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NOTE Welcome to the first "Case Histories" (a name I grat:fully acknowledge FSR

for initiating). But it is not a new concept for NUF N. In 1976 & 1977 we did
in fact produce several "Special Case Studies".All we¢ are doing now s to br-
ing these back om a regular basis. Each issue will discuss one (perhaps two )
current cases in great depth (that is greater than our companion N.U.N., would
allow), It may seem odd to kick off with a case that is not in the NUFON area

. but I do not think I heed apologise.For this episade is both fascinating and
very important,Somebody had to collate what we know about it - so why not us?

If you have any ideas for CASE HISTORIES future do not hesitate to say so.,It
will appear 3-4 times a year (dependant, of course, on material).kgngandles.

Introductions A Review

Charles Berlitz is a now notorious writer (described by PROBE magazine as the "in-
ventorof the Bermuda Triangle").Few would quibble with that, nor the fact that his
books tend to be provocative, sensationalist, paying lip service to truth - but best
sellers worldwide,nonetheless. In 1980 GRANADA published his first forray into UFO
territory,co-authored with William Moore,THE ROSWELL INCIDENT (a 1982 Granada paper-
“ack release) discusses (and strings out) an alleged crash in New Mexico during July
1047 when a UFO was supposed to have been recovered,along with dead 3 ft tall occ~-
ipants.As most ufologists will know this story is not new,but has been around for
.ecades,Nor is it the only one of such alleged "retrievals".Almost all the others
come from the USA as well,and indeed some are rather better documented than the one
Jerlitz chose to soup-up.,One is left in a curious state of mind after reading of one.,
7% sounds insane to think that the US government could have known since 1947 that
UiOs are definitely alien,and even to have a super-advanced spaceship in storage.
Especially when one thinks of the vast sums of money poured into NASA for their
“primitive" rockets, But, then again, can all these people really be wrong? Would
they all 1ie? At least we know for sure this time that Berlitz is not having us on,
"or he merely repeats data collected by respected UFO investigators. And then one
Iiwes the inevitabse crunch.Just howcan we possibly take any of this seriously, for
in almost every instance the "scientist" or "official" or "aiar force man' wishes to
renmain anonymous for fear of the "great conspiracy” (which if real surely is the
greatest ever)? It is so perplexing and frustrating (rather like the more general
phenomenon of which it forms a part). I would like to dismiss it all as garbagessss
but an honest reading of this book cannot allow that, Yet...why do these crashes
always occur in America, and always in deserts...and why do they never occur in more
vecent years? We would not get a tale such as this in dear,old conservative Britain
would Weeasoeosuwosd READ ON! ' (The Roswell Incidént, Granada,£1,.25 ppl76)

"ERE THERE'S SMOKE THERE'S FIRE (OR MORE SMOKE):

In February 1981 I received a phone-call from East Anglian author Paul Begg,Paul,
best known for his THIN AIR book (a praiseworthy sceptical examination of mystrey
venishings), as well as chunks of work for THE UNEXPLAINED sequence, is clearly not
one taken in by rumours or mysteries.He looks for answers,not speculations,So what
he had to tell me sounded worth at least checking out.

Tt seems that Paul and his wife had met a man in their.local village pub.He was
slightly known to them,and presumably knew of Paul's interests.So he decided to
rolate an episode he said had occurred a few weeks previous (we think on Tiesday,
Iiecember 30 1980), According to him, the civil radar establishment where he worked
a1 oa that day tracked a UFO.It was night, and their base (one of many such
cyctens that pepper the strategic East Anglian region on alert for enemy invasion
“1.om Bastern Burope) had recorded this unusual target heading towards Suffolk and
“he general region to the eagt of Ipswich (the largest town in the area)., This
nan had not actually been on duty when the incident had happened, but his ffiend
had and he had got the story from him.Allegedly the target was reported to other
-adar systems on the south east coast (bothcivil and military) and was checked again
3% all known air movements.It was uncorrelated.This was the only part their
station played in the affair (although they knew other places had it t00).But they
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were left in doubt abolit the status of the incident when the US Alr Force came

along a couple of days later and took away the tapes of the radar trackings®of
this UFQ.

