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The Office of the
Leader of The Opposition

:p\w' W&:v
/ )
I listened with interest to the answer you gave to

Tam Dalyell's supplementary question on Westland
this afternoons,

29 October 1987

Your answer, you will recalls referred to what you
called your: “Yanswers din detail'.

In view of the gravity of the assertions made by

Mr Dalyell in respect of the timing and substance of
the information said to have been given to you by

Mr Powell in his capacity as a Civil Servant, I would
have thought that you would have welcomed the opportunity
topclearly . rebut thelclaimg madeis i fThat did notToccur,
I wonder, therefore, if you would like to take the
opportunity of a reply to this letter to make it plain
that neither Mr Powell nor Mr Ingham nor anyone else
told you about Leon Brittan's role in the matter of
disclosure until the enquiry had reported?

As you will know, Tam Dalyell made a speech about these
matters in the House on 28 October. Whilst I know that
it would be unusual for you to make a detailed response
to a speech in a letter, I wonder if, in view of the
nature of the salient points made, you would,also wish
to respond to those points.

NEIL KINNOCK ML‘;M

Rt Hon Margaret Thatcher MP
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My outrage at the Prime Minister's behaviour

pﬁe; the selective leaking of a Law Cfficer's letter,

in relation to westlands,
aoes nct criginate mainly in the fact that I am

a8 Labour, Cpposition Member of Parliament.

4

in fact, it may be hard to believe, but it is none the less true,

ihat my outrage stems from the fact

thet for over a quarter of a century, I have been privileged

o become a " House of Commons Person L L

am proud to be such,

1hd'care very deeply how the House of Commons is treated,

-

>¥ Ministers, however exalted and powerful’ d‘. ‘uhketeves P‘””‘) ,“\c .

-

Qer East of Suez,
! ‘ the Bornec Vvar,
e trhe proposal for Anglo French Variable Cecmetry Aircraft,
the rroposal to establish a base at Aldabra Atodl,
Chemical and Piological Weapons,
and Scottish Devclution,
;have, rightly or wrongly, created untold trouble for Labcur Prime Ministers.,

ou can bz assured that if a Labour Prime Minister had lied to the House of Commons,

8 Frs Thatcher has lied over Westlands,

.would be in the pack, day and night, trying to hound that Prime Minister,

it of Cffice, and out of the leadership of the Party.
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Equally, T suppose I ought to be making a distinction,

since I am speaking at a College whose Master is one of the leading Furopean Phil
of the day,

between lies in re2ation to primisory fulfillment,

and lies in relation to actions pést, perpetrated by the liar -

it is one thing to make speeches promiding economic recovery,

or other future desiderata -

which then turn out to be unjustified, or over-optimistic,

as politicians would retrospectively put it
- it is quite another to lie on a factual event,
in which a politician has been involved,

where the object of the lie is to 8ave one's own political skin -

Frs Thatcher's lie abcut ker state of knowledge of the law (fficer's letter,
and the selective leak,
was necessary to one objective above all others -

nerely, the protection of !rs Thatcher's pesition 2s frime Minister,

T “124lly Yo powden olebn o PP gled Jemas

Rl

Shee L) gla mar kemooingly  dacedsd he Hose

sle WOV L lw—\u e = ’D,v_,.ﬂ'_‘ Shat
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Conservative ¥, Julian Critchley.
Page 132 of his unauthorised biography of Micheel Heseltine.

" p 1ist of the dramatis personae of this strange three act drama wolld include the followis

The Prime Minister: imperious, indecisive, and belligerent.
'Wvho shall rid me of this turbulent priest? !

Over the leak of selected parts of the Mayhew letter, she willed the ends

the responsibility for the means employed is hers. "

New, this is & duly elected Conservative Member of Parliament giving a considered judgement

in print.

Conservatives can smile and say, " Ch, Critchley" -

but the same Crit{chley, for all his vices = and virtues as a damned good writer -

is alsc well informed.

If a Tory MP says the respconsibility for the means empl: ed Is ~.:6s, o

now can we believe that she did not monitcr whlt was happéning,at every stage ¥

Critchley clearly believes in the Frime Minister's guilt, since he writéﬁ‘of Leoﬁ ﬁrltt;n,

in the same list of dramatis persconae =

“"Greater Love hath no man than to day down his life for his Leader,

The fall guy. "

The Fall Guy for whom ?

