lighis near RAK Woadbridge;

24, CCTOBER 1935

- Col, &2 -

RAF Woudbridye (Alter.ad Yicideat)

Sie Pateick: VWall asted lhc'&crcmr)" of Swuue for
Defeize (1) i€ bz has ween (e United Suues Air Force
mme duted 13 Januuy jog) conceriiing unexplaiied

Q) whather, in view of th= 220 it the United State's
“AirFoce memw of 13 Januaiy 1931 on gty incident a BAPF
Woadbridae las been released under qe Frecdom of
Inforsigion fict, he will jow wleate reports and
dozunes concenning similar tesplained incidens in the
Unitedd Kingdom;
Q) haw mary unexpluined sighting, or1adar intereepty
have taken plece since 1980.

. Mr. Stacley: [ lave seen the iemorudug, of 13
Janvary 193] o w ik my hou. Fricng refers. Siace 195
the Depastinent fiag received 1,405 vepaits of sightings of
flying obizcis which the ghservers Lave been upable to
Hentily. Thee v ¢rC RO cornvspording tnexplained redag
contacts. Subjzct 10 rorma) security constrainis, 1 un
ready o give informztion ahou avy such reported
sis...:in;;s that are found 1o b & et of concern from o

- Gzleyze staadpoid, but there have been none 1o dige.

L)
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE - : \

Royal Air Force Bentyvaters Woo’gh'iiag% ".Sdffolk P12 2RQ

P ds

Telephone Woodbridge 373i eitmx- 2557 @(Q -

Mrs P J Titchmarsh
Defence secretariat Div 8a
Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Your reference

Our reference

Whitehall BENT/6/AIR
LONDON Date
SW1A 2HB 3@ March| 1984

Further to your letter D/DS8/10/209 dated ?
17 November 1983, enclosed is the pPre- :
advertising for a book on the "Rendlesham
UFO". Most of the advertising is erroneous
but it will no doubt stir up another hornet's

/

D EG CRAWFORD
Squadron‘Leader
RAF Commander

Copy to: HQ 3AF/SRAFLO

2




_ This book will‘e
. significant stateme

Plain the meaning of har
Furthe ave

t

Irst time have come ,
in the UFO subject. -
the book wh;

In'view of the Sensational,
nted, evidence py
way Sky Crash can (ail to g
‘ controversy and hyge 4

Sales, . :
The British edition wijj be published in the
Summer of 1984, ang

the ripples following publication
- will spread across the :

but '_abso'lu'tgly verifiable
esented, there can be no
tract excitement,

world. 7
ORDER FoRm

Send no money now, but return

this today to:

Neville Speannﬁn Limiled.
" The Priory Gate,

Friars Street, _
Sudbury, Suffolk,

We will advise and

bill you w
Sky Crash are avail

hen copies of
able, T

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

ch finally ends the éévpr |

\

| ‘fThe-’Wdf'ﬁ'ﬁ._"Flif‘Qt‘l'.52'?-.:.5}':'-

* offcily confipmet -
. Glose Encoiingy -

.e

A

. . t

I would Jike ¢o receive My copy/ies of C'OS' l ' ,C

Sky Crash, Please adyjse me immediately when I will

send you my remitance, ( O\ /e r“_. U p

A B '

A

................................................ r...........................---.----n Brénda Bu”er' DO'. Street & ]enn}’ RJ”(J,U"
(Author of Al ien Contact, etc.)

Date....e » { .

) . — e — -

Tt gy 2 s -




0.‘.

the future of the wor] i

The case beginy With an unidentificd blip op 4
radar screen gt 4 Joint civj and military ajr base near
Rendlesham Forest in Suffolk in the last few days of
1980. This recording is taken by US Air Force
Intelligence Officers who te (in confidence) a
fantastic story. From g comes trickles of indepen-
dent conﬁrmatory information out of a Strategic base
which lies in the fore of Europe's defence, Gradually
this trickle 8rows to g torrent, ang the various
accounts come together, It is clear tha

Unsurpassed in the history of the UFO Phenomenon,

involves two protracted €ncouanters wirh an incredible,
and undeniably Physical, craft which had come down
into the woods ..., not, it woylq Seem, for the first
-time!

Its pliots, however, were not of this world. They
were aliens, )

_off again, In their wake (hey let stro

. Peatagon,

8 picces o
evidence, including Symmetrical tryce Marks, -
radiation, damage 1o Surrounding trees, ang Stvery
picces of visya] and auditory documentatinn whigl,
were immcdia!cly pliaccd undcer strigq Secrecy, The

traces themselves were subscqucmly dps(roycd by
r

Of course, this Story alone would pe of the highes
significance, But it rcﬁrcsc‘uls Jjust one major face of
this historjc book. For the events have reccived officixl
Bovernments of poth Britain
and the USA_ Documgnla;ion to prove this wijj be
shown, The extent of this confirmation suprised even
the invcs(igau've tcam, ‘For the first time ever, a

terrifying UFQ close éncounter is officially

confirmed by the Minislry of Defence and the

Having ¢stablished beyond aly reasonable douly (he
reality of the events, the book moves on (o examine
its implications, Various alaming scenarios will be
s$pan across witchcran, drugs,
SPace warfare ang 4 ncar nuclear holocaust! By
would seem thag the facl‘s'makc the real truth
nbundanlly clear, And lﬂat truth may be more horriiic
than any of these altematives,

All documcn(a(iun_ and discussion wif be
Supported by a fug analyisis of official papers on

transcripts ang rescarch Mmemoranda have been reap-
Praised in the light of the incidents ay Rendlesham
Forest. And suddenly lhc* make sense,

The continued and long}-standing involvement of
the CIA, the FBI and many other sccurity agencies

makes it certain that, as one of these agency
documents actually says: *The problem transcnds the

and Is of sych impom!we as to merit qognisa.ncc
and action by the Nationa) Secur_iq Council.

'Y

~ el - LD .

R YA S A s b
e Ymme At

— ."..‘-,’—‘2-".'-5 - -‘




McEwgn 'Defencé Secretariat 8 N FECECEELE
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ' |
Main Building ‘Whitehall Londo_n SW1A 2HB
Telephone 01-218 6248 (Diract Dialling)

01-218 8000 (Swhchboard)

Your reference \

. Air Commodore M g Royson MVO RAF

Air Attache Our referonce go
British Embassy D/DSB/10/209’$
Bonn Date

BFPO 19

2] March 1984

REQUEST FOR UFO INFORMATION

1. Thank you for your letter of 2 March. I do apologise for not having replieq to
your earlier letter which enclosed a request from the editor of| the CEwWAP Journa}l
for information on last October's "News of the Worldg" report about alleged unidenti-

2. The report mentioned in the newspaper article was, indeed, |sent to MOD but I
am afraid that much of the story printed by the "News of the Worig" was, to say the
least, exaggerated, There was no question of. any contact with "alien beings", no
unexplained radar contacts and no evidence that anything had landed in the forest,

