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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

at Bentwaters.

C'A ¥“' {1
!—' ¢

o

3

a1

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.
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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
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