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From: }
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ~
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SWT;
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.

Our Reference
Arnold , 20-06-2006-103410-004

Nottingham Date
Section 40 | PR st 2006
vear

| wrote to you on 30 June 2006 informing you that your request for copies of background
briefing and advice provided in response to parliamentary questions by Lord Hill-Norton
on 25 January and 3 May 2001 had been considered to fall within the scope of Section
36 (Prejudice to the effective conduct of public affairs) of the Freedom of Information Act
2000 and the Ministry of Defence was therefore required to consider whether there are
overriding reasons why disclosure would not be in the public interest. These
considerations have now concluded and | am writing to provide you with the outcome.

The Ministry of Defence holds a number of papers relevant to your requests including the
two questions, the draft answers and background notes and internal advice which was .
used to compile the responses . This information falls within the scope of Section 36
(2)(b)(i) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 — Prejudice to the effective conduct of
public affairs, as it relates to information that would, or would be likely to, inhibit the free
and frank provision of advice.

Against disclosure of the information is the need to insure that officials are able to
provide Ministers with free and frank opinions and advice in support of draft answers
provided to parliamentary questions without this information becoming public. Routine
release of such information could inhibit this process and therefore prejudice the effective
conduct of public affairs. This would not be in the public interest.

However, this must be balanced against the public need to be assured that accurate
information is given in answers provided by Ministers in response to parliamentary
questions. All Freedom of Information requests are considered individually on their merits
and in this case, the age and contents of the background information has been taken into
account. It has been concluded that as the Defence Intelligence Staff, Unidentified Aerial
Phenomena report to which the parliamentary questions refer has now been released
into the public domain, there is no longer a harm with release of the majority of the
background papers. The balance of public interest therefore falls in favour of release and
| have enclosed copies of these documents with this letter. A few minor details have
been removed as they are not relevant to your request. These consist of internal
guidance notes for staff answering parliamentary correspondence, names of officials and
information referring to other unconnected parliamentary questions.
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%ope this is helpful. If you are unhappy with this response or wish to complain about
y aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact the undersigned in
the first instance. Should you remain dissatisfied, then you may apply for an internal
review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6" Floor, MOD Main
Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail: Info-XD @ mod.uk).

If you are still unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of
Information Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not normally
investigate your case until the MOD internal review process has been completed.
Further details of the role and powers of the Information Commissioner can be found on
the Commissioner’s website, http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,




LORDS WRITTEN PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION - URGENT ACTION REQUIRED
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K FOR RETURN : 12:00 ON 18 January 2001
PQ REFERENCE : PQ 0351L
PQ TYPE : LORDS WRITTEN
MINISTER REPLYING : -NOTFOUND-
LEAD BRANCH: : SEC (AS)

 COPY ADDRESSEE(S

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

Peer’s DETAIL: Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB

QUESTION -

To ask Her Majesty’s Government To ask Her Majesty's Government what is the highest classification
th be Ministry of Defence document concerning Unidentified Flying Objects. —
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@0 03511 - Lord Hill Norton

Question:

To ask HMG what is the highest classification that has been applied to any Ministry of Defence
document concerning Unidentified Flying Objects.

Answer:

The highest classification is Secret.

Background Note: headed UK RESTRICTED
A [limited] search of material identified as relating to "UFOs' indicates that the vast majority of the
papers that exist on the subject, on open and closed files, are unclassified. Directorate Air Staff
(Secretariat) has traced a small number of documents graded Secret. They relate to discussions
concerning handling of correspondence and administrative arrangements not 'UFO' reports and
appear to hold a higher classification than might be expected from the nature of the material they
contain. The DIS has applied the classification of SECRET UK EYES ONLY to a recent report
generated on Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP). The report concluded a low priority study to
—— database reports of UAP sightings that have been received within that area over a period of some 30
years. The main conclusion of the report was that sightings provided nothing of value to the DIS
and a decision has been taken to cease work on the subject. The overall classification of the report

was dictated by analysis material included on the UK Air Defence Ground Environment. The

document is otherwise UK Restricted.
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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
U CLASSFIED

et

POSSIBLE ANSWER TO PO 03511

The DIS has applied the classification of SECRET UK EYES ONLY to a recent
report generated on Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP). The DIS has received
copies of UAP sightings for about 30 years. These were filed without analysis.
Recently, a low priority study was conducted to database the reports and carry out
an analysis. The main conclusion was that the sightings provided nothing of value
to the DIS in the assessment of weapon systems and that sightings can be
explained as mis-reporting of man-made vehicles, natural but not unusual
phenomena and natural but relatively rare and not completely understood
phenomena. A decision has been made not to carry out any further work on the
subject. The overall classification of the report was dictated by the analysis’
material included on the UK Air Defence Ground Environment otherwise it is UK
RESTRICTED.

U CLASS | F1ED

___UKRESTRICTED -

sk TOTAL PAGE. B2 ok




: REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

| QM(SEC)

From:

Sent: 17 January 2001 13:23
To: DAS4A1(SEC

Cc:

Subject: RE: UFO Related PQs
Importance: Low

Not a very comprehensive reply | am afraid, but it is as follows:
(Cecenchf n&}-& cefrom
a. Our highest classification for UFO documents is RESTRICTED

Please let me know if we can be of further assistance.

is fast ball but Lord Hill-Norton has submitted 4 PQs relating to a UFO report _
We (I) have been asked to provide inputs to DAS4A1 (SEC) on 2 of the PQs:

The first question is ' What is the highest classification that has been applied to é_ny MOD document
concerning UFOs'

