vsience secretariat Division ga
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 {Direct Dialling)
. 01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

—
Your rciiferance
Qur reﬁerence
D/DS8/10/209
Date \
K Octollrier 1983
\ N

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 UFO 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 proce

‘ dures lie 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 defen]

, ce interest in the
alleged sightings. There was no question of any contact_wkth "alien beings"

nor was there any confirmation that an object had landed in the forest.

You may be interested to know that the BBC recently carried out its own
investigatious into the incident and concluded that the UF0 was nothing more

sinister than the pulsating light of the Orfordness Lighthéuse some 6 or 7
miles away through the trees )
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Dear Sirs, »
As you may have seen on BBC TV's Breakfast Time programme

on Friday Botober 7, I visited the site of the alleged

UFO landing outside Woodbridge Air Force statio# in

Suffolk and found thataﬁhe pulsating bright ligyt seen

among the trees was ‘apprently nothing more alien than

the lighthouse at Yrfor Ness, which does indeed illumi-

nate the forest near Woodbridge with a white liéht, -
as the letter from USAF Lt Col Charles Halt desdribes. - S

- _

- ________In_Xig!_g£~§EgN§E§gggg public interest in this l@se
following the News of the World article (and, I Pelieve,
further coverage this week), and mindful of the fgct
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 radar -

sighting of a UFO at about the time of the Woodbridge
incident. '

Yours sincerely,

|
1
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NEviS OF THS WORLD ARTICLE: UFO SIGHTING AT
RAF WOODBRIDGE o

|
1e Following the coverage gi\\r‘en by the News of the
World on 2 October 1983 to the |alleged UFO Sighting
at RAF Woodbridge on 27 December 1980 and the follow=
up promised for 9 October we have drawn up a

defensive press line and short Q & A brief for uge by
Yourselves.

2. If you receive further eaniries from the press
which you are unable to answer from the briefing
provided please do not hesitate\\ to centact me. The
report in the Mews of the World| that MOD and USAF both
referred callers to the other will have done nothing
but confirm suspicions widely held in UFO circles that
we are engaged in a cover-up!

£.3.Civemanersie .

P J TITCHMARSH(Mrs)
D58a

MB 7230 2638 MB

/5¢




Defensive Press Line

|

I can conflrm that the Ministry of Defence did receive a erort from bage .

personnel of a UFO sighting near RAF Woodbridge on 27 December 1980. (Thig

\
was the report published by the Néws of the’ World on 2 October 1983). The

report was dealt with in accordance with nornal procedures e. it was pasgeq
to etaff concerned with.gﬂr defence matters wvho examine such reports to
satisfy themselves that there are no defence impliqations. In this instance
MOD was soxicfied that there was nothing of defence interest |in the alleged

sightirgs. There was no quesfion of any contact with Yalien baings".

Q1. Did the US authorities investigate the incident?
Al. No. Once the report had been sent to the Ministry of Defence the U3
authorities carried out no further investigations. [Invest;gatlons of
UFO reports in the UK are carrzed out by the Ministry of Defence; the

USAF has no responsibility in such matters?.

Q2. Was Col Halt told to keep quiet?
AZ2. No. Lt Col Halt has not been told to keep quiet about the incident nor
hes

he been informed that his carcer could be in Jeopardy.

Q. Was the object tracked on radar?

A>. Fo. Ho unidentified cbject was seen on any radar recordings during the

period in question.

/55 \
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The mission ‘was to seek a
close encounter, preferably of
the third kind, b
would do.

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 alien
spacecraflt landed at Christmas,
1930, flew arong the trees, left

imprints on the ground, and -

vanished only when the United
Stites Air Farce from Wood-
bridge bass, half a mile away,
came oGt to investigate,
Witessesm, according to
he paper, have since greatly
:laborated on the event, speak-

nz of beings in silvery suits_

vho practized levitation.

cozz 2 xe MUNDAY OCTOBER 3 1983

Earthly being.s;.Mr Yincent Thur

ot any kind -

kettle and his dog at tl
:UFO “landing”. " :

Downto earth ‘approach

From Alan Hamilton, Woodbridge

" The first being encountered

yesterday was clad in corduoy
trousers ard black wellingtons.
He came, he said, not frm outer
space, but the Forestry Com-
mission. ¥is name was not the
Mekon, but Vincent Thor-
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, gesturiag aronnd 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
oaly 10ft apart. It would have

e forast site of the Christmas

i R

Los'

to aUFO -,

taken.a fair feat of navigation
_ to get among that lot.” -

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

But, surely, the secarchers
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
& far 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

7.

how cattle panicked near his
house on the night in question.
“There are no cattle anywhere
near here™, he told me, “This is
= forest.” - . e -

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

. Chx\’istmas.

