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Re ceived· f 
(g • rom mira 

cameron@m· 
electra ira.?c.umanitoba.ca [130.179.16.8]) by 
for <gc~~c.u manit oba.ca (8.8.5/8.8.5) with SMTP id RAA 25236 
Sender· geron@cc.umanitoba.ca >; Thu, 12 Jun 1997 17:51:22 - 0500 (CDT) 
Messag~-Ig~rneron@cc.UManitoba.CA 
Date· Th • <3 3 A07D67.42A8@cc.umanitoba. ca> 
X-UIDL· u86' 12 Jun 1997 17:51:19 -0500 
F • 6155888.001 

rom: Grant Rb 
Organizat· _0 e~t Ca~eron <gca~er on@cc .UM anitoba .CA > 
X -M .

1 
ion. Un1vers1ty of Man itoba 

a1 er· M - 11 MP'E •. 021 a 3.0 (Xll; I; SunOS 5.5.1 sun4u) 
n -Version: 1 .0 

To· g S •. cameron@cc.UManitoba.CA 
ubJ ect: (no subject) 

CS 
0
t n tent-Type: mu 1 t ipar t/m ixed • boundary=" -- - - - - --- -- -32DF A5F 1D32" 
atus: o ' 

X-Status: 

This is a multi-part mes sage in MIME format. 

--------------32DFA5F1D32 
gontent-Type: text/pla in; charset=us - asci i 

ontent-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 

http://www.uscoldwar.com/Classification.html 

--------------32DFA5F1D32 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; name="Cl assification. html" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 
Content-Disposition: in line; f ilename="Classification . html" 

[Image] 
[Image] 

HomePage : Overview : Table of Contents Index : THE CUTTING EDGE : People & 
Plans : ClassificationPolicies : Example: Testing History : Example : Warhead 

History : Computer & CD-ROM Tech Info :P ric e & Ordering Info : How to 
Contact Us : Links to Related Sites 

HOW & WHY THIS SERIES CAME TO EXIST: U. S. POL ICIES TOW ARD CL ASS IFICAT I ON 

Since 1945, the U.S. nuclear weapons program has included 60,000 warheads o f 
71 different types for 118 separate weapons s yst ems . An o the r 29 designs were 
canceled before they reached production . By the e nd o f 1992, the U.S . had 
detonated more than 1,000 nuclear exp lo s ion s on the surface of the earth, 
underground, underwater, in the atmosphe re, and in space over and under the 
Pacific and Atlantic Oceans, and in sever a l stat es in the continental U. S. 

The cost of thi s program has been s t aggering: over $89 billion in 
development costs and $700 billion for delivery s ystems. These nuclear 
warheads were fabricated by a vast ad min is trative and materials production 
complex that spans the west coast fr om Was hington to California and which 
ranges east across t he count r y t o the District of Columbia and south to 
Florida. Many t housand s of pe r s ons have been and are employed by this 

. network. 

; In spite of the massive ·size and scope of this weapons development ifPo;t; · 
its products and activities have remained largely out of the p,ubl ic • 
.-.nn ~ Pi0U S 08S 



~ t y of 1963 which sent U.S. nuclear testing and, until just recently, 
mos t p r t 0 est underground. Secrecy about the American nuclear weapons 

P~~g r am, while necessary up to a point, has brought many unpleasant side 
; _ects. War plans employing hundreds of nuclear bombs were drawn up by the 

oin t Chie f s of Staff soon after World War II at a time when the total U.S. 
n uclear stockpile did not contain more than a few dozen weapons. The JCS 
made their plans totally ignorant of the most closely-held secret in the 
~ountry. Only recently, nearly 50 years later, has the Department of Energy 

egun to declassify and release stockpile sizes after 1948. 