Answers have to be with DAS4A1(SEC) by cease work Wed 17 Jan 01. As I shall be out of office on that day,

grateful if you would forward your inputs (including any pertinent background info and an indication of what, if

anything, we would be happy to release to the public dpmain by way of a stated answer) on CHOtS direct to
—(DAS4A1 (SEC)), info me.ﬁ)
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“DAS4A1(SEC)
" From: —
Sent: 17 January 2001 09:37
To: DAS4A1(SEC)
Subject: RE: PQ 0351L

How abff)ut something like this for the background note?
|

Identifi*:ation of relevant records.

il
The Miwi\i/stry of Defence has two main archives. One, the main archive located at Hayes that
currently has in excess of 65 linear miles of records. A great majority of these are Services
personnel records, but approximately, 10 linear miles are registered and unregistered files
created by MOD HQ branches and outstations. These date back to the mid-1970s and are held
awaiting review or for those already reviewed destruction. These records will carry a protective
marking no higher than SECRET. A second, a much smaller archive, is located in central London
holding|approximately 3,000 linear feet of files with a protective marking at TOP SECRET level or

requiring SPECIAL HANDLING).

There I# no thematic index of files stored in either archive, although an exercise to create a
databasb of archive holdings has been in place for a couple of years. But this is limited to
recording basic file information such as file reference and the title as designated by the branch
creatinj the record. The latter have proved to be particularly unhelpful on other exercises over
the yeads for example a Ministerial file titled "USA" carried exchanges of correspondence of an
ephemeral nature as well as significant details of "co-operation on special projects”.

To undértake any search of the archives staff must be in the possession of at least - the
abbrevi@te branch title and key words that might appear in the title. A physical search through
MOD Form 262Fs (stored, in the main separately from files and totalling more than 1 mitlion)

ensures,
. The ideﬁptification of relevant files would then leads to the physical examination of the contents
to estab}ish the protective marking of individual documents and their relevancy to the subject.

Similar éxercises in the past P@f U €. e Pro Wﬁcﬁmgi'
P

—72 In 1998?ELord Hill Norton asked a number of PQs relating to departmental holding of files
relating to the subject of ufos. As a consequence of the above research was limited to the
identifid‘ tion only of Sec(AS) and predecessor files that carried the title "UFOs".

More recently, a member of the public ask for information relating to files on the same subject
that alsq required a search of the archives. As with the previous occasion only a limited search
was undertaken.

-[PQO351L (vou might wish to consider ending on an upbeat!)

So far asi this PQ is concerned, and in attempt to be helpful, a limited search through the holding
of files held by DAS(Sec) on this subject has been carried out. With the following resulx.......... ]

I hope tHat this is helpful

” T

17/01/01




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT Page 2 of 2

t----Original Message-----
Erom: DAS4AI1(SEC)

entz 16 January 2001 15:53 -
0 h

Sut‘»_iect:‘PQ 0351L
Further to our discussion earlier today about the classification of
documents concerning UFOs for one of the PQs we are

answering, I would be grateful if you could send me something in
writing that we can include in the background note, It may be

helpful to mention the trawl of files you did for—

query.

The question asked in the PQ is:

To ask Her Majesty's Government what is the highest
classification that has been applied to any Ministry of Defence
document concerning Unidentified Flying Objects.

As our deadline for the PQ is 1200 on Thursday 18 January, T
would appreciate a response as soon as possible.

Thank you

DAS4al(Sec)

17/01/01



- REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

L @pisec)

From:
Sent: 16 January 2001 16:07
To: DAS4A1(SEC) _
Cc:
Subject: UFO RELATED PQs
Importance: High
_'requested that we provide input to you on the following 2 PQs:

a. "What is the highest classification that has been applied to any MOD document concerning UFOs?"

Recervets Clasrhriochon j=
We have examined the file records of the Area Radar Units (LATCC (MIl) and ScATCC (Mil)) and the Headquarters
STC Operations Support Air Traffic Control (formerly HQ MATO) for instances of UFO reports. We do riot hold any#
files that contain data relating to UEOs at either the HQ or the Area Radar units# In any case the maximum
classification of files held is SECRET, therefore if there had been any input in the past this would have been the
likely maximum classification. What we can say is that reports of UFOs received by AIS (Mil), are reported to your

Signed on CHOtS
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Ministry of Defence

FRIDAY 4 MAY 2001

Admiral of The Fleet The I.ord Hill-Norton GCB(X) (CB)

LORDS WRITTEN.

To ask Her Majesty's Government, further to the Written Answer by the

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean on 25th J anuary (WA 22), why the

Unidentified Flying Objects documents referred to were classified secret;

whether these documents had any caveats attached to them; and what was the -
reason for any such caveats. (HL1808) B

Minister replying Baroness Symbﬁs

One document was classified ‘Secret’ with a ‘UK Eyes Only’ caveat because it contained
information about the UK air defence ground environment that could be of significant value to
hostile or potentially hostile states. Associated correspondence was given the same
classification. Generally, however, notifications of and correspondence on the subject of "UFO'
sightings are unclassified.

April 01 ‘ PQRef 1432L



The National Archives
Lord Hill-Norton
Copy of background briefing papers covering MOD response to Lord Hill-Norton’s question on security classification of UFO papers, 2001.
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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

@.cxcrounp NOTE

PQ 0351L, tabled by Lord Hill-Norton in J. anuary, asked for the highest classification applied
to any MOD document concerning 'UFOs' and the answer given explained that was Secret.
The Background Note indicated that a small number of documents had been traced by the
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat) with a classification of Secret, including one which
referred to a report by the DIS on 'Unidentified Aerial Phenomena’. The Background Note
also contained comment on the document, its classification and the classification of associated
correspondence, and that information is now used in answer to this latest question.

