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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling)

_01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

a

Your rbference

Our reference

D/DS8/10/209
Data

K October 1983

|e

Your letter of 2 October has been passed to me for reply.|

I can confirm that the Ministry of Defence did receive a report from base
personnel of a UF© sighting near RAF Woodbridge on 27 December 1980.
(This was the report published by. the News of the World on 2 October 1983).The report was dealt with in accordance with normal procedureslie it was
passed to staff concerned with air defence matters who examine such reports
to satisfy themselves that there are no defence implications. In this
instance MOD was satisfied that there was nothing of defence interestin the
alleged sightings. ‘There was no question of any contact. with "alien beings"
nor was there any confirmationthat an object had landed in the forest.

You may be interested to know that the BBC recently carried out its owninvestigations into the incident and concluded that the UFO was nothing moresinister than the pulsating light of the Orfordness Lighthouse some 6 or 7miles away through the trees 
,

oo. 

Youre, “Drv Cee

Pz. G. Vota nA cali

P J TITCHHIARSH (MES)
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Ministryof Defence,

sca

1983 October 9

v
 v

Dear Sirs, .

As you may, have seen on BBC TV's Breakfast Time programme
on Friday Uctober 7, I visited the site of the alleged
UFO landing outside Woodbridge Air Force station in
Suffolk and found that, the pulsating bright light seen
among the trees wap apie entity nothing more alien than
the lighthouse at Yrford Ness, which does indeed illumi-
nate the forest near Woodbridge with a white light,

as the letter from USAF Lt Col Charles Halt describes.

In view of the immense public interestin thie case
followingthe News of the World article (and, I believe,
further coverage this week), and mindful of the fact
that it would be important to establish the lighthouse
theory if it is true, I wonder if you would now consider
releasing the MoD investigation file on this case, as I
understand that you have done with other cases before
now? I would certainly be prepared to pay any reasonable

administration charge that this might entail.

I should also welcome comments on the apparent Fadar
Sighting of a UFO at about the time of the Woodbridge
incident.

Yours sincerely,
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/DS8/10/209-" af
( Oct 83

DPOCRAF)

H

|
1

memesa ran mene

RAF WOODBRIDGE

|

|

|

|
NEWS OF THE WORLD ARTICLE: un SIGHTING AT

1. Following the coverage given by the News of thWorld on 2 October 1983 to the alleged UFO Sighting”
at RAF Woodbridge on 27 December 1950 and the follow.up promised for 9 October we have drawn up a
defensive press line and short Q & A brief for use b
yourselves. 

y

2. If you receive further enquiries from the press
which you are unable to answer from the briefing
provided pleese do net hesitate to centact me. The
report in the News of the World that MOD and USAF both
referred callers to the other will have done nothing
but confirm suspiciots widely held in UFO circles that
we are engaged in a cover-up!

0.5 .GivenmesSil.

P J TITCHMARSH(Mrs)
DS8a

MB 7230 2638 3B

|

IS%



Defensive Press Line
|

I can confirm that the Ministry of Defence did receive a report from base ‘

personnel of a UFO sighting near RAF Woodbridge on 27 December 1980. (Tis?
|was the report published by the News of the World on 2 October 1983). The

report was dealt with in accordance with nornal procedures ee it was passed

to staff concerned with Saf defence matters who examine such reports to
satisfy themselves that there are no defence implications. In this instance
MOD was Sotisfied that there was nothing of defence interest in the alleged

sightings. There was no question of any contact with "alien beings"

Q1. Did the us authorities investigate the incident?

Al. No. Once the report had been sent to the Ministry of Defence the US

authorities carried out no further investigations. Zinvestigations of

UFO reports in the UK are carried out by the Ministry of iDefence; the

USAF has no responsibility in such matters?.

Q2. Was Col Halt told to keep quiet?

Az. No. Lt Col Halt has not been told to keep quiet about the incident nor

hes he been informed that his career could be in jeopardy.

Q5. Was the object tracked on radar?

AX. No. No unidentified cbject was seen on any radar recordings during the

period in question.

(5S |
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Earthly beings:

n.

Down

The mission ‘was to seek a
close encounter, preferably of
the third kind, but any kind
would da, .
The place was a vast clearing

deep in the 10,000 acres of
Aldewood Forest, Suffolk,
where, according to yesterday’s
News of the World, an alion
spacecraft landed at Christmas,
1520, flew antong the trees, left
imprints on the ground, and ©
vanished only when the United
Stites Air Force from Wood-
bridge base, half a mile away,
came oct to investigate,
Wimessesm, according to

the paper, have since greatly
ttaborated on the event, speak-
ng of beings in silvery suits
vho practized levitation. .

.

Mr Vincent Thur

a

Kettle and his dog at the

[UFO “landingTM.:

yesterday was clad in corduoy
' trousers ard black welliagtons.
He came, he said, not frm outer
Space, but the Forestry Com-
mission. His name was not the
Mekon, but Vincent Ther-
kettle.

The second being closcly
resembled a collie dog, and was

too busy chasing sticks to

levitate.

“This is the site", said the
first being, gesturing around a
rough acreage of stumps and
teigs. “When the’ UFO is
Supposed to have landed the
whole area was covered by
Corsican pines 75ft tall aad
only 10ft apart. It would have

h ‘approach
From Alan Hamilton, Woodbridge _

” The first being encountered

e of the Christmas

to a UFO
taken.a fair feat of navigation

forest sit

_ Co get among that lot.”