The country·s readiness for war was hindered by nuclear secrecy: obtaining 
and reviewing secret and top secret clearances for employees, consultants 
a nd armed forces personnel has been a major bottleneck since the Manhattan 
Project of World War II. At one time soon after the end of World War II, Air 
Force Strategic Air Command aircrews were not cleared to even see the bombs 
the y would be dropping, let alon~ service, handle, or arm them. 

Aircraft manufacturers were given only the most general estimates of weights 
a~d vtilumes for the weapons their yet-to-be-built aircraft would carry. In 
hi s book, Ed Heinemann, retired chief designer for Douglas Aircraft, relates 
ho w in 1949 he was visited by agents of th e Federal Bureau of Investigation 
after he speculated about an atomic bonb that was considerably smaller than 
the five foot diameter, fifteen foot lo~g, 10,000 lb. weapon specified for 
carr iage by the new A3D Skywarrior, then in design. 

This obsession with nuclear secrecy has bred a gross public ignorance about 
the or ig ins and effects of nuclear weapons, to the point that in 1979 a 
si z able part of the American public was fooled into believing that a 
mul t i stage hydrogen bomb could be built solely from informat i on i n a 10-page 
lon g pol i t i c a l magazine article. To other people, nuclear weapons are little 
mor e than an abstract concept and difficult to imagine as physica l hard ware . 

The government has al ways gone to extreme lengths to maintain this mono pol y 
of informa tion. In 1950, copies of an issue of SCIENTIFIC AMERIC AN 
c ontain i ng an ar ticle about the H- bomb by Dr. Hans Bethe were de str oy ed and 
p rinting plates s ma shed after the Atom i c Energy Commiss i on ob j ected t o a few 
words of text i n the a rticle . In 1967, the AEC attempted un s u ccessfully to 
gain dominion over all pr i vat e ly- f unded r e s ea r ch into lase r -driven fusion . 

After the Department of En e rgy was c rea ted in 1977 a nd James Schlesinger was 
named its director, there were inst anc e s in three c onsecutive years when DOE 
suppressed or tried to suppress arti c les an d papers by college students and 
a free-lance writer about hypothetical nuclear weapons designs . In these 
cases , the government asserted sole rights to public-domain information, 
even though most of it had been previously declassified and released by the 
Atomic Energy Commission, the Energy Research and Development 
Administration, and DOE itself. 

Ironically, concepts at issue in 1979 were un c lassified in the Soviet Union, 
but remained classified here until late in 1980. Before the PROGRESSIVE 
case, one DOE spokesman boasted that inquisitive journalists always ceased 
their questioning when the cover of classification was invoked. Another 
major effect of secrecy has been the total absence of a comp rehensive 
unclassified technical history of t he U.S. postwar nucl e ar weapons p rogram. 
A recent three-volume AEC h i story i s a l a rge ly admi n i s tra tive a c count tha t 
was subjected to severe c ens ors hip abou t the postwar we apons p rog r am. 

To fil l this g ap , I dec id ed to write an unclassified technical history, in 
the s tyl e o f ma ny books about the f amous wartime Manhattan Project . In 1971, 
r bega n serious research. Four years later, I had written a 100-page 
monograph that summed up most of what I had learned; a portion of it 
appeared in 1976 in REPLICA IN SCALE, a now-defunct Texas-based aeromodeling 
magazine. In 1981, I signed a contract with AEROFAX, Inc. in Dallas to 
produce a major work on the subject. The results were published in 1988 by 
n~;nn Rnnks in N as U~ v Tt Y~~ 



on l y book of its type in the U.S. and quite possibly in the world. 

!in~e 1988, I have been extending and updating the manuscript upon which the 
0 0 was based. The results to date have included almost a four - fold expa • • n sion 1n text volum e, and a near doubling of source photos. It became 

a ppa~ent by 1994 that new media would be required to not only hold this 
massi ve amount of information and images, but also to allow regular updates 
at a reasonable cost. Hence the use of a CD-ROM and microfiche for this 
~ervice. The CD-ROM version includes all t ext and illustrations; the fiche 
includes text and tables only. 
----------- -----------------------------------------------------------------

See the article from the Las Vegas SUN with a report of Chuck Hansen·s 
speach given as part of the 14th Annu al Nevada Test Site 

Classification/Declassification Symp osium on 9/17/ 96 . 