3eing in a precarious situation vig-a-viz the Official Seerets Act we obviously
cannot name this "witness"., But he did agree to talk to us,cad thanks to Paul UFOIN
nembers Kevin McClure (a specialist in sorting out rumoursi and Peter Warrington
(our most experienced radar case investigator§ checked with him. The story (as
verifiable as it can be) is that just discussed, One added rider was that they were
led to believe, from the USAF people who collected the tapes, that the "anomaly"
had landed not far from Woodbridge Air Force Base (indeed it was suggested even on
the base) and that a metallic craft plus entities was encountered.Electromagnetic
effects on a milatary jeep which approached the site was also claimed,

So = we had a rumour of an extraordinary story, but little more than that. Merely
anecdotal "a friend of a friend told me" type stuff,which one can hardly build
mountains out of., Was there smoke behind the smoke, or a glimmering of real fire?
All we knew was that the radar man seemed to be telling the truth and had no
obvious reason to lie about this. Then came news which changed everything,

THE WONDER OF WOODBRILGEs

Norman Oliver was at this time (still Feb 1981) editor of BUFORA JOURNAL, As such
he picks up stories from all over the world, One day, about this time, he received
a half garbled account from the USA that "something biz" had happened at Woodbridgze
around the turn of the year. The gist of the rumour was the same. The difference
was that this came from a US serviceman now back in the States,who possibly thus

felt freer to talk,

This was all rather interesting, but not half as interesting as what was going on
(unbeknowns to the rest of us) in rural Suffolk itself, When I called Bob Easton
(the nearest UFOIN member to the Woodbridge basc...though still many miles away in
Essex) I intended to tell him ofthe story, but he told me of the Norman Oliver
aspect,and that local BUFORA investigators were onto it as well and finding things
out! *

These local investigators were Brenda Butler (who was closest, in Leiston, about

20 miles north of the area in question) and her friend Dot Street (twenty miles
“urther north in Lowestoft). The two young women covered a vast expanse of mostly
rural land, more or less on their own, Suffolk is such a low-density population
rezion that it has never generated many investigators, although it certainly has
cenerated some intriguing UFO sightings (evidencing the well attested rule that
interesting close encounters o in inverse proportion to the population_density)
One only needs to think of the classic radar/visual from August 1956 (usually known
as the Lakenheath case,since most of the multiple ground and air sightings and
radar trackings involve that base,although Bentwaters USAF base was intimitely -
mixed in there too) (Bentwaters,whilst a distinct USAF base, is immediately beside
Woodbridge,the subject of the 1980 case), This Lakenheath R/V is still

regarded as one of the two or three best cases in UFO history.It has defied ...
attempts to solve it and really must have set our MOD thinking very seriously about
IFOs (if they were not already doing so).Indeed many internal sources have told me
that is so,

Dot & Brenda had picked up the story on their own-initiative and were chasing it
with some haste (as indeed they still are - Jan 1982). This sudden independant
coming together of three, closely linked, rumours made us think very carefully
that something might really be behind them all.Yet, despite the incredible nature
of the information emerging, the media were not latchimg onto it.This seemed (and
still seems) baffling.It is the kind of story any local neéwspaper would surely
Cight for, But, aside from a local BBC interview Brenda did in Autumn 81 (not
picked up nationally), and a London Standard reference to the case in May,there
has not been any media efforts to crack open this affair,

The London Standard piece emerged, in fact, from an interview with me,whilst I

was promoting my then just published book UFO STUDY,It was well-done and factual,
not exaggerating the story (in fact scareely touching on it).It merely quoted from
a half-page "progress report' I wrote at this point for FSR...MILITARY CONTACT
ALIEDED AT AIR BASE...."At present it is impossible to say how much of this is
fact and how much fiction generated by the inevitable stories that are sweeping

~he community."
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SCENE-SET FOR AN ENCOUNTER:

Rendlesham Forest is a large area of wooded land about 8 miles north east of Ipswich
and close to the zoast.It is surrounded almost entirely by nothing at all, save a few
farms.The only habitation of any note is the village of Woodbridge at the western
edge.The USAF bases lie some 3/4 milew from here north of the forest,Earth mystery
lovers will no doubt be interested to know that there are tumulii,Ashe's and a number
of "ley" place names in the region., Should anybody want to land the woods could be
ideal.There are spots open enough for this to occur, whilst the woods themselves
would afford cover.And the very desolate surroundings would certainly reduce the
number of potential witnesses to a minimum.