He pvinted to indentations in
the ground that might have
beea made by the feet of a far-
travelled -craft. “Rabbits”, he
said. “They dig for ruots.” ~

But, surely, the searchers
reported burn marks on the
surrounding trees and radiation
in the ground? .
“The burns were the marks

we put on the trees for felling.
And as for radiation, a craft
from outer space is going to use
a fac more sophisticated form
of propulsion.” .
A third being, who said he

was David Boast, and a
gamekeeper, was quoted in the
News of the World as saying

how cattle panicked near his
house on the night in question.
“There are no cattle anywhere
near here”, he told me. “This is
aforest.” — _ -

Neither the first nor the
third being could recall any-
thing untoward on the night in
question, except that it was
Christmas.

Lory move
on holiday
vote law

By Our Political Reporter

The Government is expected
announce next week that it
{ legislate to give holiday-
kers postal votesat the next
eral election.
dinisters and MPs were
ick during the general elec-
| campaign by the dissatis-
ion of those who were going
‘¢ on holiday on June 9 and
* not allowed a vote. A flood
‘solutions from Tory associ.

+ wading

Thatcher third term
aims may berestated
Conservative MPs believe

that Mrs Margarct Thatcher
may soan be = stung into

restating her determination to
lead the party fora third term of
office, . ,
This follows several reports

Suggesting that some MPs are
Privately expressing the view
that she may stand down, an
opinion voiced for the first time
Rpblicly -on Saturday by a

ckbdencher, Mr Julian
Critchley. : .

Margarct, those that loathe her
and me.”

Asked if he was thinking in
terms cf a successor Mr
Critchley replied: “Increasingly
so”. He went on: “I think she
will not run for a third full term
in 1987-83." ss

Questioned later he specu-
lated on_ possible successors,
saying: “If the leadership were
to change at this point in time it
would be Sir Geoffrey Howe
whan wauld ha etn rerea

(56

Hardliners
in SNP

keep power
The levers of power in the

Scottish National Party remain
ficmly in the hands of the
hardline “independence, noth-

ing less” faction. Elections held
at the end of the . party’s
fortyninth annual confereace,
oc the islaad resort of Rothesay

al the weekend, produced
almost a clean sweep of. the
inprotant party offices for the
riditicnalists. a

er at. - etn



. Students.

By GRAEMEGOURLAY: -.

a major propaganda cam-
paign. Coote
For the past two years State~

run Radio Moscow. has beer:
sending tapes of ‘news and arts
programmes to most of the 19
campus radio stations run hy

Many of these. stations, which are
licensed by the Home Office have-
broadcast the propaganda tapes
unedited. But others have: refused to

. use the heavy-handed and biased
’ reports.

. Last week, while. Mrs Thatcher was
' ealling on the West to ‘fight a battle of

: : . -RUSSIA err we ra
RUSSIA is’ using Britisix -

USSR.

. . "* e

. = « e .

. . :

. ed .

. 
.

e ain .
fest o . ors 2 | .

Ona ek Sete eaeA

ideas’ against Communism. two-thirds
of: the campus radio stations were
getting free tapes from Moscow.

_ Among those sent to Nottingham.
: University.. were Soviet. Viewpoint,

Life tn theSoviet Press Review and

Programme controller Jeff Owen sald
yesterday: ‘We get about five tapes a
week. We occasionally use them —
mainly the arts and cultural pro-
grammes. Of course. some is just
boring propaganda but other bits are
quite interescing.’ .

Stirling University’s manager Doug
- Morris said the tapes were ‘pretty
atrocious’ but they were used now. and
then. Lo a
But at Kent University, a student

Spokesman said: ‘We were asked by.

a
e
 

o
e

”

" Radio Moscow. if we wanted the ta:
cand turned them down. straight awest

| .

A typical. example: Is this. .
from Soviet Press Review: ‘Alter one
deliberate provocadion with the South
Korean plane it must seem that the

administration has beaten att
records of hypocrisy- and distortion o¢
facts. Yevgenity Ruschov says in
Pravda.”

Moscow ls pouring millions of rou-
bles into its battle with Western
broadcasting.. spending more in
days jamming the BBC World Service
transmissions to the Soviet Union than
the BBC Russian sexvice’s annual
budge. ae : ,

@ Anti-Westerm propaganda could be
beamed on) future satellite Ty
Beiush homes because of a loophole tn.
international law on copyright.

SUNDAY PEOPLE

UFO DID HOT LAND IK SUFFOLK
J aad that’s official fed the so-called avidencs was

town up out of all

“The burne ware
forester ta mark out

I and
fipuna looked {ike

CLAIMS that a UFO landed in
an East Anglian pina forest
were dismissed as “ pie In the
sky,” last night.
The mysterious craft ts sata to

have landed near an Amezican
tefacce ase a Wo iSuitatk, two years ago. odbridga,
tc Ut up the’ whote of nearby

+. Sangham Woods wit i~ whits light hoa dazzling
8ut when tyro American airme. * . ry aon guard duty wentlo invastigaza,

Sateenhe

the
sped away and vanished.

beams emerging from a Jolt wide
flying saucer, burn marks on trees
and strange lines In tha ground.

In a new book written by 2 mem
ber of the Gritish UFO Society.

Vince .
the woods, said: “{ carried out my
own investigation and ( am satis:

“hovering object” suddenly

Later, there was taik of silvery ling

62.

Ths stransa affair ts recounted

But Forestry Commission oa

Therkatlls, viho
cer A

lives near

ome

192%

“{ have Ifved and worked In tha
forest for five
seen any spacemen, [t's mora pis
In the sky

paclice
@ Amarican flyers ofien derap paras
chute flares which peapls mistake
for UFOs." .

proporticn,

made by 2
trses for fel-

depressions In the
rabeit. scrap-

years and I'vs newer

than flying saucers.”
spokesman sald:
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Isaw UFO land /
—American officer ©
A SENIOR American Air
Force officer reported
sighting 2 UFO landing in
Suffole during Christmas
1980, the Ministry of
Detence echarmied “Tas
niga.

