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Col. 62 -

RAF Woudbrigve (Altezcd lacideat)

Pefeire (12) i he has wee the United States Air Force

meme cuted 15 Jasuaty 195) concermieg unexplained

linkis near RAV Woodbridve; oe

QQ) whether, in-view of the fet thatt the United State's

* Air Poses inca of 15 January 1981 on the incident at RAF
Voodtridze las been released under the Freedoa of

fnformidion Act, he will now release, ecports end

docunenls conceming similar vncaplained incidents in the

United Kingdom;

(3) how many unexplained sightings or radar intercepts

have trken place since 1980.

_ Mr. Stavley: Uo have seen the memoranduian of 13
January 193) tw which my hon. Fricnd refers. Slace 1980
the Depactment has received 1,403 reports of sightings of
flyieg objects which the observers have been unable to
Nemify. There were nu coresponding: wucxplained red2r
Contacts. Subject to normal steucity constrainis, 1 ain
ready 10 give iafonnaiion about any such reported
Sightings that are found to be a mutter of concern from ss
-Gefeuce standpoint, but there have been none to dite.

Sir Patcicl: Wall asted the Sceretary of State for



ane

VY ova
-

RAF LIAISON OFFICE :
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Wooatidgs Suffolk (P12 2RQa

Telephone Woodbridge 3737 ext bres 25570 (26Zs
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Mrs P J Titchmarsh

Defence Secretariat Div 8a
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 2HB

Your reference

Our reference

BENT/6/AIR

Date

40 March) 1984

|

Further to your letter D/DS8/10/209 dated
17 November 1983, enclosed
advertising for a book on the
UFO". Most of the advertis
but it will

nest!

Copy to: HQ 3AF/SRAFLO

///

is the pre-
"Rendlesham

ing is eryoneous
no doubt stir up another Jhornet's

D E G CRAWFORD

Squadron) Leader

RAF Commander
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__, This book will explain th
. Significant Statement, we

Furthermore, the authors have been
information and documentationby the British
Defence Ministry, who for the first time have come _clean sbout their involvement in the UFO subject. -_ This could be the book which fina

€ meaning of that ~

In viewof the sensational, but absolutely verifiable.and documented, evidence’ presented, there can be noway 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 bill you when copies of
Sky Crash are available. a

I would like to receive my copy/ies of
Sky Crash. Please advise me immediately when I will
send you my remittance.

a

Peter ee tanec renewsaneceacereeeneusasesesessesatatserseceresccese
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Cosmic

Cover-Up

Brenda Butler, Dot Street & Jenny Randle.
(Author of Allen Contact, etc.)
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“Are UFOs physical crah flown by beings of
superior intelligence? Do the governments of the
world know this fact, absolutelyand certainly? Have
their representatives 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 they are meant to be.
‘For this book promises to be perhaps the most
-important ever written about the UEO phenomenon.

But the implications of this TRUE accountgo 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 unidentified blip on a

radar screen at a joint civil and military air base near
Rendlesham Forest in Suffolk in the last 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 of 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 encounters with an incredible,
and undeniably physical, craft which had come down
into the woods .... not, it would seem, for the first
lime!

Its pilots, however, were not of this world. They
were allens,

One, at feast, 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 becn
damaged and was placed under military guard while
the aliens made hasty repairs enabling them to take

off again. In their wake they left stron, . & pieces af
evidence, including symmetrical trace marks, °
radiation, damage to surrounding trees, and Several
pieces of visual and auditory documentation which
were immediately placed under strict Secrecy. The
traces themselves were subsequently destroyed by
the authorities in a calculated manner.

All of these events took place within half a mile of
_ the perimeter fence of a front-line NATO air base,
This joint US Air Force and RAF operation is alwity's
on alert and is staffed by anti-tank bombers. {t is
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 Cacet of
this historic book, For the events have reecived offici:!
confirmation from the governments of bath Britain
and the USA. Documentation to prove this will be
shown, The extent of this confirmation suprised even
the investigative team. |For the first time ever, a
terrifying UFO close encounter is officially

confirmed by the Ministry of Defence and the
Pentagon.

Having established beyond all reasonable doubt the
reality of the events, the book moves on to examine
its implications. Various alarming scenarios will be
presented and these will span across witchcraft. drugs.
Space warfare and a near nuclear holocaust! But it

would seem that the facts 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 analysis of official papers on
UFOs which have been forced out of the US Govein.
ment by recent legal action. The hundreds of reports.
transcripts and research memoranda have been rep-

praised in the light of the incidents at Rendlesham

Forest. And suddenly they make seuse,

The continued and long-standing involvement of
the CIA, the FBI and many other security agencies
makes it certain that, as one of these agency

documents actually says: ‘The problem transcends the

level of individual departmental responsibilitics
and Is of such importance as to merit cognisance
and action by the National Sceurity Council.”

Le

+ wea cee + wees enspee ee et eee mee



wy From: IG McEwen Defence Secretariat a | LOE!

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

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

|

|
\

OS * Your reference a
. Air Commodore M J Royson MVO RAF
Air Attache , Our reference ho
British Embassy . D/DS8/10/209" ”
Bonn Date
BFPO 19

2) March 1984

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 MOD has in so-called
UFO reports. Our sole concern is to establish whether they reveal anything of defence
interest (intruding aircraft, for example) and we do not pursue our investigations
beyond the stage at which we are satisfied that there are no defence 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 sightings had any defence
significance.

4. MOD has never denied that strange things may be seen in the| sky,
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 report in the "News of the
World" he will have seen a number of attempts to explain the alleged Sightings in more
down to earth terms. As I recall, one favourite possibility was that the light seen
came from the Orfordness lighthouse.

but we believe

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.

Vtye > Mas osc.

