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5.1 The Role of the Departmental Records Officer

5.1.1 In some government departments the ultimate decision about destroying records held in 
registered files is made centrally by the staff of the Departmental Records Officer Within MOD 
Head ofDG Info-Records, who is the DRO, has delegated authority to business units to review the 
records they hold and, in most cases, destroy locally those records which are not considered worthy 
of permanent preservation. This can be done when the records cease to have administrative value.

5.1.2 The exception to this rule is that all registered files containing TOP SECRET and Codeword 
material are to be forwarded to DG Info-Records and are not to be destroyed locally, though the 
recommendation to DG Info-Records may be that they can be destroyed.

5.1.3 All other registered files (and unregistered records) which are identified by the business unit as
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, JSP 441 - Chapter 5 - Review of Branch Records Page 2 of 8. meriting consideration for permanent preservation are to be sent to DG Info-Records in accordance with the instructions in Chapter 8. Certain Air Force department files may initially be sent to the Air 
Historical Branch (RAF) with the prior agreement of both the ARB and DG Info-Recordsl. Once 
received they will be reviewed centrally to determine whether permanent preservation is warranted.

5.1.4 DG Info-Records conducts two reviews of registered files, the first 5 years after the closure of 
the file (or within a short time of its receipt if it has been kept by the business unit for a longer 
period). Files which do not merit permanent preservation are marked for destruction, either straight 
away or at a predetermined point in the future, taking into account the recommendation made by the 
originating business unit.
5.1.5 Those files which appear to merit permanent preservation are reviewed again some 20 years 
later. The second review allows a judgement to be made about the historical context of the records. 
Files which are selected for permanent preservation are normally passed to the Public Record Office 
30 years after their closure and are then made available to the public in line with the terms of the 
Public Records Act of 1967.

5.1.6 Records which are not held in registered files are normally reviewed by DG Info-Records 5 
years and (where applicable) 25 years after their creation

5.2 The Role of the Business Unit Holding the Records

5.2.1 Delegated authority allows each business unit greater flexibility to manage their records 
efficiently but confers a responsibility upon them to review the records they hold and dispose of 
them in an appropriate and timely manner.

5.2.2 This chapter outlines the procedures to be followed by business units to ensure that an effective 
system of review is maintained allowing those records which are no longer needed, and do not merit 
permanent preservation, to be destroyed, while records which are needed for administrative purposes 
are kept for the appropriate period and those which appear to merit permanent preservation are 
forwarded to DG Info-Records.

5.2.3 In reviewing the records which they hold, each business unit should consider the appropriate 
length of time that a file, or any other type of record, is likely to be needed for administrative 
purposes.

5.2.4 Having made that decision, the business unit is also well placed to make an initial judgement 
about the likely historical value of a file (or other type of record). To aid the business unit in making 
that judgement Annex A to this chapter contains guidelines on the type of records likely to merit 
permanent preservation. In assessing whether a file meets these criteria remember that it is the 
responsibility of the lead business unit to identify such files and forward them to DG Info-Records. If 
your file merely contains copies of correspondence relating to a topic for which another business unit 
has lead responsibility the file need not be forwarded to DG Info-Records.

5.2.5 The~e is also a need to consider whether classified material generated by the business unit 
which is to be retained for administrative or historical reasons continues to merit its original 
protective marking, or whether it should be downgraded.

5.2.6 Records which are held in electronic form are no less worthy of consideration than records held 
on paper. This issue is addressed in Chapter 6 - Electronic Records Management Systems.

5.2.7 In order to facilitate the review of records each business unit must establish a Disposal 
Schedule, The procedure to be followed is outlined below.
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JSP 441 - Chapter 5 - Review of Branch Records Page 3 of8. 5.3 The Disposal Schedule

5.3.1 The registered t es (or other types of record) held by a business unit will often span a wide 
variety of subjects. While some may deal with matters of major significance, others will deal with 
more routine matters.

5.3.2 The Disposal Schedule will help each business unit to identify, where possible, an appropriate 
length of time for which each file (or other type of record) should be kept and how it should 
ultimately be disposed of. Disposal may be to DG Info-Records with a recommendation that the file 
warrants permanent preservation, or it may be through local destruction.

5.3.3 As most records held by a business unit should be on registered files the File List (see Chapter 
4, para 4.2) should be the basis of the Disposal Schedule.

5.3.4 Each file will contain records which fall into one of the following categories:
. records which merit consideration by DG Info-Records for permanent preservation; . records which though not worthy of permanent preservation will need to be kept for an 

extended period for administrative purposes (perhaps for legal or contractual purposes); . records which have only short term value and will not need to be retained for a lengthy period.

5.3.5 Where a file contains records which fall into more than one category it must be treated in 
accordance with the most important category.

5.3.6 Establishing a Disposal Schedule involves considering the existing open files held by the 
business unit and identifying, where possible, the category each file (or group of files) falls into. 
Having done that, a recommendation can then be made about the file’s disposal.

5.3.7 The different types of information held within any particular business unit might include:
. Administrative Records - These records are produced in large volumes. Generally they have 
low retention values and are usually disposed of within I to 7 years after the date of creation.

. Case Records - The retention periods for these records are usually defined by an individuals age 
and life span unless a statutory or a long-term operational requirement defines a period for their 
continued retention. For example, records relating to criminal cases may be retained for 75 years or 
more.

. Command and Control and Operational Records - Some records in these categories can have a 
long life span and should, in many cases, be considered for permanent preservation.

Estates and Accommodation Records - These records include a substantial amount of 
administrative type records with a low retention value, however certain records may be retained for 
much longer periods. For example:

o Legal records - estate title, leasehold documentation, etc., should be retained 
for at least the occupancy period.

o Policy records - surveys, policy studies etc., retention varies between 10 to 25 
years but there may be records relating to important aspects such as disposal of 
potentially hazardous substances on sites or other health and safety issues that 
should be kept for much longer periods of time.
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JSP 441 - Chapter 5 - Review of Branch Records Page 4 of 8. . Finance Records - These records nonnally have a short working life of about two years. 
Generally there is no legal requirement to retain these records beyond seven years.

. Health and Safety Records - As well as some statutory requirements that need to be complied 
with, there are those records that can have a very long retention requirement. Especially in cases 
involving exposure to radiation or contamination where the safety implications as a result of the 
contamination may only arise decades after the initial event. A retention period of up to 100 years 
may be required in these cases.

. Personnel Records - The retention periods for these records may vary but some should be kept 
for very long periods. Examples include:

o Documents that have a bearing on pension entitlement should be kept for up to 
100 years from date of birth.

o Military Service personnel appraisal reports are to be kept for 100 years.

o Civilian Staff appraisal records are nonnally kept as separate sub-sets of 
personal files. If kept in annual sets, they should be destroyed on a rolling 
basis.

o Medical records are normally filed as a separate sub-set of individual personal 
files to allow for separate retention. In some instances where they relate to, for 
example, exposure to radiation, these may be kept for up to 100 years.

. Policy Records - These are normally retained for at least 25 years, and in cases where the 
records relate to the development of primary legislation, may be marked for pennanent preservation.

. Scientific, Technical and Research Records - Records of the more important aspects of 
scientific, technological or medical research and development are nonnally retained as a long tenn 
research resourC’e for other scientific researchers. Retention periods may differ, as some business 
units may retain these records as part of their permanent library, whilst others may consider them as 
case files and dispense with them after 10 years. Reports for these types of records are normally 
preserved, whilst the supporting infonnation is not, however their administrative value could be long, 
i.e. Porton Down and paper records covering the volunteer programme go back to the 1950’s.

Transaction Records - These records record specific events that have a finite life, i.e. the award 
of a contract allocated to a named contractor to commission a particular task. Depending on the 
nature of the transaction, the retention period may vary between 6 to 25 years.

5.3.8 The varying management requirements for each of the types ofinfonnation listed above also 
need to be considered. Factors to be considered include:

. Operational requirements.

. Business requirements.

. MOD corporate requirements.

. Public access requirements.

. Legal and statutory requirements.
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. JSP 441 - Chapter 5 - Review of Branch Records Page 5 of 8.. Human life expectancy.
. Volume of records likely to be generated.

. Sensitivity.

. Accessibility.

5.3.9 That recommendation should then be noted in the Disposal Schedule. An example of an extract 
of a completed Disposal Schedule is at Annex B.

5.3.10 In addition to the file list the "Record of Unregistered Material" (see Chapter 4, para 4.21.2) 
should also be considered and appropriate recommendations made, where possible.

5.3 .11 The Branch Records Officer (see Chapter 3, para 3.2) is responsible for drawing up the 
Disposal Schedule. However, the task of recommending suitable retention periods for each file is 
best performed by the desk officers who use the files. They should be best placed to make this 
judgement based on their working khOwledge of the nature of the file and its content. The Records 
Officer’s role is to co-ordinate this task.
5.3 .12 It may not be possible to make a recommendation about the disposal of every file. However, it 
is important to make a recommendation wherever possible. Remember that the records officer/ desk 
officer who will ultimately be required to make a decision about the disposal of each file may not 
have a detailed knowledge of the file’s content because it may be up to 5 years since the file was 
opened and it may not have been used recently.

5.3.13 The records officer/desk officer who ultimately completes the Registered File Disposal Form 
(MOD Form 262F) may not agree with the recommendation and is free to change it. This might be 
necessary if subsequent events have given a different weight to the content of the file. However, 
where this is not the case, the recommendation can be endorsed with the confidence that it was the 
considered opinion of a predecessor who was familiar with the nature of the contents of the file.

5.3 .14 Where it is not possible to make a recommendation about the disposal of a file the words "No 
Recommendation" should be entered on the Disposal Schedule. Such files are not to be weeded (see 
Chapter 4, Annex D, para (iv)).

5.4 Maintaining the Disposal Schedule
5.4.1 The recommendations noted in the Disposal Schedule will be made primarily on the basis of 
the type of information contained within the current part of the file. In many cases the 
recommendation will remain valid even when the existing file is closed and a new part opened. For 
instance, if a file has been recommended for passage to DG Info-Records because it illustrates 
significant developments in an area of policy, it is quite likely that any subsequent part of that file 
will fall into the same category. Equally if a file contains information which can be destroyed locally 
after a relatively short period this is also likely to apply to any subsequent part.

5.4.2 It may, however, be that subsequent parts of a file increase or diminish in importance in 
relation to previous parts. Where this is the case the desk officer should advise the records officer to 
amend the Disposal Schedule accordingly.

5.4.3 The revised recommendation will not necessarily mean that any previous parts of the file which 
were recommended for disposal in a different way were dealt with incorrectly, but see para 5.5.4.
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JSP 441 - Chapter 5 - Review of Branch Records Page 6 of8. 5.4.4 The records officer is responsible for the maintenance of an up to date Disposal Schedule and the incorporation of amendments. The records officer is also responsible for ensuring that all desk 
officers have access to a copy of the schedule.