Lleut-Colonel . Char! °
Halt, deputy comman der &
the & wklist “Cactical WWise
at RAPWogdbrids &. taldoa

ne 2 ase in
hours of December g7° “=
A Defence Minist| maa said: “Th 7 ipoter

wasand off the base. He made
report and submitted ic via
the RAP commander as

~

Woadbridge to the Sdinistry
of Defence.”

Sir Joho Nott, whe became
Minister of Defence within b]
fortnight of the reported
Sighung, said last night: tf.
know gothigg aoous it. Cer’
tainly I oever saw any repors

abous a GPO landing, I dont
believe ta OFO's, anyway.”

Another former Minister. of
Defence, Sir [an Glimour,
Said; “1 should think this-
ts absolute cunsish.” . te

NEWS OF THE WORLD

report of

Suftotk
away.

facts.

ticularly

cannot be

We must, ,
be told.

SOMETHING strange happened
out there In the forest on that

wintry night in December, 1980.

Our fully documented Page 1

a UFO landing in

shrugged

At every turn our investigators
met an official wall of silence—

yet nobody disputed the basic

Someone in _ authority, par-
in the Jdinistryof

Refence, has the answer.

it is time we were told.

(28)

[58

* blue ete Ugnts” came

Lf 1 zoomed over Tangkars|
“Forest three

\
1,

|
|
\

|
\

|
aa Ee een]

SUNDAY MIRROR

“Furie

Sunday Mirror Reportec
A FLYING’ saucer landed
on a top secret American
alr base in an English
forest, says en amazuz
report fuse released by us
alr force chtefs,
The aay the UFO

“rin with portholes and.

down jon the main cunway
of USAF Woocbridze,
Sutolc,

Dights ta suc.
cession. and landed “as’
least once”,

| The hugh teetallic craftsweas spotted by guards one
found deep impressions on”
the ground, Unexptained-°
radiadon was also teposed-
nearby! .
Tne | Incredible doey-:

ments, |d-aws up by USAF;

Colonel Charies Holt. says‘
the sighticgs'were- reported *:
to the Pericagoa taree years”
ago..

They have come to ight’
now after the selease of
Classifed documents,
1 Forestry workers yester-.
‘day told of“ sQange, uscon-

reports” okaurow
the area

a
t



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS THIRD AIR FORCE (USAFE)

RAF MILDENHALL, SUFFOLK [P28 SNF

3AF/10/1/org Mildenhall 712511 ext 2821
MOD(DS8a)
Main Building 

a mn

London 
1 pe .te, aD :

am 1S Apr 83 faaernes |
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT 

, 
:

i
i

Reference:

A. D/DS8/10/209 dated 11 April 1983.

1. a" you for your letter at Reference and the Enclosure from Fe]

2. The radar at Upper Heyford did not track an unidentified f1on 15 March 1983 as alleged.
lying object

As reported to me the events were as follows:

Just after dusk a loc
Post telephoned’the t
could see "lights"

al reporter for the Reading Evening
ower at Upper Heyford and asked if they

at the opposite side of the airfield. Thecontrollers assistant, after checking ,told the reporter that theduty crew could indeed see the "lights" and that they |did not know-what they were-but they could have been some airfield lights,traffic within the airfield or traffic outside the airfield. Thetelephone conversation then terminated.

3. The US authori
track on th

reporter in

completely

ties at Upper Heyford reiterate that at. no time did theye airfield radar any unidentified target. It is my belief that thequestion did not ask the right questions in the first place and hasmisinterpreted the answer he received.

J R DAVIES

We Cdr

SRAFLO

157



RAF LIAISON OFFICE ¥Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk [py
|Telephone Woodbridge 3737 ext 238K 2257

| |

Your reference osMOD(DS8c)

. Our reference(Attn: Mr PD Watkins) BENT/19/76/air
Date

W
O
)
.

| May 1983
eaten=

The UFO sighting in the Rendlesham Forest
continues to excite attention. For yourinformation I enclose copies of the latest
newspaper articles on the subject.

_ carly

hy whole

|
|

a
‘i

|

\
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Defence Secretariat Division;
Main Building Whitehall! Lond
Telephone 01-218 2638 (Direct Dialling)

01-218 S000 (Switchboard)

\

1S
vite

n Bat
on SWIA 2HB | : "ae

|
|:

|
Wg Cdr J Davies Your reference

SRAFLO 
Our referenceRAF Mildenhall 
D/DS88/10/209Suffolk 
Date :I-28 8NF 

\ZHay 1983

“Dear ~lA

INCISENT AT RAF WOODBRIDGE - DECEMBER 1980

1.

Le

about the incident and in particular
cur files. The only report ve h
Deputy Base Commander.
‘seek the views of the USAF to discie
it.

it would be hel

I would be grat

Following our telephone conversation about t
on ¢7 December 1980 I wrote to Missao

You will see that she has now

xf the USAF we

they did investigate the incident.

3.

4

Thank you fer your assistance

he incident at RAF Woodbridge
Randles and I attach a copy of my letter.

written again seeking further information
has reatiested a copy of the report held on

ave is thet prepared by Lt Col Halt the
at RaF Woodbridge and I an therefore writing to ask you to

sure ofthat report or a sanitised version of
uld oniy be prepared to allow release of a sanitised version

pfui to know which parts they would wish me toldelete.
eful to know whether the US

In addition,
AF would be willing| for me to say that

with the recent UFO correspondence.

