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FILE NOTE

Although the cover of this file states that it was opened on 25 October 1982, it is clear
that this was not the case. Sec(AS) was not in being at this time only being formed
around early 1985 and therefore no file with a reference number starting with D/Sec
(AS) could have been in existence in 1982. Although no record of when it was opened
can be found, it is probable that it was created during the period 1991-94.

The file itself is clearly a compilation file comprised primarily of documents that were
removed from their original file and placed on this file. This would account for the non
sequential enclosure numbers which may confuse readers. Enclosure 29 on page 14
lists which files many of the enclosures are believed to have originally come from.

DAS-FOI
9 April 2008


The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
This file covered the Rendlesham Forest sightings of December 1980. This page provides a note on the history of the file.
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A copy of this file was requested under the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information ithe Codei in Mai 2001 bi_

A copy was sent on 11 May 2001. Five documents were withheld under
Exemptions of the Code. Two under Exemption 1 (Defence, Security and
International Relations) and three under Exemption 2 (Internal opinion advice,
recommendation, consultation and deliberation). Some details were obscured in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

appealed to the Department (DG Information (Exploitation)) against
the decision to withhold these documents and the two withheld under Exemption
1 were released in September 2001. DG Info(Exp) upheld the Directorate of Air
Staff (DAS) decision to withhold the remaining three documents under
Exemption 2 and Sl el was advised of his right to approach the
Parliamentary Ombudsman if he was not satisfied with this decision. Further
details can be found on D/DAS(Sec)/64/3/11 Part B.

The file was also sent to other individuals who had learnt of its release and made
requests for copies. One such individual,

was sent the file on 9 November 2001. He also appealed
against the decision to withhold the three documents under Exemption 2 of the
Code and when his appeal was unsuccessful, decided to take the case to the
Ombudsman.

On 17 July 2002 the Ombudsman wrote to the Permanent Secretary with his
decision. The three documents that had been withheld were correspondence
between an MP and a Minister, two draft replies to ministerial correspondence
and associated background notes. The Ombudsman commended the MOD on
the release of the majority of this file (some 174 pages) and recognised the
strength of argument that advice and recommendations contained in submissions
to Ministers depended on candour for their effectiveness. He also agreed that
these documents do fall under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the
particular circumstances of this case he recommended that the documents should
nonetheless be released and the MOD accepted this decision. The remaining
documents from this file were released to Sl eIl on 24 July 2002. Further
details of the Ombudsman case can be found on D/Sec(AS)/64/3/10 Part A.

The Department also agreed to release the documents to all those other
individuals from whom they had previously been withheld and letters were sent
to 18 others on 25 July 2002. All enquirers after this date will receive a copy of
the whole file.

DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

1 August 2002
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UFO file release August 2009
Background on the previous release of this file under Code of Practice in May 2001 and details of Ombudsman judgement that followed.
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk IP122RQ

Telephone WOOdbridge_

Your reference

MOD (Ps8a) Our reference BENT/019/76
AIR

Pate /¢ January 1981

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UF@'s)

T attach a copy of a2 repcrt I have received from
the Deputy Base Commander at RAF Bentwaters con-
cerning some mysterious sightings in the Rendle-
sham forest near RAF Woodbridge. The report is

forwarded for your inj ation and action as con-
sidered necessary.

D H MORELAND
Scquadron Leader
RAF Commander

Copy to:

SRAFLO, RAF Mildenhall
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Covering note to MoD from Sqn Ldr Don Moreland of RAF Woodbridge, reporting mysterious sightings in Rendlesham forest.


REPLY TO
ATTIN OF:

SUBJECT:

T0:

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 81ST COMBAT SUPPORT GROUP (USAFE)
APO NEW YORK 09755

CD 13 Jan 81

Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC

1. 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 forced
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patreolmen +o Dro-
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 jlluminated the entire forest
with a white 1ight. 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 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 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 noticed

in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about 100 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 time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs

2 and 3.

B 7
CHARLES I. HALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander
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Lt Colt Halt's famous memo to MoD, 13 January 1981, describing UFO sightings at RAF Woodbridge in December 1980.
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1. During the preparation for the Lords Deba:
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Draf ”’OQ1qr Add "ess and Backzround note. 6 vhe uulL of »evoria
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in the attached correspondence from the USLF Deputy Dase Commander
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2. Ve would particularly like to APOX
1vity are unusual or whether th
range ©oO be expeCUea.

Encl: Dept of the Air Force letter 1% Jan 81



v OOBE MINUTE

UNEAPLATNED LIGHTS

Reference: A. D/D88/72/4/2 dated 20 Jan 81.

1. 4t Reference you forwarded a report from RAT Bentwaters for
nformetion and asked if anyone else might have an interest in the
from the aettachcd 11, I forwerded a copy

onte”t. You will see Ixorv

to DIS5 and PS/ACS(G) (RAE I have had no response

2. S0C/CRC Neatisheed regret that the radar camera recoxder vas
'itcned of f at 15277 on 29 Dec 80 and an examination of the cxecutl:
logs revealed no entry in respect of unusual redar returns or cther

pnusual occurrences.

3. T have spoken with Sqgn Idr lMorelend at Bentwabters and he considex
%he Depubty Base Commander a sound source. I asked 1f the jrcident
had been reported on the USAF net an advised that tape
recorders of the evidence had been h Gq Gsbriel who hapoencd
to be vigiting the station. Perhap ¢ reagonsble to sgk

-

if we could heve tape recordings as

; é Teb 81
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DIS5a Atin

1. Like DIS5, DIE2 do not know of any serious explanation for the phenoumeasn
descrilicd et reference. N

2. Backsround rodioactivily varies considerekly due to o munmber of

The value of 0.4 “illiroentocns Ur), I assuze that this iz per nhouxr,
significontly high ; of ¢ 23,

910)
expect the variation in this o be much rore thon o facto“ of tvwo, although it

might be greater for specific rcasons.

Fe If you wish to pursue this further I covld mclke cneu uiri

c3 a8 o n;turul
~background levels in the area, The way the US report is uritten, hovever,

svggests that 0.1 wr wes greater than they expectad.

23 February 1931

P
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(i) Key enclosures which support the recommendation are:

(i) Atthe end of the specified retention period the file is to be:

v

Destroyed ‘ D W

Considered by CS(RM) for
permanent preservation D

¢.  Of no further administrative value but worthy of consideration by CS(RM) for permanent preservation.

O<

PART 3. BRANCH REVIEW(NG OFFICER E PART 4 DESTRUCTION CERTIFICATE
Signature: It is certified that the specified file hgs been destroyed.
) Signature:
Name:
(Block Capitals) Name: )
Grade/Rank: Date: (Block Capitals)
(Not below HEO/equivalent) ’ Grade/Rank: V’ : Date:

Witnessed by (T OP SECRET* and SECRET only)

Signature:
Name:

(Block Capitals)
Grade/Rank: Date:

*(FOR CS(RM) USE ONLY)
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)/12/2/1

16 April 1998

MISSING ENCLOSURES PLACED ON FILE D/SEC(AS)/12/2/1 PT A

1. A close examination of the enclosures on this file

and closed files recalled from MOD archives has confirmed that
many enclosures have been removed from their original location.
The full details of the enclosures placed on D/Sec(AS)/12/2/1 are
as follows:

Enc no Removed from:

E132 - D/DS8/10/209 part D

E2 - D/DS8/10/209 part E

E121 - D?DSB/lO?ZOQ part E

E122 - D/DS8/10/209 part E

E159 - D/D58§10/209 part E (0/203— Uels - D-C
E180 - D/DS8/10/209 part E

El/1 - D/DS8/10/209 part F Cedtuol ¢Zu'

E2 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E6 - D/DS8/10/209 part F 40

E63 - D/DS8/10/209 part F 23 .ot
E64 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E65 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E66 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E67/1 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E67/2 - D/DS8/10/209 part F Seoen _ Yons,
E68/1 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E73 - D/DS8/10/209 part F I>[’

E75 - D/DS8/10/209 part F efe.