THE DISCOVERY OF SUBSTANCE BEHIND THE SHADOW:

Clearly crucial -to an understanding of what (if anything) really happened is the local
follow up by Brenda Butler & Dot Street. Brenda prepared a 6-page report on their
work in March 1981,.She circulated a few copies,and I received ome.,It is somewhat
confused and suffers from being a personal description with no real chronology. None
of the half-dozen witnesses cited in it are named,or even given any status at all,
other than Witness 1, 2 , 3 etc. I have talked with both Brenda & Dot in an effort

to clarify what the report implies and think I have this clear.What follows is a
summary (with additional data Brenda ventured to me in a January 1982 discussion).

It now transpires that Brenda discovered the incident within days of it having taken
place (ie a month before the other rumours surfaced).Her informant was a personal
friend at the USAF base, a high ranking officer who often takes part in specfal miss-
jons.He has confided UFO information in her before.On this occasion she was told not
to discuss the matter publically.Afraid,for his sake,yand because she wanted to get
more inside information from him in future, she complied with this request.She only
began to follow it up when,firstly other sources informed her, and later the exist-
ance of the 3egg & Oliver rumours became known.

This primary witness (the officer) claims that this is not the first incident of
this magnitude which has happened in the vicinity of the base, although this was the
most impressive as it involved contact.His story (told initially and confirmed on

follow-up .in February) is as followss-

On (December 30) a farmer in the vicinity of the forest called the base to advise he
had just seen an aircraft crash into ‘the Forest.The base police went out to check on
the claim and came back saying,"there's a UFO in the woods:" (This would be at an
unspecified time but at night%. Someone from the base newspaper heard of this and
went to the scene armed with still and movie camera and in fact filmed the object on
the ground: The base commander,meanwhile,ordered a high-level team to visit the site
(involving himself,chief of security police,several other high-ranking officers and
the individual who was at this point talking with Brendal) So,this man was actually
claiping to have seen all this. The base commander expressly forbade any of the men
to take weapons with them. At the site the object was on the ground apparantly
damaged on the outside.Entities (three of them, about 3 feet tall, and in sélvery
suits) were suspended in mid air beside the craft within shafts of light.They were
repairing their damaged craft.The base commander confiscated all the cameras from
the press sources and demanded a total news blackout.He himself (alone) spoke with
the aliens whilst they worked.The object was on the ground for 4 hours before ¢limbir
to hover briefly over treetops and then shoot away at great speed. Next day an Al0O
-aireraft was sent over the forest looking for radiation traces,They found some.Mean-
while all persomnel on the base were issued with strict instructions not to discuss
the affair publically. This informant spoke to Brenda only on strictly confidential
terms and even then refused to answer two specific questions viz: the precise shape
of the landed craft and the subjects discussed in conversation with the aliens.

RELATED ANOMALIES?:

At about this time (whilst Brenda was the only ufologist to know of this affair) a
number of possibly related anomalkes eame to her notice which might well be of some
interest.The first stemmed from a discussion she had with a man (not military) who
is sometimes called into the base to do major electrical repairs.He (not knowbng

about the crash rumours) told the following tale,from supposedly the same time span

(and possibly refering to the same date).
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The man was called into the base because the lights on the cunway had all gone out
mysteriously.He was not told what had caused this...indeed the base refused to tell
him{ The weather Wag yery cgld and it was night.He-was-ied lo-the Pumway to:fixobliqresororre
(which he-¢%d)-under an arned;guard of s1%” %n'Ifﬁ"rWaéL‘tﬁisOéiédfédi’idOﬁﬁétbﬁddupsbeewi@mr' ot
he has never been so treated £ EACTBALET ord biod (2xuomur desto wid Juous