Tory move
on holiday
vote law

By Our Political Reporter

The Government is expected
announce next week that it
[ Iegislate to give holiday-
Kers postal votes at the next
eral election.
dinisisys and MPs  were
ick during the general elec-
| campaign by the dissatis-
ion of those who were zoin
< on holiday on June gang
* not allowed a vote. A flood
*solutions from Tory asscci-

Thatcher

Conservative’ MPs believe
that Mrs Margarct Thatcher
may soan be stung into
restating her determination to
lcad the party for a third term of
office. : ’

This_follows several reports
suggesting that some MPs are
privately expressing the view
that she may stand down, an
Opg:ioln voiced Sf:r ‘f:; ﬁrs;;lmc

icly - on turday a
. gcﬁnb‘iﬁckbcnchcr. Mr Julian
ertghl{y.' . .

third term

aiims may berestated

Marparcet, those that loathe her
and me.”

Asked if he was thinking in
terms ¢l a  successor  Me
Crichley replied: “Increasingly
so™. He went on: “I think she
will not run for a third full term
in 1987-88." T

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 Howc_:

wha  wauld ha ot

- tieam
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Hardliners
in SNP
keep power

The levers of power in the
Scottish National Party remain
firmly in the hands of the
hardline “independence, noth-
ing less™ faction. Elections held
at the end of the . pacty’s
fortyninth annual confereace,
o the island resort of Rothesay
at the weekend, produced
almost a clean sweep of.the

1

itnprotant party offices for the

lﬁditidnnlist‘s..
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. students.
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By GRAEME GORLAY . -

paign. L.

For the past two years Statew
run Radio Moscow. has been
sending tapes of news and arts
programmes (0 most of the 19
campus radio stailons run by

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-handsd and bjased
© reports. . .

* . Last week, while- Mrs Thatcher was
calling on the West to ‘fight a batule of

a major propaganda cam-

on our

RUSSIA is” using Britisj -
university radio stations.in.

.
. -
-t . .

Ceas AL ENIATL Py

of: the campus radio stations were
getting free tapes from Moscow. .
Aruong those sent to Nottingham

- ‘University.. were Soviet. Viewpoint,
Sovietr Press Review and Life {n the
USSR. . * L

Programme controller Jeff Owen sald
yesterday: ‘We get about five tapes a
week, We occasionally use them —
mainly the arts and cuitural 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. Lot
But at Kent University, a student

Spokesman said: ‘We were asked by-

:and curned them down .straigh

ldeas’ against Communism. two-thirds

- Korean plane it must

ents

Moscow. If we ‘wanted the tapes
1 Away’

Radio

| M

A typical. example  Is this.
from Soviet Press Review: ‘Mteexr‘nﬁ
eliberate provocatlan with the South
Seem that the
tration has beaten agp
records of hypocrisy-and distortion of
tpuacts.d&‘[ev-;enity Ruschov says
vda.® . :

Moscow s pouring millions of rou-
bles into lits battle with Western
broadcasting.- spending more in foye.-
days jamming the BBC World Sarvice
transmissions to the Soviet Union thag
the BBC \Russian service’s annuap
budger. - S et - ;
® Antl-Western propaganda could be
beamed oq| future satellita TV ¢
Baush homes because of a loophole tn
lncemzdon# law on copyright.

SUNDAY PEOPLE

l

UFD DID NOT LAND IN SUFFOLK

5, and that's official

the
sped away and vanished.

Later, there was taik of silvery
beams emerging from 3 Jolt widae
fiylng uucer,“bu.-n'marlu on tr;os

and strange lines In the ground.
Woeadbridga, Ths slrgnga affaie is recountad
fn a naw dook writtan by a mem-
bar of the British UFO Society..
VIBut fForestry Commission o
nse

CLAIMS that a UFO landed in
an East Anglian' pine forest
were dismissed as * pie In tha
sky,” last night.

The mysterious craft Is sald to
have landed near an Araesican
Aicfarce  Dbase at
Suiiotk, twe years ago.

¢ it up the whate

-. Sangham Woods with
© whils light

8ut whan two American airman
on guard duty w.enl.lo invastigaga,

of neardy
2 darxling

mea-— .

ths wosds, said: = | carried out my
own lInvestization and [ am satis-

“hovering object' suddenly

ling

cer

Thoerkattle, v:ho lives near

 (|‘9\
/S Z

fied the so-called evidsncs was
btown up oul of all propartion,

“ The burns
larestar tg mark out trses for fel-
an
‘g'und looked like rabbit scrap-
ngs.

*1 have llved and worked [n tha
forest for five years and {'vs naver
sean anl spacemen, lt's mors pis
In the sky

palice ‘
" Amarican flyers ofien drap para-
chute fia

for UFQs.

wers | made by o

depressions In  ths

than flying saucers.™

spakesman  sald1

P Sy Smman Sa——

res which peapls mistaka

»
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Isaw '[—I-i:“() land 8
—American officer

A SENIOR American Ajr
Force officer reparted
sightlng a2 UFO landing in
Suffols during Christmas

1980. the _Ministry o
Dermce‘ condrmed Tase

nigat.
Lieut-Colonel .Charl :

8:.15. deputy commande!sr' ozt'
Uls: ‘Lactical Win

ll’. Woodbridge, told o

e (L e B
8 L]

hours of December 21° eazly

A Defence Minist
. maa said: *Th e Pokes.

the USAF. He was

and off the base. Ae ‘5&3‘:‘1
report and submitted ic via
the RAP commander ag

-

Woodbrldze to the Adinistry
ot Defence” ho be¢am
Sir Johno Nott, who o
AMinister of Defence within o
fortnight of the repotted
sighung, said last night: L
koow gnothiog acout it. Cerw
tainly I gever saw any repors
about a GFPO lancunt. I dont
believe in UPO’s, anyway.”
Detemce S in Olimons
ence n A
sad: =1 should think this
is absolute runhdish.” ..

