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Oﬂice Memonmdum * UNILED STATES GOVERNMENT

A

. . ¢ \Z.
TO t Mr. Tolson . co DATE: 9/23/55
L. B, Nichols \:\4{/
FROM ¢
SUBJECT : DONALD DUART MacLEAN;

GUY FRANCIS De MONCY BURGESS

ESPIONAGE - R l

SRR et AR 2 viscd 9/22/55, hef
had received information from a reliable source indicating that Donald Duart
MacLean, while assigned to the British Embassy in Washington, was a frequent
ivisitor at the Central Intelligencc Agency (CIA), MacLean was also reported to
‘have dated two CILA stenographers, ~ indicated that logs maintained by
door guards at CIA "O" Building (located in front of the Lincoln Memorial
parallel to the Reflectite Pool) reflected that MacLean, often entered that
particular building after hours. l@ did not reveal his source in this matter,

ACTION:

Fer information,

’ i oo i IR TS > ; ” R T et~ L ERE R R AP e S E L LS I e,




late: Octobrr 7, 1955

To: Tirector VIA LIATSOX
Central Intelligence Agency
2730 % Street, N. ¥,
Fashinpton, . C.

Attentiont Lleputy lirector, Plans -

From: John I'dear Hoover, Iirector
Yederal Bureau of Investication .
{
Suhject: LONALDR DUART MACLKAN:
' GUr FRAKCIS DE MOKCY BURGESS
LSPIOVAGE - R

4 source whose reliability is unknown has advised
this Bureav that Jonald Iuart baclean, while assigned to the
British Intassy in kashington, L. C,, was o Srequent visitor
0t the Central Intelligence Agency. KXaclean was Gclleged to
have dated itwo of your stenographers. Further, it was
alleged that the locs kept by the door guards ot your "0
8uilding, located in front of tae Lincoln Memorial, pargllel
ta the EKeflection Pool, reflected #hat kaclecn often
entered that particular building ajtcr hours,

In view of the noture of the allegations, they
are being subnitted for pour Information., JIn order to
determine the accuracy of our Bource, we would appreciate
any comments pyou might haue,

. ™
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TIL ATTOLRNLY USHERAL
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(oriz and 1) Cetober 6, 1955
v
DIKECTOR, FBI
DUMNALD DUART MACTLAN / 7
GUY FRANCIS DE 7OHCY BURGLSS

LSPIOLAGE - R




LICAP. TANAKCE O MAGILGATI'S WIFE
On Seotember 11, 19,3, lelinda Haclenn oud n
Y

cnildren left her rmother's heusc in Coneve, Switzerieond; wherec they
Lad mpved {ron asaslands.  Later tne game ovenin > Trs. Daclonn'n

aiborichlle uas lcested in B "zrace in Twmusarne, Suitzerlond. She
and t“he three children vere 2eoortedly obs orvod leaving a train at
Schuarzech, St. Yoit, Austria, from wherc they dlscpnearcd without
leavin: any trace. ©On lioveater 3, 1953, lielinda Maclesn's mother

recelvsd & leotter from her postmnrked in Cziro, Fsynt, on
October 2, 1953, In this letter she stated that she could not
do otherwise than wnat she ad done. ‘

DBACIIZUL . NID OF DOHALL DUARY TACTLAL
Faclean wes born vay 2', 16913, -t London, Entiasd, the
sr of & orovuinent british familty, Macleanwrocoiwed hiis cdvention

at Cambpid~n University Followins vhich ne entered *He Forelmn
Servica in Tondon, Encland, 1n L735, wierc ko rooeload nabil

Anrll, 1CTh g exesat ol TG maciad ppor Sontenbzr, 1939, Lo Jine,
1540, hos e sorvei in e Coihish Srbaacen, o7 's, Trence., I

Fay, 17ul, ceovias aasicned o Yhe tritdan binbarcer, dMashiinghen, UG,
as Cecond Seeretary. e wag nwronwoted bo t;rst feeretary jr

Jeloios, 19l. e roueined in Uns” mnoton uinbit Colgler, LT,

wnei: he becanme iead ol e ¢harcceyT Leetion of the Pritlen 70 Urzoy

in Csiro, E~ypt. o remalned st tris locuoticn urtil Mavw, 1”"
wiuen he wars recalled to londen sufferins {rom a nervous blsahdoun.
Yaclcan was under the eare of a nt‘shiqfrlﬁt from Yevw, 1950, until

2¢tober of +that year. u the latter date he was reessirned as
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ClemTia Sty

Pewrwrandy for The Attorney loner:l

Head of th2 Anerican Peoartanent of the Ferelpn Cffice in London,
te rernalned at this nont untidl his Aisemdenrance in Ilay, 1081, (.)

After ithe var cuded, whlle in Waghington, 'aclenn was
in ¢y of he Code lLoonm Secilun of the British fnbassy and
aad Lie responsiuvility {or all Inceming and outrolnr eorrunicatlons
relating to poiiltical auestiona. DbLurlng 1S47 and 1%h{i, he served
as the imited Kincdom Secretary to the Combinad Policy Committee
concerned vith atomic oneigy natiers., Thla connibtbes was corposed
of regrescubatives of the Unlted States, wizland and Cannda.
Durins a portion of tils -~arlod e possessed a nonescort pass to
the Atonie luergy Comisslen, washington, L., G  In October, 19,7,
aclean abhendad a thrce~-cny declagsirficntion conforence at viich
timo discussions wors linlted to atomic enerrmy infersmation held
in €O :an Ly othe United Statos, Cannada and Fnpland durline bhs wor,
inis eonlerence iacliaded a djgeuassinn on atomic veanones, <N

¥ith re<ard to »1s nerva:sg hreakdown in I'aw, 19750,

aclcan and W
in Cailro, ¢ roesorisdly baen dri ?‘i.~.henvilx Ly raaanvy, 190,
to :an af ey Leer, - e bwo of ihwen, whiile Inteoxieniad, Broke

inkc ina a.nrsment of tuo Arerienn civie in Cairo yich "‘c,.n.ucd

[5.] L‘
L]

in Jacocants weecsll to Londane Ghe neyehlobrist sin trerbed aclean
ciain:d that his econdition was a roglt of ils ercasslive use of
nicchisl. ' ‘

Jaclean was & close fried of dursgess while at Conrlid-e

durler wroisy Llag T aclean pdmitted to hils riothar e YMad scone
Coma iy leanings L1 1a sabseqiiently told “ier e ad chicnced als
mind. ‘l¢ ..as reportedly delonded Alrer tiss rnd raferr-d “o hine
sclf a3 tr2 Jritish Alror Liss,

Poatirev hoz stadied Mociear mad Byroocs
vere recrulted in epﬁn entty of enen rtm?r. aclean rod arpne

ara roonrtedly Fomsmoxaslz. k‘

LAC o Dt 3UW g ARG T TS T ey TR Y 3T
Er 283 was boxn Asril o, 191N, “-oland,  Dircess weecoived
ais edention ad Cavwbridoe ‘Inivers ity darlis wiites serled o owran
raposted 5o be an achlve Commuarist. Frea 17220 &4 1701 1o 1g4a
erlsued v the Lritish Serority Intollizerece Scrvieo (337}, TFrom
-3 - r7
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ilermoranduvn for 'Whe Attorney Geoner:al

August, 1950, to lMay, 1951, he was located 1n the British Enbassy,
Vashington, D. €., and his datles were FPar Lastern affalirs. ¥While
8t Canuridg s buargess was renorted to ho a close esocliate of
Alan fnun Uav qtonrc aclentlst onnvict\d in Envland fOﬂ ”an

asninnace. i

C_

an

Burgess visitod Philby in Turkey in 1943 and livad in [inilby's
duarlns Burpesst assisonment in VWashington, D, C, Enrgess vas
rnocalled %o London as 4 result of 2 nrotost by tae Skate of
Virpicia of g violation of its tvoflic laus by vargaesz.  Uoon his
roturn to Bnzland the {irct part of lay, 19;1, Durcz2ss ro-gstabliched

contact with lizelean, ) . : w

5 "‘Ci'u ‘

SACY

P
old Jrian Russell Failby, also itnown as "sim"
Piillby, was b orn in Antala, Punjeh, on January 1, 1912. e
obtuirad a uClOlaP“liD to Yrinity College, Cahrric ~e, vhare e
ived a B.A, de:rca in 1233, Wnile at Camurid;c e joined the
Cambridpe "niversity Soclelict Soclebty end lwza leen dezcribed by

n1ig itabor ne s militent Uow*,fjv‘ and orobably a roaser of Lhe
Comuinlst larty wils al eollage @)
Philby rmarrised Alice Friedran, nee Kollman, in Visnna on
193, and they reoturned to E in Nay, 193L
as a Cowmmunist wion he he“_-

i et 2 o e it
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Ii' 18 noted Burs/ess sanent nooe mionth dnripes Re Sumeer
gl 100y wiva tue .Lu.ngrs '1* thelr one in Lesanbul, 1hatiuc r,

'1 3 > " 17

sims e . | S PR £ R i LI MR -
LUTTEAS B ';d wobh o tha Loy fa iz in VWroshiinofon, e Ue, fTom

the Lire ol g arrivael ir‘ Ji8 1“1’;{, .'i""'('), qppbdY B oconen dn 19N1, o

Fadlby Tas odadtied Ve tew st v oo Prevallsd te Ve Torid
P his peried Lo gte Aloan Yoelcan, broitict of

Aarioy o lan “n Y , o7 Jonnldld selian
ROV oy ooy 2 PRI SOVIAT LT TErR T OANSTIA T, i

Uingiaiv fctrﬁv stated in an erticle i: Lhe
inlted Statss Vews nnd Uorld lien.ort” isqnﬁ of Sa~te ber 23, 1755,

shat e learned Lhrourl hils colle:r ue, one Kizd)tsin, Sectnd
Jacratary oFf the Fraasian Erbassy i Alut'n1{ﬂ, thet Sarcass ond
. Daeloaa: JCT'IDH”-LLTN geents whin *nd aach besn indeoonds bly

1

O

CJacntitod Yo werl for the ©oviet Libtelli senece Jdarine thels ohnder
Sa. Lidros ‘l*v“rsit" facecrding ‘wm Tigteiedin v s i

ST -

ot

Tad T ST, LSRR 4o 150 Uareaegs tran ot trlefeanssg Mot of
Lorej v . lilco d')cn ntf- t.'__\ e 8 oviat Yotosoy itiere ther verc

1

¥ 2
2050 reahed aand rettrsed ie him.  Pha flizht of Durpgess and
ilaclann vos olanned “rom Mageoyw oenusa thiny ad Alsceaverosd Ghey
wore undar investicabtion, osw vcey rada S ‘i_vn-'wm'; s ST ons
and  ncloan repartsd oo ihelr Seccnt manesdarn A vkt oalarr,
Higlpbolin azeished in lanadng Socoir oseoann and ‘]f)t the~ anon thsir
orrival in loscoiu. o waz Toaponalhlo Jor Rhiedv urlflora o0d

B R T i
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peroronuwn Uor Tho Attorney Uonercl

vigited ther often in a comfortsile home outside of Koscow.
Kislytslin advigzed Teirov they were acting &s advisors to

the iore*7 ffice in An;lo-iwmerican af{fulrs. Klislytsin was
also sitars of the vlen Lo ot ~r3e 'releen to loscow and whon
Lie reed of her escepe iu ire uewapaper in fustralile ne (

roooulzod soro o! the dotolls.

The flrst putlicstion eof l'evtrovis sicry fppearod in
tiie London papers on September 19, 1455, end resulted in exvensive
criticlom of Hritish offlcinla, ;hese attocks Ly thie prena
resulted In the Drluoish Governmont prorising to losue a ‘hite( ._)
Peper on riduy, September 23, 19il.

DT SeATHA T O BUDOEsS = AL A LK
ollowing tne uisnppcur.zba of krclern andéd surgess
dctsils,cnncernan' 16 rdiseppearence and beekpround andé inforwe-
tion reflecting t.agse mon wgre In 8 poaition to furnizh voluable
Infovrnrtion to the Sovists wvere diraeninaled on Ju:e 186 ond 13,
di51, Lo Speeial Conmultany to
President fpumenj the then Aliorney Genercls
Tiraetor of Sneelnl Invostlzsilioyg
eperumnent of the Alr [orco; _ the Chairran
of whe Abtordc :=nerzy Cousissgion; :ssistent Chioefl of sHiteflf, (-2,
lemairtizont of tlﬂ frrmiyy Divector cuv liavel Inteili,encs, Duprriivent
of tl.e lavy, Chie{, Livision of tascurity,
oifico of Conuu ‘Tiuirs, Uontruent of [ tove and
Gentrel Intelliserice ‘Jency. Unon
roceipt of accliticnal inlormutlon qu.uv.sasiuﬁ Haclestn end surpess
widch tppeared nertinent to ther a.encic., the inforratlion was
disconineted to thems In this repard, addicional date welatln: to
i.eclent's and Burgors! acscesr to arvonic informaiion wey furnlshen
you by lettars of January 5 and 12, 1lySh.

Lhe lnspecin orel,

lor

\
VIISE PAPLE TUSUED O BRIvIi: * -P. YEER 23, 1955

In vlow of the wave of criviciciewhichesvosa in inglend
following Patrovts reveletion L.et Purgsez end knclean woro Loviet

a~antes . the Lnitdish CGavernm 1L wroeo foaresd o ingsue s "i'.._'hit;e Pi’-pﬁl"”

erantes, the Imitish Goveramsnt wcs foresy to
on Leptember 23, 1255, whle ¥ hivc Papar® indlc:ted tunt in 1949
inforrstion was recceived Lndierolis bthoat Hritlsh Forei-n nfflce
inforratlion had bean leoxe Lo the Russians nome vo&ars earlier.

The conelusion set forin in this "White Frper" la thet .eclean
beckic oware thet he wog & cuspect in thils Investipalion, Tals wes
sltier tnes result of & warnl :’ e recalved or throuri: nis owm
deducilon raen earialn "secrol’ pupers were w.ithhaeld from hiw.O

-6-
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llemorandum for The Attorney Uenecrcol

The oanor assumes that due to the circunstances sarrounding the
disappearance from Encland of Bursess snd Yaclean they are in
lingsia or Iin othor territories behind the Iron Curtain. This
Mlte Paper” indicazbes that osrior to tho anolntment of these

rien to sorvice in the British Government nothing wes on record

to eghow that elther was unsuitable for public service. 1t was
indlcated tiat Information had beon withneld from the prass

becange counteresplonage matters derend upon secrecy for succesge_ .,

POSSIBITITY OF PHILEBY!'S B=iI'3 IDETVIFITD
rrom Information rececived by us, it Is evident that

Pritish and Awmeriean newapaners have the namo of Yhilby as belng
involved in this case., Iritish newananerc, on Sentember 30, 1655,
named 'nilbr as being able 1o throw 1icht on thic ense as he was
assi-red to ithe Lrltich Irbagsy in Vashingten, D C., when Burgess
vas ascignec thers, and, in addition, Buargess livod with Phildby in
H&S ]:T\E,ton! D. CQ

i |
%
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.Oﬁ‘ice Memomndum * UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

TO : Mr, Roset\i;-l-) _ ’ DATE:  9/29/59
Iy

I
FROM 1t Mr, Price %\é{t Time of Call: 12:20 AM
SUBJECT: GUY FRANCIS de MONCY BURGESS;
DONALD DUART 'MAC LEAN .
ESPIONAGE ‘

At 12:20 AM, Supervisor SERNIINENEERES, Investigative D.’:\}ision,

received a call from a complainant who refused to identify himself. (@
S Pt

Complainant stated that he was calling with referdnce to the
article by Milton Berliner captioned '"Who Was the Mastermind in MacLean-
Burgess Case?" appearing on page 37 of the 9/28/55 issue of the
"Washington Dally News.," Complainant stated that he felt the present
and past activities of oncdiin == . o

be checked iInto and that -" D1y < e
assisted in their escape :pmlgngland.

P

. !I T
Complainant said that friends of his had told bim tmm
S35 a card-carrying Communist, had a t n of being'a .7
consclentious objector, and that he knows as a classmate
of Burgess an MhcLean at Oxford University, Complainant said because
of past assoclation with Burgess and Maclean he felt
tha had something to do with the escape of Burgess and
MacLean from England" and that the above article prompted his call )

'f"'
' J
The complainant again refused to give his name and was pressed
for more detalls at which time he said he was a-Goveramment employee and
preferred to remain anonymous because of the fact he did not-to be
interviewed by the FBI at his office, It was explained to the complainant
that interview could be arranged at his own convenience away from his
office and it was felt the FBI should definitely have the benefit of all
information in his possession relative to this matter. The complainant
contlnuea 'CO reIuse T.O glve nlS name and S'Da'l'.eu that he would Eet the
documents out of his trunk and call the FBI around 2 PM, Friday, 9/30/59,,

’
to a.rrange interview with an Agent. W ’ g

s

| f_,/ Copy of the aboveenme ed article enclosed along with an
1nd1ces search slip o B OuT

RECOMMENDATION: That thls matter be referred to the Domestic Intelligence |
Division in order that they may arrange for Agents 1o interview complainant
vhen he contacts the Bureau on 9/30/55. :




Tl h = el -

Third Man' Music All That's Needed Now

WHo Was the Mastermind

In

By MILTON BERLINER

_The famous case of the two

‘missypg Dritish diplomats—both

of whom served here in Wash-
ington—has been given every-
thing sfrom a pooh-pooh to a
British white paper.

Now, with a little theme-song, it
would seem to he ready for the
movie thriller treatment, {oo, for to-
day, the big unanswered question is:

e Who masterminded Guy Bur-
gess and Donald Dvart MacLean?

® Who heiped them transmit gov-
ernment secrets to Russia and then
hetped them skip from England,
right from under the nnses of the
British X‘ounler-ospionage agents
{who ha® bheen alerted) and then
hetped folge the various messages
tg which either Burgess's or Mac-
Lean’s name were signed?

e Who masterminded the quiet
fade-out behind the Iron Curtain of
the American wife and three chil
dren of Douald MacLean? This hap-
pened at Geneva, more Lhan three
years afler her hushand and his co-
conspirator had vanis]w‘gL

g . . L * —

(Sen Edilorial on next page)
A little “Third Man” music is all the M

GUY BURGES

n

acLean-Burgess spy case needs now.

Macl.ean-Burgess Case?

ur L Do
I, CU>

Times Herald
Wash. News _3_2_
Wash. Star
N. Y. Herdld
Tribune
N. Y. Mirtor
Daily Worker
The Worker

Newlegder

.
Date g -)8”-5)




BEGINNING

The whole story, which—to put
not too much lemon in the tea—has
the Britikigs~ernment a bit upset,
began when MacLean and Burgess
were students togelher at Trinity
Collepe in Camhridze, Enpgland.
Both had brilliant academic records.
Both showed some communist lean-
ings while there. Both scemed to
i‘:ave renpunced them when they
eft.

Mr. Maclean iz the son of =
former cabinet minister, Sir Donald
MacLean. Young MacLean joined
the dipiomatlic service in 1935. He
served in Paris, Washington and
Cairo, rising swiftly to the rank
of counsellor in 1938 at 33, He was
here in Washington during the
World War II period.

“In May, 1950, said the recent
British government white paper on
the case, "while serving at Her
Majesty's embassy at Cairo, Mr,
MacLean was guilty of serinus mis-
condu-t and suffered a form of
breaicdown which was attributed to
overwark and excessive drinking.

“Unti! the breakdown, his work
had remained eminently satisfactory
and there was no ground whalsn-
ever for doubting his loyally. After
recuperation and leave at home he
was passed medicaliv fit. and in Oc-
toher, 1930, was appointed head of
the American department ot the
Foreign Office which, since it does
not deal with the major pronlems of
Anglo-American relations, appeared
to he within his capacity.”

{The opposition is likeiv fo make
a sharp point of this when the
Housze of Commons debates the case
next month,

INQUIRY

(Alzg, Capt. Henrv Kerhy, Con-
servative member of Parliament,
has demandad a full scale public
inquiry into the case. He sald bath
men were “known as drunks and
sex perverts for vears? to a r'rc-at
many persons, He alse claimed the
Forelgn Office was deliberately cov-
ering up sordid details.)

Guy Francis de Moncy Burgess,
who hecame a scennd secretary in
Washinpgton in 1950, was much bet-
ter known here than his partner in
espionape. This was because of the
number of {imes he was arrested
Ior reckless driving.

Burress came to \’thmgton
wnh a black mark apgainst him.
Early in 1930, British security of-
ficers Informed the Foreign Office
that in late 1949 while on a holiday
ahroad Mr. Burpess had talked in-
discreetly about secretg that he had
official knowledza of,

“For fhis he was severely rep-
said the British white
'j;aper adding that “apart from this

pse his Service up to the time of

his appointment to Washington was
sallsfactory.”

J

Bu{t his work here proved un-
satisfactory. Again,<die drew a rep-
rimand. This tine mg con-
fidential papers unattended,

In May, 1951, he was recalied to
London and asked to resign, on the
promise of being booted out if he
didn't,

“It was at this point,” said the
British government, “lhat he (and
Macl.ean) disappeared.”

That was Friday, May 25, 1951.

Bid a “third man” help their
grlavway?

Just 16 months before that, Brit-

Ish authorities had received reports

of a security leak.

WHITE PAPER

The white paper takes up the
story from there:

“In January 1949, the security
authorities received a report that
certain Foreign Office information
had lealked to the Soviet authorities
some years earlier, The report
amounted {o little more than a hint
and it was at the time impossible
to aitribute the leak to any parncu-
lar individual.

"Highty secret but widespread
and protracled inquiries were he-
gun. . . . The ficld of suspicion had
been narrowed by mid-April 1951 to
two or three persons. By the be.
ginning of May, MacLlean (was)
principal suspect. Even at that
time, there was no legally admis-
sible evidence.

“Arrangements were made to en-
sure that information of exception.
al secrecy and importance shouid
naot come into his hands. Meantime,
seculity authorities arranged to in-
vestizate his activities and con-
tacts 1o oirain Information which
could be used as evidence. . . .

*On May 25 the then Secretary of
State, Herbert Morrison, sanctioned
a proposal that the security authos-
ities should question MaclLean. Such
questioning might produce no con-
fession or voluntary siatement suf-
ficient to suppor! a prosculijon, but
might serve only 1o alert him.™>. .

“In that event he would have
been free tn make arrangements to
ieave the country and the authori-
tics would have had no legal power
to stop him. Everything therefore
depended on the inierview. The
security authorities were anxiouy
to be as fully prepared as was hu-
manly possible,

“They were also anxious that
MacLean's house at Tatsfield, Kent,
should be searched. This was an
additional reason for delaying ihe
proposed Interview until mid-June
when Mrs. MacLean, wha was then
pregnanti, was expecied io be away
from home.

“It is now clear that In gpite of
the precautions taken by theputhor-
ities, MacLean must have pecome
aware that he was under invesliga-
tion. One explanation may be that
he. observed that he was no longer
receiving certain types of secret
papers.”

ool
SN
’U_——

Wash. Post and
Times Herald
Wash. News
Wash. Star
N.Y.Heraddd oo |
Tribune
N. Y. Mirror
Daily Worker
The Worker
New Leader

Date
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“It 1s also possible that he de
tected that he was under ebscrva-
tilon. Or he may have Dbeen
warnsl

“Asarching ansmiries Involving
Individual  interrogations  were
made into {this last possibilily. In-
sufficient evidence was obtainable
to form a definifn conclusion or
to warrant prosecution.’”

Did a “Fhird Man” warn them?
On May 28, 1931, Mr. Maclean
failed to show up for work. Tie

British authorities went into aclion.

Thev found that Messrs. dMacLean
and Burgess had left Tatsfield by
car for Southampion in the late
evening of Friday. Mav 25 had
arrived at Southampton at mid-
night, caught the S. 8. Falaise for
St. Malo and disembarked there at
11:45 the next morning. leaving
suitcases and some clothing on
board.

TRACED .

‘The manhunters f{raced the pair
to Paris. There they lost sight of
them. They turned their atiention
to Mr. McLean's familv and Mr.
Burgess' mother in England  for
possible contacts with the missing
men.

On June 7, 1951, telegrams sent
from Paris were received by Mac-
Lean's mother and his wife, Me-
linda. The first was signed with
an affectionate nickname known
only to the family. All was well,
it said.

The other, expryssing regret at
the sudden depariure was signed
“Donald.”

Here the “fthird man” theme
enfers the picture again.

e The original ielrgraphic
forms suggested, by handwrit-
ing and misspeliings, that the
telegrams had been wrilten by a
foreigner,

# Similariy. a telegram rteceived
from Rome by Burgess’ mother on
the same day, "had the appearance
of being foreign and was certainly
not that of Burgess” the while
paper said. This one. short and
affectinnate said Burgess was leav-
ing for a long Medilerranean holl
day.

INFORMATION

The white paper continues:

“Accordingly to information given
to the Foreign Office in confidence
by Mrs. Dunbar, Mr. MacLean's
matherdin-law, who was then living
with her daughter at Tatsfield, she
received on Aug. 3, 1951, two regis.
tered letters posted in St. Gallen,
Switzerland, on Aug. 1. One con-
tained a draft on the Swiss Bank
Corp., Londen, faor the sum of
£1000 payable to Mrs. Dunbar;
the other, a draft payable to Mrs,
Dunbar for tse=wmrie sum, drawn
by the Union Bank of Switzeriand
on the Midland Bank in Londwm.

“Bnth drafts remitted by &
Roberl Becker, whose address was

L]

(Continued on Page 50)
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Who Was Mastermind

{Continued From Page 37)

given as the Hotel Central, Zurich,
Swiss authorities could not identi-
fy Mr. Becker. Probably the name
was false.

“Shorlly after the receipt of
these bank drafts BMrs. MacLean
received a letter in her husband's
handwriting, It had been posted in
Reigate. Surrey on Aug. 5, 1951, and
was of an affectionate, personal na-
ture as from hushand to wife. It
gave no clue as to Mr. MacLean's
whereahouts or the reason for his
disappearance but it explained that
the bank drafts, which for con-
venience had been sent to Mrs. Dun-
bar, were intended for Mrs. Mac-
Lean. -

“Lady MacLean received a furiher
letter from her son on Aug. 13, 1951.
There is no doubt that it was in his
own handwriting. It had been
posted at Herne Hill on Aug. 11 ...

“On Sept. 11, 1953, Mrs, MacLean,
who was living in Geneva, left there
hy car with her three children. She
had told her mother, who was stay-
ing with her, that she had unex
pectedly come across an acquaint-
ance whom she and her husband had
previously known in Cairo, and that
he had invited her and the children
to speud the weck-end with him at
Tevrilet, near Montreux. She stated
that she would return to Geneva on
Sopt, 13 in time for the twe elder
children to attend school the fol-
lowingz day'.

“By Sept. 14 her mother, alarmed
al her failure to return, reported
the maatler to Her Majesty’s Consul
General in Geneva and also by tele-
phone to London.

"Sceurity officers were at once
dispotched to Geneva. Swiss police
were already making intensive in-
quiries.  On Sept. 16 Mrs. - Mac
Lean's car was found in a garage in
Lausanne. She had left it on the
afternoon of the 11th, saying she
woulidl return for it in a weck.

“Tihe yrarape hand who reported
this added that Mrs. MacLean had
taken I¥r children to Lausanne's
rvailnay ptation. On the same day,
Sept. 167 Mrs. Dunbar reported to
Geneva police the receipt of a tele-
gram purpotting to come from her

daughter. The telegram explained
that Mrs. Macd-senbad been delayed
‘owing to unforeseen circumstances’
and asked Mrs, Dunbar to inform
the school authorities that the two
elder children would be returning
in a week.

“Mrs. MacLean's youngest child
was referred (o in this teiegram by
a name known only to Mrs. Mac-
Lezn, her mother and other inti-
males,

“The telegram had been handed
in at a post office in Territet at
10:58 that morning by a woman
whose description did NOT agree
with that of Mrs. MacLean.

¢ The handwriting en the fele.
gram form was not BMrs, Mac-

Lean's and it showed forcign
characteristics similar to those in
the telegrams roceived fn 1851 by
Lady Macl.ean, Mrs. MacLean and
Mrs, Bassetl.

"From witnesses in Switzerland
and Austria, it seems char that the
arrangements for Mrsl MacLean's
departure from Genevd had been
carefully planned. She wgnt by train
from Lausanne, passinglthe Swiss-
Austrian frontier and arriving at
Schmarzach St. Veit in the Ameri-
can Zone of Austria at approxi-
mately 9:13 on the morning of!
Sept. 12,

“A porter at Schwarzach St. Veit
and witnesses traveling on the train
established she left the train at this

point. Further evidence shows that
she Was mat at the ctatinn he an
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unknown man driving a car bearing
Austrlan number plates. This car
was never iraced. Frobably jt took
AMrs. MacLean and the children from
Schwarvach 8L Veit to neighboring
territory .in Sossimt occupation, on
her journey to join her husband.”

