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WHITEHALL, LONDON SWIA 2AT

6 April 1989

I believe you might find it helpful on your return to England to have some material on the
current state of play on Westland. | understand that in a Channel 4 programme about the

10 years of Mrs Thatcher's Premiership, one of a series the first of which is to be broadcast
on Friday, according to the newspapers (although I have not seen a full transcript) you
comment on the disclosure of the Solicitor General's letter of Westland thus:

"The release of the Solicitor General's letter was something which was approved by
Charles Powell, the Private Secretary at No 10, and it was approved by Bernard
Ingham, the Prime Minister's Press Secretary. As I made clear at the time, there was
no question of the release of that document without that expressed approval from No
10."

Commentators have claimed that this amplifies what you said in 1986, although you yourself
confirmed that your latest remarks do not add to the statements you made at the time.

The key statements which are relevant to your latest remarks are those by the Prime
Minister in the House of Commons on 23 January 1986 (Flag A), and on 27 January (Flag B)
and by you on 27 January (Flag C). You will see that you said in the House at Flag C that
you authorised the disclosure of the letter "subject to the agreement of No 10". The Prime
Minister's statement of 23 January adds that the Prime Minister's Office accepted (though
she was not consulted) that the Department of Trade and Industry should make public the
Solicitor General's advice about the Defence Secretary's letter and the method of doing so.
The Prime Minister says of Sir Robert Armstrong's report: "The report finds in the light of
the evidence that the Department of Trade and Industry acted in good faith in the knowledge
that it had the authority of the Secretary of State and cover from my office for
proceeding". There was a difference of understanding betwen No 10 officials and Department
of Trade and Industry officials: No 10 thought that they were accepting what you were
authorising, Department of Trade and Industry officials thought No 10 were approving it.

Another point which commentators have drawn attention to is your naming of Mr Powell and
Mr Ingham personally. They were not named by you at the time either in the House or, I
think, in your evidence to the Defence Committee. The Defence Committee Report on
Westland (Fourth Report, Session 1985-86) discussed extensively and in detail the roles of
both Mr Ingham and Mr Powell in this context (eg Flag D), so there is nothing new here
either.

In the light of this the Government in responding to attempts to have this matter reopened
is taking the following line:

- that there is nothing to add to the Prime Minister's statement to the House
on 23 January 1986 and in other speeches and answers in the House on these
matters;

that you yourself have confirmed (copy of PA report at Flag E) that the
remarks you make on the Channel 4 television programme - which incidentally
were recorded several months ago - add nothing to the statements you made
at the time; and




that these matters, including the actions of Mr Ingham and Mr Powell and of
officials in the Department of Trade and Industry, were extensively examined
by the Select Committee on Defence in 1986

I hope you find this helpful.

RPN
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STEVE CATLING
Private Secretary

Sir Leon Brittan QC
Vice President of the European Commission
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3.31 pm

The Prime Minister (Mrs. Margaret Thatcher):
With permission, Mr. Speaker, | wish to make a statement
on the outcome of the inquiry into the disclosure of cenain
information in my hon. and learned Friend the Solicitor-
General's letier of 6 January.

As the House knows, the chairman of Westland plic, Sir
John Cuckney, wrote to me on 30 December 1985 asking
whether Westland would no longer be considered a
European company by the Government if a minority
shareholding in the company were beld by a major
international group from a NATO country outside Europe.

This question was of fundamental importance to the
company in making its decision as to what course it was
best to follow in the interests of the company and its
employees. It was therefore essential to be sure that my
reply should be in no way misleading to anyone who might
rely upon it in making commercial judgments and
decisions.

The reply was accordingly considered among the
Departments concerned, and the text of my letter of 1
January 1986 was agreed in detail by my right bon. and
learned Friend the Secretary of State for Trade and
Industry, my right hon. Friends the then Secretary of State
for Defence and the Chief Secretary to the Treasury, and
finally by my hon. and learned Friend the Solicitor-
Genperal. My letter was made public.

Two days later, on 3 January, my right hon. Friend the
then Secretary of State for Defence replied to a letter of
the same date from Mr. Home of Lloyds Merchant Bank
asking him a number of questions, covering some of the
same ground as my own reply to Sir John Cuckney. The
texts of the letiers became public that same day.

My right bon. Friend's reply was not cleared or even
discussed with the relevant Cabinet colleagues. Moreover,
although the reply was also material to the commercial
judgments and decisions that would have to be made, my
hon. and learned Friend the Solicitor-General was not
invited to scrutinise the letter before it was issued.

On the moming of 6 January, my bon. and learned
Friend the Solicitor-General wrote to my right hon. Friend
the then Secretary of State for Defence. He said—and I

“Jt is foresecable that your letter will be relied upon by the
Westland Board and its shareholders.

Consistently with the advice | gave to the Prime Minister on
31 December, the Government in such circumstances is under a
dury pot 10 give information which is incomplete or inaccurate
in any material particular.”

The letter continued:

=On the basis of the information contained in the documents
0 which I have referred, which I emphasise are all that [ have
seen. the sentence in your letter to Mr. Horne does in my opinion
contain material inaccuracies in the respects | have mentioned.
and [ therefore must advise that you sbould write again 1o Mr.
Horne cocrecting the inaccuracies.”

That is the end of the quotation.

I bave quoted extensively from the letter which, as boo.
Members will know, was published a week ago. As | have
already indicated, it was especially important in this
situation for statements made on behalf of the
Government, on which commercial judgments might be
based, 1o be accurate and in no way misleading.

That being so, it was a matter of duty that it should be
made known publicly that there were thought to be

e
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material inaccuracies which needed to be corrected in the
letter of my right hon. Friend. the Member for Henley
(Mr. Heseltine) of 3 January, which, as the House will
recall, had already been made public. Moreover, it was
urgent that it should become public knowledge before 4
pm that afternoon, 6 January, when Sir John Cuckney was
due 10 hold a press conference to announce the Westland
board's recommendation to shareholders of a revised
proposal from the United Technologies Corporation-Fiat
consortium.

These considerations were very much in the mind of my
right hon. and learned Friend the Secretary of State for
Trade and Industry when the copy of the Solicitor-
General's letter was brought to his attention at about 1.30
pm that afternoon of 6 January. He took the view that the
fact that the Solicitor-General had written to the then
Secretary of State for Defence, and the opinion be had
expressed, should be brought into public domain as
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of the Department accordingly told a representative of the
Press Association of the letter by my bon. and learned
Friend the Solicitor-General and material elements of what
it said. The company was also informed. The information
was on the Press Association tapes at 3.30 pm.

