2/, CCTOBER 1935

Col. &2

RAF Woudbridge (Allesad bncideat)

Defeizce (1) 0 bz hus ween txe United States Air Force
. Imeme dated 13 Jasuuty 1981 conceriiiag uasxplaiied
lights near RAF Woodbridge; . C
o 2) whether, in-view of the fxet tad the United State's
Air Fooee memw of 13 Janvaiy 1931 onthic incident at AP
Voodbridze los Ween released under the Frecdom of
efomudion Act, he will now release reports and
dovunsits conceming similar mneaplained incidats in the
United Kingdom;
(3) how mary unexplaioed sightings or tadar intereepts
have tiken plece since 1980.

. Mr. Stacley: 1 lave scen the ssmomnduin of 13}
January 19351 o which my hou. Frivnd refers. Siace 1980
the Depattinent bzs received 1,400 repoits of sightings of
fiying obiscts wlhich the observers have been unable to
Mentily. There vere no correspording wnexplained radar
contncts. Subjuct 10 normal sceurity constrains, 1 ain
ready 10 give imfomnaiion whout any such reported
sightings tha are found 10 be 2 mutter of concern from o

- Gelence standpoint, but there have been none ta dite.

Sir Patrick: Wall asted the Scerctary of State for

o
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Mrs P J Titchmarsh

Defence Secretariat Div 8a
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 2HB

Your reference

Our referen‘ce
BENT/6/AIR

Date
329 March| 1984

|

Further to your letter D/DS8/10/209 dated

17 November 1983, enclosed

is the pre-

advertising for a book on the "Rendl%sham
UFO". Most of the advertising is erxoneous

but it will no doubt stir up another hornet's

nest!

Copy to: HQ 3AF/SRAFLO

/7

D E G CRAWFORD
Sgquadron| Leader
RAF Commander
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~_ This book will explain th
- significant statement, . T
Furthermore, the authors have been

€ _n.iéa'nihg'of that -

information and doc_l'l'menla(iﬁp by the British
Defence Ministry, who for the first time have come ,
clean about their involvemént in the UFO subject. -
~ This could be '
In view of the sensational, but absolutely verifiable
and documented, ¢vidence presented, there can be no
way Sky Crash can fail to attract excitement,
controversy and huge sales. '

The British edition will be published in the

summer of 1984, and the ripples following publication
- will spread across the world. ’

ORDER FORM

Send no money now, but return
this today to:

Neville Spearman Limited,
The Priory Gate,
Friars Street,

Sudbury, Suffolk.

We will advise and bilj

You when copies of
Sky Crash are availab| o

--------------------------------

I would like to receive my copy/ies of

Sky Crash. Please advise me immediately when I will
send you my remittance,

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

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

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

-------------------------------

givch dramatjc :

the book which finally ends the cover

*
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-~ officially confirmeq ::*
Close Encounter o

|
0

Cosmic
CO\\/er-Up_

Brenda Butler, Dot Street & Jenny Randle-
(Author of AIEein Contact, etc.)

|
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*‘Are UFOs physical cral flown by beings of
superior intelligence? Do the governments of the
world know this fact, absolutcly and certainly? Have
their represcntatives met with and talked with these
aliens elsewhere? And is this incredible truth slowly,
but finally, about to be told? '

These are strong words, and thcy are meant to be.

"For this book promises to be perhaps the most
-important ever written about the UFQ phenomenon.,

But the implications of this TRUE account go far
beyond our personal belicfs or disbelicfs, This inves-
tigation poses questions of the greatest importance to
the future of the world,

The case begins with an unidentificd blip on a
radar screen at a joint civil and military air base near
Rendlesham Forest in Suffolk in the fast few days of
1980. This recording is taken by US Air Force
Intelligence Officers who tell (in confidence) a
fantastic story. From this comes trickles of indepen-
dent confirmatory information out of a strategic base
which lies in the fore of Europe's defence. Gradually
this trickle grows to a torrent, and the various
accounts come together, It is clear that an event,
unsurpassed in the history of the UFO phenomenon,
has occured on British soil under the eyes of
numerous military personnel from the US Air Force,
including some of very high rank.

As the investigation continued to bring new
witnesses and information to light, a point was
reached where the number f individuals (both
civilian and military) described two major close
encounters within three days. The evidence was
overwhelming. This has become one of the best
documented UFO incidents of ail time. And it
involves two protracted encouaters with an incredible,
and undeniably physical, craft which had come down
into the woods ... not, it would scem, for the first
.time! _

Its pliots, however, were not of thls world. They
were allens,

One, at least, of the military encounters offers
irrefutable evidence of a landing lasting three hours,
during which the entities held a long conversation
with a high-ranking officer. Their craft had been
damaged and was placed under military guard while
the aliens made hasty repairs enabling them 10 take

_ off nﬁain. In their wake they lef stron

_the perimeter fence of a front-line NATO ajr b

) . 8 picces of
cvidence, including symmetrical trace marks, -

radiation, damage 1o surrounding trecs, angd several
picces of visual and auditory documentation whicl,
were immediately placed under steict secrecy. The
traces themsclves were subsequently destroyed by
the authorities in a clv\a!culnlcd manncr.

All of these events took place within half a mile of
ase,
This joint US Air F(\)\rcc and RAF operation js always
on alert and is staffed by anti-tank bombers. It js

shiclded by one of the tightest radar nctworks in the
world.

Of course, this story alone would be of the highest
significance. But it represents Just one major facet of
this historic book. For the events have received officiut
confirmation from the |governments of bath Britain
and the USA. Documgnlalion to prove this will be
shown. The extent of this confirmation supriscd cven
the investigative tcam. |For the first time cver, a
terrifying UFO close encounter is officially
confirmed by the Ministry of Defence and the
Pentagon. ’

Having establishcd beyond all reasonable doubt the
reality of the events, th¢~: book moves on to examine
its implications. Vnriou§ alarming scenarios will be
presented and these wilﬂ span across witcheralt, drugs,
space warfare and a near nuclear holocaust! But it
would seem that the facls make the real truth
abundantly clear. And that truth may be more horriiic

than any of these alternatives.

All documentation and discussion will be
supported by a full analy}‘sis of official papers on
UFOs which have been forced out of the US Govern-
ment by recent legal ncti?n: The hundreds of reports,
transcripts and rescarch memoranda have been reap-
praised in the light of the incidents at Rendlesham
Forest. And suddenly lhc‘y make scuse.

The continued and long-standing involvement of
the CIA, the FBI and many other sccurity agencics
makes it certain that, as oip'c of these agency
documents actually says: *The problem transcnds the
level of individual deparimentat responsibilitics
and Is of such imporunceTas to merit cognisance

and action by the National Sccurity Council.’

|
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"1 From: I G McEwen Defence Secretariat &

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01-218 6248 (Direct Dialling)

01-218 8000 (Switchboard)

e

O
Q .
. <?§F

- “ Your reference *‘ff—-_.~_-—~
. Air Commodore M J Royson MVO RAF
Air Attache ) : Our reference eo
British Embassy D/D58/10/209'9
Bonn Date
BFPO 19

2] March 1984

et /{\F C;M.\\N\c-c,{om EQ7®O\N(

REQUEST FOR UFO INFORMATION

1. Thank you for your letter of 2 March.
your earlier letter which enclosed a request
for information on last October's "News of th
fied sightings outside RAF Woodbridge.

