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You asked on the telephone for a draft answer to
Mr Dennis Canavan's question to the Prime Minister.
After speaking to the Attorney General, I would suggest
the attached answer.

The suggested answer makes the point that immunities
are for the Attorney General, not for the Prime Minister
or the Government and I think that is an important point
for the Prime Minister to make.

In his winding-up speech in the Blunt Debate
(Official Report 21 November 1979 col 519) the Attorney
General said -

"It may interest the House to know that in these
matters of secrecy one immunity has been granted
since the war - the one in the case of Blunt."

To my knowledge from papers here Blunt is the only person
to whom immunity was granted in a secrets case. Bernard
Sheldon has no recollection of any other case.

Mr Canavan asks his question about immunities "granted"
and the Attorney General in the Blunt Debate specifically
referred to immunities "granted". Immunities authorised,
however, are a different matter since in March 1970 the then
Attorney General, now Lord Rawlinson, did authorise the
Security Service that they could assure John Cairncross that
he would not be prosecuted under the Official Secrets Act.
This was in connection with a proposed interview with
Cairncross at which it was hoped to secure his co-operation
to confront Norman John Klugmann about the latter's involve-
ment with the spy nefwork™T which Burgess and Maclean were
members. At the time of the Blunt Debate the Attorney
General was informed that in the event no such immunity was
granted to Cairncross. We have since EEE%_THTETEEHT‘EBWEVer,
by Bernard Sheldon that on looking at the investigator's notes
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of his interview with Cairncross in Paris the investigator
did say to Cairncross that '"he was free to come to the UK".
The Attorney General does not regard this as amounting to
the grant of an immunity from prosecution. There was no
admissible evidence against Cairncross (his admissions in
1964 in the United States would not have been admissible
here) and he has not made any other admissions that could
be used against him.

The Attorney General is satisfied, therefore, that
Blunt is the only person to whom an immunity from prosecution
has been granted.
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Thufsday 17 January 1980

UNSTARRED Mr. Dennis Canavan: To ask the Prime Minister, how
.-NO.. 210 - many people still living have been granted 1mmun1ty

.. from prosecution after being involved in esplonage
act1v1t1eS' and whether she w111 name them. ;
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Thank you for your letter of 26 November about the
grant to Professor Anthony Blunt of immunity from criminal

prosecution.

Immunity from criminal prosecution in Scotland is the
responsibility of the Lord Advocate, and he would be
consulted in any question relating to prosecutioﬁ for an
offence where the suspect was within the jurisdiction of the
Scottish courts. There was no information at aﬁy time to
substantiate the commission by Professor Blunt of any offence
in respect of which the Scottish courts were able to exercise
jurisdiction over him. In these circumstances the Lord

Advocate was not consulted.

It would not be proper for me to request the Lord
Advocate to initiate any criminal prosecution: if evidence
of an offence in respect of which Scottish courts were able to
exercise their juriédiction came to his notice, the decision
whether to prosecute would be for him alone to take in the
light of all the information available to him, including the

grant of immunity from prosecution in England.
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