The MacLeans and Burgess had
vanished and with plenty of help.

However, their real whereabouts
was only a malter of suspicion until
Viadimir Petrov, former Third Sec-
retary of the Russian embassy in
Ausiralia, escaped to freedom on
April 3, 1954,

Said the whila paper:

“Peirov stales that bolh Messrs,
Maclcan and Burgess were re-
cruited as spies for the Soviet
Fovernment while students, with
the infenfion that they should
carry oul their .espionage tasks
In the Yoreign Office, and thal in
1951, by means uwhkonown to him,
one or other of i(he two men be-

+oar

camo aware that thelr activilies
were under investigation,

Mr. Petrov

al
MacLean has sinTé

ifn

S . Tis warifn
*This was feported by them to''s ™%

the Soviet Intellizence Service who
then organized their escape and re-
moval to Llhe Soviet Union,
has the impression that the escape
route included Czechasiovakia and
that it involved an airplane f{light
into that country. WUpon their ar-
rival in Russia Messrs. MacLean and
Burgess lived near Moscow. They
were used as advisbrs te the Minis.
try of Foreign Affairs and olher
Soviel agencies.”

[ S — e ot

Petrov t

Did the same
whale adventure
Is he up 1o now?

said that Mr.
been joined by

é\ird man Sea the
thru? And what

Wash. Post and

Wash. News o
Wash, Star
N. Y. Herald
Tribune
N. Y. Mirror
Daily Worker
The Worker
New Leader

Date




October 4, 1955

-

»  (original and 2)

REy DONALD DUARD MAC IEAN
GUY FRANCIS % LONCY¥ BURGLSS

On Septembdar 29, 1955, an individugl
vho refused to identify hinsels telephonicall Y
advised that In connection with the Burgess-

dacLean case he thought the present gnd past ,
activities of one%ahmdd te
investigated as he ncy be the individual who assisted

Burgess end laclean to escape. N

e

- g e #7 T e P e Eial - -’_w

This tndividugl gdvicgd further that frienda of his had
told him that ves a eard=carrying
Coumunist, had g reputetion of Peing a conscientious
objecior, and he kicw that L W8 ¢

elassncic o Surgess and iceuean at Oxyord Dniversl’tyw

The above 38 wsily suwvnitied For your {nfore (..
rigtion. Should you develop any date in this matter
of intercal to the Dureou, we wyuld cppreciate being
aévised. e WL



1
!
[
N

NOTE 2 '

An anonynous caller stated he did notl wish
to identijy himcelf because he wae a Governnent
employee and did not wish to be interviewcd in his
office. He promised to obtain additional documents

fr'nrr hias trunk and mnn?r? call the FBI around 2 n.m.
F WA LR Lt ] o e e ol iy b e ‘H L .’.'

on 9/30/55 Arrangezrents were made with the switchboard
io have call referred to the Supervisor handling

this cese. This individual did not call back. Bufiles
contain no information iadicating MNNGENGEEENSs has
evcr been iIn this country. FJ




1 CONSIDERABLE CONCERN IN OFFICIAL BRTTISH CIRCLES RE DAVID
. '§ LAVRENCE ARTICLE IN RECENT ISSUE OF U. S. NEWS AND WORLD REPQRT:
% RE SUBJECT GIVING ADVICE ON KOREAN CONFLICT. K

URGENT ‘ - RS

DONALD DUART MACLEAN, ETAL, ESPIONAGE - R. REMYCABLE OCTOBER 3 -
LAST. SHILBY HAS BEEN

BESIEGED WiTH TELEPHONE CALLS AND VISITS FROM PRESS EVER SINCE

NAME APPLARED IN NEWSPAPERS BUT CONTINUES DECLINING TO MAKE ANY
COMMENT; THIS FOR REASON THAT HE HAS BEEN PROHIBITED FROM DOING
SO-UNDER OFFICIAL SECRET ACT. HE NOW APPEARS TO BE RELIEVED
THAT NAME HAS BEEN MENTIONED IN PRESS AS HE FEELS BURDEN {S ON

THE GOVERNMENT TO REVEAL HIS POSITION AND AT THE SAME TIME
ENLIGHTEN HIM AS TO THE STRENGTH OF THEIR CASE AGAINST HiM,

) THERE APPEARS TO BE

F 4



URGENT

@)
DONALD DUART MACLEAN, ET AL, ESP-R, REMYCABLE SEPTEMBER 26
LAST. PRESS STILL ASKING FOR FULL IMPARTIAL INVESTIGATION
THIS CASE. DAILY EXPRESS, WHICH FIRST REPORTED SUBJECT-S
DISAPPEARANCE AND WHICH HAS SINCE REGULARLY REPORTED ON THIS

CASE, CONTINUES ASKING QUESTIONS RE DELAY IN SUBJECTS:
INTEREOGATION, IDENTITY THIRD MAN, AND LAXITY OF SURVEILLANCE.

. , CONFIDENT{ALLY INFORMED
WRITER THAT THE GOVERNMENT 1S GRAVELY CONCERNED OVER THIS
CASE, STATING IT 1S THE GRAVEST PROBLEM THEY HAVE HAD FOR A
NUMBER OF YEARS AS A PUBLIC INQUIRY WOULD UNDOUBTEDLY AFFECT

| A NUMBER OF ORGANIZATIONS. BUREAU WILL BE IMMEDIATELY INFORMED

OF ANY FURTHER OEVELOPMENTS. - :

EEwRETIIeTY - .



URGENT | -

DONALD DUART MACLEAMIONAGE - R. REMYCABLE
SEPTEMBER 30 LAST, "THREE SUNDAYSNEWSPAPERS NAVED. PHILBY.
AS BEING ABLE TO THROW LIGHT ON THIS CASE, STATING HE WAS

FIRST SECRETARY TO BRITISH EMBASSY, WASHINGTON WHEN BURGESS
ERE; THAT BURGESS LIVED IN s8VE HOUSE WITH HiM FOR A TIME;

IAND THAT HE RESIGNED IN SEPTEﬁEEﬁ 1951, FOUR MONTHS AFTER
SUBJECTS DISAPPEARED, WHEN INTERVIEWED BY PRESS RE THIS CASE,
PHILBY REFUSED TO MAKE ANY COMMENTS WITHOUT OFF ICIAL PERMISSION,
NOR COULD HE WRITE HI1S STORY FOR S@ME REASON. SUNDAY PICTORIAL
STATED IT HAS ASKED THE FOREIGN OFFICE ABOUT THIS NEW NAME
(PHILBY) BUT WAS TOLD THE QUESTION COULD NOT BE ANSWERED. THIS
CONF IRMS THAT PRESS SUSPICIONS PHILBY IS THE THIRD MAN BUT ARE
PRESENTLY UNABLE TO REPORT FULL STORY FOR FEAR OF LIBEL SUIT.




BY COURIER SERVICE

o

r (original & one)
i7fice of Security

Department of State
515 22nd Street, N. K,
Fashington, D. C.

: ‘ s pad s
From: John Edgar Hoover, Directer

rederal bBureau of Investigation

Q
Subjects DONALD DUART MACLEAN .
GUY FRANUIS DE NOiUY BURGESS
ESPIONAGE ~ R

F

Your atlentfon ie directed to the article uwhich
appeared in the Sepiember 30, 1955, lsaue of the "U. 8.
Yeus and World Report” entitled "iow Tuo Spiles Cost
U.S. a War.” Zhis article Indicates that key decisions .
hod been made by top Alliled policy makers and sent
to General lfgcArihur gs secret instructions, On
September 26, 1950, General iacArthur was directed
to use his air forces only on tactical attacks. IThe
next day on Seplenber 27, 1950, a decision was sent
to General iMgcArthur that his forces-alrplanes as well
as troops ~ "would noi crocs the Soviet or iLanchurian
borders under any circumstances.” ©On November 8, 195G, .
Maclear became head of the Anerican Deek in the British
Forefgn Office. On November 24, 1950, the Chinege
Communigte giltacked in Xorea. Ihe articls points out
the Foreign Office has admitied papers contaiping
“exceptionally secret” information pas®ed through
daclean’s hands. The article jfurther points out that
Buryess was Second Secreiary at the British Embassy in

——
t
5
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Zetter to+ auiiuineupis
e -

Office of Securiiy
Department of State

kaghington, D. C., during nine months that were criticel
in Korea, jfrom August, 1950, to early Moy, 1951, and that
Burgess was one o the echelon whe learned all that was
going on. {dﬂ

Zhe above Is being brought to your attention
In the event you ncy deslre to make representations to the
British Foreign Qfjice regarding the ebove-mentioned
article in the "U. S. iews and lorld Repori.” Should
you receive any Information regarding thie matier ii
vould be appreciagted if you would advise Lhis Bureau.
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Aemorandum for .Xr. Boardman N

AN
N
ACTION: T

1. Attached is a proposed letter to the State Department L
calling their attention to allegations made in the September 30, ’%
1955, issue of J'U.S. News and World Report” regarding possibility ¥,
of the subjects advising Russians of UV pol icy decisions in
the Korean conflict and suggesting that they may wish to make ol
representations to the British loreign Office in this matter. == - -
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Examination requested by: S:c, F(: d

Date of reference communication: Lothe~ 17/22/::  Date received: 131 /20/-%

Examination requested: _-.cun’: L
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TOUAY ANSWERED GUUTE NO UNQUOTE TO QUESTICN [N HOUSE OF C
MONS WHETHER SELECT COWWMITIEE wOULD BE ARPOINTED TO LOOK &+
PINTO THIS CASE. WHEN GUESTIONED RE PHILBY, PRIME MINISTER
STATED THAT THERE wOULD BE A DEBATE AT LATER BATE (N WHICH
HE, PRINE MIKISTER,WOULD PARTICIPATE,

//;;>f
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Lemorancun for lir, Boarcdman

IHE, DISAPPEARANCE OF MELINDA MACLEAN, WIFE OF DONALD MACLEAN

On September 11, 1953, Melinda Maclean ancd her three
children left her mother's house in Geneva, Switzerlanc, where they
hec moved jronm Ingland, ILater the scme evening irs. Maclean's
automobile was located in a garage in Lausanne, Switzerland, Sie anc
the three children were reportedly observed leaving a troin at
Schwarzach, St, Veit, Austrie, from where they disappeared without
leaving any trace. On KNovember 3, 1952, Melinda liaclean's mother
received a letter from her postmarked in Cairo, Eqypit, on October 2<,
1953, In this letter shec stated that she could not do otherwise then

what she had done. \.)

EACKGROUND Qi DONALD NUART HACLEAN-

Yaclean was born Moy 25, 1913, at London, England, the
son of a prominent British family., Maclean received hig education
at Camhricce University sollowing which he entered the Foreign Seruice
in Loncon, Zngland, in 1935, wherc he remained until April, 1944,
ercept for the period Srom Sepitenber, 193&, to June, 1940, when he
served in the British Embassy, 4eris, France. In Mcy, 1944, he was
gssigned to the British Zubassy, Yashington, D. C., 6s Sccond Secretary.
He wes promoted Yo First Secretary in October, 1544, He remained in
Jashington until Octoder, 1947, when he becanre Head oJ the Chancery
Section of the British Zmbassy in Cairo, Egypt. He remained at this
locazion until lMay, 1950, when he was recalled to London sufyering -
Srom @ nervous breakdown, lMaclecn was under the care of @ psychiatrist
from Lay, 1950, until October of that year, On the lattcr dcite he
was reassigned as Head o, the American Depariment of the Foreign
Orrice in London, Hc remained at this post until his cisappearance

in XMay, 1051, @

d/ter the war ended, while in lashington, laclean was in
charge o/ the Code Room Section of the British kmbassy and hcd the
responsibkility for all incoming and outgpoing communications reldting
to political questions., Luring 1547 and 1920 he served as the United
Kingdon Secretary to the Combincd Policy Committee concerned with
Atomic Energy matters. This cormittee was composed of representatives
0/ the United States, Lngland, and Conada. During a portion of this
period he possessed a non-escort pass to Jdtomic Lnergy Comnissionig'!r

Vashington, U, 0,
/63 |

F
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iWith regard to his nervous breakdown in Kay, 19590, Laclean
and

had reportedly been drinking heavily JTom January, 1950, to ¥ay of

that year. The two of them, while intoxicated, broke into ithe apariment
of two American girls in Cairo which resulted in haclean'’s recall

to London., The psychiatrist who treated Maclecn cloimed that his
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BACLEROUND 0 GUY FRANCIS DY LURCY BURCLSS .

Burgess wus born April 16, 1911, Enpland. Burgess receilued
his ecducation at Combridge Universitiy during which period he was
reported to bean active Communist, +'roii 1875 to 1938 he was
employec with the British Broadcasting Corporation enpeced in cnti=
Nazi propaganda. From 1939 to 1941 he wes employed by the Security
Intellipence Service (5I8). From 1941 to 1944 he was employed in the

| News lepartwent of the British Broadcasting Corporction. 4#rom 1924

Ita 1246 ke was employed in the News Lepariment of the Britich foreinn

‘Office. [From 1246 {0 194" he was employed in the private o/ ice o/
the linister ot Otate. Mrom 1947 to 1950 he wzs in ihe Far Fastern
Lepartment of the foreion Ojfice, London, kngland. #rom dugust, 1950,
to K2y, 1851, ke was loccted in the Britigh inbassy, washinoton, B, C.,

Aane hvoe Ayt T700 1no»ns
L e vw M weGw WETE
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I e by var o B i A oman
“G7 LZOQSCCTH G iGrIrs.

Ay
while at Combridpe, Rurgess’
was repoerted to be a close

2 associatc of 4lan hynn Kap, atoric scientist,
convicted in &ngland-or Canadian espionape,




Memorandum for iLr., Boar<man

Burgess visited fhzl y in lurkey in 1948 and livec in £hilby's
home cdurine Purgess' assignment in bhashington, D. C. Burgess has
attencded O]/IclaJ nathcrincs at CIA with thlhu ano wee no deubt
acquainted with many o/ «hi Thn g cctiuities while in uashington-
Burgess w.s recallec to ‘Léndon as a result of a protest by the .
Stcte of Virginia of e violation of 177 trafjic laws by Burgess,

established contact with Lauclean.

Upon his return to &ngland the first part of kay, 1951, Burgess re’

BACKGROUND O HAROLD ALDRIAL RUSOLLL PHILBY

Harold Acricn Russell #hilbr also Fnown as "Kim" Fhilby
iwas born in Ambcla, Punjab, on Jhnuaru 1, 1812, the son oy
{darry “aint John Brideer fhlle, a rerber of the Indian Civil Service.
‘The elder Filby was interned Jor o short time during Jorld war I
due to his anti-British anc pacifict statements, Q-.)

"Kim' PhRilby uttended iZestminster School jrom 1924 to
1222 and then obtained a scholarship to Trinity College, Cambridge,
where he reccived a B,A, degree in 19270, While at Cambridge he
Joined the Cambridge Untveroltu Sociulist Society ond kus been
deseribec by hts tgtor as @ nilitent Connunist and probably o menber
of the Communist larty whilc at collepe, (

3»

In Kovember, 19231, I'hilby enitered into a shori-livcs business

to forrm a press ugency Lnown a3 London Continentel Ncws Limited, Lnte
in 1554 Fhilby hecame Assisitan: E€itor o "Review of Rewiews,'" and

in 1986 hc became editor of "Britain and Gernany,” a nagagzne intended
to stimulate trate betwcen those countries. K

<)
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Yemorandun for XNr., Boardman
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ALLEGATIONS OF VIADIKIR FETROV, MVD AGLNT WHO D!FECIED IN AUSTRALIA,
APRTL, 1907

Pctroy stated in an article in the "United States Yews aend

World Report” issue oy September 23, 1955, that he learned through
his colleague in Australia one Kislutsin, Second decretary of the

Russian Embagsy in Australia that Burgess and laclean were long-tern

agents who had each been independently recruitecd to work for the
Soviet intellicence during their student days at Carlkricge University.
According to Kislytsin who was in London from 1945 to 1948, Eurgess
brought Lriefcases jull of Foreign 0, rice docunents *o the Sovie t
Embassy where they were photographed anc returnec to him. The flight

of Burgess and Maclean was planned Srom Moscow becuuse they had
discovered they were under investigation., WFhen they made this
discovery Burgess and AMaclean reporicc to their Soviet superiors in
much alarn, Kislytsin assisted in plianning their escape and met
then upon their arriual in Moscow. He was responsible for their
welfare ond visited them often in a comfortable home outside of
Yoscow., Kislytsin acduised Petrov they were acting as advisors to
the Foreign 0/ fice on Anglo-dmerican affairs, Aislycsin was also
aware o the plan to get irs. Maclean to Lpscow and when he reac of

L. ~ 4 o+ 3 ; { - 1 o0 "
her escape in the newspaper in Ausirclia he recognized some of the

i T [ e ToLVyiare b "J‘ Vit o
details., > 4

The first publication o, Petrov's story appeared in the
London papere on September 1., 1935, ond resuylted in cxriensive
criticism of British officicls, These attacks by the press
resulted in the British Government promising to 1ssue a Whiie saper
on Friday, September 23, 1955, \.)
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MKemorandum for XMr. Boarcman

By cahle dated September 21, 1955, the Legat, London,
odyised that the White Fuper prepared by XI-5 was being submitted
to the Cabinet on that dote for approval. JIt contains a summary
of Petrov's disclosure, background information regarding suhbjects

and complete summary of aoll developments in instant case. (’

By cable dated 9-22-

Prmow inrie ~Aane 1

tl‘b‘l:s 5i’hit€ Aot was cons i I 2
substantial amencments were introduced.- Ihis paper was publishef’)-‘
on §-235-55,
ACLTON:
lonte, for your informction.
' -9 -
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Oﬁice Memorzmdum UN:[ED STATES GOVERNMENT

i.' ~ - .
TO ' L, V. Boardman .-’ DATR: S=26=050 \

FROM ! A, H, Belmont,
“

SUBJECT: DONALD DUART KACLLAL;
GUY FRANCIS DE XONCY PURGLSS
ESPIONAGL - i}

.
Laclean and Durgess were eﬁuvaiea at Cambridos University
!ourtng which tinc Burcess rcportcdly aciive Communist-ond Jlaclean
jracd Communist leanings. Laclean in Forcion Oervice from 1975 until
his disappearance, He was stationed in the British imbussy, Washington,
D, €., 1944~48, JDuring 1947-48 he servecd as British Secretary to the
Combined Policy Commitiee concerned with atoric energy natters
composed o/ representatives of the U.S., Lngland and Cgonacda, During
'Uthis period he had non-cscorti pass to dAtomic Lneroy Comrission,
"Wiashingten, D, €. He ha” nervous brealdown in lay, 1952, while assigned
to British Lmbassy, Cairo, Lgypi. He was uncer treatment of psychiatrist
Jor the ensving 6 months, Jerved Anmerican Section Foreign Office,
Cetober, 19.0 - May, 1941, (_‘)

-

L A e 218
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Memorcndur. for kr. Roardman

Viacirir tetroy, VD agent who defected Austrulic in

Aprzl, 1954, putlished story first appearing London newspcpers

Septenber 1, 1955, re, lecttnn subjectc to be long~term Souviet agents
who were recruzuec curing their collegc days at Camhridee UnvaPSItJ-
adccording to FPetrov, they proceeded hoscow upon their escapc jrom
.=nglend and were acting as advisors to the Russian Forcign Uy ice

on .molo—.merzcan a/ feirs. The publisheu story has resulted in P)
‘eriticism o, British OffLCIGZ

ACTION

The foregoing is for yeur injornmation, A nore detailed
memorencum is attachcd,
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O}.ﬁce Memomndum s UNI1LED STATES GOVERNMENT

a'?"’k

TO ¢+ L. V. Boardman DATE: Oct. 29, 1555(

..........

yom ¢+ A, H, Beljon

7Y
/ A
SUBJRCT: DONALD DUART MACLEANT®
GUY FRANCIS DE YONCY BURGESS
ESPIONAGE - R

P
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© ©

Moclean served im Britisk L&nbagsy,gﬂfgsfﬁqgfon, a{:?.rﬁ .
May 1944 to September 1947, “Burgess assigned British imbassy, )
Washington, August 1950 to 5/1/51. N

p-—

Ohservation:?

l'n_refnfoa‘nect, i1t would have been better to advise

_ fihite Mouse and State Dept. on a very high level
most.confm.!entmlly of this info so that they could regulate theipg.
[dealings with the British Etnbassy accordingly, @5 |

i

vl &

(71
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GUY FRANCIS DE MONCY BURGESS j
BEPIGNAGE - & R
f
. Sy
Reference ts made to my memorandum of October 6, {
4955, relating to this case. Referenced memorandur pointed !

out that dissemination was made to the White House and
interested Government agencles on June 18 and 19, 1951,
Jollowing the subjects' disappearance from AEngland on

1
{
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NOVEUMBER 2, '355

. LEGAL ATTACIE (QRIGINAL)
b . LONDQN, ENGIAND

OONALD DUART MACLEAN; GUY FRANCIS DE MGNCY BURGESS, ESPIONAGE - B.

PUBLIC IDENTIFICATION OF PRILBY AS INDIVIDUAL WHO MAY HAVE TIPPED '

OFF BURGLSS AND MACLEAN AND REQUESIS OF BUREAU FROM OTHER GOVERNMENT

AGENCIES FOR INFORLATION QN PHILBY'S ROLE IN CASE IAXE IT NECESSARY

THAT BUREAU FURNISH INFORMATION ON FHILBY TO CERTAIN HIGH U.S.

QOVERNMENT OFFICIALS. BUREAU PIANS TO ADVISE CERTAIN HICH-LEVEL

GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS GF PHILEY'S ROLE. SEasietadiins
Ry

HQOVER
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Office Memorandum -

T0 y Lo Vo Boardma_ DATR: 10=5-5%

mom 1 4 g B%;;\{fi

SUNBCT: KONALD DUART ki CLEAN

GUY FRANCIS D& MONCY BURGESS
ESPI ONAGE -R

UNICED STATES GOVERNMENT
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r ir. Boardman

DISAPPEARANCE OF JACLEAN'S WIVE

On September 11, 1953, Melinda Xaclean and her three
children left her mother's house “Tn Teneve, Switzerland, uhere they
Rad moved jrom kngland.  Laler the same evening irs. kaclecn's
automobile was located in a garaye ii. Lausanne, Switzerland. She and
the three children were reportedly observed leaving a train at

Schwarzach, St. Veit, Austria, from where they disappeared wihout

/7%




Aemorandum jor ir. Boardman “

leaving any trace. On November 3, 1953, delinda riaclean's mother
received a letter from her postmarked in Cairo, kgypt, on October 24,
1953. In this letter she stated that she could not do otlgwlise than
what she had done. (

AACKGROUND OF DOXALD DU'RT MACLEALN

P A harv o Aleway '073 et Tramdarm L'vrn Y e ? +h -
muu";u-fl Wa UVI’ Fo dbilb iy &= J’ o’ o HV’“V"‘" il L3 m, et
E le

son of a prominent british Jamily. an received his educgt:‘og

at Cambridge University sollowing which he entered _the Foreign Service
in London, England, in J where he remained until_April, 19,
except for the period from September, 1938, to June, 1940, when he
served in the British kmbassy, Paris, Mrance. In kay, 1944, he uwas
asszgned to the LBritish _&Embassy, Washu_zgton,__ﬂ. C., as Secgad
Sécretary. He uas promoted to ¥irst. Secretary in October, 1944. He
remained_in Washington_ until 0ctober,_{94—_§, when he became Head of
,:_—-F_-}g_‘n_r;cery Section ¢ of th British Embassy in Cairo, Ln: nt. He

e M= FJ ¥ s

remagined at this Iocatzon until kay, 1950, when he was recalled to
London suffering from a nervous breakdown. iaclean was _under the
care of a psychiatrist from Aay, 1950, until October of f_that year,
Un"the Iatier. date ¥ ﬁe _uas reasszgned-zzs Read of"i?ze']'merzcan _Depart-
ment_of the .rorezgn UJ‘J‘zce Tn London.  He rémained at this post until
hzs dzs_gppﬁearance in kay, 1951,

After the war ended, while in Washingien, Zaclean zgus_,m_!
charge of the_Code Room Section of the british smbassy and had the
é.g',sp_mzszbz.lzt_q Jor-all Lincoming ¢ and o_z_ﬁtgozng communications relatin, ng

0_political questions. JDuring 1 and "I E Re _served gs_ tbg,_Um'g:__g_
Xingdom .S‘ecretar_y To_the_tombined Policy Comuitteg concerned with
a__q,m_z_c"E'nerg_g matiters. This commzttee was composed of representatives
of the United Suuuca, auy.tu?‘u, and Canada. L"u""ﬁg' a poi rtion of this
beriod he possessed a _nonescort pass_to Atomic Energy Uommission,
Washington, L. C.

Witn pegard to his nervous breakdown in kays 195Q, kaclean

and m ]
had Teportedly been drinking heavily from Janucry, 1950, to Asy of

that year. Lhe two of them, while intoxicated, broke into the apart-
ment of two American girls in Cairo which resulted in laclean'’s recall
to London. |‘he nsuchzatr:st who treated diaclean claimed that his 4

condition was a rcsult. of his. e.xcesswe ‘use of a,lcohol. T \

T iy et v ——
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Lemorandum for Mr. Boardman

HACKGROUND_QF PHILBY b/ A

Vv

Harold Adrian Russell /Bailby also known as "Kim"\.}’quby
was porn_in Ambala, Punjab, on Jonuary 1, 1912. He obtained a
scholarship to Irinity Collége, U_q;@_gf‘fdts’g s wiere he received a B.4,
Bejree_in JIIIT While at Cambridge he Jjojned the Cambridge University
Socialist Society and has been described by his tutor as g militant_

Commuiist and probably a_member of the Uom:nuq_{s_;_.?qr:;_y_,um'_'iJ.g_,at..nallag.e.t:
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ALLEGATIONS OF PETROV, SQVIET DEFECTOR IV AUSTRALIA.
Vladimir Petrov stated in an article in the "United States
News and World Report® issue of September 23, 1955, that he learned
through his colleague, one Kislytsin, Second Secretary of the
“Russian Embassy in Austrcliq that Burgess and Maclean were long-term
agents who had each been independently recruited to werk for the

Soviet intelligence during their student days at Cambridge Universiy.
,Accordz’ng to Kislytsin who was in London from 1945 to 1948, Burgess

brought briefcases full of Foreign Qfrice documents to the Soviet
Embassy where they were photographed and returned to him. ZIThe Jlight
of Burgess and Maclean was planned from koscow because they had
discovered they were under investigation. Ithen they made this
discovery Burgess and Maclean reported to their Soviet supericrs in
much alarm. Kislytsin assisted in planning their escape and met
them upon their arrival in Moscow. He wqs responsible for thelr
welfare and visited them often in a comfortable home outside of
Loscow. Kislytsin advised Petrov they werc acting as advisors to
the Foreign Ojfice in Anglo-American affairs. Kislytsin was also
aware of the plan to get krs. kaclean to koscow and when he read of

her escape in the newspaper in Australia he recoygnized some of th

é
details. : '5

The first publication o Fetrov's story arpeared in the
London papers on September 18, 1955, and resulted in-extensive
criticism of British officials. ZXhese attacks by the press resultled

in the British Government promising to issue a White Paper on Fridaly,
September 23, 1955. é)

.. /75
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Memorandum for Xr. Boardman ‘

v

WHITE PAFER ISSUED BY BRIIISH SEPTEMRER 23, 1955

Generally this paper contained the family and educational
und of the subjects together with their employment history anc:!J

kgro
X
cunstances relating to their dlsappearance. _ e

8

c
r

¥

o — el

i It is pointed out that prior to
men nothing was on record to show either man was unsuitable for
public service. It stated the surveillance of Maclean was designed
to collect information not to prevent his escape. tXurther, informa-
tion had been withheld from the press because counterespionage 1A

\w

depends upon secrecy Jor 8success.

/7
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Memorandum for imr. Boardman~ rols

SENATE INTERNVAL SECURITY SUBCOAMMITIEE INTEREST

An Associated Press article appearing in the "Hashington
L'vening Star® of September 30, 1955, stated that kaclean and Burgess
case had been brought under investigation by the Senate Internal
Security Subcommitiee. Senator Eastland of thig Subcommittee said
one point of the Inquiry was to determine if kaclean and Burgess
could have tipped Red China that its home bases would de Iimmune
JSrom attack if the Chinese troops were thrown into the Korean war.

