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/ I attach a letter which the Secretary of
State has received from a member of the public,
and which has been acknowledged by this office.

2, I should be grateful if you would arrange
for the appropriate action to be taken, including
a reply as necessary. 8Since the Secretary of
State attaches importance to such letters
addressed to him being answered promptly, any
reply should be sent within two weeks of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should
prove impossible an interim reply should be sent
within the same timescale. :
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—> e (AS ) Jo -
C&@ e c{m oD e Mcfm—?ﬁﬁ

ROYAL AIR FORCE
Manston Ramsgate Kent CT12 5BS '*3’%

retphons Manston ECICIEIIN

MOD Main Building . Your reference
Attn: S4F(Air) Om
¥hitehall 13 57

SWl
12 Apr:.l 1985

M I

Reference: | 15 APK 985
. ?.s! *7, 73 g-:q e ’9 %
| MAN/135/Sy dated 23 Jan 1985 o amy e |

1. Reference A contained an account of a sighting of an alleged UFO in Oct 82 Wy

a-long with some film negatives.

2. Since visit to this Unit and the handing over to me of ihe nega-
tives I have received numerous telephone calls from asking me what was
the outcome of sending the reported sighting to you.

3. I have pointed out to the that these matters take time and further
that they should not necessarily expect a reply. :

4. ‘Desi:ite these assurances the ]have persisted in contacting me and have
recently requested the return of the film negatives.

5. I would be grateful if someone could please reply to them or if this is not
possible, the negatives could be returned to this Unit for return to the -)]

for OC
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Head of j%@‘ééﬁy

7 T attach a letter which the Secretary of
State has received from a member of the public,
and which has been acknowledged by this office.

2. I should be grateful if you would arrange
for the appropriate action to be taken, including
a reply as necessary. Since the Secretary of
State attaches importance to such letters
addressed to him being answered promptly, any
reply should be sent within two weeks of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should
prove impossible an interim reply should be sent
within the same timescale, -

for APS/Secretary of State
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S5¢h April 1985

S f%*aj}

D esr ¥ inlistexng

Please lesk at the fellevwing pepers and explain witheut

snisugering natienal security wha £ happsned Bhed night sad way

% he Ministyry did net cenivel the U.S.4.F. in cenfiscated vadar lapes

@i@@n%;,agfﬁﬁ are aware of the wepert but this ie & metter fex the
UeBobhoF ;_ﬁ@%.aﬁﬁa &;@g%aﬁ@?@_g§@kﬁ$maﬁ at Hildenhsll,Sulfelk sald

g1l repewxts ef this incident sve new with ysur Defence Hinlsteyf
. . . . ) |f

Plesze den¥t put rvespenssbility en the U.5.4.F. but

work tegether te find eul what happened alfter Ihis cevewr-up.

Towrs sincevely
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WAS THERE A COVER=-UE OF A U.F.0. IN BRITAIN?

- Was there a cever-up ef a ﬁ F.0 in Britain?

It seems s0; fer en the Znd. ef 0¢t@ber 1983 an artlcle 1L“The Kews
of The werld" was absut a U.F, G $uifslx. '

It reports that a U.r.Q. laxdeﬁ in & red ball ef light at B:é}m.en |
the 27th..ﬂecember 1980 at Tangham ¥Wesd a half mile éw&y frem R.A,F
weodbridge where the United States Alr ¥erce are. |
‘*‘Lt._cal. Halt, Beputy Commander of the U.S5.4.F. Blst Tactical |
HFighter wing, wrete a cenfidential repart'én thig. It stated what
'tﬁé security ééw and what was seen afterdardsAwthtee star~like b~

Jects in the sky.
‘One security guard sald that what he and the sther nen saw was

'Iclasﬁified Tey.Seexet.

The gecurity men were sent to the base secuvity 'affic& were civilm
iang, that they presumed to be C.l.A. men, said that if‘they talked
"B ullets were cheap.” |

éne of the security guards said he was being brain-washed by having

te watch American astrenaunts on the meon with the U,F,0. in the
backgreund.