DRAFTED BY

AUTHORISED BY
GRADE/RANK
BRANCH

abse A
Mm.

6A ﬁ&\%\.ﬁ&aﬁ

DECLARATION: I have satisfied myself that the above answer and background note
are in accordance with the Government's policy on answering PQs, Departmental
instructions (DCI GEN 150/97), and the Open Government Code (DCI GEN 54/98).
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27-4prtl 2001 11:25

Sent:
To:
Cc: SR
Subject: PQ 14321
; REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
Importance: High

1. Apologies for the delay in getting back to you. _.as approved the contribution to the

answer to PQ 1432L that | sent to you yesterday.

g more to add to the contribution we sent to you to you

2. As far as the background note is concerned, there is nothin
S report used the term Unidentified Aerial Phenomena

for the earlier PQ (25 Jan WA 22). Note, however, that the DI
- not UFOs, - . ,

3. Regards




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

Fro. @) TR
Sent: ‘ pril 2001 12:36

=N

To:
Cc: =
‘Subjeci: PQ1432L

importance: High

.

1. My suggested answer to PQ 1436L is as follows:

" One report was classified Secret, with a UK Eyes Only caveat. The reason for this was that it contained information
about the UK air defence ground environment that could have been of significant value to hostile or potentially
hostile states. Associated correspondence was accordingly given the same classification and caveat".

2. The above is based on thé yassumptigon that your only Secret UFO documents were indeed correspondanée
relating to the DIS report. You also need to check whether your documents also had a UKEO caveat.

- 3. Grateful for sight of your final draft.

PS as agreed, we will wait out for your draft response to 1432L. You may want to consider the implications if any of
the Freedom Of Information Act.
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To ask HMG, further to the Written Answer by the Baroness Symons . . . on 25 J anuary (WA 22),
why the Unidentified Flying Objects documents referred to were classified secret; whether these
documents had any caveats attached to them; and what was the reason for any such caveats.

Draft Answer -

Notifications of and correspondence on the subject of "UFQO" sightings are generally
unclassified. However, one particular document was found to be classified 'Secret', with a
'UK Eyes Only' caveat because it containéd information about the UK air defence ground
environment that could have been of significant value to hostile or potentially hostile states.

Associated correspondence has been given the same classification.

Draft Eaclcground Note:

PQ 0351L, tabled by Lord Hill-Norton in January, asked for the highest classification applied to any
MOD document concerning "UFOs' and the answé; g;iven explained that was Secret. The
Background Note indicated that a small number of documents had been traced by the Directorate
Air Staff (Secretariat) with a classification of Secret, including one which referred to a report by the
DIS on 'Unidentified Aerial Phenomena'. The Background Note also contained comment on the

document, its classification and the classification of associated correspondence and that information

is now used in answer to this latest question.

¥




.. LORDS WRITTEN PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION - URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

A" ZOR RETURN : 12:00 ON 30 April 2001

PQ . MPRENCE . : PQ 1432L
PQ TYPE o : LORDS WRITTEN
MINISTER REPLYING : ‘NOTFOUND-
LEAD BRANCH: : SEC (AS)

DRESSEE(S)

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

Peer’s DETAIL: Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB

QUESTION

To ask Her Majesty’s Government To ask Her Majesty's Government, further to the Written Answer
by the Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean on 25th January (WA 22), why the Unidentified Flying
Objects documents referred to were classified secret; whether these documents had any caveats attached
to them; and what was the reason for any such caveats. (HL1808) '




g WA 21 Written Answers [25 JANUARY 2001] Written Answers

WA 20 4*2

a potential threat to national security. No such interest
appears to have been shown.

L ]

P Written Answers

Thursday, 25th {é’?“‘” ¥ 2001. & Lord Hill-Norton aked Her Majesty’s Government: S

Whether personnel from Porton Down visited
Rendlesham Forest or the area surrounding RAF
Walton in December 1980 or January 1981; and
whether they are aware of any tests carried out in
either of those two areas aimed at assessing any
nuclear, biological or chemical hazard. [HL301]

Chinook Helicopter Mk II: Conversion
Training

Lord Chalfont asked Her Majesty’s Government:

When the Chinook helicopter simulator training
facility and its related training programme were
upgraded to cater for the Mk. II version of the
helicopter; and when Flight Lieutenants Tapper and
Cook completed their upgraded training
programme. [HL324]

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: The staff at the
Defence Evaluation and Research Agency (DERA)

" Chemical and Biological Defence (CBD) laboratories
at Porton Down have made a thorough search of their
archives and have found no record of any such visits,

The Minister of State, Ministry of Defence (Baroness
Symons of Vernham Dean) The reconfiguration of the
Chinook simulator to Mk?2 standard was completed in

-~ Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty’s Government: e
Whether they are aware of any uncorrelated

the last quarter of 1993. The instructing training staff
of the Operational Conversion Flight had completed
conversion to the Mk2 version in August 1993,

Flt Lt Tapper and FIt Lt Cook completed their
conversion training programmes on 28 February 1994
and 17 March 1994 respectively.

European Sécurity and Defence Policy:
Intelligence Management

Lord Shore of Stepney asked Her Majesty’s
Government:

What are the commitments which the United
Kingdom has entered into, under the European
Security and Defence Policy, for the gathering,
analysis and distribution of intelligence material for
European Union purposes. [HL405]

_ Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: At the
European Council at Nice, EU member states agreed
the terms of reference of the EU Military Staff, which
would perform “early warning, situation assessment
and strategic planning for Petersberg tasks”.

To ‘carry out this task the staff will rely on
appropriate national and multinational intelligence
capabilities. The detailed arrangements for handling
intelligence material will be subject to stringent
safeguards and will take full account of existing
national and multinational agreements.