5.4.5 As new files (as opposed to new parts of existing files) are opened the records officer should 
establish whether an initial recommendation about disposal can be made. This will depend upon the 
nature of the file. It may be clear from the outset that the file will contain significant papers or, 
conversely, that the file is unlikely to contain records which will need to be retained for a lengthy 
period. If so a suitable recommendation can be made. If this is not possible the Disposal Schedule 
should be annotated to show that no recommendation has yet been made.

5.4.6 A copy of the Disposal Schedule is to be forwarded to DG Info-Records3 for reference 
purposes. It is not necessary to forward details of each amendment but an up to date version, or 
confirmation that no change has occurred, should be forwarded annually.

5.5 Timing of Review and Use of the Disposal Schednle

5.5.1 Chapter 4 (para 4.17) outlines the factors which determine when a registered file should be 
closed and the action to be taken at that time.

5.5.2 When a file is closed a Registered File Disposal Form (MOD Form 262F) is to be raised and 
placed in the file in accordance with the instructions in Chapter 4, para 4.18. At that time the 
Disposal Schedule is to be consulted to determine what recommendation has been made about the 
appropriate retention period and method of disposal. The disposal schedule recommendation should 
be noted in section I of the 262F and the file should then be passed to the desk officer responsible for 
reviewing it and completing the remainder of the form.

5.5.3 The desk officer responsible for carrying out the review must then consider the 
recommendation at section I of the 262F and either endorse or amend it. Before doing so the file 
minute sheet should be checked to see whether details of any significant enclosures have been 
recorded (see Chapter 4, para 49.1).

5.5.5 The 262F should then be completed and signed by an officer of at least HEO (or equivalent) 
grade (where necessary the desk officer must arrange for the form to be signed by the records officer 
or a line manager). If the ultimate recommendation is that the file should be retained for an extended 
period for administrative purposes, or that the file warrants permanent preservation, the specific 
enclosures which justify that recommendation (which should be identified on the file minute sheet) 
should be.recorded on the 262F. If there are a large number of enclosures which justify such a 
recommendation only the key enclosures need be identified.

5.5.8 Unregistered records are to be reviewed within 4 years of their creation to determine the 
appropriate method of disposal. Any such records which merit consideration by DG Info-Records for 
permanent preservation should be forwarded in accordance with the instructions at para 5.7 and in 
Chapter 8.

5.5.9 An Aide Memoir outlining the review process is at Annex 5D. A diagram depicting the life- 
cycle of an open file is at Annex 5E and a diagram depicting the life-cycle of a closed file is at 
Annex SF.

5.6 Existing Files Which Were Not Reviewed at Time of Closure

5.6.1 The policy governing the timing of file review was revised in August 1999 and promulgated in 
DCI Gen 220/99 dated 6/8/99. Prior to the introduction of the revised policy, files could be retained
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JSP 441 - Chapter 5 - Review of Branch Records Page 70f8. for up to 4 years before review and completion of the Registered File Disposal Form (MOD Form 262F). The revised policy on the timing of file review does not apply retrospectively however, 
consideration should be given to accelerating the review of closed files which have not yet been 
reviewed. It is recommended that all such files are now reviewed, and sections 2 and 3 of MOD 
form 262F completed, at the earliest opportunity.

5.6.2 With the exception of files identified at para 5.6.1 above, business units holding registered f es 
(or unregistered records) which have not been reviewed in accordance with the instructions are para 5.5 must take remedial action to deal with the review backlog. Registered File Disposal Forms 
(MOD Form 262F) should be raised for these files at the earliest opportunity. The files should then 
be reviewed and disposed of accordingly. It is likely that many such files will have no further 
administrative value and will not have historical value. Such files should be destroyed locally (but 
see para 5.11).

5.7 Retention of Registered Files within the Business Unit

5.7.1 If the completed and signed Registered File Disposal Form (MOD Form 262F) recommends 
that the file should be considered by DG Info-Records for permanent preservation it should normally 
be sent to DG Info-Records within 5 years of its closure. Files which also have ongoing 
administrative value may be retained locally for an extended period aod should be forwarded to DG 
Info-Records when they are no longer needed. However, DG Info-Records must be advised in 
writing of any case in which the file is still required by the business unit for administrative 
purposes 25 years after closure.

5.7.2 If the 262F recommends that the file can be destroyed locally it may be retained by the business 
unit for up to 25 years after its closure. If the file has not been destroyed within 25 years of its 
closure permission must be sought froni DG Info-Records to retain it.

5.7.3 Files which are to be retained for an extended period for administrative purposes but which are 
not considered to merit permaoent preservation may be forwarded to DG Info-Records for storage if 
there is insufficient storage space locally. In these circumstances the records officer must ensure that 
explicit reasons are given on the 262F for the ongoing retention of the file, in line with the 
instructions at paras 5.5.4 and 5.5.5. Failure to do so may result in the file being destroyed by DG 
Info-Records.

5.8 Retention of Other Records

5.8.1 Unregistered records which merit consideration by DG Info-Records for permanent 
preservation are to be forwarded within 25 years of their creation, in accordance with the instructions 
in Chapter 8. DG Info-Records must be advised in writing of any case in which such records are still 
required by the business unit for administrative purposes 25 years after closure.

5.8.2 Unregistered records required for administrative purposes may be retained by the business unit 
for up to 25 years after their creation. If the records have not been destroyed within 25 years 
permission must be sought from DG Info-Records to retain them.

5.8.3 Unregistered records which are to be retained for an extended period for administrative 
purposes may, by prior arraogement, be forwarded to DG Info-Records2 for storage if there is 
insufficient storage space within the business unit.

5.9 The Registered File Disposal Form (MOD Form 262F)

5.9.1 When a file is destroyed by the business unit the Registered File Disposal Form is to be

http.//www.defence.mod.ukldrweb/JSP/Chapter..10205.htm 22/12/03



, ’ JSP 441 - Chapter 5 - Review of Branch Records Page 8 of8. removed and used to replace the Registered File Record Sheet (MOD Form 262A) which should then be destroyed.

5.9.2 If the file is not destroyed locally but is forwarded to DG Info-Records the original 262F must 
accompany the file. The business unit should retain a copy of the 262F, annotate it to indicate that 
the file has been forwarded to DG Info-Records and use it to replace the 262A which should be 
destroyed.

5.9.3 The Registered File Record Sheet (MOD Form 262A) and Registered File Disposal Form 
(MOD Form 262F) are the definitive record of a file’s existence and subsequent destruction/passage 
to DG Info-Records. MOD Form 262A must not be destroyed until replaced by MOD Form 262F. 
Each 262F must be retained for a period of not less than 30 years from the date oflast enclosure (as 
recorded on the form). As MOD Form 262Fs are normally retained in a binder relating to a file series 
or a number offile series the binder should normally be retained for a period of not less than 30 years 
following the insertion of the final 262F. If a business unit is disbanded during this period the binder 
(s) should pass to the successor business unit. If there is no successor business unit the binder(s) 
should be forwarded to DG Info-Records2 at Hayes.

5.9.4 An example of a Registered File Disposal Form and instructions on its completion are at Annex 
C

5.10 Sponsors of Manuals and Books of Reference

5.10.1 Sponsors of books of reference, manuals, directories, etc are to ensure that a copy of the 
material is forwarded to DG Info-Records for consideration for permanent preservation. Sponsors are 
to maintain an unarriended copy of each publication together with loose copies of each amendment 
for this purpose. Such material should be forwarded to DG Info-Records2 in accordance with the 
instructions in Chapter 8.

5.11 Destruction of Top Secret Registered Files and Files Containing Codeword Material

5.11.1 All registered files containing Top Secret and/or codeword material are to be forwarded to DG 
Info-Records in accordance with the instructions in Chapter 8, even if the Registered File Disposal 
Form recommends that the file should be destroyed.

Home Back to Contents Top of Page Chapter 6 Index

Last updated 07/10103
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The National Archives
MoD 'close encounters file'
Second copy of MoD file on Close Encounters/Alien Entities, see p162.
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The National Archives
Nick Pope
Second copy of redacted documents relating to the clearance of Nick Pope’s book Open Skies Closed Minds by MoD in 1995.
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Editorial
:i

The alleged Roswell archive...~ film footage rages on, and
despite huge question marks
in respect of its authenticity,
its owners continue to
promote the material as being genuine. Offers ofbetween $1.7 miUion and $7 million have been
openly mooted.

As you will see in our exclusive account of this
sorry affair, television companies place little
importance on analysis, more how the material
will impact upon the viewing public.

In a remarkabJe swipe at those who have sought
to view, examine and authenticate the footage.
such as Stanton T. Friedman, the.original
Investigator of the 1947 Roswell crash, they
pronounce:

"Whl1st we respect Mr. Friedman:S history, profile
and standing within the UFO community, we
believe the material will be best served by neutral
researchers who have no personal vested
Interest in its future. ..
In effect. those who have a vested interest in the
commercial marketing and promotion of this
footage have excluded those within the
International UFO community who would dare to
challenge the authenticity of this film.

If anyone has a personal vested interest in this
archive. It is surely Friedman. who has laboured
long and hafd over 17 years to unearth the truth
behind what occun-ed at Roswell.
Whist much attention has been naturalty focused
on this affair, another intriguing development has
taken place, with the announcement by Nick
Pope, former head of AS2 (Air Staff 2), the official
UK government body that looks at UFO reports
within the Ministry of Defence, that ha intends to
publish a book about his 3-year involvement:
Open Skies ~ Closed Minds: OffICial Reaction to
the UFO Phenomenon.,

;i
Nick is now firmly of the opinIon that UFOs and

;
the ETH (extraterresbial hypothesis) are one ofthe same. He is still employed by the MoD, who

,", are naturally feeling somewhat uneasy at his ,.: decision to speak out so publiciy.1 can tell you~.\I that his decision to "come out" was not taken,~
lightly, but he is willing to accept.the conse-..~,~~ quences. tt took an extraordinary amount of:"fi:~ courage to do what he has done. His life is about

; ~1 to change forever, and we sh~ld all offer him our.~... ’ . total support.;:~,.~~ uo. .!f~ ’(
,."