Top Secret deeumeﬁts were sent to"The News of The Werld“thch shsw;;:
ed that thé B ritish Secret Service invented a plane erash to hush
up the ﬁ;F.O., and an American beleived he was ﬁeing'brainwasheu.'

K adar statiens that fellewel the U.F.U. had their tapes taken awayg
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Why has there been se much secrecy about a weutine sighting®

W ere the U.S. Testing a new ﬁéﬁf@n er spy eguipment?

wuestions must be asked in Cengress and in FParliament and people _ .~

must write to their M.Ps for the sake of open government and

LR

AEMOCTACY .
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4L

CIVILIAN AERIAL PHENOMENA | \3\ iZ,
RESEARCH ORGANIZATION |

Hinistry of Defence,
Main Building,
Yhitehall,

London,

W14 CHE

Your Ref:

Our Ref: BL/RD1 B h dpril 1985
| | | Ne. of Pages: One {1}
SUBJECT: Unidentified Flying Objects

bear Sir/Madam,
wiﬁﬁ r@f&reﬁsa te¢ the sbove named subject.

?ﬁ?&aﬁ the last few vears UFQ erganisations have made several enquiries to DS8
regarding UFO phenomenon. It has come to our attention that the handling of all
such emnquiries has now been taken over by SEC A8 {4ir Staff) = 2, Can you pl@a@&
asmfxrm this matter? :

T the abeve statement is cerrect @@ul@ ou respond to two research latb@r
- gubmitted te D8 Room r{z&%t known room) on the dates of

8 W&?@k 198 5 and % December @98@

%hza @?g&ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%l@ﬁ looks f@f&ﬁ?ﬁ to your rep 13@

Mireotor of Hesearch

g

*”*‘33

P
uu-

ne Copy: SF 2 Hob

Section 40 Reaeapcnm———— 1 Y Y

g iuifﬁszmtm ;asum!i aét
‘ = i 3

& Oricgis, Monpids Corparansn Faunded n 1658
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Head of

e .

? . I attach a lettéer which thé‘Secretary of
4 State has received from a member of the public,
. and which has been acknowledged by this office.

2.” I should be grateful if you would arrange

| for the appropriate action to be taken, includir

Y a reply as necessary. Since the Secretary of
State attaches importance to such letters

addressed to him being answered promptly, any

reply should be sent within two weeks of the dat

of this minute. IFf, exceptionally, this should

prove impossible an interim reply should be sent
within the same timescale.
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§
The Oflijcer-in-Charus
#ilitury Barracks
Kaightsbrid:e
London SeW.l 11 Peuvruary 1485

Ea)

Desr 3ir,

Farthor to my prev.osus twe letters dated the

Z1lst December 1024 and 21st Januzry 1985 we saw
the shinin: flying object over your Burracks sagein
on ¥Wednesday the 23%rd Januzry at 2,00 p.m.

¥ould you please coniirm as scon as possibie th.t acne
of youfl people has seen this wsysterious object on 2lst Decenmber
and £3rd Jundary so thet I may take up thls matiter Turther.

Your sssistance in this sutter will be appraciated.
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)
The Officer-ine-Cnarss

Mildtury Burracks -
Knightsbridgs

Lendon SeWel &1 January 1985

Dear Sir,

¥ith relerence to my letter dated the 31st ultimo
would you please advise we as soon as possible what
the sgining flying object above your Barracks on that
day was so that I may briang my records up-to-date,

I t@égk you in anticipatica of your kind help in this
matted,

é

¢

!
ot
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The Qificer~in-Charze

¥ilitary Barrocks

Rnightsbridge

Londen 8Sd¥.l 31 December 1984

Dear 8ir,

For your inforastion I work in Knightsbridgs.

My office collesgues and I saw a shining object

abeve your Barracks on Friday the 2lst December at about
2400 pm which stayed up for a while and then, 81} of a
sudden, dimappreared from our view,

?. . i ., 2 3
your Barracks on thet day snd, if so, what was it? I look

-

pid a&i one of your people mee this shining object above
Lo bhearizg frow youe.

