Ay ¢y Y§S—From _I"a. 1

*v ende-clerk at the Soviet Em-

A58y tn:@ustra]ia. transmittedr

0 Moscow some of Kislytsin's
———

reret messages. Mrs. Petrovthat she fled to join her hus-man said: “We believe this to/disappearance of Mrs. Macleay,

sn obtained asylum in Aus-
ilia.

The Petrov disclosures are
kely {o be extremely embar.
wsging for the Forfeignh Office
and the Government here. Both
:ave maintained they did not
caw Lthe whereabouts of Bur
55 and MelLean after the two
aen crossed the English Chan-
ol and entered France four
CArs ago.

The Foreizn Offce also has
wolessed ignorance of where-
aouts of Melinda Mrelean,
‘merican-born  wife of Mae-
.can.  She and her children
isappearcd from Switzerland
a Seplember, 1853, alter they
iad been allowed to leave this

(band in the Soviet Union.

Petrov’'s disclosures imply
that the Soviet Union, for many
vears, had access to secrets of
the British Foreign Office, in-
cluding secrets entrusted to
this country by the United
States and other Allies.

They lend suhstance to de-
mands made in the Uniled
Siales that Washington should
withhold from Britain secret
matters until the Government
here eliminated enormous holes
declared to exist in its security

system,
A Foreign Office spokesman
today confirmed some of

Petrov's statements.
Asked whether Petrov was

De true.”
Asked about the statement

that they fled because they had
learned they were heing in-
vestigaied, the spokesman said:
“It is true that MacLean was
under active investigation by
the security authorities. Bur-
gess' suitability for continued
foreign service employment
was under investigation and
he had already been with-
drawn from Washington.”
Petrov, who was head of the
Soviet secret service in Aus-
tralia, said in his account that
Kisyltsin, wha had been work-

ing under him, burst into his)bassy and qui

from Switzerland.

l

Kislytsin told Pelrov he was|

assigned to the Soviet Embassy|
at London in 1945 as a code
clerk from the Soviet secret
police and for three years was|

in close touch with Burgess and |

MacLean through an intermed-i‘
jary. He did not :‘m:-"f me .tj

ither of them.

DPetrov quoled him saying
personally handled all th

material that Burzess s pplied.
I received briefcascs hull of
Foreign Office documents. They
were pholographed al the Em-,

ckly returned in]

office on Sept. 17, 1953, waving| Burgess. The pholagraphs were:

a newspaper and

shoutingt' sent. by

courier, in the dip}o—‘l

“Tt’g come off at last, just af. matic bag, to Moscow.” .~

From London Kislylsin we i,
[In 1948, to Mosecow, where I{e
Wwas put in charge of a specikl
‘section of “an amazing lbravy
of foreigr. inielligence called
the top seeret archives.”

According to Petrov's ac-
count, “it was crammed full of
secret documents of the British
Féreign Office. There was o
mjich that a great deal had n

dven been translated and '.d_,s-,
tributed to the (Soviet) minis-
teries interested.”

cuntry, correct in saying that Burgess ff
Petrov's accouni confirmedfand Macl.ean had been long-{we planned it! ‘
lime Soviel agents, the spokes-' Kislytsin was veferring to the,,
- e e ,
'_,‘-‘ ¥ ll‘_‘_"\v’ ‘-\‘ﬁ‘:‘,w- ¥ {,
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LONDON, Sept. 19 (UP)—Disclosure that missing diplomats Gu§“Burgess and Don

Diplomatis Were Agenls
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Miss Gandy

ald MacLean were suspected Soviet sples touched off demands for a parliamentar
owed to disapear hehind the Iron Curtain.

investigation into why they were all

The Foreign Office announced®
in an official statement Burgess
and MacLean, who disappeared
four yvears ago and are believed
to have gona behind the Iron
Curtain, were suspected of being
Soviet, agents at the time. .

- The siatement said there was in-
sufficient evidence to warrant their
arrest and the government has no

- -

MacLean

Bun:gess

power to stop them from leaving
ihe country, Their disappearance
bepan one of the biggest mysteries
- 41 11 TKT s an marretAarvar
i Lile Lulld vydal, Iiysciy
deepened when MacLean's Chicago-
born wife and their three children
also disappeared.

DEMANDS

Informed sources said hoth Con-
servative and Labor members of
Parliament were expected to use
ithe statement to press demands for
a full inguiry into why the diplo-
Sorer—were  allowed to ]@ave thg
country. .

T
FR i

A Foreign office spokesman sai'_:l'
TacLean “was under active investi-
ation” at the time and Burgess'
uitability *“for continuous foreigi
dervice” also was being Investi

oo to

gau:d.

Asked whether it was lrue the
men were tipped off that they were
under investigation and had asked
their Soviet contact for refuge in
the Soviet, the spoksman said, “We
belleve that to be s0.”

STEAMER

Both men boarded an English
Channel steamer at Southampton on
May 25, 1951, and got off at Sti
Malo, France, the following day.
Then they vanished.

MaclLean was head of the Amer

i-
can affairs section of the Foreignl

Office. Burgess was former second

secretary at the British Em:ttaassy in

Was
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‘A%ss%ﬂg Diplomats Spiéd

“or-Russians

TONDON, Sept. 19 !P).—A
sian. who deseried to the
Yest, says Britain’s tywo missing
nlomats—Donald MacLean and

.17 Burgess—served as spies for
e Kiemiin all the time they
nrked in the Foreign Office.

A British .Foreign Oflice:
nokesman said later the Foreigni
“ffice now believes ‘this to be;
ue.

Viadimir Petrov, formerly thta1
‘pp Soviet agent in Australia,

11 the stblry in an article in

Sunday newspaper, The
‘cople.