My right hon. and learned Friend the Secretary of State
for Trade and Industry was, in my judgment, right in
thinking that it was important that the possible existence
of material inaccuracies in the letter of 3 January by the
then Secretary of State for Defence should become a
manter of public knowledge, if possible before Sir John
Cuckney’s press conference at 4 pm that day. Insofar as
what my office said 10 the Department of Trade and
Industry was based on the belief that I should have taken
that view, had I been consulted, it was right.

My right hon. and learned Friend the Anomey-General
hac suhorised me to inform the House that, having
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Sfficials that. subject to the agreement of my office, he

giving authority for the disclosure 0 be made by his

partment, if it was not made, as he said he would prefer,

from 10 Downing street. That | indicated in my statement
last week.

Mr. Dalyell: Will the Prime Minister give way?

The Prime Minister: This is a very tghtly drafted
argument and | should prefer to go on. I will give way
later. Officials in the Depantment of Trade and
Industry——

Mr. Dalyell rose

Mr. Speaker: Order. I think that the Prime Minister
said that she would give way later.

The Prime Minister: Officials in the Department of
Trade and Industry——

Mr. Dalyell rose .

The Prime Minister: I shall give way to the hon.
Gentleman later. I wish to continue this section.

Officials in the Department of Trade and Industry
approached officials in my office, who made it clear that
it was pot intended to disclose the Solicitor-General's
letter from 10 Downing street ; RIS S

: *ﬂ‘v‘iflﬁ",

My officials made it clear to the inquiry that they did
pot seek my agreement. They told the inquiry that they did
pot believe that they were being asked to give my
authority, and they did not do so.

Mr. Bryan Gould (Dagenham) rose—
Hon. Members: Who?

Mr. Speaker: Order.

The Prime Minister: If they had belicved——
Mr. Dalyell rose——

The Prime Minister: If they had believed my authority
was being sought, they would certainly have consulted
me.

Mr. Dalyell rose—

The Prime Minister: No, not at the moment. This is
in t. [Hon. MEMBERS: “Hear
TS B R DEpATE R Of YTace :
the inquiry that they regarded purpose
ment 10 the
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The Prime Minister: | have given the House the view
of what officials on esch side told the inquiry. That is onc
reason whyitwasviwtomupdninquixy.

Mr. Dalyell rose—

The Prime Minister: As I indicated, officials to0 had
the right to put their view of their parl of what had
occurred. |1 deeply resent any artacks upon them.

Mr. Dalyell rose—
Mr. Speaker: Order.
Mr. Dalyell: Will the Prime Minister——

Mr. Speaker: No. The hon. Member knows that the
Prime Minister said that she would give way later. He must
pot keep on rising.

The Prime Minister: But it is common ground, as I
told the House on 23 January—it was accepted —that
the Department of Trade and Industry should disclose the
fact that the then Defence Secretary’s letter of 3 January
was thought by the Solicitor-General to contain material
inaccuracies which needed to be corrected, and that, in
view of the urgency of the marer, the disclosure should
be made in the way that it was. 1 bave given the House this
account——

Mr. Dalyell rose—

The Prime Minister —of the accounts which were
given to the inquiry.

Mr. Dalyell rose

Mr. Kinnock rose

The Prime Minister: I give way 1o the hon. Gentleman
who has been rising, and to whom I promised to give way.

Mr. Dalyell: What are we to derive from the right hon.
Lady's answer to the friendly intervention of ber hon.
Friend the Mcmber for Woking (Mr. Onslow), the
chairman of the 1922 Comminee, in relation to putting it
in the public domain when she said:

“] gave my consenl.” — [Official Report, 23 January
1986; Vol. 90, c. 455.)

What imcrpmnioniswbcwtonthax?

The Prime Minister: | gave my consent to an inquiry,
lco-opemcdwithilmdlselouldxhctsasquyas
possible, in that statement. I poticed that I had said that
at that particular time. ] did pot give my consent to the
disclosure. It was not sought and 1 have indicated that |
deeply regret the manner in which it was made.

Mr. Stuart Bell (Middlesbrough) rose——
Mr. Tony Banks (Newbam, North-West) rose

Mr. Kinnock: ] am grateful 10 the Prime Minister. Will
she tell us what conceivable misunderstanding between the
Department of Trade and Industry and her office could
permit them to breach the Official Secrets Act and, in the
words of the Solicitor-General, “immediatelyand
flagrantly” to violate an important rule without any form
of consultation with her as head of Government. Will she
now tell us when she knew?

The Prime Minister: 1 bave just set out— [HoN.
MEMBERS: “No'™} | have just in fact set out what my
officials believed and what the Department of Trade and
industry's officials believed. The right hon. Gentleman
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f smac @ Parliament? | suggest that their loyalty to the

f two ;’?xweds any loyalty they have left 1o the

.28 pm
Mr. Leon Brittan (Richmond, Yorks): The House will
now why I came to the conclusion that | should no longer
main a member of the Cabinet. | want to place on record
iy appreciation of what a privilege it has been to serve
y the Government of my right hon. Friend the Prime
inister. The unhappy circumstances of the last few
ecks will not detract from their achievements. | shall
ppon the Government's policies as strongly outside the
abinet as [ have within it.
My right hon. Friend the Prime Minister has set out the
ts relating to what has been called the “Westland saga™,
d panicularly the circumstances relating to the
sclosure of information contained in a letter of my hon
d learned Friend the Solicitor-General. She has done so
great detail. Some of the facts only she can know about
hereas in other events I myself was closely involved. I
and do confirm that with regard to the facts within my
0 ledg_c, the account of my right hon. Friend the Prime

i i's Jet _
I responsibility for the fact and the form

House knows of the extraordinary, perhaps
pteceqemed. circumstances in which we were working
dig cucumstances of the persistent campaigning of
y right hon. Friend the former Secretary of State for
feoce and the urgency of the need to ensure that the
ntents of the Solicitor-General's letter should become
own. But for all that, and in retrospect, | must make it
ar to the House that I accept that the disclosure of that
Ormation—urgent and important as it was—should
have taken place in that way, and I profoundly regret
# happened.

I must also make it clear that at all times the Department
Trade and Industry officials acted in accordance with
wishes and instructions. What they did was with my
| authority. They are ot 10 be blamed. Indeed, they
me good and loyal service throughout my time as

Flary of State for Trade and Industry.

5 onc further point—and one further point
—that | would make. I remain firmly of the view
the Government's agreed policy of lerting the board

O sharebolders of Westland make up their minds about
company's future without political pressure was and is

Mr. Alex Cariile (Montgomery): Will the right bon

! learned Gentleman gi\feg:a:,vay'.r’y o

Hon. Members: No.

- Brittan: Let us bope that the fure of the

'Y Qb Dow be decided in that way.
- pm
h;:lﬂ'ln Rees (Morley and Leeds, South): The
- and learned Member for Richmond, Yorks (Mr.