3. It may help if 1 explain the very limited interest which MOD has in so-called

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

time that there Was no reason to consider that the alleged sightings had any defence
significance. \ :

4, MOD has never denied that strange things méy be seen in the‘sky, but we believe
that there are perfectly normal explanations for these, such ag f?lling satellite
debris, unusual cloud formations or aircraft lights, If Herr Wa{‘ner followed articles

World" he wil} have seen a number of attempts to explain the alleged sightings in more

down to earth terms. As I recall, one favourite.possibility was that the light seen
came from the Orfordness lighthouse, : N

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

~

Q\J;w\) M@‘ﬁ;;‘;:f&_h_

(o \ow S%Qg'cu\ (Ao

/2
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~ _. MINISTRY og DEFENCE
* . Main Building, Whitehall, London swia 2m5 |
o Telephone (Direct Dialling) or-218 6592 |
- (Switchboard) OI-218 gooo

D/DS 8/10/.209/

-

20 March 1984

not replying earlier to your corres.
ghtings at RAF Woodbridge
plained when you Spoke
elevant Section of ps g

N under a 1ot of Pressure g€enerally, However, that
does not €Xcuse the delay for which 1 hope you will accept my

. I anm afraid, however, that there js very little informatjon
I can give YOu in answer to your questions aboyt RAF Woodbridge.
;80 NOt supe ypo, B0 DS 8 had responsibiiipy for the MOD
interest in uro matters ip your day but, ir it did, you wiil}
remember hoy Very limited MOD's interest is in such reports.,
Our sole Concern ig to establish~whether they revéaj anything of
defence interest (intruding aircraft, for €Xample) and we do not
bpursue oyp investigations beyond the sStage at which we are satis-
fied that there are no direct defence implications.

- on 24 Octopep last year, that MOD had,_"indeed, received the
USAF report to which you refep. The Department satisfied
itselr at the tipe that there was no reéason to consider that the

That is not to Say, however, that Colonel Halt and the

Other personne; mentioned in the report vere /as- resty”
Sulfering frop hallucinations. Speaking bPersonally, I can
accept that beople do from time to time see things in the sky

g Yo,
Which they fing difficult to explain. I 0 sure yourwsii- kordSh_dlr
agree that i, Many cases normal €xXplanationg come to light,

Such as falling:metqrites or satellite debris, unusual cloud




2 good ¢
onal apg
S seen

eal or investiga#ive'jour
down.tg

nalism
~earth explanations for
y As_1~canall*‘£heili ht from ¢

dight 0H8e~was~ene~£avounit ~PAsSsibilgey,, What tp
explanation is, 1 do not kng;?- as I g:

not auempt to in

POsitjye n

Said earlier, Mop
Vestigate reportg to th
f

: es
e poinp at which -

n be pagq . can aSsure You,

€Vidence ofp anything having intryugeq-

h airspace and 'landing: €ar RAF ‘oodbridge,
- : e e e \\N‘\*“ ~—
- T ¢
e é/
i K&_?ﬂlA“fﬁﬁr
((ﬁw y
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17th January, 1984

. ' ws ﬁg’.éﬂce .
‘ o Ve . : }-
B.M. Webster, Esq., 3 N
Head of psg, ' 43 JAN784
Ministry of Defence, 3 b

- —

Main Building
Whitehall-SWI

0% Nelpkr,

I
incident alleged to
sent you a reminder
acknowledgement to e
months have elapsed

9 1)
| § Y
Fite

wrote to you on 7
have occurred at
on 2nd December. I have not received
ither of these letters although near]
since I first wrote,

I trust it has not bec

ome the policy o
only to questions pre

of Defence to reply ssed by an MP.

The matters raised i
importance. I am not alone in thinking
receive your Comments. a '

0 my letters seenm
So. I hope I shall

In case my

mishap in the post I

am sending th#s to you by recorded dé

MO SR

/S 7

Previous letters have been s

th November last year about an
RAF Woodbridge in December 1980, 1

a reply or an
Yy two and a half

f the Ministry

to me of public

now shortly

ubject to some
livery.

i




VeIeNce Secretariat Division 8a

MINISTRY OoF perencCE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2Hg
- Telephons 01213 (Direct Dialling)
- 01-218 9000 (Swichboard)

Your referer.ce
Our referance

Date

D/DS8/10/209"

o 7December 1983

RAF Woodbridge in 1980 but as the incident is now almost three

only rely on the dates given in Lt Col Halt's lettep dated 13 January 19831.

of any local constabulary involvement.

"I can confirm no
Lt Col Halt'sg report

As regards the Star-like objects referred to in Lt Col Halt's

{ghtings at

years old we canp
We

investigations were carried out by the Ministry of Defence until

story that radap

t was seen on radar

l

report, I have

already explaineq that onde the Ministry of .Defence was satisfied that there was

nothing of defence interest in the sightings no further invest
conducted.

I hope this wil] help to clarify the points you raiseq.

igations were

N g |
Ui ssor

(2:3(‘ P J TITCHMARS

/8

H (MRS)




2nd December, 1983

. : £~

B.M. Webster, Esq., £ ‘\??Tf“ﬁr~;‘m

Head of psg, IR s P
Ministry of Defence, i B i
Main Bullding, . S5 . E {
Whitehall, sy i e '

I wonder whether You can yet Jet me have a reply

to my létter to you of 7th November about an alleged incident at RAF Wood&idge
in December 1980 ?

If I may again say 8o, Lt.Col. Halt's report feally
does seem tq Tequire some comment by the Ministry of Defence, considering
the Defence importance of RAF Woodbridge and jtg USAF element.

Attachment; Photocopy of US Dept. of the Alr Force letter of 14 June 1983

/77 |
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
Comaar '

14| June 1983

_' i am p'l'eésed. to be abie to respond to your request tor information daceq
/ May 1983, As you may now know, the S13th Combat Support Group provides

document management services for Headquarters, Third Air Force. After extensiv-

effort, we are able to successfully answer your four separately directed request
for information concerning unexplained 1ights on 27 December 1980.

It might interest.you.to know that thé US Afr Force had no longer retained
& copy of the 13 January 1981 letter written by Lt Col Charles I. Halt. The
Afr Force fije Copy had been properly disposed of 1n accordance with Air Force
Regulations, Fortunately, through di1{ ent fnquiry and the gracious consent of
Her Mafesty's overnment, the British Ministry of Cafen e and the Royal Air

Force, the US A{r r r - We_trust this adequately
explains the in{tial 1nability to provide a favorable response.

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

tg: Prgcessing of your several FOIA requests as of receipt of your 7 May 1983
“equest,

L s

70,0
el :J:,
.