% Rendlesham Forest Incident %

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty’s Government:

Whether they are aware of any involvement by
Special Branch personnel in the investigation of the
1980 Rendlesham Forest incident. [HL303]

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: Special Branch
officers may have been aware of the incident but would
not have shown an interest unless there was evidence of

1 LW0019-PAGYI
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targets tracked on radar in November or December
1980; and whether they will give details of any such
incidents. [HL302]

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: Records dating

from 1980 no longer exist. Paper records are retained o
for a period of three years before being destroyed. —

Recordings of radar data are retained for a period of
thirty days prior to re-use of the recording medium.

-\

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty’s Government:

What is the highest classification that has been
applied to any Ministry of Defence document
concerning Unidentified Flying Objects. [HL304]

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: A limited
earch through available files has identified a number
f documents graded Secret. The overall classification
f the documents was not dictated by details of specific
ightings of “UFOs”.. '

Arms Brokering and Trafficking: Licensing

Lord Hylton asked Her Majesty’s Government:

When they expect to implement licensing for arms
brokering and trafficking, which they announced at
last year’s Labour Party Conference. [HL343]

The Minister for Science, Department of Trade and
Industry (Lord Sainsbury of Turville): The new
licensing controls on arms brokering and trafficking
announced last September will be introduced under
new powers on trafficking and brokering to be
contained in an Export Control Bill; The Queen’s
‘Speech announced that the Government will publish
this Bill in draft during this session of Parliament. Full

details of the new controls proposed on arms
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From:

Sent: 006 16:12
To: ‘
Subiject: Internet-authorised: Freedom of Information Requests

Thank you for responding so quickly. These will go out to the applicants today.

Regards

As promised I've taken a look at you responses. They all look fine to me. I note that
you have been as factual as possible in your replies so apart from a small amount of
exempt info they get the lot.

I'll assume that they are all going out in the next day or two. Well done.

Regards

defence.gsi.gov.uk]

Subject: Freedom of Information Requests
Importance: High

At last I have the Ministers approval to send the responses to four of the
FOI requests referred to yourselves. Please see attached my draft
responses. I have not attached all the papers as these are not held
electronically and there are rather a lot of them. If you are content I
will get these off to the applicants.

The Cases are:

- Case Ref: 5438
Case Ref: 5437
- Case Ref: 5334

Case Ref:5338




N The’ final case _ is still being worked on and I will contact you
about this asap. '

Regards

Section 48
Section 40
Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information
5th Floor, Zone H,_
Main Building
Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 2HB

This e-mail (and any attachment) is intended only for the attention of the
addressee(s). Its unauthorised use, disclosure, storage or copying is not
permitted. If you are not the intended recipient, please destroy all copies
and inform the sender by return e-mail.

Internet e-mail is not a secure medium. Any reply to this message could be
intercepted and read by someone else. Please bear that in mind when deciding
whether to send material in response to this message by e-mail.

This e-mail (whether you are the sender or the recipient) may be monitored,
recorded and retained by the Department For Constitutional Affairs. E-mail
monitoring / blocking software may be used, and e-mail content may be read
at any time. You have a responsibility to ensure laws are not broken when
composing or forwarding e-mails and their contents.
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... LORDS WRITTEN PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION - URGENT ACTION REQUIRED

1’1«: FOR RETURN : 12:00 ON 18 January 2001
PQ REFERENCE : PQ 0351L

PQ TYPE : LORDS WRITTEN
MINISTER REPLYING : -NOTFOUND-

LEAD BRANCH: : SEC (AS)

COPY ADDRESSEE(S) :

. MDP Sec

‘DiSec) /T=fo-

D NEWS

D AIR RP

- The answer and background note must be authorised by a civil servant at Senior Civil
Service level or a military officer at one-star level or above who is responsible for ensuring
that the information and advice provided is accurate and reflects Departmental Instructions
on answering PQs DCI GEN 150/97.

- Those contributing information for PQ answers and background notes are responsible for
ensuring the information is accurate.

- The attached checklist should be used by those drafting PQ answers and background
material, those contributing information and those responsible for authorising the answer
and background note as an aid to ensuring that departmental policy is adhered to.

- If you or others concerned are uncertain about how PQs are answered seek advice from a

senior civil servant in or closely associated with your area.

Peer’s DETAIL: Admiral of The Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB

QUESTION -

To ask Her Majesty’s Government To ask Her Majesty's Government what is the highest classification.
that h ] inistry of Defence document concerning Unidentified Flying Objects,
(HL304)
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‘?o 0351L - Lord Hill Norton

Question:

To ask HMG what is the highest classification that has been applied to any Ministry of Defence
document concerning Unidentified Flying Objects.

Answer:

The highest classification is Secret.

Background Note: headed UK RESTRICTED
A [limited] search of material identified as relating to 'UFOs' indicates that the vast majority of the
papers that exist on the subject, on open and closed files, are unclassified. Directorate Air Staff
(Secretariat) has traced a small number of documents graded Secret. They relate to discussions
concerning handling of correspondence and administrative arrangements not "UFO' reports and
appear to hold a higher classification than might be expected from the nature of the material they
contain. The DIS has applied the classification of SECRET UK EYES ONLY to a recent report
generated on Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP). The report concluded a low priority study to
— database reports of UAP sightings that have been received within that area over a period of some 30
years. The main conclusion of the report was that sightings provided nothing of value to the DIS
and a decision has been taken to cease work on the subject. The overall classification of the report

was dictated by analysis material included on the UK Air Defence Ground Environment. The

document is otherwise UK Restricted.
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UNCEKASSIRIED

