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SECRET

MR, PATTISON

Sir Roger Hollis

In his minute of 10th December to Mr, Whitmore, Sir Robert
Armst rong reported the likely appearance in The Times of an article by
Chapman Pincher about the Hollis case, This article appeared in The Times
of 12th December. Iattach a copy of a note prepared by the Security Service
which comments on the article., As the note makes clear, there is little in
the article which is new and much which is a distortion of the facts.

Z, In his article, Chapman Pincher also refers to correspondence with
Lord Trend. Iattach copies of an exchange of correspondence between
Lord Trend and Mr. Pincher which took place in August this year, As you
will see, Lord Trend (with the agreement of Sir Robert Armstrong) chose not
to become involved in a detailed debate with Mr, Pincher about the nature
of his inquiry. We are not aware of any other correspondence between
Lord Trend and Mr. Pincher which would have allowed Mr. Pincher to write
as he did in his Times article,

3.  Mr. Pincher's reference to having "spent the intervening eight months
trying to discover who has been misled', with the implication that he had done
so in the interests of national security, is disingenuous. It is known that
Mr. Pincher has been working on a paperback edition of his book and no doubt
hoped that he would be able to include new material or allegations in this
version (rather as Andrew Boyle succeeded in doing with the paperback version
of "Climate of Treason'). As the Security Service note makes clear, it does
not seem as if Mr. Pincher has succeeded in this end, We do not know when
the paperback version will appear but this Times article appears to be some-
thing of a "pot-boiler" intended to keep interest alive, in the knowledge that
the appearance of the paperback version is unlikely to be heralded with news

of new revelations,
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4, Sir Robert Armstrong recommends that if the Prime Minister is
asked about the article this afternoon, she should say tha t she has nothing

to add to the statement which she made to the House on 26th March,

D.J. Wright

15th December 1981
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Chapman Pincher reopens the MIS mole controversy

Hollis: how
the Prime Minister
was misled

In March this vear the Prime
Minister confirmed in Parlia-
meni that Sir Roger Hollis
the former Direcior-Genera
of MI5,
suspected af being & Russian
spy but had been cleared by
bwn separate inguires. This
clearance was %o at variance
with the evidence of thosze
who had investigated him
over seven veéars that I have
rpent the intervening eight
months ryving w0 discover
who had been misled. Was it
myselfl through the evidence
aganst Hollis which I dis-
closed in my book, Their
Trade is Treachery? Or was it
Mrz Thaicher :ﬁrwgh the
statement prepared for her
{hy Cabinet office and Home
Office officials, with asxist-
ance from MI5), in direct
response to my book? 1 am
now a0 doubt that it was
the Prime Minisier who was
msled.

The first alleged clearance
resulted from anm  intornal
inquiry by MIS (the Securiny
Service) with assistance from
current and past officials of
MI6 (the Secret Intelligence
Service), MI5S chiefs led by
Hir Martin Furnival Jones, a
solicitor, decided to close the
case against Hollis with a

judgment that, theugh his
muocence could not  be
proved, there was no  evi-
demes  which could have
meriminated him i a British
court of law. He was,
therefore, judged 1o

cleared of SUAPELOn.

Thi=z secret decision, which
was not promulgated 16 those
investigating  officers  who
had produced the evidence,
wis taken :i_n 1972, Yet I have
now established that in May
1974 an official warning that
Halliz might have been =
Soviet agent For the whole of
his &7 years in MIS was given
tn  security chiefs of the
United States, Canada, Aus-
tralia and MNew Zealand zo
that they could take remedial
actian, even at that late stage,

had been deeply d

against any damage which he
might have inflicved on them.

It was considered neces-
sary because Haollis had been
aeply intn!u‘td in setting up
counter-espiona organiza-
tions im Canada, Australia
and New Zealand, and he had
had close links with the CIA
and FBI. Me Whitehall offi-
cial ar itician was told
about this wlminn# but the
Solicitor General of Canada,
Mr Robert Kaplan, has re-
t_!nll:r cnn_l:'lrmp:l _rfm Cana-
dian security received it “in
the mid-19705"" and took what
remediol action it coold, an
admission which has embar-
rassed Whitehall.

A few weeks after the
warning Mr Stephen de
_P-lowt::'].'_. one of the officers
involved in the Hollis inguir-
ies, was so incensed with
what had cccurred inzide MIS
that he went to see the Prime
Minister, then Harold Wil-
son, Instead he saw  the
Cabinet Secretary, Sir John
Hunt (mow Lord Hunt of
Tanwaorthy, who was so
impressed by hiz allegations

that he recommended &
further inguiry Lord
Trend, hiis r EESOF.