(odsh omsz odt of nuivste Stomor hre )
Brenda also discovered (through her local information net~ which does”seem i%p L“lféuq DOE

that forestry workers in Rendlesham pad discovered a section of forest with the tops
of trees scorched.They had reported this to the Air Base and were told to keep it
quiet; although presumably not informed why.

e ys me 5]
on other Viditd

On February 12 1981 mystery bangs were allegedly heard in the area of the forest°OnJ;
forestry worker tried to find out what these were and was advised they were due to
unexploded bombs being exploded on Orford Island (off the coast some few miles away,
Brenda checked with the police but they did not confirm this explanation.Indeed the}
had none to offer,Three bangs separated by 20 minutes were apparantly heard, This
informant was asked if he knew anything about an object crashing into the woods,He
said,yes he did, but had been informed it was an aircraft.Since there had been no
mention of this in the press he found it hard to believe.

AN INVESTIGATION IS MOUNTED:

Tn view of the coallescing rumours that something had happened (a'few other sources
naving advised Brenda of an "aircrash") she decided to act.She called Dot Street an.
zave her some information (not it appears,from Dot, as much as she has now given me:
They took the bull by the horns,called the base commander and made an appointment %o
-2¢ him! This was at 4pm on February 18 (7 weeks after the “crash"). They asked the
commander specific questions but he would not answer them.In return he queeried them
on their UFO knowledge.Ultimately they were told to contact the Ministry ofDefence
as all their UFO reports (certainly implying they had some!) went to that source.
does seem to me that some source in the USA must habe been informed too -~ surely?)
The MOD, incidentally, were thus contacted.They told Brenda that they "did not knci
anything of such an incident" and advised she contact the base commander:.

According to the primary witness (the high-up officer) this visit seems to have som~
reprecussion§4$h§ﬁcommqndgrnalleged;y qa}led a meeting-of his..officers.in.an effort-- mlun:
to discover who had ledkgd ‘thé story.The "cilprit” was not.discovered;but one: PR
respected officer was allegedly” shipped straight: back to'the USA.It!is claimed that,, , . .
this was because suspicion fell on him that he was: an!" informantt torufolegists" ¢ <Ir. o« .0
view of these after—effects Brenda's decision not to disclfse the names (or in 8omz "
cases the nature) of her information sources was greatly strengthened., If the story .

so far is true it is very easy to see why. :

From their meeting with the base commander (coming away with the distinct impress*

he knew very well what they had been talking about) the two women went to the Forec
(even though it was now growing dark).They only knew the allesged landing area in a
vague sense,but drove to where.they thought it was approximately.The forest is abou:-
three miles from the base and’ they drove into it and along towards a clearing close
to the alleged site.At this point Brenda goes on to describe a curious incident whi-
nay suffer from personalised interpretations and overimagination (althouBh Dot Stre:

confirms it did occur).

The car suddenly began to vibrate and accelerate (réaching 60/70 .iPH)quite out of
control so far as Brenda (driving) was concerned.Pot was scared and told her to stop
(believing Brenda was doing it on purpose to frighten5her),1n the back seat was
Arenda's 8 year old Alsation.It was whimpering and leaning about madly.After- about
“alf a mile the car suddenly stopped and the dog calmed down.The .women were scared
(I was to discover by a curious synchronous coincidence - which is quite another -
-that Brenda's dog has had a heart condition since birth and does suffer heart
attacks periodically...these cause the doz to jump around until given medication.h.

may or may not be relevant,but should he mentioned as it is not in their report,)

Whilst Brenda went to check the car engine (fihding nothing wrong with it) Dot saw -
house on the edge of the Woods and went off to see if it was occupied.Brenda was

none to keen on being left alone in the gathering gloom and so tried to restart thc
car.It worked perfectly.She drove off after her colleague. At the house Dot was

talking with two elderly gentlemen and Brenda joined in the questionning,
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These two men said there had been a great deal of military z.:tivity in the woods
during the previous month or so.Their house lights had also flashed on and off at
times and TV reception was poorer than normal.They knew nothing of a UFO or "crash".