POSSIBLE ANSWER TO PQ 03511

The DIS has applied the classification of SECRET UK EYES ONLY to a recent
report generated on Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP). The DIS has received
copies of UAP sightings for about 30 years. These were filed without analysis.
Recently, a low priority study was conducted to database the reports and carry out
an analysis. The main conclusion was that the sightings provided nothing of value
to the DIS in the assessment of weapon systems and that sightings can be
explained as mis-reporting of man-made vehicles, natural but not unusual
phenomena and natural but relatively rare and not completely understood
phenomena. A decision has been made not to carry out any further work on the
subject. The overall classification of the report was dictated by the analysis
material included on the UK Air Defence Ground Environment otherwise it is UK
RESTRICTED.
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_@‘4A1(SEC)

From: 2GP-ISTAR2-2A-802 « St

Sent: 17 January 2001 13:23

To: DAS4A1(SEC)

Cc: DAO ADGE1; STC-CMDSEC-SEC-PARL
Subject: RE: UFO Related PQs

Importance: Low

Not a very comprehensive reply | am afraid, but it is as follows:

ceech u}w cetton
a. Our highest classification for UFO documents is RESTRICTED.
b. We have no records dating back to Nov Dec 1980. Therefore it is impossible to give any information

regarding the second question.

Please let me know if we can be of further assistance.

Sqn Lo

SO s1
Ext

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 16 January 2001 10:38

To: * 2GP-ISTAR2-S01; 2GP-ISTAR2-2A-S0O2; STC-OPSSPT-ATC-AREA2/SQO2
Cc: DAS4A1(SEC)

Subject: UFO Related PQs

__Importance: High

Sorry for this fast ball but Lord Hill-Norton has submitted 4 PQs relating to a UFO report about lights in
Mendlesham Forest circa 1980!! We (1) have been asked to provide inputs to DAS4A1 (SEC) on 2 of the PQs:

The first question is ' What is the highest classification that has been applied to é_ny MOD document
concerning UFOs'

The second question is 'Is HMG aware of any uncorrelated targets tracked on radar in Nov or Dec 1980; and
whether they (HMG) will give details of any such incidents'

| doubt we have any records remaining for this period, but we must go through the motions. Grateful therefore if
you could check down the organisation to see if there are any files or logbooks that go back to 1980 and whether

any record exists of such activity. On the AD side could you also check with STCOC (old DCON records) as well
as the CRCs.

By way of interpretation, | would define 'uncorrelated targets' as 'radar tracks that have not been positively
identified by normal means'. —

-

Answers have to be with DAS4A1(SEC) by cease work Wed 17 Jan 01. As I shall be out of office on that day,
grateful if you would forward your inputs (including any pertinent background info and an indication of what, if

anything, we would be happy to release to the public dpmain by way of a stated answer) on CHOtS dlrect to
*DAS4A1 (SEC)), info me. TVM
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‘ DAS4A1(SEC)

From: Info(Exp)-Records1
Sent: 17 January 2001 09:37
To: DAS4A1(SEC)
Subject: RE: PQ 0351L

How about something like this for the background note?
Identification of relevant records.

The Ministry of Defence has two main archives. One, the main archive located at Hayes that
currently has in excess of 65 linear miles of records. A great majority of these are Services
personnel records, but approximately, 10 linear miles are registered and unregistered files
created by MOD HQ branches and outstations. These date back to the mid-1970s and are held
awaiting review or for those already reviewed destruction. These records will carry a protective
marking no higher than SECRET. A second, a much smaller archive, is located in central London
holding approximately 3,000 linear feet of files with a protective marking at TOP SECRET level or
requiring SPECIAL HANDLING).

There is no thematic index of files stored in either archive, although an exercise to create a
database of archive holdings has been in place for a couple of years. But this is limited to
recording basic file information such as file reference and the title as designated by the branch
creating the record. The latter have proved to be particularly unhelpful on other exercises over
the years for example a Ministerial file titled "USA" carried exchanges of correspondence of an
ephemeral nature as well as significant details of "co-operation on special projects".

To undertake any search of the archives staff must be in the possession of at least - the
abbreviate branch title and key words that might appear in the title. A physical search through
MOD Form 262Fs (stored, in the main separately from files and totalling more than 1 million)
ensures.

The identification of relevant files would then leads to the physical examination of the contents
to establish the protective marking of individual documents and their relevancy to the subject.

Similar exercises in the past ,3@“; V. € . Re- TRo Md«gg
/ 1

In 1998 Lord Hill Norton asked a number of PQs relating to departmental holding of files
relating to the subject of ufos. As a consequence of the above research was limited to the
identification only of Sec(AS) and predecessor files that carried the title "UFQOs".

More recently, a member of the public ask for information relating to files on the same subject
that also required a search of the archives. As with the previous occasion only a limited search
was undertaken. '

[PQO351L (you might wish to consider ending on an upbeat!)

So far as this PQ is concerned, and in attempt to be helpful, a limited search through the holding
of files held by DAS(Sec) on this subject has been carried out. With the following result.......... 1

I hope that this is helpful -

17/01/01
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From: DAS4A1(SEC)

Sent: 16 January 2001 15:53
To: Info(Exp)-Records1
Subject: PQ 0351L

Further to our discussion earlier today about the classification of
documents concerning UFOs for one of the PQs we are
answering, I would be grateful if you could send me something in
writing that we can include in the background note. It may be
helpful to mention the trawl of files you did for BRI

query.
The question asked in the PQ is:

To ask Her Majesty's Government what is the highest
classification that has been applied to any Ministry of Defence
document concerning Unidentified Flying Objects.

As our deadline for the PQ is 1200 on Thursday 18 January, I
would appreciate a response as soon as. possible.