Wilson concurred.

Lard Trend did no more
than review the previous
internal inguiry, interviewin
witnesses and examining nIE
files. People who -have read
his secret report confirm that
no effort waﬁmm 1'?1 m}":rﬁ
any new evidence, tho
benﬁwe that crucial wﬁmw
information might be avail-
able if ithe Government
wished to obtain it. Lord
Trend consulied former MIS
and MI6 chiefs who had been
party to the original *‘clear-
ance™ and was impressed by
::::" view lfI“l if : u‘!hh:itl

n a spy for 8o long there
would have n I:I.fnl:hinn
evidence from a deflecior or
some other source.

In fact one reliable defec-
tor, r Gousenko, had
reported in 1945 that Sowviet

military intelligence had a
inside MIS in England for
whom Hollis is & near perfect
fit. A would-be defector
called ¥olkov had also told of
a #=py in what now seems to
have been MIS though his
gnf:lrmntlgln was at first
interpret as applying te
Philby, who was in EI{IE. :

Mrs Thaicher's statement
which revealed that Lord
Trend had agreed with the
unﬁinll clearance, has been
analysed by some of the
former investigating officers.
They have found at least six
arcas where it is grossly at
vamance with the Facts as
!he:r knew them. The staie-
ment was worded to give the
impression that all the events
I deseribed in my book were
very old when in fact Hollis
was not interrogated wantil
1970 and was still being
investigated in 1975, two
years after his death,

It indicated that the inguir-
tes leading to the suspicion
of Hollis arese frem routine
investigationg after the defec-
tion of Burgess and Maclean
in: 1951. In fact they were
undertaken because =0 many
MI5 operations in the 1950
and 1 went =0 serfously
wrong that they could be
explained only if there was a
high-level spy still in the
organization.

he statement compounded
this misleading suggestion by
saying that Chgd aAgainst
Haollis was based an “certain
leads that = cd, but did
not prowve, that there had

a Russian Intelligence

service agent at relativel
genior  lewel in  Britis
counter-intelligence in  the
bost pears the wwar (my
italies)*.

Thizs  innuende  that  the
only leads pointing o Haellis
dated from 1945 and before is
.14 d o the evidence
that | wrote to Lord Trend. 1
knew that he had examined
leads which had arizen in the

19602 and his reply indicates

T T T T ]

Sir Roger Hollis: new evidence iftlhr Government had

wanted i
that he is not prepared to be |lenged i, many disagreed
azanciated with ¢ FEgtric- wil;E it. The so-called Fluency
tion of them to *"the last| Committee which made the
years of the war'". original inwestigations . and
Mrs Thatcher also told concluded that Hollis was the

Parliament that “each of the
leads pointing 1o Hollis could
alsn be taken az poainting to
l‘hilb}' ar Blunt'. Blunt left
MI5 in 1946 and Philby lefit
MIE in 1951. S50 this was
clearly an attempt by the
officials who prepared the
speech to lumber Blunt and
Philby with penetrations
achieved by the KGBE long
after they had ceased to have
access to secret information.

The MI5 investigators and
others associat with the
Hellis  inguiries have mno
hesitation in calling this part
of the satement & fabri-
cation. Philby and RBlunt
were  always nts of the
KGB while the avidemce
indicates thar the suspected
spy in MI5 was working for
:Ec GRU — Sowviet military
intelligence, which operates
independently.

The Prime Minister's state-
ment said the MI5 clearance
waz challenged by "“a w

few of those concerned'.

J1|'|'hit¢ few may have chal-

prime suipect consized of
seven experienced officers.
This was rqgl.l: by a
permanent section, K7, set up
1o investigate possible pene-
EHI-I!IE“ 1;:. MIS, ME an

CHOQ, 1 radip-intercept
agency, and involving ahout a
dozen officers whe had mer
served on the Fluency Com-
mittes, Independently the
mnmmwﬂfu that _Hnllﬂ
ghould be interrogated in the
belief that he mighi break
dawn and confess.

This Interrogation ‘waa
carried out b r Jehn Day
of Section K7 under the
tightest  secrecy | because
there were high-level fears
that a leak to the Russians
might result  in  Hellis's

ection, with appalling
international conseguences.
D:ir was so unimpressed by
Hollis's defence af his inno-
cence that he supported de
Mowbray in challenging the
decision 10 close the case, ¢
was the decision thar Hollis
should be given an umpire’s
werdict of “ Mot out™ that was

d further

supparted by “a very few of
IJ'I?‘H t?l::l:rnh:d.“

rs atcher's
that no evidence had Bees
found which “incriminated™

Hollis was  alsa  true «of
Fuchs, Blake, Maclean,
by, Blunt and Long

against whom all the evi-
dence was circumstantal or
sa secret that it could not be
used in a British court unless
they woluntarily confessed.
To cast further doubt on my
Haollis disclosures, the
briefers ensured that the
Prime Minister would semear
my book as being “inaccu-
rate and distoried.”