Fforwnrd
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CIVILIAN AERIAL PHENOMENA
RESEARCH ORGANIZATION o £

*

Sguadron
Boyal Air Porce Fylingdales,

Nr Pickering,
¥orth Yorkshire

Your Ref: FY/T1
Cur Ref: BL/RM | 23/2/1985

| No. of Pages: ONE (1)
SUBJECT: UFO SCARBOROUGH : No. of Copies: TWO (2)
e ’

ATTTTTIONAL SOURCE: SCARBCROUGH POLICE

Dear Sir,

) : : REDACTED ON ORIGINAL
With regards to the above nam « It has come to our attention

that on the 19th June 1980 a Miss observed a large spherical shaped object
heading out to sea at a slow speed. The object was seen for several minutes to
display a pulsating red glow. The witness states the time was approximately 14,00,
YN = TORICIN

EQED?%%EZDiﬁhﬁCkgggﬁﬁg'ﬁc identify the subject image and therefore contacted the local
police at Scarborough, At approximately 3.30pm, some 90 minutes after observing
the phenomena, the witness was contacted by personnél at Fylingdales, They asked
nurerous questions in relation to the purported sighting.,

e would be grateful for a copy of the report held by your base. Ministry of Defence
.policy is not to release 'UFO! reports due in the main for witness confidentiality
purposes. However the witness requires no such assurance and therefore the non-
releacse of this report would perhaps indicate one potential. RAF Fylingdales has
the capability to track just about anything anywhere and one must pressume the
advanced system used by your base received a returan from this target?

We would be pleased to forward a detailed copy of _repor'f:,any informat-
ion received will be used for research purposes only, Thank you for your time and
we look forward to receiving your reply.

Yours Sincerely

Director of Research

_-Er-it'esh Renyresonnative Of i‘iiﬁﬁP HSA

WATIONA, VL5 sRATIONE ComMTIEE On

A Brppsa Ntwigrolu Corporanon Founissd n 1956
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25th February, 1985

5

y
Esq.,”

Head of DSB8,
Ministry of Defence.

You may remember that I wrote to you in November 1983 about the
reported occurrence of unusual events near RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. Your
reply, D/DS8/10/209 of 20th March 1984, told me that the MOD saw no Defence
significance in Colonel Halt's report of 13th January 1981. You suggested that
the events reported by him probably reflected some entirely down-to-earth, but

misperceived, phenomenon.

1 am aware that DS8 has had several approaches on this matter from
outside groups and individuals who possibly show more enthusiasm than judgement
in the questions they press. I hesitate to place a further burden on the patience
and courtesy of your Division. Nonetheless, there do remain some puzzling, and
perhaps disquieting, features of this case on which I think it would be in the
general interest to cast some further light.

I owe it to you to explain my interest. It lies in the following -

not necessarily in the right order of priority !

First, as an ex-MOD chap, 1 have been asked from time to time by
various bits of the media to comment on the Woodbridge affair. I have in fact
done so on several occasions on local radio and on foreign television. One of
the television programmes is now likely to be shown here before long and may
excite some public interest. If I am invited to comment again, I would not wish
to do so irresponsibly. ‘

Secondly, I am publishing a book this June on the UFO phenomenon
generally. My publishers are keen that it should say something about Woodbridge.
I have already drafted a passage which reflects my own study of the case, and 1
am attaching to this letter the relevant extracts which deal with it. I do not,
of course, expect you to comment on this (unless you wish to do so), but I feel
it is no more than proper to give former colleagues some advance notice of what
1 am proposing to publish. |

Thirdly, as the attached extract implies, I have come to the con-
clusion over the past year or so - somewhat reluctantly and by no means hastily -
that something of importance (and something which is not illusory) underlies the
persistent stream of reports of well authenticated oecurrences, both in the UK
and elsewhere, which can be loosely grouped under the UFO heading. Some of these
reports reach the MOD from members of the public (and they doubtless also continue
to do so from Service establishments as well); but a far larger number get no
further than the local police, civil aviation authorities, or the amateur research
groups. These occurrences may or may not prove to have any vital interest for
Defence, and the Woodbridge case may or may not properly beleng among them. But
the sizable and persistent hard core of the more disquieting instances - particul-
arly those in which there appears to be some degree of temporary interference _
with electronic equipment and/or minor damage to individuals and the environment -
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seems to me to deserve closer and more expert attention in Whitehall than we are

led to believe it ﬁets at present. There is evidence that at least three other
governments take the phenomenon seriously. A mass of documents released in the