I do apologise for not having replied to
from the editor of| the CEWAP Journal
e World" report about alleged unidenti-

2. The report mentioned in the newspaper article was, indeed, |sent to MOD but I

am afraid that much of the story printed by the "News of the World" was, to say the
least, exaggerated. '

There was no question of. any contact with "alien beings”, no
unexplained radar contacts and no evidence that anything had landed in the forest.

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

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

time that there was no reason to consider that the alleged Sightfngs had any defence
significance.

4. MOD has never denied that strange things may be seen in the sky, but we believe
that there are perfectly normal explanations for these,such as falling satellite

debris, unusual cloud formations or aircraft lights. If Herr Warner followed articles

printed elsewhere in the British press after last Autumn's repor% in the "News of the
World" he will have seen

2 number of attempts to explain the alleged sightings in more
down to earth terms. As

I recall, one favourite_possibility was |that the light seen
came from the Orfordness lighthouse,

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

Q\\f;w\) \&(c‘_i’t&(g:f«_,m

(=2 .\Cv\‘ \"\CQ\JC\,\ (Ao
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_. MINISTRY OF DEFENCE -

- i»iain .Buildix':zg,‘Whitchall, London swia 288 | .

© Telephone (Direct Dialling) o218 6592 .|
" (Switchboard) or-218 9000

D/DS 8/10/209—"

.

20 March 1984

I do apologise for not replying earlier to your corres-
rondence about the alleged unexplained sightings |at RAF Woodbridge
in 1980. As Andrew Mathewson may have explained when you spoke
to him, we have had staff changes in the relevant section of DS 8
and have been under a lot of pressure generally. \However, that

does not excuse the delay for which I hope you will accept my
sincere regrets.

I am afraid, however, that there is very little information
I can give you in answer to your questions about RAF Woodbridge.
I am not sure whether DS 8 had responsibility for the MOD
interest in UFO matters in your day but, if it did, you will
remember how very limited MOD's interest is in such reports.
Our sole concern is to establish whether they reveal anything of
defence interest (intruding aircraft, for exampleﬂ and we do not
pursue our investigations beyond the stage at which we are satis-
fied that there are no direct defence implications|.

As far as the Woodbridge incident is concerned, John
Stanley, Minister for the Armed Forces confirmed i# answer to
a written Parliamentary Question from Sir Patrick Wall MP
- on 24 October last year, that MOD had, indeed, received the
USAF report to which you refer. The Department satisfied
itself at the time that there was no reason to consider that the
alleged sightings had any defence significance. ’

That is not to say, however, that Colonel Halp and the
other personnel mentioned in the report were  as r
suffering from hallucinations. Speaking personally, I can
accept that people do from time to time sse things in the sKyY , ..
] which they find difficult to explain. I am sure yoyrwf%t'kon15h4k
dl agree that in many cases normal explanations come to light,
such as falling .metorites or satellite debris, unusual cloud

»n. o
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17th January, 1984

B.M. Webster, Esq.,
Head of DS8,
Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,
Whitehall sw}]

Don Nelper, N

I wrote to you on 7th November last year about an
incident alleged to have occurred at RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. I
sent you a reminder on 2nd December. I have not received |a reply or an
acknowledgement to either of these letters although nearﬂy F?o and a half
months have elapsed since I first wrote. .

I trust it has not become the policy of the Ministry
of Defence to reply only to questions pres;ed byqanﬂﬂ?.

. - \ .

The matters raised in my letters seem to me of public
importance. I am not alone in thinking so. I hope I shall now shortly
receive your comments.

In case my previous letters have been subject to some
: 1iver
mishap in the post I am sending th#s to you by recorded deliv y.

|
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verence Secretariat Division 8a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2H8 B @
- Telephons 01-213 (Direct Dialling) ‘

- 01-2189000  (Switchboard) - 2

\
Your refererce

Our reference }ng
D/DS8/10/209"
Date

'7December 1%83

‘Thank you for your letter of 14 November. :

I have made further enquiries about the date of the alleged sightings at

RAF Woodbridge in 1980 but as the incident is now almost three years old we can
only rely on the dates given in Lt Col Halt's letter dated 13|January 1981. ye
have no knowledge of any local constabulary involvement.

"I can confirm no investigations were carried out by the Minis#ry of Defence unti}
Lt Col Halt's report was received and there is no truth in the story that radap

records have been confiscated. In fact, no unidentified object was seen on radar
during the period in qQuestion. . |

As regards the star-like gbjects'referred.to in Lt Col Halt's report, I have
already explained that oncde the Ministry of .Defence was satisflied that there was

nothing of defence interest in the sightings no further investigations were
conducted.

1 hopetthis will help to clarify the points you raised.

.

)4 3
()6(- P J TITCHMARSH (MRS)

/8




2nd December, 1983

. : §

B.M. Webster, Esq., $o- -1~?T5:~¥~m\,
Head of DS8, - ST
Ministry of Defence, ¢ oL :
Main Building, - Sioo- {
Whitehall, swi Foe T :

I wonder whether you can yet let me have a reply

[
to my letter to you of 7th November about an alleged incident at RAF Woodkidge
in December 1980 ?

l
Since I wrote to you I have been shown a copy of a
Department of the Air Force ia Juqe this year. I
attach a photocopy. This indicates that the Ministry of Defence have for some

time been aware of the report made by Lt.Col. Halt, of which I sent you a copy
with my previous letter.

letter issued by the US

tt rt really
If I may again say so, Lt.Col. Halp s repo
does seem to require some comment by the Ministry of Defence, considering

|
the Defence importance of RAF Woodbridge and its USAF . element.

Attachment: Photocopy of US Dept. of the Air Force letter of 14 Juae 1983

|

/77 .
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. DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
. WEAGQUARTERS S13TH COMBAT support OROUP (USAZE) |

st -

14

L am
7 May 1983,

document management services for Headquarters, Third Air
effort,

for information Concerning unexplained lights on 27 December 1980.

pieased to pe abie to respond
As you may now know,

It might interest you.to know that thé us Air Force
a copy of the 13 January 1981 letter writ

June 1983

¥0 your request tor information daceq
the 5§13th Combat Support Group provides

Force. After extenciv.

we are able to successfully answer your four separately directed request

had no longer retained
£n by Lt Col Charles -I. Halt.

The

Air Force fije Copy had been properly disposed of 1{n accordance with Air Force

Regulations. Fortunatel

explains the initial {nability to provide a favorable re

y, through diligent fnquiry and\the;gracigg; consent of
Her Majesty's qovernment, the British Ministry of Cafence and the Royal Alr
Force, the US Air For : for - We.trust this adequately
sponse.

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

the processing

request,
e MREETY,

FETZR k. BENY, Colonel, USAF

&

The document referred*to is not attached. A copy was enclo
etter to Mr. Webster d/d 7 vaemyer 1983]

/20

of your several FOIA requests as of receipt of your 7 May 1983
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U.}?-C’.I‘On .u”&-a.v_

-~ RoyalAuForce Bentwa‘ters\Woodbndge Suffoli

| IP122pq
Telephone Woodbddge 3737axn2338 2557
‘Mrs*P J Titchmarsh . I T
“Defence Secretariat Div 8a ] Your reference
Ministry of Defence \
Main’ Building ) | Our reference
' Whitehall | | | BENT/19/16 /a1y
London
SW1A 2HB % November 1985
\ T TTTe—

ik

The enclosed letter was sent to the Base
Commander here, and I forward

it for any
action you consider necessary.

