FROM DENNIS CANAVAN MP

R

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

22 November 1979

HM The Queen
Buckingham Palace
London

Your Majesty

As you can see from the enclosed extracts from the official Parliamentary
Report, I and several other members of the House of Commons have tried in
vain to obtain a simple unequivocal answer to a question which we have put
to several Ministers and ex-Ministers, including the Prime Minister herself,
namely whether you were informed in 1964 of Mr Anthony Blunt's confession.

I am sure that you appreciate the great public concern zbout the fact that
a self-confessed traitor not only continued to be a senior member of the
Royal housenold but actually received another Royal appointment in 1972,

In Parliament, it has been stated that the Home Secretary at the time was
informed and successive Prime Ministers and Hdome Secretaries since 1067 were
informed. It has also been stated that your Private Secretary was informed
and that "The Palace" was informed., :

I would be most grateful if you would clarify this matter by letting the
public know whether you personally were informed and, if so, when you were

infomed. A F AP
G 4

Yours faithfully

O

Dennis Canavan MP







o
Published Papers

The following published paper enclosed on this file has been

removed and destroyed. Copies may be found elsewhere in The
National Archives.

House of Commons Hansard, 21 November 1979,
Columns 402-520 “Mr Anthony Blunt”

Signed ((l@@(a/w( Date // Maszir A0 (Vs

PREM Records Team




czrd Hoverber, 1¢

1l aw couzanded by The Lu

e B

the sttorney-General exylainea in
of Comazons on .ednesday xlst Lovenk:
Coluin 51¢) the position in relation
cowunications vetween Her najesty

rrivate Secretary, and there 1s not!
1l can add to that statezent.

you for your letter of <ind Hovenb

"( ric

to thari:

—— e e

167¢ ]

10U <E

(b

to

SIR PHILIP MOORE

Dennis Canavan, EsG., ulF.

e R
T 2T
S —

{

&/ o




g
A The National Archives

DEPARTMENT/SERIES

PIECE/ITEM
(one piece/item number)

Date and
sign

Extract/Item details:

(m/)&./\/kélbf ?11./) C’&'\/é/’wy
L’UH 4r o \De/\ﬂ//( ( Emﬂ,ﬂ,
Aated I3 Noevenwbeo 1979

CLOSED FOR 5& ........ YEARS
UNDER FOI EXEMPTION

' | 11 ﬂ -
Il Mot 201t

A, — '
C utajmm

RETAINED UNDER SECTION 3(4)
OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS ACT 1958

TEMPORARILY RETAINED

MISSING AT TRANSFER

MISSING

NUMBER NOT USED




Instructions for completion of Dummy Card

Use Black Pen to complete form
Use the card for one piece/item number only

Enter the Department, Series and Piece/ltem references clearly

e.g.
DEPARTMENT/SERIES

.................. GEOROIE
EIEGERTEN .l o SE R
(ONE PIECE/ITEM NUMBER ONLY)

Please Sign and Date in the box adjacent to the description that
applies to the document being replaced by the Dummy Card

If the document is Closed under a FOI exemption, enter the number of
years closed. See the TNA guidance Preparation of records for
transfer to The National Archives, section 18.2

The box described as 'Missing' is for TNA use only (it will apply to a
document that is not in its proper place after it has been transferred to

TNA)
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DAILY MAIL" - 23.11.79

|ALEXANDER |

THE AFTERMATH of the Commons debate on tha
Blunt affair: turned out to be a tense and bad-
tempered ten- minutes in the House-yesterday—_

Wwhen it*locked as if ‘Mr Speaker Thomas and -

certain  Labour Left Wingers were-in for a
Showdown, (ow el "riwels T G woin ey

The row, however,~was not about sples._but parlia--;
mentary procedure .- .S L edei o

Tha easy way to explain or skate round it would b= -
simply to say that-there was a procedural muddis~ -

- on Wednesday night and that Labour back-benchars

. who wanted a.vote on the Government’s handlinz of
the Blunt affair were ignored by the Speaker.

However, for those who would like to know the fuller
unabridged, ever-so-slightly technical version, har=
goes : T A

Tha debate on the Blunt affair took place, for Dro-
cedural reasons on a Government motion to 2djourn
the House. (But it did not actually want to adjourn
the House, you must understand). . ;

To the. alarm of some Labour back-benchers, th=
Government minister -winding up the debatz had
shown no inclination to sit down as the ciock crant

towards 10 o'clock which is the hour when motions
turn Inte, so to speak, procedural pumpkins and
automatically-fail. = ;.- ‘ -

So Mr Willle Hamiiton, Labour MP for Central Fifs,

- hrad jumped up at 9.59% p.m. and moved ‘tha: L2
question b2 now put’. o e

Embarrassed

The Speaker duly put the question (that the guastion
be now put) ; and when the question was agreed to
without- dissent, proceeded to the main gquestion
(that the House do now adjourn). Are you with m=?