US under the American Freedom of Information Act shows a close and CORtlﬂUng
1nterest by governmental agencies. The French agency GEPAN (Groupe d'Etudes des
Phénoménes Adrospatiaux Non—ldentlflég) which was set up by the then French .
Minister of Defence in 1977 under CNES (Centre National d'Etudes Spatiales) rem—
ains in existence despite the heavy retrenchment in French government expenditure
and continues to collect and analyse UFO reports country-wide. And there is a
degree of recent evidence in the Soviet Press that the Russians take a close

interest in the phenomenon through the Moscow Aviation Institute and (possibly)
the National Academ}r of Sciences; Is it really the case that the British MOD

takes no systematic interest (as distinct from dealing ad hoc with what are felt

— to-be-tiresome enquiries from the public) 2. If there really is no. systematic
study of the phenomenon, viz. something in the nature of a small expert committee
in Whitehall or the placing of responsibility on a designated and expert director-
ate in the MOD, should there not be ? Is there no liason with French and US
agencies 7

I hope that you will feel able to comment on the three guestions at
the end of the preceding paragraph. I ask them, not in any spirit of contention,
but because I believe that we cannot afford to ignore a persistent phenomenon
which other countries appear to take seriously. It seems to me to deserve systematic
study within a Defence context, even if only to dismiss it in the end as trivial.
I think you will know that there are othersywhose judgement is to be respected and
whose experience qualifies them,who take a similar view, Lord Hill-Norton among
them.

To return to the particular case of RAF Woodbridge, you may already
be aware that television documentaries of the occurrence have been made by two
foreign companies. The programme made by Cable News Network is now likely to be
shown in this country before long. 1 have not yet seen the documentary in full,
myself, but I understand from the organisation that they claim to have established
a number of facts which are very much at odds with the view that Col. Halt and
other USAF personnel merely misperceived some phenomenon with a wholly conventional
explanation (the Orfordness lighthouse, a satellite re-entry, a bright meteor).
The following are among the more important points which Cable appear to be claiming.

1, Col. Halt adheres to the report of 13th January 1981, of which the MOD
‘has a copy. He also confirms the authenticty of a tape-recording made by
himself on site on the night of 29th December 1980 which tallies with
paragraph 3 of his report (and in some respects goes beyond it).

2. Other witnesses to the events of 27th and 29th December 1980 reported
by Halt have made sworn depositions.

3. Although not reported by Halt, there was an unusual occurence near
RAF Woodbridge on the night of 26th December 1980. An unidentified object
in an area of Rendlesham Forest sufficiently worried USAF personnel to
cause them to seek help from the Suffolk police. Police officers at
Woodbridge (the village) have confirmed that they responded to this call,
albeit without establishing unambiguous evidence at the site of the
"sighting' claimed by the USAF contingent which had been sent to investi-
gate it.

4, There 1s evidence that RAF Watton (and perhaps other radar installations)
- had radar traces on at least one of the three nights in question of an
unidentified aerial object in the area of RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest.

5. There is evidence that a 16mm cine-film was made at the site by USAF

personnel on 29th December 1980 and was referred for study by the USAF
headquarters in Germany.
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In your letter to me of 20th March 1984 you said, "The Department satisfied
itself at the time that there was no reason to consider that the alleged sightings
had any Defence significance". You added, "I can assure you ... that there is no
evidence of anything having intruded into British airspace and 'landing’' near RAF
Woodbridge". In the light of the research which Cable News Network claim to have
undertaken I hope you will not think it unreasonable if I invite your replies to
the following questions. »

1. What steps were taken by the MOD when Col. Halt's report of 13 January 1981
was received in the Department ? In particular:-

a. What consultations took place with the USAF 7
b. Was any on-site investigation made by MOD or British Service personnel ?

c. Was any enquiry made to RAF Watton or other radar establishments for
- possible traces of an unidentified occurrence in the Suffolk area on
the nights of 26/27, 27/28 and 29/30 December 1980 ? If so, what was

the outcome 7 '

2. Is the MOD aware of the tape-recording which Col. Halt claims to have made
on 29 December 1980 (and of which alleged copies are now in the hands of
several members of the public) 7 If so, what interpretation does the MOD
place on this recording ?