They didn't teach me about the Sub-Dwarfs
Solar System when I studied Astro Navigation

at Navigation Schooll
%A M.y"\;é\/*’

D H MORELAND
Sgqn Ldar
RAF cdr

Enc1.




) ‘ 09 you wiyl forg. .- &.k2ivter from
- ,,i'sﬁ Qo e€xpress to you®a very serious mat

~

2 Around your Base and several more in suffolk and Norfolk it
~You have seven djfferent peoples from outer SPace‘P;énetgswaﬁchihg
every move that §5 made by your forces, These seven\peoplea frow .
these planets are very kind and advanced cultures and would and =57,
would 1ike to meet you all fronm each Airforce base to speak tody HE
you about many dangers that face our wmhole planet. I know three I, 7"
of these creatures, or peoples very well, Two of them come from~ . <& |
the nain Sequence - Sub-Dwarfs Solar System, .a neighbouring Solay -..% .
System in the Yicinity of our own Sun. .QOne of these peoples ayre - : .. .
naned the Krxyzes fron the second planet out from the Star Kruger 6op .-
and the next 1s the Cock-Et--Tarros the third planet out from: - - =

the star Barnards and one s from our own solar System Plutoj
The Plutonions ¥ know well, ‘ "

Now within the next 3 months perhaps possibly begore that
they will give 'You a kind of a demonstration to prove to you ‘all
that they are serious with regard to neeting some of your High
Ranking Officers, The way they will prove to us is by spveaking
through your sophistaeated Radio Systems and at times abducting High
Ranking Men fron Your Bases, and they will be doinrg the same
in other countries including Russia,
SiT, I beg of you not to make fun of this letter a

it is the truth as Heaven is mry Judge and this matter i can
help you with, \

0/20%/]
THE BASE COMMANDER . ‘

U.S. AIR FORCE \
R.A.F., WOODBRIDGE \
SUFFOLK

/22
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE N
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk 1P12 -

Telephone Wo;)dbridge 3737 ext 2557

2RO

Mrs P J Titchmarsh Your refere‘r.lce
Miniosoy coretariat Division 8a Our reference
Ministry of Defence ‘ "BENT/19
Main Building

Date
Whitehall _
London SW1lA 2HB

\

/T6/Air

l;NoVember 1983

BT IR
FERSAIE S
k]

J

| L oo
/ééi- % i,;“m\\CD\ .

!

e
‘ e it

P

pe

i e e e

Thankyou for your 1
lights seen at Woog
almost 3 years old

etter and enclosure conc
bridge during December 1980. The

erning the unexplained

incident is now

and no one here remembers it clearly. All we
have, is Lt Col Halt

s' letter dated 13 January 1981.

A study of this letter shows t

hat the first sighting
on 27 Dec 80 and t

was at 0300 hrs
hat the second sighting was on the night of
29 Dec 80. .
I have no knowledge of any local constabulary involvement.

Mot

/74
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1#iNISTRY OF DEFENCF > o
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephaone Q01-218 2-032_.,(Direct Di%lxing)
01-218 8000 (Switchbogrd)
; _—
| f
Sqn Ldr D H Moreland RAF \ Your reference
RAF Liaison Office
RAF Bentwaters Our reference 7}
Voodbridge D/DS8/10/209-'%" 7.

Suffolk IP12 289
17 November1933

:D@c;r :r‘\/\c‘(.‘.kr? -~ L!.(_C\r‘.\qf\

I attach a copy of a letter received from
a member of the public folloning publication of
the News of the World reports on the \Voodbridge
"UFQO" sightings, r

as written twyice before on this
subject and now alleges that the date given in
Lt. Col. Kalt's report of the initialisighting as
being on 27 December 1930 is in_‘a,ccurat’_e. I would be
grateful for your comments on this., *

I would also be gratéf\z]‘_ if you cculd discover:
whether the second sighting mentioned in the report

took place on the same night or|e subsequeng night,

rY

and if so, the date of the second sightin

g-

A - .
Ve s DA 5

- —_
Ve Q B XA X

P J TITCHMARSH(Mrs)

|

/25




Your ref ®/DS8/10/209

P J Titchmarsh

Madn Building — .
Whitehall | ‘,‘$ﬁhr . L
SWlA 2HB ’ ’

o
&

Dear Mrs Tltch%;;ftéh","

In response to yours of Now 10, I have confirmed with
Suffolk Constabulary that they were called to the scene
of the Woodbridge UFO at 4.1l am on Daecember 264 1980,
They said that all they could see was the lighthouse.
They were called out again at 10.30 am on Dec 26 to
éxamine the reported landing marks. There seems little
doubt that the date of Dec 27 given in Col Halt's letter
(of which I have a capy) is wrong. This also casts doubt
on the second date he gives for the later eventQ. If
your investigators were looking into events on D%C 29
and 30, as I understand was the case, they were almost
certainly concentrating on the wrong day(s). Perhaps
the whole case needs re-investigation.

I had hoped not to trouble you again on this sud ject,
but there are a couple of points that perhaps yo# could
clarify for me. Firstly, it is being said@ that an in-
vestigation including confiscation of radar records
began before the Halt memo was even written. Do you
know this to be true? Secondly, I should be intﬂrested
to know what your own investigators thought was 'I'.hoﬂ
P¥obable cause of the "star-like objects¥ that C41 alt
¥eported in the fina} para of his letter.

Yours sincerely




. .. ST VIZOLUVLL e FIQ-. —im
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE | j

(e
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB '
Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling) '

01-218 9000 (Switchbeard)

|
|
|

Your refocence I

Our reference ('ﬂf'}
D/DSB/10/209"
Date T

lo Novez\lnber 1983
| T TT———

I

Thank you for your
Woodbridge UFO case

letter of 26 October and your notes on the

My only comment on your explanation of the incideqt is the date on whickh
the sighting took place. I can only confirm that \the date given on the
repoxrt sent to us by Lt Col Halt was 27 December as stated in the News ¢
the World article. There is, however, little subsﬁ;a.nce in much of that
article; there is no confirmation that a UFO landed, there was no

question of contect with “alien beings™ and no wnidentified object was
seen on redar, :

The report was handled in the Ministry of Defence in accordance with
normal procedures ie it was passed to staff concerned with air defence
matters who examine such reports to satisfy themselves that there are nc
defence implications. 1In this instance MOD was satisfied that there was
nothing of defence interest in the alleged sightings.

As regards the question of releasing files, I explained in my letter of
19 October that Ministry of Defence files are subject to the Provisions
of the Public Record Acts and are not therefore reieased to the public

until 30 years have elapsed after the last action taken on them., I amr
avare of any precedent set in the past with regard to the release of UK
files in this couantry. I am sorry, therefore, that we cannot accede to

your request, . . \ .
jcu_rs sv\\we/\:vj \
> P T vesn anarsi
P J TITCHMARSH (Mrs)



B.M. Webster, Esq.,
Head of DS8,
Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,
Whitehall, swi

AWk ‘

You'll find if you check your records that I occupied that
‘hot seat' of yours in DS8 from 1969 to 1972 (subsequently retiring as AUS(L) in
1977). So I'm not writing to you in any frivolous expectétion that you'll have
much time to spare for what may well strike you as a relatively unimportant ep-
quiry - I well remember the rate at which more urgent stuff crosses that desk of

yours ! But if you can help, I'd be grateful.