------------------------ --- -------------- -- ---------------------------------
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[Hore Headers] 

_ate: John Horgan has given the bottom line here : Hi s report 
1 s VE RY RELEV ANT to t l 1 e l l F O s u l1 j e 1_, t s w , 11 . . . . rm c 9 7 • 

uying by the Book 
by Juhn Horgan 

Sci ntific American 
October 1992 

l'.32,N 0IJ:.36-672:3. 

Di s sembling by public offi8ials is pr0bably as old as governm e n t. 
Certain ly the p r act i ce has become a tradition in Wash i ngton. Du ring the 
1850s a n d 1960s, for example, U.S. A~my planes carried ou t mock biologi c al 
wa rfa re a ttacks against Ameri can and Canadian cites by sp raying them with 
l ive -- though su pposedly harm:ess -- bacteria . If local off i c ials asked 
wha t wa s g o i n g on, the army said it was testing a radar-def l ec ti ng c haff . 

On e mig h t th ink t hat such prevarication -- whether just ified o r not -- is 
d one on an ad hoc , s eat-of-the-pants basis. That might have been the case 
previ ously, but no mo r e. The Bush administrat i on has a ctually drafted 
regulations on the u s e of d e ce p t i on to p r ov ide c over f o r secret programs. 
Bureaucrats' pass i on f o r sec r ecy, i t s e e ms , i s exceeded only by their 
passion for codifi c ation. 

The regulations are part of the Nati onal Industrial Securit y Program 
Operating Manual, whi ch sets forth agencies and con trac tors inv olved wit h 
clas s ifi ed programs. Recentl y the Dep ar tment of Defense generated a 
supplement to the manual f or "special access" (a lso c a l led " b lac k") 
programs, whose existence cannot even be acknowledged. Da t ed Ma y 29 , 1992 , 
and stamped "d raft," t he supplement states: 

' Cover s tories ma y be establishe d for unackn owl e dg e d programs in 
order t o p rotect t he i nteg r ity of the pr og r am from individuals 
who do not have a n eed to kn ow. Cover stories must be believable 
and cannot rev eal a n y i nf ormation regarding the t r ue nature of 
the cont ract. Cov e r st o r i e s f or Special Access Programs mus t 
have t he a pp rov a l of t he PSO [Program Secur i ty Off i cer ] p rior to 
d i ssemin at ion. " 

The supplement al s o notes tha t spec i a l a c ces s p r ograms must have 
"nonattributable" t e lephone lines, a l s o c alled " Hello lines, " connecting 
them t o the outside wor l d. Personn e l who answer such a telephone must 
"state the prop er s alutation , e . g . Good Morning or Hello. Do not use the 
company name . " 

a.r.::11 u-c=on Aft.er i.! 
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su_~ lement public, professes to be shocked at the co v e r -story policy, 
.,. whi ch h e calls "officially sanctioned lying.·· "One can see situations 

~~er e t~is might be warranted, maybe in the midst of wartime," he says. 

1 .u~ this is not sufficiently well def in ed to convin ce me t ha t it is 
t~mited . _It's obviously a very dangerous practice, be caus e it can corrupt 

e Public discourse." 

Susan Hansen, a spokesperson for the Pentagon, grumbles that the document 
on cover stories wa s confidential. "Whoever sent it to y o u was 
unauthorized," she says. She points out, furthermore , that the document is 
an unapproved draft version that "does not represent the policy of the 
federal government." 