-

;a.; _g--l“"_‘

. wS
FETER W, BeNY, Colonel, USAF
Czatiiden :

F3

The document referredsto is not attached. A copy was enclosed with
etter to Mr. Webster d/d 7 vaemyer 1983]

/20
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ik

The encloseq 1
Commander here,
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etter wag sent
and I forwar
der necessar

They didn't teg
Solar System w
at Navigation

ch me about t
hen I studieg
School]
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Your referencg

-Our referance

BENT /1
Dot / ?/75/A1r
Sb November 1983
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<
0 you a ver

) wi§§ Q

02 you
o exw:esgi%

orce base to
you about many dangers that face our whole planet, 7
of these creatures, op Peoples very well, Two of then
the main Sequence . Sub-Dwarfs solar System, g neighb
System in the Yicinity of qur own Sun, .Qpe of these
naned the Krxyzes fron the second planet gyt from th
and the next is the Cock-Et--Tarros the thirg Planet

ds and one 1is
I know well,

NQW
they will give -
that they are gze
Rankin
t

You not to
ruth ag

help you with,

THE BASE COMMANDER

U.S. AIR FORCE
R.A.F, WOODBRIDGE
SUFPOLK
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f

Heaven ig Ry

from
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Ton our own Solar Syste
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Speak tg'): W
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RAF LIAISON OFFICE
Royal Air Force Bentwaters Woodbridge Suffolk 1P12 4

Telephone .Woéadbridge 3737ext 2557

2RQ

) Your reference
Mrs P J Titchmarsh : .
Defence Secretariat Division 8a Our reference
Ministry of Defence . BENT/19//76/Air
Main Building Date
Whitehall N |
London SWl1lA 2HB 2y November 1983
——;—:—"“‘"‘" —" Leitled g
) 1
s v 2
o5 S
S

3

i
F

v

fi

[

e

Thankyou for yYour letter and enc

lights seen at Woodbridge durin
almost 3 years olg
have, is Lt Col Halt

losure concerning the
g December 1980. The
and no one here remembers it clear
s' letter dated 13 January 1981,

A study of this letter sho
on 27 Dec 80 and t
29 Dec 80.

ws that the first sighting
hat the second sighting was on the

I have no knowledge of any local constabulary involve

zﬁm

/74

ot

> unexplained
incident is now
*ly. All we

was at 0300 hrs
night of

ment.

el
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1iNISTRY OF DEFENCE -

|
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 2b3b(Direc1 Dialling)

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

Sqn Ldr D H Moreland RAF Your reference
RAF Liaison Office Our raf

p ur re erence
gA.nge{xgv::ters D/DS8/10 877
ife] rl g 4‘6 /209/ .

Suffolk IP12 2RQ
17 Novemberp 1983

:Dt"’af zr(wc‘zi (> leasic

I attach o copy of a letter received from
& meaber of the public following publication of
the News of the Vorlg reports on the foodbridge
"UFO" sightings,

as written tyice before on this
subject and now alleges that the date given in
Lt. Col. Ealt's report of the iuitial"tsighting as
being on 27 December 1930 is ingccurate. I would be
grateful for your comments on this, °

I would also be gratéful if you cculd discover:
whether the second Sishting mentioned in the report
took place on the sams night or|e shbsequeng night,
and if so, the date of the second sighting,

A

BT ‘Qﬁl-\w‘e’ﬁ
'D ——
Ve C Y Zhvnestl |

P J TITCHMARSH(Mrs)
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Your reg 8/0s8/10/209

PJ Titchmarsh

MoD e
Ma-»é.n Building - FEL T geen
Whitehall 1 - e
SWlA 2HB ! ' '

CEL

; .3 .
Lis
9L

»
EFRG S e
Dear Mrs Titchyi¥an

In response to yours of Now
Suffolk Constabulary that th

They were called out again at 10,30 am on Dec Zq to

€Xamine the Teported landing marks, There seems little

doubt that the date of Dec 27 giwen in Col Halt's letter
of which I have a cdpy) is wrong. This also casts doubt

on the second date he gives for the later events% If

your investigators were looking into events on ch 29

and 30, as I understang was the case, they were almost

SeTtainly concentrating on the wrong day(s). Perhaps

the whole case needs Te-investigation, |
I had hoped not to troudble you again on this subject,
but there are & couple of points that perhaps yo# could
clarify for me. Firstly, it is being said that an in-
vestigation including confiscation of radar records
began before the Halt mémo was even written. Do‘you
know this 1o be true? Secondly, I should be interesteq
to know what your own investigators thought was the
Probable cause of the "star-like objects¥ that Cq1 ﬂalt
¥eported in the final para of his letter,

Yours 8incerely




MINISTRY

(Direct Dialling)

01-218 9000  (Switchboard)

OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telophone 01 -218

T VIOLIVUIT ¥

Your referenc

Our roference
D/DS8,/10,/20
Date

lO0 November 1983

Thank you for
Woodbridge yro

your letter of 25
case,

My only comment on your
the sighting took Place,
report sent to yg by Lt col
the world article, i
article; there is no confi
question of contect with
seen on redar,

rmation

AS regards the

19 October Ministry of

cord Acts and are
S have elapsed after
any precedent set in the
files in this country. '
your request, .

Halt was 27 December as stated in the
» however, little Subs

"alien beingsm

Question of releasing files,
Defence files ar

I am sorry, therefore, th

\

October ang your notes on the

explanation of the incident is the date on whicy
I can onl

Y confirm that the date given on the
News ¢
tance in much of that
d, there was no
dentified object was

that a yro lande

and no uni

Ministry of Defence in accordance with
bassed to staff concerned with air defence
orts to Satisfy themselves that there

are nc
D was satisfied that there wae
sightings,

ained in my letter of
€ subject to the Provisions
not therefore released to the public

the last action taken on them. I amr
Past with regard to the release of Ur(
at we cannot accede to

’doufs $+\we)tj‘
125 v SN
P J TITCHMARSH (Mrs)

#
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B.ﬁ. Webstet, Esq.,
Head of Ds8,
Ministry of Defence,

Main Bullding,

Whitehall, sy

) Welber

You'l

'hot seat!' of yours in ps
1

and Patrick Wall mMp about

it from time to time; my
modern myth in the making
hooked 4 publisher for th

disposed of.

I won

let me know what you can

Did the MOD ind

a.
' 3 January 198]
b. 1f 80, did it ¢
released 1in the

¢ " 'The Tépsit fmpl

1 find 1if
8 from

you check your record§ that I occupied that

retiring as AUS(L) 14

to you in any frivoloyg expectation that you'yj have
at may well strike you as g relatively unimportane en-

he rate at which more urgent stuff crosses that

sues of

- if it

own treatment of it is that it's
(among some other current myths)

1s modest essay.

eter Hill-Norton has rather set me
with a degree of seriousn

-+ Fortunately, through

desk of

I'm currently in touch with Lord Hill-Norton (former CDs)
that odd report of Some alleged

in late December 1980. You
ational cover which THE NEWS OF

'"UFO' nonsense at
may have seen the
THE WORLD gave to this

2nd and 9th October this| year. (And for all 1
ss chap who drafted the written

wasn't DS4 7).