.;"~~" ~,’;\\~.~.~"’’’’.7:f,j,’’’’’’~’"""m~’’i;; ’’;!’’:’’’’ "’}. .’, rr..~ , ~~ < .. ~ ...:~. ,_’ ,~,.., . ~N" ~ .......". "!.!t.,;’\~~?:’’’’?~X.... "-P1i~.}"’Z.. ~~’j,-~’" . ,. t 
gl2 !’iRE RLLE6ED BOSHELL UfO RRCHlVE fiLM: . .:.. ." 
"i({’~":::51’f"_ " """... ~""P.~-~~""ft~ih’,’ "...",’1" , %..~\... ~-""’’’’’~~’’’,:t:}.~:,~?~........,;., :", ,~; "" ’f;.Vh’e’’;;cr"i,niTg- o/a.;{’JlI~ged qlim" a t ~,,,,-,,,.-,,,-~..,,.-...... -". ~".-~ .-’--’. ..." ’",,- -" 

", ’"-. ,< ~~}itih ;M um"’ [ i ~r{ n"’5th -M. ’ ;i.~~’~~’_’;~"’f-:.~i: !(:~"’~.;’;.-::;;"’.i.!~~.~< -- ,’,. . ", -~~ ;f.~~~~:_l~J.~,.,ffft}!!.1t~1J}flf.lOl!f’:I,’.T1}_~,: :.~.r:-fi~~~l~~I~~1.~1~,lI:~I!:~~f& ~W?!{ ’,::2~/l:.J~~~~~r"g!;9-l1f~~?!~t!> ~1~K~ ..-verdict on the film bemg labelled ,i’_ :.>....,,’.’,;....,.....,--::. .-...,-~’;.:--...",.-’\’~~~,~... ,..’ "- ;:’:R twel/’s Sirioldng Gun’.C;~.-<~.-:’ .;t*i~i~:~,i:;,:’;;~;~i~~;~;~;.,.;"..e3.:~..- ’
- ,. . ,- , 

On 7thNov ,!w 1983, police s geant 
An(honYDo<ld, encountered a UF() on a . ,- . 
", 

, 10ne country Ian;’ near the West . -,-~, -,. . . , ’. 
’,,’ Yorkshire ’village of 

itMingham, He maooged to 
ta.ke..s e,ral s. ns tional 

pictures which have defied all 
scientific attempts io raloool/y 

’ p/ain the hen meoo. -;;):;" - ’.. -’.:)
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Still 

at 

the 

MOD, 

but 

no 

longer 

on 

the 

UFO 

desk, 

Pope 

has 

suffered 

for 

his 

v

..’Ws. 
His 

nickname 

in 

the 

MoD 

is 

’Spooky’, 

that 

of 

Fox 

Mulder. 

a 

character 

in 
the 

cult 

TV 
series 

X- 

Filer. 

When 
he 

walks 

along 

the 

corridor, 

fellow 

civil 

servants 

whistle 

the 

theme 

from 
Steven 

SpieJberg’s 

film, 

Close 

Encounrm 

of 
the 

Third 

Kind. 

His 

chances 

of 

becoming 

a 

pennanem 

under~ 

secretary 

have 

dimmed. 

And 
yet: 

4We 

received 

between 

2,000 

and 

3,000 

UFO 

reporr’ 

each 

year. 

We 

knew 
Ibis 

was 

the 

p 

of 

the 

iceberg 

because 

most 

people 

djd~1’t 
. 

know 

how 

to, 

.rcpon 

a 

UFO, 

Olat 

is 

who 
[0 

contact, 

or 

the

Wet
afraid 
or 

die 

ridii:ule. 

’ 

’Aiiiong 

rhose 

2,000 

to 
3~OOO 

repons 

we 

always 

figured 

that 

95 

per 
cem 

could 

be 

explained 

away 

away 

jn 

terms 
of 

known 

objects 

or 

phenomena. 

I 

know 
all 

the 

explanauons: 

flocks 

of 

geese. 

aircraft 

lights, 

satellites, 

meteors. 

fireballs, 

ball,lightning, 

lazers 

and 

searchlights 

reflecring 

off 

low 

cloud, 

hoaxes. 

There 
is 

still 

this 

5 

per 
cent 

mat 

you 

can’t 

explain, 

that 

defy 

explanation.’ 

His 

book 

on 

UFOs, 

provisionally 

enritled 

Opetl 

Skies, 

Closed 

Mil/ds, 

will 

be 

published, 

by 

Simon 

and 

Schu".r 

in 
June 

1996. 

The 

absurdist 

comedy 

of 

the 

MoD’s 

own 
UFO-watcher 

tum~ 

ing 

from 
sceptic 

to 

(qualified) 

be. 

liever 

speaks 

to 

the 

spooky.woo- 

woo 

spirit 

of 

the 

millennium. 

Now 

mat 

God, 
who 

once 

wound 

our 

sun"dial~) 

is 

thought. 

to 

be 

dead, 

human 

awe 

has 

turned 

to 

UFO 

sightings 

and 

even 

alien 

ab- 

ductions - 
in 
the 

jargon, 

Close

Encoumc:rs 

of 

thc 

Fourth 

Kind. 

NexI 

weck~nd 

the 

British 

UFO 

Rcsearch 

Associalion 

will 

hosr 

ils 

eighth 

lnternalional 

UFO 

Con- 

gress 

10 

discuss 

uu:sc 

and 

OIhcr 

UFO 

cvents. 

b 
is 

sold 

our. 

Later 

this 

month, 

ChalUlel4 

will 

screen 

a 

controversial 

film 

of 

an 

alien 

autopsy, 

allegedly 

shm 

after 

the 

UFO 

crash 

at 

Roswell, 

New 

Mexico, 

in 

1947. 

Pope 

has 

seen 

the 

fomagc: 

’I 

found 

it 

gruesome 

and 

unpleas- 

ant, 

but 

then 

J’d 

never 

seen 

an 

autopsy 

before. 

There 

were 

100 

people 

in 

e 

auditorium 

at 

the 

Museum 

of 

London. 

’Ine 

amJO- 

sphere 

was 

jokey 

for 

a 

minU[e, 

but 

as 

the 

autopsy 

started 

and 

the 

. 

humans. 

c
t. 

up’ 

me" 

aliens 

chere 

was 
a 
lot 

of 

uneasy 

shuffling 

and 

muffled 

cries 

of"Oh, 

my 

God".’ 

The 
best 

documented 

British 

UFO 

sighting, 

the 

Rendlesham 

Forest 

incident, 

rests 

On 
a 

sober 

memo 

headed 

’Unexplained 

lights’, 

dated 

13 

January 

1981. 

It 
is 

signed 

by 

Lt 

Col 

Charles 

I. 
Hal, 

or 

the 

US 

Air 

Force_ 

Halt 

and 

his 

officers 

saw 
a 

pulsing, 

metallicj 

triangular 

ob- 

ject 

which 

sent 

nearby 

farm 
ani- 

mals 

into 
a 

frenzy 

and 

left 

above- 

background 

radiation 

ic.’vels 
in 

meec 

holes 

in 
the 

ground. 

The 
best 

documented 

Ameri- 

can 

UFO 

sighting 

is 

the 

Roswell 

incident 

in 

1947. 

The 
best 

ab- 

duction 

fearures 

a 

four-way 

alien 

pick-up, 

involving 

Manhanan 

Ufologist 

Unda 

Napolitano, 

two 

anonymous 

security 

guards 

and 

me 

’Third 

Man’ - 
a 

cover 

name 

purponedly 

(Q 

protect 

the 

iden. 

tiIY 

of 

me 

then 

UN 
Secretary- 

General, 

Javicr 

P
rez 

de 

Cu

Uar.

~.

THE 

OBSERVER 

ESSAY

John 

Sweeney

should 

have 

a 

brain 

scan. 

Of 

course, 

some 

experiences 

could 

be 

put 

down 
to 

hyst~ria. 

But 

there 

could 

be 

an 

underlying 

bio- 

logical 

abnormality 

triggt:ring 

the 

hallucinarions. 

’ 

Looking 

backj 

visions 

of 

the 

Virgin 

could 

have 

been 

prompted 

by 

bio-abnormality. 

Joan 

of 

Axe 

famously 

[Ook 

a 

long 

rime 

[Q 

bum - 
maybe 
as 
a 

resuh 

of 

calci- 

fied 

lungs 

caused 

by 

tuberculosis. 

Had 

TB 

reached 

her 

brain, 

it 

could 

have 

triggered 

me 

visions. 

And 
never 

underestimate 

au[O- 

suggestion, 

the 

phenomenon 

reporrs 

and 

earth 

[remors. 

He 

which 

drove 

the. 

Salem 

Witches 

has 

speculated 

that. 

elecu~o,.:and 

may 

be, 

responsible 

for 

Perez 

magneti.c 

pulses, 

released. 

by. 

the 

de 

Cu

llar’s 

’.rnp’: 

. 

. 

shuffling 

o( 

the 

eanh’s. 

tectonic 

Second;:’RendJ

sllam. 

Let!s 

plates, 

could 

stimuJate 

images 

in 
. 

pres

.me"Hahand 

the 

orher 

the 

mind’s 

eye- 
the 

brain’s 

Americans 

saw 

someming 

in 

rhe 

temporal 

lobe. 

This 

wouJd 

also 

sky, 

somerhing 

which 

left 

a radio-- 

account 

for 

the 

cuning 

off 
of 
a 

active 

spoor 
in 
the 

forest. 

Why 

car’s 

electricity. 

need 

it 

come 

from 
outer 

space? 

Professor 

Ashley 

Grossman 

of 

The 

Pentagon’s 

uhra-secret 

8att’s 

agrees: 

’There 

is 

an - 
Black 

Budget 

has 

been 

respon- 

creasing 

amount 

of 

evidence 

that 

sible 

for 

all 

SOrts 

of 

weird 

lights 

in 

eJectro-magnetic 

pulses 

can 

af- 
the 

skyj 

docked 

by 

military 

men 

fect 

brain 

fuction. 

111 

vilro 

such 

as 

Halt 

wbo 

would 

not 

have 

research 

suggests 

that 

mere 
is 

been 

security-cleared 

for 

me pro- 

some 

sort 

of 

sensory 

perception 

gram 

me. 

The 

post.Stealtb 

- 
you 

could 

call 

it 

a 

sixth 

sense 

bomber, 

Project 

Aurora. 

is 

cur- 

- 
which 

some 

animals 

have. 

The 

rently 

whizzing 

around 

the 

world 

brain 

works 

on 

electricity. 

It’s 

being 

mistaken 

for 
a 

UFO. 

rather 

like 

taldng 

your 

credit 

card 

Third, 

Roswell. 

The 
UFO 

air 

near 

a 

large 

magnet. 

If 

someone 

crash 

is 

a 

’bunch 

of 

horse 

pukey’ 

had 

a 
low 

threshold 

for 

temporal 

according 

to 

one 

sceptic, 

Irving 

lobe 

epilepsy 

arid 

seizure, 

an 

’Newt’ 

Newton. 

What 

acruaJiy 

electro-magnctic 

pulse 

could 

fire 

crashed 

in 

1947 

was 

ano

er 

offhallucinarions.’ 

secret 

Pentagon 

wheezcj 

Project 

But 

temporal 

lobe 

cpilcpsy 

can 

Mogul, 

a 

high 

altirudc 

balloon 

be 

me 

first 

manifestation 

of 
a 

checking 

for 

radiation 

fro’m 

brain 

tumour, 

Prof 

Grossman 

Soviet 

atomic 

bombs. 

warns: 

’Anyone 

who 

sees 
a 

UFO 

Fourth, 

the 

Channel 

4 

hoax. 

or 

has 

a 

semi-mys

cal 

experience 

Thc 

curiously 

humanoid 

shape

The 

UFO 

Research 

Association 

hosts 

its 

eighth 

Congress 

on 

Saturday. 

It 

is 

sold 

out, 

and 

reports 

from 

the 

final 

frontier 

say 

business 

is 

better 

than 

ever.

.........-..... 

.....

His 

Excellency 

denies 

the 

ab- 

ducrion. 