NEWS OF THE WORL

We must, 2
be told.

.

. :orud three nigh

I
\
|
|
|
|
. |

SUNDAY MIRROR

S t—

FLYiug™

. SAUGER

"LANDS
BRITAI

Sunday Mlnw Reportec
A !'me} saucer landed
on :.w top secret Armencan
alr bue iIn an E=xglish
{orest, says ea smazing
n.-po-t fuse raleased by US

alr ron:e chlefs,
'rhe 32y the UZFO
with port..oles and,

* blue flashing Uzhts™ cace

down |on the main funway

of USAF Wooaebricge,

Su.co!x.

i It 200med over Tangham
LS L3 suc-,
.cession. and landed “at

least opce”,

i The\hu:h teetallic crafs

wa3 spoucd by guards who

found deep {mpressions on *
the mund. Unexplained

ruuuon was alsg reported - !

pearby!

The]lncredlble docy-:

fnents, |[dawa up by USAF!
Colooel Chrartes Hold says’

SOMETRING strange haopened
out there In the forest on that
wintry night in December, 1980.

Qur fully documented Page 1
report of a UFO
Suftolk cannot
away.

At every turn our investigators
met an official wall of silence—
yet nobody disputed the basic

the sightingy'were-veported °
to the Pertagoa yee 7ea.1 :
2go..
Thay have -come %o Hat\‘
- now after the selease of
landing in - eh;dceé docun;:nu. e
orestTy ‘wotkers yester-
be shrugged 'day told of sTange, Uscon-
firrned repot:a olalUFO0Onn
the area.

facts. )
Someone in, authority, par- -

ticularly in the inistry __of

Qefanca, has the answer,

it iIs time we were told.

(2
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS THIRD AIR FORCE (USAFE)
RAF MILDENHALL, SUFFOLK 1P28 8NF

3AF/10/1/0rg

MOD(DS8a)
Main Building

Mildenhall 712511 e

Whitehall
London
SW1A 2HB

T
|

o mat VIS

1S Apr 83

»

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

Reference;

A.  D/DS8/10/209 dated 11 April 1983.
1. Tiank you for your letter at Reference and the Enclosure f1

2. The radar at Up

per Heyford did not track an unidentified f1
on 15 March 1983 ag

alleged. As reported to me the events were

Just after dusk,a loc
Post telephoned’ the t
could see "lights"
controllers assista
duty crew could ind
-what they were-but
traffic within the
telephone conversat

al reporter for the Readin

ower at Upper Heyford and asked
at the opposite side of the airfie

eed see the "lights" and that they
they could have been some airfield

ion then terminated.

3. The US author
track on th
reporter in
completely

ities at Upper Heyford reiterate that at no ti
¢ airfield radar any unidentified target. It ismy b
question did not ask the right questions in the firs
misinterpreted the answer he received.

J R DAVIES
Wg Cdr
SRAFLO

/57

airfield or traffic outside the air

on (N

lying object

as follows:

g Evening

if they
1d.
nt, after checking,told the reporteﬁ that the

The

did not know

lights,
field. The
me did they

elief that the
t place and has




RAF LIAISON OFFICE\

Royal Air Force Bentwaters V\Voodbridge Suffolk ?% -

\
Telephone Woodbridge 3737 ext 238X 2257

. i DT
. : Your reference C e
MOD(DS8¢c)

. Our referénoe
(Attn: Mr P D Watkins) ' BENT/19/76/A1y
Date

Q.

| May 1983
\

-

The UFO sighting in the Rendlesham Forest
continues to excite attention.| For your
information I enclose copies of the latest
newspaper articles omn the subject.

)
i
|
|
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. Your reference

Wg Cdr J Davies L ' B,
SRAF1LO ' Our reference ‘L\'O‘
RAF Mildenhall D/Ds8/10/209 ~
Suffolk Date :

Ip28 8NF \3 Hay 1983

D e S~

INCIDENT AT RAF WCODBRIDGE - DECEMBER 1980

1. Following our telephone conversation about the incident at RAF Woodbridge

on 27 December 1980 I wrote to Miss Randles and I attach a copy of my letter.

2. You will see that she has row written again seeking further information

about the incident and in particular has reguested a copy of the report held on
our files. The only report we have is that prepared by Lt Col Halt the

Dieputy Base Commanider. al RAF Woodoridge and I am therefore writing to ask you to
‘seeik the views of the USAF to disclosure of that report or a sanitised version of
it. If the USEF weulg oniy be prepared o allow release of alsanitised version

it would be helpful to know which parts they would wish me to|/delete. In addition,

I would be grateful to kmow whether the USAF would be willing | for me to say that
they did investigate the incident.