/E3

Mouse Qo eT

Po on |

P J TITCHMARSH (MRS)



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS THIRD AIR FORCE (USAFE)

+ RAF M(LDENHALE,$

2 3 MAY i983

3AF/12/Org Mildenhall 712511 ext 2821

MOD(DS8)

Main Building

Whitehall

London

_SW1A 2EB |S May 83

“INCIDENT AT RAF WOODBRIDGE - DECEMBER 1980

References: |

A. D/DS8/10/208 dated 13 May 1983.
B. Telecon Davies/Titchmarsh PM 17 May 1983.

i. Thank you for your letter at Reference A and Enclosures. said
in the telephone conversation at Reference B that it will be some little
time before we can get a decision on the release of the report by Lt Col
Holt. In fact, the decision to allow the release might have to come from
Secretary of State for Defence's office particularly if any security or
intelligence implications are read into the reported sighting.

2. Iwill let you know of developments as they occur.

\ O'R DAVIES
Wg Cdr

SRAFLO



“~~ vecretariat Division 8

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SWIA 2HBTelephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling)

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

|

|

Your reference

Our reference 7

D/DS8/10/209-'2 76
Date

\SApril 1983

© summarise the reports held by this Deportment there

. Teally is very little to summarise. I attach o copy of a blank report form
showing the type of information we require together with a couple of examples
of completed reports (with the nome and oddress of the informant deleted for
reasons of confidentiality). I am sure you will agree thot, jalthough we held

a large number of reports, each one is indeed very brief.

I can confirm thot USAF personnel did see unusual lights outside the boundary
fence early in the morning of 27 December 1980 but no explanation for the
occurrence was ever forthcoming. There is however, no question of the account

being a cover-up for a crashed aircraft or testing of secret devices as you
Suggest, nor was there any contact with “alien beings*.

I understand thot On orticle on the Woodbridge sighting has been published |
in the magazine “OMNI" (Vol 5 No.6) in which you may be interested.

Sous, Scere,

AT. Gre marn |
P J TITCHMARSH (Mrs)

re ee

S65
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ASIA .LOOSE MINUTE 
¢

D/DS8/10/209 mats

Ops (GE) (RAF)

UFO SIGHTING ~ RAF WOODBRIDGZ DECEMBER 1980

1. You may recall that in December 1980 two USAF security patrolmen saw umsuallights at the back gate of RAF Woodbridge and on investigation found @ brightlylit triangular object either hovering or on legs,

2. You began investigations into the incident and suggested asking the Usapfor tape recordings (your D/DD Ops(CE)/10/8 of 16 Feb 87 refers) but
unfortunately our files do not appear to show the outcome of your investigations,

3. TI attacha copy of a letter received froa one of our more reguler UFOcorrespondents in which she seeks advice as to the Ministry's position on thisincident. I am inclined to sey that we are awere of the incident, that we maeinvestigations but that we could find no explanation for the lights. Is this atrue reflection of the facts or did we, in fact, come up with anything moresubstantive?

4. Any help you could give in replying to Miss Randlets letter would be muchappreciated, : a

— V-wl. -_?. Se ut CAN MN CASTER. .

)

ar 83
Pg TITICHIARSH (Mrs)
Ds8 |

NB 7230 2638 MB

|
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February 28 1983 i. feo? |
Dear Mrs Titchmarsh, $9 77/0 £00 .
Further to your letter to me of 20 January 1983 (your ref: D/DS8/10/209); thesubject UFOs. I trust you have received my subsequent letter to this (addresseato Peter Watkins) wherin I suggested that you might consider lodging the filesyou hold with a recognised scientific establishment.Here they could be accessable(am arrangement) to serious researchers, and their use could be adequatelycontrolled. I really think this makes sense beoause the volume of data you musthold would make it very difficult to release other than summaries in Printed fornand often access to the full materials might be essential for scientific study,
A number of possible sources for locating these files, eg a university, come to mingIndeed there have been a number of interested responses to the article on UFOs bymyself and Peter Warrington (New Scientist,10 Feb 1983) to which I refer you forillustration of my,hopefully,serious and none-sensationilst position on this topia

|I am well aware that to you UFO data is barely of interwst and, as ib does not seato directly impinge on defence implications, of relatively low priority. However,I hope you also see that whilst 90% of these reports are unquestionably explicable
there are reports that seem to offer probative data to scientists.Work that yor,of course, have neither She facilities nor the resources to handle. It should beyour concern that you hold this data, faithfully reported by individuals who wouldlike something done, And I am delighted at your decision to make the materialaccessable for research, 

|
Presumably it will be in your interests to cultivate a mood whereby UFO reports arnot made to you, but to a scientific establishment (another advantage of lodging thefiles there),You could naturally rely upon the UFO community to transmit reportsto you which might suggest defence implications.That is, if you are fair by seriowinvestigators serious investigators will naturally be fair by you. And we too, ofcourse, have the interests of Britain at heart and would not wish you to be unawaeof any cases that might involve defencd implications.Even though, as you have poirtedout to me previously, none of your studies so far have produced such implications,
You have promissed to advise me when you have taken a decision to release data,
which is why I was somewhat sarprésed to learn that you have supplied to some
colleagues of mine in Bristol data on cases in South Wales.1 would, therefore,
very much like an update on the current position please.For the last few years whist
writing to you I have stressed that I want to help put across your true position
the public (with which I have some infljence as a full-time writer of UFO books aw
articles). But for this purpose I do need your helo in return,|of course, I see fronthe current issue of FLYING SAUCER REVIEN, for examle, that much is said about yaralleged cover-up and it is towards correcting this view with the facts (if you wil
Openly give them) that I am concerned. Hence my previous requests to be granted
access to the data prior to release so that I hight present a fair review in theUFO literature and defuse such commentary.