,Thc 

old,sa\Y)-.Occam~s 

razor""",,":" 
’N"9 

more 

things 

should. 

be 

presumed 

tQ 

exist 

th81l 
ar~ 

absolutely 

necessary’ - 
sHces 

up 

the 

linJe 

gn.>en 

men 

bener 

than 

Channel 

4’s 

autopsy. 

This 
is 

not 

ro 

say 

that 

the 

people 

who 

repo" 

UFOs 

are 

bonkers. 

Ordinary 

people 

do 
wit- 

ness 

such 

things 

as 

bright 

lights 

in 

the 

sky 

and 

should 

not 

be 

lightly 

mocked; 

so 

do 

miliEary 

of. 

fleers, 

who 

supply 

the 

best-au- 

thenticated 

cases. 

But 

there 
is 

a 

banery 

of 

good 

reasons 

explain~ 

ing: 

why 

UFO 

sighlings 

and 

reponed 

abducrions - 
even 

Popc’s 

5 

per 

cent - 
have 

more 
to 

do 

with 

the 

vagaries 

of 

the 

human 

mind 

than 

with 

aliens. 

None 

of 

this 

is 

a 

match 

for 

the 

first 

law 

of 

storytelling: 

the 

excit- 

ing 

cxplanation 

will 

always 

dri\’e 

OU[ 
the 

boring. 

Firstj 

bright 

lights 

in 

lhe 

sky. 

Psychologist 

Michael 

Persinger, 

of 

Canada’s 

Laurentian 

Univer- 

sity, 

has 

noted 

a 

big 

statistical 

correlation 

between 

ttying 

saucer

-.- - -

of 

the 

liens 

under 

the 

knife 

chimes 

with 
a 

line 

from 

Thomas 

Aquinas: 

’Angels 

need 

an 

as. 

sumed 

bodYj 

not 

for 

themselves, 

but 
on 

our 

account’. 

Anatomist 

Paul 

O’Higgins 

of 

Unh’ersity 

COllegc, 

Londonj 

who 

has 

seen 

the 

film, 

says 

the 

aHem 

’have 

our 

anatomy, 

plus 

a 

collec- 

tion 

of 

relatively 

common 

ana- 

ramic 

anomalies: 

the 

six 

digitsj 

the 

enlarged 

brain 

case 

which 

you 

get 

with 

hydrocephalia, 

dis- 

tended 

abdomen)- 

lack 

of 

umbili- 

cus, 

membranes 

over 

the 

eyes - 
easy 

to 

do 

with 

plasticine. 

The 

chance 

that 

aliens 

would 

look 

like 

us 

by 

accident 

are 

remote’. 

The 

writer 

Phillip. 

KnightJey 

famously 

objected, 

prior. 

to 

its 

. 

publication, 

to 
me 

Hitler 

Diaries 

hoax 

played 

on 

the 

SUI/day 

Times. 

Knighdey’s 

memo 

is 

a 

classic 

of 

journalistic 

rigour. 

He 

asked: 

’How 

thoroughly 

has 

me 

vendor 

explained 

where 

the 

diaries 

have 

been 

all 

these 

years 

and 

why 

they 

have 

surfaced 

now. 
. . 
The 
crux 

of 

the 

mancr 

is 

that 

secrecy 

and 

speed 

work 
for 

the 
con 

man.’ 

Thus 
far, 

Channel 

4 

has 

not 

released 

any 

verifiable 

detail 

on 

the 

origins 

of 

the 

film - 
bad 

scepticism 

but 

great 

showbiz:. 

The 

Observer 
bets 

Channel 

4show- 

man-
-chief 
Michael 

Grade 
a 

case 

of 

antipodean, 

H-bomb~free 

champagne 

the 

Roswell 

film 

will 

be 
proved 

to 

be 
a 

hoax 

before 

the 

year 

is 

out.

, r~ 

0

. 
,
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PUBLICATIONS CLEARANCE - MR N G POPE - LINE TO TAKE

All MOD personnel wishing to publish a book which draws on 

their official experience or information obtained in the course 

of their duties, or which expresses views on official matters, 

are required to seek MOD approval before doing so. Details of 

specific applications for approval are private between the 

Department and the individual concerned.

The National Archives
Nick Pope
MoD Press line for questions on publication clearance of Nick Pope’s book.
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The National Archives
Retford UFO 
Copy of DGIA report on image analysis conducted on photograph showing an unexplained ‘elliptical object’ at Retford, Notts, January 2004, see DEFE 24/2060 for more details.
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The National Archives
Blackburn UFO sighting
Copy of UFO sighting report submitted by MoD Police Sergeant at the Royal Ordnance Factory at Blackburn, Lancashire, on 24 February 1979. The original papers can be found in TNA file reference DEFE 24/1561.
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CODE 18-78

G/)e rJ f’(;/>, 9 ?y’Jj ’rd:; / li --
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tCI

9( Z-/W/2-/If2. 
D/ROF/332/6/7 

Refe rence......................................................

S4F (Air) 
Room 8239 
Main Buildinp; 

REPORTED SIGHTING OF A U.F.O. AT 
ROF BLACKBURN ON 24.2.79 

We spoke today and I am attaching 
a report by the MOD Police of the 
sighting of an unidentified flying 
object over ROF Blackburn on 24 February 
1979.

Room 705NH 
Ext 4179MB 
6 March 1979

Encl
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/):- Pl.!" l.J P. fi.~uneuy" .LJ~re::::’"Lor 
ROYAL ORDNANCE FACTORY. 

",A3LACKBURN, 
LANCASHIRE, 

BB1 2LE 
28 February 1979

,J"~ ..., 
, ~/J/ 

)\ 
donald
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land House

Dear ftqV(
Herewith something of interest. It wasn’t after a meeting 
of the Ehgineering Society.

The three witnesses are sober, steady and reliable 
policemen, one of whom is a Sergeant.

I have had a chat with him and he says that they have seen 
the same thing on nights before but up towards Guide. He 
reports this incident as it "flew" over the Factory and 
thus becomes reportable (Shaaes of Eric who instructed the 
police to get aircraft numbers when they flew over the 
Factory ’even if they were Jumbos or had to be chased on a 
bike) .

He adds that he estimated the height at 500 to 700 ft, 
the size across as about 30’, and when it was over Darwen 
and lit up it illuminated an area several streets across 
in the Grammar School Area.

I was previously an unbeliever. I a~ now convinced that 
something peculiar is going on.

There were several other reported sightings in Lancashire 
on the same night.

Sergeant Headley reported this to the local pOlice, as ’.’e are supposed to, and the~- laughed like Smash Spacemen 
(appropriate). The sketch was done by Sergea~t Headley.

Yours ~.
\ 

\
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f ". . V:1\IS’:’RY 0:’ DETI;;’;Ct. N:.ICE

Ref. No: _BLA/R/’!/JJ8l1~,__ ROF BLACKBURN Station

27 February 1979 .Date
THE FACTORY SECRhTARY --_._-------~, - ------.REPORT FOR ThE INFOR~~TI~1 OF

_ROYAL OR~NANCE ~ACTORY. BLAE.!S!3URI......
UNIDENTIFIED FLYIN~ OBJECT - SI!!1:!l’ING- 24,,2.79,__RES:’ECTING

---.--

rrjPJ ~~(?-11~
’" ’ ~/ " ( ~-, I . ",. i ’..... . lY"z.l h: ,

I , 
I 1. Sergeant C925 HEADLEY reports. that at 2.37 am on ! Saturday 24 February 1979, at the Royal Ordnance Factory, : BLACKBURN, whilst on duty in the Main Police Office. he observed , an unidentifiable flying object in the sky to the west of the 
FactoFJ, and travelling in a North to South direction and 
illuminating the whole area with a ’Soft’ or ’Dull’ (not 
brilliant) yellow coloured light.

2. TheSergeant drew the attention of Constable C1874 ~~..GF~VES to the object and then he obtained a pair of 
Binoculfirs, from the Station Office, and went outside the 
Police Office, but by this time the light had extinguished 
and there was nothing to be seen or heard.

:;. Approximately ONE minute later the light came on again, 
but before the Serge~t could focus the binoculars on the object; 
the light again extinguished. However, ON’E minute later the ’ 
object again illuminated and this time Sergeant HEADIEY man>3.ged 
to focus the binocul~rs onto the object. He saw that the bottom 
half of the object was ’Saucer’ shaped with the top half like 
an upturned Saucer. On top of the . Saucer’ W’3.S a Light Bulb 
shaped Dome. The illumination appeared to come from the inside 
of the object and showed a Black coloured ring aroun4 the centre 
of the ob ect with Black coloured ’Ribs’ stretching fro~ top to 
bottom. Iii the wake of the object was a Vapour or Smoke.

4. Although the Sergeant observed this illumination on 
THREE separate occasions he heard no sound caning from the object 
and he was unable to estimate the ~x height.
5. This incident was also witnessed by Constable C628 DEAN.

6. Sergeant HEADLEY reported the facts by telephone to the 
Duty ON’icer of the Lancashire Constabulary at BLACKBURN.

, .~-_ ___..;..._~ __ _. ......L._ _. ___. __ ___ _ .____ _.. ____. __ _____...___.. _--"’--___ _ _ ___

Forwarded by the direction of the Chief Constable, Ministry of Defence Police. 

#/A ~.1 Inspector, ~~ior Police Officer., ,
~,_.,.-
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The National Archives
UFO meeting
Briefing on proposal for a meeting between members of the DAS UFO desk and UFO researchers David Clarke and Andy Roberts in 2004.



The National Archives
FoI Act and UFOs
Email from MoD records to DAS UFO desk, December 2003, warns there may be further requests for files on Nick Pope and UFOs following the arrival of the Freedom of Information Act in 2005.







































The National Archives
MoD file on UFOs
Copy of MoD file “UFOs: Close Encounter reports, alien entities, abductions etc’, TNA reference DEFE 24/1943/1
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The National Archives
MoD letter
Letter from MoD to a member of the public, dated 17 November 2003, setting out reasons why documents requested cannot be released. The letter says it is not even possible to released redacted versions of the documents as personal data “is so interwoven within the material that extraction would not be straightforward and would not leave a meaningful text.”







, regard to comments or disclosure of material such as;classified

information; information given to the MOD in confidence; comments

about relations between civil servants and Ministers; information that

would undermine security or our national interests or anything that MOD

would regard as objectionable about individuals or organisations. Any

concerns raised are discussed with the author before permission for

publication is granted. I must stress that this process is not designed to 
$\#\’\ \li.....s 

stop individuals expressing their personal views, even if ~ differ from

those of the MOD, but rather to prevent the unauthorised release of

information which could be damaging for the reasons stated.

With regard to the documents that you have requested, these contain

information personal to Mr Pope and internal discussion about the

contents ofMr Pope’s original manuscript (some of which may not have

appeared in the final published version of his book). Much of this

discussion involved interpretation of official documentation. In engaging 
(EQ.~ ~ ~ 

in this process Mr Pope coul*xpect that his manuscript and.,L
correspondence about its contents would remain confidential between 

hinr:.d those in the Department with a legitimate reason for seeing it,d-
and would not be disclosed to a third party without his permission. It

would also undermine the whole publication clearance process if



. individuals are requested to remove or alter text before pul?lication and

that which is changed, is later communicated to a third party.