I'm currently in touch with Lord Hill-Norton (former CDS)
and Patrick Wall MP about that odd report of some allegei 'UFO' nonsense at

RAF Woodbridge and thereabouts in late December 1980. You may have seen the
(characteristically) sensational cover which THE NEWS OF THE WORLD gave to this
elderly event in their issues of 2nd and 9th October thiskyear. (And for all 1
know, you were the luckless chap who drafted the written Answer which was given
to Patrick Wall on 24th October — if it wasn't DS4 7).

I merely come into the picture because I'm currently writing
a book (pretty cool and sceptical) about the UFO "thing': |it's certainly a phen-
omenon, at least to the extent that the public continue to work themselves up abou
it from time to time; my own treatment of it is that it's a pretty example of
modern myth in the making (among some other current myths); and I think I've
hooked a publisher for this modest essay.

But Peter Hill-Norton has rather set me back on my haunches
by taking the Woodbridge 'event' with a degree of seriousngss, and I've since
seen the full text of the report made by Lt.Col. Halt, Deputy USAF Base Commander,
on 13 January 1981. This was released in America earlier this year uander the
Freedom of Information Act by the Department of the Airforﬁe. The releasing letter
astounded me (and Peter Hill-Norton et al.) by saying: “The Air Force file copy
had been ... disposed of... Fortunately, through ... the gfacious consent of ... .
the British Ministry of Defence ... the US Air Force was provided with a copy ...

I wonder if you'd be kind enough (with%n security limits) to
let me know what you can in answer to the following questions.

a. Did the MOD indeed get a copy of Lt.Col. Halt's report of
13 January 1981 ?

b. If so, did it correspond with the attached photocopy which has been
released in the US ? (Sorry for atrocious copy !).

c. ' 'The report implies either that Halt (et al.) was the subject of
hallucgnationg or that something mot explained in|the report intruded

|
/28 |
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|
into British airspace and 'landed' in Britishiterritory on

27 and 29 December 1980. Which of these alternatives does the
MOD embrace ?° b

Neither alternative is particularly comfortingk None of us woulg
wish our respected colleagues in the USAF (with control of vital
weapons) to be deceived by illusory phenomena;| equally, none of
us would welcome evidence that British airspmce and territory cap
be intruded upon with impunity. Whichever of t#e two views the
MOD adheres to, what steps have been taken sigce Lt.Col. Halt'sg
report was received ? : : ' e '

-

My apologies again for troubling you with these questions. My ilmmediate
interest is the one I've mentioned: I'm writing a book. Butfit seems to me that
broader questions are imvolved. Somebody or other may well 'decide to press them
further in the public arena. I hope (and, as a former Head of DS8, I believe 1)
that tlet reasonable answers can be given.

Enclosure: Photocopy of report dated 13 January 1981

- LU -
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1. E"ﬂ"§ in the worning ot 27 Uec B8O (approximitely 0300L), Lwa USAF
security'palice patrolmen sow unusual Vights outwide the bLack gate at
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft wight huve crashed or been fopceq
down, they called for pormission to go outside tng gate to Investiqaeg,
Ths on~duty flighr cniasf rocpunded and 31 fygwedd three patrolumen 33 4p.
ceed un fuol. Thwe individuals rejorvted a2efng a stranye glowing obLject
In the forest. The object was described as beinq‘uutalic in appearanca
and triangular ia shape, approximately two to three meters 3¢ross the -
tase ang dapproximately two amters high., It {1luminated the entire tores,
with a whita Viyght. The object itself hud a pulsing red 1ight on top an.
a bank(s) of blue lights uadermueath.  The object was hovering or an Tugs.
A3 the patroluen approached the object, it mancuvercd through the trees
and disappeared. At this time the snimals on a ncarby farm went ianto 2
frenzy. The oubjuct was briefly sightued approximately an haur later ncer
the back gate. ) L= .

2. The next day, thiee depressions 1 1/7* deep and 7° in disocter were
found where the yuject had Leen sighted on the yground. The follawing
night (29 Duc B0) the arca was checkud tor radiation. Beta/gaima veadice
oFf .1 wiiliroentgens. were recorded with peak ri 4ings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle tarmed by the depressiouns,
A nearby tree had muderate (.05-.07) readings un the 3ide of the tree
toward the depressions.

3. Later fn the night a red sun-like 1ight was .cdn through the trees,
It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw of f glowii:
particles and then Lroke intu tive separate white ubjects ard then cCis-

apreared.  lumediately thereattes, three star-like wbjects were notigid

:n the sky, w0 objects to the nurth and one t. :r\- «auth, all of which
were aboul 1U° i f the hurieon.  The OLICCLS wuvee [~uidly fu sharp aagd)
foran ots and displayed red, green and blue 1ights | The objects to th
ncrih appeared to Le elliptical throuyh an 8-12 pow:r '+us. . They then
turned to full cincles. The objects to the north riéra-ned in the Sky :fur
AN hour or mare. Fno sbjecl to Lic south was visible for twe or thre:
hours and beamed duwn a strean of light from time to time. Numerous indU

gUals-3including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs
and 3. :

N / .
A '

ALl -

CITARLES T. Lt Col, USAF

Oeputly Base Cosmander / . ' |-

DIVETN LI : ' R )

c @
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 'wF_uT_r-:HALL LONDON SWIA\ZHB

. TELEPHONE ©1-218 9000
DIRECT DIALLING O1-2186.1.69

D/S of S/210/83 > November 1983

AR
"
ru*’b- Riwre ‘

* E \ InteTnals:

‘I‘I'J“ 29 ’
a . \ THedd of pss :
‘&(«6\7 ELE \b\2~° D of Ops(a Def) (RAF)

Thank you for your letter of 19th October enclosing the

|
one attached from your constituent, N

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

allegation that there has been a "cover up" about alleged UFO
sightings.

As you will recall from your time as Minister for the Royal Air
Force, reports of alleged sightings are .examined by operations staff
to see whether there is any interest from a defence point of view.
No such interest was found in the case of the inc1den\ reported in
the "News of the World” of 2nd October, or in any of ﬁhe other
sightings reported in the UK. In the "News of the World" incident
there was in fact no question of any contact with "alien beings",

noxr was any unidentified object seen on radar..

My Department's interest remains solely in the implications
for the air defence of the UK, as you may have seen in\John Stanley's
answer in the House on 24th October (copy attached) towa guestion
about the "News of the World" report. ~

. ' ' ) kk,~_/)\(
e e, o Michael Heseléine

The Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP

o
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o/1¢/83. '

2ar sir,
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RAF Woodhridge (Alleged Incident)

Siv Patrick ‘Wzl asked- the Secrc(a}y of Swazic for -

Deferce (1) if he has seer the United States Air Force
mamie dated 13 Janusiy J981 concerning unsxplained
lights ncar RAF Woodbridge; .