Finally, on the question of defence implications, I would wish|to advise you ofan accretion of daba concerning an incident which appears to have taken plave at
the US Air Force base at Woodbridge, Suffolk,in December 1980.It is of some concern
to me that you have not been able to offer any statement on this event, because
On face value the evidence does suggest that somebody is hiding something.

Now t bave published some of the material supplied to me (and gathored myself) inthe literature, primarily because in lieu of any other reagon I believe theinformation should be told. But understand my position here. I have no wish to do
anything injuriots to British defence and if I was offered any reason (however
roundabout) which suggested the case should simply be dropped then I would do so.For example, it is possible that the UFO story is covering either an accident or
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test of sope secret device (either by British or American sources).Therefocontinually stress this in a UFO context (which is how it has been reported) andyet inevitably have to mention sych none-UFO @xplanatons as these possibilitiesmight be agaiast this nations interests. Yet what else canI do, since I have ypsuch reason to argue in this way and feel mygelf duty bound ‘to discuss the matterin case it genuinely has gone un-noticed and yet may be of potential importance?Veby briefly, on this case, we have first-class hard evidence (which we coula ofcourse give to the national press but have had no desire to go do) that Somethingoccurred (during the last three days of the month, possibly December 29, 1980),This includes evidence of radar tracking of the unexplained object, its *Landin otin Rendlesham Forest and a number of independant testimonies that relate to a &quite fantastic account of what supposedly happened after that. It is impossiblefor me and the couple of other people in possession of these full. facts not toaccept that a genuine event did occur and naturally we are more than a littleconcerned that (a) it has not been admitted to and (b) you profess to know nothing

Te, to

As I said, the evidence is strong (almost,I might say, categorically probative)and could (if we chose to discuss the full facts in the right way outside thelimited circukation we have done so far) lead to quite an outory about covePersonally, I believe you must have veby good reason for doin
about this incident
please gee

86
g what you are doing

3 and that may have nothing to do with UFOs per se. However,
my position and recognise my dilemma. I want to do the right thing,

I am not expecting a reply saying anything specific about thas event » but you maybe able to offer advice about the problem I face. I mve this data that seemsprobative, You do not seem to want it and claim to know nothing about it. I cannotjust sit on it because at appears to be too important. Yet if/ I make a big issueout of it national security may suffer.

I would add that the story behind these events indicates that) there was contactbetween military sources and an other intelligence (which is not alien spaceshipsin the nuts and bo}ts sense) but which is an indigenous intelligence to planetearth which in fact is way beyond us in terms of most capacities and therefore
represent the real rulers of our world.

Tais account does merge with data offered by other sources to| me (in confidence)including government officials in this country and abfoad. I have never publishedit and have actually played down the possibility in my books.| I am not sayingI believe it. But I am saying that I have heard it from so many dources that I dohave to listen, And it does make a gre>t deal of sense out of many things?

The UFO subject is complex and to represent it fairly very difficult. I so very
nuch do want do the right thing.But I am beginning to doubt if I am doing
the right thing, Can you offer any advice?

Yours sincerely,

SES
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01-218 2638 (Direct Dialling)

01-218 90C0 (Switchboard)

We Cdr J Davies

SRAFLO

RAF Mildenhall

iy

Your reference

Our reference 17 7Bury St Edmunds 
D/088/10/209-'Suffolk 
Date

(SS March 1 983

. ><? Cos ao Laren

UFO SIGHTING ~ RAF Woop3RipcE DECEMBER 1980

I attach a copy of a letter receiy
regarding an incident at RaP
the USAF report prepared afte

ed from one of our more regul
Woodoridge in December 198. I al
r the incident.

|

Ss

I would be grateful if you could ascertain how far the USAF inveand what were the outcome of these investigations. I would alsdcould find out what has been the USAF’s public line on the incidhave denied Knowledge of it as suggested by Miss Randles,

Any help you can provide in replying to ay letter wou

at Cura

9.
Varn! %

PJ TLTCHy

JCF

a

ar UFO correspcniéents
o attach a cony of

stigeted the incident
be grateful if you
ent and whether they

1d be much apprecieted,

ae - .~ EVO TA Ayo

ARSH (HRS)



‘ ‘ 

——sner:caress ee AT - ~_= j
§ : rss SOR SS sc]

|February 28 1983 ao |
Dear Mrs Titchnarsh, a atenetadianl=F

Purther to your letter to me of 20 January 1983 (your ref: D/Ds8/10/209) ; thesubject UFOs. I trust you have received ny subsequent letter to this (eddrosseato Peter Watkins) wherin I suggested that you might consider lodging the filesyou hold with a recognised scientific establishment.Here they could be access. leén arrongement) to serious researchers, end their use could be adequately ~controlled, I really think this makes sense because the volume of data You rmusthold would make it very difficult to release other than summeries in Printed forgaac often access to the full naterials might be essential for scientific study,
A nunber of possible sources for locating these files, eg a university, cone to maid,Indeed there have been a number of interested responses to the article on Uity bymyself and Peter Warrington (New Scientist,10 Feb 1983) to which I refer you, forillustration of my,hopefully,serious and none-sensationilst position on this tonic
Iam well aware that to you U0 date is barely of interest and, as 18 does not seato directly impinge on defence implications, of relatively low priority. However,I hope you also see that whilst G0%5 of these reports are unquestionably exlicablethere are renorts that seem to offer probative data to scientists.York that yor,of course, have neither the facilities nor the resources to handle. It should beyour concern that you hold this data, faithfully reported by individuals who wouldlike something done. And I am delighted at your decision to meke the materialaccessable for research,