Senator Eastland stated he had written the State Department

asking Secretary Dulles agbout the two men's "relations to the State
Department and the basic activity in connection therewith." Article
Jurther stated the Subcommittee was expected to try to yind out what
infornation they had access to and what contacts they had in thi

§
country. . m

Bureau has been advised ithat representatives of U.S. press
have Philby's name in connection with this case. It is conceivable
that his name may also become available to the Senate Internal
Security Sulcommitiee. In conneciion with their guestioning of State

Depariment officials, they may inquire into FPhilby's connection with

this matter.
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o ! . T L L ., — i ikt i AN N ia Sl 0. St i V..
_w-umm-‘-md...ﬁ.}A..\u-hﬁ ‘-A‘, iy . - - r

-

11




- A e e w4 af

A ot e ot st il s Ladbe i

~ URGENT

@
DONALC DUART MACLEAN, ET AL, ESPIONAGE~R. REFERENCE MY CABLE
NOVEMBER 7. PHILBY ISSUED STATEMENT DENYING HE IS THIRD MAN
AND CHALLENGING COLCNEL MARCUS LIPTON, MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT,
TC REFEAT CHARGE OUTSIDE HOUSE OF COMMONS. PHILBY CLAIMS HE
REFUSED TO 1SSUE STATEMENT PRIOR -TO DEBATE BECAUSE HE WAS

|BOUND BY OFFIC!AL SECRET ACT, MIGHT INJURE GOVERNMENT INTER-
[NATIONALLY AND COULD AFFECT EFFICIENCY OF SECURITY SERVICE.

ADMITTED KNOWING COMMUNISTS BUT DENIED BEING ONE ALTHOUGH TO
{LEFT POLITICALLY. REGARUS RESIGNATION FROM FOREIGN SERVICE

iAS DIRECT RESULT OF IMPRUDENT ASSUCIATION WITH BURGESS,

annp e 8
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. e e REFERRED TO™ "
PHILBY, AS PERSONAL FRIENSIBURGESS FROM COLLEGE DAYS. NOW
KNOWN PHILBY HAD COMMUNIST ASSOCIATES DURING AND AFTER COLLEGE
AND IN VIEW OF ALL CIRCUMSTANCES, HE WAS ASKED FOR RESIGNATION;
SINCE THEN, HIS CASE SUBJECTED TO GREATEST SCRUTINY BUT NO .
EVIDENCE FOUND TO SHOW HE WARNED EITHER AND NO REASON TO ¢
.. (BEL1EVE +HE WAS THIRD MAN, IF THERE WAS *MY. OR THAT HE

1

o
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(12-2-54)

PAGE TWO

$

| BETRAYED,  ALTHOUGH PHILBY AND FAMILY LEFT HOME YESTERDAY,
|| VERY 1MPROBABLE THAT WE LEFT ENGLAND.
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Memorandum for Mr, Boardman:

#inchell Sgide

“"London = British Intelligencc, that's ¥i-5,1s now certa:n
about the m»issiny third man in the Burgess~iaclean spy cose, British
Secret Adgeat, Altho Proleotta, (phonetic), UI=5, says he is o senior
diplomat who left the service two years ago ond not ereuioualy
mentionsd. he British foreign Office is skeptical.,”

Comment:

Winchell!, in his broadcast, October 23, 1855, stated, "the
New York 'Daily News' yesterday reported that @ third British Intelligence
Agent was the tipster who told Burgess and Maclean, the Red apys, to
escape to Russid.”

»
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NOVEUBER 17, 1855 URGINT

| ’-&w, nev rors o

DONALD DUART MACLEAN; GUY FRANCIS LE MONCY jmass.s, ESPIONAGE-B.

m HE RL‘C‘ENTLI’ RECEITED COMUUNICATION FROM =

FITH RETURN ALDRESS CARE OF BECKER, FORTY~ONE NEST

EIGHIY-SECOND STREET, NYC. BRITISE WHIYE PAPER ISSUED SEPYEMBER
LAST REFLECTS TKO DRAFTS OF ONE THOUSAND FOUNIS EACH SERT T0
MRS. DUNBAR, MOTHER OF MELINDA MACLEAK, BY ORI':R OF ROBERT

BECKER, HOTEL CENTRAL, ZURICH, SEITZERLAND. ”
SRS et 5:crir Ao

FURNISHED ALDRESS OF THREE ZERO TWO SEVENTY-SECOND STREET, NYC.
NEN YORK REPORT OF SEPTEMBER TEN, NINETELN ¥IVIYTONE, CAPITONED

CASE, REFLECTLD NO SUCH ADDRESS, NOR COULL BECKiR BE IDENTIFIED.
I¥STITUTE IMUEDIATE INVESTIGATION T0 IDLNTIFY BECKER

PEST EIGHTY-SECOND STRFET. SUTEL,
Boovir
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Oﬁice Memamndum UNITED STATES GOVERNME\TT

To DIRECTOR, FBI _ DATE: 11/42/55
4 ' ATTENTION: FBI LABORATORY
é’(rnou : SAC, WFO
<"
SUBJECT: DONALD DUART MACLEAN

GUY FRANCIS BURGESS
ESPIONAGE - R
(00: WFO) °

There are attached herewitbethe Photostat applications
forms for—-ﬁ-—-and )

Both individuals are possible suspects for one ROBERT
BEChhh who in August, 1951, sent two 1,000 pound drafts to
the mother of MELINDA-—MCLEAN wife of sub:;ect. MACLEAN, - w)

The Lab js requested to compare the handwritten
signatures of& and @Ml appearing on Photostats to
determine if one is identical with the handwriting of {UBERT
BECKEH, already in the possession of the Lab. .

Photostats should be returned to ‘.’.'FO.‘
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FEDERAL BUREAU C. INVESTICA..@

URITED BTATES DEPA [MENT OF JUSTICE

laboratory Work Sheet

recorded 12/2/55

opb NO Lel FILE
Re: o Tilo # :
LUTVLLE L ald HACLKAY Lab. #
e B TS RRGESS / '
DI SRR PRSI T g ‘

Exininntion requested dby: lf'
540, WO (Y

Dats of raference communication: Date received:

Lotier 11/22/55 C1L/28/55
Examination requested: ..
SoCiclal .
Besult of Examination: . Examination by: -

Spocimens submitted for examination

-

/.“ 1’

.écS Photostat of an upplication fora bearinp the nuue

i Kcb Photostap of en appileation form bearing the neae

(W

rclurn eviucnee
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of the .

U——::Mi:;:m—s
-.J_,_ LABORATORY _ s

!EBEEAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASRINGTON, D. C. ’

To: grr, fashitniton *ield Dacember 12, 1955

"

Re:  rootiapey AT

MIOTLAN - = L"'W -
t r

O o I .l ARG Jobo Edgar Hoover, Director
TG 0, - R
A YOUR FILE NO.
. ' FBI FILE NO,
LABE. NO.

Bxamizatiot requested by: icsninrton rield

feterence:  Lettor 11/22/55

-
Examination requented: Yocument
Specimesn:
M . 4- SR = LR B %, H +, VTR P ST (S o .
Xeh thotostat of wun epplierlic Jora berrlng Lo Lonn )
g noblonbot of ws oo lieold, fors boaring Lue n:.-zu')
-.‘ t‘,'hti. 1"3‘:
Jiesills < exominoilion: \lhi i 1\;'-_;2,‘. -

Lacauss of the 1ol sl f!‘iciem‘r]b me‘ ¥ )e knoun
'Pi.,in' i %et rnd Aol B ﬁnf‘iui.bc goneln 117 s not voiciiod
et 1o <R SEs - <RI c hurc
1.nr. et ened svitoy oy tel. oo s eare, wnlel connlsts of the
e ruo sddreas, "1.\"'_,'. LG Untel Coac. ald f‘.m‘mh.’j w '

Some heaaari i G40 - e veve uttod In con oarin tae
gvoacloned Wwrilling OILK(-;CIU 4% Lhe Limites inwher of cuancerablc
leviavn on ¥eSe lowevesn, at'thicrasl kooun a-ibins ol bLoli

fnd M will Le
woeeglsrry o molte a definite daiermingllon whetnor or not eltne
of Yase 111111\11{.',;;_1;3 preared Loogquent ‘a.‘l(,'x Ariting o L._cl-"(
B A Leb

Q.ul) Jritoread Lo above, wis tubaltiea Lo U suretu

the lojpal httncno, London, +3th v lettor dutod 4/2(/51.
! e3 and il aro roturnsd hercsith. Co les are votalugd. 7
’ Leh aAana o nc aro el :
)
o - - + - - - - et
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Oﬁice Memonm’dum e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
2

TO vMr, A. H, Bclmgn_t;i _ DATR: November 22, \Ez/

1955

mon tuy, (, E. H"e\rm z%h}
o B ‘:‘i
SUMBCT: pONALD DUART MACLEAN;

GUY FRANCIS DE MONCY BURGESS ' '
ESPIONAGE - R . - /
L] 'i, R é . A -

The Washington Star: on November 22 carries a story
regarding the Burgess - lMaclean case and Quotes Forelgn Office
Undersecretary Turion as stating that in conseguence of
Iinguiries one official was asked to resign and another was
permitied to resign iIn view of his relationship to one of the
persons involved. The Director ingquired "Do we know definitel
who the two are?” J

7 { /

"

e —

—— AWy .,
PRI

-

We have sent a cable tosmiugniiw instructing that
\ he determine through available sources the identities of
both of the individuals referred to. -

L3

v

A surrs e u

ALLILdve

You will be advised upon receipt of the Information

fron NSNS .

a8
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rd
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2-Brrtish Officials
Quit in Spy Case

LONDON. Nov. 22 ¢Pr.—The
British povernment disclosed last
niekt that two Foreicn Office
ofiicials have resigned as a re-
sult of the Burgess-Maclean spy
case.

Robert Turion. Undersecrelary
in the Foreign Officces told Lhe
House of Commons one official
was arxked to resion Uin eonse-
gurnee of " ingubries  inte toe
case and anolicr “wus perm.tled
Lo resfen in view of his relation-
ship to one of the per:ons in-
volvrd ' He gase no namics byt
said holth reestved a finencial
settlement :

Harold Phaulby, a former Pirst
Secretary of 1he British By
a9 Wastungton. told a new: ¢on-
ference  veoently Le resizoed
from the Foreien Oftice on 1c-
qurst in July, 19531, anc sade: 1
cerialndy recavd tor verpa st o

' resipn as a direct eonsequenge of
Rl impradent associetion—that
is, with Burgess.™

Mr. Philby has beorn eflicially
cicared of any connection with
the defection of Guy Bursest and
Donald Maclcan. who disap~
peared in May, 1851, and are
prerumecd bebind the hron Cur-
tsi .
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ROBERT EECYER GAVE ADDRESS AS HOTEL CENTRAL, ZURICH, IT YAS ALSO BEEN
INDICATED THAT I HAD ADDRESS OF THREE ZERO Ti0 WEST SEVENTYSECOLD
STREET, NYC. HE IS DESCRIBED AS THIRTYTWO TO FURTY YEARS, FIVE FEET,
NINC INCHES, COWPLEXION PAIE, APPEARANCE NEAT, MANNER EASY, SPEAKS

ENGLISH. SIGNATURE IS AVAIMBLEM
_ A i . I l - II . " GAVE

- ADDRESS CARE OF BECKER, FOUR ONE WEST EIGHTYSECOND STREET, NYC. #P -
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It will be recalled thet MELINDA DUNBAR, the
.mother of MACLEAN's wife, rccelived two chacks on 5-3-51.
, Both were cdated 8-1-51, at St. Gsll, Switzerland, and

/ |/ were sent by an individual using the name ROEERT BECKER.

Inasmuch as was apperently in Boston on
| 8-2-51, he should be ellminated as e suspect for RT
)j% w
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Oﬁice Memo, .mdzmz UNITED o.. S GOVERNMENT -

TO 1 Director, F3I * paTR: YNovember 25, 1955

7.0' FROM ; TLegal Attachec, London -)

BUBJBCT DONALD DUART MacLEAN, ET AL
LETIOVAGE - R

.
tnclosed is a copy of Hansazﬂ's%USE O LORDS Report for
Yiovember 22, 1955, which, coumencing on pare 710, sets forth
the debate on subjects in the House of Lords,
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i nal consequences which be may bave ...
-{ = - ' HOUSE OF LORDS gguged by o ad vt s Me: 5
A another place. is
y  Tuesday, 22nd November, 1955 ~ | and we hope Qe Jast, measure of thig - -

'Ihe House met at hal[ pasl two or the
edock, The LorD CHaANCELLOR on the
‘Woolsack.

y——y l . i
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BUSINESS OF THE H'OUSE

2.35 p.m.

Tus LORD PRESIDENT OF THE
COUNCIL (THE _MaARQUESS OF
SAL1sBURY): My Lords, I beg fo move
the Motion standing in my name on the
Order Paper. -

" Moved, That Standmg Order No. 41
be considered in order to its being dis-

—r-

Sewerage Blll through their remaining
stages, apd. in the event of a Message
being received from the Commons that
tbcy have gassed the Validation of Elec-
tions (No. 3) Bill, for the purpose of pass-
ing that Blﬂ through all its stages.—
(The Marguess of Salisbury.)

On Question, Motmn agreed to lnd
. mdcrcd nooordmgly

P

kind to be put before your Lordships. 1
assume that your Lordships would wish

todealwuh:tmthenmemyum Mok )

have dealt with the ﬂrecedmg two, and
to pass it through

diately. I therefore beg to move that the

Bill be now read & second time, i

Moved, 'I‘hattheBtllbenawrud?
—{Lord erm) i et e WAL

" Eary JOWITT: My Lords, the noble™
Lord is quite right in assuming that we

wish to deal with this Bill in the same ..

way that we dealt with the other two. We
have agreed that it shall pass through all -
its stages to-day, and the noble Marquess
the Leader of the House has moved the

the fast of these Bills with which we shall
have to deal, will be fulfilled I cannot say.
My hope is that this Bill will be the ead
of this matter. But unless and until we

et the law on this matter clearer and
in a more intelligible form we shall risk -
having to do ¢his sort of thing, which is
very undesuable

get the faw put right and not bave to sk -
this undesirable procedure. On behalf

We certamly should

- B

e annennriata Motion to enabls that to ‘\D
pcnsea with for ihe pose of passing | RppIOpnaic MOUCRH 10 Tnavt LAl
the Post Office and gclegraph oney) | done.  Whether the hope of the noble
Bill and the Rural Water Supplies and | Lord, Lord Mancroft, that this will be _ - -

. o m——

its stages imme- o 4:x

-

-

- B WL T s T B of noble Lords on these Beﬁ'ch“'h}’hﬁm

'{ . FOOD AND DRUGS BILL {ns) topais‘:]ﬂ:fm:ﬁ: zt:a:“ou“ ill - -,
_ Retumed from the Commons, agreed |  On Question, Bill read. 7 Committes ™.~
.: .,_: ..‘-"....,_:. : r-,rr "_ negatwed. y . "‘_; .
T e nmmdr.andpu%r_i;;;;q:‘

A " VALIDATION OF Euacnons - 3.

A e (o. 3) BILL .« =+ - .| posT OFFICE AND TELEGRAPH -
- ~ Brought from the Commons ; read 1%, (MONEY) BILL -
= ~ Then, Standing Order No. 41 having 237 pm. T
| been dnspersed with (pursuant to Resolu- Order of the Dar for the Seeond
tion):. . Reading read. - T T e e e
- Tur  JOINT PARLIAMENTARY | LoRD CHESHAM: My Lords, 8
™ UNDER-SECRETARY of STATE ror | moving that_this Bill be now read a
&] . Tur HOME DEPARTMENT .(LogD | second time, I do pot think I need cocupy .
MancrorT): My Lords, the purpose of | your Lordships’ attention for very long.
this Bill is to validate the .election to { 1t is less than two weeks since November - -
snother place of Mr. Charles Alfred | 9 when we had a full and, if I may say -
-4 - Howell, potwithstanding his boldlng the { 80, very coastructive discussion of the -
: office or place of memba' of certain | Post Office financial arrangements, and
nels constituted in pursuance of the | this included the plaos and proposals for
ational Insurance (Industrial Injuries) | the development of its services. To-day - -
Act, 1946, and the National Insurance | we are concerned with the first and an -
] Act, 1946, and to indemnify him from any | essential part of the machinery to enable
HL A3 ) e
a i 4 B e S e A LA TIEIT L Ae ST L TSI
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6283 * Post Office and 7 '°"
Lord Chesham] - R

these plans to be carried owt—that is to
say, the provision of capital for develop-
ment. I do pot suppose your Lordships
would wish me to go again and 56 soon
over the wider field we have already
covered in debate, and I think I may say
that it has been shown that this money
is to be well and justifiably spent.

In the way that is now customary. the
Bill provides for the requirements of the
pext two years, roughly speaking, and
the technical provisions of Clause 1,
which lay down the manner in which
advances and repayments are to be
treated in the pational accounts, are
exactly the sam¢ as in the last Money
Act of 1953. Only the amount i
different—£175 million this time, com-
pared with £125 milion before. The
mcrease, it is true, does to some”extent
reflect an increase in prices, but by far
the biggest part is due to the expanding
programme of development described in

e . . N
. N -,

T RS | BRCE N A
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Telegraph (Money) Bill 684
money should be used for the sew con-
struction. It is not a great matter. 1
has involved only about £25.000 a year
during the last five years, but it is an
obvious improvement
methods. 1 hope that I have said sufficient
to commend this Bill to your Lordships
and 1o show that it is founded on pro-
cedent. It raises mo important new ques-
tion of principle and it is a pecessary, if
rather mechanical, measure to enable the
Post Office to pursue the progressive
policies we have already discussed. T beg
to move that the Bill be now read &
second time. . _ - .- .. oL aF
Moved, That the Bill be now read 22—
(Lord Chesham.) . .. Cm o
EarL JOWITT: My Lords, this is
another case of Standing Order No. 41
being suspended with & view to our taki
this Rill through all its stages to-day.
should like to emphasise that in this case,

premisas are £old and new ones built, the |

L)

st o st

in accounting ~

as in the last, and also in the next, all
this is being done with the consent of the
Opposition. T should like to point out %o -
your Lordships that if Standing Order No.

41 were ruthiessly. in face of Oppo-
sition protest, all debate in this House
could, of course, be precluded, and we
should have an immense engine of oppn

sion which would prevent the Opposition -
from saying anything at all. Ever since

the White Paper. Your Lordships will
recall that the previous debate showed
that the majority of this is to be devoted
1o the telephone service.

- On the question of capital development
there is one point I should like to make
clear, as it could possibly give rise to
some confusion. The relevant paragrapb

£ abha 11/hiza v ;e
O1 16e wniic Papc-? TAgTapu &1, refers

fo a total outlay of £300 million over the
next three years. It might appear at first
sight, therefore, that the £175 million for
which we are asking in the Bill, and which
Is to last for a litle over two yecars, is
rather less than might bave been ex-
pected. I can assure your Lordships how-
ever, that it is sufficient, because the Bill
is concerned only with providing capital
for expansion of the system. The £300
miilion, on the other band, covers not
only this expansion, but also includes
renewals and extensions, the two together
comprising what is technically known as

A
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the noble Marquess, Lord Salisbury, has
been Leader of the House, and while my
noble friend the late Lord Addison was
oo pevet s ‘ot wsed_oppressively,
Order never has been oppr .
and I sincerely hope thas it never will be.
It always has been used with the full
approval of the Opposition and in this
case we gladly ap readi(]{ give that
approval. As the noble Lord, Lord Ches-
ham, has said, we had a full discussion of
this matter not long ago. The noble Lord
must pot assume, from the approval we
give now, that, when the Orders come
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R et pa o= involving the increased charges we —
tovestment. ¥ " : not have a good deal to say then. but at
e Clause 2, however, does concern & new, | the present time I think that the best thing
# o thouilz rather minor, departure. There | ¢4 J:, is to pass this Bill through all its
R ST - ha:d en g:vcrslty in th;’ pro‘oedurfupfor stages. = - e e
¥ ~ crediting the proceeds of sales of Post | s & . Commitiee
4 On Question, Bill read 2*: Committee
v Office pro no Jonger in use, and we A i & A
i .s peed sfgtu?:r? au!hgn'_sgtign 1o allow such '?e,ga“?@ CoET o T R
'if'f. PR | proceeds to be put to capital where they Then Standing Order No. 41 baving
L properly belong. Tt scems only common been dispensed with (pursuant to Resolu-
o sense that, for instance, where old | tion), Bill read 3%, an N
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685 Rural Water Supplies

RURAL WATER SUPPLIES AND
... SEWERAGE BILL . .-
2.56 p.m.

Order of the Day for the Second Read.
ing read. T T

THE MINISTER WITHOUT PORT-
FOLIO (THe EarL OF MUNSTER): My
Lords, 1 beg to move that this Bill be
now read a nd time. 1 do not think
I need delay your Lordships for more
than a few moments in explaining the

urpose of this small measure. Your

rdships may recall that when 1 intro-
duced tbe last Rural Water Supplies and
Sewerage Act, in March of this year, I
informed your Lordships that another Bill
would have to be presented to Parliament
to invite both Houses to grant further
money for the supply of water and sewer-
age in rural arcas., This is the Bill 1o
which I then referred. .

Your Lordships may be interested to
know that since 1944, the various Rural
Water Supply and Sewerage Acts have
&r’ovided £45 million for England and

ales and £20 million for Scotland. This
money will have been fully pledged early
in the new year. The purpose of this
Bill, as iz stated in the Explanatory
Memorandum, is to provide a further sum
of £30 million for England and Wales
and £10 million for Scotland. The total
amount provided will then be increased
from £65 million 1o £105 million. Since
the passing of the 1944 Act, the work
completed, plus the work in |gro ess, for

roviding water supplies in England and

ales amounts to £55 million and for the
provision of sewerage, to a figure of .£40
million. 1 feel that the House will agree
that, in spite of the many heavy calls
which are made on the nation’s resources,
much has indeed been accomplished
during the past eleven years of which we
all may be justly proud. I think I need
say no more, e

Moved, That the Bill be now
{The Earl of Munster) . -

" Tue EarL oFr LUCAN: My Lords, 1
think little need be said on this Bill from
this side of the House. My noble Leader
has alrcady said that we fully concur with
the Motion enabling this Bill to be passed
through all its stages. We can do nothing
but welcome a Bill that will improve the
conditions of life of the people who live
in rural areas. The noble Ear] says that
we may take pride in the accomplishment
ML LUAS.

read 20—
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since 1944, but may T ask him one ques-
tion? Iy he satisfied, and are the e
in the 1rl.}tlral a;ea.; saltisﬁu;d;. wi
accomplishment? Sure is Bill proves
that d?c pace has beeny none too quick
in introducing water to the countryside.
The drift from the agricultural industry
into the towns and the acute shortage of
agricultural labourers continue. ‘l'iero-
fore, we may bope that, far from reducing
the ratc at which money is bein:ﬁ?m
for this purpose, the Government see
that it is increased. - D
Lorp WISE: My Lords, there are two
ints I should like to make regarding this
ill. First, I should like to endorse what
has just been said my noble friend
Lord Lucan and remind the noble Earl,
Lord Munster, of the words he has just
uttered—"* much bas indeed been accom-
plished.” That is s0, but much indeed
needs to be done, I am particularly
anxious, in view of what was said here

B

a few days ago, during the Second Read-
ing of the Agriculture (Improvernent of

Roads) Bill, that the financial stringency
of the times should not in any way hinder
the progress which can be made in regard
to water supplies and sewerage. 1 am
anxious that in the economy cuts which
will no doubt follow during the next two
or three years the local authorities should
not be expected to cut into their schemes
for these two urgent needs of the country-
side. I believe it has been suggested
another place that a sum of £17 million
will be spent on rural water and sewerage
up to April of next year. Apparently, the
expenditure for 1954-55 was £14 million,
which rose from £12 million in the pre-
ceding year, Under this Bill a sum of
£14 million is to be set aside for additional
schemes in the future. If that £14 million
is spread over five years, then we shall
pot be spending more on an average than
£8 million a year, which is a very different
sum from £14 million, or even £12 million,
1 do not in the Jeast know what instruc-
tions, if any, were issued to local autho-
rities by Her Majesty’s Government, but 1
am particularly anxious that nothing
should curtail the provision of these
schemes which are 80 necessary in our
country districts and villages.

In another place the question of the

schemes which are carried out by rural
authorities was mentioned.
knowledge of regional schemes, but I have
knowledge of district schemes and parish
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schemes. : In my view, it is highly im.
portant that, possible, the district

schemes should be encouraged, rather
than the local parish schemes, which
supply onc particular village or parish.
In the district achemes, which unite two
or three villages, the people living in be-
tween the villages receive the benefit of
a piped water supply; but f a parish
scheme only Is sanctioned by the Gov-
ernment, then the farms, Earticu]arly on
the outskirts-of the parishes, cannot be
connected with a piped supply, and the
farmers, in catering for their own
domestic needs or stock needs, have to
fall back upon their own water supplies,
which may not be completely adequate.
In addition,
with providing a grant in aid for those
schemes, which they would not have to
face if schemics were started 30 a piped
supply. Therefore, I hope that the Gov.
ernment will advise local authorities, or
whoever is introducing these schemes, to
form them into district schemes, which 1
feel is a much better way of supplying
the villages concerned. The Bill has
received a blessing from this side of the
House, .und "I endorse that blessing,
because T am sure that anything which
we can spend to keep our people in rural
houses and on the land must be for the
bencfit of this country as a whole.

. THE EArL oF MUNSTER : My Lords.
perhaps 1 may reply briefly to the obser-
vations made by the two noble Lords
opposite. Let me say at once, in apswer
to the noble Earl, Lord Lucan, that I
think we should be satisfied with what we
bave accomplished up to date, because in
England and Wales alone we have now
reached an expenditure on schemes
finished or started totallinag some £95
million. However, 1 would agree with
him and with the noble Lord, Lord Wise,
that there is still 2 long way to go before
we can reach absolute perfection. There
arc still many of these schemes which
cali for grants from the Treasury and
SR
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from my right honourable friend, which -
will be met from time to time as
years proceed, .. A
- I come now to the question W
addressed to me by the noble Lo
Wise, with regard to the financial
gicnhi)lr Whii(‘i:,h h:s now in fon!;e. o
rightly said, the expenditure for thi
1355-56. has been set at & fi
£17 million. More than half of
bas already been passed. and there
other schemes which are waiting to
authorised which will, in fact, cover
other 50 per cent. of this figure. 11 is true -
¢ message which was sent 10 -
local authorities by my two right bonour- -
able friends, the Chancellor of the Ex- -—
chequer and the Minister of !-lousigg and -
Local Government, the local authorities
were asked in this next financial year to
cut their expenditure to what it was in the
year 1954-55. I am not in a position to-
day to tell the House what that pro-
gl;nmme will be for the next year (it will
settled, as noble Lords know, by the
normal machinery for consideration of .
tbese figures; that is to say, by the De-
partmental Estimates), but I can assure
the House that my right honourable friend

ie £.Mu aliva #a tha nroant = for tha
i Wl GLYL W MIC WIEVIE WA AW v

provision of water and sewerage in these
rural areas, and apything which can be
done to belp in this respect will be done
by my two right honourable friends, 1
should not like 1o suggest any figure to
the House as expenditure for the next
year, I think it 3 far betier to let the
demand from local authorities, after oon-
sideration of the letter sent by my noble
friend, take its pormal course through the
departmental channels. 1 can assure both
noble Lords who have spoken that any-
thing that Her Majesty’s Government can
do, within the resources of the nation, will
in fact be dope. - . ..

On Question, Bill
pegatived. ) )

Then, Standing Order No. 41 having
been dispensed with ngrsuant to Resolu- --
tion), Bill read 3+, and passed. . .
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Persecution of -

PERSECUTION OF RAILWAY
NON-STRIKERS .
30 pm. :

. I.DF}D SALTOUN rose to call the
attention of Her Majesty’s Government
to some of the forms of persecution suf-
fered by those railwaymen who remained
Joyal to their duty at the Prime Minister’s
appeal ; and 1o move to resolve, That this
House regrets the apparent inability of
Her Majesty's Government and the British
Transport Commission 1o protect railway-
men who obeyed the Prime Minister's
appeal to remain in their duty. The
noble Lord said: My Lords, in commend-
Ing to your Lordships the Motion which
stands in my name to-day. I want to
begin by saying that it is not my inten-
tion to criticise the Transport (gommis-
sion in any way. I bad to bring them
into the Motion because, if they had been
in a position to do what I always wished
they would do, there would have been
no need for the Motion at all. Asitis, 1
am not really criticising Her Majesty's
Government; 1 am only trying to point
out to them what I belicve to be a duty ;
and if I criticise anybody or anything it is

obably a system of industrial bargain-
ng which leaves one side bound by agree-
ments and leaves the otber gide appar-
rently free 10 do what they like.