(2) whether, in view of the fact thas the United State’s
Air Force memo of 13 January 1931 on the inciden: at RAF
Woodbridge has becn released under the Freedom of
Infermation  Act, he will now release reports and
documents concerning similar unexplained incidents in tha
United Kingdom; | )

(3) how many uncxplained sightings or radar intercepts
have 1aken place since 1980. ’ : ‘

Mr. Stanley: I have szen the memorandum of 13
Jancary 198) to which my hon. Friend refers. Siace 1980
the Department has received 1,400 reports of sighiings of
flying objects which the observers have been unable 10
identify. There were no correspording unexplained radar
contacts. Subject 1o normal security consiraints, 1 am
rcady to give information wbout any such reporied
sightings that are found to be a matter of concern from a
defenze stangpoiat, but tharc have been none to date.

il
‘e,

-
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¥z8 P J Titchmarsh
MoD T
Whitehall SW1A 2HB

. .';.-u-.-_.,_\.f.,...‘_, -
i"@1983l09to?e!'26
_ '
!

Dear Mrs Titchmarsh,

Thank you for your letter of October 19, In ¥eponse I
enclose a paper summarizing my own inveatigations into
the Woodbridge UFO case. You will see that I ha#o'
Painted a rather different pictuke from that in the
News of the World. If anyone has any comments on this
paper, I should be pleased to hear them.

I appreciate that it is not normal practice to release
HoD files, but I understand that the precedent has been
86t with regard to one or two files of UFO cases. In
view of the continuing public interest in the Woodbridge
case, plus the need to prevent an awful lot of qutéd
time if there really is a sfftraightforwarad solution,’

I would hope that an exceptfon can be made. I be'ons
would acéept a censored account of the conclusiona.

If your office does reconsider lifting the veil df

8ecrecy over this case, I do hope you will let me know
immediately,

Yours sincerely,




1983 October 18

»

| Tel: Ol - 568 1
AN EXPLANATION OF THE WOODBRIDGE UFO - - A SUMMARY

On October 2, 1983, the News of the World reported the
alleged landing of a UFO outside RAF Woodbridge in Buffolk
at Christmas 1980. Prime documentary evidence of the event
consists of a letter from the deputy base commander 1(
Charles I. Halt, which was published by the News of ,‘tho
World. The News of the World also interviewed an eye
witness, a former security guard given the pseudonym of
ATt Wallace,

In outline, the story is that two patrolmen report‘red seeing
unusual lights in the sky at 3 a.m. Subsequently they
reported seeing a strange object among the trees of a
nearby forest that pulsed and "illuminated the forest with
a white light". Next day, three depressions in the {grou.nd
wore found. Later that night, the colonel himself was
witness to a "sun-like light seen through the trees" and
three star-like objects in the sky.

The facts of the matter are these:

1. The date of December 27 given in the NoW is evidently
wrong. Police records reveal that they were calledl‘to the
scene at 4.11 a.m. on December 26. They have no record of
any further calls on December 27 or thereafter.

2. Records of the British Astronomical Association's meteor
section show that at 2.50 a.m. on the morning of December 26,
1980, a brilliant fireball (a piece of natural debris from
space) burned up in the atmosphere over southern En,‘gla.nd.
Witnesses reported it as being comparable in brightness to
the Moon, which was then three-quarters full. Anyo' e seeing

this spectacular event could easily conclude that an object
was crashing io the ground. § |

3. Shortly ter publication of the gow story, 100(3.1
forester Vindent Thurkettle realized Yhat a line drawm

from the ba »gate of RAF Woodbridge .'ghrough the a]&];egod

UFO landing gite points directly towards the lighthouse at
Orford Ness,® On the night of October!6-7 1983 Ia.nJRidpa'l:h
visited the site with Mr Thurkettle aRd confirmed that the
Pulsating lighthouse beam does indeed appear to how}rera.mong
the trees near ground level and lights up the forejﬂ: with

a white light. Although the lighthouse is 5 miles away ,

it is 80 brilliant that it appears much closer. An observer
moving through ‘the forest could easily conclude that the
Puleating lighthouse was also moving. If a UFO had been
Present as well as the lighthouse, the witnesses should

have geen not one but two pulsating lights in theit

line of sight. ' '

continued -
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\

The flashes from the lighthouae were vi}!.eotapod by af

caméra crew for an item transmitted on ' eakfast\Timqu?}

In an interview in The Times on October; 3, Mz Thquett

noted that the site was covered with T5-ft-high pine irees

10 £t apart at the timé of the alleged landing. He attributeq
the indentations in the ground to .rabbits.

4. When local police arrived at the scene on the night of
the alleged landing they found nothing untoward. | According
to the police account, the only lights they could see were
those of the Orford lighthouse. MNext day they examineQ

the indentations in the forest and concluded that| they were
probably made by an animal. Air Traffic Control $qceived
Téports of “aerial phenomena” over southern England that
night. By coincidence, in addition to the 3 a.m. fireball,
the Russian Cosmos 749 rocket had re-entered the atmosphere
O0ver southern England at 21.07 on the night of December 25,
and was widely seen. :

5« Although it is not clear from the NoW accountj it seems
that the last paragraph of Col. Halt's letter refers to
events on the following night. He says: "A red sun-like
light was seen through the trees. It moved about %nd
pulsed." PRither this is the lighthouse again, or we are
asked to believe that a second UFO landing ocenrred on the
samé site. .Col. Halt's “star-like objects...10 degrees off
the horizon" were probably just that - stars. The Teported
"angular movements" are attributable to movements in the
observer's eye (the autokinetic effect, familiar when
watching a stationary star) and the'i@reen and blue lights" H%L
are an effect caused by simple twinkling when a star is

low in the sky. The object to the south that Temained
visible for 2 to 3 hours and which "beamed down a stream of
light from time to time" is almost certainly Sirius, the
brightest star in the sky.

Conclusion: Observers who interpreted the 2.50 a.m. fireball

'as a craft descending into the forest outside RAP Woodbridge

might subsequently regard the unexpected appearance of the
lighthouse as the same object that had landed. Once they
were convinced that something strange waa happening, the
witnesses could then easily misinterpret other natural
phenomena as UFOs. Such behaviour is common in UFO cases.
In short, the details of this case for ‘which = roliﬁble
account existe are subject to straightforward, rational
explanation,

NB: These notes are for private circulation only aéd are not
for publication or quotation without the expresa permission
of the author.

— 1983 Octobexz 18
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21, OCTOBER 1983
Col.: b2

- RAE) Woodbrid Allegé*lﬁgideni)

: 3
* Sir Patrick Wall asked the Secretary of State for

Defence (1) if he has sean the United States Air Force

. memo dated 13 January 1981 conceraing unexplained

llgh‘s near RAF Woogbndge.

(2) whether, in view of the fact that the United State’s
Air Force memo of 13 January 1931 on the incident at RAF
Woodbridge has becn released undsr the Freedom of

_ Information Act, he will now release reports und
" documents concerning similar unexplained incidents inths

Uhited Kingdom;
(3) how many uncxplamed sxghtmgs or radar intercepts
have taken place since 1980. *

Mr. Stanley: I have seen the memorandum of 13
January 1981 to which my hon. Friend refers. Since 1980
the Department has received 1,400 reports of sightings of
flying objects which the observers have been unable to
identify. There were no corresponding unexplained redar
contacts. Subject to normal sccurity constraints, I am
ready to give information about any such reportzd
sightings that are found to be a matter of concern from a
defence standpoint, but therc have been none to date.