Your request is therefore refused with some material being withheld

under the Data Protection Act 1998 and the rest under Exemption 2

(Internal discussion and advice) and Exemption 14 (Information given in

confidence) of the Code of Practice on Access to Government

Information. r;..(\~ I {V\O 1.’*, ~ lC\~C<rM J, 
If you are unhappy with our decision to refuse you information under the

’<:(fi".,JData Protection Act l?can complain to the Information S~ ~ Commissioner. You may, owe,,-eI, ask MOD to review this decision by

writing to The RAF Personnel and Training Command, Data Protection

Officer, Room G24, Building 225, HQ PTC, RAF Innsworth, Gloucester,

GL3 lEZ, setting out your reasons. This does not affect your right to

approach the Information Commissioner, which you may do at any time.

If you wish to appeal against our decision to refuse information under the 

Code of Practice on~cess to Government Information, you should write~
to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of Information (Exploitation),

Room 819B, St Giles Court, 1-13 St Giles High Street, London WC2H

8LD requesting that the decision be reviewed. If following the internal









The National Archives
Legal advice
Legal advice on request for information regarding Nick Pope’s book, received by DAS UFO desk in November 2003.















. ANNEX

Your request is therefore refused since to lawfully process the personal data 

within the material requires compliance with the DPA 98 and in our opinion none 

of the processing conditions permit MOD’s lawfully disclosing to you. Your 

request is also refused under Exemption 2 (Internal discussion and advice) and 

Exemption 14 (Information given in confidence) of the Code of Practice on 

Access to Government Information.

You have proposed redaction of the personal data and release of the remaining 

text. On careful consideration of the material and in view of the definition of 

personal data within the Act we have concluded that personal data is so 

interwoven within the material that extraction would not be straightforward and 

would niot leave a meaningful text. In any case, such an attempt would be 

nugatory given any remaining text would be subject to the Code Exemptions 

cited.





. 
Revision of paragraph 3 of the draft replv:

Ministry of Defence regulations state that any serving or former member

of the Armed Forces or Civil Service who wishes to publish a book,

monograph, article, letter or other textual material concerning information or

experiences they gained as a result of their official duties, must seek pennission

from the appropriate Departmental Publications Clearance Branch before

publication. A copy of the manuscript is supplied, and the Publications Clearance

Branch, in consultation with the Branches [ artmeRt(s)] concerned with the

subject matter, examine it for any details which may cause concern with regard to

comments or disclosure of material such as: classified information; information

given to the MOD in confidence; comments about relations between civil

servants and Ministers; information that would undennine security or our national

interests or anything that MOD would regard as objectionable about individuals

or organisations. Any concerns raised are discussed with the author before

permission for publication is granted. I must stress that this process is not

designed stop individuals expressing their personal views, even if these differ

from those of the MOD, but rather to prevent the [wu thorised] release of

information which would [eouId] be [ g] inappropriate for the reasons

stated and to ensure that any personal viewpoint is not presented as MOD

policy.



The National Archives
Internal minute
Internal minute from DAS UFO desk 31 October 2003 sets out the reasons why documents should be with-held, under DPA 1998.







. regard to comments or disclosure of material such as; classified 

information; information given to the MOD in confidence; comments 

about relations between civil servants and Ministers; information that 

would tmdermine security or our national interests or anything that MOD 

would regard as objectionable about individuals or organisations. Any 

concerns raised are discussed with the author before permission for 

publication is granted. I must stress that this process is not designed to 

stop individuals expressing their personal views, even if these differ from 

those of the MOD, but rather to prevent the unauthorised release of 

information which could be damaging for the reasons stated.

With regard to the documents that you have requested, these contain 

information personal to Mr Pope and internal discussion about the 

contents ofMr Pope’s original manuscript (some of which may not have 

appeared in the final published version of his book). Much of this 

discussion involved interpretation of official documentation. In engaging 

in this process Mr Pope could expect that his manuscript and 

correspondence about its contents would remain confidential between 

him and those in the Department with a legitimate reason for seeing it, 

and would not be disclosed to a third party without his permission. It 

would also undermine the whole publication clearance process if



. individuals are requested to remove or alter text before publication and 

that which is changed, is later communicated to a third party.

Your request is therefore refused with some material being withheld 

under the Data Protection Act 1998 and the rest under Exemption 2 

(Internal discussion and advice) and Exemption 14 (Information given in 

confidence) ofthe Code of Practice on Access to Government 

Information.

If you are unhappy with our decision to refuse you information under the 

Data Protection Act 1998 you can complain to the Information 

Commissioner. You may, however, ask MOD to review this decision by 

writing to The RAF Personnel and Training Command, Data Protection 

Officer, Room G24, Building 225, HQ PTC, RAF Innsworth, Gloucester, 

GU lEZ, setting out your reasons. This does not affect your right to 

approach the Information Commissioner, which you may do at any time.

If you wish to appeal against our decision to refuse information under the 

Code of Practice on access to Government Information, you should write 

to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate ofInformation (Exploitation), 

Room 819B, St Giles Court, 1-13 St Giles High Street, London WC2H 

8LD requesting that the decision be reviewed. If following the internal







Section 6 
Disclosure of Information.

Section 6 Disclosure of Information

6.1 Principles governing disclosure of information 
This section describes the principles governing the public disclosure of 
information by serving or former members of the Department and sets out the 
rules that apply those principies to specific cases. The activities governed by 
this section are:

. public lectures and speeches, interviews with or communications to the 
press or other media, film, radio and television appearances and 
statements to non-Governmental bodies, including MOD-sponsored 
conferences and seminars;

. books, monographs, articles, letters or other text, including supposed 
fiction;

. theses for degrees, diplomas or MOD-sponsored fellowships;

. participation in outside study conferences, seminars and discussions.

You must not make comment on, or make disclosure of:

. classified or "in confidence" information;

. relations between civil servants and Ministers, and advice given to 
Ministers;

. politically controversial issues;

. material covered by copyright, unless prior permission has been 
obtained. Particular care must be taken where the origin of the material 
is obscure;

. information that would conflict with MOD interests or bring the Civil 
Service into disrepute;

. information that may jeopardise the commercial interests of the MOD or 
companies or organisations collaborating with the MOD;

. information that would undermine the security or other national interests 
of collaborating countries;

. any1hing that the MOD would regard as objectionabie about individuals or 
organisations;

You must not publish or broadcast personal memoirs reflecting your 
experience as a Government official, or enter into commitments to do so, 
while in Crown employment.

6.2 Greater openness in Government requires:

. the fullest possible exposition to Parliament and the public of the reasons 
for Government policies and decisions once these have been 
announced; and

Volume 7 Conduct
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Disclosure of Information.

. improving public understanding about the way the processes of 
Government work and the factual and technical background to 
Government policies and decisions.

Ministers are responsible for the exposition of Government policies and 
decisions. Staff must avoid being drawn into public discussion on justification 
of Government policies.

6.3 Seeking permission 
You must obtain authority, before taking part in any outside activity involving:

. the disclosure of information obtained in the course of official duties;

. the use of official experience;

. the public expression of views on official matters.

Chapter 3 
Annex M

The procedures for obtaining permission are set out in Annex M to Chapter 3. 

You are responsible for seeking this authority in sufficient time to allow proper 
consideration. Failure to obtain permission before undertaking any such 
activity is a disciplinary offence.

Elected officials of a recognlsed trades union or staff association do not need 
to obtain MOD authority if they are publicising their association’s or union’s 
views on an official matter which, because it directly affects the conditions of 
service of members, is of legitimate interest to them. This exemption does 
not apply to the (probably rare) case where the official duties of the union or 
association representative as a public servant are directly concerned with the 
matter in question;

You do not need permission to take part in activities organised by, or on 
Paragraph 6.1 behalf of, unions or staff associations, although conduct in public should still 

be consistent with the principles set out above.

6.4 International organisations 
When serving in an international organisation, or with visiting forces, you 
must observe the rules and regulations of that body. You must consult 
Defence Information Division (D-INFOD) wherever material concerns the UK, 
or in any cases of doubt.

6.5 Former members of staff 
After leaving the Department you must obtain official sanction from the MOD 
before publishing any information gained as a result of your official duties.

6.6 Press announcements 
Official communications to the Press are made by the public relations staff, or 
other duly authorised personnel. You must not comment on issues of a 
politically controversial nature.

6.7 Broadcasts and media interviews 
If you are approached directly about participation in a radio or TV 
programme, or about co-operating in the production of a programme you 
must report the matter in accordance with the detailed instructions in 

Chapter 3 Annex M to Chapter 3. A member of the Defence Information Division or a 
Annex M duly authorised officer must be present at all press interviews.

Volume 7 Conduct
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6.8 Release of information at MOD conferences, seminars, etc 
Sponsors of MOD conferences and seminars, at which classified information 
is to be discussed, must obtain approval from AD CB Sy before issuing 
invitations.

6.9 Political conferences 
You must obtain the permission from a senior line manager before attending 
conferences of a political nature in an official capacity.

6.10 Outside seminars and study conferences 
If you receive an invitation from a non-governmental body to participate in a 
study, conference, seminar or discussion you must seek prior permission 
from:

. 0 News CPO - (Chief Press Officer) if serving in Ministry of Defence 
Headquarters;

. 0 Oef Sy (Scientific and Technical), if OPA or OSTL personnel (for 
clearance of material);

. the TLB holder or his or her delegated representative, if working outside 
MOD HQ.

In any case of doubt you must consult 0 Oef Pol. You must submit texts in 
advance in accordance with the procedures set out in the Annex M to 
Chapter 3.

6.11 Outside organisations 
You do not need prior approval to take part In the proceedings of the 
following institutes:

. Intemationallnstitute for Strategic Studies (IISS).

. Royal Institute of International Affairs (RIIA).

. Royal United Services Institute for Defence Studies (RUSI).

Your participation is, however, subject to the following conditions:

. if nominated by the MOD to participate in a study, conference or seminar 
on defence problems you are encouraged to make as useful a 
contribution as possible but, if you are in doubt, you should consult 0 Oef 
Pol;

. when participating in a discussion, you must be aware that your remarks 
may be reported and publicised: you should avoid conflict with MOD or 
Government policy;

Annex N . you must not reveal classified or commercially sensitive material.
6.12 Questionnaires 

You must not:

. complete outside questionnaires if it involves disclosing detailed and 
significant information about official duties. If in doubt you must consult 
the security officer or the appropriate publication clearance authority;
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. take part in your official capacity in surveys or research projects, even 
unattributably, if they deal with attitudes or opinions on political matters or 
matters of policy.

6.13 Disclosure to others 
Instructions are contained in the relevant security manuals about disclosure 
of information to:

. MPs:

JSP 440 . foreign governments or foreigners;

. committee members. consultants and defence lecturers;

. contractors.