As your Lordships know, this matter
arises out of the strike of engine drivers
firemen and cleaners, which started at the
end of last May. At the commencement
of that strike, the Prime Minister broad-
cast to us all. He broadcast io his charac-
ter as Prime Minister, and he was
announced as such by the BBC. He
spoke with exactly the same authority as
Sir Winston Churchill, Mr. Attlee, or any
of his predecessors when they were Prime
Minister ;: and, as I say, he spoke to us
all. He explained that the conciliation
machinery bad broken down and that the
T.U.C. had used all their eflorts to prevent
the strike. He showed how dangerous to
society its success would be and then, in
some detail, how it would injure the
nation at home and abroad. I think that
is a fair résumé of the Prime Minister's
broadcast, which I have here, if any noble
Lord disagrees with my précis.

I do not think that any railwayman who
heard that broadcast could fail to believe
that the Prime Minister considered the
strike to be wroog and unjustified, and
that the proper course would be to remain
at work. I hope the noble Lord who is

HL B3AT
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few inquiries, but I was awa
' ; Recess, andy

{.

0
to reply for the Government will not chal-
Jenge that view, because if he does 1 shall
have to go deeper into the matter than 1
wish at this stage. In the event, about
400 men remained at work, or returned
to work. I myself happen to know one
man who went back to work.
owing to these 400 men that a truncated
service was maintained throughout the
country, from which, of course, thé
country greatly benefited, - -4 .. U

When the sirike was over, the public
were informed that one of the princi
conditions of the settlement was that there
should be no victimisation .on either side.
Shortly after the settlement 1 happened
to see in the Press that one railwayman—
I think it was somewhere in the
—was being subjected to harsh treatment
by his companions who had returned to
work after on strike. 1 wrote pri-

ei:i .
vately to Her Majesty’s Government, and, |

the reply I received did not reassure me
on the point and I therefore put down a
Starred Question, which was asked in
our Lordships’ House on July 27 last.

our Lordships may remember that the
reply of Her Majesty’s Government od
that occasion was that there were a few
cases of ill-{eeling; that the Transport
Commission and the officers of the Union
were tryiog to allay them, and that the
trouble was dying down ; that it had been
agreed that there should be no victimisa-

tion ; that the Government were keeping

in touch with the gituation and that the
matter would be best left in the bands in
which it was, without Government
interference. *- . oL L AtlLte e Yo

1 submit ¢hat on that Answer T was
gmiﬁed in assuming that the Union and

ritish Railways were both firmly ad-
hering to the principle of no vicfimisa-
tion, and that, altbough there was a little
natural friction amongst the men, it would
die away i Jeft alone. This being so,
it seemed to me that the Government
were perfectly right to hold -their hand
at the moment, although, at the same
time, 1 did not feel that any of us was
entitled 4o wash his bands of the matter
and put it aside altogether, taking it for
granied that ev ing was all right. At
fhe beginning the Recess 1 made a

for most of the it was not
unti! I returned in the middie of October
that T set to work to collect some facts.
It is not easy for a private person
like myself. I cannot institute a geansral
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inquiry, and I am also hampered by the
fact that men are not very willing to let
anybody outside know what is happen-
ing to them, for fear that it will Jead to
further reprisals against which they see
no protection. However, 1 am not en-
tirely without friends in British Railways,
and I did get sufficient information to
make me feel that victimisation of the
men who remained at their posts was
pretty well universal throughout the
country. At the present moment, five
months after the resumptiop of work,
it scems to have lightened in certain
respects and in certain cases, especially
where men may be judged to have been
brought to a more submissive frame of
mind. But in others it seems to be con-
tinuing just as fiercely as ever. I have
taken statements from two men and 1
have had them examined and drafted by
a competent lawyer. 1 have chegked them,
where possible, by inquiry on :ﬁe railway,
and I believe them to be true. My in-
formation is that, in widely separated
parts of the country, men are receivi
treatment to-day similar to that which
shall describe to your Lordships—that is,
except for one incident, which I bope and
believe to be exceptional. .. = .

First, T think I had better say what 1
believe we all mean by “no victimisa-

tion,” T mean by that that the person

who benefits from it resumes or retains:

a position of similar standing to that
which  he enjoyed before the dispute
started, and ¢hat he is not subjected to
any inequitable or disparaging treatment
by the other parties to the dispute. With
that interpretation I think we shall ail
agree. If ¢hat is right, then any impres-
sion that we may have formed last .lul!
that the promise of “no victimisation

was being mutually kept seems to me to
be very far from the truth. Even in
July, some of the men who had remained
at their posts had been dismissed from
their union. I have beea told that there
werc in all about 100 dismissals, and
that the greater part of these took place
after the middle of August ; but certainly
some took place at the beginning of July.
I think some notices were on
July 8, but if most of the dismissals took
place afier the middle of August, then it
does seem to me that the bonesty of
accepting contributions all July from men
whom it was intended to dismiss from the

Union ig August is rather questionable.
HL 15A TR e
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I do not think that ought to havé been
done. R AT T | A T

My main contention is that thess dis-
missals themselves were & breach of the
agreement. It is said that the union
have & rule upon the subject which they
cannot break. The rule says: —- - R

“Should the Executive Committee decide at
any time to withdraw members from their
employment in a dispute between em&loyu
an

emplo any member or members
to complyyeau: ymcb decision ihns

notice of the same shall be expelled from the
SDdﬂ,." = .,' . PRI . , r '_'__"
lfhthat z]'ui:l: is, as'his cointended, inexorl:blé
which 1 deny, then it is a prmcag
food faith, which we should all ow-
edge, that the people on the other side,
the Transport Commission, should have
had their attention drawn to that fact
when the “no victimisation ™ clause was
agreed upon. After all, the men who
were negotiating were not children ; they
were experienced negotistors.  Practically

the only form of victimisation which a .

trade union can adopt as a cor&orate body
is expulsion. Therefore, certainly
should have been a matter for discussion
between the two parties when the “no

victimisation™ clause was agreed. M it
was not—and my information is fhat & -
was not—then, whatever the force of the

rule, they were bound to put it aside. But
is this rule inexorable? Even on the
facts, 1 am told that only a hundred or
30, and not all, members of the union
have been expelled. 1 am in a position
to show that some of the members who
were expelied did not receive proper
notice the strike. 1 do not mean to
say that they did not see it in the Press
or hear it on the B.B.C. bui they did
not receive & -proper form of notice of
strike.” And yet they were expelled. ¥
those two things are true, iR seems 1o me
that the executive of the union is allowed
considerable latitude in interpreting this
rule, and that there was, therefore, mo
obstacle to putting into full force this
agreement of mutual pon-victimisation,
I do not think I need labour that
any more to your Lordships. . * ~ .
This * no victimisation™ clause opens
up a wide question which we do not want
to argue to-day. I remember once writing
to a certain Minister of Labour, sa
that 1 thought the “no victimisation
claus% u(rlas a mi;ta‘ke. because, if’men felt
th ad everything to gain and n
to lose from strikes, then there m

never be an end to strikes. The Minister 7

on recciving .
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wrole back and said that that might be
all very well, but the “ no victimisation ™
clause did tend to do away with the
mutual bitterness which was felt after a
strike. Of course one admits that that
is probably the case. Your Lordships
will be able to form an opinion on that
matter by what follows.

By the dismissal, the position of these
men is radically changed for the worse
compared with what # was before the
sirike ; and, of course, they are in daily
fear of being dismissed from the railway
because they do not belong to a union.
I remember the first railwayman 1 visited.
I shall not easily forget the apprehension
be displayed when he thought | was an
official from the railway, come to visit
him and dismiss him because he had not
gone on strike. This also involves these
men in the loss of their share of the
industrial benefit, the orphan fund and
the eyesight fund. Your Lordships will
realise that the benefit of these funds is
likely to be required later rather than
earlier in life, even at the beginning of
a man’s career in a union there is a
small, unexhausted interest which remains
to him in these funds. It is not exhausted
in the year in respect of which payments
are made; it is a gradually accumulating
interest in the funds of the union. But
of that interest, big or little as the case
may be, they have been arbitrarily
deprived by this dismissal.

Again, the dismissal has served as »
signal to all members of the union to
start the process known as *sending to
Coventry,” where no one speaks to a
man unless it is actually necessitated by
duty. M. accidents occur in consequence,
it is just too bad—I do not mean rail-
way accidents, but little personal scci-
dents. It is against that background that

our Lordships must imagine what
ollows. 1 shall {ivc your Lordships an
example of the kind of thing which 1
bope is rare but which shows the temper
to which men are brought by this business
of “sending to Coventry " and victimisa-
tion. Afier the strike, in one station
there was a general distribution of pew
overalls, and one of these men “in
Coventry * took his overalis and tied
them up in a parcel. He placed it above
& notice board in-the drivers’ room in &
place to reach which he had to get on
to a bench. When he was engaged on
his work he heard a cleaner complaining

Persecution of
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that he had lost his jacket. ‘When he

went to get his overalls, he found that

g_le parcel seemed a little different to
im.
the missing jacket wrapped up in his
overalls and tied up againn He was
lucky to notice that
premises. It is horrible and frightening
to & man to be “framed.” 1 believe
and sincerely hope that that kind of thing
is rare, bt the temper that that displays
is frightening to anyone engaged in work
upon the railway. He happened to be a

man of engaging and easy temper. He

reports now that, with some exceptions,

he is much better treated. 1 expect he ~

has learnt his lesson—mnot to pay atten-
tion to the Prime Minister, whoever he

may be, whenever there is a strike in

view, -

- The other case I want to bring before
your Lordships concerns a man .of a very
ifferent temper and in
sition. He has endured unremitting
ostility, which includes overt acts, during
the whole of these five months. Like the
rest, he has been dismissed from his union
and Jost his benefits. He is a driver on
a link of the railway which is a consider-
able distance from his home, and his place
on the roster was arranged so that he
never had a chance of getting home at
week-ends. Therefore he put in a re-
quest through the usual channcls to have
his place on the roster changed, so that
sometimes he could get home at a week-

end. That request was granted automati-
cally. As soon as that was known, the

union officials on that branch roused the

men of his link and of other links separate - - -

from his, men of grades different from his,
to join in a “ round robin ™ (0 the authori-
ties to ask them to cancel that change of
the roster. A superintendent immediately
came out and cancelled the alteration of

the roster. Your Lordships will appre-, -
ciate the feelings of a man to whom no’

one will speak, who bas secured the re-' -
moval of an unjust burden, at finding #t- -

replaced by a representative of those for
whose sake he has endured his purga.
tory. 1 should add that the National
Union of Railwaymen were so impressed
with the injustice of this treatment that

they offered to fight the case for him #f-

he would join the union, He is gratehul
to them but does not feel inclined to join

.any union at present—and I do not
jexactly blame hm, - .

YT v in
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He opened it and there he found

ore he left tha -
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That is the kind of thing that one is
hearing sbout all over the country. It
may be sald——%crhaps somebody will say
#t—* Ah, yes, but you are mistaken and
your friend is mistaken in ascribing his
troubles 1o the action of the union.” My
information is otherwise, The man strikes
me as truthful ; besides which ! have a
letter from a very different part of Britain
on the same point. It is too long to read
entirely but I will read parts. It came
to me enclosing a newspaper notice of
this debate to-day. It says:

“ A friend of mine has sent along the en-
closed cutting and if correctly reported it i
welcome pews to me. 1 should like you to
know that 1 am grateful. 1 am not writing
because of sell-inlerest . , . but 1 have grave
doubis about the future of any individual who
dares 1o challenge the powerful trade union
and the branch room bullies. In the recent
railway strike the National Union of Railway-

men camc to work but were stopped by
pickets *— - .

Then follow details of three men who
were frightened off, including one whose
home was visited. Your Lordships will
realise that when a man is at work this
visiting of the family in the home is most
terrifying and horrible, and 1 am not sur-
rised that any man is frightened. We
ave had it before, on other occasions,
and I do not need to labour the point to
your Lordships. The letter goes on:
" %1 could go on, but I leave it to your
good judgment 1o sum the situation up. The
striking gullics'_mme back to work to seek
their vengeance on the loyal worker. When
I challenged them with the ‘o victimisation®
agreement they just laughed. So 1 wish you
every success in your cffort to spotlight this
evil bullying and * Coventry® business before
it is too late—for the benefit of otherm™
‘This man says ™ for the benefit of others ™
because I believe he has left the railway

seTvIce. -, P T - .
My Lords, I want to add that this kind
of situation on the railways is dangerous
to the public. Tt is of the highest import-
ance that men upon whom the safety of
the public depends should not be sub-
jected to this kind of strain and worry.

I bad put that point a great deal more

strongly in my original draft notes. 1
have confined it only because 1 want to
be the Jast person to suggest that the
terrible accident that we bave deplored
has anything to do with the situation
about which T am complaining. At the
same time, it would not be right 10 pass
this subject without drawing o{our Lord-
ships’ attention to that side of it. T am
HL BAD

{LOR

glad to say that, in Scotland “anyway, ™
this business of “sending to Coventry ™

is receiving emphatic condemnation from

the pulpit. It is & good sign, and I hope -

it will go on.

Now 1 want to ask the .Goven!qent_ '1 -
3:|eshon. Was it or was it not right for

N

es¢ men for whom I am pleadmj
to work? If it was right, why

the Prime Minister in his broadcast make
that quite clear? If it was right, then
they deserve protection. I have brought
these matters to your Lordships' attention

because ] think you ought to know the

kind of thing that is going on. The heal-
ing hand of time invoked by Her
Majesty's Government in July has clearly
failed. These men have endured & pur-
gatory of five months, and there is no
sign of relaxation. Every subject of Her
Majesty is entitled to sufficient protection
to go about his work unmolest In this
case, and in spite of the terms of settle-
ment, it seems to be the pride of the
people concerned that the lives of these
men are made intolerable, - -l - it

Can the Government give nogoteo-
tion? Is the whole force of the Cabinet

and Parliament poweriess? Tt seems o -

me that if the Government cannot use-
fully intervene, as I think is probable,
the{l can do onc thing: they can help
suc

men as are discontented in their

employment on the railways, who are un-
happy in consequence of what has hap-
pened, to find other work ; and they can
take care that it is not to0 unrcmunecrae

tive. My information is that some of

these men have lost balf of their income - |

by leaving the railways and going %0
ofhet cas1§a1 labour; and 1 am bound
to say that, after everything that has hap-
pened, that is a thing which I cannot
realisec with indifference. It would be a
gad thing for me to realise, as perhaps
I must, that the Government I support
have led humble people, even if it be in.
advertently, into a position of danger and

suflering and then left them to .

My Lords, we in this House have litle
po‘liticai power ; perhaps we do ot seek
it. But we have our reputation and -our
character, and we Can ¢xpress AD opinion.

It is that opinion that 1 am asking your

move. - -

Moved to rsolvé. That this House

regrets the apparent inability of Her
Mijcsty's Government and e British

Ppaoy .
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Lordships to express to-day. I o . ‘
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Transport Commission to protect railway-
men who obeyed the Prime Minister's
appeal to remain in their duty during the
recent railway strike.—{(Lord Salioun.)

P S R * B

326 pm. " "7

Loro MATHERS: My Lords, the
poble Lord who has put forward this
Kesolution obviously feels very much the
circumstances which he has been describ-
ing. ] look upon him, in the circumstances
in which he finds himself and with the
opinions that he holds, as having treated
this matier with considerable resiraint.
Obviously, he is feeling much more

R

strongly than he has allowed himself to
As be said, he determined to -

express.
deal with the facts and the facts only, and
1 pay him the compliment that, from his

int of view, he has put this matter
orward in a way that we can look upon
as in keeping with the manner in which
this House deals with subjects, When he
talks about facts—well, we all know that
®. .., facis are chiels that winna di

And downa be disputed.” s ok

If all that he has said is true, then I am
sure that there is a great deal of regret

a all our minds that such things should

But I am not happy that this Resolu.
tion should appear on the Order Paper
of this House, and I should be sorry to
see it passed by this Assembly and 1o
bave this noble House embroiled in an
industrial matter of this kind. The noble
Lord comes of a long lineage, his noble
ancestors going back five bundred years.
L too, have a lincage. My lincage is a
railway one—I am the third generation
in a line of railway workers, and proud
of it. I regret that there should bave
been these troubles on the railways,
because 1 am a lifelong trade unionist who
strove for the good negotiating machinery
which was established a pumber of yeans
ago on the railways, and 1 have been
Kroud of the way in which that machinery

as worked—perhaps the best industrial
negotiating machinery in existence in this
country. I want to see that negotiating

machinarv nead =né diﬂ'e‘renmn =mmﬂ'\nﬂ
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out by its use, - e e e

I think that unofficial strikes and many
of the diflerences that occur in the indus-
trial world are totally wrong and much to
be deplored, and that we should be
against them. But that is not to say that
this House should, on a matter of this
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kind, seck to bring itself into the

and to take up the attitude that the noble
-Lord invites us to take up. He is talking
from the point of view of one who looks

.| at the trade union movement. 1 hat;: g

often had opportunities of comparing
trade union movement with other com-
binations of individuals in this country.
There are organisations which can exert

over their individual members s
Quite as strong as that suggested
noble Lord, even ing for the

moment that everything that he has said
is true. There bave been cases of pro-
fessional organisations dealing with what
they describe as * unprofessional con-
duct ™ whose actions have been quite as
drastic and destructive of the individual's
livelihood as the action represented by
the noble Lord. JUMRTRNE S

He says that his Resolution is not
intended to criticise either Her Majesty’s
Goverdment or the British Transport

Commission; but the Resolution
inevitably does 80. In citing in this House

‘I & failure to protect railwaymen who

obeyed the appeal of the Prime Ministor
there must be a criticism of the Govers-
ment and the Commission. I hope it is
quite clear that I am in oo way condoning
any action which the noble Lord has
justly criticised in his speech ; but he weat
to the length of making reference to the
deplorable and most regrettable accident

said, quite clearly, that he would not in
any way attribute this accident 1o causes
which might arise from matters on which
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Several NosLe Lorps: No, m_L“
* Loro MATHERS: That was the one
regrettable departure by the noble Lord

House wish to preserve. . i~ i

makes me regret that 1 offered any

utterly out of my mind ; I give the noble
Lord my word of honour upon that i
veg ncarly cut that argument out alto-’
,e er. I mentioned it only because I
felt it was my duty to do 0. The last

thing in the world that 1 should wish to

[ do would be to imply such a thi

3

.

be had been speaking. Yet there he has -

from those proprieties which we in ihis .

P AR oF I

. R T
" Lorp SALTOUN: My Lords, what the
noble Lord, Lord Mathers, has said -

explanation at all. That suggestion was -
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which occurred during the week-end and -
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7 strike ; but they clearly indentified him as | particularly inierested in railway affairs
T having taken in the strike because | because when my father was alive he was
those who had remained at work, whom | very much involved in work connected
o we had called “blacklegs.” bad their | with railway wages. That is what tempted
e cards endorsed to the efiect that they had | me 10 3 to-day. 1 would only add,

. femained loyal. That was the manner in | speaking on behalf of noble Lords behind
which a declaration and an undertaking of | me, that we support the noble Lord, Lord
g * po victimisation ” was observed in the | Saltoun, in his ﬁvm]uﬁon, Syt e
e old days. I am glad to think that the ) P
railway management to-day is much | 341 pm. = v - o7l fomudes
better than that which took such action in | - LorD AILWYN: My Lords, in rising
the past. 1 will not go ioto the details { to support the Resolution moved by my
g raised by the noble Lord. I could not | poble friend Lord Saltoun I am mindful
E attempt 1o defend what he has con- | of the Answer that he received from the
TRy demned. -1 will only say that § do not | noble Lord, Lord Carrington, on July 27
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LorD MATHERS: My Lords, I thank

the noble Lord most sincerely for com-

SV TR =

" pietely absolving himself from any sus.

‘picion of that kind that might be directed
against him by anyone reading his speech.
Perhaps he will forgive me for having
seokcn strongly on the point, but 1 felt

Anat it was regretiable that the nobie Lord
should have made even the tentative sug-
gestion which fell from his lipe. I have
spoken of being a railwayman and a trade
unionist, and I would tell the noble Lord
and this House that it is not wise to get
embroiled in a family quarrel. It will be
remembered that this was a family quar-
rel with two unions taking different views
on a matter relating to industrial activi-
tics. I am sorry that the noble Lord has

raised the matter in this way, 1 wish bhe
had accepted the advice given to him
when he raised the subject before, when
he was told that it would be wise to leave
the situation as it was. The noble Lord
has now stirred things up again and has
erred in doing so.

. Victimisation does not occur very ofien
in the railway industry, but it bhas
occurred, within my experience, to col-
leagues who have been on strike and
have later been sudbjected o official
victimisation. There I am going back
mapy years and I thank God (1
say that &ucitc reverently) that over
these years teroper in the railway in-
dustry has improved. Yet there have
been times when men striking for much
more modest demands than are made by
the trade union movement nowadays have
found themselves punished for their stand.
1 remember one particular instance which

affected & larze number of people. There

was a declaration by the then railway
company that they would not record upon
a man's trade union service card the

that he had taken part in that particular

-believe be 1s rendering a service to this

House, to the country, or to the people ca

the railways, by bringing forward a Reso-
lution of this kind; and I hope he will

find himse!f advised to withdraw &t - . . -

339 pm.! T CIF MRt e epng e

Lokp AMULREE: My Lords, many
of you, like mysclf, will have been very
-worried by some of the facts which the
noble Lord, Lord Salioun, has put before
us this afiernoon. Many of us will not
bave been happy about past occurrences
involving this curious action of * sending
people to Coventry.” 1 feel, however,
that these are no! matters upon which
Her Majesty's Government should take
any particular action. As the noble Lord,
Lord Mathers. has just said, this is really
a family quarre! which can best bem
with by the members of that family. One
would like, however, to sce som
¢peaking out against this kind of practice.
We are 1old that the Churches of and
are taking up a certain line ip condemn-
ing this attitude, and I believe that 1o be
& more satisfactory course than for Her
Majesty’s Government to take any action.

‘The matter which we are discussing
to-day. however, is not quite the same
kind of thing. It seems to me that on
this oocasion workmen who were obey-
ing a request by the Prime Minister, and
who were going back to work under a

g edotie e i P
no victimisation " agrecment bave, in

fact, been victimised, That is where 1
think Her Majesty’s Government might
lend some kind of assistance to see that
this sort of thing does not occur in the
future, and even, possibly, to put a sfop
to it now. No ope welcomes more than
myself and noble Lords on these Benches
the fact that victimisation does not now
occur after strikes. 1 have always been

.
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-last, to the effect that he did not con- LORD REA: May I interrupt the noble *
sider that Her Majesty’'s Government | Lord for a moment, to remind him that L
could usel{ully take action in the matter. | there are exceptions to that general rule? vl

Io a further reply to an interjection of .
mipe, the nobﬁ Lord gave it as his [’?]RDDM{‘"&WYN' My Lords. T am G i
opinion that it was inappropriate for the | Mu¢h obdliged to the noble Lord, I fully SR

Government to intervene in matters of
this snrt.  That was four months ago,
and ihe persccution, as we have heard,
still continues. 1 wonder whether Her
Maijesty’s Government really are of the
opinion that this victimisation and in-
timidation of men such as those to whonr
my noble friend, Lord Saltoun, has re-
ferred should be allowed 10 conlinue
without Jet or hindrance from the Gov-
ernment—always remembering the Prime
Minister's urgent appeal in this

.
conneclion,

Much play was made in another place
the week before last, in the course of the
Burgess-Maclean debate, on the impera-
tive necessity of preserving at all costs
the liberty of the subject. Great concern
was expressed-—and very rightly—lest any
new measures proposed for improving the
efficiency of our security services should
savour too much of McCarthyism and
interfere with the British traditional way
of life and liberty. Very well. We may
bear a little more of that in the debate
which is to follow in this House this
afterncon. But how in the name of all
that is wonderfu! do Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment equaic such seniiments, such
wholly admirable septiments, with the
case of tyranny which we are discussing
today? T am one of those who regard
as wholly regrettable the virtual dis-
appearance—in fact the elimination—of
the Independent Member of Parliament.
To my mind, nothing i more deplorable
than the trend to-day, both in the politi-
cal world and in the industrial sphere,
to stifie all expression of independent
thought and judgment. If you want a
voice in the Parliamentary counsels of
the ration to-day, however original and
thoughtful and constructive your ideas
may be towards benefiting your country,
you must slign yoursel with one or oiher
of the massive, mammoth, monster mur-
murations called polifical Parties, and be
whipped into abiding by the leaders’
decrees. And unless You are prepared to
be shepherded in this way and become
8 mere soulless cog in the jugeernaut
machine, you not only incur the wrath
of the slaves of the JTamp, but you are

appreciate that, e
Lest your Lordships are beginning to
think that this is somewhat of o
digression from the subject under dis-
cussion, Jet me say at once that I regard
this particular matter which we are
discussing to-day as symptomatic of this
general trend towards clamping down
isfon independent thought and action.
ere to-day it occurs not in the political
but in the industrial world. No dy in
his senses will deny the great value of
the trade unions of this country, nor seek
to minimise the immense benefit they can
be, and indeed have been, over the last
decade or tyo. The influence and
wisdom and humanit{ of men like the
late Ernest Revin have shaped and
nourished, invigorated and sustained
them, snd watched over their progress
and achievement—to the beneSit of many
millions in this land. But to-day one is
sorely tempied 1o quote Lord Acton and
his dictum on the corrupting influence of
power, The attitude of some trade unions
to the proposal, for instance, to import
foreign Jabour at a time of urgent need
—at & time when jobs just cannot other-
wise be filled—is 1o the ordinary thinking
man indefensible. There are other
unhappy instances well known to your
Lordships, and there is this one that we
are discussing to-day. I beg the trade
union leaders concerned to tread softly
~—~to be a little more discerning, a little
more discriminating. Let it never be
said that the Welfare State, through any
action of theirs, has acted as a stcam-
roller and has served to crush the welfare
of the individual. Let it pever be said
that their wawchword is: “Stand and
Deliver!™ But if jt should be so, then
Her Majesty’s Government have not only

the right but the duty 10 step in and to

give protection to those who have put
the country’s welfare before that of
sectional] interests.

148 p.am. o ]

Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH:
My Lords, before the noble Lord who is
to reply for the Government rises, may 1
say that I personally should find it of
some assistance if we could have an ex-
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(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.}
from the Opposition Front Bench. The
noble Lord, Lord Mathers, in his inter-
esting speech, quoted some ancient
history, Quite frankly, I do not think
that that helps us very much in judging
what is a current tragedy-—because it is

.
a tragedy. No one who listened to the

noble Lord, Lord Saltoun, can doubt that
the continuance of this state of affairs is
tragic, and I fecl that I, for one, should
be greatly helped if we could have had
some expression of opinion about this
from the Front Bench opposite.  Great as
is the weight which Lord Mathers carries
in the Labour Party, I should have liked
some expression of guidance from the
Leader of the Opposition in your Lord-

ships’ House or, at all events, from the

LV wdw W Anrans  dsw

‘Front Bench of the Labour Party,

Lorkp MATHERS: My Lords, may 1
intervenc at this point to say 1o the moble
Lord, Lord Balfour of Burleigh, that the
noble Viscount, Lord Hall, had intended
to take part, from the Opposition Front
Bench, in this debate, But he had to fulfil
another engagement, and he asked me to
go 1o the Front Bench in order to speak
to your Lordships as I have spoken. 1
had nothing prepared, but Lord Hall
knew the general trend of the line that 1
should take. When he suggested my
speaking from the Front Bench 1 told
him, “That does not really matter; 1
will just speak from here” So 1 hope
that nothing will be read into the fact that
I did not take my rightful place on the
Front Bench in order to make the state-
ment | have made.

Lorp HENDERSON: My Lords,
perhaps 1 may be allowed to say that my
noble friend Lord Mathers speaks on
behalf of the Labour Party. He is a
Front Bench speaker, but he happened
today to be sitting on the second Bench
and preferred to speak from that place.
What he has said represents the general
view of our Party, and I do not think
I could say anything that would be dif-
ferent from what he has said. We rest
our case on what my noble friend has
said.