Since then there have been
. number of confirmations.
“ﬁ disclosure that Blunt was
“Mown' by an American,
now known to be Mr Michael
El.rll,ghl,_hl! been confirmed
by Straight himself. The
London woman who *“blew'
Philby has been identified as
Mrs Flora Soelomeon. My
sccount of Blunt's con-
fession, including his naming
of Leo Long, who was elearly
described im the book, has

been fully  justified. The
revelation that Tom Driberg,
later Lord Bradwell, the

Labour MP and Labour Party
chairman, had been recruited
Ey MI5 to penewrate the

ommunist Party and later
apy on MPs was dismissed s
laughable but has been
confirmed by a former
warman officer of M15. Critics
were quick to discount my
statement that Gouzenko had
imdicated an MI5 spy with the
code-name “EIL", but the
unexpected release of his
original testimony has con-
founded them. There will be
further confirmations  &a
inquiries continue.

The analvsiz of Mre That-
cher's statement o Parlim-
ment leaves me in lintle doubt
that it was an Eswablishment
enncoction intended to bury
the horrific Hollis Affair and
anything connected with it
Ho doubt the officals who
prepared it convinced them-
selves that they were acting
in the best natonal interest,
but all the Frime Minister
needed to have said was that
Holliz had heen suspected
had been investigated and
that the case remains uwnpro-
ven, Instead she was induced
o go out on 1o 4 limb from
which she might be sawn off
any day, for it is far from
impossible that proof that
Haolliz was a spy might still
CMErge.
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Thank you for your lette} of gust, iink that,

I can only confirm that, so far as the Prime Minister's statement in
Parliament was concerned with my own part in the matter in question,
it had, of course, my full agreement,
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Chapman Pincher, Esg D

Church House,
16 Church Street,
Kintbury,

Nr. Newbury,
Berks, RG15 OTR,
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Telephone Church House
Kintbury (04885) 8855 16 Church Street
or 397 Kintbury, Nr. Newbury

6.8.81 Berks. RG1S OTR

Dear Lord Trend,
I am completing the paperback wversion of my book

Their Trade is Treachery and wish to ensure that any inaccuracies

in the first edition are rectified,

The changes and cxpansions I have made take full
account of your decision-unknown to me before = that you had
decided that Sir Roger Hollis had not been an agent of the Russian
intelligence service, as the Prime Minister told Parliament., I
understand that you are also on record as saying that you agree
with all that the Prime Minister said,concerning your inguiry,to

Parliament., I would welcome your confirmation of this because
1l am anxious not to misrepresent your findings in a book which is

to have world-wide distribution.

The part of the Prime Ministerial statement which
worries me - and others - is the paragraph indicating that each of
the leads on which the case for investigating Hollis was based
could also be taken as pointing to Philby or Blunt. The evidence
presented in my book, much expanded in the paperback, indicates
that much of it eventuated after 1951, by which time both Blunt
and Philby were out of the picture.

I appreciate the sensitivity of the situation but 1
do not wish to attribute that view to you without giving you the

opportunity to say whether it also your opinion or not.

Chapman

. B g
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ME. WHITMORE

—Sir Roper Hollis

: I have heard from the Security Service that a delicate source has
revealed to them that The Times may shortly carry an article by

Chapman Pincher about the Hollis case. From what they know of the proposed
article, it seems to be largely a rehash of Pincher's book and the press articles
which he has written about Hollis, and is intended to keep up interest in the
Hollis case and other spy cases in preparation for the forthcoming launch of the
paperback version of Pincher's book, The article is expected to question whethe
the Prime Minister was misinformed when she said in her 26 March statement
that all of the leads involved in the investigation of Sir Roger Hollis could be
explained by reference to Blunt and Philby. Pincher may say that there were at
least seven people involved in the investigation of Sir Roger Hollis who rejected

this conclusion.

In naming

de Mowbray Pincher will say that the Trend inquiry was called for because
Sir John Hunt had been very impressed with de Mowbray's line and that in the
light of this he thought a further inquiry was necessary. The article is also
expected to be critical of the way in which the Trend inquiry was conducted.

2. From what we kﬁuw of the proposed article, it does not seem likely to
contain anything new and it should be possible to refer any inquiries which result
from it in either the House or from the press to what the Prime Minister had to

say on 26 March,

ROBERT ABRMSTEONG
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