as being present during the events.Instead it consisted

forestry vorker who found some holes in the ground one month after

has presumed they might have been connected! I nave spoten to :
the site itself, and he is less than conoinced of his theory ni

Nene of this takes into account the various BRITISH CIVILIAN ey
+n

curious experience of the "lighthouse" flying right over the te

Iam trying to force no explanation onto anybody. 3ut frankly +
is utterly ridiculous and the MoD must know that.

Sesides which - what does it do to the USAF/RAT/MoD inter-relat

senior officers (vase commander, deputy commander,chief securit

night command officer and control tower chief amongst them!) dc

Lighthouse looks lixe,wh ch nas stoo@ five miles from one of our bases for decades
and still stands today7

It seems to me this proffers defence implications should these

ever be put into a situation where they have to defend this land!

In connection with which comes the question of the radiation.

the alleged ground traces (samples taken) are

five scale-And I am reliably informed these are significant.

But again — assuming they are not - are we to take it that none of these senior

USAF officers have received any training an radiation monitoting?

satisfied to leave them in charge of cruise missiles and nucke

shores?

I know that I am not happy, and I am convinced that such factors pose even more
serious defence implications than if a genuine bona-fide UFO was inyolyed. The MoD

have steadfastly refmsed to make any comment on these matters.Perhaps you,2r Alton,

can get them to do so?

acts. Ian Rédpath

» 1985) that he

that worker a

imself.

a . - 2 . ° z . . | . .vae events,some in positions vhere it is literally impossible to see the lighthouse,

ovhers looking in the oppoSite direction from it, and one whp had the decidely

3

rn

was ordinary background stuff.The forest was not irradiated, Th

voted as seven-tenths on the point

Br weapons on our

(owned by the Forestry Commi sai
I doubt very much that the USAF have carte blanche approval to do what -the

about it!

nce to the lighthouse

in the Guardian:(on th

Yet the Trefgarne letter to you does try to Convince

officially because the:
;

as he admitted, has

of speaking to one

the sight ings ane

lso, on

re-viinesses who sa.

Ssp of his house!

he lighthouse idea

ionsh:p if all these

y officer, on-duty

not Know what a

men (or men like the-:

tidsath insusts this

e "peax" i:eadings in

If so — are YOU

I pass this letter to Ralph Noyes for forwarding to you,with a

write you. Ralph,as former head of the DS 8 section handling UFO enquiries, knows the

-» 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.

situation better than I.

Please do not be put off. There are important civil liberties

a/

letter I trust he will

issues at stake.
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Telephone 01-218 22.9.4¥... (Direct Diatting)
|

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

*ARLIAMENTARY UNOER-SECRETARY OF STATE

FOR THE ARMED FORCES

D/US of S(AF)DGT 4884 
IW} tune 1985

é

Thank you for your letter of 14 May which enclosed 4 furtherletter com errr |
I am afraid I have little to add to what I said in my letter of

reply to your original enquiry on this matter,
that the events reported by Colonel Halt on13 January 1981 are of no defence significance. The report was,like all other UFO reports, examined at the time by Ithose in theDepartment responsible for the air defence of the UK and we haveSince seen nothing to alter our views.

Turning to request for copies of all UFO reports wehave received since 1980, I am afraid that the Depar tment couldnot justify the effort involved in acceding to this request.However, Will already know that we are prepared torelease reports of specific incidents to interested parties and,if he has any particular reports in mind, can obtaincopies of these from Sec(AS)2 in my Department, whose address isroom 8249 Ministry of Defence, Main Building, Whitehall SW1A 2HB.

he

Lord Trefgarne
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Royal Air Force
Neatishead Norwich Norfolk NR12 8YB

Telephone NORWICH 737361 ext 7-413

n

e

“
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Ne

MOD (Ops(GE) 2b(RAF) )
Our reference

Datee

e

e

|

Please reply ta the Officer Commanding ——
’ 

. .