Ube -
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_. MINISTRY OF DEFENCE |

i Main Building, Whitehall, London swiA 2B
| ‘Telephone (Direct Diclling) o-2i8 6592 |

(Switchboard) 01-218 gooo

D/DS 8/10/209~—~——

-

20 March 1984

I do apologise for not replying earlier to your corres-
pondence about the alleged unexplained sightings jat RAF Woodbridgein 1980. As Andrew Mathewson may have explained when you spoke
to him, we have had staff changes in the relevant sectionof 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 example) 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 in 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 Halt and the
other personnel mentioned in the report were /“-as—you SuEBREest,yY
suffering from hallucinations. Speaking personally|, I canaccept that people do from time to time see things in the sky, ..

4; Which they find difficult to explain. I am sure yourwsi hordshifvv agree that in many cases normal explanationscome to light,
such as falling metorites or satellite debris, unusual cloud

Ve '



——seen~ the results of a B00d deal of investigative Journalism

turned UP rational ang down-to-earth explanations for

what Has Seen, 
the light from ¢

ation se ohe-favourite pasaieete et What the true

explanation is, I do not Know;- as I said enret tt MOD does

not attempt to investigate reports to the point at which a
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however, that there is no evidence of anything having intrudeg -

into Britisn airspace and ‘landing' near RAF Woodbridge.
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17th January, 1984

B.M. Webster, Esq.,
Head of DS8,

Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,

Whitehallsw]

Den Webake, |
I wrote to you on 7th November last year about anincident alleged to have occurred at RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. ISent you a reminder on 2nd December. I have not received|a reply or anacknowledgement to either of these letters although nearly two and a halfmonths have elapsed since I first wrote. . ’

I trust it has not become the policy of the Ministryof Defence to reply only to questions pressed by an MP.

| 
;

The matters raised in my letters seem to me of publicimportance. I am not alone in thinking so. I hope I shall' now shortlyreceive your comments.

In case my previous letters have been Subject to somemishap in the post I am sending thts to you by recorded delivery.

Fm

//7
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Your reference

Ourreference | - ee
D/DS8/10/ 209°

Date

7 December 1983
|

‘Thank you for your letter of 14 November.

I have made further enquiries about the date of the alleged sightings atRAF Woodbridge in 1980 but as the incident is now almost three years old we canonly rely on the dates given in Lt Col Halt's letter dated 13|January 1981. wWehave no knowledge of any local constabulary involvement.

_I can confirm no investigations were carried out by the Ministry of Defence untilLt Col Halt's report was received and there is no truth in the story that radarrecords have been confiscated. In fact, no unidentified object was seen on radarduring the period in question. . 
|

As regards the star-like objects referred to in Lt Col Halt's report, I havealready explained that onde the Ministry of Defence was satisfied that there wasnothing of defence interest in the sightings no further investigations wereconducted.

L hope this will help to clarify the points you raised.

ap = 7

Ver PJ arTcHARd (MRS )

J// &



2nd December, 1983

e
eB.M. Webster, Esq., 

fe ia ee .Head of DS8, 
: Sa seyMinistry of Defence, : oF :Main Building, 
MG egWhitehall, SWI 
Pep NG :

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 Woodeidgein December 1980 ?

Since I wrote to you I have been ghow copy or a

this year.
letter issued by the US Department of the Air Force in Juneattach a photocopy. This indicates that the Ministry of Defence have for sometime been aware of the report made by Lt.Col. Halt, of which I sent you a copywith my previous letter.

t! rt really
If I may again say so, Lt.Col. Halt S$ repo

} derin

does seem to require some comment by the Ministry of Defence, consideringthe Defence importance of RAF Woodbridge and its USAF element.

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

|
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DEPARTMENT OF
_MEAGQUARTERS BITTH COMAT surpoRT GaoUP

THE AIR FORCE
(VEAFE) |

14| June 1983

co your request ft

the 513th Combat Suppo

pieasedto ve abieto respond
AS you may now know,

7 May 1983,
document management services for Headquarters, Third Aireffort,

for information

It might interest. you: to know that the
a copy of the 13 January 1981 letter writ

or information dateg
rt Group provides
Force. After extensju-we are able to successfully answer your four Separately directed request

concerning unexplained lights on 27 December 1980.

US Air Force had no longer retained
pn by Lt Col CharlesI. Halt. TheAir Force file copy had been properly disposed of in accordance with Air ForceRegulations. Fortunately, throu

Her Majesty's
h diligent inquiry and the gracious consent of

Overnment, the British Mini tr of Gefence and the Royal AirForce, the US Air For ; r
explains the initia} Inability to provide a favorable response.

- We-trust this adequately

As you also asked, we
the processing of your sev
“equest,.

have attached such documentation as we had concerning
eral FOIA requests as of receipt of your 7 May 1983

Net Sze es
ta Teel S ly,

.

“ pone ~
+ 2TER he BENT, Colonel, USAF
Fee eS Sas.
ee ee

r

a

The document referred*to is not attached. A copy was enclo

etter to Mr. Webster d/d 7 November 1983]

S20

sed with
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- Toto Wooditdge 37377 ecies 255 TT

“SMpeoP aPitches ) a"Defence: ‘Secretariat Div 8a Your referenceMinistry of Defence
Main Building | Our reference

"Whitehall | | | BENT/19/76/a4,London

SW1A 2HB aeNovember 1983
| ee
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ecw,
The enclosed letter wag sent to the BaseCommander here, and I forward it for anyaction you consider “necessary.

They didn't teach me about the Sub-DwarfsSolar System when I studied Astro Navigationat Navigation School!

D H MORELAND

Sqn Ldr

RAF Cdr

Enel.
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J Around your Base and several more
ou different. peoples fron

is made by your forces,—
these planets are very kind and advanced
would like to neet you all from each Airf
you about many dangers that face our whol

~

have seven

@very move that

of these creatures,’
the main Sequence ~ sub
System in the Vicinity
naned the Krxyzes fron the
and the next 1s the Cock-Et
the star Barnards and one is
The Plutonions ¥ know well,

Now within the next 3 months perhaps possibly before thatthey will give 7you a kind of a demonstration to prov
that they are serious with regard to neeting some of
Ranking Officers

in other countries including Russia.