The Speaker proceeded to the usual formula: ‘A3
many as are of that opinion say Aye’. The Labour
back-benchers looked suddenly bewildered. It mwas
a Government motiom, so presumably you shoutad
Aye to oppose the Government. On tha other hand,
p2rhaps the Government did not actually waat
Pass its own motion since there was still anathar
small debate to come : | Soadl

TS0 the Speaker's query wis greeted fromr the Ladour=" =
- 'back.benches with a-mixture of ‘Aye’, ‘No’ and evan - -
“ ‘Search me’. . Since the Government side seemad to - =
. b2 in a state of almost equal confusion, the Sp2aker

.+ said he would start all over agzain. C e el

‘As-many as are of that opinion say “Aye”; he intonad.- -

‘Aye” shouted some Labour MPs, now catchinz uo. 3
:“To the contrary, “No” went on the Speaker. ‘No’ came
- the Government roar. i o wes, N
“I'think "the Noes have it called out the Speakas. -
‘Aye’ shouted some Labour voices meaning No, the
Noes did not have it.. (Are you still with me ?) . -

Now at this point the Speaker should have callad a -
division, because some-Labour MPs wera still dis-
senting (that is they were shouting ‘Aye’ even
though Government MPs were loudly assenting, la,
crying ‘No' if you see what I mean). But he did not

- call 2 division. He dectared the motion to adjouvra
defeated and went on to next business.

It was this which Mr Hamilton raised in the Commons
yesterday. The Speaker was clearly embarrassed by .
what -had happened, ' - o - %

However, he had to tell MPs that the moment to ralse .
any complaint was abt the moment of dispute; ot
now. Besides, he had listened to-altape. and.tha.
‘Ayes’ were only just audible. © - -oiL - R\ e

And he had been in the Chair for three minutes aftsr
the end of the main debate before handing over to
the Deputy Speaker. ' ' B v _

Mr Hamilton, however, to say nothing of Mr Skinnee,
Labour MP for Bolsover; had also got hold of the -~
Westminster tapes and both were satisfied that thoir
voices were audible. As indeed they were. -

=~ - InZiammadble £

_,' " 3 7 1 ’,,,-_—', _:- ; ;'_1
Mr Skinner, saturnine and-suspicious; rose to addrzss —

the Chair; - Z - i ol T I e
He referred to thes fact that the Speaker had ‘dis=.-.
appeared’ beforzs MPs could approach him- It w23 not %
4 particularly provocative remark by Mr Skinners” A
standards but the Speaker was in an inBa3mmania
Therz was 2 I!mit to what ha was zZoinz to
with from thes honourgble gentizmant, h= b-
loud Tory casers). He had had to gndur=
over the years from that guarier, h2 went on. :
2Ir 3zinner zlarzd back Some MPg held th=ir 5r23:z7
723 the lonz-rumourasg show-dowmn or shootonr
between Sheri¥ Thomas and the nsiorions Skiza=s
ganz 3bout t3 taka place.- =
Mr Skinner siowly rose to his fest 2z3in.
coming peacafully—weil fairly.
H2 had listenad to those tapes and th
sepiing voices audibls L
attached litfla siznificance

F3 1T~ < 3
Cr7Diicaliy, because thare

— .

S:ﬂ—%ng‘_r —

shir2, d2mandad 2i50 {0 be heard on tha sam2 Poin:
¢f Order. - ' ~ 2

- The matter was closad. the Speaker told him curiiy.

‘No vais, now no Point of Order’ r2zed Ar Canayas -
and marched straizht out of tha Chamber. e e

Th2 Speaker, aftar 2 moment’s daiiberation, announcad -
coldly that-if another MP walked out on bhim thas .
w1y, h2 would ‘name-him’, ie suspengd him. 3

Tary MPs respondad  with another warm and -~
Sympaihetic cheer. A zood dosaof Willle Whitelaw's- -
‘glass-nouse’treatment—that was what thesa f2liows -
D220, s
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0v(° f”bl{fﬁ Cogk: Jo agk the Prime Minister, 4if she will list
. ' _ﬁﬁflémd itelligbnces §£1v1c%s did_pefsons ’in gupport
N?‘f d“the termé.of(véfcrencd'of dny sued bodies.” (PW)

Mr. Robin F. Cook: To ask the Prime Minister, whether in the
light of Clause 14(1) of the Protection of Official Information
Bill (Lords), she will now answer questions on the security

and intelligence services. (PW)

Mr. Robin Maxwell-Hyslop: To ask the Prime Minister, whether
Mr. Anthony Blunt is in receipt of any pension from public
funds, in respect of his public services. (PW)

Mr. Michael Meacher: To ask the Prime Minister, how many
persons were questioned as a result of suspicions aroused in
the light of the Burgess-Maclean affair; how many of these
worked in the Civil Service; what action was taken as a
result of these questionings; and how many persons were
asked to leave the Civil Service. (PW)

Mr. Michael Meacher: To ask the Prime Minister, if she will
publish the guidelines currently operated by the security
services in respect of their relations with Ministers. (PW)

Mr. Tony Marlow: To ask the Prime Minister, what is the policy
with regard to the employment of homosexuals within the
security services. (W)

THURSDAY 22 NOVEMBER 1979

Mr. Arthur Lewis: To ask the Prime Minister, whether it was
on her instructions that the Cabinet Office gave prior
information to the solicitors of Mr. Blunt of her intention
of making a statement. concerning his confession of being a
spy; in how many cases in the past such action has been
taken; why it was done in this case; and whether she will
make a statement. (ORAL)

Mr. Michael Meacher: To ask the Prime Minister, if she will
take steps to ensure that deals proposed by the security
services with persons suspected of grave security offences
or any similar matters are in future brought to her personal
attention for her own decision. (PW)

/CONTD.
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Mr. Michael Meacher: To ask the Prime Minister, in how many
| other cases in the last 20 years deals have been made by the
security services, as in the Blunt affair,

Mr. Arthur Lewis: To ask the Minister for the Civil Service,
whether he will publish a detailed list of the Civil Service
and Government appointments held by Mr. Anthony Blunt, his
salary and/or grading; what pension rights have been or are
being paid; and whether he will publish the total of public
funds paid to him.




