WEARING OF THE WHITE ENSIGN
(Tho Superintendent, R.N, Aircraft Repair Yard, FleefIéna’ . n
No. Y.1414 of 29th November, 1950, ) :» e ;hzi.\.lz ¥
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No, R.A,1/56

THE FLAG OFFICER AIR (HOME)
{Copy to:-
The Superintendent,
RN, Aircraft Repsir Yard,
Fleetlands,)

Forwarded for fsvoursble consideration concurring in
this proposal, I have confirmed that suitable ceremonial would be
observed at colours and at sunset, The wearing of the White Ensign
at the RN, Aircraft Repair Yard, Fleetlends should help to foster
the feeling of naval esprit-de-corps which already exists to a
marked extent among the civilian work people at this esteblishment,

24 The proposal does not affect the other Aircraft Repair
Yards as they are already covered by the White Ensigns flown at the
adjacent Naval Air Stations,

Office of the bS&y

Rear Admiral Reserve Aircraft, W Gernrror—
R.N, Air Station, “~J —
Arbroath, Angus,

Scotland,

11th December, 1950, REAR ADMIRAL (E)
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R.N, ATRCRAFT REPAIR YARD, FLEETLANDS ~ WEARING OF VWHITE
. ENSIGN,
(The Superintendent, R.N. Ajrcraft Repair Yard, Fleetlands
Noe Ye141l dated 29th November, 1950.)
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Noe 124 /31B/14e
The Secretary of the Admirelty.

(Copies to:~ The Rear Admirel Reserve Aircraft.
The Superintendent,
R.N, Aircraft Repair Yard, Fleetlands.)

Forwarded.

2. The R.N. Aircraft Repair Yard, Fleetlands has a
Naval Captain of the Ingineering Branch as Superintendent
and 13 Navel Officers on the astaff all borne on the books
of H.M.S. DAEDALUS, but is otherwise civilian manned, The
general directions given in A.F.0. 3197/48 do not appear
to cover such an establishment, e =9k /‘4%&

3¢« I recommend the proposal for favourable consideration
for the ressons in paragraph 1 of the Rear Admiral Rgserve
Aircraft's Minute II,

APt 5L
Lee=on~Solent,

15th January, 1951. _ ADMIRAL
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The enclosed application on behelf ‘of R.N.Airceraft
Repair Yard, Fleetlands, for approval to wear the White Ensign .
puts forward the following reasons for the reguest:- :

(a) The esteblishment although, =apart frox the Superintendent,
a neval captein(B),with 13 naval officers on his steff,
being civilian-manned, works entirely for the Royal Kavy;

(b) Therqﬁs a general desire for the Ensign on the part of
exployees;

(¢) Other Aircraft Repair Yards are covered by the White Ensign
flown at adjecent Iiaval Air S¢ations.

2, The recent expression of Admiralty policy in the House
was that the White Ensign may, with Admiralty approval, be worn on
buildings used for naval purposes, it not being necessary for such
buildings to be independently commissioned in every case. This
statement resulted from & question raised by an M.P.(Surgeon Lieut.
Commender Bennett, R.l. - Hanszrd 8/11/50, Co0l.913) concerning the
propriety of flying the Ensign cver Queen Anne's ILansions(see
copise of minutes xc. tabbed in N.L.4404/50, herewith).

. Peruission to fly the White Ensign was given to Naval
Recruiting Offices selected by D.K.R.(N.L.8356/48, herewith) and to

R.N.¥(W).R. Treining Centres approved by A.C.R.(11.51.4404/50 herewitn),

Both of these can, perhaps, be clagsified as"naval establishments",
whereas Fleetlands must be eccepted &s being a "ecivil esteblishment".

4, The difference in prectice between a neval(or fleet)
establishment and a civil establishment is thought to be that whereas
the former would probably fly the “hite Ensign every day, the latter
(as in the case of Admiralty Headquarters and Jueen Apne's Mansions)
would normelly fly it on certain specified occasions notified by the
¥inistry of Vorks.

5, As to the point at (a), & similar argwsent could be used for
other civil establishirents, e.g. Dockyards etc. It therefore seems
that if this application were to be approved, it would possidbly lead

. to requests for an extension of the awpproval to other such esteblish-
ments.

6. 1t may coasequently be considered taet, apart from Adwiralty
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Hemdguarters and Queen Anne's ilansions, as an extension of Headguarters,

approval should be restricted tc "organiced unite of the Royal havy"
as defined in A.F.0.3197/48,

7. Referred for your observeatious before the matter is submitted

for decisiomn.
@: ) .
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for Head TF N.L.
1€th.Januwary 1981,



D.A.M.R. conSi@ers_that R.N.A.R.Y. Fleetlands ghould
" do as the Royal Dockyards do, since the function that an
" A.R.Y. performs for Naval Aviation corresponds exactly with
what one of H.M. Dockyards does for the Fleet, and they are
both commanded by Naval Officers and menned by .civilians.

2, However, if Queen Anne's Mansions fly-a White Ensign on.
special occasions, 1t Is difficult to see how, with falrness
other establishments used for naval purposes can be refused
permission to do so. It is proposed, therefore, that Fleet-
lands should normally fly the Union Flag, but that on pere-
monious occasions, such as when ships wear masthead flags,
the White Ensign should be flown in addition.

3. D.A.M.R. feels that everything possible should be done

to foster the high morale of Fleetlands, but regretfully can
- see no further course under the existing requlations.

Director of Aircraft Maintenance & Repalr
25th Januam, 1951.

] D.S.D. sympathises with the morale consideration which prompts |
this request.

2. Nevertheless the approval to fly the White Ensign in thié ocase
would probably lead to similar requests, equally worthy, which,
having created a precedent, would be difficult to turn down,

3. The Union Flag is also open to objection. There have been

cases where C.,in C, Portamouth has been an Admiral of the Fleet ancd
has properly flown this Flag as a Personal flag, '

=
for DIRECTOR OF SIGNAL DIVISION,
StQx _ 6th February, 1951,
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1t was ctuteo in 1911 thgt Daval aoc;;?rds and civil
estzblighments should fly the Uanion Plag. ' .

2, It :must be presumed that the Board would nct be .
prepared to per:iit bthe flyJLg of the White Ensipn by T.I.
Doci yarao and siwilar establishients in whiced only a shall
neval element is represented.

3. It is accordingly submitted for apsroval b
F.0.ALr(Fowne) tddt, aithough &1preCle ins *“he reas
have proupted the reypresentatvion 'be.m“f 0f the
Aircraft Repair Yard, Fleetl: nds- mh@ir Lordships
e unable to grant the reguest, elther for the re
occasional weoriug of the Whi te uuqlgn at that est
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Notedl,
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| Helas 326/51 . - Srﬁ. Mah, S/ 51 .

Plag officer adr ( Hm}.

Coples to:=~ The Rear Admiral, Reserve Adreralt,
The q-n{»eriatendent R.N. alrcraft Repalr Yerd,
_ mmm '

. uith reforence to yowr subnission of the 15th Jumm'y,
1951, BoA29/315/14, T am to inform you that, although
ap;u-eeiaum the reasoms which have proapted the repre~
aentations on behalf of RN, Aircrsft Repair Yard, Flestlands,
Their Lordships regret to be umeble to grant the request,
either for the regular or the oceasisnal wearing of the |
white Frsign at that establiatment, The appropriats flag 4
for such gn ogtablistment, as in the case of Haval doskyards
and oivil eatahuahmnta, is the Union Flag,

n 03.&2«%?@ AP THIIR LORLINTYS
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