. ). &.fonner Secretary of State for Trade and
» Pesigned because of his responsibility for the

3

27 JANUARY 1986

Westland plc 672

disclosure to the Press Association of legal advice in a
letter supplied by the Solicitor-General. He was right 1o do
so. His resignation is honourable, but he should have
resigned earlier. However, it was not only the Secretary
of State who was involved in that disclosure, which is the
major reason for the anxiety about the happenings of the
past four weeks. The Prime Minister was also involved.

For four weeks we have been trying to get information
from the Government in a variety of ways, including
today's Standing Order No. 10. We have received some
information from the Government, but it has taken a long
time. We have not yet got it all, and, unless we get more
this evening, the matter will continue.

I wish to raise two issues. The first relates to the role
of the Law Officers, and the second to the private office.
I disagree with the right hon. Member for Plymouth,
Devonport (Dr. Owen) that civil servants in the private
office should resign, and I shall argue that case shortly.

I first realised the peculiar nature of Law Officers
during the Franks inquiry of 1972, so by the time [ became
a Minister | was not surprised by the way that they
operated. It should not have surprised the former Secretary
of State for Trade and Industry, who has one great
advantage over me—bhe is a lawyer. Indeed, it is said,
properly, that he has aspirations in the political sphere, and
so be should. It is an honourable task and peculiar to this
country.

The Franks report states:

“The Anomey-General administers the criminal law in the
interests of the community as 8 whole, and be must disregard the
interests of his party, and those of the Government as such.”
The Solicitor-General and Antorney-General have done
that consistently throughout the Westland affair. I do not
seek to get at them. | am mentioning their role for other
purposes.

Not only is the role of Law Officers different from other
Government activities. Last week, it was drawn 10 my
potice that if the Government were to fall next week, all
the information in the documents, papers and Cabinet sub-
committees would not be made available to the succeeding
Government, but the Law Officers’ information would. It
is unto itself, and above politics. I do not understand bow
the Prime Minister and the former Secretary of State for
Trade and Industry, knowing that, could use the advice
given by the Solicitor-General on that Saturday and then
on Monday as they did. That is one of the most important
issues to emerge during the past month.

Mr. William Cash (Stafford): Does the right hon.
Gentleman agree that if there were material inaccuracies
in correspondence, they should emerge?

Mr. Rees: Of course they should, but there should be
a public statement. The inaccuracies should not have
emerged in that way. That is the whole point of our
argument.

I shall remind the House of what happened. The
Government made a decision within one and a half hours.
They moved more quickly than my right hon. Friend the
Member for Blaecnau Gwent (Mr. Foot) and his Cabinet did
on such issues. The Government knew what to do within
ont and a half bhours. | bet that the maner had been
discussed before, and that the civil servants knew what
was in the minds of their lords and masters; otherwise,
they would not have acted as they did. One does pot leak
a little bit of a letter 1o an honourable member of the press.
I am coming 10 the conclusion that the Government were
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onsider is whether the fact that the Solicitor-General has written
and the opinion he has expressed should come into the public
domni'n and if so whether that should be in general or specific
terms.

“My inquiry suggests that there was no advice, he [the Secretary
of State] was presented with the issue and asked for a decision . . .
Those who heard this call and who took part in it have said it was
put to him—and [ think the phrase was ‘deadpan’.’

“The Secretary of State responded that he thought it should go
into the public domain and that it should be done in specific
terms but that No.10, the Prime Minister's office, should be
consulted™.’

The Prime Minister has told the House that this conversation took place at
about 1.30 p.m.* Sir Robert Armstrong told us that the conversation took place

at “quarter past, twenty past one, something around about that time; it is impos-
sible to say exact times but near enough™.

147. The Prime Minister told the House that Mr Brittan

“asked his officials to discuss with my office whether the disclo-
sure should be made, and, if so, whether it should be made from
No.10 Downing Street, as he said he would prefer. He made it
clear that, subject to the agreement of my office, he was giving
authority for the disclosure to be made from the Department of
Trade and Industry, if it was not made from 10 Downing Street™.*

Mr Brittan told us “I would particularly stress, it all had to be subject to the
agreement of No. 10.” Although Sir Robert Armstrong’s inquiry found that Mr
Brittan probably did not use the words “subject to the agreement of” he neverthe-
less used words which were taken to mean that.!

148. Although Mr Brittan took the view that the fact that the Solicitor-General
had written as well as the opinion he expressed should be brought into the public
Gumain’, he did not express a view about the method of disclosure. Sir Robert
Armstrong doubted whether he was consulted about the precise method. '’

149. Mr Brittan has made clear his view that the officials in the DTI acted with

his full authority. “They are not to be blamed”, he told the House.'' He said in
evidence to us:

“I accept fully responsibility for what was done and would not
suggest for a single moment that my instructions were anything
other than followed™.'? “. .. I accept full responsibility for what
my officials did, not just in some formal constitutional sense but

'Q.1190.
1Q.1222.
1Q.1190.
“Official Report, 23 January 1986, col. 450,
Q1190
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also in the sense that 1 am not suggesting that they went in any.
way beyond what | authorised them to do.™
Nothing could be clearer. From the point of view of his inquiry, Sir Robert
Armstrong considered that authozrity for the disclosure was given by the Secretary
of State for Trade and Industry.

150. Mr Brittan then went back to his luncheon and Mr Mogg tclcphone-
IEDOWHIE e . This conversation was shortl followed by a conversa-

- 3 INGUaNE, LIl T RSP at No.10 Downing
Street, and Miss Bowe at the DTI." Mr Mogg's first concern, as it had been Mr
Brittan’s, must have been to convey to the Prime Minister’s office Mr Bn‘mnfs
view that he would prefer the disclosure of the letter to come from No.10.” This
was understandable, given that what was proposed was to pubh;h a clgmﬁed
document originated by another Minister. It should be noted that if Mr Bntul_\'s
preference had been observed by the officials at No.10, Mr Brittan's authority
would not have been needed. It would have been a matter entirely for the Prime
Minister's office. If they had had to make the disclosure, they might have con-
sulted the Prime Minister, who was in No.10 at the time.

151. The officials at No. 10 refused to make the disclosure®, Sir bert Arm-
strong told us, a trifle euphemistically, that ; .
“accepted” that the DTI should make the disclosure'. It is evident to us that the
DTI officials were told that a disclosure from Downing Street was out of the
question. They knew that the letter contained advice from a Law Officer; they
knew that it was classified. Its disclosure without the knowledge of the Minister
concerned—particularly by the means that were then agreed between the two
offices—would be a wholly improper course of action: indeed, an action of which
Mr Brittan said to the House:

“I accept that the disclosure of that infonnation-jurgcnl and
important as it was—should not have la'l&cn place in that way,
and | profoundly regret that it happened™.