Your reference

NEAT/12/1/aTR

3 Feb 81

UNE XPLAINED LIGHTS

Reference:

E2b.A+ D/DD Ops (Gz)/10/8 Dated 26 Jan 81.7 :
1. At Reference A you asked us to provide a statemenor lack of then, regarding a reported Sighting of airborneevening of 29 Dec 80

2. I regret that
recorder was switch
On 29 Dec 80,
of unusual raq

» in accordance with 1
ed off on cessation of

An examination of executive logs rev
ar returns or other unusual occurrences,

t of radar observations,
phenoma on the

ocal procedures, our radar camera
nomial flying actlivities at 1527Z

ealed no entry in resvect

we
Me

SD sunt
Sqn Ldr

for OC

RK OLRIGTED

5k



_ j02/3/Air Eistern Raq
RAF Watto J.

‘Watton 881694 ext 209

Sofie} . | | |
Ops (GE) 2b (RAF) 2b Fed 81

UNEXPLAINED LIGHTS — RAF BENTWATERS

vadReferences: ; ; Vas
pe,

A. Telecon Sqn Ldr Coumbe/Sqn Ldr Badcock 23 Feb 81.
B. D/DD Ops (GE)/10/8 dated 26 Jan|81.

1. At Reference A we confirmed that the film of the
reported sighting in Reference B was at fault. We have
now developed ths film on the days prior to and after
the reported ph@nomena ~ regrettably both films were
also faulty.

2. On the night of the reported sighting our controller
on duty was requested to view the radar; nothing was 4
observed. The facts are recorded in our log book of that
night

$ wise D J COUMBE
Sqn Idr

for OC

OF Sete IT Se ALT REN



|RESTRICTED |

RA? Neatishead

Fastern Radar

RAF Watton

n/oo Ops(GE)/10 /

ZC January 1981

UNEXPLAINE) LIGHTS

1. The Deputy Base Canmander of RAF Bentwaterg
has reposted sishtines of airborne phenomena on the
evening of 29 Dec 70 in the Roudleshan forest area
near Woadurid:ze, We would eonreciate a statenent
of radar observations, or lack of then, in the area
and at the time concerned,

~

-
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j OF DEFENCE a

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB |
Telephone 03.218 (Direct Dialting) 

|01-218 9000 (Switchboard) , |
. 

| 

|

Your reference! a

“Quy reference . |dleeccay i]s
Date og Mey 1935

_ Thank you for your letter of 25 february 1985, addressed to
Srian webster who, as I believe you now know, has left this division(now Sec(AS)). I am sorry that I have not been able to reply beforenow. Thank you also for sight of the extracts from| your proposedook. 

*

In his letter of 20 March 1934, Brian Webster explained the
MOD's position regarding Colonel Halt's reports on events naar RAF
Woodbridge in 1930, and I have little to add to the views Brian
expressed, I know from your letter that you are well aware of the
limited extent of the MOD's interest in the subject., Nonetheless,
there are, perhaps, one or two points which I should make. Firstly,
whilst I cannot, of course, comment on the proportion of UFO
sightings which are not reported, I can assure you that those which
are reported to local police forces and to the Civil) Aviation
Authority snould all be passed on to this division of the MOD. We
treat all these reports seriously in case they show anything of
defence interest, However, we have never found any reason to believe
tnat, in the defence context, such reports warrant more detailed
research. Equally, since our interest extends only as far as defence
of tne UK, there has never been any formal liaison wiltth other
Governments,

Turning to your specific questions about the doodbridge
incident, I can assure you that no unidentified object was seen on
any radar recordings during the period in question, and that the MOD
has no KnoOwledze of the tape~recordinz or cine film you mention. As
we have said in the past, the report sent by Colonel Halt was
examinéd by those in the Department responsible for the air defence
of the UK and since then there has been nothing to alter the view
that there was no defence significance to the incident

Yours! sincerely



_Noveriber 12.1984.
whi tehad London SWIA 2HB

we q

Dear Sir:

Iam an american investigator of the U-f.o. phenomena.
The involvement of my wife and myself with the phenomena
is well documented in two books published in the U.S. The
books are (The Andreasson Affair) and (The Andreasson-
Affair Phase Two) published by Prentice Hall Publishéng of

New Jersey. Because of our experiance with the uif.o. craftand occupants we seek the truth with regard to the whole
phenomena in it's entirety.