3. Thark you fer your azsistance with the rs=cent UFO correspondence.

jd S~y QS
tr‘)Q. ~AN

P J TITCHMARSH (MRS)

/53




DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
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3AF/12/0rg

MOD(DS8)
Main Building
Whitehall
London

 SW1A 2HB [$ May 83

" INCIDENT AT RAF WOODBRIDGE — DECEMBER 1980

‘Mildenhall 712511 ext 2821

References: \

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

1. Thank you for your letter at Reference A and Enclosures. |I said

in the telephome conversation at Reference B that it will be sdme little
time before we can get a decision on the release of the report by Lt Col
Holt. 1In 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. I will let you know of developments as they occur.

i (FA |0 W
J R DAVIES

Wg Cdr

SRAFLO




-~ vecretariot Division 8

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01.21 8 (Direct Dialling) \
01-218 9000  (Switchboard) :

Your reference

Qur reference

D/DS8/10/209-1X 7&
Date

{3April 1983

(with the name and oddress of the infor

I am sure you will agree thot, although we hcld
. each one is indeed very brief.

USAF personnel did see unusual lights outside the boundary

no explanation for the

occurrenge was ever forthcoming. There is however, no questi?n of the occount

being a cover-up for a crashed aircraft or testing of secret devices as you
+ NOr was there ony contact with “alien beings*.

I understand thot on article on the Woodbridge sightin

g has been published
in the mogazine “OMNI* (Vol 5 No.é)

in which you may be interested.

.

5‘:»»:-3 *:r—n cer2ty

f?<T~Ki:YtLVﬁr~ﬁ<jJTEL.,

P J TITCHMARSH (Mrs)
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D/Ds8/10/209 ,(\"5

Ops(GE) (RAF)

UFO_SIGHTING ~ RAF WOODBRIDGE DECEMBER 1980

1. You may recall that in December 1980 two USAF securi.tyl' patrolmen saw umisual

lights at the back gate of RAF Woodbridge and on investigation found 2 brigatly
1it triangular object either hovering or on legs,

2.  You began investigations into the incident amd suggés?ed asking the UsAp
for tape recordings (your D/DD Ops(CE)/10/8 of 16 Feb 87 refers) but

unfortunately our files do not appear to show the ouicome of your investigations,

3. I attach a copy of a letier received froa onz of our more regular URQ

correspondents in which she seeks advice as to the Ministry's position on this
incident. I am inclined to say that we are awzre of the incident, that we made
investigations but that we could find no explanation for the lights., Is this a

true reflection of the facts or did we, in fact, come up with anything more
cubstantive?

4. Ary help you could give in replying to Miss Randle's letter would be much
appreciated, ' .

-5 \..-.'\" Y i P
RS PRI W 4 AN NNCATTION. |

liar 83

FJ TITCHIARSH (lirs)
Ds8 \
HB 7230 2638 MB
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February 28 1983 EEERS ] |
Dear Mrs Titchmarsh, 1§~ ~ 7 10 Z-f— -l :

ot e e e o

Further to your letter to me of 20 January 1933 (your ref: D/DSB/10/209); the

subject UFOs. I trust you have received my subsequent letter to this (a.ddressed
to Peter Watkins) wherinm I suggested that you might consider lodging the files
you hold with a recogmised scientific establishment.Here they could be accessabl e
€3 arrangement) to serious researchers, ard their use could Pe adequately
controlled, I really think this makes sense because the volumP of data you muat
hold would make it very difficult to release other than summaries in printeq form
and often access to the full materials might be esgential for scientific study,

A number of possible sources for locating these files, eg a u:Liversity, come to mid
Indeed there have been a number of interested responses to the article on UFOg by
myself and Petar Warrington (New Scientist,10 Feb 1983) to which I refer you for

illustration of my,hopefully,serious and none-sensationilst position on this topia

I am well aware that to Jou UF0 data is barely of interwmst a:ncll, as 1% does not sem
to directly impinge on defence implications, of relatively 1°‘f 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 yog,
of course, have neither §he facilities mor the resources to handle. It should be
your concern that you hold this data, faithfully reported by individuals who would

like something done. And I am delighted at your decision to mske the material
accessable for research, ‘

Presumably it will be in your interests to cultivate 2 mood whereby UFO reports am
not made to you, but to a scientific establishment (another advantage of lodging e
files there),You could naturally rely upon the UFO commnity to tramsmit reports

to you which might suggest defence implications,That is, if ydp. are fair by seriow
investigators serious investigators will naturally be fair by iyou. And we too, of
course, have the interests of Britain at heart and would not wish you to be unawawe
of any cases that might involve defencd implications.Even 'thoxﬂgh, as you have poird
out to me previously, none of your studies so far have produce‘d such implications,

You have promissed to advise me when you have taken a decisio ! to release data,
which 1is why I was somewhat surprised to learn that you have siupplied to some
colleagues of mine in Bristol data on cases in South Wales,I wFuld, therefore,

very much like an update on the current position please.For thF last few years whik®
writing to you I have stressed that I want to help put across your true position ®
the public (with which I have some inflgence as a full-time writer of UFC books ad
articles). But for this puvrpose I do need your help in return, of course., I see from
the current issue of FLYING SAUCIR REVIZd, for example, that much is said about yaf
alleged cover-up and it is towards correcting this view with the facts (if you wil
openly give them) that I am concerned. Hence my previois reque':_:;‘ts to be granted
access to the data prior to release so that I might present a fair review in the
UFO literature and defuse such commentary.