Thank you
-

- DAS4al(Sec
_, MB8245

17/01/01



5‘34A1(SEC)

From: :
Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:

Importance:

STC-OPSSPT-ATC-AREA2/SO2

16 January 2001 16:07

DAS4A1(SEC)

DAO ADGET1,; STC-OPSSPT-ATC-AREA/SO1; STC-OPSSPT-ATC-Gp Capt
UFO RELATED PQs

High

DAO ADGE 1 requested that we provide input to you on the following 2 PQs:

a. "What is the highest classification that has been applied to any MOD document concerning UFQOs?"
b. "Is HMG aware of any uncorrelated targets tracked on radar in Nov or Dec 1980; and whether they

(HMG) will give details of any such incidents?"
Recovets Closrihrietron (=
We have examined the file records of the Area Radar Units (LATCC (MII) and ScATCC (Mil)) and the Headquarters
STC Operations Support Air Traffic Control (formerly HQ MATO) for instances of UFO reports. We do not hold any+
 files that contain data relating to UFOs at either the HQ or the Area Radar units: In any case the maximum
classification of files held is SECRET, therefore if there had been any input in the past this would have been the

likely maximum classification. What we can 'sa

office’on

Unco metocbeat: {:z:«w&a;(fs -

y is that reports of UFOs received by AIS (Mil), are reported to your

In so far as the question of an awareness of any "uncorrelated targets tracked on radar in Nov or Dec 1980" our
records do not extend that far back. Unusual incidents would be noted in the Air Traffic Control Watch Logs at
LATCC (Mil) or SCATCC (Mil); The ATC Watch Logs are retained for a period of 3 years and are then subsequently
destroyed. Recordings of radar data are retained for a period of 30 days prior to the re-use of the recording medium.

Signed on CHOtS

Sqgn Ldr

e




5;4A1(SEC)

From: D Ao  DAOADGE!
Sent: 16 January 2001 10:38
/

- To: 2GP-ISTAR2-S01; 2GP-ISTAR2-2A-S02; STC-OPSSPT-ATC-AREA2/SO2
Cc: DAS4A1(SEC) '
Subject: UFO Related PQs
importance: High

Sorry for this fast ball but Lord Hill-Norton has submitted 4 PQs relating to a UFO report about lights in Mendlesham
Forest circa 1980!! We () have been asked to provide inputs to DAS4A1 (SEC) on 2 of the PQs:

The first question is ' What is the highest classification that has been applied to any MOD document
concerning UFOs'

The second question is 'ls HMG aware of any uncorrelated targets tracked on radar in Nov or Dec 1980; and
whether they (HMG) will give details of any such incidents'

I doubt we have any records remaining for this period, but we must go through the motions. Grateful therefore if you
could check down the organisation to see if there are any files or logbooks that go back to 1980 and whether any
record exists of such activity. On the AD side could you also check with STCOC (old DCON records) as well as the
CRCs.

By way of interpretation, | would define 'uncorrelated targets' as 'radar tracks that have not been positively identified
by normal means'.

v

Answers have to be with DAS4A1(SEC) by cease work Wed 17 Jan 01. As | shall be out of office on that day,
grateful if you would forward your inputs (including any pertinent background info and an indication of what, if

~_anything, we would be happy to release to the public domain by way of a stated answer) on CHOtS direct to
ﬂm1 (SEC)), info me. TVM B 0

DAO ADGE1
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Sent: 24 August 2006 17:34

To:
Cc:

Subject: RE: Ministerial Submission

In the last of several discussions this aﬂernoon'withp@ed me why the Minister had been asked to
take a view on disclosure when the advice we were all giving him implied that there was effectively no choice (I
refrained from saying that it was therefore perverse to disagree!). We then discussed whether it had been
appropriate for the Minister to be consulted in the first place and, having seen your submissions, my inclination
is to think not — or if he was approached it should just have been to ask him to note the intention to release the
information.

Although the Background Notes are within the scope of 5.36, the same could be said about virtually all
information. It is obviously necessary to secure Ministerial endorsement when the exemption needs to be
invoked, but this is not invariably the case when a decision has been reached that release is appropriate. In
cases where the subject is particularly high profile and therefore likely to be reported by the media then a ‘to
note’ submission/press lines are advisable, but otherwise — and particularly where there is a Working
Assumption that advises disclosure — | think it is possible/better to limit clearance to those involved at working
level. | therefore agreed wit ivattie would not broach the Minister again and that you would proceed on
the basis that you had the necessary ticks in the box from your own higher management (and | know that you
also intend to involve DCA).

| hope you are content with this and that it will allow you to meet your deadline. | am out of office on Friday,
but if you want to discuss the principles further both hod R will e around.

From

Sent: 24 August 2006 16:21

To:

Subject: FW: Ministerial Submission

Importance: High

Mecretaw / Under Secretary of State

From: BRI
Sent: 11:48
To:

Subject: Ministerial Submission
Importance: High

Please see attached another Ministerial Submission regarding a Freedom of Information Request involving Section 36
(Prejudice to the Effective of Public Affairs) of the Freedom of Information Act. Please let me know if you wish to see the
documents we propose to release. | have one more FOI request relating to Section 36 which | am currently working on
and will send in due course. :

Regards

DAS-FOI
25/08/2006
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Subject: Internet-authorised:Freedom of Information Request 20-06-2006-103410-004

On the 30t June 1 informed you that | was conducting a Public Interest Test for your Freedom of Information request
regarding Parliamentary questions in 2001 and | estimated that | would be able to provide you with a response by the 11
August 2006. Unfortunately it will not be possible to provide you with a substantive response by this date and your
request will take a little longer than first estimated. | expect to be able to provide you with a final response by 25 August
2006. If there are any further delays | will, of course, inform you.