. The Fall Guy only for the Prime Minister.
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Before leavirg,

Critchley , one other quote ought to be put on the record from his Chapter,

wCver the top " =

Page 155 : " The leak to the Press Assocation was an obvious plant. It was also clear that

full text cf the letter weas less than sensational, or it would have been leaked verbatim. *

5

4 e :

Critchley has perceived and knows about the depth of the Prime Minister's skullduggerys.
t ‘~ ”*9’

th only does she leak gsacrcsanct Law Officer'a advice = /

_ she Jeaks it so selectively that it is taken out of context,

3

# oni used for her own purposes.

I scu> that this is wicked public behaviour,

?' ard ought not to be tolerated in the Britiah Frime Minister.

f‘ Before the Home Secretary, Douglas Furd, makee anctker greech, X
like that he delivered on Sunday September 13th. to lew Tirest "crservatlves,
,;ii on the topic of " Falling Standards ",

3] he might reflect on the Falling Standards in Number 10 Dcvn‘ng Street.;k
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5éop1e only beccme fall guys if they are protecting those who have done Something wrong,

f the Prime Minister had acted honourably, and truthfully,
.y should an ambitious Cabinet Minister

otch his career, as a fall guy,

-

!:,é Rodrey Tyler put it, Page 4, Campaign,

'-t is certainly true that if Leon Brittan had chosen to,
.e could have brought her to the brink of downfall,

y nammg the real culprits inside Number W =

i.

netead he chose to remain silent, "

t be entitled to reflect

ike Card:inal Wolsey, Brittan migh

“ -.. ’
fad I but served God as diligently as I have

'rved my king, ke \v.ou,d nc: have given me
ver in my grey hairs, But this is the just re-
ard that I must receive for my indulgent
sins and study, not regard; ng my service to
¢d, but only to my puince.
Cazomiar \\oxszv to Sir Willlam Kingston,

Conslnblc of the Tower, at Leicester Abbey,

S Nov., 1530, Wolsey, accusad of bigh trea-

" son, vu being conducted to London, but was
_~ ovcr‘...l.c'm by illness on the road, stopped at

Leicester, and died there. (Hlut History of
. England. Ch. 30.)

d 1 but served my God with kalf the zeal
érved my Lking, he weould not in mine age
ave left me naked to mine cnemies.

,u,uurr_u:, Henry VIII. Act i, sc, 2,1 455,
“(1612)

4 1 served God as well § in every part

As I did serve my king and master still,

* tcope had not this season been so short
Yor would have had the power to do me xll.
‘woras Crurcuy ARD, Death of orton,
L R




HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

Let us turn from Critchley, to the book pudblished by Grafton Books,
a subsidiary of Collins,

- called Campaign - the Selling of thef Prime Minister

- from behind the doors of Downing Street and Conservative Central Office -

‘a unique inside account of the Battle for Power -
———

& book which Creek Scholars in Balliol might properly deecribe as a Hgkograpghy -
:defined by the Concise chtionary of your University,

S

as a writing of saints' lives = - e
: “o. < :f Loy

:.,..'x .
yes, Tyler's is that kind of praise of Largaret Thatcher.

A"- J’t-ab \wa-s ki 14L4~‘HM‘L‘\€ us"\ Il-~ 86” +VV,~) ¢ l‘\S‘J‘"

4
‘n

s Woqu - % -

Yet, what cdo wve find -

_and authors irdientally are particularly careful about tha openihg sentencee of their boo

: Fage 1, Chapter 1, Faragraph 1, Sentece - FR5AE , if £ b

: xrn ErizexXX¥imisteryx thxﬂmxhumhilx)&xxmm; nmuhm :
: "It was an extraordinary turn around in fortunes from the worent on 27th January
f: ,when Frs Margar=: Thatcher secret}y confided ‘to a clcse associate,

(X

that she might have to resign, to the occasioﬁ, i g

almost a year later, ¢ ;

- 3 ’ F o
‘hen she found herself, also in great secrecy, chairing a weeting, '
at wvhich she was told how she might win the next General Eﬂection. O

i

Authors tend to take infinite troudble in honing the opening sentence of xheir books

5

and for this irsider, the 27th January obvlously had enormous aignificance.
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The reason she said this was that éhe could not know of Leon would spill the beans.

tnd the particular beans

are the depths of the Prime Ministerrs deceit of Parliament.