Finally, on the question of defence implications, I would wish|to advise you of
an accretion of daba concerning an incident which appears to have taken plave at
the US Air Force base at Woodbridge, Suffolk,in December 1980.1t is of some concern
to me that you have not been able to offer any statement on thi‘.s event, because
on face value the evidence does suggest that somebody is hiding something.

Now gﬁgzﬂe published some of the material supplied to me (and éa.thered myself) in
the literature, primarily because in lieum of any other Teason I believe the
information should be told,But understand my position here., I have no wish to do
anything injurioks to British defence and if I was offered any\reason (nowever
roundabout) which suggested the case should simply be dropped then I would do so.
For example, it is possible that the UFO story is covering either an accidemt or

S EF




test of sope secret device (either by British or American sou‘rces).'l'herefo

Te
continually stress this in a UFO context (which ig how it has been reporteq)’ 4
yet inevdtably have ¢

o mention swch none-UFO explanatomns as these possi.bili‘t:l.::d
might be against this natione interssts., Yet what else can I do, simce I have yo
such reason to argue in this way and feel mygelf duty bound to discuss the matiey
in case it genuinmely has gone un-noticed and yet may be of potential inlpc.:.’l."!;anco?
Veby briefly, on this case, we have first-class hard evide.noe; (which we could of
course give to the mational press but have had no desire to so do) that somet

occurred (during the lagt three days of the month, possibly December 29, 1980),
This includes evidence of

radar tracking of the unexplained qﬁ:jec't, its 'la.ndhg'
in Rendlesham Forest and a number of imdependant testimomies that relate to g
quite fantastic account of what supposedly happened after that. It is impossibye
for me And the

couple of other people in possession of these if‘uli, facts not ¢o
accept that a gemuine event did occur and maturally we are more than a little

concerned that (a) it has not been admitted to and (b) you profess to kmow nothing

as I said, the evidence is strong (almost,I might say, categorically Probative)
and could (1f we chose to discuss the full facts in the Tight way outside the
limited circukation we have done so far) lead to quite an out‘cry about cover-ups,
Personally, I believe you must have veby good reason for doins what you are doing
about this incident, and that may have nothing to do with UFOs per se. However,
Please see my position and recognise my dilemma. I want to do the right thing.

I em not expecting reply saying anything gpecific about this event s but you may
be able to offer advice about the problem I face. I lave this fla.ta. that seenms
probative. You do not seem to want it and claim to know noth.ipg about it. I cannot
Just sit on it because &t appears to be too important. Yet if I make a big issue

out of it natiomal security may suffer.

I would add that the story behind these events indicates ’chat‘ 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. : ‘

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 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 gense out of many things

The UFO subject is complex amd to represent it fairly very difgicult. I so very
nuch do want © do the right thing,But I am beginning to doubt/ if I a2m doing
the right thing, Can you offer any advice?

Yours sincerely,

/EE
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 2638 (Direct Dialling)
01-218 90C0  (Switchboard)

Hg Cdr J Davies'

Your reference:'
SRAFLO
RAF Mildenhall Our reference N7 7
Bury St Edmunds D /pS8/10/209 -
Suffolk Date

'S March 198

3

. )(’__ s h&'_/ Lo

UFO _SIGHTING — RAF WCODBRIDGE DECEMBER 1980

I attach a copy of a letter re
regarding an incident at RAF
the USAF report Prepared afte

ceived from one of our more regul
Hoodoridge in December 1980,
r the incident. :

I als

I would be grateful if you could ascertain how far the USAF
and vhat were the outcome of these irnvestigations,
could find out what has been tne USAF
have denied krowledge of it as sugges

inve
I would also
's public line on the incid
ted by lliss Randles,

Any help you can provide in replying to— letier wou

\- .
( a3

e
Vi~ ¢

P J TITCHRL

/SE7

ar UFO correspendents

o attach a cony of

stigated the ircident
be grateful if you
ent and whether they

1d be much aporecizted.
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ARSH (MRS)
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February 28 1983 !'ﬂ—“—_ : “
Dear HNrs Titchmarsh, s — e S |