Yours sincerely,

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air - m of Information
5th Floor, Zone Hw

Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON
SW1A 2HB

e-mail:das-ufo-office @mod.uk

10® August 2006

10/08/2006




From IR

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.

QOur Reference
20-06-2006-103410-004
Amold Date

Nottingham 10™ August 2006

o SRR

On the 30™ June I informed you that I was conducting a Public Interest Test for your Freedom of
Information request regarding Parliamentary questions in 2001 and I estimated that I would be
able to provide you with a response by the 11 August 2006. Unfortunately it will not be possible
to provide you with a substantive response by this date and your request will take a little longer
than first estimated. I expect to be able to provide you with a final response by 25 August 2006.
If there are any further delays I will, of course, inform you.

A message informing you of this has also been sent to your email address but I note you are out of
the office until 29 August. I therefore thought you would appreciate being informed at your home
address. f

Yours sincerely,




@ ooasionsis
28 July 2006

PS/US of S

Copied to:

DAS-XO

DCT&UKOps - SOI Airspace Integrity
DI BCR- CG3

DGMC-D News- Armed Forces 4
TOG-CTL

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FREEDOM
OF INFORMATION ACT 2000

ISSUE

1. The MOD has received a Freedom of Information request for background
briefing papers to two official responses to Parliamentary Questions
concerning Unidentified Flying Objects. Details of the full request are attached
at Annex A. This information falls within the scope of a qualified exemption of
the Freedom of Information Act, namely: Section 36 — Prejudice to the
effective conduct of public affairs.

RECOMMENDATION

2. That the Minister approves this proposal to release this information for the
following reasons.

TIMING
3. Routine.

BACKGROUND

4. The applicant has requested copies of the background papers to two
Parliamentary Questions from Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton
GCB(X)(CB) in January and May 2001 regarding the classification of
documents on Unidentified Flying Objects.

5. This information falls within the scope of a qualified exemption of the
Freedom of Information Act: Section 36 (2)(b)(i) — Prejudice to the effective
conduct of public affairs, as it relates to information that would, or would be
likely to, inhibit the free and frank provision of advice. As it is a qualified
exemption it is necessary for the MOD to consider whether there are
overriding reasons why disclosure would not be in the public interest.

6. Against disclosure of the information is the need to insure that officials are
able to provide Ministers with free and frank advice in support of draft answers




. provided to parliamentary questions without this advice becoming public
knowledge. Routine release of such information could inhibit this process and
therefore prejudice the effective conduct of public affairs. This would not be in
the public interest.

7. However, this must be balanced against the public need to be assured that
the official answers provided by Ministers to Parliamentary questions are
accurate. In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act 2000 each
request for information must be considered on its individual merits. The age
and the contents of the background information must be taken into account
when judging the potential harm that could be caused by release. In this case,
the background information to both of the parliamentary questions refers to a
Defence Intelligence Staff report on ‘Unidentified Aerial Phenomena’ which
was classified Secret UK Eyes Only. At the time the answers to the
Parliamentary Questions were written the report was not in the public domain,
but has subsequently been released and can now be viewed in the MOD
Freedom of Information Publication Scheme. The background papers do not
reveal any information which is not now in the public domain and the public
interest therefore falls in favour of release. A few minor details will be
removed as they are not relevant to the request. These consist of internal
guidance notes for MOD staff answering Parliamentary correspondence,
information concerning other parliamentary questions and details of MOD
personnel. A draft letter to the applicant in response to his request is attached
at Annex B.

PRESENTATIONAL ISSUES

8. The subject of UFOs attracts a lot of public and media attention. This
applicant frequently appears on internet websites and it is likely that any
information released to him could be shared with a wider audience.

DAS-FOI.
5-H

DAS-Sec AD
5-H




Annex A

| want to request copies of records relating to questions about MOD UFO
documents asked by the late Lord Hill-Norton in the House of Lords on 25
January and 3 May 2001 (referred to in Lords Hansard), Written Answers).
These questions included: What is the highest classification that has been
applied to any MOD document concerning UFOs (25 January). The follow up
on 3 May asked about caveats attached to the documents classified Secret
and also asked the Government to give an undertaking not to destroy files on
UFOs reports.

| have copies of the responses from Baroness Symons in the Lords but |
would like copies of any background papers including briefings or advice she
was given by the MOD departments concerned with answering questions on
this subject.




Annex B
DRAFT

1. | wrote to you on 30 June 2006 informing you that your request for copies
of background briefing and advice provided in response to parliamentary
questions by Lord Hill-Norton on 25 January and 3 May 2001 had been
considered to fall within the scope of Section 36 (Prejudice to the effective
conduct of public affairs) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and the
Ministry of Defence was therefore required to consider whether there are
overriding reasons why disclosure would not be in the public interest. These
considerations have now concluded and | am writing to provide you with the
outcome. Each request will be addressed separately.

2. The Ministry of Defence holds a number of papers relevant to your
requests including the two questions, the draft answers and background notes
and internal advice which was used to compile the responses . This
information falls within the scope of Section 36 (2)(b)(i) of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000 — Prejudice to the effective conduct of public affairs, as it
relates to information that would, or would be likely to, inhibit the free and
frank provision of advice.

3. Against disclosure of the information is the need to insure that officials are
able to provide Ministers with free and frank opinions and advice in support of
draft answers provided to parliamentary questions without this information
becoming public. Routine release of such information could inhibit this
process and therefore prejudice the effective conduct of public affairs. This
would not be in the public interest.