E81 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E82 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E83 - D/DS8/10/209 part F |
E84 - D/DS8/10/209 part F VéL o4 v
E85 - D/DS8/10/209 part F CE N“S'%&V‘Hafj
E86 - D/DS8/10/209 part F o

E87 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E88 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E89 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E90 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E91 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E95 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E96 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E97 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E98 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E100/1 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E100/2 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E101/2 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E104 - D/DS8/10/209 part F

E113 - D/DS8/10/209 part F



E6 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E7 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E8 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E9 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E10 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E12 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E13 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
El4 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E1l5 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E16 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E24 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E25 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E47. - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E48 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E79 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E80 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E87 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E88 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E89 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E90 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E91 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E92 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E94 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E96 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E97 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E98 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E99 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E104 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E105 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E108 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E109 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E114 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E115 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E125 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E126 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E127 - D/DS8/10/209 part G
E128 - D/DS8/10/209 part G

2. Enclosures 2, 3, 9, 25 and 26 appear to have been removed
from D/DS8/10/209 part H but that file has been destroyed and I am
unable to positively confirm this.

3. This file (D/Sec(AS)/12/2/1 part A) claims to have been
opened as a registered file on 25 October 1982. This is not
possible because Sec(AS) was not in being at that time. Sec(AS)
was previously DS8 until late '84/early '85. It is not possible to
ascertain exactly when this file was created.

SECiASiZ
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T REPLY TO.
" CATIN OF: -~

SUBJECT:

T10:

B 3 Jél 8]

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 8151 COMBSAT SUPPORT GROUP (USAFE)
APO MEW YORK 09755

Unexplained Lights , e

RAF/CC

| 1. Ear]y 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: crasked or been- forced -
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate. "~
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrelmen to pro-
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange glow1ng obgebL

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 jlluminated the entire forest
with a white 1ight. 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 nezar
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 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 through the trees.

It noved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off alowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
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 100 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 eltiptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circies. The objects to the.north rémained 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 time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aetivities in paragraphs

\!T L.t Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander

~n
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" LCOSE MINUTE
D/Sec(AS)12/2/71
25 Jan 94

CENTRAL TV UFO DOCUMENTARY - REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON RENDLESHAM FOREST

1. We spoke yesterday about Central TV’s request for information on the UFO
sighting in Rendlesham Forest in December 1980.

2. I have been through our file on this incident, and have drawn together
an unclassified note based on previous MOD statements. This can be drawn upon
in ansvwering questions, or passed to Central TV in toto. I have also attached a
copy of Lt Col Halt’s report, which can be passed to Central TV.

3. As I mentioned yesterday, _ is still in the Department, and

works for the Housing Trust Team. I do not know what the rules are with regard
tc interviews with present or former officials, or whether it would be
vorthwhile having a word with her. I have not contacted her, but if you wish to

dc so, she is on _0

4., Please let me knov if you need anything else; as I mentioned, my
urderstanding is that this documentary is to be much more serious than some of
the more sensationalist programmes that have been produced in the past. I
be:lieve that it will be in our interests to be as helpful as we can, and to try
and reflect the good relationship that we now have with many of the more serious
UFO groups and researchers. There are still a few within the field who believe
that the MOD is involved in a cover- up, and I think the more helpful and open we
are, the less likely it is that this view will get an airing.

Sec(AS)2a
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MoD briefing prepared for Central TV documentary on Rendlesham.


UFO SIGHTING AT RENDLESHAM FOREST

We are aware that on 27 and 29 December 1980 a number of personnel from RAF

Woodbridge saw strange lights in the vicinity of the base, in Rendlesham Forest.

Lt Col Charles Halt USAF, the Deputy Base Commander, submitted a report on these
events, which was passed to the Ministry of Defence. As is the case with a11>
UFO reports submitted to the MOD, Lt Col Halt’s report was examined carefully by
those staff responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom. No evidence
was found of any threat to the defence of the United Kingdom, and no further
investigations were carried out. No further information has come to light which
alters our vievw that the sightings of these lights was of no defence

significance.

Ne unidentified object was seen on radar during the period in question, and
there vas no evidence of anything having intruded into UK airspace, and landed

near RAF Woodbridge.

We are avare that there are a number of theories circulating about these UFO
sightings. One theory was that what was seen was the beam of the Orford Ness
lighthouse, with distortions being caused by the beam having been seen from

through the trees. There were also suggestions that fireball activity might

explain some of the lights.

In the absence of any hard evidence, the MOD remains open-minded about these

sightings.



. heplYTO
ATIN OF:

-CD

SUBJECT:

T0:

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

HEADQUARTERS 81ST COMBAT SUPPORT GRCUP (USAFE)
APO NEW YORK 09755

- e e ey e e

Unexplained Lights SR , —

RAF/CC

- 1. Eariy in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approxima@e]y 0300L), two USAF

security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gate at .
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forced %
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patvelmen 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 jlluminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue 1ights 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 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 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 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 eltiptical 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 time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the aetivities in paragraphs

2 and 3. - :

CHARLES 1. HALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander

U P NP ST o< —



RAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk IP12 2RQ

Telephone Bentwaters_

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

Room CYSeTeE 0

Ministry of Defence BENT/1/2/AIR
Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON  SW1A 2HB 27 July 1992

UFO SIGHTING - DECEMBER 1980

Reference:

A. D/Sec(AS)12/2/1 dated 2 July 1992.

1. T refer to your letter at Reference A concerning the reported sighting of
a UF0 on 27 December 1980. I have no records on this subject and the file to
which you refer has long since been destroyed.

2. However, I have spoken with our resident Historian from the 8lst Tactical
Fighter Wing who has unearthed an article which I have photocopied for your
information. It all makes interesting reading.

Yours sincerely

Squadron Leader
RAF Commander

EZ6



Woodbridge RAF/USAF Air Base 327

WOODBRIDGE RAF/USAF AIR BASE

in December 1980 it is at'zged that a grounded LSO was scenr iu ihe
Rendlesham Forest area outside the back gates of RAF/USAF Wood-
bridge in Suffolk, England.

There are various, and conflicting, reports about what occurred on the
night. According to the official report made by the Deputy Base Com-
mander, Lieutenant-Colonel Charles Halt, two security police witnessed
lights outside the back gate and called for permission to investigate on the
grounds that an aircraft might have crashed. Three patrolmen were sent
and they reported seeing a glowing object in the forest, described as
triangular in shape, about 9 feet wice and 6 feet high, and emanating a
powerful white light. Other reports detail blue and red lights at various
points on the object. It was either hovering or standing on short legs and as
the patrol approached, it manoeuvred away slowly through the trees on to
a nearby farm (causing some disturbance in the animals there) before
disappearing into the sky very quickly. However, the object was briefly
sighted again about an hour later.

Investigation the following day found three ground traces indicating
pessible landing leg depressions.

However, there are other stories of events that night including one
that the overall Commander of the base, Wing Commander Gordon
Williams, was present at the investigation and also communicated with
aliens that had been seen apparently carrying out repairs to the craft.

It is alleged that many films and photographs were taken but that these
were all confiscated by senior officers and have not been released.

Investigators examining these claims have obtained interviews with two
of the patrol who investigated the UFO, airman John Burroughs and a
second airman who remains anonymous and is given the pseudonym of
James Archer. Basically their stories agree with-the Deputy Command-
er'’s statement. Archer denies seeing aliens but saw shapes inside the
object, to which he had approached within three feet, and commented, ‘I
don’t know what they were but the shapes did not look human. Maybe
they were like robots.’