They drove out of the forest the way they had come (after quite a debate as to whelac®
they should ris§ this).They found an emoty house.And met a an in a white car who
thought "we were doing a check of animals dying in the wood:" (This is apparantly noo
as peculiar as it might sound as most major woodlands have such periodic checks)

On the way out the war began +o vibrate and the oil and ignition lights flashed on

and off.It also skidded.Whilst the women clearly think this might be important 1
wonder if an old car on a rought track in winter might not have a loose connection
shaken about by the terrain? Not that ¥ know that much about cars. '

A FLOOD OF WITNESSES:

By now thoroughly intrigued the investigators aid all they could to seek out the
truth.In doing so they found several other "nameless" persons who ventured what they
1ew.in the main this complied with previous stories (and the Begg & Oliver tumours)
<ome features differed from the allegedly first-hand story given to Brenda soon
. “ter the event,and it must be realised that these witnesses are passing on what thev
seard rather than what they saw (in the main).Some of the "detail" may thus be seen
&s icing sprinkled onto the cake by constant retelling and imagination. Also bear in
mind that some of these people did not request anonymity. Brenda is merely giving Iy
to them in view of the MOD and security associations of the affair.

Aspects of these three separate tales (which come from airmen at the base prijaril;)
which agree with the story so far are theses- Farmer made report; commander & high.
rank officers went out there; UFO had crashed but was repaived; entitics were secil;
radiation and heat counts next day revealed tfaces; marks left on trees al site.

Some aspects which differ (ie new elements in these three tales) aret~ As the UFO
took off the ground beneath it zlowed temporarily with intense heat;the UFO was on
three legs separated by 30 feet eachjthe area was cordoned off for several days and
those enquiring were told that an aircraft had crashed (although no general news
story to this effect was ever released);about two wecks after the incident the farmer
who had first made the report told the base his cattle were playing up and his lighis
and TV flashing.He was tdd merely that there had been an aircrash,But one of Brenda’:
contacts on the base insists..."there were no aircraft up that night”.

It would seem from this that we nust treat this latter batch of detall (save the air
crash story which appears consistant) as rather more insubstantiated (and possibly
fantasy).There does,however,seemn to be a core aspect to the story. Note the "EM
offects on the jeep' feature (whichcame via the officers who took the radar tape) is
not confirmed in any of the stories from the base.

A RETURN TO THE WOODS:

Brenda and Dot went back to Rendlesham Forest to check out the exact landing site
(which had now been confirmed by one of the other base vontacts).It wes very close
to where they had gone (by "accident”) and where the car effects allegedly were,The
site was in a "restricted area” (it seems that it might be land owned by the base).
They actually passed a sign which read,"ENTRY ONLY BY PERMISSION OF THE BASE
COMMANDER ,BENTWATERS" . However,they passed this to approach the Forestry Commission
Office and discussed the case with two forestry officers in there.They knew some
+hings,but did not seem acquainted with all the featurss of the primary rumour.The:r
added (from the subsiduary rumours) the bit about the farmers cattle acting up; plus
comment that the UFO was very brightly 1it and had been erratic on take-off. They
were given permission to go +o the site,but the area was under snow and they decide.
to put this off for a while.What they did do was g0 in search of the farmer,

At the first smallholding (about half a mile from the forest) the farmer andhis wiloe
denied seeing anything but said they had heard a UFO had come fown on Woodbridge
land,He also told them two men had visited then soon after the incident looking for
the farmer who had reported the event,This farmer directed them (as he did Brenda &
Dot).The farmer's wife,incidentally,said there was only one man.The two forestry
officials had previously told Brenda & Dot that one man had been asking them qitest? A
and searching for the farmer just two days after the "crash" (ie New Years Day 1981
They had no idea who he was.The farmer & wife said they told the men/man they just

o e T e i  dmwn . The men never returned,They were
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The investigators found the farmér;He refuse¢ to talk.to t! m.As” they drove off he
"eyed the.car closely”, R ' o e
Through other sources the ufologists had followed up sever: . reports of IITS seen '
the Leiston area between December 27 and 30.0ne man in a p o told them he had seen =

bright lizht one.night during this:period over Rendlesham Forest: He presumed it
was an aircraft but was slightly puzzled why it stayed in one spot for 20 minutes.