152. Mr Brittan was emphatic about the need for the Prime Ministcr's_ office
to approve the disclosure: “I would particularly stress, it all had to be subject to
the agreement of No. 10, When it is the agreement of the Prime Minister that
is required in this unequivocal way—whether directly or through officials who Mr
Brittan might reasonably have expected to have acted only with her explicit or
implied authority—the authority or a Secretary of State is subordinate. The fact
is that Mr Brittan could not actually give authority “subject to the agreement of
No. 10, but he could make a recommendation that the information should be
disclosed subject to the approval of No. 10. If that approval were to be fonhcon!-
ing, his direct authority would be required for the disclosure to be handled by his
Department if that was what the Prime Minister wanted. This direct authority his
officials had already received. They also believed that they had received from No.
10 approval for the disclosure.

'Q.976.
Qs 1191, 1236, 1239, 1259.
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Dear Chris
I enclose a copy of the script of the first

programme of The Thatcher Factor, which is being
broadcast tomorrow evening at 8pm.

As I explained on the phone, the commentary

and original interview sections are fully accurate,
but the archive material has not been fully
checked.

I hope you find this is of interest.

{%Frs sincere

MARTIN STOTT
Press Officer
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THATCHER SOF

We the British people are proud
of what has been done, proud of
these heroic pages in our
ieland story, proud to be here
tcday to salute the task force,
proud to be British.

DAVID COWEN

The readiness to spill blcocod is
I suppose a characteristic of
her leaderchip, and that’'s what
makes her very tougn and very

determined, and it is the
C

hallmark of a leader zctusally,
to know when you'v

enemies,

LORD JENKEINS

Mrs Thatcher thinks much more
how lucky the country is to
have her, I think than how
lucky she is tc be there. It
wouldn’'t occur to her that she
oughtn't to have climbed to the
top of the greasy pele.

LORD WHITELAW

She always had the complete
determinaticon, and the complete
courage to pursue the course
which she believed to be

right. She’'s always had that
and that is why she is a very
powerful person and 1 believe
that is a sign of very agreat
strength.

COMM

Over the past ten years MT has
forced herself to the front of
British and world pcolitics.
Eehind her has been her utter
certainty that she was right.
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HE KMEW SHE WAS RIGHT

Thatcher arrives at YC
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Mrs Thatcher’'s decade has
transformed their fortunes, and
she is serenely proprietorial
about it,

THATCHER SCF

This is the party for all the
pecple from all sorts of
backgrounds - whatever
background you come from.

COMM

The appeal is intended. above
all, for achievers.

FARK INSON

She hasn’'t forgotten her own
background - she isn’'t in any
way patronising about pecople
who started life with very Tew
advantages and I think that is
just why she’'s so relevant to
this courntry at the moment.
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Margaret Thatcher’'s own
background was comfortable but
thrifty. She was brought up in
a grocer’'s shop on the Great
Merth Road in Grantham —-which
is now precserved as a tourist
shrine. The young Margaret
FRobert’'se father was not just a
shopkeeper but a committed
municipal politician who became
mayor of Grantham and her
pelitical mentor.He taught her
how to balance the bocks, a
lesson in good housekeeping she
has never forgotten.
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SUNC My father have a
1ot eor Taults - 1 have. 1
think inheri ! - 1 R4 : that

cther
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v/0 vyou live according to

your means. Many is the time

SYNC I can remember my mother

saying when I said my friends

have gct more. Well we’'re not
situated like that.

LORD GOWRIE

She’'s got & 1ot of skill and =&
let of guile and I've seen her
charm pecple use traditionzal
feminine wiles on people which
cshe can do very effectively.
She can be a very - her public
image is scomebody quite strong
arnd strident and uncompromising
but she can be very seductive
when she wants to be.

ANNA MCCURLEY SYNC

She is astorishingly
attractive. ©She has a very
very female quality. There's
no question of that. 1In fact..
I think it's prcbably her
raunchiness that’'s even more
attractive becauvse you’'ve got
this slightly bi-quality of
having the strong masculinity
combined with this fluffy hair,
these bezautiful big blue eyes.




corm
The novelty of having a woman
as party leader was explcoited
to the Tull. Mrs Thatcher’'s
managers left nothing to
chance. Her hair was restyled
and her voice lcowered, under
the hand of her profescsional
televicsion consultant Gordon
Archive
MT with Gordon Reece.
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Archive V/0 & pictorial trip down
Thatcher cutting poun memory lane lccking &t the &ids
note in half and the 70 and the now perfect
apparatus which is Mrs
Thatcher.

Thatcher handing drinks
to Chinese
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Headlines
The Sun:
"Crisis what crisis"

Headline

"Winter if discontent
The race for No 10"

Archive
MT & Gordon Resce cwe
downstairs
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LARRY LAME
SYNC We were
we and when 1
very small num
my people in
politica
Murdoch
people.
suppose yaou
most likely
were desperats
should
Unions were ruining
business and in my
Labour Farty wa
country
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THATCH
Even the

ulgl= Y g
don’
telling there was

serious.

yvou saw the sick
elderly made the vi
heartless acticn.

LARRY LA&ME
SYNE = Sopplingesaay
lot of funfobvicus
V/0 And partic
can get it right
SYNC ‘at-that tam
close touch with
Mrs Thatcher’'s
Gordon,

V/0 now Sir Gordon Reece.
Xt sl dra. tell

FM's or
advisor

L e+ 1M

M

her that in my

view there was no without beino

any cause for ccocmplacency there

was a gre=at bulb of working
class voters

eady and waiting

tc vote Tory the first time

in their live whom I was

one.
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MT outside MNo.
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Cilmour

10

COiriM

Cn the day of
Margaret That
prayer for

THATCHER SOF
And I would just like to
remember some words of St
Francis of Asissi which I think
ly just particularly

apt at the mcment. "khere

ere is discord may we bring
harmony, where there is error
m&y we bring truth, where there
is doubt may we bring faith and
where there is dispair may we
bring hope.

CoOMM

Her shadow cabinet
paternalistic Tory
had been inheritesd
Heath but in gevernm
rnever knew how to

don’t know the
imagine that
Frances Fy
serious i ual angry
clash of cpinic with & woman
in his




10. Nott

Archive
Nott arriving No. 10

Grchive
Thatcheropening red
lunch box

LORD FYM

Well she makes it clear 9 times
out of 10 what zre her
preferences and what she thinks
the conclusicon cught to be -
that does sometimes have the
effect of limiting the
discussion but by no means
always and any =minister sitting
round that tabls now not only
is at liberty hss a duty to sav
what he thinks his cpinion is
and I'm sure thsy do that.

SARA MORRISON

It'’s much more difficu
bawl at & weocmar thar
tell a man that he’'s
markles and I think

Mre Thatcher put her supporter
into the key economic
ministries. Thsy were a
minority in thes cabinet but
they tock control.