But does this statement itself repres ent a cover story? Acco rding to a 
Senate staff member specializing in security issues, the Bush 
administration has already implemented the cover-sto r y policy -- with the 
complicity of some congressional oversight committ ees . Indeed, the 

administration has consulted with Congress before disseminating cover 
stories about several "major programs" to the media , the staffer says. 
Such as? "Sorry, I can·t tell you that," he replies. 

The staff member emphasizes that Congress, altho ugh it gives its approval 
to cover stories when the need for securit y seems cl e ar, does not actively 
participate in the deception. I ndeed, Congre ss is trying to reduce the 
need for such decept i on by cutting the n umber of black programs to a 
minim.um.. "It's a very uncomfortable situation in the democratic framework 
to lie about what you're doing," he acknowledges . 
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Legends and history aboWld in storios of visits to this earth 
by beings from tho sky; beings whidh dame in strange craft capable of 
the nost extraordinary pe rf~rmande, and who themselves possessed great 
pewers or had at their commund strange forces; much beyond the under­
standing of the simple fol ~ who witnessed the se thingsi Thtre is much 
evidence that this has ~one 0n all thr':IUgt. t h~ l!ge gt and i s going on 
right now. With excellent news g~thoring and dosseminating means at 
our disposal, very l ittl e happ ens anywher e in the world which is not 
r eported , _and, if it is of sufficient inter est, ge ts wide public! ty. 
During the l ast t en years or ~ore there has been much publicity about 
":flying Saucers" and thous ,~_nds of r eports hnve boon made of sightings 
of these strange obj ects in our skies. But this is not an exclusively 
recent phenomenon; only the publicity is r ecent. Ever since we have 
had newsp apers ther e have been similar r eports, but the absence of news 
services Uiitil r ecent times usually confined the details to a few local 
papers, and se~rches of old newspap ers f iles confirm that flying saucers 
are old stuff. 

The t ens e international situation in recent years h2s made 
everyone jittery and anything in the skies which could not be establishe~ 
a s known and friendly was r egarded with suspicion. Conseciucntly, _. 
procedures, proj ects, and publicity coMbined to make the whole subject 
of flying saucers app ear quite out of perspecti~e. Instead of 

' recognizing them for what they probably really were, they became a ward 
of tha l.lili tary, and since ~the ilili tary are charged only with the defence _ 
·of a country, their interests waned when they had established the fact 
that the ·saucers app arently were not hostile:. But in ord-er to · arrive at 

• this conclusion _ :they collected much data, classified it, and buried it so ~ 
effectively that no one else could get at it, and those who might have bee 
able to sort the matter out found themselves deprived of the basic data . 
and had to content thensel ves 1d th the bit which es capon _the clutches of 

-. the Military. however, on the basis of this mat .-1 ria1 some rather 
.startling _conclusions have been reached. I 

Thousands of poople have seen lights and apparently solid 
objects in the sky which behaved as no light or object nornally seen in 
the sky ougi1t to behave . Thousands have seen thes e objects under ci-~­
cumstances which enabled thJm to say definitely what thoy were not, even 
though ti1ey wer e unabl e to sE.y what they were. ·Reliable photographs and 
movies hav0 bean t aken, and bits of "hardware" collecterl which _cannot 
be explained away without challenging the integrity of many witnesses. 
Simultaneous visual sightings and radar fixes · exist in a great nany 
cases , and thcr <: is. quite o. bit of evidence of physicr~l contact with 
these strang C: craft. 

In sever al inst&nces reliable people have r~rortcd seeing the 
beings who ride about on those craft, and th0y say they look just like 

.us. fbero ar~ quite a ·nUJT1ber of .reported contacts batwccn these people 
from "e1s~here" ·and people of this earth, ond although this latter 
oint may be hard to provo i t ,.. 1s equally hard to di_sprove, and the results . 
f .these ...contacts are rar.iarkably .consist.ent and .enlightening. ·. At the 

present time tuer e are nuito a number of books, magazines and bulletins 
devoted to the study of fl ying sa,lcers, and nnyone who wishes to 
as t eblish for hins ~Jlf the _validity of these tt.Lings will find no dearth 
of material. • 

• • . . . . . 13 
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At one tim, long with many others, 1t was ~v opinion 

that 1t was the Alr Force who were withholding the true facts about 

the UFOs. However, as a result of l ~ter developments, I no longer 

adhere to that conviction. One of the principal factors in my 

change of opinion was a conversation wtth the late Wilbert B. 