Sir, I beg of you not to naxe fun of this letter a

Judge and this matter I can
it is the truth a s Heaven is ry
help you with,

THE BASE COMMANDER

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

Oofzor

&

ée planet,
or peoples very well, Two of the

-Dwarfs Solar systen,a neigh
of our own Sun;

|

in Suffolk and Norfolk”
outer space planets .wate

These seven|peoples ¥
cultures and would and Far eT
orce base to speak tody “KU!

I know three
mocome fron: .

ouring Sol
-One of these peoples aré

second planet out from the Star Kru
--Tarros the third planet) out from: -
from our own golar Systen Pluto;

your
- The way they will prove to us is by spethrough your sophisteated Radio systers and at tines abduc

Ranking Men fron your Bases, and they will be doing the s

|

|

; oe OU _wh]1 forg..- a-levter from a complete strangertiswish 8 express to you'a very serious matter. oor
a

hie
rom

e to you all

High

aking

ting High
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NSRAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk IP12 2RO

Telephone Woodbridge 3737 ext 2557 |

aMrs P J Titchmarsh Your reference

Defence Secretariat Division 8a Our referenceMinistry of Defence . -BENT/19/76/Air
Main Building

DateWhitehall 
;

London SW1A 2HB 
23.November 1983

rete coe |

s
e
e

{

- j _0.783 |

’ Ba eo

Thankyou for your lett
lights seen at Woodbri
almost 3 years old an
have is Lt Col Halts'

er and enclosure concerning the unexplained
dge during December 1980. The incident is nowd no one here remembers it clearly. All we
letter dated 13 January 1981.

A study of this letter shows that the first sighting was at 0300 hrson 27 Dec 80 ana ¢hat the second sighting was on the |night of29 Dec 80. 
oo,

I have no knowledge of any local constabulary involvement.

ion

/2 6.
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s iiNISTRY OF DEFENCE _
|

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephane 01-218 25 5f Direct Dialling)

Ot-218 9000 (Switchboard)

\

|
Sqn Ldr D H Koreland RAF Your reference
RAF Liaison Of'rice °
RAP 

ur reference

Woodbetaeg*® re D/ DSY/10/2 1977i g Be Y209-""Suffolk IPi2 229

17 November 4943

Deac Srp Rcd Con lnaciegr

I attach a copy of a letter received fron
a member of the public following publication of
tne News of the World reports on the Woodbridge
"UFO" sightings.

as written twice before on this
subject and now alleges that the date given in
Lt. Col. Halt's report of the initialisighting as
being on 27 December 1980 is inaccurate. I would be
grateful for your comments on this. +

I would also be ereteful if you could discovar’:
whether the second sishting mentioned in the report
took place on the same night or je subsequent night,
and if so, the date of the second sighting.

uU - :Vous Sn OslAce Se as]

> —Vary & VOWEL

P 0 TITCHMARSH(Mrs)

/2Z5,



Your ref a/Ds8/10/209

P J Titchmarsh ooh
MoD nn
Maan Building—" s
Whitehall 1 arn
SW1A 2HB | eae 1983 November 14

yo lee

ae , wet

et

Dear Mrs Titchgavet;

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 4.11 am on December 26, 1980.
They said that all they could see was the lighthouse.
They were called out again at 10.30 am on Dec 26 to
examine 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 eventa. if
your investigators were looking into events on Dec 29

and 30, as I understand was the case, they were almost
cexvtainly concentrating on the wrong day(s). Perhaps
the whole case needs Yye-investigation.

I had hoped not to trouble you again on this subject,
but there are a couple of points that perhaps you could
Clarify for me. Firstly, it is being sai@ 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 interested
to know what your own investigators thought was the,
probable cause of the "star-like objects that Col alt
reported in the fina} para of his letter.

Yours sincerely



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
A.Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling)

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

EEE ] File
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Your reference a

Our reference (8h 2
D/DS8/1.0/209" -
Date 4

to November 1983
| aay

:

Toank you for your letter of 26 October and your eter on theWoodbridge UFO case

My only comment on your explanation of the incident is the date on Whichthe sighting took place. TI can only confirm that the date given on thereport sent to us by Lt Col Halt was 27 December as stated in the News cthe World article. ‘there is, however, little substance in much of thatarticle; there is no confirmation that a UFO landed, there was noquestion of contect with "alien beings” and no unidentified object wasseen on radar,

The report was handled in the Ministry of Defence in accordance withnormal procedures ie it was passed to staff concerned with air defencematters who examine such reports to Satisfy themselves that there are ncdefence implications. In 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 of19 October that Ministry of Defence files are Subject to the Provisionsof the Public Record Acts and are not therefore released to the publicuntil 30 years have elapsed after the last action taken on them. I emraware of any precedent set in the past with regard to the release of UFCfiles in this country. I am sorry, therefore, that we cannot accede toyour request,

: P6TG ran oral

P J TITCHMARSH (Nrs)



B.M. Webster, Esq.,
Head of DS8,

Ministry of Defence,
Main Building,

Whitehall, Swi

LD) Welds,
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) in1977). So I'm not writing to you in any frivolous expectation that you'll havemuch time to spare for what may well strike you as a relatively unimportant en-quiry - I well remember the rate at which more urgent stuff crosses that desk ofyours ! 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 alleged ‘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 thiselderly event in their issuesof 2nd and 9th October this) year. (And for all Iknow, you were the luckless chap who drafted the written Answer which was given
to Patrick Wall on 24th October - if it wasn't DS4 22).

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 la 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 seriousness, 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 under the
Freedom of Information Act by the Department of the Airforce. 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 gracious consent of ...
the British Ministry of Defence ... the US Air Force was provided with a copy ..."