Presumably it will be in your interests to cultivaté a mood whereby UFO reports a2rot made to you, but to a scientific esteblishnant (another advantage of lodsins tkefiles there), You could naturally rely unon the Uro community |to transmit revortsto you which might suggest defence implications,That is, if you are fair ty seriowinvestigators serioug investigators will naturally be fair by you. And we too, of
course, have the interests of Britain at heart and would not |wisn you to be vaavaxz
of any cases that might involve defencd inplications.5ven though, as you have poirted
out to me previously, none of your studies so far have produced such implicatioSe7“

You have promissed to advise me when you have taken a decisian to release data,
which is why I was sonewhat surprised to learn that you have jsupplied to sone
colleagues of mine in Bristol data on cases in South Yeles,I would, therefore,
very much like an update on the current position pleass.ror the last few yes
writing to you I have stressed that I want to help put across your true posi’
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bopenly give then) that I am concerned. Hence my previots requests to be granttot ree

access to the data prior to release so that I night present al fair review inUFO literatUre and Cefuse such commentary.

Finally, on the cuestion of defence implications, I would wish to advise you ofan accretion of data concerning an incidents which appears to have talcen plate ne
the US Air Force base at Woodbridge, Suffolk,in December 1980.It is of sone concer
to me that you have not been able to offer any statement on this event, because
On face value the evidence does suggest that- somebody is hiding something.
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iow J have published some of the meterial supplied to me (and gathered nysel:
the US literature, primarily because in liew of any other reason I belicve
information should be told.But uiderstand my position here. Ij/have no wier %o §
saything injurious to British defence and if I was offered any reason (howeverroundabout) which suggested the case should simply be éropped then I vould co so,2 2 . 
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‘test of some secret device (either by British or American sources). Therefor, :continually stress this in a UFO context (which is how it has been reported # 9
yet inevitably have to memtion such nome-UFO explanatbus as these possibilits.
might be agaiust this mations interests. Yet what else oan I do, since I have ‘ao
suoh reason to argue in this way and feel myself duty bound to discuss the ‘matt
im case it genuinely has gone un-moticed and yet may be of potential Amportenoay
Veby briefly, on this case, we have first-class hard evidence (whichwe could ofcourse give to the national press but have had no desire to ‘go do) that somethiocourred (during the last three days of the month, possibly December 29, 1980)This imoludes evidence of radar tracking of the unexplained object, its "landing!in Rexdlesham Forest and a mumber of independant testimonies that relate to a
quite fantastio account of what supposedly happened after that. It is impossible
for me aud the couple of other people in possession of these full facts not to
accept that a genuine event did occur and naturally we are more than a littleconcerned that (a) it has not been admitted to and (b) you profess to know nothingabout it.

|As 1 said, the evidence is strong (almost,I might say, categorically probative)and could (if we chose to discuss the full facts in the right way outside the
limited circukation we have done so far) lead to quite an outcry about cover-ups,
Personally, I believe you must have veby good reason for doing what you are doingabout this incident, and that may have nothing to do with UF0s per se. However,
please see my position and recognise my dilemma. I want to do the right thing.

I am not expecting a reply saying anything specific about thas event, but you may
be able to offer advice about the problem I face. I mve this data that seems
probative. Tou do not seem to want it and claim to know nothing about it. I cannot
just sit om it because Ht appaars to be too important. Yet if I make a big issue
out of it national security may suffer.

I would add that the story behind these events indicates that there was contact
between military sources and an other intelligence (which is not alien spaeeships
in the nuts and bolts sense) but which is an indigenous intelligence to planet
earth which in fact is way beyond us in terms of most Capacities and therefore
represent the real rulers of our world.

This account doeg merge with data offered by other sources to me (in confidence)
including government officials in this country and abfoad. I |have never published
it and have actually played down the possibility in my books. I am not saying
I believe it. But I am saying that I have heard it from so many dources that I do
have to listen. And it does make a gre=t deal of sense out of many things}

The UFO subject is complex and to represent it fairly very difficult. I so very
much do want © do the right thing.But I am beginning to doubt if I am doing

the right thing, Can you offer any advice? ”

Yours sincerely,

LZ



RzPLY TO

ATIN OF;

SUBJECT:

TO:

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE |
HEADQUARTERS 8151 COMSAT SUPPORT CrcuP (USAFE) |

APO NEW YORK 09/55

CO 
13 Jan 81

Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC

ae Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gate at
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been ferced %
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate, ‘>
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three Patre!mean to pro-
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It illuminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s)of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs,
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby| farm went into a
frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later near
the back gate.

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7"\in diameter were
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. | The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. \Beta/gamma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings jin the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.
A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree
toward the depressions.

|

3. Later in the night a red sun-like light was seen through the trees.
It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to] throw off glowing
Particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were noticec
in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp angular
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to the
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circles. The objects to the north remained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and. beamed down a stream of light from time to tine. Numerous indivi-

duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs
2 and 3. /

ALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander
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se WR DErliuue .

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01-2:3 2638 (Direct Diall-ng)

- 01-218 9000 © (Switchiveard)

Squadron Leader DH Moreland oo Your reference

ua Bente ee . cs Our taference . 77k .
Woodbridge . ot Dae Oe?

Suffolk IFL2 2kQ q November 1982

1. Thank you for your letter (Bent/19/76/Air) of 25 Octover anqthe attached article from 'The Unexplained! (the author is in factone of my regular correspondents).