6.14 Defence Press and Broadcasting Advisory Committee (DPBAC) 
Defence Advisory Notices are addressed to national and provincial 
newspaper editors, to radio and television organisations, and to some 
publishers or periodicais and books on defence and related subjects. (DA 
Notic S are issued and amended on the authority of the DPBAC). The 
Secretary of the DPBAC is available at all times to advise on questions that 
arise on the application of a DA Notice to some particular set of 
circumstances. Any advice requested by the press as a whole on the 
publication of items of information which appear to come within the scope of 
a DA Notice should be referred to the Secretary DPBAC.
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Annex N 
Confidentiality & Official Info

Amdt4

Confidentiality and Official Information

1 Rules 
Departments and agencies must remind staff on appointment, retirement or 
resignation that they are bound by the provisions of the criminal law, 
including the Official Secrets Act, which protect certain categories of official 
information, and by their duty of confidentiality owed to the Crown as their 
former employee.

2 Standards of conduct to be reflected in local staff regulations 
Civil servants are expected to be prepared to make available official 
information which is not held in confidence within Government, in accordance 
with Government policy and departmental or agency instructions. They must 
not, without relevant authorisation, disclose official information which has 
been communicated in confidence within Government or received in 
confidence from others.

3 Civil servants must continue to observe this duty of confidentiality after they 
have left Crown employment.

4 Civil servants must not take part in any activities or make any public 
statement which might involve the disclosure of official information or draw 
upon experience gained in their official capacity without the prior approval of 
their department or agency. They must clear in advance material for 
publication, broadcasts or public discussion which draws on official 
information or experience.

5 Civil servants must not publish or broadcast personal memoirs reflecting their 
experience in Government, or enter into commitments to do so, whilst in 
Crown employment. The permission of the Head of the Department and the 
Head of the Home Civil Service must be sought before entering into 
commitments to publish such memoirs after leaving the service.

6 Civil servants must not seek to frustrate the policies or decisions of Ministers 
by the use or disclosure outside the Government of any information to which 
they have had access as civil servants.

7 Civil servants must not take part in their official capacities in surveys or 
research projects, even attributably, if they deal with attitudes or opinions on 
political matters or matters of policy.
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Annex M Procedures for Seeking Permission to Speak in 
Public, to Lecture, or to Write for Publication

1 Public speaking 
Applications or proposals to make public speeches, or film, radio or television 

NoIe’ appearances, or to communicate with the Press or other non-Governmental 
bodies, are to be made as follows:

Note 2& .1

. Staff serving in Ministry of Defence Headquarters must seek prior 
approval from the Press Secretary and Chief of Information (D-INFOD), 
through their Director or Head of Division. Exceptions to this rule are 
authorized for Meteorological Office staff and for certain other individuals 
whose duties bring them into regular contact with the Press and public, 
but D-INFOD should be consulted in any case of doubt.

Note J

. Staff serving outside MOD Headquarters must seek the prior approval of 
their TLB holder, or of the officer to whom his responsibility for giving 
approval has been delegated. In unusual circumstances, or in any case 
of doubt, the TLB holder, or his authorized representative, is to consult 
the Press Secretary and Chief of Information. If there is insufficient time 
for the necessary consultation, the invitation should normally be refused.

2 It may be desirable and useful to seek permission in principle before 
embarking on the preparation of the full text where the activity is to be given 
advance publicity.

3 The rules on payments for broadcasting, lecturing or writing for publication 
are in Chapter 2, Section 4.

4 Lecturing or writing for publication 
Applications for permission to publish any book, monograph, article, letter or 
other textual material, to give a public lecture or to put forward any thesis for 
a degree or diploma must be submitted through the author’s senior line 
manager to

. DCC(Navy) by RN TLBs . DCC(Army) by Army TLBs and the GOC NI TLB . AHB(RAF) PCB (Air) by RAF TLBs . D Def Sy (Scientific & Technical) CDP’s TLB and for all scientific and 
technical subjects from any other TLB, using MOD Form 655 

. D News Policy by other TLBs.

Public speeches should be submitted for prior clearance under the procedures for lectures 
(paragraph 4) if their text is likely to be published afterwards, or quoted by a broadcasting 
authority, newspaper or magazine, either in whole or in part if they contain scIentific or technical 
data, or if they comment on DPA projects, so that they may be fulfy cleared in all respects, 
incfuding Crown copyright aspects.

2 Because seNlce in the Ministry of Defence ;s likely to be regarded as conferring a special degree 
of authority or impDl1ance on statements made by an offic af speaker, Min steraf approval will be 
sought by D~/NFOD in all cases concerning personnel serving in the Ministry of Defence.

3 Normally perm;ssion to express views on politically controversial issues will be refused. For any 
exception to th;s rule, D~/NFOD w seek the prior approval of the Secretary of State for Defence.
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Amdt4

5 Staff who undertake a MOD-sponsored Defence Fellowship, a NATO 
Research Fellowship or a M Phil Degree Course in International Relations at 
Cambridge, and wish to publish the resulting thesis should submit their 
appiication through 0 Def Pol.

6 Staff must not enter into commitments or negotiations with private publishers 
or the organizers of lectures or discussion groups before authority is 
obtained. Authors who wish to make forward plans or to give advance 
publicity to any such activity are advised to submit a brief synopsis of the text 
for approval in principle; the full text must not be forwarded to publishers or 
other outside bodies before full approval has been given, and it must make it 
clear to any organisers that participation is subject to clearance of the full text.

7 Texts should be complete with illustrations, drawings, etc. They should be 
typewritten and submitted in duplicate. Material for clearance should reach 
the appropriate clearance authority as soon as possible and not later than 
three clear weeks before it is required, as controversial and technical material 
or lengthy books may take a considerable time to clear. Cases of special 
urgency can be considered on their merits. If, however, the work is based on 
or includes any element of official material, information or experience, 
additional problems of Crown copyright may be involved, and the advice of 
Copyright Control Section, MOD Library, Great Scotland Yard is to be sought 
before any commitment is made to use such material. Written permission 
must be obtained from them to reproduce all Crown copyright material, 
including extracts, photographs, badges etc in a publication or on a 
manufactured item, which is not itself Crown copyright. Permission may be 
subject to payment of a reproduction fee. If D-INFOD staff recommend that 
there is direct PR value to the MOD, then Copyright Control Section, MOD 
Library, Great Scotland Yard may appropriately either reduce or waive the 
reproduction fee. MOD authors should submit such cases to DPR staff for 
recommendation.

8 Applicants must make it clear in their submission to their senior line 
managers whether or not:

. use has been made of official material (published or unpublished) either 
by inclusion of extracts from official documents or by the use of official 
documents as a basis for the work;

. the work includes non-officiai material (eg material obtained from a 
commercial or private source) and, if so, whether the copyright holder 
has given written permission for its use;

. the work is based wholly or partly on their official experience or duties; if 
the latter, the proportion based on official experience should be stated;

. the work was done in official time, their own time, or both; if the last, the 
proportions should be stated;

. official typing or reproduction facilities were used in preparing the 
manuscript;

. a fee or other payment is expected; if so, the amount should be stated.
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9 The senior line manager must state whether or not publication is 
recommended when forwarding the application to the clearance authority, 
His or her comments should accompany that statement whenever it is 
deemed necessary to comment on any aspects of the application, and 
particularly where the material deals with scientific, technical or medical 
matters that are the concern of his or her Establishment.

10 Permission to publish will apply only to the text as submitted; if any 
alternations, other than those of a purely editorial nature, are made after 
permission has been given, further authority must be sought for the 
alterations, The granting of permission to publish does not confer official 
endorsement of the content of the text. Statements tending to imply that 
official approval has been given, or references to the fact that permission has 
been granted, must not be included in any part of the text and are not to be 
made separately, A copy of the text will be retained by the Department for 
reference.

11 Material intended for publication in the journals listed below may be 
submitted direct to the editors, who will obtain clearance on policy and 
security grounds as necessary from Service Directors of Public Relations or 
from MOD publication clearance authorities as appropriate:

RUSI Journal Navy News Paper Clips

Naval Review Soldier Preview

Focus RAF News PM World

12 Articles or notices concerning social or athletic matters which do not 
contravene the provisions of security regulations may be published without 
authority from the Department.
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MINISTRY OF DEFEN~E .DATA PROTECTION ACT 1998 

GUIDANCE NOTES

NO.2: HANDLING SUBJECT AcCESS REQUESTS (SARs)

Under DPA98, individuals (data subjects) are entitled to receive copies of their 
personal data. Data subjects must submit a written request (a Subject Access 
Request) for such data, either in letter form or on a MOD Form 1694. The SAR must be 
accompanied by proof of identity e.g. a recent utilities bill, a copy of an extract from a 
passport, driving licence etc. A SAR does not have to mention DPA98 specifically.

The MOD has 40 calendar days from receipt of a SAR containing enough 
information for the individual to be identified and the nature of his request 
understood in which to provide the complete composite MOD reply to the 
individual. Any longer period will be a breach of the Act Speed of handling is 
therefore essential.

SARs from current Service and civilian personnel

In the first instance, individuals should send their request on the attachedSAR form to 
their own unit DPO. Information is not to be supplied to telephone enquirers. If the unit 
is unable to provide the information sought, or the reply requires co-ordination, the unit 
is to send the form to either:

. The next tier up in the TLB/Agency (if that is where all the remaining data are 
located) or . If the reply is likely to require co-ordination across one or more TLBs/Agencies, 
then the SAR is to be sent to the appropriate single Service SAR Co-ordinator (if 
the requester is a Service person) or that TLB/Agency’s CPMA (for civilian 
personnel). They will collate the information and reply to the requester. The single 
Service SAR Co-ordinators are: NMASec3, APC Secretary, and PMA(RAF) 
Secretary.

SARs from former Service and civilian personnel

These are likely to come into the system at various points. It is likely to be clear from 
the SAR that the requester is a former member of the Department If whoever receives 
the request can answer it fully, they are to do so. If they cannot, they are to pass the 
request straight to:

Service - the appropriate single Service SAR Co-ordinator.
Clvjli;3n - the TLB DPO, who, if the individual has left MOD within the last 12 months, 
will try to identify the appropriate PMA. If the individual has not been employed by 
MOD in the last 12 months and the PMA cannot be identified, the SAR is to be 
referred to DSDC Llangennech, who will refer it, together with the personnel records, to 
the PMA who last managed the individual.
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Guidance Note 2 Page 2 of 4. The 40-day clock does not start ticking until individuals have provided both confirmation 
of their identity and enough information to enable MOD to start searching for their 
records.

SARs from Parliamentarians

The term "Parliamentarian" covers MPs and Peers at Westminster, members of the 
three devolved legislatures (Members of the Scottish Parliament (MSP), Welsh 
Assembly Members (WAM) and Members of the London Assembly (MLA)). SARs from 
Parliamentarians should be passed immediately to the Parliamentary Clerk, who will 
arrange for the necessary trawl around MOD using the OPO/DPA network and for the 
reply to be sent to the Parliamentarian.