One of the security police at Woodbridge, Sergeant Adrian Bustinza,
. came forward after the publication of a book, Skycrash by Jenny Randles,

- Brenda Butler and Dot Street (see References and Background Material),
* and told his detailed version of events in the forest that night. Again, for
~ the most part, his account basically agrees with that of Lieutenant-Colonel
Halt. He describes the object as being seen through a yellow mist like
~ ‘nothing I have ever seen before’, and comments that it was a tremendous
size compared to the clearing it was in and that he was surprised it was able
to fit into the area. One major discrepancy arises in his description, how-
ever; he describes it as saucer-shaped rather than triangular-shaped, which
would seem to be a very major disagreement considering both reports
come from eye witnesses.

There is allegedly a tape recording made by Lieutenant-Colonel Halt
and his men while in the forest investigating the event and part of this has

i
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328 Woodruff, R. S.

been released by a former base commander at Woodbridge, Coloni
Morgan. On the tape various voices including Lieutenant-Colonel
describe what they are supposed to be seeing as they pursue
through the woods. b
When challenged by a former Chief of the Defence Staff, Adm
the-Fleet Lord Hill-Norton, the Secretary of State for Defence, .
Heseltine, through Lord Trefgarne, released the statement th
events to which you refer were of no defence significance’. :
As Lord Hill-Norton put it, there would seem to be some defen
significance either in an unknown object’s entering and possibly 1
in British territory or, alternatively, a deputy base commander of an_
USAF base filing a ludicrous and make-believe report. Lieutenant-Co
(now Colonel) Halt has confirmed subsequently that this memorandt
legitimate. He also went on to say, “There are a lot of things that are n
my memo.’ :

WOODRUFF, R. S. »
In many people’s eyes the quality of the witness to a UFO eve
important as the event itself. On that basis one sighting of three red li
UFOs buzzing low over cars near Bethel in Vermont, USA sheuld
highly. Witnesses in other cars watched a police car ahead being buz:
The police car contained a high State police official and the £
pathologist, Dr R. S. Woodruff.

Calculation by the police indicated that the speed of the UFOs was !
2,000 miles per hour.

Despite the fact that the UFOs had come down precisely together in 1
of formation, slowed down and flown parallel to the ground, the Air Fo
explained that they were only meteors. :

WRIGHT PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE ;o
Wright Patterson Air Force Base in America is a name that frequentyy
occurs in the pages of this encyclopedia and in the annals of UFO re

It is alleged that this base is the storehouse and examination facili
retrieved crash flying saucers and also for alien bodies.

Other stories have it that Wright Patterson contains a ‘quick rea
force’ desisned to retrieve downed saucers, a sort of SAS or SWAT te:
deal witn aliens. o

There is even an allegation that Senator Barry Goldwater attermp!
gain entry to the base to examine UFO evidence but was refused
then commanding officer, General Curtis LeMay.

WYKOFF, LIEUTENANT ROBERT C. ; -

On 10 August 1950 Navy physicist Lieutenant Robert Wykﬁff_
Navy. binoculars, watched 2 large disc-shaped UFO manoeuvring
Fdwards Air Force Base, the scene of many such sightings.
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g  From: - Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room-40
)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (DirectDialling)
(Switchboard)
(Fax)

RAF Commander

RAF Bentwaters Our reference ‘
Voodbridge ‘D/Sec(AS)12/2/1
Suffolk Date
IP12 2RQ 2 July 1992
lzﬁaw' 39?\ LﬁéV
/
1. I am writing concerning the background to the UFO sighting near RAF

Woodbridge on 27 December 1980, and the report that was subsequently made by the
USAF Deputy Base Commander, Lt Col Halt.

2. I have attached a copy of a letter from one of your predecessors,
together with a copy of Lt Col Halt’s report, and I have two requests:

a.  If you have files going back this far, could I have a copy of the
original covering letter, BENT/19/76/Air dated 15 January 1981. I believe our
copy was archived some time ago.

b. I would be grateful if you would confirm that Lt Col Halt’s report is a
genuine USAF report; this may sound a strange request, but over the years there
have been a very clever series of hoax documents produced on the subject of
UFOs. These often relate to official government/military knowledge of UFOs, and
often appear to be on official notepaper - presumably using genuine official
letters sent to members of the public, with the hoax text placed over the
genuine text, and then photocopied again. In the absence of all the background
papers, I am unsure as to the exact circumstances under which this report first
surfaced. I do not know what standard practice would be, but would such a
report not have been submitted on paper with a Bentwaters/Woodbridge address?

3. This may all seem like ancient history, but this alleged incident has
become the best known UFO story in the UK, being mentioned in dozens of books on
the subject (including one entire book relating the story of how USAF personnel
repaired a crashed flying saucer and communicated with its alien occupants!).

We still receive a steady stream of telephone enquiries and letters on the
subject even to this day.

Y&vm §:‘N£/fd
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk 1P12 2RQ

Telephone Woodbridge

o YouFreference

MOD(DS8a)
Our reference
BENT/19/76/Air
Date

2{ 0ctober 1982

e
N

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO0's)

Reference:
A. BENT/19/T76/Air dated 15 January 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 T
was approached by two women who claimed to be UFO investigators,

but I refused to confirm or deny their cleaims. A week ago I was
telephoned from New York by a from Omnie Magsazine.
He asked me questions about an article in & 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

The article was in Volume 9 Issue No 106.

would be grateful for

3. I now anticipape»a flood of enquiries .
some guidance on MOD Policy concerning UFO

D H MORELAND
Sgn Ldr
RAF Cdr
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-Cb oo T e o T ' 13 Jan 81

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 81ST COMBAT SUPPORT GRCUP (USAFE)
APO NEW YORK 0975%

Unexplained Lights

e

RAF/CC

. 1. Eariy 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 forced
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrolmen +o Dro-
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 1ight. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue Tights 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 dismeter 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 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 1light was seen through the trees.

It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off alowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
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 100 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 e]liptical 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 time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs

. HALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander



From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Room-O @

D/Sec(AS)12/2/1

5 August 1987

- B

Thank you for your letter dated 31 June which requested
information on the Rendlesham Forest "incident". As we mentioned to
you in our letter dated 16 May 1986 the only information that we have
on this alleged UFO sighting is the report by the Deputy Base
Commander of RAF Woodbridge, Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, USAF.
In case you haven't seen it before I attach a copy of the report
which may be of interest to you. You may recall that the sole
interest of the Ministry of Defence in reported sightings of UFOs is
to establish whether they have sny bearing on the defence of the
country. We are satisfied that the events described in Lieutenant
Colonel Halt's report are of no defence significance.

I hope that this proves useful.

“«
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I have enclosed a photo, for which { think will

danmuse vou.

I would be very grateful iF vou could =end me anv information

that vou may have on the rendelsham fForest case in "Dec 19807,

If vou cont have any information in the ministery could vou
0

tell me where to obtain some information_ oo thiS Caseemmmms
. gy,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE |
Sec.(AS)2
YCURS SINCERELY. -3 JUL1987
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Edgar Hatvany

* Ministry of Defence here—No, Madam, it was just a Russian rocket breaking up on re-entry.”

The cartoon by JAK is reproduced by kind permission of the London "EVENING STANDARD" (22/NOV/68)
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From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Room-40 @

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Talephona- (Direct Dialling)

{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference 1)/ se e (AS)12/2/10

Pate 24 August 1985

Peor R

Thank you for your letter of 9 July 1985. The Ministry of
Defence's interest in Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO's) was
explained to you by my predecessor,_ in his letters of
19 June and 18 July 1984,

The only information we have on the alleged "UFO sighting" at
Rendlesham Forest in December 1980 is the report by Colonel Charles
Halt, of the United States Air Force, We‘a;g\§atisfied that the
events described are of no defence significanceé;—We can find nothing
in our records to suggest that alleged eye-witnesses>were interviewed
by the MOD, this is consistent with our normal practice when dealing

with UFO reports.
%m Seen s W?



o+ Solicitor

OUR REF:
YOUR REF:

HH/MJC
D/Ds8/10/209

Ministry of Defence,

Main Building, RemERSHERRV0
Whitehall,

London.