Answer which was given

the picture because I'y currently writing

it's certainly a phen-
work themselves up abou
2 pretty example of

3 and I think I've

back on my haunches
ess, and I've since

Deppty USAF Base Commander,

earlier this year under the

The releasing letter

: "The Air Force file copy

-+. the gracious consent of ... .
the US Air Force was provided with a copy ...

der 1f you'd be kind enough (withjn security limits) to
in answer to the following questions.

eed get a copy of Lt.Col. Halt's r

?

eport of

orrespond with the attacheq photocppy which has been

Us

? (Sorry for atrocious copy !).

ies either that Halt (et al.) was the subject of

hallucinations or that something not explained in:

/28

the report intruded




it

Into British airspace ang 'landed’ in British territory on
7 and 29 December 1980. Which of these alterqatives‘dogs the
MOD embrace A ' L

d. Neither'alternative is Particularly comfortin
wish our respected colleagues ip the USAF (with control of vital

Can
be intruded upon with impunity-'Whichever of the two views the

MOD adhereg to, what Steps have been taken since Lt.Col, Halt'g
report wag received ? . ) : ‘ " *

My apologies again for troubling you with these questions. My immediate
interest is the one I've mentioned: I'm writing a book. Butfit §eems to pe that
broader questions are involved. Somebody or other may well 'decide Lo press theg
further ip the public arena. I hope (and, as 3 former Head of Ds8, 1 believe 1)
that wiee Teasonable answers can be given.

Enclosure: Photocopy of report dated 13 January 1981

- BRI c .- .. - - -
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DIPATTININT CF 0w AR roie
IR ABISE SIS 81 4 \apga..y Rala s L LI Y TP RV YR
AFQ LW Ve pa [RVXY

. | g
U | . 13 Jun 8) Ke

Unupl.uled.'sl Lights J .
RAE/CC N :
1. Earl; in the worning of 27 Uee 1o (uUPFUKi"“‘“'Y 0300L), L ugpf
securlty:pu]ice Batroluen saw unusual Tights out.ide the back Jate 4¢
F Noudbridgu. Thinking an aircrafe wight hgve trashed or been forcey
down, they called fur Permission to 90 outside tugp gate to 'nvestigatu.
Tie anadiuty £ oMY chiag FULRUnded und 3 Fowe Lht}'ce Rdatrolnen Frea
ceed vn fuat, T4 individuals rejortey a2¢fng & *trange glowing gy
in the' orest. The object was described ag beiug}uutalic in appea,
ad triangy)gp in shape, approximitely twy ta three meters 3Lross i
WIth a whigy liyht. The object Ttself nad 4 pulsqng red light on ¢ .
a bonk(s) of dlye lights undemacath, The object was hovering opr on ) .
As the Patroluen approached the object, it maneyye
and dIS¢ppear'ed. At this time the animals oun a no

frenzy. Tie object was briefly sighteg 4Pproxinately an hour later ncar
the bLack gate. ) T :

2. The nNext day, thyee depressions | 1/2% deep and 7° in diaocter wirre
found where ¢he VLIect had been sighieg o the yround. The following
night (29 pec 80) the areq was checkaed tgp radiatic‘;n. Beta/qgaunma veadisg
oF G.3 m'iilirOdnlgcu'i.ucre recorded with pegk O dings in the three de-
pressiony gng fear the center of the Lriangle 1gpmeg by the Gepressions,

NCArby tree g4 muderate (.05-.07) reddings v the side of the tree
toward the depressions.

3. Later 4 the nighe a 1oy sun-like 1ighy was seen thepugh the trees,
It moyey abaut ang Pulsed. At one paint it apbprured te throw off glgwis.

Particles ang tn,., bruke intu tive sepurate White oLjects and then Eis-
apreared. liwediate)y thereartes, thice seap-) iy ‘hivCts were notices

- ihothe sky, L1710 objects to the nourth ang one t( .- “outh, all of whicia

were aboyl )0 GIF the: huricon, The GLicets e, ~uadly in sharp wau )
moveuments ang displayed rey, green and blue Jighys 'he objects to thc
nerih appeared tq Le elliptical througn an g-17 powee teus. . They then

turneq to fyuly Cincles. The objects to the north Yracned in the sky :iur
A hour g more. Lo Stiect o tae S0uih was visible for i or thre.

hours ac.ld'beamed down a stream of light from tine Lo tiwe. Numerous indt
duals, Including epe undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs

2 and 3.
“ 7 :
LAY . -
CIARLES . Te Lt Col, USAF
Deputly Byse Commander ; .
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Thank you for your letter 6f 19th October enclosing the

one attached fron your constituent,

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

allegation that there has been a "cover up" about alle

sightings.

As you will recall from your time as Minister for
Force, reports of alleged sightings are .examineg by op

No such interest was found in the case of the incidené
the "News of the World" of 2nd October, or in any of J
sightings reported in the UK. 1In the "News of the Wo
there was in fact no question of any contact with "ali
no; wWas any unidentified object seen on radar..

My Department's interest remains solely in the im
for the air defence of the UK, as you may have-seen in

answer in the House on 24th October (copy attached) to
abou; the "News of the World" report.

T N

The Rt Hon Merlyn Rees Mp
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Michael Heseltine
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r Lerlyn Rees L.P,
/o Louse of Commons,
estminster, ,
ondon. o T

c/16/83,

gar sir,

As &n investigator for the Yorkshire UFO Socie

tvestiigating the UFQ Phenomenon for the rast tvo ye
ne Batley-Horley,area. :

ty I have been
ars in ené aroundg

I have recertly reza
bPpeered in the Lew
egarding a UFO wh
inistry of defence

with greaf interest the earticles which
S of the World on October 2nd snd| October 9th

ich landed in Suffolk and was "cobered up® by the

These two ariicles orly confirm vhat has been widely believed
>r some time, and that is that the h.0.D zre involved in =2 tremendous

|
over up" on 211 UFO Prencmenorn in the British Isles.

It is on this matter of 2 "cover up" that I ur%e ¥You to raise
e question of why the L.0.D are "covering up" information perteining
> UF0s, in the House of Commons at tae first opport?nity on ay behalf,
\

As 2 pudlic organisation tre Yorkshire UFO Society believes

et the gereral public heve the Tigzt to know the truth atout u¥FOs,
@ I feel it ig 2bout time ithe ...0.D cane clezn ané‘stopped this
{1ly crarzde vhen S&ying they have no officieal inteiest in U70g,put
ey £till continue to hide t:e truth Trom <he pubdblic

VLly vier more voices zcre cirecd
only then wil) they releazse 211 =
-

eéssing foxr Years.

t the ..0.1 cover upn, txen
r

h zation they have been

“orefully you wili e ehle i L

i 2l¢ L e withi wy
>lczsze of imformation zrgd I hops a

b
2r fror you so




RAF Woodiridge (Alleged Lncident)

Siv Patrick ‘Wzl asked the Sécretary of Sizic for
Deferce (1) if he has scer tlie United States Air Farce
memie dated 13 Januay )98} concerning unsxplained
lights ncar RAF Woodbridge; .