-
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4 Copy to:
"APS/US of S(AF)

Ml

F(Lofﬁl"‘ )
This non-oralsquestion has been allocated to
Minister(AF) for answer. '

2. Would
together wi
to-reach th

You please supply a draft reply and backgroung n
th any relevant Hansard extracts and Press cuttj
is office at the time shown on the front cover.

ote,
ngs,

3.  Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USofS(AF)

when returning this, allowing sufficient time for USof S(AF)
to comment. B ‘ }

Office of Minister(AF)
Room 6386 Main Building
Extension

3“‘1.9' "3

M2

APS/Minister(AF) (thro' DUS(Air))

Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft_reply to PQ 7607C.

2. The same background note has been provided for PQ 7608C
and PQ 7609C. :

21 October 1983
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PQ 7067C . -

Tom— AMLYAJ VY AALL

. SIR PATRICK VALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY), .

Sir Patrick Wall

SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)

Yes.

To ask the Secref

S

tary of State for

Defence, if he has seen the Uniteq

States Air Force

memo dated 13

January 1981 concerning unexplaineq

lights near RAF Woodbridge.
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Background Note . ‘ P L-pm

These three questiom follow from the News of the Wbrld
l .
article of 2 October 1983 (Annex 4) descrlblng an alleged UFO

sighting by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbridge in Suffolk on
27 December 1980. |

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the
Air Staff and DS 8. It was concluded that there was nothing

of defence interest in the alleged sight;ng.

There was, of course, no question of any edntact with
"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object‘seen on any

radar recordings, as alleged in the News of thé World.

A BBC investigation into the incident following publication
of the News or the World Article concluded that]a possible
explanation for the lights seen by the USAF personnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordmess lighthouse some 6 - 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO reports is to establish

whether they reveal anything of defence interest (eg intruding

|

aircraft). MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point

at which we are satisfied that a report has no defence

|

implications. No attempts are made to 1dent1fyad catalogue

the llkely explanatlon for individual reports.

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by
the Earl}CIancarty, said ‘that he would look into~the possibility

of publlshlng such reports as are received by thF Hlnistry °f

~___~ ‘ o /40 A

1
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Defence. us of S(AF) has now declded to release coﬁpilati;;;‘:
-.of reports.; They will be publlshed on a quarLerly basis and B
w1ll be avallable to members or the publlc, ag a amall chars‘:
to cover costs. Us of S(AF) had planned to make en announcem;nt
shortly in the House of ILords through an arraﬁged PQ. Pending
- arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the decllen in the Commons.
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UFO Sigh!ing Reports: Security

The Ear} of Cork and Orrery: My Lords, 1 beg leave

o ask the Question which stands in my name on the
Jrder Paper.

The Question was as follows:

To ask Her Majesty’s Government how many of
the 2,250 sightings of UFOs reported to the Ministry
of Decfence in the years 1978-81 were, and still are,
classificd for reasons of security.

Viscount Long: None, my Lords.

The Earl of Cork and Orrery: My Lords, I thank my
oble kinsman for that Answer. May I ask him two
uestions?  First, what did he mean when he said in
is Answer on, I think, 4th March that reports of
:ghtings that were considered 10 be of interest to
¢lence were in fact classified ? Secondly, what pro-
cdures may be open to individuals or organisations
‘ho would like to sce the reporis?

Viscount Long: My Lords, with regard to the latter §

aart of my noble friend’s supplementary question, there
snoreason why he should not come and see the Teporis.
~ot many of them come in because not many people
ctually report sightings.  There js no cover up in that
sspect. As for the first part of my noble friend's
upplermientary question, 1 stick to what I said earlier.

The Earl of Kimberley: My Lords, czn my noble
riend say why, when 1 previously asked a supple-
«entary question, he said that the figures had got Jost
1 the way to the Ministry, whareas 10day he says that
acy are there and available for anyone to see? Can
¢ therefore place them in the Library for all of us
2 see?

Viceount Long: My Lords, 1 will look jnto that and
nd out whether it is possible far your Lordships to
¢ them. 1 should like ali of your Jordships to s=¢e
nem in the Library, if possible,

Lord Strabolgi: My Lords, may 1 ask the Govern-

'ent whether they think that any of these UFOs are
anned spaceerafl coming from a planet outside the
Jdar system, as is believed by the * ufologists 7

Viscount Yong: My Lords, the noble Lord can
hieve that; anything is possible;

Loré Shinwell: My Lords, do 1 understand that the
hle Viscount the Minister in his reply to the original
vestion does not deny that UFOs exis(?  Is it possible
-} use the word “ possible ' very carcfully, but

Bberatedy- that 2l the information is well-known
the Minisiry of Defence, but that for diplomatic
Wi other scasors i is not preparcd to rnake an
nounsement ?

Viscount Leag: Mo, my Lords, it is not prenarcd to
she an announcement because it has not got the facts
wake &0 anaouncement with avthority behind g,

Lord Beswick: My Lords, the Question asks
2,250 sightings. The neble Viscount says that th
very few sightings reported to the Ministry of D
Does that mean to say that the figure in the Que
incorrect?

about
cre are
cfence,
stion js

|
Viscount Long: No, my \}Lords, it was on the o
assumption that there are probably many sj
that arc not reported to the Ministry of Defence, That
is what ¥ was rcaliy referring to. Thercfore, af this
stage what we have said is that we have got.

riginal
ghtings

Lord Beswick: My Lords, I should like to «clear yp
that point. The Qucstior“l refers to 2,250 sightings
“reported " to the Ministry of Defence.  The Question
I was asked was, * Is that ﬁ"gurc correct, ornot? "

Viscount Long: That is chrcct, my Lords, up to this
moment.

Lord Wade: My Lords, may 1 ask which Ministry js
responsible for UFOs? |

Yiscount Long: None, my}Lords. Reports come into
the Ministry of Defence, and anyonc can take them
from there.

Yiscount St. Davids: My Lords, has anybody yet
found an empty beer can marked, *““Made in
Centavrus ”, or any similan object? Unti! they have,
will the Ministry deal with these matters with very
considerable scepticism, please? :

Viscount Long: My Lords, I 2m noi the Minister for
conscrvation, if it is a question of beer cans.

Lord Morris: My Lords, if something is said to be
unidentified, how can it posssibly be said to exist?

Viscount Long: A very goo\d quesiion, my Lords.

Jord Leatherland: My Lords, can the Minister tell us
whether any of the unide}nli.’)cd flying objects are
Miristers who are ficcing fron the Cabinet just now ?

Viscount Long: No, my Lords.