Any personal data relating to the Parliamentarian provided to the Parliamentary Clerk 
as a result of the search should be redacted, copied and compiled in a stand-alone 
format so that it can be attached to the reply without further action from the 
Parliamentary Clerk. Where the personal data consists of a short passage in a longer 
document, e.g. in a PQ background note, it will usually be preferable to reproduce the 
text on a clean sheet of paper (example follows:)

The following extracts come from the Background Note that must accompany draft 
answers to Parliamentary Questions when they are submitted to Ministers for 
approval:

. "This is the first question raised by A. N. Other (ConseNative, Never/and) about 
this incident... Mr Other has a/so recentfy written on behalf of a constituent about 
the authorisation of such an event. " . "This MP has not previously asked a question on the 1234 Project - or any other 
procurement issue. We are not aware of a constituency interest in the 1234 
programme. "

Correspondence from Parliamentarians involving disclosure of personal data relating 
to their constituents or others must be handled in accordance with Guidance Note 16

SARs from Ministry of Defence Police ( MOP) Officers

SARs from MOP Officers should be sent to:

Sec(MDP)Co-ord 
Room 114 

Building 1070 
Headquarters 
Wethersfield 
Braintree 

Essex CM? 4AZ

MDP(Sec) will liaise within the Department as necessary and respond to the Officer.

All Other SARs

This includes requests from former Service and civilian personnel who have not 
identified themselves as such in their initial letter to MOD, as well as foreign nationals 
or those who have no employment link with the Department (e.g. journalists, authors or

http://www.defence.mod.uk/dpo/gn_2.htm 30/10/03



Guidance Note 2 Page 3 of 4. members of the public). In such cases, whoever receives the letter should send it, 
without acknowledgement, to the appropriate SAR Co-ordinator (if the Service or 
civilian recipient is on a Service unit) or the appropriate TLB/Agency DPO (if the 
recipient is a member of an entirely civilian unit). The SAR Co-ordinatorlDPO is to send 
the requester a copy of the attached specimen letter, appropriately modified. If, on 
receipt of the reply (which needs to contain enough information to start searching for 
that individual’s records and confirmation of their identity), they can answer the request 
fully, they are to do so. If they cannot, they are to consider who is best placed to reply 
and redirect the request accordingly. Common sense will need to be applied.

Charging

Current MOD policy is not to charge anyone making a request to see their records, 
whether they are non-medical or medical. Any payment should therefore be returned 
with the reply

Complaints procedure

DPA 98 allows individuals to complain to the Information Commissioner if they consider 
that an organisation has not handled their personal data in accordance with the Act. 
Before that step is taken, we would prefer the individual to use the following appeal 
procedure:

. The first reply to the requester should ask them to contact the writer if they are 
unhappy with the reply.

. Should the requester do so, the next reply must conclude with the following 
wording:

"If you feel that the information in this reply is incomplete or it 
does not reflect the information you believe might be held about 
you, you may ask MOD to review the reply (or the decision not 
to release the information) or ask for further information. In such 
circumstances you should set out your reasons and write to:

(Name and contact - see below)

This does not affect your right to approach the Information 
Commissioner, which you may do at any time"

The contact details are:

. Unit-level letters should provide the details of their appropriate 
TLB/Agency/CPMA Data Protection Officer.

. TLB/Agency/CPMA letters should provide the details of the appropriate single 
Service/Civilian DPO.

. Single Service/Civilian DPO should provide the details of the MOD DPO. (Mrs 
Alexander is to be referred to as "the MOD DPO" and not as "DC&L(F&S)". Her 
post title could well give the wrong impression to those unfamiliar with the 
Department. )
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Guidance Note 2 Page 4 of 4. This procedure applies, irrespective of whether the requester is a current or former 
member of the MOD or has no employment links with the Department. It does not 
remove the right of serving personnel to use either redress of complaint (for Service 
personnel) or the grievance procedures (for civilian staff) if they consider that incorrect 
data or information processed had led to an injustice. We hope that the system above 
will deliver a speedier response than using either of the existing Departmental 
complaints procedures. Internal delay in addressing OPA-related complaints could well 
lead to individuals appealing to the Information Commissioner on matters that could 
easily be resolved within the Department.

Reissued by C&L(F&S)Legal on 4 July 2003

An HTML version of the SAR form is not available. Please download the word version 
of this Guidance Note for a copy of the form including completion notes and a 

specimen letter to requesters to seek further information information.

RIGHT CLICK (SAVE ASI TO DOWNLOAD THE WORD VERSION OF THIS 
GUIDANCEJ.,IQ"tE
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. 
;Wqf aiiihiP’ rr ’./.ohlf :,c ri,stopher, .. ’., ..-,.-.,.....".- .......:.,.-" ";..,..," ’0 . C’ ’-"’;~.;?"’- -’-,;,f,’-" -,. ’.~ .-’. ’’’’. .. .. ’. :.. . Nick is now finT11y of the opinion that UFOs and turns his attention t ’"the ,remarkable ~:’ _. : :::~~::~e;~t:~J~~~~~ ~~~:~}ff~~~~lf"r.~!!1~[j,hi:&! i’;f ~st ~1!d. 

"’,’ 

’.’ 
are naturally feeling somewhat uneasy at his .... . p,., t ’tm4 jokSilhiiid to th future. ;’,:", ;.t:~’t~~2.~.:..,,"- .. decision to speak out so publicly. I can tell you. 

_~ ~_ i<.’f": 
.. ~~~~~~~~{~~t1~~~~Jf~,:;;~:~~~;’~:<;~.: ::.~~ ".-. 

-’. ~,~,,-"’,~_> 
’ that his decision to "come out" was not taken_.~", . J?~,~,.:;;;"~~..#~\"j;;,, ~.....j"’’’^_’’~;’’’’’~’f>,>~"....,,.....\,o’’’N~.’d lightly, but he is wilting to accept’the conse- 

quences.1t took an extraordinary amount of 
courage to do what he has done. His Dfe is about 
to change forever, and we should all offer him our 
total support.

Editorial
.. J The alleged Roswell archive 

" film footage rages on, and 
despite huge question marks 
In respect of its authenticity, 
tts owners continue to ’" 

promote the material as being genume. Offers of 
between $1.7 million and $7 million have been 
openly mooted.

As you will see in our exclusive account of this 
sorry affair, television companies place Jittle 
importance on analysis, more how the material 
win impact upon the viewing public.

In a remarkable swipe at those who have sought 
to view, examine and authenticate the footage, 
such as Stanton T. Friedman, the original 
investigator of the 1947 Roswell crash, they 
pronounce:

"Whilst we respect Mr. Friedman~ history, profile 
and standing within the UFO communffy. we 
believe the material will be best served by neutral 
researchers who have no personal vested 
interest in its future. ..
In effect, those who have a vested interest in the 
commerCial marketing and promOtion of this 
footage have excluded those within the 
intemational UFO community who would dare to 
challenge the authenticity of this film.

If anyone has a personaJ vested interest in this 
archive, it is surely Friedman, who has laboured 
long and haTd over 17 years to unearth the truth 
behind what occurred at Roswell.

,~

Whist much attention has been naturally focused 
on this affair, another intriguing devekJpment has 
taken place, with the announcement by Nick 
Pope, former head of AS2 (Air Staff 2), the officiaf 
UK government body that looks at UFO reports 
within the Ministry of Defence, that he intends to 
publish a book about his 3-year Involvement: 
Open Skies - Closed Minds: Official Reaction to 
the UFO Phenomenon.

..’
" 

’>. ~.)~J "*’~
- ~’~:!

,; ulJ,-fy-(

’c.<

On 7t~November 198~, police sergeant An~~nypo,dd, encountered a UF() on a , 

’Joiiely country lane near the weSt 
" Yprkshire village of ’ 

Addingham. He manoged to 
.tak(several s.erisational 
pictures which have defied all 
scientific attempts to rationally 

, ’explain the phen mena. ’ --n:,’> ,:. :’. .- " :~:>-". .’ .
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Still 

at 

me 

MOD, 

but 

no 

longer 

on 

the 

UFO 

desk, 

Pope 

has 

suffered 

for 

his 

views. 

His 

nickname 

in 

the 

MoD 

is 

’Spooky’J 

that 

of 

Fox 

Mulder} 

a 

character 

in 
the 

cult 

TV 
series 

x~ 

File.. 

When 
he 

walks 

along 

the 

corridorJ 

fellow 

civil 

servants 

whistle 

the 

theme 

from 

Steven 

Spielberg’s 

film, 

Cb:Jse 

Encounters 

of 
the 

Third 

Kind. 

His 

chances 

of 

becoming 

a 

permanent 

under~ 

secretary 

have 

dimmed. 

And 
yet: 

IWe 

received 

between 

2,000 

and 

3,000 

UFO 

reports 

each 

year. 

We 

knew 
this 

was 

the 
tip 

of 

the 

iceberg 

because 

most 

people 

didn’t, 

,know 

how 

to 

"report-8 

UFO, 

that 
is 

who 
to 

contact"or 

theyWer

afi\iidoftlie 

ridiCule. 

. 

’Among 

those 

2,000 

to 

3,000 

repons 

we 

always 

fj,gured 

that 

95 

per 

cent 

could 

be 

expJained 

away 

away 

in 
terms 

of 

known 

objects 

or 

phenomena, 

I 

know 
all 

!.he 

explanations; 

flocks 

of 

geese, 

aircraft 

lights~ 

satellites! 

meteors, 

fireballs, 

ball.lighrning! 

Iazers 

and 

searchIiglus 

reflecting 

off 

low 

cloud) 

hoaxes. 

There 
is 

still 

this 

5 

per 

cent 

that 

you 

can’t 

explain. 

that 

defy 

explanation. 

I 

His 

book 

on 

UFOs) 

provisionally 

entitled 

Ope" 

Skies, 

Cwsed 

Mimlsj 

wilJ 
be 

published 

by 

Simon 

and 

Schuster 

in 
June 

1996. 

The 

absurdist 

comedy 

of 

the 

MoDis 

own 

UFO-watcher 

turn- 

ing 

from 

sceptic 

to 

(qualified) 

be- 

liever 

speaks 

to 

the 

spooky~woo- 

woo 
spirit 

of 

the 

millennium. 

Now 

that 

God, 
who 

once 

wound 

our 

sundials, 

is 

thought, 

to 

be 

dead, 

human 

awe 

has 

turned 
to 

UFO 

sightings 

and 

even 

alien ab-- 

ductions ~ 
in 
the 

jargon, 

Close

r~-,."

Encoumcrs 

of 

the 

Fourth 

Kind. 

Next 

weekend 

the 

British 

UFO 

Research 

Assodation 

will 

host 

its 

eighth 

International 

UFO 

Con~ 

grcss 
(0 

discuss 

these 

and 

OIhcr 

UFO 

cvems. 

It 

is 

sold 

our. 
Later 

this 

month, 

Channel 

4 

wiH 

screen 

a 

controversial 

film 

of 

an 

ahcn 

autopsy. 

allegedly 

shot 

after 

the 

UFO 

crash 

at 

Roswell. 

New 

Mexico, 

in 

1947. 

Pope 

has 

seen 

the 

footage: 

II 

found 
it 

gruesome 

and 

unpleas- 

ant! 

but 

then 

J’d 

never 

seen 

an 

autopsy 

before. 

There 

were 

100 

people 

in 
the 

auditorium 

at 

the 

Museum 

of 

London. 