(2) whether, in view of the fact tha; the Urited State’s
Air Forca meino of 13 January 1981 onthe incidens: at RAF
Waodoridge has been released undsr the Freedom of
Infermation  Act, he will now release reports  and
documents conceming similar unzsxplained incidents inths
United Kingdom; )

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

Mr. Stanley: I have ssen the memorandum of 13
Jancary 198) to which my hon. Friend refers. Siace 1980
the Departraent has received 1,400 reports of sighiings of
flying objects which the observers have been unable 10
identify. There were no correspording unexplained radar
contacts. Subject to normal security consiraints, 1 am
rcady to give informaiion sbout any such geported
sightings that are found 1o be a malter of concern from a

2fecnce stanqapoiat, but therc have been none 1o cate,

73
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Ms P g Titchmarsh

L TR A R
Whitehall SW1A 2HB ., 1983 October -26

Dear Myg Titchmarsh,

Thank you for your letter of Octoder 19, Ip Teponse Ik
enclose a paper summarizing my own inveatigations into
the Woodbridge UFO case. You will 8ee that I have
Painted a rather @ifferent pictuke from that in the
News of the World. 1If anyone has any comments on this
Paper, I should be pleased 4o hear them,

I appreciate that it is not normal practice to ¥elease
HoD files, but I understand that the precedent has been
86t with regard to ome or two files of UFO cases. In
view of the continuing public interest in the Hooldbrid'ge
Case, plus the need to prevent am awful ‘lot of wasted
time if there really is a traightforward solution,

I would hope that an excoption can be made, I foF'om
would accept a censored account of the conclusiona.
If your office does reconsider lifting the weil of
Becrecy over this case, I do hope you will let me know
immediately.

Tours sincerely,




:l..1983 octqber‘la

»
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AN EXPLANATION OF THE WOODBRIDGE UFO - - A SUMMARY

On October 2, 1983, the News of the World reported the
alleged landing of a UFO outside RAF Woodbridge in spffo1k
at Christmas 1980. Prime documentary evidence of the event
consists of a letter from the deputy base commander,
Charles I. Halt, which was published by the News of Fhe
World. The News of the World also interviewed an eye
witness, a former security guard given the pseudoaym of
Art Wallace. |
In outline, the story is that two patrolmen repotﬁed seeing
unusual lights in the sky at 3 a.m. Subsequently they
reported seeing a strange object among the troes»of%a
nearby forest that pulsed and "illuminated the forest with
a white light". Next day, three depressions in the‘ground
were found. Later that night, the colonel himself was
witness to a "sun-like light seen through the trees! and
three star-like objects in the skye.
The facts of the matter are these: °

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

2. Records of the British Astronomical Association's meteoz
section show that at 2.50 a.m. on the morning of December 26,
1980, a brilliant fireball (a piece of natural debris from
space) burned up in the atmosphere over southern England.
Witnesases reported it as being comparable in brighthess to
the Moon, which was then three—quarters full. Anyone seeing
this spectacular event could easily conclude that Jn object
was crashing }o the ground. g

o
3. Shortly ter publication of the gow story, 104a1
forester Vindent Thurkettle realized that a line drawn
from the bacH.gate of RAF Woodbridge ihrough the ayleggd
UFO landing gite points directly towards the lighthouse at
Oz ford Nesgs. ¥ On the night of October }6=T7 1983 Ian ‘Ridpa‘th
visited the site with Mr Thurkettle ahd confirmed that the
pulsating lighthouse beam does indeed appear to hover.among
the trees near ground level and lights up the fore?t with
a white light. Although the lighthouse is 5 miles‘away,
it is so brilliant that it appears much closer. An observer
moving thrzough the forest could easily conclude that the
pulsating lighthouse was also moving. If a UFO had been
present as well as the lighthouse, the witnesses should
have seen not one but two pulsating lights in theix
line of sight. ' ‘

/38 |
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Tan Ridpasy. Woodbridge UFO ‘ 2

i fL
The flagheg from the lighthouse were vi%_leotapod by a'

camera crew for an item transmitted on %Breakfast Timer ¥,
In an interview in The Times on Octobe ¢ 39 Mr Thurkett
hoted that ¢he site was covered with 13-ft-high pine ¢ ees
10 £t apart at the time op the alleged landing. He attrfbuteq
the indentationa in the ground to rabbits, :

4. When 19041 police arrived at the scene on the night of
the alleged landing' they found nothing untoward, According
to the police account, the only lights they could see were
those of the Orford lighthouse., Next day they eéxamineQ

the indentations in the forest and concludeq that‘they were
Probably made by an animal. Air Traffic Control Teceived
Teports of "aerial phenomeng" over southern England that
night. By coincidence, in addition to the 3 a.m. fireball,
the Russian Cosmos 749 rocket had Te-entered the atmosphere
OvVer southern England at 21.07 on the night of December 25,
and wag widely seen. : :

Se Although it is not clear from the Now account, it seems

that the 1agt Paragraph of Col. Halt's letter refers to

events on the following night. He 8ays: "A yed sun-like

light wag Seen through the trees. It moveq about}and

Pulsed, " Bither this is the lighthouse again, or we are

askqd to believe that a second UFO landing occurreF on the

8ame site. (o1, Halt's "star-like objects...10 degrees off

the horizon" were probably just that — stars, The| Teported
"angular movements™ are attributable to movements in the '
observer's eye (the autokinetic effect, familiay wpen
wWatching g stationary star) anq the‘%green and blue lights" red
are an effect caused by simple twinkling when a star is

low in the sky. mThe object to the south that Temained

visible for 2 to 3 hours and which "beamed down a stream of

light fron time to time" is almost certainly Siriué, the

brightest star in the sky.

Conclusion: Observers who interpreted the 2.50 a.m. fireball
'as a craft descending into the forest outside RAP Woodbridge
might Subsequently regard the Unexpected appearance of the

Were convinced that something strange waa happening, the
witnesges could then easily misinterpret other natural
Phenomena ag UFOs. Such behaviour is common in UFO cases.
In short, the details of this case for ‘which a reliable

account exigtg are subject to straightforward, rational
oxplanation. '

NB: These notes are for private circulation only and are mot
for publication or quotation without the expresa pPermission
°f the author,

1983 October 18
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=» - FANSARD EXTRACT
2l, OCTOBER 1983
Col.: 62

~

=

-z RAEWoodbridge Allegélglijcident)
3 w7 ﬁ?‘ T &
& Sir Patrick Wall asked the Secretary of State for
. Defence (1) if he has seen the United States Ajr Force
- Inemo dated 13 January 198] eorceraing unexplained
lights near RAF Woodbridge;
(2) whether, in view of the fact that the United State’s
Air Force memo of 13 January 1931 on the incidentat RAF
Woodbridgc has becn released under the Freedom of
. Information Act, he will now release reports and
: documcnt; concerning similar unexplained incidents in tha
nited Kifigdom; -
(3) how many unexplained sightings or radar intercepts
have taken place since 1980. -

Mr. Stagley: I have seen the memorandum of 13
Janvary 1981 to which my hon. Friend refers. Since 1980
the Department has received 1,400 reports of sightings of
flying objects which the observers have been unable to
identify. There were no corresponding unexplained radar

sightings that are found to be a matter of concern from a
defence standpoint, but therc have been none to date.
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This non-oralsquestion has been allocated| to
Minister(AF) for answer. . SR
2, Would you please supély a draft reply and backgroungd note,
together with_any-relevant.Hansard extracts and

to-reach thisg office at the time shown on the
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SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY) : }
o » v -

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

Defence, if he has seen the Uniteq

States Air Forcememo_dated 13
January 1981 concerning unexplaineq
lights near RAF oodbridge.