SW1A 2HB

9th July 1985

For the attention of_ .
vear NI

re: UFO Sighting at Rendlesham Forest

I would be grateful if you could kindly indicate to me if your Department
interviewed any of the alleged eye witnesses to the above incident and if
s0, whom and the dates of such interviews.

Kind regardse.

Yours sincerely,




. </ F

Sec(AS)2a, Room 40
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE . -
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephon (Direct Dialling)
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

New York 11572 Dato
USA Z July 1985

D/Sec(AS)12/2/1v//

Your letter of 3 March 1985, addressed to the Office of Publiec
Information, has been passed to me for reply. I am sorry that you
received no reply to your earlier letter, however I can find no trace
of it in our records. You may find it useful if I. explain that the
sole interest of the United Kingdom Ministry of Defence in reported
sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) is to establish
whether they have any bearing on the defence of the country.

There is no organisation in the Ministry of Defence appointed
solely for the purpose of studying reports of such objects, and no
staff are employed on the subject full time. The reports we receive
are referred to the staff in the Department who are responsible for
the air defence of the United Kingdom, and they examine the reports
as part of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence
implications we have not carried out a study into the scientific
significance of these phenomena. Unless there are defence
implications we do not attempt to identify sightings and we cannot
inform observers of the probable identity of the object seen. The
Department could not justify the expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond the pure defence interests.

We have to recognise that there are many strange things to be
seen in the sky, but we believe there are adequate explanations for
them. They may be satellite debris re-entering the earth atmosphere,
ball lightning, unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons,
aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles or many other things.

The only information we have on the alleged "UFO sighting" at
Rendlesham Forest in December 1980 is the report by Colonel Charles
“Halt, of the United States Air Force. We are satisfied that the
'events deseribed are of no defence significance.

Yours sincerely
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Sec(AS)2a, Room 0
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE - _
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling)
{Switchboard)

Your reference

Our roference 1y /9ec (AS)12/2/1 S

Date

Z July 1985

Thank you for your letter of 15 April. You may find it useful
if I explain that the sole interest of the United Kingdom Ministry of
Defence in reported sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)
is to establish whether they have any bearing on the defence of the
country.

There is no organisation in the Ministry of Defence appointed
solely for the purpose of studying reports of such objects, and no
staff are employed on the subject full time. The reports we receive
are referred to the staff in the Department who are responsible for
the air defence of the United Kingdom, and they examine the reports
as part of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence
implications we have not carried out a study into the scientific
significance of these phenomena. Unless there are defence
implications we do not attempt to identify sightings and we cannot
inform observers of the probable identity of the object seen. The
Department could not justify the expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond the pure defence interests.

We have to recognise that there are many strange things to be
seen in the sky, but we believe there are adequate explanations for
them. They may be satellite debris re-entering the earth atmosphere,
ball lightning, unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons,
aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles or many other things.

The only information we have on the alleged "UFO sighting" at
Rendlesham Forest in December 1980 is the report by Colonel Charles
Halt, of the United States Air Force. We are satisfied that the
events described are of no defence significance. I enclose a copy of
Colonel Halt's report which may be of interest.

Yours sincerely




s | : DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
\ HEADQUARILRS 8157 CONMBAT SUPPORT CROUP (USAFC)
I y APO NLW YORL D775

o . - \\g\r‘—-f‘ff/’
:x,nlcynic.’ co : 13 Jan 8} E\res
svssccr:  Unexplained Lights

10: RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security -police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gate at

RAF Hoodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forced
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrolmen to oro-
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 jlluminated the entire forest
with a white Tight. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue Tights 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 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 through the trees.

It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off alowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-]ike 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 anquler
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 time. Numerous indivi-
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs

2 and 3,

: al b

. / 'y . . ) )
CHARLES I. HALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander




Dear Sir,

in the late 1970's my dauchier saw
vhat eould only be described as an unidentified
flying object over Accrington in Lancashire.

" Since then I have met several people

who have had a sgimilar experience, and I have

recently read a library book YSKYCR
Over the past few years my interest in

this phenonina hasg increased, therefore I

wopder if you could let me have any further

information or copies of documents relating to

the incident in Rendlesgham TForest in

December 15807

Your co~operation would be much

Sincerely yours,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARILRS 8151 COMBAL SUPPURE CROUP (USASL)
APO NLW YORK 04753

ch ‘ 13 Jan 8

Unexplained Lights

RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security police patrolmen sauw unusual lights outside the back gate at

RAF Vloodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forced
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrolmen 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 ] 1/2" 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 recordec with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and riear 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 alowing
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-]ike 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 for 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 %.

s 7 >
. // . . . ‘
CIMRLES 1. fALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander ;




I attach copies of two recent Parliamentary Questions on the
Ministry of Defence's interest in UFO reports, which you may be
interested in.

Yours sincerely




S

anss IS a

13 March 1984

Cols 1%2 & 133

/“‘“’ . Unidentified Flying Objects

/ Sir Patrick Wall asked the Secretary of State for

Dcfeucc (1) how many alleged landings by unidentified
flying objects have been made in 1980, 1981, 1982 and
1983, respectively; and how many have been investioated
by his Department’s personnel; - -

(2) how many unexplained sightings there have been in
1980, 1981, 1982 and 1983, respectively; and which of
these had been traced by radar and with what result.

Mr. Lee [pursuant to his reply; 9 March 1984, c. 728]:
For the years in question, the Ministry of Defence received
the following numbers of reports of sightings of flying
objects which the observer could not identify: 350, 600,
250, and 390. Reports of alleged landings are not
separately identified. The Department was satisfied that
none of these reports was of any defence significance and,
in such cases, does not maintain records of the extent of

its investigations. :
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RAEF Woudbridyue (Allvgod liscident)

Siv atricl: Wall asked the Sceretary of State for
Peferee (1) 0 e has seen e United States Air Vorce
mame duted 13 Janumy 1951 conceriting unexplained
lights near RAYE Woodbridye; .

(2) whether, inoview of the Bt thiat the United State’s
“AIrFocee memo of 13 January 1951 o the incident a RAL
Woadbridge has been released wnder the Freedon of
Infomudion  Act, he will now release reports. aml

documents concerning similar vneaplained incidents in the -

United Kingdom;
(3) how many unexplained sightings oryudar intercepts
have taken place since 1980,

LM Standey: 1 lave seen ihe memoranduin of 13
January 1981 to which my hon. Fricnd refers. Siace 1980
the Departraent has received 1,400 repoils of sightings of
flying obicets which the observers have been unable to
identify. There were no corresponding unexplained ridar
contacts. Subject 10 normal security construinis, 1 oain
ready 1o give informaiion abowt any such reported
sightings that are found 1o be a nudter of concern from a

- Gefence standpoint, bot there liave been none to date.
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OF DEFENCE °°!11%c0
3 Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
JAT) (0irect Diaiting)
(Switchboard)
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Yomms ;

Our reference

5  [Sec (A m.]z/u,/i
- Date
2% June 1985

Thank you for your letter of 25 March 1985. You may find it
useful if I explain that the sole interest of the United Kingdom
Ministry of Defence in reported sightings of Unidentified Flying
Objects (UFOs) is to establish whether they have any bearing on the
defence of the country. :

There is no organisation in the Ministry of Defence appointed
solely for the purpose of studying reports of such objects, and no
staff are employed on the subject full time. The reports we receive
are referred to the staff in the Department who are responsible for
the air defence of the United Kingdom, and they examine the reports
~as part of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited te possible defence
implications we have not carried out a study into the scientific
significance of these phenomena. Unless there are defence
implications we-do not attempt to identify sightings and we cannot
inform observers of the probable identity of the object seen. The
Department could not justify the expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond the pure defence interests.