<3
N

R,




i SV e Al i-’_‘":!

fore I took office. I
But I'm only here b

d I'm very much

nd on, 1 can
knew the ling
does the line of
Because the trap is

‘Yeos, You’re Prepared to

1

then she’'s going to give

and they‘ll then go and
111 be next-’.

1 wou1d>liko to

ey - 2 Y ‘Judgment. “Just
I was given an opportunity,
t'an opportunity

80 other people

¢+ but I'have the double
Ow at the elacti v
f my Party,

But why onvihat date, tho

Prime Ministeyr by six o’c)
Westland debate?

about the P
think that
Officer’s )

the last four years?

But it was

comes. And as it p
decjided they should
Company to decide |

AN 3

» and {t

t’s own future, ang

on and

ugh, January the 27th,
were you so down that you d

said, 31 may not be
ock tonight” after the

You
I would not

o

50
« The. }

any‘’s :
. ook at the ;
¢ time in :
er, NOt ;74

 blo AUPer -
ake litq,azﬁitq' '
ings went as we :

Was a matter for that

when {t .

3
~

{
1
|




aAag
P

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

-

I address myself now to

e e

the cynical, who may think they are worldly wise,

& - -,;
ARCE
Phal S

All right, they say, the Prime Minister did lie over the Law Cfficer's letter -

So what % All politicians lie,

. - Nt ¢ ~\i.\
" -”\f-‘,.*'_‘»*!'\""‘ :' YWy '?.

<o this, I say. A1l politcians do not lie -

you find re an identifiable lie, in relation to personal public behaviour,

ty any Labour Party Prire Minister - MacDonald, Attlee, Wilson or Callaghan,

I confess that the late Chancellor of Oxford Univeraity almost certainly did lie, 5
over Famboillet and the origins of the Suez Crisis,

for which he ought to have been replaced by Rab Butler,

I re-iterate that I am nct suggesting the resignati.n cf the
. - v "'
new leader, untainted by untruth,

;resent_vaernnent.-

sirply that they get a

SEg
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; "" ! Students of politics at 4Balliol may themselves - yourselves -

:\.'.; aspire to be Civil Service mandarins of the 21st Century -

* : sc I'd better regurgitate the reconstruction of the role of thre 2ivil Service -
é,n.l PRY
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Discarded Ministers talk,

Now, I can well understand that a man who has had his Ministerial career termihated

Prematurely in his orinion, by a Prime Minister, could harbour bitter resentments.

Those resentments could boil over into 8 sense of vengeance, and lead to fabricated

»

g

stories about g Prime Minister's conduct. I realised that sacked politicians are bec

always the most reliable informants,

1
"
LIS

But, on the other hand MPs spend our lives Judging one another.’?-CVer the yearéA
; L 3

. s

; - o N
in the Hcuse of Commons together, one comes to assess character,

I simply say that if 1 am any Judge of character, the information ihat I anm giveﬁ:

¢ A
S ol 9
A B N

by some of Mrs Tha¢cher's ex-Ministers emanateg from angry men, certainly, but Bbffi

¢

untruthful men,
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rom the very moment that the jdea of a Law

1 believe those who assure me that
g

cfficer's Letter to discredit ¥ichael Heseltine was first mobted, Mre Thatcher

told all there was 10 know of significance. ¥;
Y T

g ]

I believe those who confirm to me that Mr Charles Powell;'bnb o!

=
0

In particular,

ver Trivate Secretaries, did indeed fulfil his duty as 8 Civil Servant, and K

s

raN

f Leon Britﬁan and the Departme

-

Frime Minister fully {nformed about the role ©

£ sir Patrick yayhew‘e Let;er.
’ Lo e A'

v i

elective leaking ©

Trade and Industry in the 8
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S

I say that when she states in the House that che did not know about the role of her then

Tradc Cecretary in the selective leaking of the Law Officers Letter,

IWOSt explicitly put on 27 j&m Col GS'\ in answer to my Hon Friend, nA(L"“ F g"'b“
: Shte £ Tode #
o |5 VR ¥ N e, iy P P

=L ' X Pt s
’v»bosl-v\' Y b 20 L e wallha " e demwf— v hA k‘\ & “‘
the British Prire Minister was, knowingly, telling a lie - : : Ly-) 'lQ'PW ;

L

an identifiable, brazen, sustained lie.