3.50 p.m. :

TH‘:: PARLIAMENTARY SECRE-
TARY, MINISTRY ofF DEFENCE
(Lorp CaRRINGTON): My Lords, I am
sure that we are 8l grateful to the noble
Lord, Lord Henderson, for his explana-

Hi. DAM
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tion. My noble friend Lord Saltoun, as
I think all noble Lords will agree, has
raised an extremely important guestion
this afternoon. As he mentioned in the
coursc of his speech, he and I had some
correspondence about victimisation at the
beginning of July, and at the end of that
month my noble friend asked a Starred
Question in this House on the same sub-
ject. On that occasion, I gave him such
information as I then had. Now to-day
we have the Motion which is on the
Order Paper, 8 Motion divided into two
parts: first, to draw attention to some of
the forms of persecution suffered by rail-
waymen who did not strike; and,
secondly, a resolution regretting the in-
ability of the Government and the British
Transport Commission to protect those
who remained at work.  Although my
noble friend said he did not intend to be
critical in his speech, 1 agrec with the
noble Lord, Lord Mathers, that the text
of the Motion is critical both of the
British Transport Commission and of
Her Majesty’s Government.  These are
two entircly separate issues and T shall
try to deal with them separately.

First of all, with regard to persecution.

The noble Lord spoke of particular cascs

of which he himself has personal know-
fedge, and of the suffering which has been
caused to a number of men as a result.
1 imagine that those who have not
followed this matter very closely will have
heard of these cases with dismay. It is
true, as has been pointed out, that in a
number of cases hostility bas been shown
towards men who had remained at work
by others who had come out on strike,
and that their hostility has bccq not on_ly
irresponsible and childish, but in certain
cases unfair and cruel. 1 should have
thought that everyone, both inside this
House and outside it, would have
roundly condemned this sort of action—
whether they be employers, trade
unionists, Labour, Conservative Of
Liberal. This behaviour does no credit to
anybody and is certainly not in the spirit
of patient negotiation and sensible com-
promise with which we try 10 Tun our in-
dustrial affairs. Loyalty, whether it be to
your family, your union, your school—or
whatever it might be—is an qdmtrabk
quality, but when carried to 8 point where
it causes suffering and hardship to those
who are innocent of any offence, it B
surely not to be Jooked upon as a virtue.

There is therefore no doubt that behaviour
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of this kind has taken place and we
deplore it. _

Equally, jt would be wrong to exagger-
ate the size of this problem. There have
been comparatively few cases, and I
cannot agrec with the poble Lord that
victimisation has been  widespread
throughout the country.  The wvast
majority of those who work on the rail-
ways would not dream of behaving in
such a way, I have been interested to
sce that several influential commentators
and columnists have drawn attention to
this situation and there can be no doubt
that public opinion is ovcrwhclmi‘i:%{
opposed to retaliation of this kind. 4
in the end will have far more effect in
gl;evcnting it than any action which could

taken by the Government or the British

Transport Commission. ... .. . .
1 come now 10 the second e}nrt of the
Matinn_that tha aenlntian

ic tn cav
AVARIL ALY SHiLs BF MW Suy, v EnRUiuLIVY
where my noble friend regrets the inabili
of the Government to protect these rail-
waymen. My noble friend’s case is that
the Prime Minister made an afpc_al to
those concerned not to strike. 1 think 1
should point out that the Government
was not directly involved in the dispute
and was not A party to the agreement
which ended it. What in fact the Prime
Minister did was to explain that any such
strike would do great damage to the
country. I should like 1o quote his exact
words. These are the words which are
relevant to the Motion:
* Whatever happens now, the couniry i
oing 10_be hurt, and many of you will suffer
inconvenience and hardship; workers as well
as holiday-makers. More scrious still, the
damage which must be caused will injure our
country in & world which is becoming ip-
creasingly compelitive. Sl:{ylju 10 faclories
will be affecied at once ; this must bring un-
employment on a rapidly increasing scale to
workers in no way involved in this dispute.
Hardship and loss there must be, bul we will
all we can 1o protect the pation from the
worst effects of this strike.”
1 thould have thought that it was the
clear duty of the Prime Minister to put
the seriousness of the msition and the
consequences of a strike before the people
of this country. But that is pot to say
that he or the Government were in a
position o protect those who did not

strike from the poncannsnces of thair
meame  ailul MAE RULGCGULIRAS W el

actios where the consequences were not
outside the law, :
The position of the Commission, how-
ever, is entirely different, and they have
taken a very serious view of the sgree-
HL DA

o g .

-, - o P
PV . .
P 2 Wy e .

ment which was reached between the
trade union poncerned and themselves
when the railway strike was settled. In
that agreement an undertaking was given
on both sides that there would be no
victimisation, and since then the Com.
mission have been in touch with the

Y
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union in order to dtaw their attention to . .

action taken at certain depdts against

members who had not come out on strike, -~ -

Officers of the union visited a number
of depdts where trouble persisted and the

general manager of the railway region .

arranged for a superior officer to go and
talk further with the few men who were
associated with this kind of action. The
Commission have done everything in their
power to restore good relations between

all members of the staff. But 1 repeat

that, taking the country as a whole, only

s very small pumber of cases have been '

reported to the British Transport Com-
mission. ,

The responsibility rests between the
British Transport Commission and the
Associated
Engineers and Firemen. The sgreement
which ended the strike last June was
reached between the British Transport
Commission and the union at the
Ministry of Labour and was one to which
the Commission and the union were the

sole parties. The fact that the Ministry - -

ity of Locomotive -

of Labour helped in its normal function .

of conciliation and in that way may bave
assisted the Commission and the union
to reach agreement does not in any way
detract from the responsibility which rests
upon the two parties to sce shat their
agreement is carried out. The fact that
the Ministry helped the parties to reach
agreement does mot mean that it has a
continuing right to intervenc without

being asked, 10 marters which arise out -

of that agtrheemetll:lt. let is a ftz;daﬂgul
principle that the Minis ut
must pbc complctely imu;;yarﬁal in fts
relationship wi
try. Any other course would have a
most serious effect upon the position of
the Ministry in conciliating ip industrial
disputes. The Ministry of Labour,
ot beal ither the employer
essure (o bear upon ei
g; the trade ugiogpi(:wolved in this matter
which is entirely their coocern. . -
So far as I know, no action has beea

the two sides of indus- .~

is not in a position to bring —

takes which has resulted in men Who

‘remained at work during the strike losing

their employment in the railway service

il

T e e CRPR

.
-
BT e e oy Py R SO g ot o # e = e g ey o e
BT L e R T TR T R I R SRR R T T T R e e
g e - 7 r———tu pn gy "m;*u
. - PP T S
. - B : - D -~ - - - N I
- "

4

1, "
A

"

A1

]
-
b

r'_,v

v

e 08 % i

% 2 Rl
ih i a
. '!-‘..--- .t L: |“i -7“. -
{:!Z":'"‘- ,fg 4;!' T
[ ;":-: 'fla LTI
e
" . !kl@ 134
e
B
.
- ‘g Hf or 2o
i
el e g
1y

i L

r -

ok eele




i g T o YR

%

S

T A7 g oIk KNS 4 g AU 2 L s T e |

e

P

e ki L]
N . '.;‘ '- ‘ ? '.;.’A-“'.‘.‘.’, Ly .‘-_ . j'"
RN e

AR S R g -F‘:— P
Persecution of-% - 4.  {LORDS)~* ’Z;

w0
n , c » glon_ . ::... . 4:'1.’., -
on that account. possibility of the

Associated  Society of Locomotive

- Enginters and Firemen taking advantage

" of their rules 1o expel members who did
pot strike was pever envisaged by the
Commission at the end of the negotia-
tions. The Commission have given full
efiect to their side of the agreement. 1
understand that, when the time comes for
men who remained at work during the
strike to retire, if there is any question
of their being deprived of union benefits,
the Commission will examine each case
on its merits and consider what assist-
apce might be appropriate where hard.
ship would otherwise arise.

My Lords, 1 hope that in what T say
1 do not appear in any way to be un-
sympathetic to the poble Lord, Lord
Saltoun. Indeed, one can only thank him
for raising and ventilating an issue about
which he and others feel most strongly.
But 1 must say again that I think we
should be careful pot to exaggerate the
size of this problem in this or any other

fndAnetey T ie me Adouht nacfanile tmia
SBA MO T o AL B3 MY UUWWL VALY R W

and deplorable that certain individuals
have suffered lgﬂ:atly. and I do not wish
to minimise that, or, indeed, to excuse
it. But I think we must Jook at this matter
in its true perspective. It would be quite
wrong 1o suggest, as I thought my noble
friend did, that the Trapsport Commission
are not concerned for the well-being of
their employees. 1know, and s0 does m
noble friend, that the Chairman hi

hae talen a neresonal and moet human
2238 2 rsonal anc most Quman

interest in this matter and is well aware
of what is going on. .

I would éc; further and say that the
Transport Commission are behaving as
the best employer would behave. ey
are, as | have just said, prepared in proper
circumstances to give assistance where
bardship would arise. It is no good, how-
ever, pretending that the Government, the
Transport Commission or anybody else
can force peopie to speak 1o each other,
when they do not want to. If 1 had
uarrelled with my noble friend and was
irected by the Government 1o apologis
and resume my previous happy relatio g
with him, even though I was wrong.
should be very irritated at this interference
in my affairs; and certainly no %c:’od
would come of it. T noticed throughout
the admirable :feech of the noble d,
Lord Saltoun. that he had no suggestion
to make io remedy this situation,

Co4
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" Lorp SALTOUN: I beg the noble
Lord’s pardon: 1 did proposc & remody.

1 said that it was clearly im lc for
“ All the King's horses and all the King's

men ” 10 make people talk (o one another
when they did not want to; } Rin
the same way as he has done, I used
other words. But I suggested that the
Government should take special care,
through the Iabour exchanges, to '{
suitable and remunerative employmen
those peo&ﬂc ho have been forced
of the railway service by the matter
which I complained. I might add that if
there are only a few, as noble Lord
axggms. it ihox.{d be easier for z
overnment to do something. Why
they not do it? . «uwnel itk o e e
Lorp CARRINGTON: With n;slﬁ.. |
do not think that is a remedy, is
putting things right after they have
wrong. I was trying to get at the of
the situation before that arose. Obviously,
Orders in Council, directives, appeals, and
exhortations are not the cure for this prob-
lem ; nor is the question of compensation
with money. Thic seems to me entirely
the wrong approach. What is needed is an
understanding of the situation, of the in-
evitable bitterness which ariscs after the
sort of strike of last June, which was
basically a dispute between two unions.
What is nceded is patience and good
will e!:ly everyone concerned. What is
needed is a realisation by everyone that
actions of the sort mentioned noble
Lords this afternoon are foolish and use.

lace and laad anly ta mars hitternase and
Bedd B SV vﬂ.: AW SAEVL W WERIWE AIWARE WA

more unpleasantness. Of course, I do not
pretend that this ill-feeling has eatirely
disappeared. It has not, But I do assure
the gouse that the British Transport Com-
mission are very conscious of their respon-
sibilities in thti; matter andbnre otng
everything in their power to bring a

a proper solution. rothink it v:yns:mpm-
ant that we in this House should not :v.iﬂ
or do anything this afternoon which

anla thale tacl mara Aiffinlt Ly aahls

LUJAAT LU LADA WIVIv Willividdis ¥4y u’v.un-
friend bas given this problem an airing
and we have had an interesting short de-
bate. We have all recognised the sin-
cerity with which he has spoken, and I
think that be, in his turn, feel that be
bas bhad a most sympathetic y from
the Government. -1 hope, therefore, that
in the circumstances he will feel that i
will not further his cause or benefit the
man whom he secks to serve by pressing
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Lorp SALTOUN: My Lords, in the AND AL
first place, 1 should like to thank momt BURGESS - MACLEANH;’ e
"sincerely every noble Lord who has taken | 4.8 pm. % - - oo ootmEProal.. Y
part in this debate. 1 was particularly | = VISCOUNT ASTOR rose to call atten- ,
moved by the s h of the noble Lord | tion to matters arising from the disappear- " »... ... 1ib,
whom only in this House it is not custom- | ance of Mr. Burgess and Mr. Maclean =
ary to call “my friend,” Lord Mathers. | (Cmd. 9577); and to move for Papers. > tmo:ij -
I am much moved by what he said in | The noble Viscount said: My Lords, .
asking me to withdraw my Motion rather | since 1 put down my Motion this dis- -~ - & i
than to press It to a Division. At the | tressing matter has considered 48 sicomig -
same time, I am not very happy at the | another place, and it has been put to me™ 7377 .-
answer I have received from the Govern- | Politely that to have this debate to-day is
ment. In the first place, the noble Lord, | Perbaps inopportune. However, 1 have p
Lord Carrington, skated round the Prime | carefully searched my conscience on the -
Minister’s broadcast. But the Prime Min- | matter and 1 feel it would be wrong that _ |
ister told everybody in the country: m“l{lgfgs‘m‘g}“}g‘)gg b;t ‘;;“:S:Stlg .

“ The Minister of Labour an U . . s
hlvcn'lorked untiringly to try dlnt:eel.}rdulf.c that is 'IITCICVBDI to Party but of the . !
strike” i .. R utmost importance to the State, when . .. G
That must have told every man on the | Ireason atﬁparemly is esconced for many’ "o T
railways that, in the opinion of the | Years in the very centre of a great policy- ' * X
T.U.C,, to whom they look for guidance, | making Dcpartment, and where conduct _,. .
the strike was a mistake. I should like»| vnworthy of officers and gentlemen is - 'i!;
to repeat, without any special innuendo, | tolerated for a considerable time. 1 am i
the remark of the first Duke of Welling- | awarc that on our side the Whip "
ton, who said that in dcaling with nations | apparently considers disappearing diplo- e
the only way is the absolutely straight. | mats less important than reappearing == 7
forward way. I feel that if the Prime | rabbits; but 1 am surprised that poble -~
Minister did not mean 1o urge people to | Lords on the Front Bench opposite, who ™~~~
stay at work he should have said defi- | Were in power at the time, are not ...
nitely that he did not want the men to | Proposing to speak jn this debate. . . ,
disobey their unions. 1 feel that he did 1 was induced to go on with this Motion -
influence men to stay at work, and the | because of the somewhat unsatisfactory - O
Government have a responsibility and | character of the debate in another place, _.. .. ..
should take the line that I wish. How- Although the Prime Minister ans the :
ever, 1 will take the advice of the noble Forcisn Secrem made rcmll'hbly - uf
Lord, Lord Mathers, and, if he will allow eloquent debating speeches, there were - A
me, 1 will resort to him for further advice | many questions left unanswered which, i  _
as 1o the future outside the walls of this | ful] confidence is to be restored, had -~
House. When we are asked to bave hetan

tience, 1 cannot conceal from your

rdships that it is not we who have
difficulty in exercising patience, but it is
the men who are suffering. That makes
me reluctant to do what 1 am about to
do—namely, to beg your Lordships® Jeave
to withdraw this Motion. - .

‘Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 14, ,..
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better be answered once and for all. If

there is to be this private meeting of
Privy Counsellors, surely it is right that -
ouse should be
known to them. And should we not know .

the opinion of this

that certain questions will be considered?
1 would ask the noble Marquess who is

to reply for the Government to tell us- .~

whether those Privy Counsellors will
make a report which will be debatable in
this House in due course, —,, - - v

That this matter has gone on as long
as it has done is largely the Government'a
own fault. In the early stages of this

sad affair they seemed concerned more to
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hide the truth than to uncover .

Answers given here and elsewhere gave

the minimum of information. Inquiries, *~
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g)umalistic and others, were discouraged.

ut, surely, the sad affair of Crichel
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[Viscount Astor.] o
Down should have shown the Govern-
ment that nowadays the affairs of great
Departments cannot be carried on veiled
in mystery, and that it is far better to get
. the truth out and Snished with than o try
to save prestige by hiding it. I think it is
particularly unfortunate that the Minister
of State should have used the phrase
“witch hunt ™ for those who were tryi
to find the truth. The term “ witch hunt
fco: into disrepute because the existence,
t alone the prevalence, of witches was &
high}_{: hypothetical and uncertain matter,
On the other hand, Communists are not
uncertain and hypothetical. Nor are
traitors, apy more than murderers or
burglars. To try to uncover treason is as
much a duty as it is to prevent burglary,
and the honest attempt to clear up these
matters should never have been stig-
matised by the bhighly gquestionable
phrase, “ witch hunt.”

We then bad the White Paper, which
was like the magistrate, in the sad affair
of young Albert and the lion, who seemed
to come to the conclusion fhat * No-one
was rcally 1o blame.” If the Government
had come forward with honest apologies,
and had said that great mistakes had been
made, that the responsibility was taken
and changes had n made, it would
have been far better than that curious
White Paper which was criticised by afl
the organs of the Press, including those
most favourable to the Government. 1
think we have seen from these sad events
that there hag besn a lowering of the
discipline and standard of conduct in the
public service which would never have
been tolerated in the old days. That is
quite apart from any question of treason-

“able conduct. This question of the
standard of conduct of people in repre-
sentative capacity is as important as the
other question of extreme Left Wing
opinions leading to treason, +-— -

. The cases of these two gentlemen were
quite different. I do not wan! to talk
rther ‘about the terrible behaviour of
Mr. Maclean in Egypt. What Mr. Robens
said was true, and a great deal more, t00.
What was surprising was that, after this
behaviour, he should bave been appointed
10 an important department in the Foreign
Office. It is ridiculous to pretend that the
American department dpeals only with
sending ballet dancers to Bolivia: it is a
most important department. The head
of a great department in the Foreign
’ HL BDAD

Office szes the flow of pa on all sub-
jects, and this ridiculous ying down ™
of the matter did no cri to anybody.

What was curious was that after thi
gentleman had had this very bad

in Egypt, not only was he appointed to
an important department but he cop-
tinued that extraordinary standard of
conduct in this country. He used to
out in the evenings and ngt dis,

drunk at a certain club, He twice
in drunken brawls with former Left Wing

i

friends, in ope of which they were rolling - -

;nthc ﬂom‘-‘i Thism&hctiﬁudl:olthe
merican  department e i
Office. In each case the cause m
attack on these gentlemen was that

had betrayed their former extreme
Wing opinions. - v

e e -
e B P .%"!ﬁ..-,m

The question I want to ask the Govern-

ment is: Did the Foreign Office know of
this conduct and ioleraie it, or were it
ignorant? 1t they were ignorant, it i
hard to believe that they live in such an
ivory tower. Can one imagine the colonel
of a regiment, the gen manager of »
bank or the head of a university not
knowing about such conduct among im-
rtant subordinates about whom they
ad already been warned? I am afraid
that what happened was that the view
taken was: “ As long as you do your
work properly, what you do in your spare
time £ your own business.™ But surely
people, whether they are Members of
Parliament or diplomats, who are in a
capacity representative of their fellow citi-
zens should have a higher standard of
personal conduct, whether they are in
their office or not, than those who eagage
in pure]
suits. t want the answer. Was
conduct known and tolerated, or was
not known? At no moment in the House
of Commons debate was it said that this
form of conduct cannot be passed over
among people who hold importapt
office. . R :
1n the case of Mr. Burgess

into the Foreign Office : a

door™ 1 think it only right %o

memory of Hector McNeil that ] sho
say there was no more loyal person
Hector McNeil: he was the last person
who would have consciously tolera
treason in apy form. 1 am one of
few people who never knew Guy Burgess,
and apparently I missed a Jot. By all
accounts, he was one of the most amusing

E
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and clever conversationalisis there was,
B AL R
¢
- et ETT T e FE T R T e
- —-s — -
= . -
f‘.; - - T ,.,.'—-..-...".’_-'

e .

.

commercial and private pur-

Eeed

S TP -l e . e



10 Disappearance of © e e b B b
2N *
i who charmed t OVEMBER 1955)  Burgess and Maclean = T4 :
.. be a great mapy people. But o 94 o
. he was a drunken, dirty and a <exual have been in realising the theory of Ca
© school ¢ He had been ever since bi munism and its importance. We are e
bt e 1 days. He made no pretence sbout | beopl b other - haat understand. thal - -,
: dt:: ::lbe]:l in his conversation or his co:l tPfOP‘e of other pations, hl'bi? % B
t  the Foreiogﬁ (l)hé cgugtion {,oask is: Did mﬁﬁfs',‘,‘fg:‘:;eo‘;y above facts. In Com- -~
: liarities and tol ow about his pecu- | nationalis expression of Russian
E g‘ 0;11)' Xeoplee;ral:; :l}i);rghtoin‘c:gea&g Chin, . We ?&ydth:tzr:n‘urctlly 'g‘;mmﬁ o
t em t no moment was it said i encration are lookin : B
d in the . B after their com- -
b House of Commons debat ﬂ:u orts and their vodka and .
. with this unfort te that Pwp}c to theoreti )} are pot e
* able for conﬁé’,':,“éi, babit are not suit- | who hn\'e'g]oso mmunism—as if people-** -
nmuhlic sarvi PQSmons in the | Co o t nothin bl.l.t theoretical |
bl b o o £ abvosd n | sl b eon o i T
. < tionauy 17oin their vouih could T
- .Y am not one of those who takes 1 :?cdzs'fm'"ﬁ"g. Communists as their 5 ...
;'!;:scm&! ut:'cw ggmoscxual is a cﬁ::intille abominably ;lulltwl;ﬂ?;nlo% gn:udi?‘ the o
are lucky enough to be dull as Hitler's Mei munists, a3
normal should, I thi hto be s Mein Kampf, that we
mormal should, I think, have vothiag but | wife “2och "Gl boo ff hat we oan
D o o orieym, it siuation, But | persuade ih e e B
& country into disrepute or laysf rings | hem We t;o ritish people to read
;)al;;ﬂ dt('?w::lm:k-m ail, surely it Shmmr sgﬂ r of what we are ll]l(:’1 ai:?:stthebmfun l:}““
2 use ,
;  those charagzgztigezggul:ihat people of | Sheer dullness of Das Kapital and Mg -
X in the Foreign Service. "no“t'ebe used m;'”' : . , .
;  Tegain full confidence in the oot | with | those people are dedicated enemics
: ich should never have been lo o . po standards of honour, po -
b must bave assurance st, we | patriotism as we know i, » DO
tight _assurances that there is a | of i no possibility «- - -
ghtened discipline and a most caref compromise. They despise socialists
4 m;?::e;t'n Iithink the members of m“: :;Z“m':"é‘r’st‘hﬂ:!‘ ﬂliy d;Spise capitalists: *™
' arty in the House of Co ing they do in any co y .t
who wanted an inquiry i mmons | is to put all socialists y country % -
: quiry int § s 1 and trad : 1.
+. ment of the Foreign S?wiccow?rg l;wftlillg- Jeaders into concentration cam e um&: .
,  ©Occasion, hunting the wrong for o0 this :11:‘\; tc:h recognisc that, for the time *---
; The only thing that might b: . Eizabethe wf:!gn Of-’t‘!le_ .ﬁm ,Quem 4
a result of some inquiry gis of ?b‘d 2 | country, a ﬁﬂlll:a'vel- fifth column i this
that * More care must betaken that ke | trated .lp rcnt]wtllj;m that has E"‘" B
. of Left opinions do not get in.” le { the Civil ntly, the highest ranks of
] is all WIODR. No sensible o ah at the Chusch. W the ltflenmts and even - -
say that civil servants should all b: ould | war b ¢ are neither-at peace nor - - -
servatives ; but what we ca Con- ut are in & cold war in which ‘
hould be poinied out to San gay-and i OF peace udge by the normal standards
mmission—is that character i vice measures which it is right - -
portant as cleverness. 'rﬁ:at v:; o, ;;r;;;s- While the Prime Minmé-h. —
pletely ignored in the cases of lhs com- o jon was remarkably effective, 1
| men. We also want to be assured tha e ;.;'t‘r not help thinking that. if we were® - -
system of confidential feports ht at the ayed by Communists and should g0
P- - improved. 1f there had b;’fn . as been | down, it would be rather ironical to think e
confidentia) reports such as thal‘{mm-d that, if the Prime Minister met the -
~ :ﬁizd of.hus who were in  the Na?,yw:'ﬁ fzggnk&aegm in the comidors of the -
! . these gentleme abianka prison, after a i
I hae et i e | il o R i, e
) ave y: “But in a
applied, with Jow .“t.;d:’;{’, system, laxly | Harold, we did .,mhi,,g"{o?n‘fe-ﬁmy iiw _
assured that it as improved. . must be | the liberties of British &0 interfere With
R, S S S I “We have 1o face et
D arming T eronl Com e e | ol A v il
{  remarkable how 333”?3’&.?0‘1“ it is | traditional practices from that p '{;'ltgi ;
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. [Viscount Astor.] =~ - . trp
Commitiee of Privy Counsellors has to

make sure is that no organisation or body |

" of men should consider itself above
security. In the past, the atomic
establishment at Harwell would have
nothing to do with M.LS. The high!
dlite organisations feel: “ We know each
other so well ; we are all such good chaps
and there is no need for security
procedures.” We must be assured that
that attitude bas ceased. Secondly, we

must be assured that security gets full -

co-operation from all Government De-

rtrments. It should not be regarded as

the fellow with false whiskers who is a
bit of a bore and tells silly tales,” but
should have full access to the heads of
Departments and should be considered
scriously. All of us who are ever con-
cerned with naval, military or other
intelligence have considerable sympath
with $t. Paul when he wrote “ Who ha
believed our report?” :

I do not think that the change we
make need be large or drastic. The
Prime Minister rather over-dramatised
the issuc. 1 feel sure that there is no
peed for powers to arrest people on sus-
picion. No one bhas proposed that. The

wer to question a civil scrvant would
Eﬁ quite sufficient, because if anybody
refused to be questioned it would show
an immediate guilty conscience, and the
right deductions would be drawn. We
must be assured that the security service
has ample facilities, in men and money,
as well as the appropriate technical
means at its disposal. That peeds 1o be
assured to us. There is one liberty
which is a very unceriain one, and I hope
this Committee of Privy Counsellors will
pay attention to it—that is: is there an
undisputed right to leave this country?
Is a passport a privilege or a right? We
have had contradictory snswers from
Government spokesmen on this point. 1
have been told by a member of the
Cabinet, since these discussions began,
that, anybody could leave this coun-
try witbout a passport. I had to go
to France, and when 1 tried, the foliowing
Sunday, to Jeave without a passport ]
was very politely told by the Scotland
Yard man at London Airport that, if 1
did .not produce a passport, he would
not allow me to leave, I said that he
! had o right, and be replied that he

knew that but still I was not going to
HL BAMN .. . . .
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catch the acroplane. He was absolutely
right. 1 told him why 1 had tested him,

Loro SHERWOOD : The noble Loed

can leave fithout a passport if he goes
to Newhaven, - . .. w. &ivn oiw
Viscounr ASTOR : I am well aware

that thara

that there arc some passporticss cxcur-
) Toro g wpmmewmergoeT f;‘.'_."‘..;;1:=.--.
Loxp SHERWOOD : I have been on -
ome. . . . .. -
VISCOUNT ASTOR : I congratulate the
noble Lord, and I hope he enjoyed him-
self. To return to the point, should there
be an un“ll;:iwd righ}:o of leaving this
country with or without a passport?
Does 1t exist? Should it exist? Just
think of the liberties which we have given

B

1 up : you cannot cut down a tree, you can-

not remodel a cottage, you cannot build
& cow-house without somebody's permis-
siop; a diplomat cannot write his
memoirs ; you cannot float an issue ; you
cannot do anything without permission,
Should therc be this complete right of
anybody, in any circumstance, possessing
confidential information, to walk out of
this country? Surely that is a point
which deserves attention. Whether it is
right to have these passportless excursions
in which the noble Lord bas indulged,
and whether it is one of the liberties
which, in the minds of all, should not be
curtailed, is a question to which 1 hope
the Privy Counseliors will address them- .
selveg, ¢ - .. C s
My Lords, to return to the Diplomatic
Service, there is po doubt that this affair
has been a severe blow to the prestige -
which the Diplomatic Service and the
Foreign Office should, and deserve, to
have. Nowadays one of the troubles is
the lack of respect for prestige. It was
easy enough to say that the fact that a

momsme wmine: & Dosr me mar sinh Aid o~
PCislil WaAS & roci Ul wod IRuU Ul v

mean he was better than anybody else. -
As a result, there has grown up among
the public a feelinf that everybody is as
good as anybody else, and that people in

the Diplomatic Service are no better than
they. It has become a subject for musical
hall jokes and so forth. 1 think one of
the important points is to re-cstablish
that prestige which has been harmed. In
my view, the Forcign Office must con-
sider its public relations in the general
sense—the way it meets the public in
diffierent spheres, whether it be a person

e GALL WM,
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who goes casually to ask for information,
the business man o the journalist. I sub-
mit that we are doing no harm to this

- great Service, the vast majotity of whose

members have been the most disinterested
public servants imaginable, in raising this
debate so that these points may be cleared
up, and so that in future we can be quite
certain that the Service is lving up to its
high traditions. I beg to move for Papers.