3 o

Further to your letter to me of 20 January 1983 (your ref: D/D58/10/209); the
subject UFOs. I trust you have received my subsequent letter to this (addreggeg
to Peter Watkins) wherin T suggested that you might consider lodging the fileg
you hold with 2 recomised scientific establishment.Here the‘y could be access:ble
én arrongement) +to serious rese2rchers, a2nd their use could be adequately -
controlled, I really think this mekes sense because the volume of data you rmugt
kold would make it very difficult to release other than suameries in printed forp
and often access to the full matericls might be esgentizl fo‘wr scientific study,
A nunber of possible sources for locating these files, eg a wiversity, core 45 ms.
Indeed there have been a2 number of interasted responses 1o the article on Usfcg bym )
nyself and Peter Warrington (New Scientist,10 Feb 1983) to which I refer you for
illustration of my,hopefully,serious and none-sensationilst position on tris tonic
I am well aware that to you U0 date is barely of.interest a:lad., as iy does not see
to directly impinge oa defence implications, of relatively low priority.However,
I hope you azlsc see that whilst 90% of these reports ars wquestionably exnlicatle
there are renorts that seem to offer probative data to scientists.York that yogm,
of course, have neither fhe facilities nor the resources to handle. It should bs
your concern that you hold this data, faithfully reported by|individuzls wio would

like gomething done., And T am delighted at your decision to mske the materisl
accesgable for research,

-,z ve

Presumably it will be in your interests to clﬂ.tiva'té a nood whereby UFO reporis a1
rno% made to you, but to a scientific establishmant (an0%her édvantage of lodsing e
files there), You could naturally rely upon the UFO community |to transmit raporis
to you which might suggest defence implications,That is, if you are fair tr seriow
investigators serious investigators will naturally be fair b)‘r you., And we too, of
course, kave the interests of Britain 2t heart and would rot wish you to bes uvaawae
of eny cases that might involve defencd implications.Dven though, as you have poirtes
out to me previously, nonec of your studies so far bave produced such implicatic

ns.

You have promissed %o ndvise me when you have taken a decision to release data,
vhich is why I was somewhat sarprésed to learn that you have |supplied 1o sone
colleagues of mine in Bristol data on cases in South l2les,I would, therefore,

very much like an update on the current position plesss.For the last foy Fears wadst
writing {0 you I have stressed that I want to help put 2cross your true pozition %o

the public (with which I have some inflyence as a full-time writer of UFQ bools a7

articles). But for this pvrpose I do need your help in return, of course, I sze fro-
the currcnt izsue of FLYIHNG 3:UCTR RZVIEY, for example, that much is said atout yof
alleged cover-up and it is towsrds correcting this view with the fzets (if vou wil

openly give them) that T am concerned. Hence my previois requests to be grauis

P i
to release so thal I night present a fair review in ti2
Ure znd cefuse such commentary.

access to the data prior
UFO literat

Finally, on the question of defeace implications, I would wish to advise you of
an accretion of datg concerning an incident which appears to have talcen plzve :
the US Air Force base at Hoodbridge, Suffolk,in December 1980.It is of some conc
Yo me that you have not been zble to offer any statemeat om this event, becauze
on i‘f.ce value the evidence does suggest that- somebody is hidi.ﬁg something.

iow I have published gome of the mzterial supplied to me (and|gathered myseli;
the Ur literature, primerily because in licu of any other reason I belicve the
information should be told,Put wunderstand my position here., I have no yish %0 &5
enything injurionis to British defenco ard if I was offered any reagon (howsver
roundadout) which suggested the case should simply be droppecl!'t'nen I vould ¢o =0,
For example, it is possible that the UTO story is covering either an accidecat or

/7
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/test of sope secret device (eithér by British or American sotfxroes).'.l'herefgr, "
continually stress this in a UFO context (which is how it has beem r;erf,Qi-t'é},_)’ ..‘3
yet imevitably have to memtion such none-UFRQ explanatbons as theése W:ﬁhi%ilftie'
night be agaimst this mations interssts. Yot what else can I do, -simoe T h&"é:o
such reasom to argue im this way and feel myself duty bound ‘to discuss the matt
in case it genuimely bas gome un-noticed amd yot may be of potential _;1;“6{;&'5‘:6;?“
Veby briefly, on this case, we have first-class hard o:v:ldenoe‘ (whioh we °°n:1.d .ot
oourse give to the mational press but have had no desire to so0 do) that momathy
ocourred (during the last three days of the momth, possibly December .29, 1980)
This imoludes evidence of radar tracking of the unexplained o‘b;)ect, its 'ludi; v
in Remdlesham Forest and a mumber of independant testimonies {tha‘t relate to g €
gquite fantastioc account of what supposedly happened after that., It is impossible
for me amd the couple of other people in possession of these full facts not to
accept that a genmuine event aid oocur amd maturally we are more than a little

concerned that (a) it has not been admitted to and (b) you px{‘ofess to kmow nothing
about it.

as 1 said, the evidence is strong (almost,I might say, ca.teg‘orically Probative)
and could (if we chose to discuss the full facts in the right way outside the
limited circukation we have dome so far) lead to quite an ou'tfcry about cover-ups,
Personally, I believe you must have veby good reasom for doi:#g what you are doing
about this incident, and that may have nothing to do with UFQs per se. However,
please see my positiom and recogmise my dilemma. I want to do the righd thing,