. 3
-

SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)
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implications.

Background Note

These three questiom follow from the News

article of 2 October 1983 (Annex 4) descrlblng

sighting by UsaF personnel at RAF ' Woodbridge i
27 December 1980.

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) e

Air Staff and DS 8. Tt was concluded that- the

of defence interest in the alleged sighting.

There was, of course, no question of any

"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object

radar recordlngs,

~

Of‘the News or the World Article concluded that
explanation for the lights seen by the USAF per

as alleged in the News of the

A»BBC investigation into the incident foll

of the WOrld

an alleged UFQ
n Suffolk on

xamined by the

re was nothing

contact with
seen on any

World.

owing publication
a possible

sonnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some 6 - 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO report

whether they reveal anything of defence interes

aircraft). MoOD investigations are not pursued

at which we are satisfied that a report has no

the llkely explanatlon for individual reports.

Last year, Lord long, during a debate initi

the Earl Clancarty,

No attempts are made to 1dent1fy

sazd that he would look into

is to establish
t (eg intruding
?eyond the point
defence

&dcatalogue

ated by
the possibility

of Publlshlng such reporta as are received by the Hlnistry of

— e —— .

-
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Defence., us of S(AF) has now’ declded to - release c°mpilations“*

- .of reports.j They w111 be publlshed on a quarterly basis and'.

‘ .
wlll be avallable to members of the publlc. &t & small ch&rsej_

to cover costs." US of S(AF) had planned to make an announcement
shortly in the House of Lords through an arranged PQ. Pendlng
- arrangements for ap announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should 1ndlcate the decision in the Commons,

-4
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UFO Sighting' Reports: Security

The Ezrl of Cork snd Orrery: My Lords, 1 beg leave

o a&sk the Question which stands in my name on the
Jrder Paper.

The Question was as follows -

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

Viscount Long: None, my Lords.

The Earl of Cork and Orrery: My Lords, I thank my
oble kinsman for that Answer. May I ask him two
uestions?  First, what did he mean when he sajd in
is Answer on, 1 think, 4th March that reports of
ightings that were considered 1o be of interest to
efence were in fact classified ? Secondly, what pro-
¢dures may be open to individuals or organisations
‘ho would like to sce the reporis ?

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

:urt of my noble friend's supplementary question, there
i noreason why he should not come and see the reporis.
ot many of them come in because not many people
“tually report sightings. There js no cover up in that
sspect. As for the first part of my noble friend's
upplerientary question, 1 stick to what I said earlier.

The Earl of Kimberley: My Lords, czn my noble
riend say why, when previously asked a supple-
sentary question, he said that the figures had got Jost
0 the way 0 the Ministry, whareas today he says that
ney are there and available for anyone to see? Can
¢ therefore place them in the Library for all of us
2 see?

Viscount Long: My Lords, ¥ will Jook into that and
nd out whether it is possible for Your Lordships to
ce themn. 1 should like ali of your Jordships to se=e
nem in the Library, if possible,

Lord Strahbolgi: My Lords, may I ask the Govern-

ent whether they think that any of these UFOs are
xansd spacecraflt coming from a planet outside the
dar system, as is believed by the ** ufologists 7

the noble Lord can

Viscount Yong: My Lords,
sheve that; anything is possible

Lord Shinwell: My Lords, do 1 understand that the
»hle Viscount the Minister in his reply to the original
vestion does not deny that UFOs exist? I it possible
-1 use the word * possible ** very carefully, but

fherately- that alf the information js well-known
the Minisivy of Defence, but that for diplomatic
«other seasons it is not prepared to rnake an
mountemen? 7

Viscount Leag: Mo, my Loids, it is not prenarcd to
she an anncuncement becituse it has not got the facts
make an announcement with zuthority behind iz,

S

Lord Beswick: My Lords, the

2,250 sightings. The ncble

very few sightings reported to the Ministry of p
Does that mean to say tha the figure in the Que

incorrect?

. \
Viscount Long: Ns, my Lords, it was on (h

assumption that there are

that arc not reported to the Ministry of Defence,

is what 1 was realiy referring to.

stage what we have said is that we have got.

lmfd Beswick: My Lords

that point. The Questiorlw

“reported " to the Ministry of Defence.

I was asked was, * Is that fig

Viscount Long: That is co
moment.

Question asks

| ab
Viscount says that th P

ere are
efence,
stion js

¢ original
probably many sighlings
That

Thcrcfore, 2t this

» 1 should like to .clear up

refers to 2,250 sightings

The Question
ure correct, or not? "

rrect, my Lords, up to lhis‘

Lord Wade: My Lords, may 1 ask which Ministry s

responsible for UFQs ?

Viscount Long: None, my|Lords.

the Ministry of Defence, a
from there.

Yiscount St. Davids: My
found an empty beer ¢
Centaurus ”, or any similan

will the Ministry deal with these

Reports come into

nd anyonc can take them

Lords, has anybody yet
an marked, ** Made in
object?  Unti! they have,
matlers with very

considerable scepticism, please?

\’iscqunt Long: My Lords

, I am noi the Minister for

conscrvation, if it is a question of beer cans,

Lord Morris: My Lords,
unidentified, how can it poss

Viscount Long: A very 800
Lord Leatherland: My Ler

whather any of the unide
Miristers who are ficcing fros

if something is said to be
bly be said to exist?

d quesiion, my Lords.
ds, can the Minister tell us

itified flying objects are
1 the Cabinet just now ?

Viscount Long: No, my Lards.

The Earl of Clancarty: My

Lords, may 1 ask the noble

Viscount whether he is aware-of 2 Ministry of Dzfence

document concerning UFQs,

vhich was published in the

July 1978 jssuc of a journai called Viewpeint Aguaiias?
Furthermore, he is aware that under the heading of

*Contacts” there were listed

each name there was given

location of the supposed occurrense ?

18 namics, and alongside
the town which was ths
Therc were zlso

given classifications and a date and time relating to each

namne.