4.33 pm. S

Loro AMULREE: My Lords, 1 must
apologise for my rashness in addressing
your Lordships a second time in one
afterncon, but this is an occasion when
necessity knows no law. I do not want
1o follow the noble Viscount in the broad
survey which he has given you, ably
wandering about the various paths of
security. 1 want to put my remarks in
the form of one rather simple question.
Apparently, the names of Burgess and
Maclean have been indissolubly linked
together because both ran away from the
country at the same time. When we con-
sider Maclean, Ber Majesty's Government
appear to have a pretty considerable
amount of evidence that Maclean had
been acting as an agent for a foreign
Power for quite a Jong time. But ]
wonder whether we have the same know-
ledge about Burgess? Certainly, upon
the occasion when the Secretary of State
for Foreign Affairs spoke in another
place, 1 think on November 7, he declared
upon two occasions that at no time before
Burgess left was he under suspicion.
Furthermore, in reply to a Question, the
Minister said that there was no suspicion
on the part of the authorities against
Burgess. But that does not mean that
Burgess may not have been conscious of
his own guilt, and therefore felt that the
best thing to do would be 1o be off. That
may well be correct. But there are one
or two other aliernatives which 1 feel
we should, in fairness, consider.

Before ¥ come 1o them I should like
to mention three things about Burgess:
first, that he ran away with Maclean;
secondly, he was known to have Com-
munist sympathies, even when a young
man ; thirdly, nothing has come out in
the White Paper issued by Her Majesty's
Government, though there is a possibility
that the noble Marquess, Lord Reading,
may have some additional facts which
have not yet emerged. There may be two
alterpatives which may be worth con-
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sidering (in the case of this unfortunate
and stupid man. One is that, as a result
of his stay in the United States, he came
back here, returned 1o his former
allegiance, and took the opportunity of
going to the country of his choice. I
think it is fair to say of a person with
the curious, unsettled, paranocic mind of
Maclean, that perhaps he thought war
between the two countries was inevitable,
and that he might be able to do something

by going to Russia or vanishing from
this country. Officially, neither I nor °

anybody else knows where he has gone,
but at any rate he may have gone to do
something to fprwt:nt war from taking
place. I put forward that suggestion to
the noble Marquess, but I shall quite
understapd if he says that he has no
further information, and I certainly shall
not press him i he says that he has
information which he cannot disclose

_because pf security reasens,

4.38 p.m. ' o
Lorp TEVIOT: My Lords, I shall not
detain your Lordships Jong. I am not
going to approach this subject from the
angle adopted by my noble friend Lord
Astor ; I am going to take a more general
line. I am glad that he has brought this
noble House into this question. 1 bave
felt that for us to deliberately ignore what
has taken place would not do us any
good and would damage the prestige of
the House. Undoubtedly this whole
episode has been a dreadful blow, not
only to Government prestige here but in
foreign countries as well. I think it
essential that both Houses should show
the strongest support for the proposal of
the Prime Minister to set up a commities
of Privy Counsellors. I hope that the

terms of refercnce will be as wide and

comprehensive as possible, so that the
commilige can really get down to the
roots of this question. Beyond doubt, it
appears that Ministers were not given
information which they should have had.
From what one bas heard, not only in
this House but elsewhere, that is a point
that bas impressed me, L.

In regard to the traitorous side of the
matier, any nation may have * bad eggs,”
but we must do everything we can to
prevent this sort of thing from happenin
again. If we look back, we find that i‘t
has happened five times before. Five men
have been caught out as traitors to their
country. To me. the most important

VA
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sce that men of such low characler and
with such well-known reputations should
aever be promoted 1o represent this coun-
try again. The respectable world—part
of 1t 18 still respectable, 1 think—expects
this of us. Do not let us be misled by
what 1 am afraid I must Jook upon as
nonsense—the allepations of “\lvitfchi

e

ing a greal service 1o the nation by taking
a strong view on this whole matter, Our
future must be secured in the bhands of
worthy men.- 1 commend those few
thoughts to your Lordships for your sym-
pathetic consideration, :
440 pm. o -

Lorp CONESFORD: My Lords, in
examining this scandalous affair to—da{
our purpose should be severely praftica
Nobody would wish to probe the wounds
of a great and honourable Service except
for the purpose of finding out what went
wrong in order to make it as cerfain as
possible that similar mistakes will not

again be made. I should certainly not
take part in this debate but for two con-
siderations: the defects and contradic-
tions of the White Paper and the fact that
these have not been wholly remedied or
removed by the fine speeches of my right
honourable friends the Foreign Secre
and the Prime Minister on November 7.
The two principal points to which I wish
o direct your Lordships’ attention are,
rst, the appointment of Maclean to be
head of the American Depariment of the
Foreign Office in October, 1950; and,
sccondly, his flight from the country on
May 25, 1951, without let or hindrance.
I belicve that both these events cast dis-
credit upon the authorities and that the
reasons hitherto given in explanation or
excuse will not bear examination.

To deal! first with Maclean’s appoint-
ment, he was appointed to be head of
this Department five months after his
serious misconduct in Cairo. My first
regret concerning the White Paper is that
it does not tell us what that misconduct
was. I do not think that the omission canbe
on security grounds. Had the White Paper
set out <learly and definitely what the
misconduct in Cairo was, then the publie,
and both Houses, would be in a better
position to judge whether it was reason-
able or unrcasonable to give this man

HL 1542
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i ﬁwnuudﬂ.daa; -“m*""
s~ ce- oo« further employment. But ¥ the White .
thing is that we should do all we can to | P ot ]

DS) .~ :-

aper does not state what that misconduct .
in Cairo was, a Privy Counsellor fa *-
another place, winding up the debate for ~
the Opposition, gave particulars of 837+
and the Prime Minister, who followed
him, did not question the accuracy of ™
what was said. } would not make too _A
much of that, but unless the noble Mar- =4
Quess corrects the particulars given by that .4
Privy Counselior I shall assume that those
particulars were, in substance, true. 1
would also point out 10 your Lordships -
that lh;’ Prihmhc;:unse!}or ﬁ:ﬁid that
mafter of w ¢ gave particulars .
was only one¢ among others, two of which

he identified sufficiently to indicate to Her -~
Majesty’s Government whbat he bad i -

P ALy i, St

behaved in this way he would have been -
instantly dismissed altogether from his - |
employment, 1 believe that the same §s i
true of the fghting Services. If I am
wrong in the assumption that he d
have been dismissed altogetber, I
that one thing iz absolutely certain: ha -

would not have been given a new :
0 s 90“ - 1
i

|

|

j

¢

without scarching inquirics into
was known about him, and into the
able cause of his breakdown—if :
down it was that caused the misconduct, ° -
Why was it assumed, in this case,
this man's misconduct bad a purely pb{:; -
cal explanation? Every! who
made the smallest study of Communism - ;
must know that the Communists will seek - -
to have agents in the Foreign Office and -
in otber Departments. We very much .. ..
hope that their attempt to secure such !
agents will be frustrated; byt that they - |
will make the attempt we know, If they .
succeeded in having an agent in such & -‘_‘-J
2

.

4

very great strain? I a breakdown of this *
nature occurs within the public service, -
the possibility of s mental cause should _
not be excluded without inquiry, Had
adequate inquiries been made at the time

of the breakdown, Maclean's earlier Com-
munisj sympathies would have boen dis- .= - -
covered then and not Jater, - - w4 -

Let me say at once that I agree with
honourable and right honourable Mem-
bers of another place apd noble Lords-on
both sides of the House that the activities

R 5 -
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or political Jeanings of a man in his uni- | make it absolutely clear that 1 mnwt hiie

versity days need not be fatal to him in
after life ; of course not. But they may
have to be inquired into, and in this case
they were inquired into—but after these

for any ¢

would remove or

without s charge.

of innocence or just

nge in the law that .- -
ify the pmumptim:"'-“-"-’!"-“"“"H
imprisonment .

g LA
ut does it really fol- ~-me.c

men had fied from the country. 1 submit

with some confidence that those aspects
should have been inguired into after the
fore Maclean was
appointed to another position.

In the debate in another place it was
said that there was no suspicion, at that

time, regarding his Joyalty: but why not? the ghip. ~-v e 4 RS e y
Since January, 1949, it gad been known 1 revert to passports again for 8

that there had been a leak of information

- prevent him from leaving the

ore he had been questioned? 1 sub
that it ought not to have been beyond the
means and the skill of the security services’
1o waich the principal ports and to take
his passport from him &3 he went aboard -

low that nothing could have been done o AW =

moment because the noble Viscount, "“'"W
Lord Astor, alluded to them, and I think 32 - :
there has been some confusion about the -~~~} 4~

in the Forcign Office might have beenf| law upon this subject. Fortunately the wasia B
disloyal. I should also like to remindf | law was explained accurately and recently we& - | §,
your Lordships that in January, 1950% | in this House by the noble Marquess who »-.;"—-.1 §i -
some time before these events, Alger Hisa | is to reply for Her Majesty’s Government -~ * = i} -
had been found guilty at his second trial | when he answered & Question put by the .2 13

in the Unpited States ; so the possibility of
treachery in high places was certainly
vigorously brought to the mind of
authorities in all countries. What excuse

was there for not considering treachery asa |

possible explanation of the strain to which
this man’s misconduct was attributed?
After his misconduct in Cairo he should
either have been dismissed at once or, at
the least, the most searching inguiries
shouid have been made before he was
iven a further trﬂ- Incidentally, w
e

wise to treat post of head of th¢ [ went sboard. I say that the law was ;
American Department of the Foreigd | accurately stated by the noble Marquess, ® - sum- 4
Office as of minor importance? Therd | but it was, inadveriently, wrong stated by s’ 4

arc two disadvantages in such a course.

First, the Americans will not believe us, State for Foreign Affairs. In.asa F35¥n-f
and, secondly, they would be very much | extempore intervention in another pluea‘..;,;_-,;.-?:,

insulted if they did. It really will not
do to say that the Foreign Office acted as
a good employer in giving him a further
post of responsibility without searching
nquiries. ﬁu simply is not true that a
good employer places kindness to a
scrvant above public safety, .. ..

Let me pass now to his escape on May
25, 1951. By that time, your Lordships
will recall, he was the principal sus
in a very grave matier. Your Lordships
will also recall that it had been decided
that the security authorities should ques-
tion him in the hope of a confession or
statement which would support a criminal

osecution. Let me say at once that I | other country when the boat arrived on < juf - -
K:lly accept what the Government say | the other side. It scems to me TR

about the importance of not alerming him

|

|

!

noble Lord, Lord Grantchester, on the

passport had been and remained

of the Government, or the property
of the Crown, and no person could com-
plain if it was taken from him.
miss at once the question of taking &

because, of course, that would bave
| alarmed him, 1 merely say that ii oughi
to have been taken from him before be

my right honourable friend the Secretary

the Foreign Secretary wrongly assumed
that nomelslegal process would have

It may be urged, of course-—and this ~
wd T\ds]tmu-egh t if th,
or—tha ¢ pass
removed he could, nevertheless, havo Jeft
the country if the shipping line had been
willing to carry him without one. That
is true. 1 do not think the deprivation
a passport would bave meant in law
he couid

ing this country. But the lack of a pass-

rt had been -

useless to say that there was any

first of this month. The reply made &1 SRR

- absolutely clear that the pro ina-

AR
BT R

from this man before he ‘got to the port | &<

s

beea _.
necessary to remove the man's passport. -~

the noble Viscount, -~

*

that “‘?;}"“ #i w2
have been prevented from leav- Wsﬁ*

port would have made & very great aif- .3
ference to his being sdmitied inio smy <=
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prematurely and the difficulty. or impos- | necessity for allowing bim to leave the ™33
sibility of an arrest at that time. Let me | country in this way without any let @ -
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Well, my Lords, what is the |
principle which makes it quite impossible
to prevent these men from leaving the
United Kingdom but makes it easily pos-
sible to intercept them abroad when they

vided that additional proof which was
neoded as  prima facle evidence of

after Jeaviog Cambridge to have had
contact with organisations such as
Acglo-German Club. 1 hope it may ba
occurred to the security services that be,
possibly, did that under instructions. -

There is only one other matter to

For manmem T have done my best, by .-
a

writing, in Parliament, :

b rie
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. T [Lord Conesford.] vi-.u-ais & £d: | was asked to resign from the Foreign
; F . hindrance. I cannot belicve that the | Service, we get at the end of paragraph 7.
R R T .g : Government will seriously contend that | of the White Paper this statement: .. ™"
S they could not legally have prevented & ™ Consideration was being given to the slops
TR SN THE Maclean from going abroad in possession | that would be taken in the event “ﬁ‘:"fﬂz '
- . of his passport, and I am bound to point w;. s Mn”f:_'.,., 1.?.;"3-!:- ]
g “.—== =9 - out that my view of this matter appears T TETIPTIRTECR Intereding G
: . i to have been shared by the draftsman of | J am bound 1o say that it is m o .
T e - the White Paper. I ask the House 8o | Speculate in what position we pext, * 1
. . : have found him bad he refused to o
i - permit me to read the first sentence of :
gz —— paragraph 13, This runs: =:. :... and oot dmgpured. Before I leave -
LA o - L \ tUT question of Guy Burg tirely Yshoud
. - ) S “ e lmmedutejy lh_e ﬂl'ht was m.n pos- Tika sn saw thet T amw alea - ‘&l. aabuma <
Lo - ¥ sible action was taken in the United Kingdom | ALSE 10 837 RSl 1 &I RiG S snuS SHROTWS
: and the French and other Continental security | ished at the naivété of the White Paper .
PR A % suthorities were atked 1o trace the whereabouts | In saying that he apparently lost his Lalt -
SRR t. of the fugitives and if possible W intercspt | Wing interests—indeed be was known -

. L have landed? I confess thet the \ i ,
X 5inciple ev;deshme. ]Pcrhap: thckn le L'er"l:gh?hrfngxage '!,.‘g,i ,3._? Foreign T
: s arquess when he replies will make this | goiretary dealt with some of the :
f ' ~.. f..  matercear. Thave heard of only ™0 | fucisof the confict in which we fd our-
T B possible supgestions to account for this | cijves and he referred to the - . . ° e
i ' L discrepancy between the statement that | ~u ., 1dcological conflicts which M"‘m :
I - In:;thmg oo:lct!hhave stopped tlgmwﬁ;m world™t e e b S
L RS T ving and the statement in the White ords. the eI
AR I 2 Paper that when they had loft every effort | Mich T chien & o word ™ now s New, j
i~ ol T k- ' was made to intercept them. - - -~ 1 jndeod, they are, if we are considering our - |
SR " _Thaye heard two suggested possible ex- | whole lifetime, but they were not very - -
!:».-;j SRR s ﬂlanauons—-nclther. 1 may say, from a | new in 1950. I hope I shall be excused .. .
:."“"."5" D el L g ' wyer. The first was that the flight pro- | if T attach some importance to this matier. ]

Maclean's guilt. But that sill not do as
an explanation, because, of course, that

of the evidence was complete at
the moment he went aboard. The other
suggestion was that when he was abroad,
after at least a day or so, he had over-
stayed his leave from the Foreign Office.
That does not really sound to me like
an extraditable offence. I am bound to
point out the difliculty of this explana-
tion, in the unlikely event of the Govern-
ment’s wishing to resort to it-—ny noble
friend indicates that be will not resort
to it. 1t would, of course, be quite un-

outside it, to draw attention to the Com- - -

ing success towar

their proclaimed purpose, the
and enslavement o¥ the world.

Foreign Affairs debate we may consider
that topic further. The most astonishing

minor suocess which they have had was

one 1o which the noble Viscount, Tord
Astor, alluded—their astonishing sucoess
in agglyins tbe term * witch bunt ™ 40 the
scar

the achievement of -

conquest .
they have had m‘h ':h‘:

ey have had many trium -

l:ng a few {etbnch. I’ossibﬂ in some ‘=

;‘- tenable because the passage T have read for Communist agents. As ;
> from the White Pa applies not only | noble friend pointed out, the w-m“wﬂ
Faims to Maclean but to Burgess as well, and | hunt ™ has an ugly coonotation, because -
L he was not overstaying his leave. In fact, | we do not now believe that there were -
} they were wishing to get rid of him from | witches and therefore hold that the scarch
¥ the Foreign Office. - - - _- . ... | for witches who did not exist was an
3 o Ez * - ] am not {oin; to say much about | excuse for tyranny and persecution. Does
¥y L t Burgess but I would draw your Lord- | anyone seriously believe that Communist
; - eE ships' atiention to one passage in the | agents do not exist? Of course, they
R i_;‘, : White Paper. After stating that Burgess | exist and are dangerous. T agree that, 38 -~
oAl ¢ HL 13AM : R - - L .
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seeking to discover them, Governments
can act wisely or unwisely, can act with
due respect for human liberty or act with
tyranny ; but let us abandon at least the
use of so misleading and question-begging
4 term as * witch hunt ™ as applied to the
search for Communist agents.

" The use of this term can have some
--amusing results, I have in my hand,
and I should be happy to show it 1o your
Lordships, a fascinating cartoon that ap-
peared in the New Statesman of October 1
of this year. It depicts two witches riding
on broomsticks and underneath is written,
“ McCarthyism's dead, buh? Perhaps we
<an cash in on this Macleanism . . ."»
the cartoonist of the New Stafesinan be-
ing under the illusion that a witch hunt
was not a bunt for witches but a hunt by
witches. :
As the result of these events, various
inquiries have been suggested. It has
been suggested that there might be an
inquiry into recruitment to the Foreign
v 1 cannot think why, and om
that matter 1 agree entirely with what has
been said by the Foreign Secretary and
the Prime Minister. Tt has been suggested
that there should be some general inquiry
into our security service. I confess that
I do not see such a necessity, That is,
E:rhaps. because 1 have confidence in

er Majesty’s Government and koow that
this is a matter on which they will satisfy
ﬁ:emselves wilhor.:‘t any inquiry.I There
which I think there should be the most
8irect and careful inquiry—that is, into
the events of this specific case.

S4pm - --- ’ :

Lorp SALTER: My Lords, as my
poble triend Lord Astor said that he
wrestled with his conscience on this point,
I want to say strongly that I think he
was right to retain his Motion on the
Order Paper. It is true that since he first
put it down we have had a White Paper,
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make an attack on the Governmentorthe __. . __ ;4. -
Foreign Office or anybody else, exce ‘
in so far as it seems to us necessary

order to ensure, so far as we can, that any
additional precautions that are ;
will in fact be taken in future. T think, .
too, that it may be said of all who -
have spoken to-day—and I hope it will

B

L S I

be true of myself —that we are careful of 1“7
the dangers of hindsight in looking at .
and criticising the action, or inaction, of ~~
any authority at a particular moment, ==}

We shall be careful to take into account
only what was known, or could reason-
ably have been known, at that time and
not judge them in the light of later events
of which we have subsequently beea .
informed.

.k
Why then is it desirable, after the
information we have had, to have this
debate? First because, as the speeches
which bave already been made have
shown, there are certain questions un-
answersd which ought to answered,
If they cannot be answered in public in
this House, at least they ought to be
answered for those who are about to
conduct an investigation in private.
Secondly, because it is just at the moment
at which this informal but authoritative - -
conference is about to take place that t
is most useful for us to express any
opinions we have; and thirdly, because, ...
when national security is involved, as it -
is in this problem, I think it is only right
that this House should make its contribu-
tion and should do so by means of &
discussion held under the particular and
distinctive traditions of discussion in this
House. i .- !
' I am not concerned with the cases of
these two officials as such. All I care .
about is the light that they throw om -
the two continuing problems of the pubdlic -
service, first how to ensure that officials
are pot retained in positions of trust whea ...
they have shown themselves unsuitable, ~*
by faults of ‘misconduct, or in tempera- .- .-
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and that since the White Paper there have | ment ; secondly. how to act in the much T . l.; »
been important statements and develop- | rarer, but very important, case of sus- 77 PFT T
mentsm;mwhere. We now know much rec\ed treachery or disloyalt*. In oﬂ'u-r:;._‘»..h,_._i.f“ 3w -
-~ more than we did before : we know that | ing reflections on these two I shall con- - - - "170 "
there has been a progressive tightening of | fine myselfl to the case of Maclean and . . 1
security arrangements; we know, too, | to two stages only of that case—the Cairo o
that & small and formal conference of { affair of 1950 and the disloyalty inquiry - - phy o
~  Privy Counsellors is about to consider | of April-May, 1951. The ecarlier of these . - dRi
F what further precautions are needed. 1 | illustrates the first of the two problems - ;!‘*_‘ _
am sure that all of us to-day have had | I have mentioned, and the later one illus- EE
these facts truly in mind and none of us | trates the second. For convenience may E
has wanted to go into the past or go 1 I call them Maclean, 1950, and Maclean. Pl .
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. [Lord Salter) -7 s furirpyv e
19517 1 apologise if to some extent 1
have to cover some of the same ground
that bas been covered by those who have
preceded me, but it will be from a slightly
different angle. ;. ... . e
1 come now to the first question—
Maclean, 1950—the decision to reinstate
Maclean in October, 1950, after his
serious misconduct in May of that year,
and to make him head of the American
Department. I realise’ that at that time
the Foreign Office had no suspicion of
treachery or disioyaliy. I shall not discuss
pow, though others may, whether they
could reasonably have been expected to
have such a suspicion at that time. I only
ask now whether, on what was admittedly
fnown of hie conduct, it was right 10

e

Cewm e

reinstate him. As my poble friend Lord
Conesford has said, the White Paper docs
not give us details of the Cairo incideat.
However, these details were given ip
borrifying detail by » Privy Counsellor in
another place. and 5o far this account has
not been denied or, 1 think, seriously
questioned. Xf that account is true, docs
it not ccnaigiy show that the man who
was guilty such conduct was really
upsuitable by temperament and personal
habit to occupy a high position of trust
in the Diplomatic Service. 1 agree with
my noble friend Lord Conesford that it
really will not do to say that he was
appointed to a position of no great impor-
tance, a department dealing with the
routine and welfare, and, as has been said
elsewhere, that he was not in a position
to deal with questions of major policy.
Our concerp is not that & Foreign Secre-
was guided in his decisions on major
policy by advice from Maclecan ; but that,
after what Maclean had disclosed of bis
character and conduct, he should then
be put in s ition in which most
certainly he had access to the most secret
papers, and in which personal relations
requin‘;f personal  discretion  wese
involv L , . S

Having that in mind, 1 want to ask,
first of all, when this incident took place

in Cairo in 1950, whether the Embassy
there gave full information as to what had
happened to the Foreign Office. Secondly,
ff they did, or when the Foreign Office
Jearnt of the events, did they then take

.the trouble, in the five months which
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a solitary lapse, or whether similar lapses,
showing simgl?r faults had occurred in the
past; and thirdly, when they
reinstated him, in the light of what
know; about (:niro.ﬂwhctt!;}e e
special steps to see if in subsequent
nll’gz?ths bcll)\svecn then and the Spring
1951 there was any similar
behaviour. As I say, I ihink

uestions ought to be asked and answered, |

not now at least for the ing of the
Privy Counsellors. I think that is suffi- ~

cient to illustrate my first criticism about °
1050, which does not concern

and disloyalty—and for the

grave suspicion of disloyalty. R )
1 want to press bome this point of what
is done when an officer has behaved, and

There was & relerence made
place to what is the duty of | _
ployer. I think that is an extraordinary !
dangerous doctrine to apply to a case

this kind. What ia the duty of &
employer depends a great deal on
chal:'acytcr of the misconduct and on the
character of the work which the individual
is doing. If the employer is concerned
with the foreign relations and foreign
prestige

8
g

and reputation of this country, &
the misconduct is of such & kind as was
in this case known to bave taken place,
surely it is monstrous not 10

that the first duty of the employer '::

acd sm sha !

his couniry and o the Service, and Bof |
to the admitiedly Bagrantly guilty em-
ployee. Iam pot now pursuing this same
point, though I think moight, in

to Burgess : 1 am content to take Maclean

£

for the purpose of discussing this Ques:
. .- v B .,._-.m-.pqm
_ 1 wish also 10 suggest that there s an

important distinction as to the n!roundi
upon which action should be taken be-
tween the appointment and retention in
office of & public official, on the one band,
and, on the otber, the grounds upon which
a court would convict 8 man of a criminal
offence. Of course, 1 do not mean that -
rumour or baseless mseicion shouid be
sufficient to deal with tne fiyst casc W&

elapsed between the incident and the time | all realise the dangers and in ustice of

of reinstatement, 1o see if there was evi- | that. But if, in the careful judgment of

dence us to whether or not this was indecd | those in a position to inquire and sssess
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an officer’s conduct in the public service,
and with due safeguards against arbitrary
or purely individual decision, it is clear
that an officer has shown himself not to
be qualified for a position of trust, surel

it is essential that he should be removod’.’
even though, on the evidence available,
be would not be convicted in a court of
criminal offence. 1 wish to prass that dis-

- tinction strongly. So much for Maclean,
1950. - - - -

" I npow come to Maclean, 1951. In Janu-
ary, 1949, it was known that there was
A serious leakage of Foreign Office infor-
mation. By mid-April, 1951, the field of
suspicion had been narrowed from 6,000
people down to two or three persons. By
the beginning of May, Maclean had come
to be regarded as the principal suspect,
even though there was no Jegally
admissible evidence to support an
actual Brosecutiou. At that time (we
do not know the precise date, but I pre.
sume the early weeks of 1951), papers
to which Maclean had previoust ﬁd
gocess were withheld from him, want
Yo direct your Lordships’ attention to that
point. Then oo May 25 the then Secre-
tary of State sanctioned a proposal that
the security authorities should question
him.  During this period of days, or
perhaps a few weeks, during which
papers which he had been accustomed to
Tectiving were withheld from him,
apparently he was not watched at all
except in London. He was not watched
in the country, nor was any watch ke
at the airports or seaports in case ﬂ
should attempt to flec the country. 1
ask: Why not? Why in these last days,
at least, from the moment when the
papers were withbeld, was a continuous
watch not kept on an officer who was by
then certainly believed to be guilty of
treachery, after a careful inquiry con-
ducted over two years which had
narrowed the field of suspicion from
6,000 to one?

- Two reasons are given. The first is
that it would have increased the danger
that be would suspect and be more likely
fo fice. Are we really expected {0 accept
that?  Maclean, whatever use he was,
was a highly intclligent man. Did the
Foreign Office really think that, when
rapcrs be had previously been receiving
or years were suddenly withheld from |
him, he did not begin to-ask himself
whether he was under suspicion? Would

B T e D
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_they bad gone with their pass

the most discreet watch that could have |
HL BAD

Home Secretary~-1 do not press that point
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been made when he was in the country,

or a watch at the ports, in case he might -
go there, have seriously added to the

danger that he would have sus
changed his conduct accordingly? R
we cannot accept that - — -2 - -
The second resson given—and the
noble Lord, Lord Conesford, has dealt

ameldl I Sa slens mmelemes L L. F .
Win ii—i8 Uidl aDyLOow

and

i

i ¢ould not have
been kept in the country. Can we really
accept that? -
Burgess had been followed to the

and had been seen to be about to em
at Southampton on the night of May 25 ;
or supposing watch bad been kept at the

ports, and when these two people pre-*

sented themselves they had been 810,

because they were the people for whom

instructions had been given to watch,

could nothing have been done then? Ts =

it really impossible that they could bave

been asked to give up their passports— |

a request which they were very unlikely

to have refused? But even if they opuld Sre,

not have been stopped there, supposing
. WAS
it not possible to telepbone to the French
authonities at St. Malo?—because what.
ever may be the doubt as to the Jegal

powers that the British Government had
to keep these men in, there can be no -

question whatever that the French Gov-
ernment bad ample power to keep them

out, and they could have been returned.
Then the main question of disloyalty -

would have been solved. The very fact
that these two men had beea fieeing to-
gether would have answered the ques-
tion, and apy remaining doubt, though

it was a very small doubt at that moment, ...

on the part of those who were conduct-
ing the iavestigation, would have been
removed. . S e

I this point, partly becsuse 1 can
har zy believe that the lgaacutwe could
not

nd in their existing powers a way
of dealing with such » case, but also to

suggest that, if it was indeed impossible, ..

then a short. simple amendment of the
law to fill ‘I:P
powers would 3
not involve any infringement of

rights. The Jaw could provide, for

example, a right to bar the exit for a -°

limited period, subject perhaps to a certi-
ficate given by an authority other than
that
there was grave ground of suspicion with
which he was concerned-——let us say, the

R R R

T

LA

this gap in the Executive's .
be quite easy, and would -

the employing department that -

e e

"g ’ ’ . o : '
i - it . - e ST
S -“,._:M:r Rl & 2T

< am

P

-

gt o %

g g R
-,

3% T F

T g e

Supposing that he and "'""""H

g

e e
- e

e
-

IR &

'

.” .

v
.

el
P

Yo

¥ R
F ]

TP o A RO e SEREAE——

'

[
'
i
i
i
?
N
i
b
;f

i

RS

i

4

E! %

a4

.