Smith, approximately two years before .he passed away. Vur1ng 

the course of this conversation, I asked Mr. Smith whether it 

was the Air Force or some other department of ;overn~ent that 

was keeping UFO information from the public. Mr. Smith replied 

that 1t was not the Air Force but "a small group very high up 1n 

the government." Upon further questioning, Mr. Smith refused to 

1dent1fy the group to which he had reference, and quickly led the 

conversation into other channels. 

Dr. Haymond Bernards The Hollow Earth (New Yorks Fieldcrest 
Publ 1 shing Co. , 19b4) , unpaged preface. 'l'he above para­
graph occurs 1n a three-page essay which, for no ver~ ap­
parent reason, precedes Bernard's work. The essay 1S un­
signed, but 1s evidently by C. W. Fitch. The writer re-
fers to Edwards as a long-time acquaintance, and the inter­
view with Smith indicated above is undoubtedly the one re-· 
corded in Flying Saucers -- Serious Business. In The Hollow 
Earth Bernard mentions a Theodore Fitch as the author of 
Our Paradise Instde the Earth. In addition to a subterran-
1an world inhabited by a superior race, Bernard believes in 
vegetarianism and human reproduction by parthenogenesis. 

, . 
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FOUR YEARS AT NSA - rm UFOs 
By Thomas p . Deuley 

Mr . Deuley is a retired Naval officer formerly employed in communications 
security by the National Security Agency . Address : 9115 Autumn Storm , 
San Antonio , TX 78250 

This paper is intended to clear the air , to some degree , on the unreleased. 
NSA documents . The author worked at NSA during the entire Freedom of Inform­
ation Act proceedings and believes he had most of the documents under con­
tention in accumulated files . The stage is first set for what can be said 
about the papers by describing the policy that prevents the author from 
entering into broad discussions about the contested papers. Also presented. , 
as background, is general information about the people and attitudes found 
at NSA , including the unintentional development of an information network . 
The author' s exJ)erience shows that there are people in the Government who 
are interested in genuine UFO hard evidence and that such hard evidence 
co1.lld quickly be moved to the highest levels. Two examples are given to 
support thj~ perception. 

Te autlor makes apparent that he and others pursued their avocation of 
UFOs unhanpered by Government harassment, and suggests that the Government 
does not nu.nd having some level of UFO exJ)ertise present. Though the contents 
of the documents is not revealed. , a general picture is given of their sub­
stance. Secondarily , but importantly , the author outlines what the documents 
do not contain . In addition , and with disappointment, it is pointed out 
that no follow-up was seen on what may have been interesting UFO cases. 
Finally , an opinion is given about the overall collection of documents and 
why they were not released to the public, Also mentioned. is the probable 
disposition of the documents accumulated by the author while at NSA. 
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As r e ~ar s : ~e po31t! n ~n Ca n a d a , t~e 
0!!1c1 a ~ S e cr e te Ac :, epe c1 ! 1cally S e c tion XIV , as 
y ou me nti on ed in y o rte egr•• o ! 10 My ' 51 , •et 
e eYen years o r $ 2,