I wonder if you'd be kind enough (within 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
hallucinations or that something not explained in|the report intruded

(28



"

into British airspace and ‘landed’ in British territory on
27 and 29 December 1980. Which of these alternatives does the
MOD embrace 7° _

Neither alternative is particularly comforting. None of us would
wish our respected colleagues in the USAF (with control of vita}
weapons) to be deceived by illusory phenomena;| equally, none of
us would welcome evidence that British airspece and territory can

be intruded upon with impunity. Whichever of the two views the
MOD adheres to, what steps have been taken since Lt.Col, Halt's
report was received? . . : , fs .

My apologies again for troubling you with these questions. My immediate
interest is the one I've mentioned: I'm writing a book. Buvit seems to me that
broader questions are involved. 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 !)
that tt reasonable answers can be given.

Enclosure: Photocopy of report dated 13 January 1981

« 

a
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‘cu ‘V3 Jan 81 SHS.

Uneaplaiyed Lights j

MAKCD .

V. Early in the morning ut 2/ Vec HO (ayproximitely 0300L), two USAFSecurity'palice patrolmen saw unusual Tights outside.the back Jate ot.RAF Woodbridge. Thinking au aircraft might huve craslied Or been forcegdown, they called fur permission ta gO outside tne gate to Investigate,The Onaduty fliohr cnief secpunded and sligwed three patrolmen 29 pre.ceed on fuot. Tie individuals rejorted ateiing a stranye glowing object
Yn the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearanceaad trianguier in shape, approximately two to three meters across the -base ang approximately two auters high. It qlluuinated the entire torc:,with a wnite light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top an.@ bonk(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or an Vugs.As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the treesand disappeared. At this cime the onimals un a nearby farm went into efrenzy. The object was, briefly sighted approxinately an hour later ncerthe back gate. . 7" .

"of

2. The next day, three depressions | 1/7" deep and 7" in diameter werefound where the uvject had been Sighted on the ground. The following
night (29 Ove 8G) the area was checked tor radiation. Beta/guima readirc
of G.7 WITT iroentgens.were recorded with Peak re dings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle furmecby the cepressions,A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the treetoward the depressions.

3. Later fa the night a red sun-like Vight was .een theough the trees.
IC moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off gantPerticles and then brute intu tive separate white ubjeces and thes Gis-apreaced. Jinnediately thereattec, three star-like phjects were novices
im ene sky. wo objects to the nurth and one ty. 1: south, all of witch
wore about 167 Gif the hurtzun. = The OLICELS wun |vwedby fi sharp ais!
MOvCMeNES and displayed red, green and blue Tights | The objects to the:
neréin appeared to be elliptical through an 8-32 power tans. . They thea
turned to full cimctes. The objects to the north rertaned in the sky fur

An hour or more. no sbivct te the south was visible for two or thre:
hours and beamed down a stream of Vight from time to time. Numerous indt:
pansy itcluding the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs

en ° .

Deputy Base Commander/

DoCunsst aS . ;
° @
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE WHITEHALL LONDON SWI1A 2HB

‘ TELEPHONE O1-216 9000

DIRECT DIALLING 01-2180.169_

D/S of S/210/83 
» November 1983

cpisine) FY“MISSyi _ 'y

1 i ae135 { wal

Aw hue |eeEe wlat— D of© Op (A RAF)we 
PS(A Def) ( )

Thank you for your letter of 19th October enclosing the
one attached from your constituent,

+

a 
n
e
e

 m
e
n
e

I can assure you that there is not a grain of truth in the
allegation that there has been a "cover up” about allegea UFO
sightings. oO

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 incident reported in
the "News of the World” of 2nd October, or in any of the 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",
nor 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) to| a question

about the "News of the World" report. ;

pes

So ‘MichaelWere
The Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP

SS [Bf



r herlyn Rees h.P,
/o house of Conmons,
estminster,

ondon, .
6/16/83...

2ar sir,

As en investigetor for the Yorkshire UFO Socieuvestigating the UFO Phenomenon for the pest two yete Batley-Norley. area, ;

I have recently reaé
ppeared in the key

egarding a UroO wh

inistry of defence

with sreat interest the e
s of the World on October 2na end
ich landed in Suffolk and was "co
.

These two articl
2r some time, and that is thet the h.O.D are involv>over up" on @11 UFO prencmenon in the British

It is on this Matter of ea" cover up" that
ae question of why the E.Q.D re “covering up"@

isles

ty I have been
ars in ané around

rticles which

October 9th

vered up" by the

€s only confirm what has been widely believed

ed in 2a tremendous

i urge you to raise

information pertaining2 UFOs, in the House of Commons et the first opportunity on ay behalf,

As 2 public organisation the Yorkshire UFO Society believesvet the general pudlic heave the rignt to know the truth about UFOs,2¢ I feel it is evout tine the ...0.D came cleen ané|stopned thisLlly charzde when Séying they have no officiel intetest in UrOs, butfey still continue to hide the truth fron tne pupae

Unly when more voices cre sired egeinst the «.G.l cover un, then.€ only then vill they rele2se :11 the isformation they have beenipEressing for years,

iobefuliy you wili ce aole to help ne with my yeaunest for theslease of information end I hops tco.hear from you soon.

vincerely



RAF Woodbridge (Alleged Incident)
~~

Defence (1)if hé has scen the United States Air Force
mznie cated 13 Janusty 3981 conceraing unexplained

lights near RAF Woodbridge; .
(2) whether, in view of the fect that the United State’s

Air Force meino of 13 January 198) on the incident at RAF
Woodbridge has been released under the Freedom of
Infermation Act, he will now release reports and
documents Conceming similar unexplained incidents in the
United Kingdom;

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

Mr. Stanley: I have seen the memorandum of 13
January 198} to which my hon. Friend refers. Since 1980
the Department has reccived 1,400 reports of Sightings of
flying objects which the observers have been unable to
identify. There were no corresponding unexplained radar
contacts. Subject to normal security constraints, 1 am

ready to give information «bout any such reporicd
Sightings that are found to be a matter of concern from a
defence standpoiat, but there haye been none to date.
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Sic Patrick ‘Wall asked. the Secretary of Stac for e
e
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Mzs P J Titchmarsh
MoD renee arseWhitehall SW1A 2HB- | {A983 Cotober 26

. -|

Dear Myg Titchmarsh,

Thank you for your letter of October19, In reponse
enclose a paper summarizing my own investigations into
the Woodbridge UFO case. You will see that I have
Painted a rather different pictuk¥e from that in the
Newsof the World. If anyone haa any comments on this
paper, I should be pleased to hear them.

