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Dear , 
 
Thank you for your email of 24 June requesting the following information:  
 
 1. In July 2004, the MoD announced that Thales UK had been selected as the preferred 
 bidder for the Watchkeeper tactical unmanned air vehicle (TUAV) system. Can you 
 provide the names of the committee and committee members who were involved in this 
 decision?  
 
 Can you provide the minutes or other documentation of the meeting relating to this 
 decision? 
 
 2. In August 2005, Thales UK was awarded the contract for the development, 
 manufacture and initial support (DMIS) phases of the Watchkeeper programme. Can you 
 provide the names of the committee and committee members who were involved in this 
 decision?  
 
 Can you provide the minutes or other documentation of the meeting relating to this 
 decision? 
 
 3. In April 2010, the UK MoD signed an initial three-year support contract with Thales UK 
 for the Watchkeeper UAS Programme.  
 
 Can you provide the names of the committee and committee members who were 
 involved in this decision?  
 
 Can you provide the minutes or other documentation of the meeting relating to this 
 decision? 
 
 4. Which countries has the MoD or its representatives approached in relation to the 
 selling or export of Watchkeeper Unmanned Aerial Vehicles?  
 
 5. Once the Watchkeeper programme is complete, will the MoD or UK Government 
 continue to own the intellectual property rights for the Watchkeeper? 
 



   

I am treating your correspondence as a request for information under the Freedom of Information 
Act 2000.  
 
A search for the information has now been completed within the Ministry of Defence (MOD), and I 
can confirm that information in scope of your request is held.  
 
A copy of the information that can be released is enclosed.  
 
Some information held by the Department, falling within scope of your request, is exempt from 
release under sections 26(1) (defence), 40(2) (personal information) and 43(2) (commercial 
interests) of the Freedom of Information Act and is therefore withheld.  
 
Sections 26(1) and 43(2) are qualified exemptions and, as such, it has been necessary to conduct 
a public interest test to decide whether the public interest in withholding the information outweighs 
the public interest in disclosure. 
 
Section 26(1)(a) and (b) has been applied to some of the information because it contains details of 
the operational characteristics of unmanned air systems and its disclosure would prejudice the 
defence of the British Islands and the capability, effectiveness and security of our armed forces. 
The balance of public interest was found to lie in favour of withholding the information,  given that, 
overall, the public interest is best served by not disclosing information that would be likely to 
provide an advantage to enemy forces and prejudice the capability, effectiveness and security of 
UK and allied forces, both on current operations and in the future.  
 
Section 43(2) has been applied to some of the information because it contains judgements on the 
commercial and technical aspects of the tender responses provided by Northrop Grumman and 
Thales. For the majority of information, falling within this category, the public interest was found to 
lie in favour of disclosure; however, in a very limited number of cases, disclosure would be likely to 
prejudice the commercial interests of Northrop Grumman, Thales and the MOD. Overall, the public 
interest is best served by not disclosing information that would be likely to prejudice the 
commercial interests of the MOD and important suppliers.   
 
Section 40(2) has been applied to some of the information in order to protect personal information 
as governed by the Data Protection Act 1998.  Section 40 is an absolute exemption and there is 
therefore no requirement to consider the public interest in making a decision to withhold the 
information. In some cases, personal information has been disclosed because the names of the 
individuals concerned is already in the public domain in connection with defence activities, or they 
are above 1* in grade, or in public facing roles. 
 
It might be helpful if I explain how procurement decisions are made in the MOD. In general, tender 
documentation receives separate technical and commercial scrutiny before the convening of an 
overall tender assessment board. The minutes of this board, and the associated assessors’ 
workshop, are the documents enclosed. Further decisions, such as the selection of the means of 
supporting equipment when in service or, in the case of Watchkeeper, confirmation that the 
preferred bidder will be awarded a contract, are made by means of written submissions and 
approvals, not by a committee. For this reason, the MOD holds no information that is within the 
scope of parts two and three of your request. 
 
The MOD holds no information in respect of part four of your request. The MOD or its 
representatives have not approached any other country in relation to selling or exporting 
Watchkeeper. 
 
In accordance with MOD policy, the MOD has not taken ownership of the intellectual property 
produced by its contractors as part of the Watchkeeper programme. The MOD has, however, 
secured rights to use this intellectual property in accordance with its usual practice and using 
standard defence procurement conditions. These rights may be exercised by MOD, or any other 
UK government department, and will continue following the completion of the programme. Any 
intellectual property created by MOD employees during the course of the Watchkeeper programme 
will continue to be owned by the MOD. 
 



   

If you are not satisfied with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling 
of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not 
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by 
contacting the Deputy Chief Information Officer, 2nd Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 
2HB (e-mail CIO-FOI-IR@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must be 
made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has 
come to an end.  
 
If you remain dissatisfied following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the 
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. 
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the MOD internal 
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information 
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website, http://www.ico.gov.uk.  
 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Mike Gwyther 
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