We have to recognise that there are many strange things to be
seen in the sky, but we believe there are adequate explanations for
them. They may be satellite debris re-entering the earth atmosphere,
ball lightning, unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons,
aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles or many other things.

The only information we have on the alleged "UFO sighting" at
Rendlesham Forest in December 1980 is the report by Colonel Charles
Halt, of the United States Air Force. We are satisfied that the
events described are of no defence significance. I can assure you
that there is no question of attempting to cover up any incident or
mishap, nor are we attempting in any way to obscure the truth. I

- enclose a copy of Colonel Halt's report which may be of interest.



* % NOTE

‘¢ -ase inform if your dept does have

& procedure that can be arranged that

. would assure that any large volume of

. doeuments could be sent via Air Mail

if yes the cost of mailing first class
Air Mail I would like to arrange to
recieve all deocuments that your dept can
release to me this method if you can
estimate the cest of this procedure then
please reply have provided a return reply
onvelope with Air Mail stamps on it for
courtesy reply will mail the amount to pay
for mailing via Air Mail of package first
elags if volume of documents is large or =
small either amount I will be happy to
forword the amount as instructed by the
dept you work in thank you very much
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MINESTRY OF DEFENSE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL

LONDON ENGLAND SW1A-2HB

DEFENSE SECRETARIAT 8 Mareh 25th 1985

Dear Sirs

I am presently involved in d01ng some background research into a book tilled Sky Crash
A Cosmlc Conspiracy by Dot Street Brenda Butler and jenny Randles/ I would like to veri=
fy some basic facts discussed in this book as they were wrltelng about the MOD DS8 and
its capacity or involvement into the Rendlesham Forrest (UFQO Unknown Lights) of Decem~
ber 27th and the 30th 198q;the copy of the report that they obtained from from the MOD
DS8 as it concerns your dépt and I am asking of that particular report if a copy of th=
is report is available to the general public if requested /I am aware that the report
was sént by Squadron Leader Donald Moreland on January 14th 1981 to the MOD DS8 a copy
of this report will be enclosed with this letter plus additiomal version of that report
that should probably be regarded as not very accurate on details or facts surrounding
this case in particular also I understand that RAF Watten had pickeéd up on their radar
and tracked this UFO to about =~ fiftey miles south and to the east of Ipswich and i?
the geneéral vicinety of the Bendlesham Forrest after which they lost radar contactf%his
occured on the night of December 27th 1980 aﬁd the radar recordings were examineé by
USAF ‘intelligence officers concerning this uncorrelated target;%uch recordings are
kept a few days before being reused this is a precaution against the unforseen such as
a-air eérash of an airplanegfI believe a rumor circulating around the radar base was the
at it 'was possible that a object that they had tracked had crash landed into the forre
st ‘neatr Ipswitch .This had béen a mettalic UF0 ,a structured device of unknown otigiqf
Men who had gone out to confront the UFO from a nearby base had found the engine*and'
lights of their jeep failing as they got closer,They then had to continue on foot.The
object was on the ground for several hours before repairs could be undertaken by the
aliens who crewed it.During this period h1gh ranking officers from the base went into
the forreést and the base commander himself/ we assume Colonel Gordon W1111ans ‘had conve=
rsed with the occupants;It is no known what the radar men made of this tale , but it
wab apparently told by a radar man to the authors.But the fact that they‘ttaéked a tar=

get which aroused conciderable interest in the USAF was certainly intriguing.
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;ébout your deptygggggfié a basic one page file for each UFO report that you would reci-
eve,now about regulations that direct persons to send UFO reports to your dept_and can
I obtain a copy of these documents that exist that dictate guidlines a sort of official
document that informs police and military about why these reports are important to
the MOD DS8 and why this particular dept has ben chosen for this assignment of evaluat
ing of the UFO sighting reports that are sent through official channels
and is there any joint cooperation between your government and other NATO allies with
regards to this UF0O phenomena and channeling of important data on specific UFO sighting
cases that warrant other NATO Allies being informed about progress in investigating a
particular case like the Rendlesam Forrest incidents that were highly documented and by
official channels and by higher ranking personnal were involved which is indeed wvery
unusua}//ébes your office éver conduct any field investigations on UF0 sighting reports
looking into background of a particular sighting that has physical traces with photogr-
aphic evidence of a UFO and photos of the landiﬁg sight showing actual physical traces
left behind by the UFO and does your dept have a manual for refferance of different
catagorys of these UFOs like the MUFON field investigators manual which is a guide:
explaining some of the differances between IFOs Identified Flying Objects Unid=-

entified Flying Objects and basis rules to help determine catagory of the UFO sighti?gf

what is your department step by step procedures for imvestigating these UF0O sighting
reportQXJﬁhere not secret I am very interested in obtaining some more detailed informat
jon on how a military base might be instructed in investigating a UF0 sighting within
their own military base property or do they just send in a brief sighting report how
much details woﬁld be important to sufficiently investigate the UFO sighting to determ’
ine the defense implications' of that particular report and has the MI5 or MI9 intelli=
gence services ever been utilized to obtain more additional UFO reports this I underst
and is a possibility for additionnal UFO reports do you know of the British government
and weither its intelligence aparatus is doing any monitoring of the UF0 phenomena for
possible intelligence information of some benifit to British military security am aware
that our National Security Agency and the Central Intelligence Agency are doing some
secret monitoring of the UFO phenomena for national security reasons which are concide=-
red valid enough I wish to thank you for your kind and gracious assistance

that you will provide in your reply SINCERLY

-
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
'AIR FORCE OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS
CHIEF OF INFORMATION RELEASE
WASHINGTON D.C. 20330-5025 MARCH 8th 1985

I am presently involved in some background research investigateing on a bock titled Clear
Intent by Barry Greenwood and Larry Fawcett on page 224 of their book a report is discuss-
ed which originated from Kirckland AFB N.M, dated 2-9 Sept 80 0SI complaint form for offic-
ial use only 8 Aug 3 80 alledged sightings of Unidentified Aerial Lights in restricted tes-
t range the file # is 8017D93-0/29 I wish to ask if you can release the complete file unde=-
r the Freedome of Information Act 5 USC552 and can I please recieve a copy of this file

the following incidents are on file at the British Minestry Of Defense their address is Ma-
in Building Whitehall London SW1A-2HB the present head of the UFO report recieving dept DS8
is — however not knowing how their government would respond to an inquiry
from a citizen of a foreign country about documents that the British Government might rega=
rd as sensitive enough as far as being of a high security nature a reply possibly would not
be given here concerning a official report probably regarded as confidentiazl meaning not for
distribution to persons with out a security clearance I should point out that the report is
on page 218 of the book Clear Intent and on(page 22 and 23 of the book Sky Crash A Cosmic
Conspiracy by Brenda Butler Dot Street and Jenny Randles) the report has ben photoduplica=
ted in its entirety in both books what I am interested in verifying here is the existence of
the report and possibly additional documents in the form of an open file this is the filed
report written as follows DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE HEADQUARTERS 81st Combat Support Group
RAF Bentwaters filed by Deputy Base Commander Lt, Col,USAF CHARLES I HALT dated January 13th
1981 subject Unexplained Lights 1, Early in the mourning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300)
two USAF security police patreoleman saw unusual lights outside the back gate at RAF Woodbrid=-
ge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forced down, they called for permission
to go outside the gate to investigate. The on duty flight chief responded and allowed three
patrolmen to proceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange bright object in the
forrest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance and triangular in shape ap-
proximately two to three meters across the base and approximately two meters highe It illume
inated the entire forrest 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 legse As the pa-
trolmen approached the object it maneuvered through the trees and disapeared, At this time
the animals on a nearby farm went into a frenzy. The object was briefly sighted an hour lat=-
ter near the back gate. 2, The next day, three depressions one and a half inches deep and
seven inches in diameter were found where the object had been sighted been sighted on th g-
round, The following night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readi=
ngs of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three depressions and n-
ear the center of the triangle formed by the depressions., A nearby tree had moderate (,05-.0
7) readings on the side of the tree tword the depression.3e 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 seperate white objects and then di=-
sapeared, Immediately thereafter,three star like objects were noticed in the sky, two obje=
cts to the north and one to the south, all of which were about ten degrees off the horizon.
The objects moved rapidly in sharp angular movements and displayed red, green and blue lig-
hts. The objects to the north appeared to be ecliptical through an 8 by 12 power lense,They
then turned to full circlese The object to the south was visable for two or three hours and
beamed a stream of light from time to time. Numerous individuals including the undersigned,
witnessed the activities in paragraphs 2 and 3 A