SIR JOHN NOTT

V/0O In my view, there

group of & or & ministers

the cabinet

SYNC who actu=ally knew exactly
where they were irg, what
they wanted to do,

speaking they were in agreement
with Mre Thatcher on the
measures that needed to be
taken. Some of them were very
difficult becausz they were
very controversial and rather
dangercus.

COrM

Thatcherism, as it was called,
immediately prccduced high
interest rates,. an industrial
slump and escalzating
unemployment.




NOTT

V/0 I weould think two thirds
the cabinet didn’'t
philosophically really agree
with the kind cof

SYNC touagh economic policies
which were being advanced by
Geoffrey Howe as Chancellor in
79, 80 and 81.

CorrM
A fiTth of Britich
w@nufacturing indus

The moderate Cconcervatives, or
"wets" were led by Jim Frior.
They could charos nothing.
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THATCHER
The lady’'s not for turning.

corm

The rank and file liked it -
though some colleaguew werte
discomforted. The Ultras knew
she was right.




dog — Howe in

SIR JOHN HOSEYNS

She made it absclutely clear
then, she szaid che would really
rather go down and be chucked
cut quite frarkly rather than
do a U-turn. She was in an
absolutely sort of burning the
boat frams of mind on that and
that was very impocrtant because
it meant then that pecple
didn’'t have to wastez time

the wall would
down behind them.
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The Treasury remained
obedient. The climax of the
argument with the "Wets" came
over the 1981 budget when
Chancellor Geoffresy Howe
further tightensd the squee:ze.

HOWE

V/70 1 was able to get in the
end strong support from No. 10O
SYNC &and the Frime Minister
the day after 1 produced that
budget t y strong support
in the

London

were

c
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Archive
Thatcher —wduly 1981

shocked by the scale of
were trying to do.

FRIOR SYNC

I was very upsst by the 1981
budget. I felt that it was
hitting the ecconomy and hitting
pecple when they were already
down on their kneess and that
this was & great mistake, that
it would merely plunge us even
deeper intc higher unemployment
and so on which of course it
did. Uremploymsent went on
rising long aftter 1981 budget
and the signs of recovery were
very very slim that time and
I did think at that time that I
cught to resign.

COrH
Urban riotin

unknown in
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To the Prime Mini
due to nothing m
than human

THATCHER SCF

v/80 1000 policemen embattled
in one of our great cities. 200
injured, riot shields and CS
gas needed toc defend the very
men to whom we all turn for
protection.

SYNC Nothing can justify,
nothing can excuse and noone
can condone the appalling
vioclence we’'ve z2ll seen on
televisicn

WHITELSGY

She was alwayes very firm that
unemployment was nc part of
at.omithinktehe: did T "Ehark
very reascnably appreciate as
time went on that obviously it
played a2 part and said =o. I
always felt it did . 1T felt
possibly that I was slightly
out. of tune on® that fTront..
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SEChiive

Whitelaw

o
D4

Tebbit

corim

Eut never out of line.
Whitelaw the natural leader
the "bets" was ctten in
alliance with colleacues
uncongenial to him.

Willie wou
deliver to the
majyarity ap the.c

C even under
difficult times by
force of his persc
Willie had sided wi
then I think it would have
a very different story but he
didn't, he always sided with
the Frime Mini
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firmly in (=]

Tor reasons ! e i
understand but h < that yes
it would be wrorng for me not to
csay that at that time we were
disappointed that he didn't
give us more backing.

WHITELAW SYNC

1t may not have been a popular
line. oIt may in their
judgement have been the wrong
line but cnce you have decided
that you are going on that line
they knew what I was doing.
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Archive
Whitelaw

Archive

and Thatcher

Tebbit applauded by

Thatcher & Farty at 61

conference

Carr
He was the faithful ccnsort.

JHITELAR
V/80 I am laughed at sometimes
for being somecne who is
SYNC over loyal. I think I
always found
it easy
even though I

qQree
somebody. ways Tfound
that scmething exsy to do.
It may be said, it may be a
deficiency in my character that
I enjoy ssrving other people
more thanm I would actually be
at the very top myself.
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LORD FRIOR SOF

cCorM
Harshnecss
Gevernmen

TEBHITRSOF

I grew up in the thirties with
an unemployed father. He
didn‘t riot, he got on his bike
and locoked for work and he kept
looking until he found it.
[applause]

Yes, yes Liverpool is a
blackspot. Let’'s never forget
it and let’s never forget the
history of why it got that way.
How many jobs went west as it
was out brothers and they came
out once ag&in.




commM

The attacks of the fully
Thatcherised Tory party found
Labour and the unions at their
most uncertain.

HOWELLS

SYNC The Left
bankrupt of idea

do about the preo
British industry.
believe that as I've
job levels

simply

[} & 3
come to terms with things which
Thatcher was cbviously talking
abcut which was the
raticnalisation of industrial

Eraduictaions dernicsing 1it.

rer

N

i Conferznce 1550

COiri

Labour’'s chances of developing

a case were destroyed from

within. Every party conference

became a battleground in the

vear when Mrs Thatcher was most

vulnerable, the rival wings
Hezley/Benn split screen were absorbed in a

struggle for leaders

ARCHIVE SOF
[Results announced]

Carid

Archive The party’s passion was

Roy Jenkins entirley directed upon itself.
The Labour right did FMrs
Thatcher Turther service by
splitting to form the SDF, led
by Roy Jenkins.
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V/0 Well I thi
happened in th
Islands is a n
humi‘iation

YNC and I have been
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Englicsh =oldier with sk Force went out, and

Union Jac triumphed - though at great
human cost. Feolitically, the
homeccoming was what mattered.
s o = tapppH a productive well of
patriotic emotien.
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Victory

Farade
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V/0 One has tc
Mrs Thatcher
SYNC <=he was narrowly or
widely bssed. Whether cshe
what she was doing or not.
Whatever thes answe
certainly true

"_/_L_D_ that there

ire Thatcher’

with the grai

popular aspira
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SYMC the animeosity
animosity which is
her is al=o very
sense of yes but
doee have it

wWavye,

any. re
4;1£ to
alified

ri1ioa some

HWar

)
rth

WIS .

(W h

W
h|

A 0.

J 0

U

ut

knew

=1
wards
b"/ &

waves




Fage 17
@ =

Flachael Foot < 1983
election campaign
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COriM

In the 1937 electicn

certsinly found to have

right thanMichael Foot.
Labour leader, a face from the
past, proved a poor match for
the prime minister’'s smcothly
managed elan.

While he was

smeared by the

Mre Thafcher moave

nonher.

She humili :
Foreign Secretai &l urviving
wet. when he

negotiations

£
na

But triump
only emcticon

Farty chairms

Farkinscn,

down by a

wihich even the

couwld’'nt recsicst.