3. Is the MOD aware of the cine-film allegedly made on site on 29th December 1980 ?
If so, what interpretation is placed upon it 7

4, In the light of the answers to these queStians does the MOD adhere to its
view that nothing unknown or untoward intruded into British airspace in
late December 1980 7 Is this also the view of the USAF 7

4, If this does indeed remain the MOD's considered conclusion, does the Dep-
artment feel any disquiet at an apparent and persistent misperception of
presumably innocent phenomena by USAF personnel based at an important inst-
allation in British territory and charged with military tasks the mismanage-
ment of which might have grave consequences ?

1 regret burdening you with these questions and with those contained in my sixth
paragraph above., But I think they are potentially important, and I doubt that we
have heard the last of themn. o

(Ralph Noyes):

Enclosure: Extract from forthcoming book, A SECRET PROPERTY.
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A SECRET PROPERTY - Page 1 of extract

Yet the phenomenon is undoubtedly under study in at least some back rooms...
That air of governmental indifference is an assumed one...

- From documents released under the Freedom of Information Act in America we
have undeniable evidence of a keen interest in the phenomenon on the part of the
CIA, the National Security Agency, and other government departments. The facts are
meticulnusly documented in a recent book, CLEAR INTENT by Lawrence Fawcett and
Barry J. Greenwood \x.xcnn.:.\..c“du.:..x, i%984). We know *Licu.. the French government remains
interested: GEPAN continues in existence despite 8 ingeing cuts imposed on many
departments by the’ Mitterand government a little while ago.(though we can only
speculate on what use is made of its material by its directing body, the French
equivalent of NASA). We know that the Russian Academy of Sciences regularly buys
a surprising number of each issue of the most prestigious British journal om the
UF0 phenomenon {though its importation by ordinary Soviet citizens is forbidden 1).
We must strongly suspect - to put it no higher - that the British Ministry of Defence
is taking a close interest in the phenomenon. As a former Ministry of Defence officia
1 sincerely hope so ! Anything which can enter and leave British airspace with
impunity, land on British territory, leave confusing traces in our radar system,
interfere with electrical and electronic devices, register itself on film and
out-manoeuvre British aircraft (and I think there is evidence for all these things)
must surely be of more than passing interest to a government department which is
charged with our defence. I hope I shall be thought to compliment rather than criti-
cise my former colleagues and present acquaintances in Whitehall if I ruefully
congratulate them on the suave effrontery with which they pretend to be taklng no
notice of the stranger occurrences reported to them !
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A SECRET PROPERTY - Page 2 of extract |  S—

It grieves me to add that I think we have some evidence of direct and delib-
erate mis-statement on the part of the Ministry of Defence in at least one important
case, the occurrence of strange events on two nights in late December 1980 in a part
of Rendlesham Forest adjoining the USAF Base at RAF Woodbridge. We have the evidence
for these events in a statement signed on 13th January 1981 by the then Deputy Base
Commander, Lt.Col. (now Bnigaﬁﬂégﬂéﬁnﬁta&) Charles Halt of the United States Air
Force. This statement was not made public until l4th June 1983 when -~ following
persistent pressure by the authors of CLEAR INTENT (see above) ~ its release was
authorised by the USAF in America under the Freedom of Information Act. Whether this
release was an inadvertency at rather low level in the USAF we may never know: despit
the Freedom of Information Act, American agencies have proved perfectly capable (and
often no doubt with good reason) of sustaining objections in the courts to the rel-
—gase-of -doeuments.-There-is certainly some evidence that Halt was not consulted abou!
the release and that it somewhat dismayed him. Be that as it may, however, the lettes
of release included the extraordinary statement that the USAF had disposed of its own
copy of Halt's report but that: "... through diligent inguiry and the gracious consei
of Her Majesty's government, the British Ministry of Defence and the Royal Air Force
the US Air Force was provided a copy for vou."” The Ministry of Defence have confirm
in reply to a Parliamentary Question tabled by Major Sir Patrick Wall, MP, that a
copy of Halt's report was indeed received by them. Yet we are told in a recent book -
SKYCRASH by Brenda Butler, Dot Street and Jenny Randles (Neville Spearmap Lid., 1984
that the Ministry of Defence had flatly denied any knowledge of supposeﬁf?‘ Rendlesh:
Forest when enquiries were made to them in 1981, following strong local rumours of a
extraordinary occurrence. |