It is for this reason I write you. I am aware of the
report our Air Force OSI completed and sent to your agencey

concerning the landing of a “craft of unknown origin crewed

by several entities near RAF Bentwaters on the night of

December 29/30 1980". I would appreciate any information

you could send me regarding this incident, especially what

is refered to as Flag A and on original reports Flags B-C

which states the landing is. not considered a defence issue

in view of the overt peaceful nature of the contact, The

report further states this is part of a series of landings
to SAC bases in the U.S.A. and Europe’. “Any help you can pro-
vide concerning this situation would ‘be. greatly appreciated.



--yvu verence Secretariat 8 Room 7230

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB | (af 2| ,Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling) LuTING =01-218 9000 (Switchboard) Rstokr oF san “8

DacmsAK 1991

Your reference ee

Our reference

‘D/DS 8/10/209 .—
Date

25 November 1984

I have seen the alleged report of a ‘UFO' landing near RAF Bentwaters which youreferred to in your letter, but I am afraid that it is a forgery. Althoughapparently written on official Ministry of Defence paper (I have only seen a photo-copy), it ie most certainly not an official document and its contents bear norelation to our policy towards reported Sightings of ‘Unidentified Flying Objecte'.Obviously I have no idea where it came from or why it was written and can onlyconclude that it was intended by someone as a joke.

In fact, our interest in reported sightings of 'UPOs' igs very limited,We are concerned solely with whether these reporta reveal anything of defenceinterest, such ag intruding aircraft and if we are Satisfied that they do notwe take our investigations no further. There is no organisation in the MODappointed solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports and no staff are employedon the subject full time. The reports we receive are referred to the staff respons-ible for the air defence of the United Kingdom, who examine them as part of theirnormal duties, 
|

port by Col Charlea Halt of the USAP, of some lights seen outside
ecember 1980, I attach a copy, although you may well have already

seen it. “Phe Department satisfied itself at the time that the lights were ofno defence significance and took matters no further. We did not attempt toidentify what might have been seen, but I can agsure you that there ig no evidencewhatsoever that anything intruded into Britigh airapace or landed outside RAF
Bentwaters.

We did receive a re

RAF Bentwaterg in D

I hope you find thig helpful.

Mbdtasc

27
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ueMINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB |
Telephone 01-218 "— (Ditoct Dialling) |

01-218 8000 (Switchboerd)

Your roterence

Our roforenca|

D/DS8/10/209——~
Date |

LLseptenver 1984
{

Thank you for your letter of 18 July.

I should first of. all point out that the sole interest of the Ministry of Defencein reported sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) is to establish whetherthey have any bearing on the defence of the country. | °

There is no organization in1s the Ministry of Defence appointed solely for the purpeseof studying UFOs, and no staff are employed on the subject full time. The reportswe receive are referred to the staff in the Department who are responsible for theair defence of the United Kingdom, and they examine the reports as part of theirnormal duties. :

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications we have notcarried out a Study into the scientific significance of these phenomena. Unlessthere are defence implications we do not attempt to identify sightings and wecannot inform observers of the probable identity of the object seen. The Departmentcould not justify the expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyondthe pure defence interests.

The qnly information we have on the alleged “UFO sighting" at Rendlesham Forestin December 1920 is the report by Colonel Charles Halt, of the United States AirForce, of lights seen outside RAF Woodbridge. A copy of this is enclosed. Weare satisfied that the events cescribed are of no defence significance.

I am also enclosing with this copies of 2 recent Parliamentary Questions, which youmay be interested in. 
, 

. .

(
tty

y We

| |
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE | Le (S/Z04 |Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge §

Telephone Woodbridge 3737 ext 382% 2557 {y f }

Mr P D Watkins a OS,
Defence Secretariat Div 8a. Your reference
Ministry of Defence wo 1, \ .
Main Building Pa . ust. Our nceWhitehall Ow wee? pewr Ware
LONDON ae eA] © Date
SW1A 2HB * aut G <—

Pa

Pa

2

Further to my telecon of yesterday [I enclosea copy of the request from '¢
° 

; 

able News Network!on information concerning our "UFO" incident of1980.