I have the simple view that the House of Commcns should not allow itself to be lied to, r
% ‘ s : ) : :"T' r ‘.-!".i
: ,..'5 » : '> : L

by Ministers however exalted, and however famous,

Truthfulness to the House of Commons is one of the tedrocks of British Demecracy.,
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)

So, to my new information.

niscarded Ministers, after a time, talk -

znd they talk more freely, if there is no General Election in the offing.

1 am toliby a discarded Minister, and have had it confirmed by another discarded Mini

that it is manifestly untrue that Mrs Thatcher id not know what had appended over the

1 am txme told that on the contrary,
and this if confirmed,
that she ¥new everything, morning, noon and night,

if not hour by hour -

that lr Charles Powell, her more than competent Private Secretary,
with automatic access to her,
fulfilled his proper Civil Service Role,

in keeping the rrime Minister fully informed.

Questions naturally arise @

Are these Ministers acting cut of bitterness at their own loss of office 2
1 judge, that though they may well be resentfpl and angry,

they are not being untruthful,

and that they were in a position to know.

Ofcourse , I shall be asked for names =

but were 1 to divulge names,

I know that they would be slaughtered by the;r own Consfituency Associationse.

So like Mr John Mogg, and Miss Colette Bowe,

I have followed thgir example, and put into a bank fault -

Il 4 I\
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The role of Charles Powell,

Cn londay 3Cth December, Cuckr-;" sent a pre-arranged letter to Mrs Thatcher

" Dear Prire Minister,

Cr. the same onday, 30th December, Charles Powell,

. the Private Secretary concerned at Downing Street, sent round to Leon Brittan, at the DT
a ready drafted reply from Nrs Thatcher, g :

.- An accompzanying Memo said the draft was to de checked with appropriate ministries,

‘and the Law Cfficers, and returned to Number 10 for sismature by 4 pm, on Tuesday 31st De
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i Furthermore, when this letter arrived at Downing Street,

" Charles Powell sent it round to the DTI to handle.

; T

" Surrrising ? Yes !

i;etters to the Prime Minister abuut defence procurement questions are normally referred

’
’

' first of all to the Ministry of Defence.

.. Mr Powell would only have dnne that on the explicit instructions of the Prime Minisfer.

'Bésides. the reply to Cuckney was not drafted within the DTI,

But had come in a Memorandum from Mrs Thatcher herself.
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3 :
ériday rd Janualys 1986, there was a small meeting at oNumber Ten, in the evening,
and otheT close aides.

n:isting of Mrs TratcheT, Vr Powell,

.‘

;éj pet to study, 1ine by4 line,

{etier which Michael Heseltine had sent 1o David Horme of Lloyd's Bank,

nSvering questions

\bout procurlng the Sikorsky Black Hawk,

;bout whether Westland had ever exported & helicopter that had not {irst been purchased by the

sfitish Militerys

w further to the Prime Minister's letter " wight be lost

and about what projects in Europe,

o Westland if it undertock the gikorsky deal ¥

It was at this reeting, that-an outraged Prime Minister and Mr Powell first conceived

sing the phrase " material inaccuracies " against Fichael Feseltiine = .

=_a phrase Heseltine himself had used in a previous contexts iy :
| ' il e ]

i f‘~ w4 it
'g letter, though.referring explicity

| trs Thatcher was understandably furious that Heseltine

- to a letter of her OwWn, had naver been discussed with ®er cffices

t
<1
‘
%5
¥,
e
£
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Later, as Sir Robert Arnstrong admitted,
&

the next moves in the scheme to discreditHHeseltine.