I appreciate that it is not normal practice to release
MoD files, but I understand that the precedent has been
Set 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 wasted
time if there really is a sftraightforward solution,
I would hope that an exception can be made. I fox one
would accept a censored account of the conclusions.
If your office does reconsider lifting the veil of
Becrecy over this case, I do hope you will let me know
immediately.

Yours sincerely,



". 1983 Cctober18
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Tels O1 -— 568:

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 RAP Woodbridge in Suffolk
at Christmas 1980. prime documentary evidence of the event
consists of a letter from the deputy base commander,
Charles I. Halt, which was published by the News of the
World. The News of the World also interviewed an eye
witness, a former security guard given the pseudonym of
Art Wallace,

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

The facts of the matter are these: ©

1. The date of December 27 given in the NowW is evidently
wrong. Police records reveal that they were called) to the
Scéne at 4.11 a.m. on December 26. They have no record of
any further calls on December27 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 fron
Space) burned up in the atmosphere over southern England.
Witnesses reported it as being comparable in brightness to
the Moon, which was then three-quarters full. Anyone seeing
this spectacular event could easily conclude that an object
was cashing the ground. é |

3. Shortly after publication of the NoW story, local
forester Vindent Thurkettle realized Bhat a line draw
from the ba -gate of RAF Woodbridge through the alleged
UFO landing gite points directly towards the lighthouse at
Orford Neas. On the night of October '6-7 1983 Ian |Ridpath
visited the site with Mr Thurkettle aid confirmed that the
pulsating lighthouse beam does indeed appear to hover among
the trees near ground level and lights up the forest with
a white light. Although the lighthouse is 5 miles| away,
it is so brilliant that it appears much closer. An observer
moving through the forest could easily conclude that the

pulsating lighthouse was also moving. If a UFO had been
present as well as the lighthouse, the witnesses should
have seen not one but two pulsating lights in theiz
line of sight. 

|

continued —

[35 |



——7=fan Ridpath: Woodbridge UFO . 2

The flashes from the lighthouse were vitleotaped by ihe
Cam6éva crew for an item transmitted on’ eakfast Time FV,
In an interview in The Times on Octobe y 3, Me Thurkett'
noted that the site was covered with 75-ft-high pine trees
10 ft apart at the time of the alleged landing. He attributed
the indentations in the getound 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. Next day they examined
the indentations in the forest and concluded that| they were
Probably made by an animal. Air Traffic Control received
Teports of “aerial phenomena" over southern England that
night. By coincidence, in addition to the 3 a.m.|fiveball,
the Russian Cosmos 749 xocket had re-entered the atmosphere
Over southern England at 21.07 on the night of December 25,

and was widely seen. , |

d+ Although it is not clear from the NoW account, 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 and
Pulsed." Bither this is the lighthouse again, or we are
asked to believe that a second UFO landing occurred on the
Samé site. Col. Halt's “star-like objects...10 degrees off
the horizon" were probably just that - stars. The Teportea
“angular movements" are attributable to movements in the
observer's eye (the autokinetic effect, familiar when
watching a stationary star) and the "/ereen and blue lights" red,
are an effect caused by simple twinkling when a star is
low in the sky. The objectto the south that remained
visible for 2 to 3 hours and which "beamed dow 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 asm. fireball
a3 a craft descending into the forest outside RAP Woodbridge
might subsequently regard the unexpected appearanese of the
lighthouse as the same object that had landed. Once they
were convinced that something strange was 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 @ reliable
account existe are subject to straightforward, yational
explanation,

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

Sd 1983 October 18
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2h OCTOBER 1983

Col.’ 62

_ RAE,Woodbridgex (Allegieident)
&*- Sir t sti Wall asked the Secretary of State for

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

, . memo dated 13 January 1981 conceraing unexplained
lights near RAF Woodbridge;

‘ (2) whether, in view of the fact that the United State’s
Air Force memo of 13 January 1981 on the incident at RAF
Woodbridge has been released under the Freedom of

_ Information Act, he will now release reports and

" documents concemirg similar unexplained incidentsin the

United Kingdom; -
(3) how many unexplained sightings or radarintercepts

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 radar

contacts. Subject to normal security constraints, I am

ready to give information about any such reported

Sightings that are found to be a matter of concern from a

defence standpoint, but there have been none to date.

tee owe ee Ft eee re ee ee ee
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CODE 18:77

i Copy to:

_ M1

Feo |
This non~-oraly question has been allocated) toMinister(AF) for answer. eo,

2. Would
together wi

to: reach th

you please supply a draft reply and background note,th any relevant Hansard extracts and Press cuttings,is office at the time shown on the front cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USOfS(AF)when returning this, allowing sufficient time for USOfS(AF)to comment. oo 
|

Orfice of Minis er(AF)
Room 6386 Main Building
Extension

al-.co- 53

M2

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

“APS/US of S(AF)
Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 7607C.

2. _The same background note has been provided for PQ 7608C —
and PQ 7609C.

21 October 1983

. Seine Sept wae setae “ + otmars.oe acc.fete te peeerirredegem ra en



‘Yes.

———ewr SALAS

SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY). _

Sir Patrick Wall - To ‘ask the Secretary of State for

Defence, if he has seen the United
States Air Force|memo dated 13

January 1981 concerning unexplained

lights near RAF Woodbridge.

|

SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)
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Background Note . _ .

These three questiorm follow from the News of theWorld |
fe .

article of 2 October 1983 (Annex A) describing an allegea 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 sighting.