Signed CHARLES I HALT,Lt,Col, USAF Deputy Base Commander




the following personall were assigned at the joint RAF base of Bentwaters/Woodbridge duri-

ng the Rendlesham forrest incidents of Dec 27th and 30th 1980

Lt, Col,Charles I Halt now Colonel Colonel Jack Cochran left in 1984 around spring

Colonel now Brig,Gen, Ted Conrad left in left in 1981

Colonel Sam Morgan left in 1981

Colonel now Brigadier General Gorden Williams left in Jan Bl

Ma jor Malcolm Zickler left in jan 81

Captain Kathleen Mc€ollom left in Jan 84

Colonel Soya left in jan 81

Sergeant Adrian Bustinza Jan 81

Airman lst Class John Burrougs left in Jan 81

Airman 1lst Class Steve Wilkins left possibly in Jan 81

Airman 1lst Class Art Wallace Left in Jan 81 not his real name and he is no longer in the

USAF now a civillian also on record by authors of Sky Crash A Cosmic Coverup

Airman !st Class James Archer left in Jan 81 witnessed UFO on Dec 27th 80 not his real

name is on record of the authors of the book Sky Crask A Cosmic Conspiiracy by Brenda But-
ler Dot Street and Jenny Randles .

Airman lst Class Steve Roberts Security police patroleman witnessed the first si=-
ghting of Dec 27th 80 not his real name is known by the authors of Sky Crash A Cosmic Cov-
erup

Squadron Leader Donald Moreland British RAF base Commander during the UFO events

Brigadier General Richard M Pascoe z5th Air Division left im spring of 84

the following reports of the Rendlesham forrest incidents was was recieved from a person

who was stationed at Bentwaters RAFB during the second UFO event of 30 Dec 80 this person

has asked the authors of Clear Intent not to use his real name so for the record he will be

refered to as Art Wallace this is his view of the events typed exactly as printed on pages
(214,215,216,217) of the Book Clear Intent Art Wallace was attched to the Bentwaters Air F=

orce Base as a Security Policeman. He had ben assigned to the base for only a short period
of time when at 1:00 A.M. on the night either on or near to 30 Dec 80 Airman Wallace was on

duty at the Bentwaters flight line,a jeep pulled up.,Two mem a sergeant and a lieutenant,told

Wallace to get in because they were going over to the motor pool.On the way overoAirman Walla
ce and the sergeant were told to get gas powered "light-alls"(trailer mounted lights used to
illuminate large areas).The lights were attched to the jeep,and the Bentwaters main gate wher
e they met other vehicles.The convoy moved out tword the Rendlesham forrest a few miles away.

Airman Wallace heard radio chatter mentioning names of people he knew plus OSI most likely a

- referance to the Air Force Office of InvestigationssAirman Wallace saw security police as we=
11 as members of the British Military stationed all along the waye.They pulled onto a dirt roca

d and drove about a mile into the Rendlesham Forrest,stopping at Airman Wallace referred to a
s a staging point.The men were ordered to check their weapons in since they would not be
taking them along Airman Wallace went into the woods with four other men led by a captain who
had met them at the Bentwaters motor pool.As they approached a clearing in the woods,they not
iced a2 brightness in the distance and the sound of helicopters overheadoWallace noticed an

airman crying at thhe edge of the clearing with a medic attending him.This puzzled Airman

Wallace as he couldnt imahine what might have been going on.The first thing the men noticed

when they had a clear view view was the large movie cameras had been placed surrounding a

field in the clearing.Many plainclothes personel were milling about watching something .

The something was an object taking the appearance of a transparent aspirin tablet ,hovering

about one foot off the groundsAirman Wallace estimated that the object was fiftey feet in dia

meter and had a bright,pulsating,yellow mist inside it.It did not move from its position.



Airman Wallace and some of the men approached the object to within ten feet,Two cown in the f
ield d come over to the object according to Airman Wallace,appeared to be just staring at t
he object,oblivious to the security men in the area.A radio call was heard over a field radio
uniteA helicopter pilot said,here it comes.In the distance a red light appeared first behind
a pine tree,then in fron of iteThe light quickly sped over to the asririn shaned object and
hovered at a position about twenty feet above it.After maintaining this position for a minute
sthe red light broke up.No explosion occured in the conventional sense,The light merly broke
up into a shower of particlese.Suddenly,in the place of the red light and and the aspirin shap
ed object another vehicle appeared.Airman Wallace said it was a domed disc,bright white in ¢
olor,with an intricately detailed surface much like the models used in movies like"star wars"
and"close encounterst It had two appendages on the lower flang of the disc which seem to be
the beginning of delta wingsbut not quite.Shadows were cast on the surface of the disc by som
e of the raised relief detail,Airman Wallace and the men with him walked around the object an
d noticed some interesting effects,Their own shadows were cast onto the object,probably by
the bright "light alls" in the field.Not only did their shadows bend upwards at the head but
but as they walked and stoped,the shadows would appear to advance one pace more then stop.Stu
nned and disbelieving of this effect,Airman Wallace and the others walked and stoped several
times,each time noyicing the effect repeat itself,Additionally,the third time that they tried
this a light came over the head of a shadow and moved from one head to another
Under hypnosis Wallace found his memory extending beyond tno point where c¢ne 'TV video light*
danced on the side of the UFO.He now saw aliens Wallace describes them clearly,There were
three and their height was about three or three and a half feet.Their heads were large and out
of proportion tb their bodies.Their eyes were like inverted cats eyes, and the ear,nose and
mouth were all just slits.Iwo wore all over silver suitstlike an overall'=the other ,who seemed
to be the leader,wore a similar suit but blakish.He also had what looked like a long stick by
his side.It was apparently clinging to the suit,but their did not appear to be any belt or
fasteningo.The three aliens floated from the underside of the craft and onto the ground.Still
in a floating motion the one in black moved twords gordon williams,who Wallace insist was
close to the craft.He heard no words exchanged,but saw what might have been sign languages.
Whilist this was happening there seemed to be a disturbance over the far side of the crafte
It was out of view and so Wallace could not see what was occurring,but he could tell from
the reaction of the men that something.And the aliens appeared to react too.Their eyes were
normally very small but at this point they responded by enlarging them They swelled up into
big circles and then returned to normal.After a few moments the contact with Williams proce
eded,Wallace was aware that the aliens had damaged their craft and that assistance was being
offered in its repair But he was simply mesmerized watching the conversation.Then one of the
other two aliens began to float over in the direction of the group of men of which Wallace
was one,Oh my god he's coming over to us Wallace recalls shoutinge.And then even the hypnosis
could produce nothing beyond blackness,untill the reawakening in the barracks
The debriefing occured that day following the night UFO encounter Wallace was picked up on
base by a black car with dark glass.,He could not see where he was going,he felt as if he were
drugged because they made him get in and he did not want to.He felt very strange.The two men
wore dark suits and looked orientale.Neither spoke when he demanded to know where they were
taking himeBut he felt a voice in his head say,’'Dont be affraid. 'After getting out of the car
at an unknown location in the dark,Wallace was led down several flights of steel stairs.He was
now im a large room which housed the UFO,identical to the one he had seen in the forrest the
day before.,But he was hastily led away from here into another room where several other men he
recognized from the encounterwere present.Everywhere aroud him was spotless and clean,like a
hospital.An officer then spoke verbally and told him not to worry as all would be explained,
But he then feels he lost consciousness again as his next memory is of waking up and being
given breakfasteAfter the food he was takem to a room where there were rows of chairs and a
small platform with a big screen on it.Seven men including himself,were sat there.All had been
out in the forrest that night.An officer,whom Wallace did not recognise,then onto the platform
and explained that they were about to see some film and be informed as to why they were there



The fi. was a collection of movie clips apparently taken from aircraft.They showed UFOs in
pursuit of military planes and spanned many years,beginning with Second Worid War footage.