I am not expecting a reply saying anything specific about thds event, but you may
be able to offer advice about the problem I face. I lave this data that seems
probative, You do not seem to want it and claim to know nothing about it. I camnot
Just sit on it because &t appears to be too important. Yet if I make a big issue
out of it natiomal security may suffer. |

I would add that the story behind these events indicates that there was contaot
between military sources amd an other intelligence (which is not alien spaeeships
in the nuts and bo}ts semse) but which is an indigenous intel;ligence 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 does merge with data offered by other sources 'I;T me (in coafidence)

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 mai‘ny dources that I do
have Yo listen. And it does make a grest deal of sense out of many thingsd

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

the right thing, Can you offer any advice? B

Yours sincerely,

/z/
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Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately q300L), tvo USAF
security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gate at

RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forceq ¢
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate. ¢~
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrelman to pyro-
ceed on foct. The individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object

in the forest. The object was described as being metapic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the

base and approximately two meters high. It i]luminateg the entire faorest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red 1ight 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 nzar
the back gate.

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" |in diametar were
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. | The focllowing
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings |in 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 th%ough the trees.
It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to| throw off glowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objech and then qis—
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were noticed
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 fér two or three
hours and. beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numerous indivi-

duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs
2 and %Jf

CHARLES T. MALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander
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1. Thank you for your letter (Bent/19/76/Air) of 25 Octover eng
the attached article from !'The Unexplained! (the author is in fact
one of my regular correspondents).

2 MOD's line on UF0's is as follows:-

2, Cur sole interest in the UFO sightings reported to ‘1s is

t‘g cggck whether they have any relevance to the air delence of
she UK, S )

b. Revorts are referred to staff concernsd with the air defence
of the UK whe examine them as part of their normal duties., Onee
they are satisfied that the sightins has no defence implicutions
they do not a2ttenpt to make = prsitive identification o0 the objec

C. TWhile we recognise that there are many strange things to ve -
seen in the sky, we velieve that there are perf\ec‘al" nasural
explenations for them - satellite debris, aircraft lizhts, ete, -~
and that there is no need to advance the hy‘,_oO'l:hl\esis o

eraft to account for theu. : \

l

3. Concerning the Beniwaters UFO in particular, I sugzest thet you
adopt the following lire:

8. I understand tnzt 110D did receive = renort from base persomnsl
cf a UFO sighting near RAF Bentwaters on 27 December 1980. The
reporv was dealt witn in sccordance with the normal wnrocedures
(see 2b above); it was not considered to indicdte anything of
defence interest, : :

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

4. As for the 2llegations in the article that the UFC st¥ory was
simply a cover~up for a crash of zn aircraft carryirg a nuclear device,
you may like to remini am questioners of the Written| Answer givs: in
Hansard for 28 January 1951 from iIr Pattie, then Under Secretary of
Sizte for the RAF: "lo accidents have occurred involving oee ot 5
d2nage $o muclear vieapcns containing fissile material lon Urnited Iingion

/7S5




+& They menilon the FaXepheszih
" in for 2000 mezsyjc
Statement r

¢n whick sou SOWld draw, namely a Written Answer .-
l:'k‘ Pym, then Searatary of State for Defegce, cn 9 Novembe: {;‘—‘,’“‘
»e+o The United States authorities have already stated thag™ v
nuclear mat:pialc were 3uvolved eitner v thixn 4 crashuq - 20
Or Miozny 1iings aflected Ly ‘ { |
expect 'Ufologists?

article aI:;Igs

(2

4ths resul‘t;in;!:j‘ Liret. ¥ wu:i-g c:\ift
to pursue either of these angles any furtﬂe;:t
if they do I suggest you refer them to us. Incidentally, j¢ is’

clear that the author did not look at a nap i#‘ she supposes that
Lakenheath is "a few miles north" of Bentwaters!

9+ I hope this is helpful to.you and that Bentwaters does not
»become Bast Angliat's answer ‘to VWarminster. . : :

Yours sincerely,

-

/é’\é// 'L/'*K

%/

|



RAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk IP122RQ
C NG

Telephone Woodbridge 3737 ex¥a2833< 2257

Your reference

MOD(DS8a)

- Our reference

BENT/19/76/Air
Date

FiL® 2{ October 1982

-UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO's) \

Reference:

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

1. Under cover of. reference A I forwarded you a copy of the Deputy
Base Commander's report concerning some unexplained lights and
sightings on 27/29 December 1980. Some time after the incident I
was approached by two women who claimed to be UFO in+estigators,
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 asbout an article in a British UFO Magazine.
He claimed he was g seriocus 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 mﬁnaged to obtain a copy of the articye and enciose a

copy for your information. The magazine is called "The Unexplained"
published weekly by:

ORBIS Publishing Ltd
Orbis House

20/22 Bedfordbury
London WC2N L4BT

The article was in Volume 9 Issue No 106.