The Ministry of Defence may well have good reasons for witholding information
about the Rendlesham incidents. As a former Defence official,I would not wish to
press questions on any matter touching national security; and in those circumstances
I would not be surprised if questions pressed by others were met by a refusal to
reply. But I cannot help feeling that it is something of a lapse from the usual
standards of a government department to issue a direct mis-statement. Concealment is
one thing (and is often justified), false denial is quite another.

The RAF Woodbridge case of December 1980 strikes me as one of the most interes
ing and important of recent years, anyway in this country - perhaps the most signifi
cant military sighting (or supposed sighting) since the celebrated events of 13th/14
August 1956 near RAF Bentwaters and RAF Lakenheath (both of which are, by an enter-
taining coincidence, quite close to Woodbridge in that much-haunted county of Suffol
Those who wish to study the Bentwaters/Lakenheath incidents will find descriptions
of them in the books mentioned below. The RAF Woodbridge case is described at length
in SKYCRASH (see above). It is also to be the subject of several radio and televisio
programmes. Much wag sgaid about it in THE NEWS OF THE WORLD in 1983, meinly in its
issues of 2nd and 9th October. Alone in Fleet Street, the then editor, Derek Jameson
decided to give space to Halt's report; and Keith Beabey of THE NEWS OF THE WORLD
pursued it vigorously in the face of the kind of ridicule which the "quality" news-
papers seem to find it expedient to attach to this mysterious and persistent phenom-
enon. '

It was the Woodbridge case which prompted me to take up a long-shelved intenti
to write a "UFO book". I have chosen, quite deliberately, to cast it as a pilece of
fiction. Fiction allows the imagination to range widely, and it seems to me that thi
can sometimes be productive in turning better-qualified minds to new aspects of a
problem. A false hypothesis can often have as much heuristic value as a good one !
It does, at the least, enable serious researchers to consider - and properly test -
a new idea, even if only to throw it away when it fails to stand up to scrutiny. I a
far from being wedded to the hypothesis on which A SECRET PROPERTY is based. The
main object of the book is to entertain, and to do so in the form of a thriller. It
most certainly does not reflect any inside knowledge or startling revelation on the
part of a former Defence official. (If I had such knowledge, the Q0fficial Secrets Ac
would forbid me to reveal it !). |
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British UFO Research Association ' Please reply to:

31 January 1985

I will skip the introductions, as we both know who. one another is.I apologise for
placing several requests in one letter, but trust that you will bide with we.

1: RAF Woodbridge 27 December 19803 I realise we haye discussed this matter at
length, but & great deal of wvital new information has come our way since concluding
our book "SKY CRASH" last year. I would like +p pose some specific questions to youi-

{H) What is your position regarding the involvement of the British civilian police
in the taking of photographs of the landed object? We have excellent evidence for
this, and presume that the British police would advise the MoD.If not, then why not?