Sir Patrick ¥ayhew should be PeErsuaded to put his views in writing,

. Mr Fowell ccntacted Sir Patrick Mayhew's Office, with the formal Trequest from the Prime ¥

‘-thét layhew should write a critical letter to Heseltine,
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f - From Friday Jaruary 3rd onwards,

Mr Powell during the course of mary, many phone calls in Whitehall,

? ig;conducted the entire operation of the Solicitor General's letter,

'iand related mztters,

© If he were dcing so, along with Mr Ingham,
.off his own bat, without authority,
: " he should have been sacked from his pivotal post by the Pr ime Minister,

anc indeed rrobably zsked to resign from the Civil Service,

But I now kncw that Mr Fowell was careful not to act off his own bat,

and was carrying out the trire Minister's explicit instructions,

Furtlerncre, throughout January 1986, at every stage, Mr Charles Powell,

kept the Prire Minister informed,

It is just nct true that the Prime Minister did not know for a fortnight what her

Trade Secretary had done,

*Besides, not one of t e key Civil Servasus in Dowﬁing Street, Powell and Ingham,
has been eased ocut, let alone sacked,

' Cn the contrary, they seem to soar in power, even to the point of one of them.
inférming, Johr Buffen, Leader of the House of Commons, that he has been sacked.
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1 have only in the Summer of 1987, after writing Misrule,
ccme to lea—r. of the colossal role dn the Westlands Affair of Gordon Reece -

Cir Cordon Fe=ce now.

Reece mzde his name as Nrs Thatcher's personal adviser on public relations,

esyecially during Goneral Flections.

e

.. ” s

Reece's pivctel and privileged role is well chronicled in Rodney Tyler's Book " Campaign

Rezce indeec¢ is so close to this Prime Minister,

" that he is regularly invited to Christmas Dey Digner at Chequers.

Turing the crucial peridd, the same Gordon Reece was hired by Westland -

el
!

mcst pecple ¢id not know this, very few in Westland itself knew, ahd ¥ichael Heséltine

apparently rad no idea

VP )
N

B, AL Ty

KMV
! " v




ST

Al
-

;é?&aw

.‘..,. :

A ) AR T .
U e T el 0 ‘o

e e :

b, 'y

o

i

%

1
o, y
AL e s L b

Y

~‘" ottt et S

LS AU TR Gl K S i Wk VAR e U i e e s e o d ik A

L

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

The Prire Minister claims that Westlands was such a small natter,

If it had teen really as small as Mrs Thatcher claims

+3: .

5 S
¥

; gﬁff,
%¥hy was it that on 5th December 1985 and 6th December 1985, f’}l{

she herself chaired an ad hoc discussions between Ministers -
apert froo Heseltine and Brittan,

Whitelaw as Deputy Prime Minister,

Hcwe the Foreign Secreatry,

Tebbit, Chaiman of the Conservative party,

Lawson as Chancellor, MacCregor as Chief Secretary,

; 4
to say nothing of Biffen as leader of the House were all présent, ;' :'

.

If it were so trivial, why do such a galaxy spend time on successive days ?
Cn Monday Sth December, at 4.30 pm,
every one of these busy Ministers were present,

plus Kenneths Baker and Clarke, and John Wakeham as Chief Whip.

1 am told that one of those present in such a tizzy of a row'with her own Ministers,

The meeting lasted well over 2 hours,
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E T ¢o into this detail because the Prime Minister must not be allowed to get away with it
that Westlands was somehow on the periphery of hernterest ’

and that her mind was on the great aff airs of state,

and the international sifuation.

S

_ithhing of the kind ! It was facussed, understancdably,

"on the direct challenge to her authority as Prime Minister,

4 - y i ) Vord .ve o
O ;-l v Chn A SR

»

-~ and the real and perceived threat to her reputation,

'éas a leader in firm control of the affairs 6f Britain.

Pl
bl |
% .

B g by

i

;Vhen a month later, she lied to Par]iament;

o T
iy 8,

it was not on an obscure matter,

;ffiof which she knew little,

£+ but cn a topic,

'Q'fiwhich had been of maximum corncern to her for weeks.,

I |
i

E -What we are dealing with is not smme minor misdemeanourm on the spur of the moment;-:
. ; i A

1

?,1but cold calculated manoevring to discredit her Defence Sécrétary,

$
!

4+ .and then when ker actions becmme the subject of unanticipated Parliameiér} scrutinf,

g.zcold calculated lying to the Fouse of Commons
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westlands sullies the Prime Finister's Image as a Straight Dealer,
It reveals a Prime Minister who is for ever stressing the importance of being open
with the Rritish reople, yet presiding over an Affair

where corcealment rather than candour,
intrigue rather than openness

cre the guiding forces,