But Mre Thatcher didn’'t decsesrt
her loyalists when they were in
trouble.

FARKEINSOM SYNC

I think she is a very cocd
friend and she is a very
understanding person and I
think most colleagues know
that. I mean she’'s very touch
sometimes and I'm not
pretending that but she is &
qood friend and she's very very
kind to a lot cof coclleagues -
if a colleague has a sick child
or something of that kind. 1
mean che’'s just amazing.




BErigton bombing COctober COrM

1734 In 1984 the Frime Minister
faced an ultimats confrontaticon
- with terrorism At Erightn
cshe came within few feet cof
death froem an IRA bomb. Her
colleagues were distraught but
she pressrved 2 nerveless
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GOWRIE
SYNC Terror
touched her
only the exp
but the know
live
be under
personal
frchive ]  and
Funeral Couragecus an
people quite rezli
like living with
threat.

Archive

Ecocbby Sande poster COrM
She dealt with the powerful
weapon of the hunger strike
pitting &gainst it the same
brand of inflexitle
determination.
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FOWELL

SYNC I don’'t kelieve that the
prime minister when she <aid i
I9¥2 10 m & tock ChacdrunicRisE
was telling an untruth. I
think she was correctly
describing hercself.

V/0 She hated doing it. You
only had toc watch the grims
minister in November 198%.
SYNC She was a picture of
misery. She

overriding rat
was invelved,
cpinions her
InsStiIRets.

and wrcng.

that they =2

that you

Now I'm &

there are

which it is

And very hard

ocut. FAnd many circumstances i
which they shade horribly, even
tragically intec corne ancther but
that kind of finecsss

V/0 is not for Margaret
Thatcher.

END OF PART ONE

FART TWO




Fzage 21
Archive
Meeting

of

LM

In 1984, Arthur
leader of the min
provided for Marga
her perfect opponen
caled a strike over
closures.

SCARGILL SOF
This conferen
to.call on al
with the 80%

strike.

[Cheers and apgl
I call on behzlf
every single wc!
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the time but

we were not
that stage to
coal strike. UWs
carried it threou
Frime Minister
of tactics -

to get into a
cauldn  t. winh.
think

unicon,

2%t Thatcher

i

Y

when he
pit

er agrees
Toi901n
lready on

note cn

her pad that the next time
things were gocing tc be rather

different.

COrH
Now they were ready for
Scargikls is Yorkshire flying

pickets tried to cl

always been binding
The Notts miners

cse the
Mottinghamshire pite, without
the national ballot that had

work, and demcnstrated the
union split for &ll to see.
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VA0 T, think the

a ballot

SYNC repressnts a deeply
patronising view of what
crdinary men and women in the
mining communities are capable
(e 2

V/0 They must have scme
democratic voice in whether
they are ready to go or not.
mean that'e just so basic a
principle the notion tnat
vanguard lezadercshic

SYNC which of courcse was
abocut the attack which the
coalboard was launching cn the
ccmmunity but Arthur

was absolutely right

but neverth 1

mobilise

yoLu have

people.
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Fclice in riot gear

Erchive
Orgreave -

confrontations poli

miners.
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FETER WALEER

V0 I think Ian had never besn
involved in a political

strike. He had been invelved
in industrial stikes and he had
had the euxperience of the steel
dispute.

SYNC What he didn't calculate
here was we weren’'t talking
about industrial strike we were
talking about totally
politically motivated crganicsed
strike by somesbody who was
using methode and their methcods
invalving violence and
picketing of the nature we 11

SV,

HOWELLS

V/0 The police were

well organcsied. Confronted
policemen suddenlesy who
arm=d with shislds and

visares

even be these t

cccasions when the police woulcd
actually beat their shields
when they seemed to be like
lines of zuluese coming towards
vou. It sickened me

SYNC to see young men who
believed sc passicnately in the
cause that they were fighting
for in teeshirts and what we in
South Wales call daps rubhker
shoes hurling themselves
against lines of policemen
wearing medieval battle gear.

COMHM

At the Orgreave ccking depot
they made their decisive and
bolldiecst charge.

Rarely have o many been
sembled in a2n Englicsh field

‘&
as
or
violence.

unleashed such public

To Mrs Thatcher the miners were
simply "The Enemy Within".
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Headlines

"Scargill's real aim is
war"

Scargilir bidstoseripgle
Britain"

"Scargill’'s war on
democracy"”

Archive

Miners wives attacking
working miner’'s wifes in
cars

THATCHER SOF

The enemies within are those
who do not beliesve in the
democratic system but who use
violence or intimidation, some
other means than democracy to
attain their aims.

INTERVIEWER

Do you think

languag= is the

prime minicster

talking about

politician but prime
minister,

MA&RGARET THATCHER

Under the circumstances under
which I used it - yes. Feople
could sse the viclence they
knew of the intimidation - oh

they knew they
al

C o +nev
=

i_

T=EYslaly
dnrinq

efforts were di

trying to achieve

cn the part of the public of
our point of view in the miners
strike and trying to prevent
the public perceiving

V/8 things the way Scargill
was trying to perceive them.

HOWELLS SYNC

The press, it s=emed toc us was
being manipulated and I think
that we did very little to
counter that. what we did
really was to tell lies to each
other.

cCormM

As the war of attrition ground
the miners down, bitterness
betweem strikers and workers
turned into communal violernce.
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Headlines

Great Cabinet Shambles

1" "

intensified when a w:
letter to him from ti
Solicitor General was
deliberately lezited

press by Erittan’‘s d




Prawing « Cahinet

frehive
Hewel tine ouwtside NoO.

Drawing

Armhdye
Coletite Buwe

10

LORD, MAVERS

A 1 heasrd about this on the 8
Gielock neWws arnd was very cross
becawse there' s & very stirong
conventiorn that Layw Oficers
tetters ar Communicvations are
Mevar leaked without their
permisisicn and this had been
leakagd without either my
PEEmIGElon or even more
important the wieiter of the
letter, the Sclicitor BGeneeral.
A I gouldn’t Bring. myeelf
Lo believe that & (IC who waz a
Cabinet minister wowld
mtthorige o lesk of that sord
whan the ..vsee 0f the rules
forbade 1t and 0 ¥ just
Fhvmiimht { wac wome civil
aRrvant who was deciding to
peErhaps get his own back from
the DTI agsainet Michael
Mezseltine,

e G 1YY

&h Wlﬁ%t straw for Heseltine
Came when the FPrime Mimister
“uddenley demanded in Cabinet
that he clear all his future
statements on Westland with bar
secretarjiatl. T hie
colleaguen’ amazement he picked
up his papere and walked out,

HESELTINE S08
I have remelpgned from the
Gabingt and I will make a full

statament later today.