There was, of course, no question of any contact with

"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object | seen on any

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

A BBC investigation into the incident following publication

of the News or the World Article concluded mat possible

explanation for the lights seen by the USAF personnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some 6 - 7 niles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO meporte 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 identify ad catalogue

the likely explanation for individual reports.

last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by

the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look rp ranpossibility

of publishing such ‘reports as are received by the Ministryof

|



Defence. US| of B(AF) has now “decided to release’ compitatiesns
- of reports. | They will be published ‘on amarterly basis ‘and:
will be,available |to members (of.‘the‘public, at a smal) charge.
to cover costs. US of S(AF) had planned. to" make an announcement
shortly in the House of Lords through an ‘arradged PQ. Pending
arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US’ of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the “ootetep in the Commons.
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UFO Sighting Reports: Security

The Earl of Cork and Orrery; My Lords, ] beg leave
& #sk the Question which stands in my name on the
Ieder Paper.

The Question was as follows:

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

Viscount Long: None, my Lords.

The. Earl of Cork and Orrery: My Lords, I thank my
oble kinsman for that Answer. May I ask him two
ucstions? First, what did he mean when he said in
is Answer on, I think, 4th March that reports of
ightings that were considered to be of interest to
efence were in fact classified? Secondly, what pro-
cedures may be open to individuals or organisations
“ho would like to see the reports?

Viscount Long: My Lords, with regard to the latter j
sart of my noble friend's supplementary question, there
}noreason why he should not come and see the reports.
‘ot many of them come in because not Tany people
ctually repor sightings. There js no cover up in that
spect. As for the first part of my noble friend’s
upplementary question, ] stick to what I said earlier.

The Earl of Kimberley: My Lords, can my noble
‘icnd say why, when I previously asked a supple-
wenlary question, he said that the figures had got lost
‘a the way to the Ministry, whereas today he Says that

“ey are there and availablefor anyone to see? Can
¢ therefore place them in the Library for all of us
a see’

Viscount Long: My Lords, } will look into that and
nd out whether it is possible far your Lordships to
-¢ them. J should like ali of your J.ordships to see
jem in the Library, if possible.

Lord Strabolgi: My Lords, may J] ask the Govern-
‘ent whether they think that any of these UFOs are
anned spacecraft coming from a planet outside the
‘lar system, as is believed by the “ ufologists "?

Viscount Long: My Lords, the noble Lord can
sheve that; anything is possible.

lord Shinwell: My Lords, do 1 understand that the
vole Viscount the Minister in his reply to the original
vestion docs not deny that UFOs exist? Isit possible
-}ouse the word “ Possible ** very carefully, but

thevately- that ali the information is well-known
the Ministry of Defence, but that for diplomatic

fo other jeasons ii is nat Prepared to raake an
mouncement?

Viscount Cuag: No. my Lords, it is nat prenarcd to
whe an announcement because it has not gol the facts
inake an announcement with authority behind it.

|
Lord Beswick: My Lords, the Question asks

2,250 sightings. The noble Viscount says that th
very few sightings reported to the Ministry of p
Does that mean to say that the figure in the Que
incorrect? |

|
Viscount Long: No, my Lords, it was on the re)

assumption that there are probably many si
that are not reported to the Ministry of Defence. That
is what } was really referring to. Therefore, at this
Stage what we have said is that we have pot.

About

ere arc

cfence,

Stion js

Tiginal
ehtings

Lord Beswick: My Lords, J should like to Clear upthat point. The Question refers to 2,250 Sightings
“reported " to the Ministry of Defence. ‘The Question
Iwas asked was, ‘Js that figure correct, or not?"*

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

Lord Wede: My Lords, may ] ask which Ministry is
responsible for UFOs? |

Viscount Long: None, my/Lords.| Reports come into
the Ministry of Defence, aad anyone can take them
from there.

|

Viscount St. Dayids: My Lords, has anybody yet
found an empty beer can marked, ‘‘Made in
Centaurus’, or any similan object? Until they have,
will the Ministry deal with these matters with very
considerable scepticism, please?

Viscount Long: My Lords, Iam noi the Minister for
. . ope, «|

conservation, if it is a question of beer cans.

Lord Morris: My Lords, if something is said to be
unidentified, how canit Possibly be said to exist?

Viscount Long: A very podd guesiion, my Lords.

Lord Leatherland: My Lerds, can the Minister tell us

whether any of the unidentified flying objects are

Ministers who are fiecing froma the Cabinet just now?

Viscount Long: No, my Lards.

The Earl of Clancarty: My Lords, may ] ask the noble

Viscount whether he is aware-of2 Ministry of Defence

document concerning UFOs, which wes published in the

July 1978 issue of a journal called Viewpoint Aquarius?

Furthermore, he is aware that under the heading of

“Contacts” there were listed 18 names, and alongside

each name there was given jthe town which was the

location of the sunposed occurrence ? There were elso

given classifications and a dafe and time relating to each

name. Is the noble Viscount aware that (here was a
tremendous distribution of] the document te other
Government departments, and tc NORAD and ths

CIA? 1 should Uke to usk| whceiher in this case the
word “ contacts "* means cluse encounters?

Viscount Long: Yes, my Lords,I have the dosuinent
hers, and it has nothing tol ds with the Ministry et
Defence. Itis made up to look rather Eke a Christmas

mecu. Jis existence in the | Muistry of Defence has
been denied on tclevision Somrone else hus made it

up. Itis not 2 Ministry of Defence documentnot the

way itis mado up, Ekea Christinas aenn.

SLE
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Thursday, 4th Alarch, 1982.

The Flouse met at three of the clock (Prayers having
been read earlier at the Judicial Sitting by the Lord
Bishop of Derby): The LORD CHANCELLOR of the
Woolsack, oo

British Citizens: Overseas Supplements ©

Lord Efatch of Lusby: My Lords, I beg Icave to ask
the first Question which stands in my name on the
Order Paper.

_ The Question was as follows:

To ask Her Majesty’s Government how many
British citizens received British Expatriates Supple-
mentation Scheme or Overseas Service Aid Scheme
supplements in 1979 and in 1981 and what further
changes are planned.