AY




1

1y

i
M

P
f" L LS T 'P-,‘ L

H
12 p-Qr - — "."

J
b
A S

1
1
.-

i AL ol

LR L

FI

-

r“"‘\“" :.*-’“ﬂl . ‘3“

4
i
A

RN

-

B

. 7 .
SV §=-

w0 R
""m‘;"f""“-"""'""ti _—

X
. ebe

|3
[
Wit -
5 .

CRTURERR EST Ry

st

LB
- X
: . - ——————- Radad aoere o ) WWWWWWWV
L . - ommier - . L or P - I - g afi e
R B atT - - | -
it R e e . R N & e s P
Lol — - -

WA TN T, o ey PR,

73

Disappearance of '

[Lord Salter] - . -~ .« .
hard, because 1 find it difficult to believe
that, had the Government really known
that these men were getting on this ship,
they could not have stopped them.

1 have taken these two cases, and these
only, because they illustrate the two kinds
of danger against which I think any new

H ~ ne 10&1
procedure must provide. Maclean, 1951,

15 perbaps the rare case—but when it
occurs it is, of course, an extremely im-
E}nanl case—of treachery and disloyalty.
th problems exist not only and not
mainly in refation to the Foreign Office,
bui in the Civil Service and, indeed, the
public service as a whole. Treachery is
rare, and dpubtless is less likely in the
older Departments than in some of the
new extensions of the public service ; but
it is possible anywhere and, as we have
been reminded, it is much more likely
in present circumstances at a time of con-
flicting ideologies than it has been in the
past. We have 1o face the fact of a fifth
column in this country, and we have to
adjust many of our notions and proce-
dures to that sinister and serious fact. I
remember that many years ago Leon
Blum was attacked because he had taken
some action against French Communists.
He was attacked on the ground that he,
as an old internationalist. was actin
against his creed, to which he replied 6
do not vouch for the precise words):
“My complaint of these French Com-
munists is not that they are the servants
af an =n|prnuﬂnn=!=nf ﬁ"‘"’ i da #

e
they are the agents of a foreign and a
hostile pationalism.” That is the sinister
and serious fact to which we have to
adjust the whole of our procedure and
policy in these days. However, I do not
now propose to go further with this ques-
tion of suspected treachery.

. It is, of course, true that we may rely

upon any Department, and the security
officers and personnel officers concerned
in every Department, 1o refuse 1o conceal
or withhold grounds for considering that
a man was guilty of treachery. But the
same cannot be said with the same con-
fidence, for reasons we all appreciate,
about those who, though innocen! of
crime, have shown themselves to be
unsuitable by misconduct or by serious
faults of character and temperament for
continuance in their present offices of
trust. "Here 1 come, as an old civil servant,

. .
to the question of security of tenure, We

all reﬁise the reasons for, and the

ML 13A® . -2t monpeTh oo
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Burgess and Macle ’_:‘ 732
advantages of, security of tenure 1o the
Civil Service, but I think it is essential
that we should understand clearly what
we mean by this. Security of tenure
should mean security against the risks %o

employment that might result from

litical changes, Emonal prejudice of ..

avouritism, or the fluctuations of demand

tam mhisnh Athosa fn athcn monc.cmasle

WO WiliCo OWnEis In OWCT OCCUpalions arc

subject. It should mean that and only -

that; it shovld not mean in any degree *

security against the consequences of gross
misconduct and gross incompetence and -
unsuitability. There must be a system
which really works in the appropriate
cases—not frequent, but important—to
transfer, demote or dismiss, according to
the seriousness of the offence or defect

of character and according to the
character of the work involved What 1

bave been saying does not refer lpe::.:;ll;
to the Foreign Office ; it appligs equ::z
to the whole of the Civil Service

indeed, the public service. 1 know how -

high are the traditions in the Civil Service,

I am confideni that it is only in a very
small proportion of cases that disciplinary
action would be necessary, but I suggest
that it is vital that where &t i3 1

it should be taken, and that ty of
tenure should not mean. or be reasonably

suspected of meaning, security against .-
the consequentes of incompetence and

misconduct. . -t
" In conclusion, T should like to

LSRR R

a comment on the question of ministerial -

responsibility which was referred to by -
the Foreign Secretary. Of course,
ministeripl responsibility must be main.

tained. ~ Of course, the Minister must ~

stand between his officials and external

Seint that ¢h -
criticism. But I suggest that there are

two indispensable corollaries and condi-
tions of this. The first is that the officialy

should present the issues hirlg“md fully, -

and with all the requisite ormation,

to the Minister for his decision, so that -

the decision can be really his and the
responsibility really his, not only in con-
stitutional ine, but in reality. The
second is that when officials fail in that
respect the Minister should take appro- .

priate sieps in his own Department, -

These are the reflections 1 wish to put
before your Lordships. and before those
who will be considering this problem
elsewhere. Such questions that 1 and
my colleagues have asked as cannot be
answered in public to-day, if there are

RIS W - L LT S
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who are about to consider, less publicly,

the a _;f._ ne g‘.‘h_ ich now concern ua |

26 pm.’ )

" LorD ILLEARN My l.ords, mny'
1 detain your Lordships for just one
moment? I know that there is a Royal
Commission at half-past five, and apart
from any other reason that is sufficient
to cut my remarks short. 1 hope that
when the noble Marquess replies to this
Motion he will find 1t possible to cover
two points, The first is a question:
Why were both men not dismissed the
service as completely unreliable lnd
unfitted to represent their oounuz
bome and sbroad? The second is an
. inquiry: Whether we could be informed
*° if the results of this—I do not know

what to call it—inquiry, or this Privy
Counsellors’ conference, will be pub-
lished, and, if so, whether there will be

any opportunity for pubhc dlSCBSSIOII in
Parliament

LORD GIFFORD My Lords. may 1
ask one question? It has been said that
it was 1mposs:ble 10 prevent these men
from leaving the country. In the three
armed Forces it is the rule—and I have
verified it—that no officer or man may
go on foreign service leave without the
permission of his General Officer Com-
manding or his Commander-in-Chief of
his group or area. Is there any system

in the Foreign Office whereby Foreign

Office officials must get pcrmxsslon to
have foreign service leave?

' THE MARQUESS OF SAL]SBURY My
Lords, I beg to move that the debate be
adjourned during pleasure, and we will
resume immediately after the Royal
Commission, . . : .

Moved, That the debate be now
ld;ourned —{The Marqucss of Sallsbury)

" Oun Question, Motion agreed io, and

. @ebate adjourned accordingly.
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.. any, will, T trust, be considered by those |
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" DISAPPEARANCE OF BURGESS i
AND MACLEAN - »> =3~ ”
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L DN TE

Degate rcsumed. R P e U

Tue MINISTER oF STATE Pok - ---
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (THE Muquess

OrF ReaDING): My Lords, since the - - -
pﬁSSibuxq of & debate was

tioned here on, I think, October 28,
this matier has been  discussed tt
considerable and justifiable length in
another place, and both my right -
honourable friend the Prime Minis- -
ter and the Secretary of State have
explained with great particolarity what -
happened in connection with, I think, - -.... - '
every aspect of the affair. But it is no
d‘?ub‘t‘ of wvalue that‘ your Lords‘.h:pl
SLUVU U, II.I J’UI-I-I llrllﬂ [ YE N Ulllls wuuuu-
ation to bear upon the subject, if it be .
only for the purpose not entirely of
looking to the past but also of making
recommendations, or keeping !out cyu
fixed upon the possibilities, so

humanly possible, for preventicg t.he ro-
currence of such an iocident in the future,

I do not propose, and I assume that
your Lordships would not wish me, to ° ;
take up time to-day by recapitulating the -~ =-. |,
whole story as it has been toid in another |
place. I therefore intend, for the greater -..-. |
pari, to oonﬁne mysell to dealing, so far .. .
as I am able, with the various s ;
questions which have been raised in the i |
course of your Lordships’ debale. SN
those I will try to answet. .. . - ,. . "k
- 1 think the main emphasis io the coum Ceeta
of the discussions this afternoon has been
laid upon the doubts which your Lord-
ships have expressed whether it was right - - -
that Maclean should have been given & =~ 7.
second chance by appointment as head of

Ocvdle Wwas @men- - !
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the American Department. at was a
theme which recurred in many speeches
made by noble Lords this afternoon, and
perhaps it is convenient that I should en-
deavour 1o dea! with that matter first,
Something was said by the noble Lord,
Lord Salier, of the importance of not
auaching ioo much value in a matler of
this kin | 10 what he called * hindsight.”
I think it is vital in assessing the right
view of this question of Maclean’s a

intment that your Lordships should

r in mind, not what has been acquired
by way of knowledge or, indeed, by way
of rumour since that time, but what was
known to the Foreign Office at the time
that the appdintment was made and what
reasons they had for believing it to be a
suitable appointment for him to hold,
despite what bad taken place in Cairo
some five months before the date of his
new appointment. .

What did we know about Maclean?
We knew something of his background
and parentage; we knew that when he
joined the Foreign Service he’had come
with the highest of testimony from school
and college. We also knew that during
the period which he had already spent in
the Foreign Office (which he joined in
1935) he had given performance of a very
high standard and promise of being an
extremely valuable member of the Foreign
Service. Those facts must not be for-
gotten in assessing this matter. In regard
to his service in Washington and Cairo,
with the exception of the particular inci-
dent upon which attention has been con-
centrated his performance up to that time
had been, o far as our knowledge went,
uniformly good ; and he showed promise
of great brilliance in his career. ‘There
was this particular drunken bout in
Cairo which, 1 agree, was thoroughly
discreditable. I do not know that the
account produced in another place, and
to which reference has been made in this
House, is in every minor respect correct.
It was certainly a very colourful descri
tion. For my purpose I am prepared lug:
stantially to accept it .

It is right to say that the full details
given in another place & few days ago
were not known, at the time, to the Am-
bassador in Cairo and, in conse%:encc.
were not reported to the Foreign Office ;
nor were they knowa prior to the disa

pearance of Burgess, e of the deta

o o)

| 8. ?Dlsappnr”“‘ .’. ‘ . e

- R .v-’_!‘-_' ECH
grown from time to time, being added
to by further details which
us. In this very shocking
was not in the company of any
of the Foreign Service and certainly
nothing like the full story reached
Ambassador. The Ambassador took
view that Maclean had been overworking
vc:ar considerably and that
bhad arrived, signalised by th
bout of drinking and some violence,
he ought to be given medical treatment,
and that, for that purpose,
sent home in order that be might
treated and results of the
work to which his actions were
attributed dealt with, It was
hoped that he might be cured. -
Some refcrence has been made in the |
course of the debate to-day to the doctrine
of the good emflcgeer which my right
honourable frien Foreign Secretary -
advanced in another place. In circum- -
stances of this kind, where the employer .
is the State, there are two dutjes: .
to be fair to the individual; and,
secondly, to discharge ont's respon- .-
sibilities to the public. Those two attri-
butes of duty have often to be wei
against each other, In this case the view, ~
strongly held, was that though there had
been a very grave lapse it was in itself
atiributable to overwork. He was givea
second chapce because, having ;
ought home for medical treatment and
that treatment having to all appearances -
been successful, he was 80 valuable a
member of the Foreign Service that &t .. .
was only right—not in his individual in.
terest only but in the intcrests of the - .
Service, itself the servant of the State—
that he should be given a further opTr-
tunity of devoting his talents to the public
service. It is easy, in the light of w
has happened since, 10 say that that was
a wrong decision. Though it may have
been & wrong decision 1t was at Jeast
taken in perfect good faith, on the basis
¢hat this man had been, and was capable
of continuing to be, a valuable servant
of the public and one of the most promis- - -
ing members of the Service. The doctrine
of the good employer has this double
duty, and in this particular instance -
aspects of were, in the
opinion of those responsible for .
his further appointment, being discharged. _ ..
Lorp SALTER: My Lords, might 1
ask the noble Marquess whether, after

i

-t

were known, but the information has | what was known to have happened, any .. 1
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probation, to see whether he could make iRev [ AAFE .

#leps were taken 10 ascertain whether
there had been previous instances; and,
afier reinstatement, were precautions
taken 10 sce whether or not there was &
recurrence? - .- . )

- THE MarRQUESS oF READING: The
noble Lord asked those two questions in
his original speech and 1 was about to
embark upop the answer to them when
he asked a second time—not that T com-
plain at all. ‘ .

After Maclean had come back, on the
basis that this had been a breakdown in
bealth and in the light of all the reports
that we had had upon him from the
Ambassadors ip charge of the various
posts in which he had been employed,
0o inquiry was made further back {nto
the past. Frankly, I do not se¢ any reason
why, in those circumstances, there should
have been any such inquiry. During the
time that elapsed between his appoint-
ment as head of the American
Depariment and the moment of his dis-
appearance he was working in London
and living in the country and doubtless
was gging to a pumber of parties. It
may be true, as the noble Viscount, Lord
Astor, said in opening, that during that

riod he indulged in certain drinking

uts, but most certainly we did not
know. I would ask your Lordships this:
How could we tel}? What are you to
do with a man living a pormal social
life in London and the country? Are
you to have people posted to waich hi
&t every party he attends, and detail them
to report back what he says and does?
1 want to say one thing at this point, and
I think it is really time that it was said.
It seems to me that a great mani‘people
in the days since Burgess and Maclean
disappeared have been din'u;f out quite
y on reminiscences of all they knew
about Burgess and Maclean in the days
when they were still in the Foreign Office

L L o

It would have been much more in the

- - i

. rublic interest #f those people had come

orward and told what they knew to the
Foreign Office during the time when that
information could have been put to proper
T . ‘ et e ten o

‘Lom SHERWOOD: The noble

 Marquess bas referred to the question of

8 good employer and the giving of &
second chance. The noble tord Lord
Salter, also brought up that poimt in his
speech. Why was it that during the
period when this man was clearly on

v
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§00d, no watch was kept by ¢he Foreign o
Office? It is no good asking for ordinary ..
people to come forward and say that bhe ... -
was doing this or doing that. One would " 7"

b

watched to see what sort of character he

thought I had already dealt with that
it mmc.iin y for the poble Lord’s pur- .-

pose. The point 1 bave been making all
the time is that the view was that this
was not a case of bad conduct. acase of "=~
a man being on probation and needing to -
be waiched. The view was taken, quijte - -
genuinely. that this was a case of {ll-
calth and that the man bad been cured. .
It is extremely difficult, if not impossible, - -+
to have someone in this position com- - -°
stantly watched in that way. I think that
if one Jooks back upon all the circums . -~ -
stances of the time and bears in mind - -
what we knew and what reasonably we
could be expected to know, it was notby |
any means an unjustifiable risk, or, :
indeed, thought to be a risk at all, to give
him further employment. - -~ - e S0

THE Marquess of READING: Al .-,
point, but perhaps 1 did not deal with *>:7:7" I},

- It was not a qQuestion of promotion: ~ -
1t has been rather loosely said from time =~ _
to time—I do not think in this debate— "7 5.
that he was promoted. He was not pro- . .
moted. Something has been said this.
afiernoon about ithe American Depari-
meat, as if it were a sort of minor departs . ... .
ment to which no one paid any attention. =" -
The point of putting him into the Ameri-
can Kpartmcnt was pot that it was 90
muh a minor department. as that it was - .
a department which did not have a great -~
dea] of work to do, for reasons which .-
have beeo explained elsewhere. Conse- '
quently, on the assumption that he had
been up to the time of his appointment a
sick man, it would impose less strais upon .
him than the beadsl{:'p of some of the = = |
other departments which bear a consider- ~ . .
able load of work. might have dome. - :
That was the purpose, =~ . . . S
May 1 say something in that conpection " 772> !
also about the question of Jupers. to
which reference has been made? Asas . .. |
move, the withholding of papers has been . k
somewhat ridiculed. It has been said
that the moment you withbheld papers
‘flrlomlyhim you were p:ttjng him imme-
iately on inquiry and arousing every
suspicion. But I think we have to be a

-4 b i .
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have thought that he would have been . .ciics | 4

was manifesting after that assault, —:-:*-:;W'"‘ e
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[The Marquess of Reading] .. .....
lit_tlghcﬁgful :i to what we mean by the
withholding &ert As my right
bonourable tricnr ¢ Foreign SZcrgg?y
indicated in a dedbate in another place.
veally it was not done—to use his ex-
pression—in quite such a “ ham-handed »
way as some people have tried to repre-
sent.  There are, of course, secret pa
and secret papers. There are very differ-
ent categories of secrecy. What is impor-
tant is that there is & certain number of
routine secret papers and there is also a
certain number of pretty highly secret
papers which gre not of a routine char-
acter, but which appear only from time to
time. And it was not routine secret papers
which were withbeld from him; it was
these secret papers which, as circumstances
dictate, come into circulation from time
fo time, which were not passed to him
during the Jast few weeks. No one in his
position would, I think, notice that he was
not getting those papers, for the reason
that they were not a routine distribution,
but that they were passed to him from
sbove when any paper of that kind
happened to come g?.

It might well have been that none of
these papers came in during thal time,
and he would not notice their absence ;
be would be confronted by their presence
only when they were passed to him. [
know that a Yot of secret papers come
to me in the course of a week or a month,
but there are a great many amongst them
the absence of which I certainly should
not miss, because they are not papers
which appear among the confidential or
secret reports which normally come i
every week, but are papers which come in
only from time to time when they are
received from abroad and when the cir-
cumstances with which they are con-
cerned happen to be of particular im-
portance.  Therefore, it was not just
the case that this man was put in a posi-
tion to notice from one day to another
That he was not getting his normal supply
of secret papers. 1t was quite different
and really was not such a clumsy
cedure. Of course, i1 involved a risk,
But it was thought that the element of
tisk involved in it was such that in all
the circumsiances #t waz a visk that it
was necessary to run, And no one can
say to this moment whether or not the
withholding of fhose papers did alert
him. The point'1 want to make is that

{LORDS] ~ S-
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such a blatant operation as it has been
sought on some occasions to make out

At this stage T should like to add that
it is quite truc to say that, as the result
of this singularly unhappy business—per-
haps its ope good result, relatively,
;trai?‘elf off ﬁro{gl m&:_ch_ t!lr_at is bad—wh&l

might ca e disciplinary aspect -
the administration of tlfc Foreign Service

y
has been very considerably strengthened,

The reporting system has improved -
and 1 think greater emphasis is now
placed on personal behavour than was
the case, perhaps. a few years ago. Also,
the new methods of recruitment which
bave been fully explained in another place
do lay, and indeed are designed 19 lay,
special emphasis on characier and per-
sonality, and are meant to find out any
weaknesses in the individual which might
unsuil him for the Foreign Service, .

I think this can be said, too: that this
business has pointed clearly to the pos-.
sible connection between & particular
weakness of character, a particular form
of perversion, and security itself. It is
realised, certainly now—perhaps it ought
to have been realised before—that any-
body who is thought to be disposed to
homosexual practices is thereby laying
himself open to blackmail 10 an extent

whichk makes him sz  usacceptable

security risk. ‘That lesson has now been
learned. But in saying that, I want to
say also that a good deal has been said
and written, both here and elsewhere, as
if there were no doubt that both Maclean
and Burgess were on the same level as
regards both drunkeaness and homo-
sexuality. I did mot say it has in this
debate, but certainly it has.  As regards .
Maclean, we had no evidence of any kind

wum ta the ¢ima hie disann.ﬂram that

be was in any way affected by homo-
sexual impulses. The only thing that has
come to our notice since is one letter from
Mrs. Maclean, to which reference has
bem md&:_.-.. fee BT et - .

' As regards Burgess, there again it may

| be that at the time he was with the
1 Foreign Office he was addicted to thess

practices; but again certainly those in
authority did not know that that was the
case. He, too, had come with unguali-
fiedly good testimonials from those with
whom he had been employed during pre-
vious years., Obviously he was a person
of brilliant, though of somewhat erratic,
turn of mind and characler. As your

r'E
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741 Dimpmram’!
Lordships will know, he was given a full,
perhaps in the light of the circumstances
a too full, run before it was decided to
remove him from the Foreign Service.
But in answer to the question which the
noble Lord, Lord Amulree, asked me, 1
may say that we had no evidence of any
kind up to the time of the departure of
the two men to suggest that Burgess had
- any connection with Communism or was
: in any w:i\;sacting as an agent for Com.
munism. His early Communist association
subsequently came to light, and in view
) of the information which has come since,
g largely from information given by Petrov
- in Australia, it does appcar that he had
been a long-term Communist agent. But
there is no evidence even now that during
the time they were in the Foreign Service
Burgess and Maclean worked in double
harness, as a team: none. In fact, the
m associalion that has come to any-
y's attention was that in (he last two
or three days they appeared to bave
Junched together or something like that.
Apart from that, they were generally in
diffcrent countries, one in Egypt and the
other in Washington or wherever it might
have been, and the opportunities for close
associauon, for a mere geographical rea-
son, were extremely limited. If I may
take Lord Salter’s description and deal

; with “ Maclean 1951 "— -

' "~ VISCOUNT ASTOR.: Before the noble

Marquess leaves Burgess, may 1 ask
whether or not the Foreign Office knew of
Burgess's deviate habits?

THE MarQUESS oF READING: 1
thought I had answered that. It may be
that some of the junior people might have
koown, but certainly it was not known to

anvone of authority ; certainly it was ool

~ Lorp SHERWOOD: Was not Maclean
warned not to see so much of Burgess?

THe MarQuess ofF READING: 1
really do not begin to understand the
poble Lord's question. Why should
Maclean be warned not to see so much
of Burgess when as I have just said apd
as the noble Lord would have heard if he

- would pay a little more atiention, they
had never been s2¢n 1o associate together
except when they lunched together just
before their departure? Why any warn-
ing should be given to Maclean not to
associate with Burgess [ am afraid I can-
not imagine, Does the noble Lord want
to add anything?

- HL. BRI
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Lorp SHERWOOD: No. ' i°da™ 77"

Tue MarqQuess of READING: We -~ - ’
come then to the point at which they - .~ ‘
departed. As I have said, there was o - i~ ‘
supervision of Burgess at that time st all, - =%
because nothing was known against him, .. e
The position was that he had been sent -5+’
home from Washington, where he had
proved unsatisfactory, and was under ¢rial :"¥07]
0 sce whether be should be kepi on of i
not. It had been decided to dispense with =~}
his services. At the time he deparied -secs -
he was actually on leave from the Foreign - » = X
Office. May | interject an answer ¢0 ... |

|

LS ‘

the noble Lord, Lord Gifford, who asked .. =
whether members of the Foreign Service :
have to obtain leave in orcfer to go ...
abroad? Thcy have oot, except to cer-
tain specified countries, of which France ...

-~

\

5\

o -

certainly was not one. . _.

ViscOUNT ASTOR: Has
been made in that now? . ..

_ Tue MarQuess of READING: No. -~
May I come to the question which agl: —
tated the noble Lord, Lord Conesford—
namely, the circumstances of their depar- ... ..
ture, The noble Lord asked whether &t

was realised that Maclean might attempt _
to leave the country and why a watch -~
was not kept on the ports. 1 do mot _.__.
think it was realised that Maclean might - -
attempt to leave the country. Therc was - -
nothing to indicate that Maclean had the |
least intention of doing so or, at that
period, that he was in any way alive o —~*~
the fact that he was under watch. The
answer to the question, “ Why was watch ~.-
not kept on the ports?” is that the desire _.. .
was to get by interrogation the fullest :
possible information out of Maclean u
which a prosecution could be founded

any change

- -y
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The whole object of that interrogation ™

was that it should be a surprisc move and - - -

that he should not have in advance any -~ !

warning of it. Therefore, it was extremely -~ -

necessary that the circle of persons who

knew him and who knew that an interro- :zoir

ation was under contemplation should ... ..

te kept as narrow as possible, and .

i i h‘dinmthm nmmytow a!e:: h:: i

the ports is country en - B

fiom smbarking &t aay e.'pr‘ev them, the -

chances that that secrecy could bave been .

maintained were certainly mofe remots, = = :

to put it mildly, than if the knowled

of what was contemplated was kept in .

bands of the restricled small group in the -—-

Foreign Office who up to that moment -
&
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2l -] alicrnatives and, having chosen one, must -5
N ¥i were the only people who knew about it. | pursue &. ., ... ' vmg ST zr:.-.-:.:_-.z;‘__?-,igf - i .
=:  1think that is the explanation. The pass- Those, 1 believe, are the main points ~ 1" _ 3 -
i - port question is, of course, a complex which w ised Lordshins #n =g
o one. Ibelieve it would have been possible the ¢ erefra:ﬁs d-b’ ron 1 iy rams oy q i
i :..-} -~ to have asked for their passports when eg:rseo lSCUSSng."L ‘I?hey ‘;g?: T | P
ST they $ot to the port but, as 1 say, that i?or:l Lo o two words.  The noblo grercq= g
TITTRI T T would have meant slerting all the siaffs hick T sk ild like to make some com. -4 o .
' i to the fact that these people were under | Vuch 1 shou & to make some com- V. e I
R s s h ment. He dealt with both of these people ==+ J——
* suspicion and the disappearance thereby by saying that they ought Dot tc bave 4 =)
e g of all opportunity of confronting Maclean. been retained becarse t!fcy were persons ] &
T The other thing that was said was that | of Jow character and well-known reputa- - ~ fi
I we had asked Governmenws 1o take sie tion. So far as Maclean is concerned, #t 1.5 .
oo afler Maclean Jeft; and we were asked: | is not true that be was & person of low R ;3 re
S could we not have done the same before? | character and well-known reputation; ¥ ™ e
e There again, what I have said to some | * well-known reputation ” in that context ' § % o
R - extent applies. We could not have | is meant to be equivalent to “shady — -3 T
e e stopped Burgess, because we were not | reputation,” he was not known to be that &8 . -
5 suspecting him: we should not have given | As regards Burgess, as I have said, what- o BT
g Burgess's name 1o the ports, in any case, | ever his habits may bave been, they were - l ‘3’ e
- §~f even if we had advised all the ports, be- | not well-known to the authorities in SR I
L csuse we had nothing against him, But Foreign Office. - . . .._ . TS SRR I ﬂ S
R o the position in regard to Maclean was that e A A S B
- we had got at that time quite a good | LoRD TEVIOT: Perbaps I may inter- A -
‘i deal of highly suspicious information ; ",“i‘ the noble Marquess. Surcly, in the | -
T and what was still being awaited was | light of the knowledge which we now - 1 9 3
R what 1 bave called a surprise confronta- | have of these two men, be would not o g -
i tion with this informati]on in the hfopc of | dispute that they arc of low reputation? - S TR
Y Lo etting further particulars out of him. THE MARQUESS OF READING: Bui -4 -85 oo
o %nce %c had left the country that surprise th;t";asnﬁqt‘ﬁ:“ i‘:t-. "ﬁ“'e”‘"”‘“‘mf; ' ,}J;i 'ﬂ T
-+ element had disappeared ;: we could not the noble Lord 32, directed ,g“g, fact e B SRS ¥
P &.;‘ surprise him any more; he knew what : o
LA B : 1 : . | that we had quite wrongly kept on the . : —
L was going on. But it also had this effect ; sirength of the Foreign Office persons %, { .. e
P that it confirmed all the suspicion we had, known 1o be of low character and cf welle . 1 ar
SRR S - and added considerable weight to the pos- known Vil TEPULEHON. ».. oov- .ivom oot 45 - ﬁ R
‘ L sibility of preferring an actual charge | - P e ",..‘."?.-Ifi?t-;xv‘» i B S
ST | against him. Although the noble Lord, | - Loxpo TEVIOT: I am t integ- _ { .
) S Lord Conesford, rather dismissed it as not rupt again, but docs not the White Paper 1 458 .
S F O ., a v:hry relevant orhwcighty nrguml;:.n;; thal | set out quite clearly that that was dope? --= - J 3 S
A~ at the time was the argumen! which wag - s BPEADINGS Tt daads = 4 k- -
R taken into account, and which prevailed. AHE VARQUESS OF READING: It sots = § -5¥8 - -
. e That was the reason why these various | Out only that what was done was to keep = § -
. - 3 things were pot done which noble Lords | in_the Foreign Service plebl:ho were -
A S S may think, in the light of subs‘el?uenl ex- | subsequently discov "’b be of an . - ¢ -2§ -
. _i s Een’encc and the knowledge of alf that has | undesirable character .as public servants. " 9 -
R /; appened since, ought to have been done | That is exactly what ha{;:_nad. The other - i
¥/ 4 at the time, = . e thing the aoble Lord, Lord Teviot, said === {- 53¢ <
TR - e = | 4o which 1 want to take ex: Hon is this. - §. Sl . -
oooSgA % The work of the security authorities is He said—and these are words S
oo never casy in these matters. They bave | «From what I have beard, Ministers were — - ~—#88 -+
i,_i‘:,,-.‘ ~ = to balance sibilities of one thing hap- Dot given the information they should iU
L vt pening against possibilities of another | 300124 i can oni speak on this par- o~
EA { ' thing bappening. and the have.mcvu- ticular point for myself, though I am sure ‘ar* -
g ably, in 2 good many of these things. 0 | it i true of my colleagucs. As 1 have
_--‘-r-*i-'- T 7 take a chance on which is the right One | 4aid to this House before, I have bad - Pl
R to support. In all the aspects of this | poshing withheld from me from the V ey .
i case they did consider carefully which was beginning to end by officials of the ST T
e the right way to go about i, and they | Foreign Office—perhaps the noble Lord, oy
game bt:; lh; com]c’ usuog. whatever -mar will Agllow me to finish, ', ;. . ool LT
' ave been shown by subsequemt pr L3 o paia ke L gl
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745 Disappearance of

THE MARQUESS OF READING: —that
I feel now I ought to have known at an
earlier stage. 1 was fully informed from
the beginning, and if there is a respon-
sibility for pot telling your Lordships the
whole story at an earlier stage, that
responsibility is mine and not that of
anybody who may be lhought 10 have
withheld mformatlon R R

" Lorp TEVIOT. The question ] want to
ask the noble Marquess 15 this, He made
a statement to this House (I did not want
to raise this, but the noble Marquess
has brought me into it in°this way) on
October 28, 1952. If the noble Marquess
had had the White Paper in front of him
before then, would he have made that

statemcnt? . B o

THE Mutouess oF READING Yes,
certainly I should. The White Paper has
not made any difference to the statement
T made, except that the White Paper adds
certain material which at that moment 1
was not in a position to add. 1 should
have made the statement that I did make,
but I might, if there had not been security
interests involved at that time, have made
a fuller statement. I know there has been
some fecling in your Lordships’ House
that perhaps I might have given more
information on that occasion. The first
time that I addressed your Lordships
from this Bench, I said that if I did not
give your Lordships the fullest informa-
tion I hoped you would attribute it not
to disoourtesy but to discretion. That
expression of hope still holds good. But
there does come a moment, particularly
in a case like this, when anybody with
the responsibilities that one carries in
speaking from this Box has to consider
whether it is possible to tell the complete
story. Whatever it might have been
possible to release as time went on, my
view at that moment was that it would not
have been in the public interest to say
that Maclean, in the period sbortly
before his disappearance, was under sus-
picion and investigation; and it would
not have been in the public interest to
say that, because in October, 1952,
inquiries were still going oo as to the
circumstances in which they disappeared.