0

000. as a :pun iah.aent fo.r-a brea c.b 
o r that. Act . Ho e-Ye r, it :nov a p_p~a:r..s t.h<a-"t. ~.h.1-5 .A.ct 
vae ame nd ed 1o 195 0 an d t.ha't. th e pena l ·~-y i .a .riov .u.:p 
't o f o urteen ye.er.a. J..e a .:- esu l t i t a p-p,e..a r ..11 -:t:h,at. 'the 
p e .na l ty :! o r sab o t ag e , 1! .1 t. 11 bo.u d :r e.an:i-n ~t ..11 -e:Y,e.o 
years , :v o u ld be o ut o r 11-De v :1 th _pen a l 1~11_. hi .:t.be 
0 :!:!1 c1 a _See-ret s Act ; a l a o 1 underst a n d -:1n~ t. .imd~ t.he 
A-me nd.:m e nt a .a p rea e nt l _y pr o p o se d, this 11 e.n.alty :!or 
.s ab o a .ge ,v1 re m.a1 n the eaJ11e in Can1ld:a, u:r1ng ·va.rti· e 
as in p.e a c etue . 

J n c o neequ·en ce o f a l .l t.his n e v 1~:for.lla't1on I 
th i nk y o u .may v is b t o r .e '.f'ie v 't.lle ,aj ·t.u.at.io.n ¥1-th .C..b.1:net 
o n 1ta ~e:r ite. ln 't.b1 e connect.ion 1 :!uli~ agre• ~1th 
y o u that - the dec1.sion is o ne 't o bee -:t tle:n by the Go'.f'e~ 
of Canada a nd ve vill c o-mmunlc1lte it. in due co~r•• ~o °tjl• 

Unit e d St ates auth or1t1e~ . Cer'ta .1:nl~ I v o.u.1~ 20~ i.1a ~a 
a s ~ the ir • cqu1~acence in a dYa nc e . 
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I wiah \o rep)¥ to tba\ portion ot 7fN!l' reoc\ ldta te 
• orNatal wtdob refand to the daolonr• ot ld.11"'7 

Wo ti.on t,o third par\18•• 
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iatorati.on to third pen!••• In ocmnl tau.on 1'1~ lbe 
S.Oret.a17 o! ataw, I aa. deaipeUJaa tbe u. s. 1-. llll1a 
will be oocpoNd or eff1oan ar otttciala boa the o.,.--.. 
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~ Boaid. - -l • C '· 
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ncrnuuu~tU AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 

,!.j.r-~;ity /\ ' (1.J 1, ; j / • / : 

By (_c HARA Dale!. ,( 7 h \ 

CONFIDENTIAL 
u.-st, IIFOIIATII 

-1 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WA SH IN GTO N 

May 25, 1953 

To tbe Bee.de or e.11 Departments and Agencies: 

Subject: Malting claa■iti&d ■ecurity inf'onu.tion available to foreign 
nationals. 

1. I shall henceforth bold reaponaible the bead ot each departaent 
and agency in the Executive Branch for insuring that United States cl,aei­
tied security information is made available to foreign national• only 
under the folloving conditions: 

a. On a real need-to-know basie. 

b. Atter detennination that the fu.rnisbing of such information 
Yill result in a net advantage to the interests of the 
United States. 

2. Except in the case of necessary conver■ationa Yitb high-ranking 
foreign civilian and military personnel, appropriate security checks vill 
'be made, to the extent feasible, vith respect to prospective recipients of 
securit y inf'ormation classified "secret" or higher, and 

a. The results of such security checks and the fact of the 
releaae of •ucb eecurity information will be made a matter 
ot official record in the files of the department or ageDcy 
releasing such information. 

b. Derogatory information derived from such 1ecurity checks will 
be recorded in the files of the security office ot the depart- , 
ment or agency concerned and will be made ava:1.lable to ·t;he 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and the Central Intelligence 
Agency. 