At the moment I have no invol
“not be surprised to find the
revived.

vement but [I would

British interest



xi¥ MSG @ TIME Radar ae re-. Weze tG14.. 233/84 
ae RAMER IAu CASUAL TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS CAN REVEAL CLASSIFIED INE

CrRLESSNESS - IMPATIENCE - AND TRYENG TO TALK AROUND.

eakntoy dar eenecaar ZIT1IGIL-UUUU--RUDOVIA. PA
ZuR UUUUU 

a
¢ P 2017002 AUG a4
Fn HQ USAFE RAMSTEIK RB GE//PAN// 

(a CEit RUOGUJA/AITFY RAF BENTUATERS UK//PAss 
°PRPC RUGOVFASZAF RAF MILDENHALL UkK/ePAC?

iy 
-

UncLas

SUT? “QUERY FROM CNN To RE UFO SIGHTING(S) |
UP REFERENCE TELECON BETWEEN AAJ MCCOLLISTER, KO USAFEVPAN, AHO CAPTUW~EZTNEKI, SITFO/PA. 20 AUG &4, SAME SUBJ.
Ps OSAF/PAM KAS RECELVED A WRETTEK REQUEST FROM CHUCK DE CARO OFCr BLE NEUE NETUGRK FOR INFORMATION ABOUT AN ALLEGED UFO| SIGHTING ATFRE GERTWATERS OW. 27 DEC 1980. THE CHR REPORTER HAS A COPY OF A
LETTER DATED £3: JAN. AL FROM THE THEN-DEPUTY BASE COMMANDER AT RAF
BENTUATERS WHICH REPORTS OK THE INCIDENT. THE 13 JAN AL LETTER UAS
RE GRESSEO TO ZAF/CC. OSAF/PAM HAS ASKED US TO HELP THEM RESPOND To
VRE 20 GUESTION§ POSED BY CHH. WE HEED YOUR ASEISTANCE IN FLESHING
CT THE REEGPOKSES. WOULD APPRECIATE ALTFU/PA. THROUGH 3AF/PA,
FROVIDE US THE BEST RESPONSES POSSIBLE To THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS.
VE VOULD APPRECIATETHE AHEVERS BY 23 AUG a4, OR SOONER [LF POSSIBLE.Tre QUESTIGNG ARE» ~ 

|

PROE 2 RMFRAKALHA? UNCLAS |O-12 EXACTLY HOM HAKY UNEXPLATNED Aye Dre TERT ENGS OCCURRED?
Q-2: OVER THE COURSE OF HOW RANY DAYS DID INCIOERTS OCCUR?
Q@-3: OTD USAF SECURITY POLICE CORDON OFF THE AREA SPECIFIED |

LF COL HALT‘’S REPORT?

Q-43 BHAT UNITS WERE INVOLVED IM THE SIGHTINGS? WERE AAVS
UNITS THERE? 

.
Q-3: WAS THERE & HELPING HAHO, COVERED WAGOH, FADED GLANT oREFSKEN ARROW REPORTED OR REPORT GENERATEO BY THE INCIDENT?
Q-G+ OT0 GEN. GORDON VILLIANS WITNESS THE INCIDENT?) LF 80, WHYti HALT WRITE A REPORT? 

|Q-7> VILL GENERAL WILLIAMS WRITE AN OFFICIAL STATEMENT apourHIS THVOLVEMENYWITH THE ITMCIDENT FOR CNN?
G-8: NOS MAHY USAF PERSONNEL WITNESSED THE SIGHTINGS?
Q-9) SID SECURITY POLICE HAJOR ZEIGLER VITHESS THE THCIDENT?..G-103 DIO SCT. JOHN BURROUGHS WITHESS THE INCIDENT? 0
Q-i13 WAG THERE A LIEUTEHANT ENGLAMO IN THE SECURITY POLICE |

viit At RAF BERFWATERS AT THE TINE AWD OID WE WITHESSTHE CHCTOEMT?
-- @otRt>UNG TERRE: THE CURRENT UNITSalo our STATIONS OF. GENERAL“INR TANG, 68 i Tey Hg He EY |AT USN p MERE’ THERE USAF: OFSASTER PREPAREOHESS, £00 oR HUCLEAR