The Parliamentary Under-Scerctary of State, Foreign
aud Commonwealth Office (Lord Trefvarnc): My
Lords, the average number of British citizens receiving
British Expatciates Supplementation Scheme or Over-
cas Services Aid Scheme supplements in 1979 was
4,083. “In 1981, the comparable figure was 2,975.
The numbers have falien Sleadily since 1970 and
reductions arc expected to continue at about 10 per
cent. per #nnum ever the next few years. No changes
in terms of service ave planned at the moment.

Lord Hatch of Lusby: My Lords, may T ask the noble
Lord the Minister whether he has read the Answer
given by his colleague to a similac Question which }
put in December? The Answer, which J paraphrase,
was that (he numbers Rad fallen because local indi-
fenous people had now become sufficiently trained to
fake those positions. If the noble Lord has looked:
since at these figures, would he agree that this is not
an adequale answer and that this is a dclibcrate policy
by the Government to reduce the number of British
citizens who are given supplements to work overseas?
Would the noble Lord further agrce that this is causing
very great difticulty to universitis, to technical colleges
and to a whole range of national activitics in the
Commonweaith 2

Tord Trefgarze: Na, I do rot agree with chat, my
Lords. T have iadeed studiad the Answer which ny
noble friend Lord Skelmersdale fave to the noble
Lord, Lord Hatch of Lusby, at the end of last year.
The reasens which my noble friend then gave remain
correct.

Lord Hatch of Lusby: But surely the figures which
have been given this afiernoon, if I heard correctly,
have reduced the number by about 25 per cent. in Ovo
years, Dees this not entail a great reduction in
Lritish inNuence all over the Commonweatih? And
is the noble ford aware that particularly in universities

" it is causing very real anxiety and difcully over the
Tecruitment of the requisite trained stat?
WIS KI2

_ Lace Trelgarne: My Lords, the numbers have et
declined, as { described in the original Answer gag

was referred to at the time of the carticr Questig, ‘the end of last year. But onc has to rep, ori on
thesg schemes are operated in the closest ¢,
‘With the various Governments concerned

as
at

ber thay
Nsultation

ae n and ‘the.
sometimes choose to use the aid funds” pa: vathey
purposes, |

OF other’

Unidentified Flying Objects: Sightings

3.4. p.m,

The Earl of Clancarty! My Lords, I beg Icave to
ask the Question which stands in my name On the
Order Paper. ; ~

The Question was as follows:

To ask Her Majesty's Government how many
reporis have been teccived by the Ministry of
Defence on unidentified flying objects (UFOs) in
cach of the Jast four ycars, and what action has been
taken in cach case. ‘ .

Viscount Long: My Lords, in 1978 there were 750
sightings; in 1979 there were 550 sightings; in 1980,
350 sightings; and in 198], 600 sightings. All UFO
reports are passed to operations staff who examine
them solely for possible defence implications.

The Earl of Clancarty: My Lords, white thanking
the noble Viscount for that Answer, may [ ask him
Whether or nat it is a fact that over 2,000 authenticated
UFO reports were published Jast year in the national
press? IF so, were they accepicd ar passed on to the
Ministry of Defence? And what happened to then?

Viscount Long: My Lords, they did not all get to
the Ministry of Defence. J jrave just informed your
Lordships of the numbers sighted. If the noble Earl
is suspicious that the Ministry of Defence is covering
up in any way, I can assure him that there is no reasoa
why we should cover up the figures which he has
mentioecd if they are trie. The sole interest of the
Ministry of Defence in UFO reports is to establish
whether they reveal anything of defence interest-—for

example, a Russian aircraft jor an unidentified aircraft

—which might -have breached our. security systems.

_ That is the sole reason why we are interested in the
- reports. ° t

Tord Wynae-Jones: My Lords, docs the Answer
given mean that since there|has been a Conserviitive
Government the UFOs have done a U-turn ard

departed ?

Viscount Long: Not according to my reading, my

Lords.

The Gart cf Nimsherley: My Lords, as my nobis .
freng subd that 6CO UFOs Led been oficialy &CPL

or acknowiedged by the Ministry of Datence in 198 °
may bask bia how many of those sightings sith rensain

unidentified and were not subject fo sccurily, or were
. 

e oe oof 2Russian aeroplanes. os anything tike that?
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Lord Straboigi:’My ‘Lords, may I ask the nobleViscount whether the Ptesent Government adhere tothe view of ‘the Previous Govcrament which I putforward when I tepliedto the debate three years ago
in your Lordships’ House, that most of these so-calledsightings can be acco

Viscount Long: Yes, my Lords, they can be. Manyof them are accounted for in one way or another,
but nobody has got a really constructive answer for
all of them. os . S

Lord Hiil-Norton: My Lords, ‘may I ask the noble
Viscount whether or not it is trus that all the sighting
reports received by the Ministry of Defence before

yed because they were deemed “ to
_ 1862 were destro

And if it is true, who was it

yed
be of no interest"2
who decided that they were of no interest?

Viscount Long:
and gallant Lord—1 was Wondering whether he wasEoing to say that the Royal Navy had many times seenthe Loch Ness monster—is that since 1967 all UFOreports have been preserved... Before that time, theyWere generally destroyed after five years.

Lord Paget of Northarspton: My Lords, can the noble
Viscount tell us whether, out of these thousands of
Sizhiings which he has mMicationed, there has been a
single one which suggested an y menace to otic defences?
In the circumstances, is not an awful lot of time being
wasted on this nonsense? .

Viscount Leng: My Lords, I think Fler Majesty's
Government are waiting for an invitation from them
to discuss these problems.

Mr. Anatoly Shcharansky: Representations

3.9 p.m.

Lord Renton:

Question which

Paper.