3. The above conditiona shall be considered minimum in character. 

4. I deem th~t strict adherence to the 1pirit' and lfttter of thia 
directive 1• ot the greate■t illlportanc• to the national security. Consequently, 
I reque■t that tne head ot each department and agency in the Executive Bre.nch 
peraonally acknowledge to me the receipt ot thia directive. 

f) 

CO ROENTIAL 
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y 25 , l.95 

BE n'ARY O DEFEl E: 

iona.l.s. fl 

Na.t1onal. 
·o t 
c1 s 1n 

d di c­
·~ 

t1on avail.able 

AB I have indicated 1n the directive, 
I deem ■trict adherence to its spirit e.nd 
letter of the greatest importe.nce to the 
national. sec-urity. 
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REPRODUCED ATTHE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 

SECRET 
Security t1lormltlon 

THE WHIT E HOUSE 
WA S HINGTON 

Mq 25, 1963 
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Ia tae oaae of certain 1ecurit1 agen.oiec of the 
GoTermient, i.e., OL\, nI, and the intelligenoe 
9&enoiea of the Kill tary Servicea, paragraph la of 
the 11emorandui, dated Mq 26, 1963, ent1 tled "Makin& 
ola111fied aeourity information &To.1.lable to foreign 
nat1onala", 118.1 be waived in oonneoUon with the 
pa1soge of information incident to operations which 
the above 100u.rity agenoie1 determine ,o be of net 
advantai;e to the United State■. 
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SECUfUTY INFORMATION 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT BOARD 
Washington 25 , D. CT 

Rel ease of Classif ied 
Research and Development Board Documents 

to Canada and t he Uni tad Kingdom 

DRAFT 
11 June 1952 

l! The responsibility of t he Research and Development Boa rd 

II • , • to advise the Secretary of Defense as to the status of scientifi c 

r esearch relative to the nati onal security, and to assist him in assuring 

adequate provision for research and development on scientific problems 

relating to the national securi ty," requires that the best possible 

i nformation on military r esearch and development programs of Canada and 

the United Kingdom be available to the Board. The Board considers that 

the common interests of all three natione will be served through the 

type of exchange of inf ormat ion called for between the United States and 

the United Kingdom by the Bur ns- Templer Agr eement , whi ch states: "• • , 

there should be a full and frank inter change to the gr eatest practicable 

degree of all classified military infonnation and intelligence, except in 

a limited number of •••• declared f ields. " . . . 
2. The Board 's position is based on t he urgent necessity for the 

fullest exploitation of scientific and technological knowledge in the 

development of weapons for modern warfare, Our national reso\lrces do 

not pennit us to pursue all the l i nes of endeavor that appear desirable. 

We must sel ect the areas or probl ems wh er e the need for improvement and 

RDB 120/4 
1 

SECURITY INFORMATION 
~· 1'1 ·;r\11 W TI Ir:D TJ? T,~ Y ll h IT. ,-:, \'.)) , ~J ~ ti::.J t ll - ~ .A 



- ---- --- -

CC 1D) N IP TI IQ) IE N 1[~ TI A Il-.J 
SECURITY INFORMATION 

the promise of effective r esults are greatest , and concentrate on them, 

A similar situati on exists in both Canada and the United Kingdom. Each 

of the three nations can better plan fo r the mcs t effective use of its 

scientific and technological resources , in the common military interest, 

if it has general knowledge of the r esearch and development planning of 

the others . 

). In some areas of re search and development , detailed technical 

i nfonna t ion is being exchanged between the United States, Canada, and the 

United Kingdom. The benefits of this exchange are great ; however , 

optimum results from the t otal efforts of the t hree nations together 

r equire that the Research and Development Board and its counterparts in 
over - all 

the other two nations be acquainted with each other's/aims and planning . 