Lorp TEVIOT: My Lords, I hope the
noble Marquess will accept my apology
for interrupting him. 1 sccept his

HL 13B3
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explanation and realise the difficult situa-
tion he was in, and that he did what he

did for purely security and public good. .

THE MarQuess oF READING: My

Lords, T am obliged to the noble Lord =~~~

for that tribute. 1 would add only this

comment: I do not think any Minister

welcomes having to plead public interest
I do not think any Minister merely takes’

the ipse dixit of some official that a thing ..

is against the public interest ; he has the

tesponsibility, and must dischnrge the - "“';*’

responsibility, before he comes down to
this House, of satisfying himself not only
that it i said to be against the public
interest by those who are instructing him

but that, in his own objective judgment, e |

it is in fact against the public interest

that a statement of that kind should be ;w- ‘

made.
matter,

The noble Viscount, Lord Astor. 'ki
opening this debate, made some reference

It 1 may. 1 will now leave tlm

#hich, T think, was repeated by the noble _ _

Lord, Lord Killearn—who has apologised
for having to depart early—as to whether
the report of this Privy Counsellors’ Com-
mittee, which was proposed by my right

. LA
LE R

honourable friend the Prime Migister, = ... . :

would be published and would be
the subject of a debate.
to that, of course, is, “No,” because
the whole object of this report is -
to concentratc upon the present state
and possible future improvement of -
our security arrangements, and any-
thing less suitable for publication and

debate in either House of Parliament it T

would be difficult 1o imagine. So I can
ve no hope of any kind that there will

glc an opportunity to debate that matter.

J think g

which have been asked. The noble Lord,

Lord Salter, towards the end of his

interesting and authoritative speech, made - ...
R

some remarks about the position of =
mipisterial responsibility in rcsard o
security, and also in regard to certain
recommendations in the nature of i
itsclf, But, as I think he expected,

should hesitate to deal with those at this —ac—-

stage, since this Committee is, I imagine, -
in process of being set up, and it scems
to me a matter for them to consider rnthet
than for me to pontificate upon now. -

The noble Viscount, Lord Astor, in
moving this Motion, made some observa-

tions about the Foreign Office’s publicity _
on its own behalf, ands

The answer — = |

"'. x

-

bave covered all the questions T=<r
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that business men and others whe called
upon the Foreign Office were not

accustomed to receive a very friendly
‘welcome.

Viscount ASTOR: No. - e o -

Tur Marquess oF READING: Then
1 am afraid the observation seemed 1o be
bereft of any point. Was that not the
argument? , .

VIsCOUNT ASTOR : 1 was pot criticis-
ing that sort of thing. I was saying that
positive good public relations arc as
necessary for a Governmen! Department
and the Foreign Office as anyone else
80 as {o re-establish that high prestige
which should pever have been lost,

THE MaRQUESS OF READING: I am
obliged to the noble Viscount. He did
make reference to business men and one
or two other categories of persons calling
upon the members of the Foreign Office
and 1 thought, apparently wrongly, that
his complaint was that they were not very
well received. I am glad to koow that
that is not his complaint, and T should
be much surprised 1f it were.

1 want to add only this. The noble
Viscount, Lord Astor, as he has just re-
minded your Lordships, advised the
Foreign Office 10 look to their public re-
lations ; and, indeed, it may well be good
advice. But absence of public relations
on the part of the Foreign Office. how-
ever desirable they may be, does not ex-
plain some of the attacks which have been
made on the Foreign Service in the last
few weeks. This bappily unique and hor-
rifying affair of Burgess and Maclean has
inevitably caused deep distress to the
members of the Foreign Service. But it
has been made the occasion over a wide
field, not of ang expression of sympathy
with them in the biow to their pride in
the Service which this matter has
obviously inflicted, but in many cases of

uite reckless attacks, not merely upon

those who might be ﬂ\nught to have some

ALY VY AL BIAFRAEL WA Rasw 2% Bar Aaem ¥

connection, however remote, with the
actua) matter of Burgess and Maclean, but
upon the members of the Foreign Service
as a whole, without any discriminatiop of
any kind, From some of the articles one

.tLORDsl . ,',;__ -

whole of the Foreign RL - B

All I can snzeies that 1 have now worked
—and it has n a privilege to work-—
for the past four years with these men,

and 1 wonder how many of the people

who write these articles have ever been

inside the Foreign Office and know any- "~~~

thing of what goes on there. Perbaps

when 1 went there first—until I had

acclimatised myself—it may be that 1
was myself somewhat disposed to take

the view, not that it was a nest of vice, -
but that the members of the For::‘iﬂ )

Service were possibly inclined to

their duties in & more light-hearted spirit =

than others and, shall we say, had more
interests or, anyhow, as man
utside the office as inside.

n now speak after an interval of ¢
association with them for four
I do feel that I have been, throughout
that period, most decply impressed by

my personal experience of the industry, E
the E;

owledge and the sense of public
duty of the '

that has been donec in all
uarters, to tarnish the whole name of
¢ Foreign Service, >} bHoitoghp
I read in & weekly the other day—I
think about a fortnight ago—a statement
that the name of the Foreign Office now

means very litfle, either here or abroad. - |

That

perf acl_ly
allegation is b

general  promiscuous

case. 1 wonder whether the authors of
that kind of statement ever pause,
they give it publicity, to 1hi
that allegations of that kind, even though

supporied by mo cvidence, are likely to .-
have both upon the morale of British

missions abroad and also upon their
standing and reputation in the eyes of the

Governments to which they are accredited _
and the peoplc amongst whom, for the -

time being, they live and work. The
whole of this attempt to argue from the

particular of Burgess and Maclean to the

general of the Foreign Service as a whole

: ‘-_J—.""' " ‘s-;'.r?."
Birgess and Maclean = 148
headline “ The squalid truth™ in'& Sun-
day ncvgpaper. whlich went on to elabﬁ; )
ate on homosexuality as i i

cars, and’ =

solely, so far as l
can sce, upon the Burgess and Maclean '

of the effect —

4
he -

vl LS4 . .
a‘.’-.J 338 A

et dmgacw il yapes 7
1 - e -

I say. 1

. 1..4.;
s

oreign Service as & whole. - §5=
Because these two men have erred in the |
manner that we know they have, it surely "~
is grossly unjust to atiempt, in the way z:::
too many

A
A
:'“]rk‘-- T
-4 ‘ -~ LY
R e o

"
LY

has read, anybody from outside might | seems to me to be founded mot upon
" have conclnded that the Foreign Office | justice but upon prejudice, and I can well .qoixuie-
was entirely staffed by drunkards and | understand how much the Foreign Service ==
- homosexuals. That is not an exaggera- | have resented the type of attack which L
tion. I remember secing s great deep | has been made. As I say, I have been - = }
d HL 1554 ‘ oy gy &G I
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Disappearance of
$0 close!g
many others of your Lordships, in these
E:st years, that 1 did not fes! it would

right to let this debate conclude with-
out paying my tribute to them for all that
they have given me during the last years
when 1 have leaned upon them for advice
.nd lupport."',,' o emn Bt ir Mm s e

- Lowp SALTER:- 1 ho;;q the noble

Moarquess will say that nothing th
been said to-day in this House is open
to the criticisms of the latter part of his
speech or can in any wa{; have confirmed
those articles and speeches from outside
of which he so0 justly complains. .

THE MarQUESS OF READING: I am
much obliged to the noble Lord. 1 did
pot for one moment suggest that. But |
thought it right to take this opportunity,
as it is the only opportunity I may have,
to pay what T believe to be a right and
deserved tribute to the Foreign Service.
1 did not for a moment suggest that any
aspersions bad been cast upon them in
the course of to-day’s debate.

EarL JOWITT: My Lords, I have
not been able to listen to much of this
debate but I rise to say how cordially 1
should like to associate noble Lords on
this side of the House with the concluding
observations in the speech of the noble
Marquess. However shocking was the
conduct of these two men, the servants
that we are forlunate to possess in the
Foreign Office continue to hold that high
regard and position in the minds of all
who knew them, as 1 knew them, and
kpow them to-day. I believe that is the
general view throughout the whole coun-
try. 1 cordially agree with what the
noble Marquess has said.

THE MarQuess ofF READING: 1 am

eful to the noble and learned Earl for
aving taken that opportunity. Not only
am I grateful to him but I am quite sure
that what he has said will be profoundly
appreciated by the Foreign Office and the
oreign Service.

643 p.m.

o that hae
S AjEAJ

VisooUnT ASTOR: My Lords, I was
a Member of another place for eleven
years and have been & Member of your

Lordships® House for three years. 1 have

pever heard a winding.up speech more

chivalrous and gallant in effort to defend

some very indefensible things than the

one we have just heard. must con-

gratulate the noble Marquess, above all,
HL. 138§

of {22 NOVEM
associated with them, as have 3

BER 1955]

S Do
Burgess and Maclean 750

on his chivalry in defending so well events -

for which he and his Government were —-—- 1.

in no way responsible. I am rather sur-
prised that the Fromt Bench opposite,
whose Party were in power at the time,

have made no effort to take part in this ™

debate or 10 take any share in the respon-

sibility for certain conduct that happened "™~

during their
rematkable

happened when they were in office. -

Tbe noble Marquess who has answered = ™.,

is not the ouly person in this House who
knows perhaps a good deal more than
he chooses 10 say. Most of us know a
good deal more of what happened, but we

did not wam particularly to air more dirty

linen in public than was necessary, The
vast majority of the Foreign Service dis-
liked the type of conduct which these
two officers indulged in and were shocked
that such a long rope was given by their
superiors 1o these two individuals,

THE Marquess oF READING: What
does the noble Viscount mean by
“ disliked the type of conduct which these
two officers indulged in ™ ? :

Viscount ASTOR: 1 refer to the
constant series of incidents in Egypt, more

than the one mentioned, if any noble = -~

Lord cared to investigate. 1 do not pro-

Been

point in doing so, but everybody knows
that there was not just one incident, there
were a good many. I say only this. A
member of the women's Services
ha%pened to find herself in an aeroplane
in Egypt with Maclean, and his behaviour
towards her in various ways was extrem

to air any more dirty linen than has -
aired already because there is mo

- ..:. P e PN - .
Y Lo P A .t
. ‘.'ém o

S

riod of office. It is indeed .,.......
arkal at they should have Jeft it — -
to this side of the House to defend what

L

Ve

e

rude and unpleasant. She mentioned #t .- --

io some other member of the siaii who
ssid: “Oh yes; that is Maclean, of
course. He is notorious for that type of
bad behaviour.” That is just one inci-
dent. 1 could quote more, but there

no point in doing »o.

SEVERAL NOBLE [omsh:' Hearhear!

Viscount ASTOR : I was going to say - " -

that the Foreign Service as a whole
thoroughly disliked and repudiated this
type of conduct and were very glad to

see the end of this affair. I think no  ~
more need be said on that. o

As regards the future, I am surpri
indeed, 1 am rather shocked—by wha
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151 " Disappearance of Rroe [LORDS] "'  Burgess and Maciean 182
[Viscount Astor] -~ =~ - . = Lo general agreement Upon the
0ing t0 hear no more of what the Privy | ment come to on the suggestion of
unscllors are considering. When the | Prime Minister himself that there should
uestion arose as to whether or not this | be an inquiry into our security procedure. |
ebate should Frocecd it was suggested | We thought, and I think we thought
by various noble Lords that the pro rightly, that in all those circumstances i
time fot this debate was after the Privy | was not right for us to intervene in the o
Counsellors had reported, when it would grivau: intervention of the Back Bench I
be possible for this House not so much | Peer opposite. - T can assure him -
to investigate the past as to sec what it | that if any noble Lord wants to raise the -
could contribute to the future. On that | question of the conduct of_ the Labour-§-m—
understanding, more than one noble Lord vemment, in these or any other §~
told me that he was not going fto take matiers, he will never om any future e
in this debate today. All 1 can tay | occasion or in respect of any past conduct J.
L that I must reserve our right to raise | of the Labour Government find any lack
the question of security of recruitment and | of a right and proper defence from thege
conduct to a suitable occasion in the | Benches. But it was ‘not considered
future, I beg leave to withdraw the appropriate to take that course to-day, __ ] J
Mouo_n. T e wle s Viscount ASTOR: My Lords, I fully |~
VISCOUNT ALEXANDER oF HILLS- | accept what the noble Viscount has said ] -
BOROUGH : My Lords, before the noble but, as the noble Viscount's Party were |
Viscount withdraws in reply to the debate, the Government at the time and as the -
much of which my noble Leader and | action of the Ministers at the time was =
royself have had to miss becadse of Com- | in question, 1 should have thought this J
mittee business. may 1 say that he has | would have been an’occasion for them o | .
seen fit to bring a Party issue into the take part in this debate. ., | Bt F
matter which we carefully abstained from Motion for Papers, by leave, withdeawn. §—-
doing in this debate because we knew ; RN A
perfectly well that there had been a full House adjourned at twelve
debate in another place and that there | minutes Pefpmxpevm;ggi%ﬁ_. o |
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ASH AND WASH FLD 14 FROM NEW YORK 18
DIRECTCR AND SAC URGENT

LE N R RN 24 ¢80 0

DCNALD DUART ‘MAC LEAN, GuY FRANCISIURGESS ESPICNAGE DASH R,

T T T

f‘\‘lTrl a1

REBUTEL NOV SEVENTEEN LAST ADVISING

WCPPF OF BECKER, FOUR ONE

WEST EIGHTY SECOMD STREET, NYC, A”D REQUESTING NY IDENTIFY BECKER,

C"I

{EURLAU INDICATED -POSSIBILITY THIS INDIVIDUAL MIGHT BE ILENTICAL

WITH ROBERT BECKER WHO IN NINETEEN FIFTYONE SENT TWO DRAFTS OF

ONE THOUSAND POUNDS EACH TC FMES, DUNBAR, MCTHER OF MELINDA MAC LEtM,
FLCM ZURICH, SWITZERLAND.‘
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COY  TANCIE J¢ MonoY PLaGis.
AL PIVAG - P

KOTE: In 1951 one Robert Becker sent lelinda Maclean,

wife of Donald Maclean, one of the missing Rritish
diplorats, two drafts for 1000 pouads each., Becicr gave ¢
Sictitious NY address and the money was scnt Srom o Swizs
bank, The sender of this money has not becn identified
toda te, ecently
communicated with someonc in raris,using the return address
"cf/o Becker, 41 Kest 82nd Street, NYC, Investigation to
identt flfBecker now being osnducted,

233

[ Y .f
o £ (‘4-:)




o

[ PRFRPTIF S T W PSS

he ror
the Or

cdiher

,
gfadis

e Atorncy Tenepral (oris. & 1)

TEroodap,  PI

/o
' 51{.‘1 LD JHRT oL A
TAY e BALL e TR

PRI T S R
r (A ".' Tt d - n‘l

LN S S I

potae the oonvercatiorn,
A wrandilloaclegn Jirst eatoras
he Iictider 2215 Rir hﬂ‘%;

thar

vale fe fied

R T T PRI )

AN I SN SR FR
Er

1
s
pTire St D aatsn

+
[N
L9

Id

-

P

- ooy 7 T i naew . ;
ently e gy ) v pIrac rir poolen co

Acgartin-

Jthoh TwEneen fo o besaincban, (.

-
LS

-

. 1

hongm* & 23, 1078

a

wntienr”

fuly ¢ Mir foroten
he {anvpnis=s

romhre e o f

G

;_Efr.';...'

o

SALSE R WA

' cacnnLon
‘n foncuninl o,,alrs,
Yafe o

S Myl

o $17\

to

f:."':'vf

il erpreeacd @orreae? Pogouse he had o :g
Feco dntrraieied bioanpene in Pricdoh Inicllicon s recardine
e tarv pr}Y akidn

oy

dowGektugton,

e foveepinr f8 juratiicd Jae our o crontion,

grbhicet o (h13 covey hatN 35 e



- o b e bt e Maiy s v t i o M i e

Q °
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DONALD TUART YACLEAX, ET AL, ESPIONAGE - K. BRITISH WHITE
PAPER DATED) SEPTEYBER LAGT CONCERNING DURCESS - MACLEAN
CASE, PAGE 5, PARAGRAPH 16, REFLECTS ONE FOBERT BECKER Ii- -
VOLVED IN TRANSHITTI: “OLEY TO SUBJECT'S MIFE,

. RECENTLY 4R RECE!VED

O MUKECATICN me“ #iTH RETURN ADLRESS QUOTE CARE OF
lch;Cr(LR 41 WEST 82 STREET, NEW YORK CITY. «igEieummeeliiipe
| oo ————————— (c77cR FoLLONS.
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GAC, Yarhington Field  (ori- 7 1) yovember 28, 1958

Director, FBRI (SN -

i -+
[ DWALD DUART MACLEAN; .
SUY FRASCIS DLNCY TAUROESS B ,
FGFPIVIAVL = R ;
) ]
Faclosed hercuwith ore copicg of
rhatoravhs af Fearnld Adrion Roace Philk
wlhich have arreared in the necmspopers of this
| count»y recentln, Ag wyo: are awaere +hildby has
B been prhlicizrad as tiae ran e now hauve tirned
, off "aclean aad ' rpesa tosflee pehin? thte Iron )
& Crtoin.,
You arec recuecstcd to e:r.-hihit thege
~ 1 i Photogropis to infornants G o |
\ 1‘ Jor possible identification p.rposes, (’j
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2-British Oﬁlgq\lsu .
- . i

Quit in Spy Case™ |

LONDQON. Nov. 22 i) _The
British governament disclosed last
nicht that twe FPorelen Oflice
officials linve yesinned a8 a ve-
sult of the Burpess-Maciran spy
caANe,

Robert Twrten. Underseerelary
in thr Forcign Office. told the
House of Common: one official »
was Askred Yo redipn i conse-
ylirnee of " inquines Inle the
case and another “was permittied
i 1fsien in view of his relatioyd -
skl lo one o the persons (f-
volgd.” He cave no names Qut
stig both received a finangfal
se' flement., |

Harold Philby. & former Flhiat - )
&eeretary of the British Embasry :
a AVasnineion, told a news (ol

Cem
et

friepie  reeentiy he redicned , ) i
from the Faeinn Obher o re- - N /
quesi in July, 1931, and sals S ¢ ' ! '
cevtainiy rezard the request to : ’ N i '

1881t as A divect eonseguenee of
o amnrucient assoctation—that h
is, witl, Burgess.”
Mr. Philby has bein officially
tleared of any connection w:th
the defection of Guy Burgess and
Donald  Maclean. who disap-

peared ip Maxy, 1951, and e
Nc:yd behind Uhe Juesaou, -

A

il

Wash. Post and
Times Herald
Wash. News __
Wash. Star 2 o
N. Y. Heraid
Tribune
N. Y. Mirror
Puaily Worker
The Worker
New Leader

Date £ =«
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TO

FROM
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' A, H, Belmont DATR: ANow, 21, 1955 |

¢

tE 4, Branidoh

i ,
LONALD DUART MACLLAN; 1 ! |
GUY FRANCIS LE MONCY BURGLSS - =
ESPIONAGL = R '

(3

At 1 p.m, November 20, 1955, Supervisor
watched the IV program "College Press Conjerence” at which
Deputy Attorney General Ropers was the guest. lLurinn the
course of the oiscusaion, lMr, Rogers mede g passing reference
,to instant cose, indicating that s a result of this case the
'‘Eritich were coming ground to fthe U, O, way of tainking that
imore-stringent security reasures were necessary in conncction
‘with goverament service,

Jo other commenis of sionificance werc noted,

gLOOMMEN D TION :

orc, ror your énforrati.on,
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Office Memorandum - «

UNTLED STATES GOVERNMENT

ro ey Al K. BclmontE" DATRu otember 1¢,195

mom tifr, J, A. Limpernon

SUB)ECT: [UiinlD U nsrD MaCiiai
GY BURQESL
Lol L0inGy - i

that when su bJect bona]d “ac]ean Sirst entered on duty at- the
_):orezﬁn Offzce, Donald faclean, told him thot he was then o _merber

w states that
informed Ainm that to thts duate nobody in

,Brzttsh Intellzjence has intervieved him regarding subdject
j~aclean. :

maleo informed that he recently sdw

pho was fcermerly posted to the “ritish inmbassy
in vashington, s U. According to SNBSS +SENIRAr
,8lso expressed sone amazer.ent ot the fuct that he likewise had

jnot been intervicwed by anyone ia Jritish lntcllagence regarding

j€tther subject in ihis case both of whom he inew well while
worhinJ with then in vgshington.
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DORALD TUART ACLEAN ET AL; ESPYOVACE-K. LEGATE (1 HOUSE
OF LORLS YESTERDAY IWTICATED NO NEW INFORMATION OF SIGHIF IGANCE.
| FOREIGH OFFICE $AS CRITIGISED FOR APFO):TING HACLEAN HEAL oF
DASERICAT TEPARTISHT AFTER CoAVIDS 1o CAIRO. STATET, HO:
BRITISH YIRE REALIZIRG SIGUIFICANE OF COLUMIC ; THAT THERE
V1S FIFTH COLUIM 1ERS THAT HAS PENSTRATED CIVIL SERVICE, SCIENGE
A TVER THE CdU ICH; THAT PHIRALE GHTCH HURT NCT APPLICALLE I8
UNCOVER 1 _gg;l; THAT TRALITIONAL PRACTICIG LULT GE VIERED
FROW EXTSTENCE OF 5Ly WAt Al NG ORGARIZATIUH OF SECUS ITY OF
COVERLUENT CiitTHooen PLROONES HAVIHG: KRD WWLIGE OF SUSJLLTS
s PAGT BEHAVIGR ANT- 01D ROT THER INCORY FOREIGH OFF IGS3 THAT Al-
CRILSI0N TO o1 OFF ICE CHEATLY LPROVE D EPRASIZ G CHARAGTER

AN SEEUTAYID . LOVERL AT ’&;" l_;\! “"', o UE OFFICE WAL I
KHOVLEILE OF EXTENT oF mbL[:hN'S flh oot Av Ti .E Ur ; FUINTHERT.,
PRECS (LA 155 AR MAILED.
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(SPIES) :
... LONDON--PRIME MINISTER EDEN ORDERED AN INVESTIGATION UR
THE FOREIGN OFFICE BY A COMMISSION WHICH INCLUDES A BRITISH EXPERT
THE AMERICAN ALGER HISS SPY CASE. :

EDEN NAMED JN COMMONS SEVEN MEMBERS OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL TO THE
NONPARTISAN COMMISSION WMICH HE OREANIZED AS A RESULT OF THE
DISAPPEARANCE OF DIPLOMATS GUY BURGESS AND DONALD MACLEAN BEHIND THE
IRON CURTAIN IN 1951,

ONE OF THE INVESTIGATORS WILL RE OBQ_¥DHIII, FORMER LABOR

b tH

C

N OF SECURITY

T RS G L e At
A dr—

OVERNMENT ATTORNEY~GENERAL, WHO STUT E HISS TRIAL AND WROTE A
EGAL TEXT ABOUT IT WHICH CRITICIZED TYE ACCEPTANCE OF THF WHITTAKER
HAggERS' "PUMPKIN PAPERS™ AS EVIDENCE,

T At P oA - At

EDEN ALSO APPOINTED SOCIALIST KERBERT MORRISON TO THE GROUP, HE WAS |
FOREIGN SECRETARY WHEN BURGESS AND MACLEAR DISAPPEARED,
11/23--EG115%A
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May, 1944. « « ¢ & o+ &

October, 1944... . .

October, 1848, , . . .

Octobor 1, 194¢, , , .

Avgust, 1950, . . . .

May, 1951 4 4 ¢ 4 o

Jure 11, 195, . . . .

Scutenber 11, 10032, .

Scptember 18, 1955. .
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CEPONOLOGY o! EVELTS '

e o o« s o » o Maclean aeeigned Britinh
Embagey, Washington, D. C.,
.o Bocond Sscretary. '

+ » o s s s » Moclcen promoted to First
Secerotary, British Ewbapssy,
Vashingicn, D. €. After the
war becarme head of Chzncery
(includos code roon) at
British Enbasny.

s s s« » v o o+ HNnclear departed U.5. for
agaignment in Froypt,

« « s+ s » » Bargece assigncd British Enbassy,
wnsegirgion, P C,., r3 Sccond
Sceoretery, Takeo up recidence
r% Pillhr'n loo o where he 6teys
until rzenlled t< Londor,

s s e« a s o o EBurgeca recalled to Londen as
reeult of protcnt by Goverrnor of
Yirginia {to Etante Depevtnont
bocause of violations of Virginia'c
gpeeddinpy reguletions,

e o s o o o PBurpecr and Maclean disnppear
fron Lopdon.

e v e o o s & Dailly rocendxod Lo Londen and
interzopated by MYI<d bogaune of
clore arseointior with Durgoess,

v o o o s s oJHMaclocen'’s wife and theoo childrern
disnpreared Lo, Cwltzerlond,

e s s o o « Prllication of Eetrov (Soviet
defector) story alleging Macloan
and Purgess to be long-term Sovict
DEeRLG,
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February 11, 195G, ’ll "

e o o s s s s s e Burgess and Maclean personaliy
handed preparcd statement to
Briticlh and Russian press in
doscow,

January, 1963, « « « o« ¢+ o s + s » o Philby admitted acting as Soviet
agent 1934-134¢; admits tipping
off Manclean via Burgess in 1951,

Japuary, 1063. . . + . .+ « + . ¢ o« « Dnidlbhy Jiscppeared frox Beimt,
L2banon.
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January, 1903, Kim Philby admitted that hec had
been a Soviet agent fron 1934 to 154C. He admitted warning

Maclean through Burgess. In January, 19¢3, Philby disappeare
from Beirut, Lebanon,
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F. Death of Burgess

The Associated Press rcported on September 3, 1963,

that Guy Burgess had died in lMoscow on August 30, 19G3, h
as the result of a heart attack,. ( 2
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