The resignation left the Gove
shaken angd sanother bombskell
@t to explode. Mre Thatcher
had been foroed to agree *to an
enguiry by Cabinet Sec Sir
Raobert Armgtrong inte the lealk
Trem Brittiarn's dept, The leak
Mat come from Colette RBowe,
prese officer at the DTI = but
an whose arders?
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Well the releas
Solicitor Gener
something which
Mr Charles Fowsll
relevant privats
No«: 10 and it w=a
Mr Bernard Ingha
minister’'s press
a5 I made clear
there would have
gquestion of ths
document without
approval from No.
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arliamentary MARGARET THATCHEIR
It was accepted that the
Department of Trade &
should disclose that
that in view of the
the matter the discl
should be made bty mean
telephone communication
Fress Asscciation.
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BNNA _MEGURLE

VIR The worst moment 1°ve ever
ween her in Was probzsbly the
Westland gpeech in the Houwse of
Commons .

BYNG  The tensicn was enormous
that day it was quite electric
and the chamber wase extremely
crowded

Y0 vou got the feesling that
she was desperately
wneomfortable.

BYNE  The gesturws - her haad
was beht most of the time and
narmally it'e straighl up and
eyeing the enemy and she was
Rlucking away at Denis'a
pPearls,

Archive — Par)liamentary MOERIAARET,. TIAT L b Sme

Aok sos Jumt in fact sent out ftor
my nffical Grief amd what Lhe
SsrCretary .. and what the
Repartment of Trade and
Intdugtry officiale believe.,

ANNA MECURLEY

There wore isetes of primeciple
at stake - there's no doubt
about it, Whether she was
telling the truth to the Mouse
for example, what had haopened,
You got several variations on a
theme, You got the strong
suwapician that there were
people involved in Downing
Htreet inm this that shoulde' ¢
have been there.

Haadlines

Daily Maila Corm

"the Blood Sacrifice" leon Brittan became the
scapeguat for the Westland
leals,  His resigration saved
the Prime Minister,

Arehive

Fresy conferearncs HBlhe refused to &llow Fowell or
Ingham to give evidernca at a
parliamertary enqulry into
Wemtland, FBoth have been
promRted.
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such
televisicon
the

Biff=n

~

was one

John
victim. =
interview
indpendent-minded

frank
by Jorhn EBiffen,
last
minister, led toc a briefing by
Bernard Ingham that he was
‘eemi-detache and due for
dismicesal. Biffen was a lame
=3

duck from then on.

BIEEEN SYNE
ave one’'s departure wi
assed in the press in
umstances where know

3
24y

o
¥ A3

he cnly would be
with the acquiescenc
Lo
bet not altogether
surprising because exactly the
f same technigque had been
used in respect of cother
ministers like Feter Rees
Fatrick Jdenkyn.

anrnd
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vulnerable
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she exaggerated
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JOHN BIFFEN SYNC
I never regarded my jcb as
Leader of the Hﬁu== of Commmons

COMM

Ey 1984 the cabinet was
cabinet. Eighteen mi
had resigned or bteen
Ferscnal demination
through the cricis.

NORMAN TEBRIT SYNC

Well those HlfT--J‘t times

85 and 846 lead to a lot of
oroblems for 3¢ overnment.
Its a character

prime minister’ g

when the publlc can see where
che’'s going when they know what
cshe’'s after whether they agree
with her or not they regard her
as a very considerable leader.
I1f they can't see what she’'s
tryimg to do, ifT they think
cshe’'s muddled, if they think
the government is confused then
those very positive attitudes
turn right rournd to extremely
negative attitudes. Instead of
being a great leader, she’'s a

bossy woman.




Archive
Margaret & Denis
Thatcher in garden

EMGCH FOWELL

SYNC Mobody should
underestimate in observing a
prime minicster the sheer
strength which the Quesn’s
chief minister has simply by
dint cf being the CGueen’'s chief
minister. And I suppose the
longer you remain in that
pesition

V/0O the more people make the
error of suppesing that having
been there long you're likesly
to remsin there.

The Thatcher’'s have made
Downing Street a family
recidence.

LORD ERUCE-GARDYNE

V/0 Cne of her strenghte 1
think is that she has an
instinctive feel I believe for
what the ordinary

SYNC Tory voter out in the
Shires is liable to ke thinking
and worried about at any given
time and I think that there
Denis her husband has quite an
important influence too.
Because sometimes it is said
you know that Denie represents
the cpinicn on the 19th hole of
every golf course in middle
England

V/0 There’'s socme truth in
that.
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Archive

Fhoto—call - Margaret &

Demis Thatcher

tabour FFE

Thatcher arriving in

Moscow.

corm

This carefullY arranged
photo—-call was the preamble to
& campaign for the third term
that had sszemed out of reach at
the height of the Westland
affair.

MERGARET THAT
No holiday, t

Eut before Cornwall,

under Incham’'s ever

eye the leader who came

power as the iron lady ranged
zgainst the all evil empire
began her third electicn
campaign in the Soviet Union
with dividends back home.

But there was

MEIL KINNOCE

Whether they

diszagree with me

they’'re gonna ge straight
answer and makes it easy for me
to be in touch, keep in
touch.
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Eriefly Labour

a Tully modernicesd
revolving arcund N
For the Tirst time
Thatcher public re
campaign seemed to
match. The lesader
som=2times lost her
control
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MARGARET THATCHER SOF

A man may climb Everest for
himeelf bout at the summit he
plants his countrvy’'s flag.

COorM
Her =tyle and
become positiv




dressing.
when ore Tir

her
She
mum

like =a

the

urthrea

was midd
locked like
would de en

(]
w

m

-+ 10

i

R =K
g
3

[N

*
-

vic

~

W

=
]

5

i |
fin]}

.

[¥8

|

S
T

=
<
m
o

Thatcher
recently,
the

|
iy
-

A
~
M

fac

W
(5 1
m
g

e

Holbein
here
Saying .,

Thathcer

-+

)

Was

m

m
o

mn
= [ b

13

&
s 5 s

n
mn

2

-+ N
+

=t

o =g
n

~
~

m o

~ 0
[

By |
=
i
=
o

ga)
m

—
~+
-
<

i
mn

in
50D
n

e
3

10

(23

T

D

- L 10
|

Qa.

n

o M
n <
Jmnm

1
'~
+ ok

0 e

fu
Q

<

[

t+

1

~+
m Q

-

= R

P

rt .