My Lords,I 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 past15 months been undernourisked, tortured and
frequently placed in punishment cells, and in October1981 had his prison sentence increased by 3 yearsfor his refusal to plea guilty to a charge 6f whichhe has always maintained his innocence; and whetherthey will request the Soviet Government to state
whether they intend to keep him in those uncivilisedconditions until he relents or dies. ,

Lord Trefgacne: My Lords, Her Majesty's Govern-
ment remain gravely concerned about the plgat ofAnatoly Shcharansky
reports of his ill-treatment.é We have raised this case
with the Soviet authorities On many occasions, both

unted for as natural, phenomena? "ask my noble friend whether or not the Sovist g
“ment’s failure, as shown by the treatment of Shehace”

My Lords, my reply to the noble

rights at the United Nations?

and are disturbed. by sccent.

. 7 : dr} bd vsmocting: We shall coatinue to take ac} id Rvicy
in Mc. Shchacansky’s case, and to MAKE repracsant®
as suitable opportunities arise. ae tations

Lord Renton: My Lords, mayI thank:
my‘Ieiend not only for ‘that Answer but for the actin’:which he and. the Forcign Office have been a4 0"

taking with regard to Shcharansky’s Plight? Man

sky and others, to honour their Melsinki uniderta Haniel
diminishes ‘theic credibility in relation to all
matters in which they say they are secking ‘ag
and on which they would like to be belicved 2

Other

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 believe What they say jn Nnegotia-tions such as the IMF negotiations, the MBER
negotiations as they are called in Vienna, or in anyother foren: for that matter, when they do not dowhat they said they would do at Helsinki in 19767

Lord Shinwell: My Lords, in view of the rumours,which are probably well founded, that Mr. Brezhnevis about to telire, could a message from your Lord-ships’ House be sent to him through the Sovict Embassy
wishing him for the remainder of his life—and we hore

interes’ '

Kings |

rcement |

he has many years let yet—p ace and contentment |
and asking whether, as a gracious act upon his retire.
ment, he will ensure that|Mr. Shcharansky is treated as
a civilised person? ,

Lord Trefearne: My Lords, U would certainly be will-
ing to send another message to the Sovict Union about
Mr. Shcharansky if [ thought it would have any effect.
As to the future of Mc, Brezhnev, I believe that that is
a matter for them to decide for themselves.

Visconnt. Mountgarret: My Lords, would it not help
if the western nations ceased providing wheat to the
Soviet Unioa, at a time when they are finding them-
‘selves short, until they cease to carry out such inhuman,
activities against individuals and sovercign States?

Lord Trefgarne: My Lords, the failure of the Sovict
agricultural industry is now plain for all to sce, but I
am not sure that the interests of the West arc served

. by stacving them out. ;

Lord Elwyn-Jones: My Lords, in view of the fact
that the treatment of Shcharansky scems to be a
srious violation of human rights, has (he matter
been raised before the sub-commission en human

Lord Trefgarne: My Lords, I am not certain that
the matter has been raised before that particular body
but certainly it has teen raised before all the others 1
mentioned. There could be a good opportunity for
doing as the noble and tearned Lord suggests.

Lord Avebiry: My Lords, is the Minister aware thet
Mr. Sheharansky is a very distinguished computer
scientist? Will he therefore consider a reduction i
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Ml

This n. 
Dyponainquestion has been allocated toMinister (AF) for answer. SL

2. Would you Please sg
together wit

upply a draft reply and background note
to: reach thi

| . e
h any relevant Hansard extracts a ings,nd Press cuttS office at the time shown on the \front cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer ito PS/USOfS (AF)
when returning this, allowing sufficient time |for USofS(AF)to comment.2comment

|

Office of Minister (AF)
aan 6386 Main Building

arin - a)

M2

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

Copy to:
APS/US of S(AF)
Ops(GE)2( RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 76086.

ood Poecoame background note has been provided for PQ 76076and PQ 76090. ,
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SIR PATRICKWALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY). ve,

‘Sir Patrick Wall

. SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)

To ask the Secretary of State for
|Defence whether, in view of the

fact that the United States' air
|Force menio of 13 January 1981 on

the incident at RAF Woodbridge

has been released|under the Freedom

of Information Act, he will now

release reports add documents
concerning similar unexplained

|
incidents in the United Kingdom.

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

S46
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Background Note ._

|
|

|

|

| |
_ These three questiom follow from the News of, the World

article of 2 October 1983 (Annex A) describing an| alleged UFO
sighting by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbridge inin 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 sighting. |

There was, of course, no question of any ‘pave with

"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object seen on any.

radar recordings, as alleged in the News of the 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 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 beyond the point
at which we are satisfied that a report has no abtence
implications. No attempts are made to identify ad catalogue
the likely explanation for individual reports. |

\

|

|
Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by

the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into the possibility

| of publishing such reports as are received by the Ministry of -

ea fe



: of‘Feporta.”

Defence. ‘te 13@ compilations

mts basis: and
will be available.to members of the Public, at a ‘small. charge,
to. covercosts.

‘They swillbe"published . on a ‘quar

Us of S(AF) had planned to: make an. announcement
shortly in the House of Lords through an ‘arranged PQ. Pending .
arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the decision izin the Commons.
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Defence Secretariat Division 6

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE (= 3:
29 Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2H5

sa Telephone 01-218 (Direct Cialting)
01-212 9000 (Switchboard)

7 ent teneae,

. Your reference

Our rafsrance

. D/DS8/10/209
| Data

1Q October 1983

enna

Thank you for your letter of 9 October concerning the

alleged UFO landing near RAF Woodbridge.

I should explain that it is not the policy of the

Ministry of Defence to release its files to members of
the public. All MOD files are subject to the provisions
of the Public Records Act which llay down that in
general officiai files are to remain closéd until 30
years have elapsec after the last) action taken on them.

% would not, therefore, be possible to accede to your

request.

XZ can, however, confirm that no unidenti

seen on any radar recordings during the

questicn and that the News of the World art

inaccurate on this point.
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Jeours Smcoretry
CP T.Gi rmhmesst

P J TITCHMARSE(Mrs)