4. For these reasons the Research and Devel opment oard believes 

that it should exchange top-level planning and summary .documents in the 

field of military research and development with Canada and the United 

Kingdom, Such documents do not ordinarily deal with the technical details 

of each project or with the scientific approach t o each problem, but 

rather with the general planning of the total program, t he directions in 

which it is intended to move, the present status, and the anticipated 

over-all results. I n the Uni ted States the most s ignificant documents 

of this character are the Planning Guide, the Program Guidance, and the 

Technical Estimates. Before release, editing will usually be necessary 
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SECURtTY INFOHMATIG N 

to remov material sp cied s non-re eas ble in MIC 206/ 29 . 

reviou1> iosu0d of the Master Plan (now the Planning Guide ) 

and the Consolid ted Technical Estimates have been releas ed to Canada 

nd the United Ki ngdom, In turn, the Hesearc.:h and Development Board has 

r eceived the annual Re view publlshed by the Defence Research Policy 

Committee of the United Kin~dom , and full summaries of the Canadian 

program. Information in these doc ume nts substantially corresponds t,o 

that in the above united States documemts, 

6. The documents in que st ion are of the catal ogue or pro gram type. 

They present a totality of information that makes t hem especially 

sensitive from a security standpoint . For that reason the Research and 

Development Boam considers t nat they should be desi gnated for use c:1ly 

by the Defence Resea rch Boa r d of Canada and the De fence Research policy 

Committee of the United Kingdom, with t he proviso t hat they should not 

be r eproduced s 

7, Specifically, the Research and Development Board co~~iders it 

desirable , a s a matter of importanc e t o the military res earch and develop­

ment efforts of the United states , that the Chairman of \he RDB exchange 

t he documents described , on the basis discussed above, for corresponding 

information from Canada and the United Kingdom. 
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.!i_otes on Use of Clo.ssificatfon S~stem 

In using the Cla.Gsification System it should be no ted that: 

(1) To avoid r epetition, the underscored wording listed in the first 
technical obj ective or subdivision of each category is not repeated in 
subsequent ones . For a full statement, each objective or subdivis i on 
shonld be pr eceded by the underscored phrase. 

( 2) The t erm "aircraft, 11 as used throughout t he Classi. fication System, 
is . considered t o include tho complete aircraft, its power pl ant, and all 
built-in component s except thoso for armament, fire control, bomb direct i on, 
Photography, navigat i on, communications , se rch , and electronic counter..: 
measures. Also included are the installation provis:Lons and modifications 
for installation of other components . 
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Tho following definittonG of th five priority l evels , lA, lB, 1c, 
2, 3, re based on the above r efo r enc ed definition s , wtth certain changes 
in phraseology to achi ve uniformity , .. 

Prio r i t y 1 Classific tion 

This priority will designate proj ects which are i ntended to r osult 
in i t ems techniques , or t echnical knowledge necessary for the security 
of t he Nation or mandatory for the succossful accomplishment of 
important assiBned missi.ons of the using ar;oncies. Priority 1 projects 
are subclassified as follo,~st 

1-A - Projects l nt euded to pro duce items, t echniques, or 
technical knowledge des i gned to meet a potential threat agains t 
t his nation, the lack of which i tems or t echniques might 
r esult in national destruction and disaster in the event of war , 

1-B - Pro j ects r equirect for new tactical concepts of warfare or 
for ncrn ccmcept::; of warfare resulting from new i terns , techniques , 
or tecru,ical knowledge obtained through scientific advancements 
which wil l , in the event of war, facilitate achievement ;of an 
early vic+,o ry. 

1- C - Projects i ntendc,d to produce items , techniques, or technical 
Lnowl edge , the lack of which would prevent t he timely accomplish­
men t of important a ssigned missions of the using a gencies. 

Priority 2 Classification 

This priority will be a5signed to those projects which are intended 
to produce items , t echniques, or technical knowledge which will incre?'se 
materially t he efficiency of the armed forces or which may pos~ess such 
marked superiority over existing i tems that complete or extensive 
replac ements would be justified. 

Prior i ty 3 Classification 

Th· prior ity will include all other projects whose inclu~ion in the 
ov::-all r esearch and development program i~ justified. _In gene~al 1 
rojects intended to improve existing mat eri~l and technique~ which 

p t ntly needed or the urgency and importance of which cannot are no urge , . • t 
i mmediately be determined, will initially be placed :i.n , this ca egory. 
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