2e MOD's line on UFO's is as follows:-

&@, Our sole interest in the UFO Sightings reported to ‘1s isto check whether they have any relevance to the air defence ofthe UE, 
so,

b, Reports are referred to staff concerned with the air defenceof the UK whe examine them as part of their normal duties. Oncethey are satisfiec that the signhtins has no defence implicationsthey do not attempt to make = positive identification of the odjec

Cc. While we recognise that there are many strange things to ve -seen in the sky, we believe that there are perfectly naturelexplanations for then — satellite debris, aircraft lignts, ete, -and that there is no need to advance the hypothesis of alien sparecraft to account for the. |

3. Concerning the Bentwaters UFO in particular, I suggest that youadopt the following line:

&. I understand that MOD did receive a report froa base person:cf a UFO Sighting near R&® Bentwaters on 27 December. 1980. fhreport was dealt with in accordance with the normal procedures(see 2b above); it was not considered to indicate anything ofdefence interest,

b. There was no question of any contact with ‘alien beings’,

4. As for the @llezations in the article that the UFC story was | inaSimply a cover-uvn for a crash of en aircraft carrying|a nuclear gew eesyou may like to rening any questioners of the dritten Ansiver g1Ve2 InHensani for 28 January 19351 from ir Pattie » then Under Secretary of
State for the RAF: "No accidents have occurred involving eee rim saydauage to nuclear weapons containing fissile material|on Unised Vingion

S75



zs. ae Ghey méntion the Takennes tharticle drags in for FOO Rezsurc, asain there is @ Pani,Stetement cn *hicr tou sould draw, namely a Written Answer poile Pym, they, Seerstary of State for Defence, ca 9 November 979;"ieee the United States authorities have already stated that ng”nuclear matcrials were auvoOlved either tn this, te rashid “irovaftOF Ati eny puildings afvected by the resuiting Lire". 3% & naiexpect 'Ufologists' to pursue either of these angles any further.
if they do I suggest you refer them to us, Incidentally, it is’clear that the author did not look at a manmap if she supposes that
Lakenheath is tq few miles north" of Eentwaters?

5. IhOpe this is helpful to you and that Benbecome East Angliats answer to Warminster,

twaters does not

Yours sincerely,



RAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk 1P12 2RO

= LBA
Telephone Woodbridge 3737 exkaesxX 2257

ae toes ferMOD(DS8a) EP OMINGTA? Os Cuosiics 4. Your reference
f es ae BY . - Our reference _

yom ay BENT/19/76/Air
27 227 022 Date

FILE ~~ SOctober 1982

|-UNIDENTIFIEDFLYING OBJECTS (UFO's)

Reference:

A. BENT/19/76/Air dated 15 January 1981.

1. Under cover of reference A I forwarded you a copy of the DeputyBase Commander's report concerning some unexplained lights anda
sightings on 27/29 December 1980. Some time after the incident 1
was approached by two women who claimed to be UFO investigators,
but I refused to confirm or deny their claims. A week ago I was
telephoned from New York by a Mr Eric Mishara from Omnie Magazine,
He asked me questions about an article in a British UFO Magazine.
He claimed he was a serious UFO investigator and wanted to write an
objective article about the incident. I told him that whoever wrote|
the article he described to me must have had a vivid imagination.

2. I have now managed to obtain a copy of the article and enclose a
copy for your information. The magazine is called "The Unexplained"
published weekly by:

ORBIS Publishing Ltd
Orbis House

20/22 Bedfordbury
London WC2N 4BT

The article was in Volume 9 Issue No 106.

3. I now anticapate a flood of enquiries nd\would be grateful for
some guidance on MOD Policy concerning UF

D H MORELAND

Sqn Ldr

RAF Cdr
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~~. iigel-ranking US Air Force officers talk to the crew of a
iFO that crashed in East Anglia? Or was the Story a
smokescreen for a potentially deadly military accident?
JENNY RANDLES reports on the rumours and the evidence

THE STUDY OF ALLEGED CRASHES of alien

craft does not enjoy a degree of respectability
proportional to its importance. Many ufo-
logists decry those who try to unravel the
truth behind such mysteries, for there are
major problems with all these stories. The
crashes always seem to occur in remote
desert regions. In nearly all of them many
years elapse before they are investigated.
And there are very few Witnesses, all of
whom demand strict confidentiality, ‘for fear
of reprisals’. They insist that the security lid
on these events ts So tight that if it were made
public that they had spoken out they would
live in fear of the consequences.

These criticisms are true even ofthe cases
studied by Leonard Stringfield, the pioneer
in this field. He has collected information on
a whole series of American retrievals (as they
are known in ufologists’ jargon), and one, at
least ~ the Kingman, Arizona, case of May
1953 — has an appreciable degree of support.
His very important research was published
inthe United States and appeared ina three-
part series in the respected British journal
Fiving Saucer Review. The Roswell case (see
page 2034) is one of Stringfield’s — and

The expanse of Rendlesham

Forest, in Suffolk, set in flat,

lonely countryside. Local

people saw lights

descending into the forest

and Forestry Commission

workers found scorched

trees. The reports coincided

with sensational stories
emanating from a local air

base, telling of a uFo landing

Impact-and

SFE

after

|
actually one of the most poorly «

But where, we might wondesP Ported.
recent crashes? Or the ones nor Are the
area? Or the witnesses who earif «2, Gest
Well, some] of these conditions’ P* our?
been fulfilled by the remarka jay shaveRendlesham Forest, Suffolk, in esis a
in December 1980. os, t “Anglia

Rendlesham Forest is a pretry) <..* 4."area about 12 miles (19 kilometre”
north of Ipswich. Itis surrounded by some
the most sparsely populated land jn oundeastern England, fenland on which the, uth-
scattered farms. The only communityof
real size is the village of Woodbridge co th
wesc. North of the woods lie the us Air For .bases at Woodbridge and Bentwaters. Theseare important elements of the Nato defencesystem and would be of great Strategic signi.
cance in the event of any futur .wat | y ©. European

