10 DOWNING STREET

THE PRIME MINISTER 23 March, 1983
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I understand you have asked whether I would have any
objection to your publishing the letter you sent me on
14 TFebruary and my reply of 9 March.

As you know, we have consulted the US State Department.
I have to say that I agree with them that public debate about
the details of the control arrangements for nuclear missiles
can only be of help to the Soviet Union.

I leave it to you to decide in the light of this
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The Rt. Hon. Dr. David Owen, M.P.




10 DOWNING STREET

PRIME MINISTER

Here is a draft letter
to Dr. Owen on the lines we
discussed. I have cleared it
with Clive Whitmore.

Background references:-

Record of my conversa-
tion with Dr. Owen

Telegram giving US
views

Your letter of 9 March

Dr. Owen's letter of
14 February.
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22 March 1983




10 DOWNING STREET

From the Private Secretary 21 March, 1983

Meanr MLk,

We spoke this morning about Dr. Owen's correspondence
with the Prime Minister about dual control, and in particular
the control of Thor missiles.

As you know, Dr. Owen asked, towards the end of last week,
whether the Prime Minister would have any objection £o0 his
publishing his letter of 14 February, and the Prime Minister's
reply of 9 March. When we consulted the Prime Minister, she
said that she would be content for this exchange of letters to
be published, if the Americans had no objection.

I rang Dr. Owen this morning to explain to him that the
State Department would prefer him not to publish the text of
this exchange (Washington Telno. 700 of 20 March). I told
Dr. Owen that the Americans were obviously concerned that debate
about the details of control arrangements would rapidly stray
into classified areas and could only be of help to the Soviet
Union. Dr. Owen said that he could not accept that the exchange
of letters should not be published. He was not trying to make
a Party political point and would not publish anything in the
week of the Darlington by-election; but the Government were wrong
not to accept the case for dual control, and the information
contained in the letters was important to the debate on this
subject. If it would help us, he would accept some changes to the
wording of the Prime Minister's letter, but the essential facts
could not be suppressed. He went on to say that he was surprised
that he had not been consulted by your Department during their
investigations into the incident described in his letter of
14 February; he also said that he was shocked that neither Ministers
nor the C in C Bomber Command (Air Vice-Marshal Menaul) had been
informed of this incident at the time.

I told Dr. Owen that we had not yet informed the Prime
Minister of the Americans'reaction and that I would not be able
to do this until Tuesday evening. He said that he understood that
we would not get back to him until at least Wednesday.

As I said on the phone, I should be grateful for your
advice on whether there are any passages in the Prime Minister's
letter that you would wish to amend before publication. I should
also be grateful for your advice on whether you feel the Prime

/Minister




RESTRICTED

Minister should write a further letter to Dr. Owen, saying that

she has no objection to his publishing these letters. This
letter could put on record any further points you wish to make,
and could be published at the same time as her letter of

9 March. You may, however, feel this is unnecessary.

I am copying this to Roger Bone (Toreign and Commonwealth
Office),

N, H, R. Evans, Esq.,
Ministry of Defence
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PRIME MINISTER

Dr. Owen has asked whether he can

make public the contents of this letter.

Mr. Heseltine's office tell me the

Ministry of Defence have no objections.

Do you have any objections?
Could you possibly let the Garden Room
girl know your reaction since Dr. Owen
is very anxious to have an answer by
Saturday morning, and will ring the Duty

Clerk.

18 March 1983
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