The 

affilO- 

sphere 

was 

jokey 

for 

a 

minurc, 

but 

as 

the 

autopsy 

staned 

and 

the 

humans. 

c

t’up’ 

i:htr 

aliens 

there 

was 
a 

lot 

of 

uneasy 

shuffling 

and 

muffled 

cries 

of 

"Oh, 

my 

God 
’I.’ 

The 
best 

documented 

British 

UFO 

sighting) 

the 

Rendlesham 

Forest 

incident) 

rests 

on 
a 

sober 

memo 

headed 

’Unexplained 

ghtsl. 

dated 

13 

January 

1981. 

It 
is 

signed 

by 

Lt 

Col 

Charles 

I. 
Halt 

of 

the 

US 

Air 

Force. 

Hall 

and 

his 

officers 

saw 
a 

pulsing) 

metallic) 

uianguJar 

ob- 

ject 

which 

sent 

nearby 

farm 
ani- 

mals 

into 
a 

frenzy 
and 

left 

abovr:- 

background 

radiation 

levels 

in 

mree 

holes 

in 
the 

ground. 

The 
best 

documented 

Ameri- 

can 

UFO 

sighting 

is 

the 

Roswell 

incident 

in 
1947. 

The 
best 

ab- 

duction 

features 

a 

four~way 

alien 

pick-up! 

involving 

Manhanan 

UfoJogisr 

Linda 

Napolitano, 

two 

anonymous 

security 

guards 

and 

the 

"Third 

Man’ - 
a 

cover 

name 

purponedly 

to 

protect 

the 

iden~ 

tiE}’ 

of 

the 

then 

UN 
Sccrerary- 

General. 

Javier 

P
rez 

de 

Cu

llar.

~.

THE 

OBSERVER 

ESSAY

John 

Sweeney

should 

have 

a 

brain 

scan. 

Of 

of 

the 

aliens 

under 

the 

knife 

course) 

some 

experiences 

could 

chimes 

wim 
a 

line 

from 

Thomas 

be 

put 

down 
to 

hysteria. 

But 

Aquinas: 

’Angels 

need 

an 

as- 

mere 

couJd 

be 

an 

underlying 

bio- 

sumed 

body, 

not 

for 

themselves, 

10gicaJ 

abnonnality 

triggering 

the 

but 

on 

our 

account!. 

hallucinations.’ 

AnatOmist 

Paul 

O’Higgins 

of 

Looking 

back, 

visions 

of 

the 

Univcrsity 

Collegc, 

London, 

who 

Virgin 

could 

have 

been 

prompted 

has 

seen 

the 

film! 

says 

the 

aJjens 

by 

bio-abnormality. 

Joan 

of 

An; 

’have 

our 

anatomy! 

plus 

a 

colJcc~ 

famously 

took 

a 

long 

rime 

to 
tion 

of 

relatively 

commOn 

ana~ 

bum - 
maybe 

as 
a 

result 

of 

caici- 

tomic 

anomalies: 

the 

six 

digits, 

tied 

lungs 

caused 

by 

tubercuJosis. 

the 

enlarged 

brain 

case 

which 

Had 

TB 

reached 

her 

brain, 

it 

you 

get 

with 

hydrocevhalia, 

dis- 

could 

have 

uiggered 

the 

visions, 

tended 

abdomen, 

lack 

of 

umbili~ 

And 
never 

underestimate 

auro- 

CUS, 

membranes 

over 

the 

eyes _ 

suggestion, 

the 

phenomenon 

easy 

to 

do 

with 

plasricine. 

The 

reports 

and 

eanh 

[reroors. 

He 

which 

drove 

the- 

Salem 

Witches 

chance 

that 

aliens 

would 

look 

like 

has 

specuJated 

that, 

clectro-, 

and 

may 
be 

responsJble 

for 

P
rez 

us 

by 

accident 

are 

remot~’, 

magtJc!ic 

pulses) 

released, 

by 

the 

de 

Cu

llar’s 

Imp!. 

, 

. 

The 

writer 

Phillip 

0 

Knightlc)’ 

shuffling 

of 

the 

eanh’s. 

tectOnic 

Se
ond) 

’RendJesham. 

Let’s 

famously 

objected, 

prior, 

to 
its 

plates) 

could 

stimulate 

images 

in 
’ 

pres
me 

’Halt. 
- 

-and 

the 

other’ 

publication, 

to 
the 

Hitler 

Djaries 

the 

mind’s 

eye - 
the 

brain’s 

Americans 

saw 

something 

in 

the 

hoax 

played 

on 

the 

SUI/day 

Times. 

temporal 

lobe. 

This 

wouJd 

also 

sky, 

something 

which 

left 

a radio- 

Knighdey’s 

memo 
is 

a 

classic 

of 

account 

for 

the 

cutting 

off 
of 
a 

active 

spoor 

in 
the 

forest. 

Why 

journalistic 

rigour, 

He 

asked: 

car’s 

electricity. 

need 

it 

Come 

from 

outer 

spac!;;’:? 

’How 

thoroughly 

has 

the 

vendor 

Professor 

Ashley 

Grossman 

of 

The 

Pentagon’s 

ultra~secre[ 

explained 

where 

the 

diaries 

have 

Ban’s 

agrees: 

’There 

is 

an 

in- 
Black 

Budget 

has 

been 

respon~ 

been 

all 

these 

years 

and 

why 

they 

creasing 

amount 

of 

evidence 

thar 

sibJe 

for 

all 

sorts 

of 

weird 

lights 

in 

have 

surfaced 

now.. 
. 

The 

crux 

electro-magnetic 

pulses 

can 

af~ 

the 

sky, 

clocked 

by 

military 

men 

of 

the 

maner 

is 

that 

secrecy 

and 

feer 

brain 

fuction. 

Itr 

virro 

such 

as 

Halt 

who 

would 

not 

have 

speed 

work 

for 

the 

con 

man.’ 

research 

suggests 

that 

there 

is 

been 

securi[}’-cJeared 

for 

the pro- 
Thus 

far, 

Channel 

4 

has 

not 

some 

sort 

of 

sensory 

perception 

gramme. 

The 

post-Stealth 

rcleas~d 

any 

verifiable 

detail 

on 

- 
you 

c’ould 

call 

it 

a 

sixth 

sense 

bomber, 

Project 

Aurora, 

is 

CUr- 
the 

origins 

of 

the 

fiJm _ 
bad 

-which 
some 

animals 

have. 

The 

rently 

whizzing 

around 

the 

world 

scepticism 

but 

great 

showbiz. 

The 

brain 

works 

on 

electricity. 

It’s 

being 

mistaken 

for 
a 

UFO. 

Ob1erver 

bets 

Channel 

4show~ 

rather 

like 

raking 

your 

credit 

card 

Third, 

Roswell. 

The 
UfO 

air 

man-in-chief 

Michael 

Grade 

a 

near 

a 

Jarge 

magnet. 

If 

someone 

crash 

is 

a 

’bunch 

of 

horse 

puke)" 

case 

of 

antipodean, 

H-bomb-free 

had 

a 
l

w 

threshold 

for 

temporal 

according 

to 
one 

sceptic, 

Irving 

champagne 

the 

Roswell 

film 

will 

lobe 

epilepsy 

and 

seizure! 

an 

’Newt’ 

Newton. 

What 

actuaUy 

be 
proved 

to 

be 
a 

hoax 

before 

the 

electro-magnetic 

pulse 

could 

fire 

crashed 

in 

1947 

was 

anolher 

year 

is 

out. 

o 

offhalJucinarions.’ 

secret 

Pentagon 

wheeze, 

Project 

But 

temporal 

lobe 

epiJcpsy 

can 

Mogul, 

a 

high 

aJtitudc 

balloon 

be 

the 

first 

manifcslation 

of 

a 

checking 

for 

radiation 

from 

brain 

lumaur, 

Prof 

Grossman 

Soviet 

atomic 

bombs. 

warns: 

’Anyone 

who 

sees 

a 

UFO 

Founh! 

me 

Channel 

4 

hoax_ 

or 

has 

a 

semi~mysticaJ 

experience 

The 

curiously 

humanoid 

shape

The 

UFO 

Research 

Association 

hosts 

its 

eighth 

Congress 

on 

Saturday. 

It 

is 

sold 

out, 

and 

reports 

from 

the 

final 

frontier 

say 

business 

is 

better 

than 

ever.

.’..............,

His 

Excellency 

denies 

the 

ab~ 

duction. 

,1nc 

old, 

,saw" 

.Occam~s 

ralOr ~ 
IN~ 

more 

things 

should 

be 

presumed 

tQ 

exist 

than 

ar~ 
0 

absolutely 

necessary’ - 
slices 

up 

the 

liule 

green 

men 

benee 

than 

Channcl4 

’s 

autopsy. 

This 
is 

not 

to 

say 

!.hat 
the 

people 

who 

report 

UFOs 

are 

bonkers. 

Ordinary 

people 

do 

wit~ 

ness 

such 

things 
as 

bright 

lights 

in 

the 

sky 

and 

should 

nOt 

be 

lighrly 

mockedj 

so 

do 

military 

of- 

ficers, 

who 

supply 

the 

bcst~au- 

theruicatcd 

cases. 

But 

there 

is 

a 

bancry 

of 

good 

reasons 

expla

n- 

ing 

why 

UFO 

sightings 

and 

reported 

abductions - 
even 

Pope’s 
5 

pcrccnt- 
have 

more 

to 

do 

with 

the 

vagaries 

of 

the 

human 

mind 

than 

with 

aliens. 

None 

of 

this 

is 

a 

match 

for 

me 

first 

13w 

of 

storytelling: 

the 

excit~ 

ing 

explanarion 

wiH 

always 

drive 

out 

me 

boring. 

First, 

bright 

lights 

in 

the 

sky. 

Psychologist 

Michael 

Persinger. 

of 

Canada’s 

Laurentian 

Univer. 

sity, 

has 

noted 

a 

big 

statistical 

correlation 

be[Ween 

flying 

saucer
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PUBLICATIONS CLEARANCE - MR N G POPE - LINE TO TAKE

All MOD personnel wishing to publish a book which draws on 

their official experience or information obtained in the course 

of their duties, or which expresses views on official matters, 

are required to seek MOD approval before doing so. Details of 

specific applications for approval are private between the 

Department and the individual concerned.
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The National Archives
Nick Pope
Redacted copy of minute from Head of Sec(AS), 27 March 1995: ‘Nick Pope, publication clearance.”











































The National Archives
Publication Clearance
Redacted copy of 7 page document “Publication Clearance - Nick Pope - Open Skies Closed Minds.”































The National Archives
Redacted letter
Redacted copy of document dated 4 January 1995 “UFO Book - Publication Clearance.”

























The National Archives
Alien Abductions
Follow-up letter requests review of decision; fresh request for copy of MoD file on ‘Alien Abductions.’







The National Archives
MoD response
Response from MoD:  request refused as content protected by Data Protection Act.







The National Archives
Nick Pope
February 2003 letter from a member of the public requesting copies of MoD background papers on Nick Pope’s book Open Skies Closed Minds covering clearance of the manuscript for publication.
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