=

10

n i
n
I'[! u

2
3

atcher
aware oi

it

=
1]
g0

"t
mn m m
5 |

= i
-{ 0
e

=
3]

ma

e g
i

10 Ul
1]
Q

(W«
3
(W8

[




SYNC
that in the pas
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about Mrs Thatcher. I
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understocd them well.
managed to strike a
the electorate and &
been diverted from
tnms% pn11c1e= tnren
he’'s had a
derstanding

and

o+ J et
[ =0 i
)

I
—
el |/ s T
o
pt

O NI
g
m n

S
e
il 15 T
] ul
N -

[ ["[

Pt it
e
=
Q
g
Pt
bt

- 1D

o —h
o

’-l

ST

w

+

R
0
2
3

s
o

mn e
-% in

e il 1)
s
| R o
5N
n
m
b
=N spte)
m 0
n
b
n

(]
0.
e
n
pie
m
un

w0
=

}.‘

|

e]

b
=
|-‘
\n
s
iD
3
in

[
l.«._
-4
n
1
m
=

L]
I

=
e
1
I
)
it
¥

o W
ks

T

5

i i A
Q <
D U
- |:
o n

in
91 |
N |

o (0
N
1

mh

-

9

o

"

it
-

[

o il @ e
b || S |
&
|
A
n
ot 10

3

u
]
|1

]

n e
(]
£

e R e ]
u}

0
=<y
e

-+
(]
m =
0
"

in

gl O
= ()
i

't
=
in
~
li o
s
o
B
n

n

rt

-
I~
-
ln]

(i

b |

J-

f
<

i
v
=
ave the
o
f

0
o
Lol | [}
-
in
o §
!
3
in
|
Lo
1}

Ly

J

in
o
|
a un
';J
t
(]
bt
m
~
I
o
n
I\

n
I
-~

9
(gl (N
0

i
10 <
o
m
[

f
H
+
o
N
w

m < + N
U S T
- 0 0o =
17
in
o+
0. Y
0 0
=
200 0
QW =~ n
O nn

mn w

<
N 1)

‘"think that it would
possible to move
n Britian without
omebody who was
prepared to run & couple of
hundred vards down the road zand
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Thatcher elbowing her
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uropean leaders.
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COMMITTEE OFFICE
HOUSE OF COMMONS

LONDON SWI1A 0AA
01-219 Direct Line
01-219 3000 (Switchboard)

DEFENCE COMMITTEE

DG: 30
of Session 1988-89

NEXT MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE

The Committee will meet on Wednesday 12 April at 10.30 in
Committee Room 16.

Mr Douglas and Mr McFall have indicated that they wish to
raise the subject of Sir Leon Brittan's remarks reported in
the Press yesterday and this morning relating to the
disclosure of the Solicitor General's letter about Westland.

Mr McFall has indicated an intention to move that should the
time for discussion of this matter on Wednesday morning be
inadequate,' discussion should continue at a convenient time
later in the day.

I have been asked to prepare a background note on the
significance of Sir Leon's remarks in the context of the
Committee's previous inquiry. This is attached, together with
a selection of extracts from this morning's press.

The principal scheduled item for the morning of 20th April is
evidence on the decommissioning of nuclear submarines. The
brief will be circulated for this on Monday morning 10th
April, together with a list of witnesses. UK NIREX will be
heard at 10.50, with Ministry of Defence witnesses following.

ROBERT ROGERS
Clerk of the Committee
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SIR LEON BRITTAN’S REMARKS ABOUT THE DISCLOSURE OF
THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL’S LETTER

It was reported yesterday and in the Press this morning (copies attached) that Sir Leon
Brittan, now an EC Commissioner, had said in a television interview:

"The release of the Solicitor-General’s letter was something which was approved
by Mr Charles Powell - the relevant Private Secretary in No 10 - and it was
approved by Mr Bernard Ingham, the Prime Minister’s Press Secretary. As I
made clear at the time, there would have been no question of the release of
that document without the express.approval from No 10."

Sir Leon is reported in today’s Press as saying of the interview:

"I gave the interview before I left for Brussels at the end of 1988. There is
absolutely nothing new in anything I said in the interview."

The words used by Sir Leon in the interview in fact go further than the evidence of
any witness before the Committee in the 1986 inquiry.

Sir Leon told the House on 27 January 1986 (col.671) "I made it clear to my officials
at the Department of Trade and Industry that, subject to the agreement of No 10, I
was giving authority for the disclosure of the Solicitor-General’s letter to be made."
Examined on this point by the Committee on 30 January 1986, he said "I accept fully
responsibility for what was done and would not suggest for a single moment that my
instructions were anything other than followed. I would particularly stress that it all
had to be subject to the agreement of No 10" (Q.933).

This point was dealt with by the Defence Committee in paragraph 154 of their Report.
The key question was, if Mr Brittan had given such clear instructions, and later said
that his instructions were followed, how was it that No 10 did not give their agreement
to the disclosure?

Sir Robert Armstrong tried to give an answer in his evidence. He said that it was "a
difference of understanding" about exactly what was being sought and what was being
given (Q.1288). He said that he was

"absolutely clear that the officials in No 10 did not believe, from the
conversations, that they were being asked to convey an agreement on which the
Secretary of State’s authority was conditional” (Q.1318).

The Defence Committee found some difficulty in believing that "four extremely able
officials in key positions would have been capable of identical misunderstandings of this




sort in two separate telephone conversations”. But on the evidence before them, they
decided on balance that the No 10 officials (specifically Mr Ingham) realised that they
were being asked not for agreement but for authority, and this they sought to avoid

giving.

Sir Leon’s words mean that the real situation was very different; that far from trying
to distance No 10 from the disclosure, Mr Powell and Mr Ingham gave their express
approval for that disclosure.

If Sir Leon is correct, his words also now indicate that Sir Robert Armstrong’s evidence
to the Committee was incorrect, because the disclosure was expressly approved by Mr
Powell and Mr Ingham?. His evidence could, it seems, be incorrect either because the
officials concerned did not tell him the truth during his inquiry, or because they did,
and he did not tell the truth to the Defence Committee. It is also possible that the
officials did tell the truth to him during his inquiry, but that he did not tell the Prime
Minister in his inquiry report.

A further point arises. The Committee criticised Mr Ingham and Mr Powell because
they were in a position to tell the Prime Minister on 7 January what turned out to be
the principal findings of Sir Robert Armstrong’s inquiry report more than a fortnight
later.  The Prime Minister told the House that ‘

"I discussed the matter with my office the following day, [7 January]...I was told
that the Solicitor General’s advice had not been disclosed by my office... I was
also told, in general terms, that there had been contacts between my office and
the Department of Trade and Industry" (Official Report, 27 January 1986,
col.657)

If the disclosure was made the express approval of Mr Ingham and Mr Powell, then
not only did the "difference of understanding” mentioned by Sir Robert never take
place, but Mr Ingham and Mr Powell chose to tell no-one, not even the Prime
Minister, that they had themselves authorised the disclosure.
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! And Sir Robert Armstrong said explicitly to the Defence

Committee (Q.1191) "I am clear that the authority for the
disclosure was given by the Secretary of State for Trade and
Industry."