TWALT. OF OURREUGHSe HAY RERSLEM ANG LY MHGL ANDY

WEAPQHS MANE _ TEHRS DISPATCHEDTO THE SIGHT OF THE INCIDENT?
NBGEST NE Eats PSV OF THELR REPORTSIH USAF FILES?IF $0, UHICH UHETSMOYES THEFILES eye SE Sear ee ee eeeem Ga S Ge Wine TSR UNOT Penson EC TOOK THE RADIOACTIVITYREG0 LNG EL RSECREEDL TO: IN: SSERACT? e Wer oar? VHAT UNTTCORE PEAsokuet

6 3



s @eES1 “Ine tReteent? HOH-HATO PERSONNEL IHTERVIEWEO“OR

ESTABLISHED THE GEonetRY oF THE INDEN 
P2epheee |

HE OnETRI NOENTATIONS OM THE GROUNPPE THEIR OFFICTAL“HEASUREMENTS AND REPORTS? 2 SE
: eo

HE SITE OF THE3

WITH THE UMEXPLATH
+" "QO-16: “WERE “OS

CIDENT?. COULD THESE PERSOHHELHAVE BE
£0 LIGHTS? 0 EES at

RE OST PERSOHHEL OISPATCHEDTO THE INCIDENT,COT UNTERVIEWLT COL HALT, BGT LARRYVARREH., AIRNAH ‘STEVEGEWERAL VILLIANS.MAJOR ZEIGLER, Fee ee Use ee oR BRESewkoeee PeLekTNE USAF PROVIDE A LEATOF UsKE PERGOMARGYURSWIvNROVED THE INCloOeENT? cr Be peat gsQ-18! WHAT ARE THE REASONS THAT WILLIAHNS, HALT AHD BOR
GHVE FOR MOT GRANTING OFFICIAL LHTERVIEUS?© . a RESQ-19! ARE THERE PHOTOGRAPHS, TAPE RECORDINGS, VIDEOTAPES:.CRAVINGS O2 DESCRIPTIONS OF AMY KIND IN USAF FILES? IF HOTS:TO WHATAGENCY OR AGENCIES HAVE THE FILES BEEM TRANSFERRED? esf

z e

t

PLGE ¢ RHFQRAALDA? UNCLAS

Q-20! WERE PERSONNEL FROM CIA, DIA. NSA, USAF IHTEL, OR MSC
HOTIFIEO ABOUT LT COL HOLT’S SIGHTINGS? WHY? OO THE SECAF VISIT |PnF BEXTUATERS INNEOTATELY GQFTER THE UNCIOEHT? WHY? ofo ANY SECAFS°AFF ACCOMPANY THE SECAF? WHO WERE THEY? a
z YOUR ASSISTANCE IN THIS PROJECT IS RFPRECIATEO.
6’
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ra 7230 |
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB |
Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialting) : |

01-218 9000 .-(Switchboard) |

Your terres a

Our reference é 7

D/DS8/10/209-7°% !-
Date | _

13 say 198¢

Thank you for your letter of 28 June. I an afraid that there reallmore I can say in answer to the two main que
y 18 very littlestions you ask.

We received Colonel Helt's report regarding the lights seen in Renlleshanm Forest,and the opertaional staff have satisfied themselves that there

near RAP Woodbridge,
was nothing in the report which gave rise to any concern fron a Gefence point ofIn these circumstances, and I apologise if this was not quite clear in my earlierletter, we meke no attempt whatsoever to establish what was scen. I can thereforemeke ro official comment on what was seen, or try to guess what it Hight have been,but, es I said, there is absolutely no evidence that anything had either intruded' into UK airspace or landed near RAF Woodbridge.

vie

As to your Second question, no Government Department or official body, apart fronthe Ministry of Defence, has any interest in these reports, and. the interest of the
ales + . n . A 2 : ° 

.
Ministry of Defence is very strictly limited, in the wey I described.