Vs

Ipswiclh and Woodbridge police were both contacted.Brenda says,"they definitely kne.
something' but shunted her back and forth with "you’ll have to talk to thc base
commander,..We can't tell you anything'. They even tried to get the locak paper
interested,The Leiston office called the HQ in Ipswich with Brenda listening.They
did not react as they normally do in such circumstances,telling the local reorter t:
check it out...they just said simply "Leave iti". Brenda and Dot believe that the
press may have been prevented from following the case by application of pressure
from official sources.

Brenda & Dot's second visit to the Forest was on February 24,0n March 9 they callec ..
the Forestry Commission again and spoke to one of the two officers they had met
earlier.He was abrupt and denied all knowledge of the incident{ Through a contact
in the Forestry service the women tried to get to the site,But they were told that
"for some strange reason” this was not possible.The area in question had suddenly
been burnt to the ground for no obvious reason.This was on February 26, .two days
after their visit to the Forestry Commission Offices)

Paul Begg told me in London in October 1981 told me he had run up against a brickwa™
of denials when he tried to check things out.Nobody admitted to knowing anything.
~imilarly,Bob Baston,the BUFORA Coordinator for Brenda & Dot's rezion,has met a
barrage of denials and continual shuntings from person to person and office: to . -
7ffice.He told me,"I think something genuinely did happen...but beyond that I can®"
7o' At my request he and Andy Collins are hopefully going to visit the areato ha. v
another bash, ' '

WHAT IS THE EXPLANATION?

I now know just how Berlitz and Len Stringfleld (compiler of the original USA cras’
stories,for his FSR series) must feel. I am sure that Brenda and Dot are tellirg
the truth,And I respect their reasons for maintaining anonymity of witnesses.This *-
a sensitive issue and the move is a wise one.l hope,however,these people will be
willing to talk with strictly vetted persons...and I think some of them will,

Did a UFO crash? An honest assessment of this case suggests (as incredible as it
mizht seem) that there is at least a gocd possibility that the essence of the stoxy
is true. The whole thing does gell together rather well., So far as I can see therc -
little doubt that something very curious happened that night (which for some rea:zc..
officialdom is hushing up to a great extent). For it all to be rumour seems moct
improbable as too many people alledge tb have seen things and there is a consideral
consistancy.And if rumour why not denounce it...and why obtain the civilian rada::
tapes? (Not that rumours are well known for turning up on radar screens,that isi)

A cover-story clearly emerged that the crashed object was a plane (perhaps thanks -
the farmer thinkinz that was what it must have been)., But why cover-up a plane-
crash in woodland? And how do you get this plane out of there afterwards? And why
again take away the radar tapes? The "plane crash” story would be an effective wey
of deflecting interest,And there is a story from one source that the plane which
crashed had some kind of nasty weapon inside (maybe ®wven a nuglear bomb ~ hence tho
radia*ion?) But could such a crash be hidden (presumably to prevent panic or publ:-
outcries against necessary military deployments)$ I have grave doubts about the
ethics of all this if that really is the amswer. Maybe the UFO siory was seeded tn
hide the crash,But it seems the other way round,For it was the planecrash rumour
that was spread to farmers and fpresters.The UFO rumour came only to restricted
sources., Realistically a UFO crash does scem a better explanation.

Brenda Butler is fair in her assessment.with which I concur,"We must have ancpen
mind.It may have been a UFO,..or a secret experiment of some sort." We are not

giving up.Lord Clancarty is looking at the government angle for us,Lawyer Harcy

Harris is probing the legality of this apparaant cover-up of something.Brenda & Lo~
aré plugzing away...s We intend to find out what really happened.,
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