Is the noble Viscoun‘t aware that there was a

tremendous  distribution of‘ the document t¢ other

Government depariments,

and 12 NORAD and the

: ‘ ; : Yo e {he
CIA? 1 should tike 1o esk | wheiher in this case the
word * contacts ™ means cluse cneounlers 7

Viscount Long: Yes, my Losds, I hove the docuinent

here, aad it has nothing to

Defeace.
masu.
‘been denied oa tclevision

do witk the Ministey of

Jtis made up to loak racher ke a Chrisnz‘-as
Iis existence in tiie| Muyistry of Defeirve has

Somzone else has made it

- s . - h
up.  Itisnota Ministry of Difence document—not the

way itis mads up, likea Cliristrnas macan.

Jiz

l
|
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Thursday, 4y, Alarch, 1982.

The House met ag three of the clock (Prayers having
been read earlier o the Judicial Sitting by the Lord
Bishop of Derbyy: The Loro CuanceLLor on the
Woolsack. S

British Citizens: Overseas Supplements
Lord Hatch or Lusby: My Lords, I beg leave to ask

the first Question which stands in my namec on the
Ordcer Paper.,

. Tke Question was as follows:

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

The Parlimnentnry Ur.der-Sccrctary of State, Foreian
aud  Comazonwealzh Office  (Lord Treigarnc): My
Lords, the average number of British citizens recciving
Eritish Expatriates Supplementation Scheme or Over-
scas Service Aid Scheme supplements in 1979 was
4,083. "In 1981, the comparable figure was 2,975,
The numbers haya fajien steadily since 1970 and
reductions arc expected to continue at about 10 per
cent. per #nnum ever the next few years. No changes
in terms of service are planied at the moment,

Tord Hatch of Lusby: M ¥ Lords, may T ask the noble
Lord the Minister whethar he has rcad the Answer
given by his coileague to a similar ‘Question which }
put in Decsmber?  The Answer, which I paraphrasc,
was that the numbers Rag fallen because loeal jndi-
£enous peeple had now become suflicicatly trained to
fake those positions,
since at these figures, would he agree that this is not
ae adequale answer and that this js a deliberate policy
by the Government (o reduce the number of British
citizans who are given supplements (o work overszas ?
Would the neble Lord fusther agree that this js causing
very great difiiculty to universitiss, to technical colleges
2nd o a whole range of national activitics in the
Commonwcalith?

T.erd Trefuarne: No, T do not agree with that, my
Lords. I have indeed studicd the Ansver which my
noble friend Lord Skelmsrsdale gave to the noble
Lord, Lovd Hutch of Lusby, at tiwc end of Jast year.

The reascns witich Ny noble friznd they gave remain
correct.

Yard MHuteh of Lusby: Byt surcly the fizures which
have been given his allernoon, if I heard corrcctly,
have reduced the nembar by about 25 per cont. in fwo
years. Does this ot entail a greal reduction in
Lritish ioDuence all over (he Commonwealth? And
is the noble ford aware th:\l'pnr(ic-.zlarl_\: in vniversitics

" it causing very greag anxicty and difficully over fhe
Teeruitment of (e requisite trained stafi?
Hets a2

/4.3
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IT the noble Lord has looked:

departed ?

- 4ol Trelgaraes My Lards, the aumberg h:; -
deelined, as I described ih the original Ansyicr
was referred 1o at the minc of the carljer Ques

tion’

the end of last year. But onc has 10 remepaon At

thesg schemes are operated in the closest Consylgy hat

‘With the various Governmients concerney "And ion

Ssomctimes choosc to use the aid funds ro',;"at-h;{ .

purposcs.

Unideatified Flying Objects: Sightings

34pm,

The Earl of Cl:mcarty:i My Lords, I beg leave to

ask the Question which stands in my hame on gpe
Order Paper., : -

The Question was as follows:

To ask Her Maj»:sty}‘s Government hoyy mary

feports have been received by the Ministry of
Defence on unidentificd flying objects (UFOs) jn
cach of the Jast four yecars, and what action liag been
taken in cach case, P

Viscount Long: My Lor‘ds, in 1978 there were 750
sightings; in 1979 there were 550 sightings; in 1980,
350 sightings; and jn 1981‘, 600 sightings. Al uko
Feports are passed to opc‘rations staff who cxamine

them solely for rossible defence insplications,

The Ear} of Clazcariy: My Loids, whilke thanking
the noble Viscount for that Answer, may I asi him
whether or not it is a fact that over 2,000 authentisated
UFO reports were published Jast year in the national
press? If 50, were they ac}ccp(cd or passed oa to the

Ministry of Défence? And what happered (o thera?

Viscount Yong: My Lords, they did not all get to
the Ministry of Defence, I have just informed your
Lordships of the numbers sighted.  If the noble Earl
is suspicious that the Minis}try of Defence is coveiing
up in any way, [ can assure him (hat thicre is no reason
vhy we should cover up the figures which he has
mentioned if they are (ruc, The sole interest of the
Ministry of Defence in Uﬁi-‘O'rcpbrts is to cstablish
whether they reveal anything of defence inlcrcs(~fo~r
example, a Russian aircraft jor an unidentificd aireralt

—which might -have brcacl‘x-;-d our sceurily systems,

. That is the sole reason why we arc interested in the
CrCports, A

Lord \Vynuac-Jones: My Lords, docs the Answer
given mean that sinee there| Lias been a Conservitive
Government the UFQs have donc a U-turn and

Viscount Lonz: Not according to my reading, my
Lords,

The Car cf Rimberley: My Lords, as my noble.

fiiend sid tiat 600 UFO: L2d been oflivially reported
or acknioiadged by the Ministry of Dutence in l‘:’a'l.
ma b a3k his how many of thoe Sightings stili rewaln
unidestified and were not subject to security, or were
Russizu acroplanes. or anything fike that?
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Lorcl.StruboZgi:'My 'Lords, may I ask thic noble

Viscount whether the Present Government adhere to
the vicw of ‘the i

forward when I replied 10 gy debate theee years ago
in your Lordships® j{o, 15e, that most of these so-callcd
sightings can be accounted for |

Viscount Long: Yes, yLords, they can be, Many
of them are accounted for :

or In one way or another,
but nobody has got 5 really constructive answer for
all of them, o 4 . .

Lorg Hill-Norton. My Locds
Viscount whether of not it js ¢
reports received by
1962 were destroyed
be of no interest» 9
who decided that they were

» may I ask the noble
rus that all the sighting
the Ministry of Defence before

use thcy were deemed “ o
if it is true, who was jt
of no intcrest?

Viscount Long; My Lords, my reply to the noble
and gallant Lord—j was Wondering whether he yas
£0ing to say that the Royal Navy had many times seen
the Loch Ness monster—is thyae since 1967 all UFQ
~- reports have beep preserved. Bafore that time, they
were gencrally dgslroycd after five years.

Lord Paget of Nox’t.’mmpton: My Lords, can ths noble
Viscount toll ys whether, Out of these thousands of

! thi m3ationed, there has been a
single onc which Sugsested any Inenace to otr defences ?