One scene was of a craft in a huge hangar somewhere.,After the show the lights came on and
nothing was saideWallace felt very calm and relaxed and again as if he were drugged.But through
a glow shining at the back of the screen he saw a small figure.It was only in sillouette,masked
by the material,but it was evidently an alienl!The alien proceeded to explain who it was,where it
came from and why it was on eartheThis it did straight into Art Wallace's mind no words were
spokene,Wallace could not recall the name or origin of the alien,ever under hypnosis,But he

could remember the reason supposedly offered for its visit.The aliens were here to educate
mankind.But only certain people had been selected to recieve this knowledge.The seven men in the
room were some who had ben chosen,Qthers had been chosen before and there were a number of
aliens doing similar things elsewhere,They had been on earth for a very long time,watching over
and guiding the human race.Great changes were due soon.Some had happened already.Others were yet
to come and Wallace and the others intended for intended for the purpose,would have a big part
to play in these.More information would be given when these changescame closer,But they should
have no no fear,because the aliens were going to watch over their their proteges

now this version has a high degree of strangeness in the explanation of why the aliens had
alledgedly made contact with Wallace I believe this view shiuld be taken with a grain of salt
or several grains of salt I believe it highly possible for some contact in the futre between
humans and some alien intelligent life forms but the way that might occure is another area for
discussion the Wallace version is not aceceptable in my view of reality I dont think such a
meeting could possibly take place under those circumstances perhaps in some distant time we may
meet alien intelligent life forms but we need more time to develope our world space exploration
programs perhaps more world cooperation in space will lead to more advances in space exploration
but until then we can be satasfied for the present that there are possible intelligent life form
s out there we only have to get there and I believe with our shuttle program we are in the right
direction this space program gets several countries involved in vareous projects that benefits
everyone involved this is a very good step in achieving long term space research goals that will
eventually lead to some possible futre contact with alien life forms either below or at

our level or much higher in intelligence than the human occupants of the water planet earth as
far as the UFO phenomena is concerned there many interesting theories as to why alien life
forms as some of the close encounter cases that are well researched seem to point to some inte
rest in our planetary biology and the varied life forms that inhabit our planet including but
not exclusively humans I think that if a scientist does research on a lower form of inteligent
1ife his standard rule might be not to alter the conditions of that given species in the proc
ess of doing his biological research so that true scientific studies can be conducted on that
particular biological life férm this does not seem to be the case in the UFO contact cases the
aliens are only partly succesfull in their endeaver to alledgedly conduct their human study

the more documented case historys indicate the persons alledgedly abducted are able to remember
their abduction with the assistance of specialized hypnosis regression thus their presence has
become known to persons in addition to the alledged person abducted by the aliens this con
flicts with our own ideas of and experience of what happens when superior intelligence contacts
lower forms of life the results are usually very unfortunate the lower form of life usually
looses his identity his culture something like when the preditor prey scenario when the preditor
is virtually eliminated with his natural enemy gone his balance of population overproduces the
unplanned introduction of pest control methods can lead to a unbalance in nature so the natural
means that exist do work as with humans if we made an uncontrolled contact with a vastly super
ior intelligent life forn many thousands of years in advance of our selves the consequences
might destroy our civilization and culture and result in the destroying of any human nationality
that we have today so planned contact with humans is possible but limited contact at best is

the best approach at the present




oA

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE %

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

Teleph-(Direct Dialling)
hboard)

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR THE ARMED FORCES

D/US of S(AF)DGT/62tD (4 June 1985

DW P“‘/C:‘//

You wrote to Michael Heseltine on 1 May 1985 about the sighting
of an unidentified flying object near RAF Woodbridge in December
1980. Michael has asked me to reply as UFO questions fall within
my responsibilities.

I do understand your concern and I am grateful to you for having
taken the trouble to write. I do not believe, however, that

there are any grounds for changing our view, formed at the time,
that the events to which you refer were of no defence significance.

You may recall the House of Lords debate on UFOs in 1979 (Hansard,
.. 19 January 1979). I attach an extract of what I sald on that
occasion. Whilst I respect the views of those who differ from me

on this matter I am bound to say that nothing I have seen since
then has led me to change the views I myself expressed.

o

Lord Trefgarne

Admiral of the Fleet the Rt Hon Lord Hill-Norton GCB



The National Archives
UFO file release August 2009
Lord Trefgarne's letter to Lord Hill-Norton, stating the events were "of no defence significance".
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APS/US of S(AF)

through Sec(AS)2 _

1. US of S(AF) will recall recent correspondence on this matter
with Lord Hill-Norton and Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP. 1In both cases he
took the line that we have nothing to add to what had already been
said on the Woodbridge incident. Indeed, this was the line taken in
previous correspondence with David Alton (See M3). The enclosed
draft reply to Mr Alton once more follows this approach.

?

2. Mr Alton specifically requested a copy of the MOD official
reply to Mr Noyes' last letter. This is enclosed, together with an
earlier letter to which it refers. There is no objection to passing
this correspondence to Mr Alton.

3. You may wish to note that Mr Alton has apparently passed on

both letters sent by Lord Trefgarne on 19 March 85, even though one
of these was intended to be for his information only.

1Z June 1985

Sec(AS)2a
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D/US of S(AF)/DGT 5173 ' June 1985 »

Thank you for your letter of 16 May to Michael Heseltine
enclosing one from Mr R Noyes. You asked to see 3 copy of the
Department's reply to Mr Noyes' letter of 25 February 1985 and this

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

As I pointed out in my letter of 19 March, the MOD concerns
itself only with the defenpe implications of reported UFO sightings.
In this context, the report'submitted by Col Halt in January 1981 was
examined by those in the Department responsible for such matters and,

as I have made clear in the past, it was considered to have no

defence signifipance.‘ We have since seen nothing to alter this view

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

Sec(AS)'s letter or Mr Noyes.

Lord Trefgarne

David Alton Esq MP
Job No 2-24
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

16th May 1985

L]

e h:amu,

[ enclose a letter I have received from Mr_R Noyes following on
from enquiries I first raised with your Department in March.

I read Mr Noves letter with great interest and it seems to me that
the points he raises ‘are quite reasonable and merit a reply.

[ should be most grateful if vou could let me have your comments
and if vou could let me see’a copy of the reply to Mr Noyes' own
letter to vour Department dated 25th February 1985.

Yours sincerely,

awid Titten.

David Alton, MP.

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

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall ,

London SW1 2HB



14th May, 1985

David Alton, Esq., MP, ‘ '
House of Commons, i
Westminster,

London SW1 .

Dear Mr. Alton,

_ has kept me informed about her corres-

pondence with you on the unusual incidents which were reported to the Ministry
of Defence by USAF authorities at RAF Woodbridge in January 1981. I have also
seen Lord Trefgarne's letters to you of 19th March.