(b) You have doubtless seen the extensive "smear'" campaign being successfmlly waged.

y the British media (under whose guidance I wonder?).Eg "The Guardian",5 Jan 1985.
On this thesis a gross mistake was made (& lighthouse seriousky misperceived,backgrour
radiation levyels viewed as sinister,rabbit holes regarded as something else). Not only
that ,but this "evidence'" was supported by the US deputy base commander and the UK
base commander,whom 17 days later could surely have figured some of these cock—ups oud
This grand blunder is then perpetuated over the course of yearsjthe UK commander
remains in charge, the two base commanders (US),at the time and sybsequently,endorse
all the evidence (we have it in writing) and the deputy commender gets promoted to
base commander. Now regardless of what sort of MoD investigation into these events
was (or was not) conducted this leaves one with a serious dilemma.IF the "lighthouse/
normal radiation/rabbits" theory is correct then all your strategic commanders at &
NATO base (for whioh you certainly have jurisdictioh) are incompetent dodos who might
be expected to misinterpret Orford Ness lighthouse for an inveding MIG jet,not have
& clue whether they have been irradiated by am exploding neutron bomb, and waste a
great deal of the war filling in bomb potholes made by the Rendlesham Forest wildlife!
I think the people of this country might be rather worried if that were the case. And
frankly, unless you can help us refute this lightheuse nonsense then we are just
going to have to make sure the Brutish people see this interesting paradox.Believe me

we havye people in the right place to make sure this happenst Commen¥s please.

(c) iﬁi:r‘JcL it is vital 1o -‘,he_themr'r that the date not be 27 December 19c¢0.
s

but 26 Decemher,then have you any way of confirming or denying the real date? Of couxr:

the l‘[--,‘-ﬂl%; memo to you says the 27th, but that is dated 17 days later and _
suggests that he just made yet another mistake.(In view of such & plethora of errors
how could Hall possibly have merited a base commandership?®) IHowever, some sort of
action must have ocourred between ?6/?7 December and the 13 Januvary memoj either at
your end, elsewhere in government, or at the base.The correct date would have been
essential to confirm or refute options (eg a spy-plane mission).So I am sure there
are ways you can look into this. I am not asking for details - just a statement

—]

F

regarding your level of gonfidence in the Halt memo dating.

Registered in London-
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i g
Rar'iegs e o?

21 We are investigating an incident dated 2 August 1984 from Salisbury Plain, Wilts.
This occurred at 23,00 BST and was reported by _and family,of
Bedfordshire.We have received excellent cooperatiom from them and from PC iof
the Hitchin police, who investigated the matter at their request on 3 August. The
matter was reported to the MoD,as both witness and police affirm. We recognise that
certain aspects of the case fit a milktary manouvre that was going on that nights;
although some puzzles remaine. It would help us in our resolution of this case if you
could offer any data you have at your end. I know you regard things as confidential,
and that you have decided not to release data generally. I respect the reasoning for Hue
But here I am making & specific request with the backing of police and witnesses, so
there is no real purpose in confidentiality. Any records you have for that event/or
potentially related events on the same night would helpe

33 Finally I am making & request for any information you may have regarding an
incident which occutured around midnight on the night of 23-24 August 1984 in ¥he
vicinity of Tpswich. We have details of an in-flight collision between an aircraft
and something (which at this point we have no reason to suspect is UFO related).

The airport involved and the investigators of the accident have been helpful.But it
would be useful to have any data which the MoD have at their disposal on this affair.
If you have any reporys of sightings around this time it would be interesting to
kmow; although in this case there is more than a fair chance the source was not a
UFO-related phenomenon.

I address my commuhication direct to or the current section head of

DS 8, rather than_I know courteously asserts that he

is the person we should communicate with, but with all due respect we have good
reason for in this instance not doing so. No offence on intended. I

am sure he is very able at his job. And our reasons for contacting direct
are not personal,

Yours sincerely,

(Director of Investigations)
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ROYAL AIR FORCE
Manston Ramsgate Kent CT12 5BS

¥OD Main Building

T Your reference
Attn:  MP{air) |
Eﬁlﬁ@h}i_}i Our referenc:%
8%l MaH/135/8y
Date
sy

éfi Janwary 1985

REPOST OF SICETING OF UTC

]

1. FPleass Pind sitbached sn socouwmt of a sigh
an allegsd TFD 4in Oot 82 writien by a

2a came pergonally to HAP Mesnston with
this account of & sighting, he also gave ne the
negatives of photograpbs he had tekan, which I snclose.

Por OO0

ncissurans

1. Accound of UFC Sighting
2. Film uegatives
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