3. I now anticipate a flood of enquiries

nd\would be grateful for
some guidance on MOD Policy concerning UFE

D H MORELAND
Sgn Ldr
RAF Cdr

&' F
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-~ iuga-ranxking Us Air Force officers talk to the crew of a
JFO that crashed in East Anglia? Or was the story a
smokescreen for a potentially deadly military accident?
w&s 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 is 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 of the cases
studied by Leonard Stringfield, the pioneer
in this field. He has collected information on
a whole series of American retrievals (asthey
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
in the United States and appeared in a three-
part series in the respected British journal

The expanse of Rendlesham
Forest, in Suffolk, set in flat,
lonely countryside. Local
people saw lights
descending into the forest
and Forestry Commission
warkers found scorched
trees. The reports coincided
with sensational stories

“area? Or the witnesses who eyl g

|
actually one of the most poo .
But where, we mightp wglri,dsc%ppo."!‘sﬂ._
recent crashes? Or the ones nor iy, _:tdcc the
sert
Well, some| of these conditions’ peak out?
been fulfilled by the remarkable jngg 4 shave
Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk, in Ea‘_'s‘Aep-t»— at -
in December 1980. © St Anglia
Rendlesham Forest is a pretry .40
area about 12 miles (19 kilotx)nettgs;véa‘ fand
north of Ipswich. Itissurrounded by s o and
the most sp%rscly populated land jn ::;ne of
eastern Engl‘and, fenland on which the; uth-
scattered faqns. The only community‘c:fc‘ are
real size s the village of Woodbridgy vq o
west. North of the woods lie the Us Ajr Fooe
bases at Woo@bridge and Bentwaters, Th:;°e
are importanit elements of the NaTO dcfcn::
%ystem andmould be of great Strategic signj
cance in the event of any futur -
ear ‘ y ¢ European
Between 27 and 30 December 1980 a
number of re\ports of lights in the sky were
made from fthis 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 V'

|

affer

Fiving Saucer Review. The Roswell case (see

; ¢ emanating from a local air
page 2034) is one of Stringfield’s — and

base, telling of a uro landing

Impact-and




ay i a 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
>laces.
wuthor Paul Begg heard one of the
: from an acquaintance in his local
ar Rendlesham. This man said he
as a radar operator in a civilian
ument in the neighbouring county of
A friend had been on duty on 30
er and had tracked an unknown
:ading south (which was towards the
ham Forest area). The radar return
correspond to that of any known

:ple 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 ciyilian operators, in confidence,

object they had tracked had landed
»n the Woodbridge airfield - and that
1d emerged. Personnel from the base
roached inajeep, the engine of which
:d as it came close to the craft. The ajr
‘csonnel had then conversed with the

Begg reported the story to the
and she asked Peter Warrington, a
st investigator of radar cases, to
1p the case. He talked to the radar
rs and got the same details from
\I1 of this occurred before any of the
ants knew of the information that
Butler and Dot Street possessed.
zditor of BUFORA’s Journal, Norman
also received an account of an in-
t the Woodbridge base. It essentially

vwiu Al dulnsunug Vg naa taken plac’é/
there and, although lacking detail, was ge-
nerally consistent with the information re-
ceived by others. The story came from the
United States, from a serviceman who had
returned there after being stationed in
England and therefore may have felt more
free to talk. P
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

HOLLESLEY
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An A-10 ground attack
aircraft of the us Air Force,
According to an informant
from the USAF base at
Woodl:E)ridge, aircraft of this —
type were sent over the area
of the ;alleged UFO encounter
the day after it happened,
suppos:edly to monitor
radioactivity. The aircraft is
designbd to fly safely at very
low speeds and low
altitudes, making it valuable
for ground surveys

Left: tr‘\e area of Suffolk that
includes Rendlesham Forest

and thje nearest large town,

lpswic“h. The country around -

the foqest is some of the
lonelie;t in Britain. Two ~
versior?s of the uro -
encounter story are current:

accord«‘ing to one, the object
landed in the forest, roughly
in the area marked by the red
star; according to the other,
it landed on the Woodbridge
air base itself

2103
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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 1981 one of Brenda
Butler’s trusted contacts at the Woodbridge
base passed an astonishing piece of inform-
ation to her. He said that a uro 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 smal} ‘aliens’, 3 feet
(1 metre) tall and wearing silver suits, who

were suspended in ‘shafts of light’ beside the
landed craft.

Classified conversations

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

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

21A>

Above: the ufologists who
studied the wave of
independent UFQ reports
centred on the Rendlesham
Forest area: Dot Street (left)
and Brenda Butler at the
spot where they estimate
that a brightly lit object,
reported by a local farmer,
must have descended. The
Rendlesham case is more
promising for research than
the classic ‘retrieval’ cases
compiled by the leading
American ufologist Leonard
Stringfield (above right), for
the reports were nearly
contemporary with the
incidents described

/75
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had imparted about this incident.

Brenda Butler agreed to the officer’s
quest. \She kept the story to hesself throu
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 re!iam on herw
However, in discussions with the author
seemed both sincere and reliabh‘:.

A ylear 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 rep‘\orted them. However, he avoide:
subseqt;xent attempts by Harris to com
nicate with him.

The | rumour emerged during Febn
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