JR REF:

UR REF:

28th June, 1984

HH/SL

D/DS8/1C/2c9

For the attention of A. Mathewson Esq. - -:

Ministry of Defence, —
Defence Secretariat 8, .
Room 7230, 

os
Main Buildings,
Whitehall,

LONDON SY1A 2:78

e
d

Darr Mr. Matheson,

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

If I micht refer to the last naragraph of your svid letter and referyou to Colonal Halt's report, of which I have a covy, you will obviouslyohserve thet of the three numbered nara ranhs thereof, naragrenhgnumbered 1and 2 relate to Mg strange glowing object...... metallic in anne@arance and
triangular in shane approximately two to three metres acvoss the base and
amvrovimately two metres high..«.s-shovering or on ters" » since you saythat you have satisifed yourself thet nothing in Colonel Halt's report wasof simnificance from a Gernce voint of view I assume thet you are avare of ardcan exolain to me what this object vast

You then go on to say that there is no evidence of avrything havins“intruded into British air space and "landing" near R.A-F. Yootoridce and
therefore am I to take this to mean that the vehicle referred to innarazranhnumbered 1 of Colonel Kalt's renort has been identified ty you ant that you
are satisifed that it was not an "intruder! i.e. it had the consent 6fHM. Government, directly or indirectly, to he there?

I am sure you will take my noint that there is a great deal more
reforred to in Colonel Halt's renort than mere "li-hts' since the movort
clearly describes a substantive Craft which obviously left marks bearingwitness te its nresence (see naragraph No. 2 of Colonal Halt's letter).+

If I may be vermitted to continue, I weuld like no: to refer tothe second paractravh of your letter to me wherein you state that your linistryis solely concerned with matters of a "defencet! interest, which I accept,
“nd verhavs you would kindly confirm, as I understand to be the case, that
wailst your Ministry's interest is solely in connection with anything that° .might be held to he a threat to our national security, there

Py . »

re is another wing
of Government or State, or a’ wins” controlled by the Government, which does
have an interest in those objects that fly aout, which have no defence
implicstions (i.e. are not a threat to national security)and which are notwaat the man in the street vould regard as conventional aircraft, meteorite,
satelite, ball lightening, comet or any atmospheric phenomina.

At this stage I hone you will not be offended of my enquiring
as to whether you,Mr. Mathewson,;renplied to my letter from your own, knowledge
and file or whether the reply to me was passed from others to your good-self,ieee is the reply yours or are you acting as a go~between?



OUR REF:

‘OUR REF:

I feel that I do owe you some exmlanation as to how and why I am
involved in the subject of unidentified flying objects and I would mentionthat, if you can Spare me another few more minutes, my interest in this
sbject commenced some six years aro, when, as a total cynique, I investigated
a Sighting in Wales for the purpose of Siving a talk to|a discussion group,
of which I was then and still ama menber, on the subject of U.F.0O.'s,

I started out to vrenare this talk "tongue in cheek"! and, indeed
my visit to Wales (actually Anzlesey) was made in the same frame of mindbut I have to say that I returned with a somewhat different point of view,

Since that time I have been involved, along with colleagues whose
acquaintance I was to make, in the research of a small but Significant nunber
of sishtinss and I find that, althoush I have never seen anythins myself,
the ore that I delve into this subject the more convinced I become that
there is a craft of unknowm origin, or at least of an ovigin unkno-m to
the great mass of mankind, which flies about this planet motivated by a
purpose at which I can only guess.

The cuestions that one has to ask oneself are to what extent does
Government know more than the man in the street and conceal from him such
knowledge. and is one under a nublic duty to enlichten the man in the streetnot only as to the possibility of such concealed in‘ornation tut also
as to its content?

The dilemma that one faces is whether or not it is in the
interests of the man in the street to be aware of what is goings on or
waether it is in his interests not to know and clearly, the awxsver to this
must depend on the reasons for concealment i.e. whether the same is in
the public good and,as such;an exception from the normal) rule that the
pudlic is entitled to k-ow what is going on or whether concealment fron
the public is wat'Sh their interests since it is designed solely to nrotect,
perhaos, limited sectional interests €eg- that of the oil industry azainst
the introduction of a new plentiful and cheap means of fuel.

"

I subscribe to the”’middle of the ro2d view that the purlic are entitled
to know Something of that which is going on out as yet cannot make a decision
as to whether they are entitled to full disclosure since |I have to concede
that there may be wiser heads than mine who have genuine |bone fide re=sons for
con-esalment, of which I may not be aware, but which are clearly in the public
inter st. 

.