In the circumsmuccs, 1S nét aq awlul Iot of time becing
wasted on this Ronscase ? -

.
o hial,
sizhtings which ha

Yiscount Leng: My Lords,
Government are Wailing for o
to discuss these problems,

I think Fer .Majcsty‘s
n invitation from them

Mr. Anatoly Shéharansky: Representations

39 p.m.

Lord Rcitoy:
Question which
Paper.

The Question wag as follows:

To ask Her Majesty's Government whether they
are aware that Anatoly Shcharansky has for the past
I35 months been -undcrnourishcd, tortured
frequently placed in Punishment cells, and in October
1981 had s prison Sentence increased by 3 years
for his refusal o blead guilty 10 5 charge 6f which
he has always maintained his i'nnoccncc; and whether
they will request the Soviet Government to state
Whether they intand 1o keep him in those unciviliscd
conditions unti] pe reicats or djes, '

My Locds, T beg teaye
stands jg my

to ask the
hame on the Order

Lord Trefgarne: My Lords, Her Majesty’s Govern-
ment remain &ravely concerned about the plizat of
are disturbed by .ccent .
We have raised this casc
n many occasions, both

Anatoly Shchqransky and
reports af his 'ill—trcalmcnt.
With the Sovjct authorities o

revious Goverament which_ | put

ot as natural phenomeng ? | ask my noble fricnd whether or nof the Sovisy

rights at the United Mations/?

) - -v u.;ub Mﬁdﬁw—
mecting:  We shall coatinue to take q oy O T iow

o Mc. Shchatansky's case, and to make Feprosenty oSt
as suitable opporturiities arise, CooeTa

.Lord Reaton: My Lords, Mmay f lh:mk‘in
’Tri_end not Oﬂl}' for .Iha.t AnS\n:r bll! for (hg;:‘:-%';'c'
which he and. the Forcign Office haye n and a . :
taking with regaed to Shcharansky‘s Plighto :‘May"}:
Overy-

“meat’s (ajlure, as'showm by the treatiment of She fan.
sky and others, to hoaour their | lclsing; Utidertaking, |
Shminishes ‘theie credibility in oty (o all opper
matters in which they say they arg Sceking reemeyn; ©
and on which they would like to be belicved 9 .

Lotd Trefparne: Locds,
nobdle friend has put his finger on the nub of the

tions such as the IMF negotiations, the MBrR
ncgotiations ag they are cailed in Vienys
other forum for that matter, when they
what they sajg they would do at Helsink in 19767

Lord Shinwel; My Lords, in view of the fumours,
which are probably well founded, that Mr., Brezhney
is about to tetire, could a message frem youe Lord-
ships’ House pe sentto kim through the Sovict Embassy
Wishing him for the remainder of his life—an we hope

¢ has maay years Jeft )'et—pFace and contentmene
and asking Whether, as a gracious act upop his retire.
ment, he will ensure that Mr., Shcharansky is trcated g
a civiiised person 7 ’ )

Locd Trefearnes My Lords, T would Cectainly be wii-
ing to send another mcssa& to the Sovict Unjon abouy
Mr. Sheharansky jf thought it would have any effect.
As to the future of Mc, Brlczhncv, I believe that that is
a matter for them o decide for themscelyes,

Visconntl\-!ountgarrct: My Lords, would jt not heip
if the western nations ceascd providing wheat to the
Soviet Union, at a time whea they are finding them-
‘sclves short, until they cease to carry out such inhuman_
aclivities agajnst individuals and sovercign States?

Lord Trefaarne: My Lords, the failure of the Sovict
agricultural industry is now plain for all to scc, but T
am not surc that tie interests of the West arc scrved
by stacving them out, ) T

Lord Ebwyn-Jones: My ILords, jn vicw o the fact
that the trcatment of Shchnrnnsky scems to be a
szrious violation of human rights, has (he mattsr

been raised befors the sub-commission on human

.

Lord Trefgarne: My Lords, I am not certain th?t
the matter has been raised bifors (hat particalar body
but certainly it has been raised before all (he o.!h':rs I
mentioned.  There could be a good opportunity for
doing as the noble and learned Lorg suggests.

Lord Avcbdi-}: My Lords, is the Minister aware that

Mr, Shchamusky'is a wve distinguisticd computer
scientist? Wi he therefore consider a reduction in
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This Non-oralsquestio

n has. been allocated to
Minister(AE) for answer. R ,
2. Woulq you Please Supply a draft Yeply and backgroung noté,
together wi

, id Press cuttings,
this office at the time shown‘on the |front Cover.

Please Submit g3 Copy of the draft answer |to PS/USofS(AF)
when returning this

» allowing sufficient time for USofS'(aF)
to comment ,
\

Office of Minister(ar)

ﬁoom 6386 Main Building

d"t? -

2

‘xus/ninister(g) (thro' DUS(Air))

- | APS/US ‘of s(aF)
. | Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have Placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 7608cC.

2. The same ‘background note has beer provideq for PQ 7607¢C
and PQ 7609C, _

21 October 1983
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- ‘FOR NON ORAL ANSWz..

_SIR‘PAmRicg‘wiLﬁ'(¢6ﬁ3E§VATIVE)'(BEVERLEY),:z;.f;

Bir Patrick Wall

i
1

| . SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)
| .

This has been considered.

/s

To ask the Secretary of State for

Defehde whether, in-view of the

fact that the United States' Ajp

Force merio of 13 January 1981 on

RAF

has been released

the incident at Woodbridge

under the Freedonm

of Infbrmation Act, he will now
release reports and documents
concerning similar unexplained

incidents in the United Kingdom.

It is the intention to publish reports.




°~

implications.

‘Backgroﬁnd Notew;:

These three questlom follow from the News

artlcle of 2 October 1983 (Annex 4) descrlblng

Slshtlng by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbrldge in
27 December 1980.

of the Wbrld .

an alleged UFQ
Surfolk on

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the-

Air Staff ang Ds 8.

There was, of course,

"alien beings" pnor was any unldentlfled obgect

radar recordlngs, as alleged in the News of the

A BBC investigation

of the News or the World Article concluded that

It was concluded that there was nothing
of.defence interest in the alleged sighting. '

no question of any contact with

seen on any .

World.

into the incident following publication

& possible

explanatlon for the lights seen by the USAF personnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse son

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO reports
whether they reveal anything of defence interest

1e 6 - 7 miles

is to establish

(eg intruding

aircraft).

MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point

at which we are satisfied that a report has no defence

the likely explanation for individual reports.

No attempts are made to 1dent1fy ad catalogue

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by

the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into

the possibility

of publlshins such reports as ‘are recetved by the Mlnlstry of

/ZA?
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Defence. Us of s(AF) has now dec;ded to release compllations

’ of reports.: They w111 be publlshed on a quarterly basis and
A_Wlll be available to members of the publlc, at a small charge

to cover costs. US of S(AF) had planned to make an announcement

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

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

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