The Earlof Clunearty: My Lords, may 1 ask the noble
Viscount whether he is aware-of 2 Ministry of D-:‘l’cnoc
document concerninz UFQs, whichwas published m.lhe
July 1678 issuc of a journaj ci\:‘.!lcd Viewpeint .4.3:1_ar.':15?
Furthermore, he is aware that urder the hc:ndmg.of
*Contacts” there were listed 18 names, and along,\:.d:‘.
each name there was given the tewn which was ths
location of the sunposcd occurrence ?  Therc were lio
given classifications and a dafe and time relatingto cach
name. Is the noble Viscount aware that there was a
tremendous  distribution of| the document te other
Government departments, and to NORAD and ths
CIA? 1 should like to esk|wheiher in this case the
word * contacts ** means cluse cneounters 7

Viscount Long: Yes, my Losds, 1 have the docuinent
hers, and it kas nothing (o\d:) with the Ministry of
Decieace.  Itis made up to Yook raiher Lke a Christmas
meuu. lis existeace in tixc‘ Muypistry of Dcﬁ:izcc'hzts
‘been denied on felovision  Somcone clse hus made it
up.  Itisnotz Ministry of D:c.-'sncc docernent-—-not the
way itis mads up, ike a Cliristimas imenn.

V2
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Thursday, 41h Alarch, 1982.

.

The House met at three of the cloék (Prayers having
been read carlier at the Sudicial Sitting by the Lord

Bishop of Dcrby): The Lorp CuaNcertor oh the
\qu!sack. B

British Citizens: Overseas Supplements -

Lord Hatch of Lusby:
the first Question whic
Order Paper.

My Lords, I beg leave to ask
h stands in my namc on the

. The Question was as follows:

To ask Her Majesty's Government how many
British citizens reccived Britisly Expaltriates Supple-
nentation Scheme or Overseas Service Aid Scheme

supplemcats in 1979 and in 1981 and what further
changes arc planned.

The Parliameutary Under-Secretary of State, Foreign
nad  Commonwealth  Office (Lord Trefgarnc): My
Lords, the average number of British citizess recciving
Eritish Expatriates Supplementation Scheme or Over-
seas Serviee Aid Scheme supplements in 1979 was
4,083, "In 1981, the comparable figure was 2,975.
The numbers have fajicn steadily sincc 1970 and
reductions arc expected to continue at about 10 per
cenl. per @nnum ever the next few years. No changes
in terms of service are planned at the momant.

Tord Hatzch of Lusby: My Lords, may T ask the noble
Lord the Minister whetlher he has read the Answer
given by his colleague to a similac 'Question which }
put in Decsmber? The Answer, which | paraphrasc,
was that the numbers had fallen because local indi-
genous peeple had now become suflicicatly trained to
take thosc positions,
since at these figures, would he agree that this is not
an adequale answer and that tiuis is a deliberate policy
by the Government to reduce the number of British
citizzns who are given supplemcnts (o work oversaas?
Would the neble Lord further agree that this is causing
very great difiiculty to universitizs, to technical colleges
and (o a wholc range of national activitics in the
(.‘01:.1 monwcaith?

J.erd Trefgarne: No, T do rot agree with that, my
Lords. T have fndeed studicd the Ansver which my
noble friecnd Lord Skelmsrsdale gave fo the noblc
Lord, Lord Hatch of Lusby, at tie end of last year.

The reasens which my noble fricnd then gave remain
correct.

Lard Huteh of Lusby: But surcly the figsures which
have been given this afiernoon, if T heard correctly,
have reduced the nembar by about 235 per cont. in two
years. Does this not entail o greal reduction in
Pritish inNuznce all over the Commonweatth? And
is the noble ford aware that particularly in voiversities

" it i causing very greal anxicty and difficully over the
reereitment of the requisite trained stafi?
LIS A2

- e~ ULLDULUS

IT the noble Lord has looked:

— ooe frolzaruc: My Lards, the numberg B s b
declincd, as"] described in the original Ans\::: :“dac‘ed
was referred 10 at the 1ilinc of the carlicr Quess; ™ as
the end of last year. But onc has to rep, o on at
thesg schemes are operated in the closest consultay;

‘with the various Goverpmients concerned, dnd wnl_,c‘n
sometimes choosc to use the aid funds” fgp oY
purposcs. \‘ ‘

Unideatified Flyh_!g Objects: Sightiugs

34 pm.

The Earl of CI:mcnrty:Tl My Lorcis, I beg leave o
ask the Question which stands in my name on the
Order Paper. : -

The Question was as follows:

To ask Her Maj»:sty\'s Government how mary
reports have been received by the Ministry of
Defence on unidentificd flying objects (UFOs) in
cach of thc last four ycars, and what action has been
taken in cach case, P

Viscount Long: My Lords, in 1978 there were 750
sightings; in 1979 there were 550 sightings; in 1980,
350 sightings; and in 1981, 600 sightings.  All U0
reports are passed to opérations stz2ff who examine

them solcly for possible ddfence iniplications,

The Earl of Clancariy: My Loids, while thanking
the noble Viscount for (h:‘r.t Answer, may [ ask: him
whether or ot it is a fact that over 2,000 authantizated
UFO reports were pub!ishc[d Jast year in the naticnal
press? 1 so, were they aceepted or passed on to the
Ministry of Defence?  And what happened to thera?

Viscount Long: My Lords, they did not all get to
the Ministry of Defence. J have just informad your

Lordships of the numbers sighted.  If the noble Earl

is suspicious that the Minis‘v‘lry of Defence is covering

up in any way, I can assurc him that there is no reason
vhy we should cover up the figures which he has
mentioned if they are truc.| The sole interest of the

Ministry of Defence in Uﬁko reports s to establish

whether they reveal anything of defence in(crcs(—-—fo_r

example, 2 Russian aircraft jor an unidentified aircraft

—vhich might -have breached our. sceurity sy:st':n‘&
_ That is the sole reason \vhx we are intercsted in the
©FCports. ’ T

Lord \Wynue-Jones: My Lords, dods the Answer
given mean that since there|hias been a Conserviitive
Government the UFQs have donc a U-turn and
deparied ?

Viscount Lonz: Not according to my rcading, my
Lords.

friend sid visat €00 UFO: Lad been ofticially r.cxmg{}‘i’
or acknowisdged by the Ministry of Dafence n ':"."
wmar ek hia how many of thosc sightings sith n‘-h'f":
unidentilied and were not subject to sscurify, OF WeiC

. 1 .. ol
Russian asroplanes. or anyihing fike that?
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jLord .Struboigii’My 'Lords, m:iy I ask thic noble
Viscount whether the present Government adhere to

the vicw of the previous Goverament which I put

forward when I replied to the debate theee years ago
In your Lordships® House, that most of thes¢ so-callod

sightings can be accounted for as, natural phenomena?

Viscount Long: Yes, my Lords, they can be. Mnhy
of them are accounted for in one way or another,

but nobody has got a really constructive answer for
all of them. S . . s

Lord Hiil-Nortoa: My Locds, ‘may I ask the noble
Viscount whether or not it js trus that all the sighting
reports reccived by the Ministry of Defence before

. 1962 were destroyed because ticy werc decmed * to
be of no interest™? And if it is true, who was it
who decided that they were of no interest?

Yiscount Long:

and gallant Lord—] was wondering whether he was
going to say that the Royal Navy had many times secn
the Loch Ness monster—is hat since 1967 all UFO
reports have been preserved.. Before that ‘time, they
were generally destroyed after five years.

Lord ¥Paget of Northarspton: My Lords, can ths noble
Viscount tell us whether, out of these thousands of
sightings which ke has meationad, there has been a
single onc which sugacsted any menace to our defences?
In the circumstances, is not an awful lot of time being
wasted on this noasense? :

Viscount Leng: My Locds, I think Her Majesty's
Government asc waiting for an invitation from them
to discuss these problems,

Mr. Anatoly Sheharanskys Representations

39 p.m.