Much of what I have said may well be meaningless lte you and I
suspect it will be if you a~e merely replying to me from information wnich2 

I °is rassed on to you fron elsewhere,yand from a source to which you yourself
do not have accesSe

However, I feel asa matter of courtesy that I owe you some exnlanation
of ny involvement in the topic of U.F.O:'s shich I susvect is a relative tert
since what may be totally unidentifiable to one person may be vaertially
identifiable or recognisable to another. |

Finally, having outlined in short general terms my philosophy ond
thinking on the subject, I would be grateful to receive your spect F

67



UR REF:

QUR REF:

to the points I have raised relating to Colonel Halt's 3

Department of State which does concern itself with thos
same are considered not to be a Defence issue. °

Thanking you in anticipation.

Kind resardse

Yours sincerely

68
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Telephona 01-218 (Ciract Cial!ing)
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D/DS8/10/209-17°
Oste

jf July 198¢

{ Thane you for your letter of 4 July. I om Sorry that
you eppear to have found ny last letter, of 22 June,
cdiseprointing. However, I rave nothing to add to n-

s explanation oF the Ministry of LDéfencets interest in so
‘ cailed USC renorts and I Susgest |that “rere is little: coint in continui ng this correspendcenc
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D/DS8/10/209- 7¢- Date

22dane 1984 . 
;

I am sorry that I forgot to. enclose the copy of Co) Halts report With ay prey.

letter, J am therefore including it With this. As to the reRainder of your

etter, we received no report of an "unidentified flying object" nea, Cwmbran

1 Septender 1982, and as I have Said before We do no have the resources to

ce 
for a Particular year. The reports we receive have so far proved to be of no

by 
interest fron & defence point of view, go this woutiin any event fo11 Well out
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sor reference. a

suc Preference D/D88/10/209,

Year mr Matherssarny

Thankyou Rayour reply be my Leak tebker Ee your clepactme,L yr reply be me Jou werete, Prael Enelased a Py of Colonel. Halk's Tepert, Oppranty1 Fur-ther Inspeckion of your reply no Fepert usan bo be. Casal In the envelepe . .RODS. Leute your AmeneS tus by Sending the Copy be its an State-f- Many Ehanks,Seckion3 ofyour LebkerYoU Stated, and} qoute, We were tw realdane. the clekails al’freakreqvest." Then be your poley I useutel liketo askenbehal 0;AYour lavesingak.-khe Mop File Investigakien of the September 1982 Sighking ak CwmeRA N your epartmnere reported he be Covering this Case by awelh krecse uf Associavien’, We creuid be wellaredif couCoutd hele USIA anyusay wcuth, this Case Here ok Weert, we de Neus Understane!o dleportment de mak ATTemPr bo identafy ufos/arias Pheneenena Unless ik Causes Concern fr
‘Back ke Seckiaan3 egain,yeu de keep the details|Ft20 of Canes repartejus bho beingthe thing thak Intrests, me-if thin’ 6a “Then ishy io thio Informer wet

fence Point of Mens

. 

|

sed Wer be Serious Investigation beams! Co- example \ myseiFon bpehaalol Wi, a reqnuscedcmakien Pres on Cerkeia Cases Such asthe ReNoeisnam Corent Ineidenk- khe Complete- one olL use reeiwe, ‘wa NoTHING teThen may \ ank< vohy yo! havea policy ba Colsiner realenn:> of Spee hed reports, whenL you ont. Coe Seme reasen. Suh bo keep ke Ehus policy 2oRrdently Susay OWay Cron the Genuine reqeusts mace, May | make tk Clear in Ne
Sexpag thin a btbiserste. Susey Cec the S0-Cetled mop Folicy. Once Mere| must point cx
ue clepertment fe Nev Investigake UF A's~ So has> you kkneus the. Sightings usclL Net betugaked Unless Fes are meee onente Ufolacusk’s ~So thek thes Con get on ustkh their labsfaskigaki anlfanes Evaluation ef the frenemens. obsevecd-Thek is why we Must have
perokien Ehreugh all our netuserk Channels,For the ufoleg
tusk ebbain as much Inoemelion exe possible ke
«uth meon thu feink 2)

Wes are

wt ke fontenas eusnth oCere

do hin jobel evaluation well! (1 hope. yourwy]



ey | enquire ushek, Refarke,You reaved in \963 Por the LaganAger oO PSrsentaae
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“Operation ,bime ane! Consiclerakion, you haveeven me Salar-ore Investigators of a Prenomena
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