_ decided to write further to you about this puzzling

and disquieting case, and she referred to me her enclosed letter of 31st March,
which is addressed to you, in the hope that I might be able to add useful comm-
ents. Much to my regret I have had to spend much time out of London on other
business din recent weeks and it is only now that I am able, very belatedly, to
send on letter to you.

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

I believe that_ is right to remain very dissatisfied

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

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

_ claims much collateral evidence for her own views; on

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

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



case can hardly be without Defence significance.

The dates in question are now rather remote, but I doubt that
thls should be taken to excuse the very perfunctory manner in which Lord
Trefgarne has dealt with your letter. I hope that you may feel able to
pursue the matter further, either in correspondence or in a PQ. The essence
of the questions to be pressed seems to me to lie in my preceding paragraph.
Seen in these terms,_ article in the GUARDIAN (which Lord
Trefgarne rather surprisingly falls back upon) is wholly irrelevant. If the
USAF really are capable of hallucinations induced by a lighthouse which must

surely be very familiar to them, then I shudder for that powerful flnger
which lies upon so many triggers. :

i

My own letter to the MOD (enclosed) raises other more detailed
questions. But I do not suggest that you should necessarily concern yourself
with them, anyway at this stage. It would be nice if the MOD would answer
letters, of course ! But the essence of the Defence interest which I suggest
a responsible Member of Parliament might reasonably raise lies in the argument
I have tried to present above.

If I can be of any assistance in discussion with you, I am at
your disposal.

Yours sincerely,

‘ dml« N&%

(Ralph Noyes)
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Dear Mr. Alton,

Thank you for your enclosures (undated) which reached me on 30th inst.

May I comment on the reply of Lord Trefgarne to yourself.

His letter is virtually a word-for-word repeat of the standard MoD line (it must save
money to keep churning them out of the word processor}) However, he does add a cpuple
of points not previously noted. These are the specific references to not &overing up
"any incident or mishap" and not "in any way to obscure the truth". That said, and it
presumably being true, I would have thought that it was of interest to know from +the
" MoD why they only have the memo from Col Halt (and note he is refered to in Trefgarne
letter as Colonel Halt, his rank row, although on the memo he is Lt.Col.).

Bear in mind that this incident (whatever it was) occurred on BRITISH soil (323 base
land) and just outside the perimeter fence of an RAF owned base. Consequently British
citizens have a right to expect to haye been kept informed of matters, especially as
then British commander (Squadron Leader Donald Moreland) was specifically on base for
that purposz.

.

YET - according to the MoD stance — we are lead 4o believe the following data was aﬁ
no time made available...VIZ

(i) The tape recording made by Halt, the base security chief ‘and several other senior
officers.,which describes in detail the taking of soil samples,tree samples,photograph
radiation readings,infra-red readings etc AT THE SITE ON BRITISH SOIL. Subsequently
(as the tape records) a M“UFO" reappeared. This tape is in our hands and Moreland
personally told me in January 1984 (several months before we got it from the US
commander in America) that he was aware of itvs existence.

How come the MoD have no copy? How come the activities recorded on it took place on
British spil without MoD knowledge? How come Moreland never advised the MoD of this
vital evidence?

(ii) The photographs and samples recorded on the tape (which is officially accepted a.
genuine by the US) are,again,crucial evidence.Under a recent Freedom of Information
(US) request they have been admitted and are likely to be made available in theUSA
very shortky. Again, I think we are entitled to ask why the 1MoD appear not only to be
unaware of these but have no copies or copies of the analysis resul®s which must
accompany them. Again Moreland was aware that these samples and photographs were take:

»

IF, as the MoB contend, the events do not bear any relationship to a secret test or ’
experiment (and if they do they have lied both to you,as an MP, and to me) then that
is an admission that they involve an Unidentified Object (which is all I contend the
UFO to be) ., Indeed in the letter to me of 13 April 1983 DS 8 do say that the lights
are unidentified and have "no explanationM.

It seems to me that there are questions here concerning the inter-relation between .
the US Air Force on British soil and our country IF, as contended, several senlor,_
officers from a USAF base can be involved in protracted work outside the base and o ;
British land without suzh facts being hnown by the MoD or the resulys of thedr work i
being made available.

It is an 1nterest1ng question as to who legally owns the samples of allegedly



Plnally,you will note that the official response makes no reference to the llghthou81
normal background radiation theories propounded by _ in the Guardian' (on %!
strength of almost no evidence). Yet the Trefgarne letter to you does try to convince
you this is the answer,

Neither the lMoD noe the USAF will accept the lighthouse theory officially because the
are as well aware as I am that it is easily refutable by the facts.

actually stated on television (in & debate with myself) (5 March 1985) that he
regarded his investigation as more objective.His investigation, as he admitted, has
consisted of interviewing not a single one of the 17 eye—witnesses from the USAF now
traced as being present during the events.Instead it consisted of speaking to one
forestry worker who found some holes in the ground one month after the sightings and
has presumed they might have been connected! I have spoken to that worker also, on
the site itself, and he is less than conoinced of his theory himself.

None of this takes into account the various BRITISH CIVILIAN eye-witnesses who saw
the events,some in positions where it is literally impossible to see the lighthouse,
others looking in the Oppoéite direction from it, and one whp had the decidely
curious experience of the "lighthouse'" flying right over the jop of his house!l

I am trying to force no explanatioh onto anybody. But frankly the lighthouse idea
is utterly ridiculous and the oD must know that.

Besides which — what does it do to the USAF/RAF/MoD inter-relationship if all these
senior officers (base commander, deputy commander,chief security officer, on-duty
night command officer and control tower chief amongst them!) do not know what a
lighthouse looks like wh ch has stoof five miles from one of our bases for decades
and still stands today?

It seems to me this proffers defence implications should these men (or men like them
ever be put into a situation where they have to defend this land!l

In connection with which comes the question of the radiation. -Qnsﬁsts this
was ordinary background stuff.The forest was not irradiated, The "peak'" izeadings in
the alleged ground traces (samples taken) are quoted as seven-tenths on the point
fiye scale.And I am reliably informed these are significant.

But again - assuming they are not - are we to take it that none of these senior
USAF officers have received any training on radiation monitoting? If so - are YOU
satisfied to leave them in charge of cruise missiles and nucke2r weapons on our

shores?

I know that I am not happy, and I am convlnced that such factors pose even more
serious defence implications than if a genuine bona-fide UFO was inyolved. The MoD ,
. have steadfastly refmsed to make any comment on these matters. Perhaps you,Hr Alton,?
“can get them to do so? S
I pass this letter to Ralph Noyes for forwarding to you,with a letter I trust he wil
write you. Ralph,as former head of the DS 8 section handling UFO enquiries, knows th
situation better than I . _, supports our call for more information on this affalr,
and will I hope open your eyes to the truth about what is being obscured here. -

Please do not be put off. There are important civil liberties issues at stake.
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Thank you for your letter of 14 May which enclosed a further

I am afraid I have little to add to what I said in my letter of

20 February 1985 in reply to your original enquiry on this matter.

We remain satisfied that the events reported by Colonel Halt on
13 January 1981 are of no defence significance. The report was,
like all other UFO reports, examined at the time by those in the
Department responsible for the air defence of the UK and we have
since seen nothing to alter our views.

Turning to_ request for copies of all UFO reports we
have received since 1980, I am afraid that the Department could
not justify the effort involved in acceding to this request.
However,h will already know that we are prepared to
release reports of specific incidents to interested parties and,
if he has any particular reports in mind, EESSNCO can obtain
copies of these from Sec(AS)2 in my Department, whose address 1is
room MOnistry of Defence, Main Building, Whitehall SWI1A 2HB.

b

Lord Trefgarne

Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB
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Please reply to the Officer Commandin
Your reference

140D (0ps(GE) 2b(RAF)) Ourreference  NEAT,42/1/ATR

Date 3 Feb 81
UNEXPLAINED LIGHTS
Reference: E?;7
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