Lord Reaton:
Question which
Paper.,

My Locds, 1 beg leave to ask the
stands in my name on the Order

The Question was as follows:

To ask Her Majesty's Government whether they
~are aware that Anatoly Shcharansky has for the past
I5 months been undernourisked, tortured and
frequently placed in punishmeat cells, and in October
1981 had his prison sentence increased by 3 years
for his refusal to plez guilty to a charge 6f which
he has always maintained his innocence; and whether
they will request the Sovict Government to state
whether they intand to ke2p him in those unciviliscd
conditions until he releats or dies, ‘

Lord Trefgarne: My Lords, Her Majesty's Govern-
ment remain gravely concerned about the pizat of
Anatoly Shkcharansky
reports of his ill-treatment,

" We have raised this casc
with the Sovict authoritics

on many occasions, both

Triend not only for.that Answer bug fo

" ask my noble fricnd whether or not the Sovigt
" meat’s failure, as' shown by the treatinent of Sheharag.

Crtaking; '

My Lords, my reply to the noble

tights at the United Mations?

and ace disturbed. by .ccent.

. — ! adrid
mecting.  We shall coatinuc to take g close
in Mc. Shcharansky's case, :.mdito make "*Pr'e"s’é.{ﬁﬁ
as suitable opportunities arise. Lo rJons

) Lord Reaten: My Lords, may I thank - Yy notye
which he and. the Forcign Office have begq and &
taking with regard to Shcharansky's plight? : May"?
GOYCH\;
sky and others, to hoaour their Helsinki ugd
diminishes ‘their credibility in rclation to
matters in which they say they are sccking -
and on which they would Jike to be belicved 2

all othec

Lord Trefgarne: If I may say so, my Lords, my
noble friend has put his finger on the nub of the pro.
blem. How can we bcﬁicve what they say in negotia-
tions such as the IMF negotiations, the MBFR
negotiations as they are called in Vienna, or in ag
other forum for that Tmttcr, when they do not do
what they said they would do at Helsinki in 19767

Lord Shinwell: My Lords, in view of the rumours,
which arc probably well founded, that Mr, Brezhney
is about to retire, could a message frem your Lord-
ships’ House be sent to him through the Sovict Embassy
wishing him for the remainder of; his life—and we hope
he has many years lcft_l
and asking whether, as a gracious act upon his retire-
ment, he will ensure that|Mr. Shchacansky is treated as
a civilised person? ' '

Lord Trefgarne: My Locds, T would certainly be will-
ing to send another message to the Soviet Union about
M. Sheharaosky if I thought it would have any cffect.
As to the future of Mec, Brezhaey, T believe that that is
a matter for them to decide for themsclves.

Viscoant. Mountgarret: My Lords, would it not help
if the western nations ceased providing wheat to the
Soviet Union, at a time when they are finding them-

‘sclves short, until they cease to carry out such inhuman_

activities against individuals and sovercign States?

Lord Trefgarne: My Lorfls. the failure of the Sovict
agricultural industry is now plain for all to scc, but I

am not surc that the interests of the West arc scrved

- by stacving them out. ]

| : N
that the treatment of Shcharansky scems to be a
erious violation of human rights, has the matter
bazn raised before the sub-commission on human

Lord Elwyn-Jones: My Lords, in vicw of the fact

Lord Trefgarne: My Lords, I am not cerlain th?l
the matter has been raised bifore that particular body
but certainly it has been raised before all the ogh-:rs I
mentioned.  There could be a good opportunity, for
doing as the noble and fearned Lord suggasls.

Lord Avebiiry: My Lords, is the Minister aware that
Mr. Sheharansky is a very| distinguished computer
scientist?  Will he therefore lconsider a reduction in

Jud
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M1

. . This non-oralmguestion has. been allocated to
Minister(ar) for answer. L
2. Would you Please supply a draft réply and background noté,
together wi

th any relevant Hansard extracts and Press Cuttingg,
to-reach thisg office at the time shown on the front cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer |to PS/USofS(AF)
when returni

ng this, allowing sufficient time for USofS(arF)
to comment.
=2 comment

Office of Minister(aF)
oom 6386 Main |Building

&(r‘o - T2

M2

‘\Aps/ninister(AF) (thro' DUS(Air))

Copy td:
. | APS/US of S(AF)
. | Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 17608C.

2. The same background note has beer provided for PQ 7607C
and PQ 7609C. .

21 October 1983
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SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY) . | .

‘Bir Patrick Wall

- SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)

To ésk tﬁe Secretgry of State-for
Defehde whether, En-view of the
fact that the United States' Air
Force memo of 13 Januaryql981 on
the incident at R%F Woodbridge

has been released| under the Freedonm
of Information Act, he will now
release reports and documents
concerning similar unexplained

|

incidents in the United Kingdom.

This has been considered. It is the intention tr publish reports.



~

Backgrodnd Notewri

\
|
\
\
- .
These three questlon:follow from the News\of the Wbrld

artlcle of 2 October 1983 (Annex 4) descrlblng an alleged UFQ

sighting by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbrldge i Suffolk on
27 December 1980.

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the
Air Staff and DS 8. It was concluded that thefe was nothing

of defence interest in the alleged 81ght1ng. \

There was, of course, no questlon of any contact with
"alien belngs" nor was any unldentlfled obgect een on any .
radar recordings, as alleged in the News of the\World.

A BBC investigation into the incident following publlcatlon
of the News or the World Article concluded that|a possible
explanation for the lights seen by the USAF per\onnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some 6 - 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO reports is to establish
whether they reveal anything of defence interest;(eg intruding
aircraft). MOD investigations are not pursued bLyond the point

at which we are satisfied that a report has no deence

implications. No attempts are made to identify ad catalogue

the likely explanation for individual reports.

|
|
|

Last year, Lord Iong, during a debate initi&ted by
the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into the possibility

- of publlshing such reports as are recetved by the H1n1str7 of .

/(47
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' of reports.:

DefenCe; US of s(AF) has now declded to release compllations

They w111 be publlshed on a quarterly basis and

w111 be available to members of the publlc, at a small Ch&rge

to cover costs.' Us of S(AF) had planned to- mTke an- announcement

shortly 1n the House of ILords through an ‘arranged PQ. Pending .

arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, us of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the decision in the Commons.

. . i ‘




— Lo
e Defence Secretariat Divisicn O

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE G &
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HE

Telephone 01-218 (Direct Cialting)
01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

)

\ T TTT——

Your rafarencs

Qur refsrence

D/DS8/10/209

{ Date
\1 1q Octoter 1983

—————————

Thank you for your letter of 9 C?tober concerning the
alleged UFO landing near RAF WOo?bridge.

I should explain that it is not éhe policy of tke
Ministry of Defence to release its files to members of
the public. All MOD files are sdbject to the provisions
ef the Pudblic Records Act which ﬂay down that in
general official files are to remain closéd until 30
ysars have elapsed arfter the lasaaaction taken on them.
L would not, tlierefore, be possible to accede to your
request.
I can, however, confirm that no unidentifie
szen on any radar recordings during the per
guestion and that the News of the |World art
inaccurate on this point.
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