Between 27 and 30 December 1980 a
number of reports of lights in the sky were
made from [this general area, especially
around the coastal town of Leiston. A nuc-
lear power station is nearby and some very
interesting close encounters have been re-
corded in this vicinity. Brenda Butler and
Dot Street, local investigators for the British
UFO Research Association (BUFORA), follow-
ed up the sightings of the lights.- They
included one |from a witness who said he
observed a brilliant white light that hovered

|

) east and
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as ia little enigmatic. It is the

ory taat they usually jump at. Butler
et suggest that there are indications
lack of interest was due to influence
places.

author Paul Begg heard one of the
; from an acquaintance in his local
ar Rendlesham. This man said he
as a radar operator in a civilian
iment in the neighbouring county of
A friend had been on duty on 30

rer and had tracked an unknown
:ading south (which was towards the
ham Forest area). The radar return
correspond to that of any known

iple of days later, there were surprise
to the radar centre. us Air Force
irrived and took away the tapes of the
icking from the relevant night. They
the civilian operators, in confidence,
object they had tracked had landed
onthe Woodbridge airfield — and that
ad emerged. Personnel from the base
coached in a jeep, the engine of which
2d as it came close to the craft. The air
‘rsonnel had then conversed with the

Begg reported the story to the
and she asked Peter Warrington, a
st investigator of radar Cases, to
4p the case. He talked to the radar
rs and got the same details from
\ll of this occurred before any of the
ants knew of the information that
Butler and Dot Street possessed.
editor of BUFORA’Ss Journal, Norman
also received an account of an in-
t the Woodbridge base. It essentially

westua LUN AL SULPINCEERAEE

there and, although lacking detail, was ge-
nerally consistent with the information re-
ceived by others. The story came from the
United States, from 4 serviceman who had
returned there after being stationed in
England and therefore may have felt more
free to talk. oe

Finally there was local gossip that ‘some-
thing queer’ had gone on at the air base.
These stories involved an ‘air crash’ in the
forest and did not seem to refer toa UFO. The
belief that there had been ‘a crash ‘was
strengthened by the report of a farmer who
lived beside the wood and had seen a brightly
lit object descend into the forest. He tele-
phoned the base and suggested that one of
their aircraft had come down. He was not

“ig maga taken place

HOLLESLEY
BAY

JPA

|

|

|

|
An A-10 ground attack
aircraft of the Us Air Force.
According to an informant
from the USAF base at

Woodbridge, aircraft of this —
type were sent over the area

of the alleged UFO encounter
the day after it happened,
supposedly to monitor
radioactivity. The aircraft is
designed to fly safely at very
low speeds and low
altitudes, making it valuable
for ground surveys

Left: the area of Suffolk that
includes Rendlesham Forest

and the nearest large town,
Ipswich. The country around ~
the forest is some of the

loneliest in Britain. Two ~
versions of the UFO ~

|
encounter story are current:

according to one, the object
landed in the forest, roughly

in the area marked by the red

Star; according to the other,

it landed on the Woodbridge

air base itself
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above Rendlesham Forest for 20 minutes or
more. Being used to the activity around the
air bases he assumed he was seeing one of
their aircraft, though he was puzzled as to
why it remained over the woods for so long.

Early in January 198: one of Brenda
Butler’s trusted contacts at the Woodbridge
base passed an astonishing piece of inform-
ation to her. He said that a ufo had come
down in the forest, about 2 miles (3 kilomet-
res) from the base. It seems that this was
probably on 30 December. The contact, a
high-ranking officer, visited the scene along
with the base commander and security per-
sonnel. They carried no weapons — these
were expressly forbidden. The commander
talked for some time with small ‘aliens’, 3 feer
(1 metre) tall and wearing silver suits, who
were suspended in ‘shafts oflight’ beside the
landed craft.

Classified conversations
Brenda Butler’s contact refused to tell her
specific details of the Shape of the object,
which was apparently damaged and being
repaired. He also refused to comment on the
subject matter of the detailed conversations
that took place. Eventually, he claimed, the
UFO departed ~ unsteadily at first — and strict
security was imposed on all Personnel who
knew of the affair. Photographs chat had been
taken by some Officers, without permission,
were immediately confiscated. The officer
mentioned, provocatively, that this was not
the first time that a uFo had landed near—or
perhaps even on — the base.

This officer was willing to talk to Butler
only because of their past dealings and onthe
strict understanding that his confidentiality
should be preserved. She was also required,
at first, not to make use of the information he

a1?

Above: the ufologists who

studied the wave of

independent uFo reports

centred on the Rendiesham

Forest area: Dot Street (left)

and Brenda Butler at the

spot where they estimate

that a brightly lit object,

reported by a local farmer,

must have descended. The

Rendlesham case is more

promising for research than

the classic ‘retrieval’ cases

compiled by the leading

American ufologist Leonard

Stringfield (above right), for

the reports were nearly

contemporary with the

incidents described

JES

had imparted about this incident.
Brenda Butler agreed to the-officer’s

quest. ‘She kept the story to herself throv
out January, not even relating it-to her c
colleague Dot Street. Even when she did

her the story — about four weeks later, w
rumours of the incident had begun to

culate from other sources — she continue

observe the officer’s confidentiality. C

sequently we are heavily reliant on herw
However, in discussions with the author
seemed both sincere and reliable.

A year later another investigator :

ceeded |in confirming the existence of Bre

Butler’s contact. Harry Harris, a lawyer

an investigator with the Manchester.

Research Association, spoke to the off.

who confirmed the basic details as Bre

had reported them. However, he avoide:
subsequent attempts by Harris to com
nicate with him.

The) rumour emerged during Febri

1981, through several channels. All +
independent of each other, of Brenda Bu
and of the media. Indeed, considering
number of people in the area who seer

have heard about the events, this lacl