4. However, this must be balanced against the public need to be assured that
accurate information is provided in answers provided by Ministers in response
to parliamentary questions. All Freedom of Information requests are
considered individually on their merits and in this case, the age and contents
of the background information has been taken into account. It has been
concluded that as the Defence Intelligence Staff, Unidentified Aerial
Phenomena report to which the parliamentary questions refer has now been
released into the public domain, there is no longer a harm with release of the
majority of the background papers. The balance of public interest therefore
falls in favour of release. A few minor details have been removed as they are
not relevant to your request. These consist of internal guidance notes for staff
answering parliamentary correspondence, names of officials and information
referring to other unconnected parliamentary questions.

5. If you are unhappy with this response or wish to complain about any aspect
of the handling of this request, then you should contact the undersigned in the
first instance. Should you remain dissatisfied, then you may apply for an
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6™ Floor,
MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail: |nfo-XD @ mod. uk).




-

6. If you are still unhappy following an internal review, you may take your
complaint to the Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50
of the Freedom of Information Act. Please note that the Information
Commissioner will not normally investigate your case until the MOD internal
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of
the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner’s website,
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely,
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Sent: = 26 July 2006 11:32
To:
Subject: RE: FOI Request

As discussed earlier today, we have looked through the background note and DIS input to PQ0351L and
consider that it can be released in total. In view of the fact that the UAP report is now in the public domain, it
does not contain anything that is still sensitive.

For your information, | am also copying to you (below) an email fromg in Info Access regarding
guidance for the release of PQ related documents, which you may find of interest.

DI BCR CG3

w300 SR

There is a Working Assumption on answering requests for information relating to written PQs (also one for oral
PQs). This is available on the DCA website, but it basically breaks down the most likely types of content and
says:

Factual biographical info about MP/Peer: release

Opinion and speculation about motivation for the PQ: withhold under s.36

Background facts and stats: release

As it is very important to look at each case on its merits. | can’t recall exact chapter and verse, but
| know that we have released Background Notes in the past.

From

Sent: 20 July 2006 09:28
To
Subject: FOI Request

One of the FOI request | have for background information to PQs contains some information supplied by DIS. The PQ
asked “what is the highest classification that has been applied to any Ministry of Defence document concerning
Unidentified Flying Objects”. The answer given was “The highest classification is Secret”.

Please see attached the advice provided by DIS and the background note both of which refer to the UAP report. Although
this information is internal advice and falls under S.36 of the Act, | feel we can not justify withholding it now that the report
has been release and | propose to release it, but before | do so, | would appreciate your views.

Regards

28/07/2006
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Sectiondd |
&L Joccon

Sent: 20 July 2006 11:14

Subject: RE: FOI Request

| am content for my email to be released. Since then Hayes has closed and the OWOB element the subject of
asbestos contamination!

From

Sent: 20 July 2006 09:39
To:

Subject: FOI Request

I am currently dealing with an FOI request for background information to a PQ in January 2001. The PQ asked “what is
the highest classification that has been applied to any Ministry of Defence document concerning Unidentified Flying
Objects”. The answer given was “The highest classification is Secret”.

The background papers contain the attached email from you giving information about MOD file holdings and
classifications and | would be grateful if you could advise me whether you are happy for this to be released. Your name
and contact details will be removed. | also attach a copy of the background note so you can see what was said there.

Regards

28/07/2006




DCA Access to Information Central Clearing House

Referral Form — New Requests

1/ Please complete this form as thoroughly as possible. Referral forms must be used when referring
cases to the Clearing House.

2/ If possible, please include with this form details of information falling within the scope of the
request. However, referrals should be made at the earliest opportunity. If relevant information has not
yet been collated, please refer the case and forward the information and your detailed analysis of the
request subsequently.

3/ You should continue to process the request until a Clearing House case officer contacts you.
However, please do not issue a final response before agreement with the Clearing House.

Contact Details of Departmental FOI Practitioner
Name:
Department:

E — mail (check accuracy):
Telephone Number:

Fax:

Deparimental Case Ref:
Is this person the first point

of contact for this case? Yes [X No [] (If no, please indicate first point of contact in Key Contacts section)
(Please check box)

Timeframes

ry of Defence

Date request received: 16 June 2006
Date Clearing House advice required by: 4 August 2006
Deadline for response to applicant: 11 August 2006
Is there a prospect of using NCND? No

Case Details:

Name / organisation of applicant and exact wording
of request: Copies of records relating to questions about MoD UFO documents
asked by the late Lord Hill-Norton in the House of Lords on 25
January and 3 May 2001 (referred to in Lords Hansard, Written
Answers). These questions included : what is the highest
classification that has been applied to any MoD document
concerning UFOs (25 January). The follow up on 3 May asked
about caveats attached to the documents classified secret and also
asked the Government to give an undertaking not to destroy files
on UFOs reports.

I have copies of the responses from Baroness Symons in the Lords
but t would like copies of any background papers including briefings
or advice she was given by the MoD departments concerned with
answering questions on this subject.

Part of request referring to S.36 information. Copy of the full
request is attached.

The subject of UFOs attracts a lot of public and media attention.
The applicant is well known amongst “Ufologists" and appears on
Please give detailed background information on the | many internet websites. He is likely to share any information
subject matter and sensitivities (including media provided widely.

interest) surrounding the request:




Whagearing House triggers are engaged by this | Minister.
request? (Refer to Clearing House toolkit at
http://www _foi.gov.uk/guidance/pdf/toolkit.pdf)

The information consists of background briefing provided for a

Does/will the National Security Liaison Group
(NSLG) have an interest in this case? Is there a
possibility of a s23 or s24 certificate being issued?

Which exemptions may apply to
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