Burgess and MacLean were re-

:ited by the Communists 20
-ears ago while students at
"ambridge, he said, and neither
cew of the other’s spy activities
mtil a few weeks before they
-hsappeared together 4Y2 years

F]ed Behind Iron Curtain

“MacLean was head of the
unerican  department in  the
Joreign Office at the time he
‘anished. Burgess was on leave

cm his post as second secre-

.ary of the British Embassy 1n|
Washintgon.

Lemands  in parliment for'
wure light on the mysiery have’
srought only the oflicial admis-
on from the Foreign Office that

can e “§Ssulried the young
iiplomats fied behind the Iron
urtain, |

Adding to the mystery was the‘
disappearance of MacLean's,
American-horn wife, Melinda,

nd  lheir three children two
vears later. They slipped away.
after going to Switzerland and’
yesumably went to join him.,

Pefrev said MacLean, now 42,
and Burgess, 44, appealed to the
“tussians for asylum after dis-
coviTINE Tty were being investi-
uwated by British security agenis,

20 Years |

Filzkod Many Documents

Petrov said another—rrenmdim
agent who worked in the Soviet
Embassy in London told him
that in 1945 Burgess brought
him *“briefeases full of Foreign
Office documents.” They were
photographed and guickly turned
back.

The British Foreign Office has
hsaid it did not  discover any
iimportant documents missing
after Burgess and Maclean
vanished.

| Even though Purgess and
MacLean bhecame close friends
\after leaving Camhbridee, Petrov
15aid, “the most astonishing fact
. . . Is that the two men . , .
idid not know of each other’s
spying activities . . . until they
were almost ready for their
flight to Moscow.”

Questioned about the article,
a Foreign Office spokesman con-
ceded that the two were under
investization before they skipped,

stop them {from
country.”

leaving the
He said the Foreign
IOfﬁce now believes the two were
;long-time Soviet spies.

| Regularly Supplied Secrets

Petrov wrote:

“I can now disclose beyond
all doubt that these two men
regularly supplied the Kremlin
with all the information they
could Iay their hands on as
trusted servants of the Foreign
Office.”

i Petrov said a Russian secret
agent named Kislytsin, who had
lbeen in close touch with the
‘dlplomats in London, told him:
‘ “I was posted to our embassy
!1n London in 1945. My job was
that of cipher clerk to the
M. V. D. (secret police), I per-
sonally handled all the materlal

~

kut sazid, “We had no powers to .

=

__“T_recgived hrief casesr—tui—es
Joreign Office documents. They‘
jwere photographed at the em-,
bassy and quickly returned to
Burgess. The photographs were
quickly sent by courier in the
\dlplomatlc bag to Moscow,

“But there were many times
when urgent information from
the documents had to Yeach;
Moscow quickly. In those cases:
I used to transcribe the informa-
tion into code and cable it direct
to headquarters.”

Heads Secret Archives
Petrov gave no details of Mac-

lLean's spy activities. He did,
however, say that when Kisly tsin

in eharge of “an amazing library,
of foreign intelligence called top!
secret archives” and added: 1

“By a remarkable coincidence;
this section turned out to be a
collection of the material sup-

plied by Burgess and MacLean.”

In Moscow, western newsmen
'long have suspected that Burgess
and MacLean might be in the
city. But all attempts to un-
ear¥h them have failed.

official Russian source hsa

admitted knowing anythin
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TIME FOR AL
. THE FAGTS

Once again down the
chilly Palladian cor-
| ridors of the Foreign
i Office there fiit two ghosts—

i not Palmerston, not Edward
Grey, not Curzon, bubt the
lithe, youthiul, profoundly
agitated and profoundly
agitating figures of Donald

" c_i_g._gal_and Guy '-B!.Ifg'e 5.
THere must beMrE"a;{jf a
hajassed official to-day mur-
muring, “Oh! that these
two phantoms would rest.”

But alas they are not
phantems.- Mr-Petrov (who,

let us rucfully concede, must ]

he causing his ex-side some
emparrassment and worry
too)  has compelled the

Fogreign Office to admit, in
ublic and with every shew
f extreme reluctance, a fqw
cts about the vanishdd
plomatists.

7 Speculation

o e At

e
-

I gh Burgess was never a pir- ' o
manent Foreign Offike E”ujP‘iéﬁ- ‘5
official; he was a temporary R -
valuable wartime recruit; but he did - ‘ )
d rise to be, for some time, :
Maclean and Burgess private secretary to the then
were long-term Soviet Minlster of State, Mr.
agents, recruited in all pro- Hector McNeil.  He was
bability during their under-~ | ) about to be discharged Irom
duate days In Cambridge. i the serviece, not for secuylty
graau Vs & ' reasons, and was--there is a
Maclean, a permanent and | bite of lrony here—about to
established member of the - ' join the staff of a great
Foreign Service, rose rapldly | London newspaper-
through a series of* respon- 1 All these facts have been
sible and key posts until he widely discussed fgr years
\ past. Under the coimpulsion
was head of the Amerlcan af Mr: Petrov's disclosures
Department of the Foreign { the Foreign Office has begun -
fiice. Not only did he have | to open up about them
ceess to any nuinber of con~ little, -
dential and secret docu- It is now essential tha \"-‘2
ents; he also understood | € Opening-ub process con '
and appreciated to the full inue, and that it be as full H
: nd as candid as possible. /‘J
the temper and the tech- Above all some explanation,
nique of government In however pafinful, must be o
Britain, and he had great given of the Ifailure to act }9
knowledge and experience ) swiftly and decisively when -

‘of Anglo - American co- it was realised that Maclean /2 o
operation and of N.A.T.O I was a security suspect. One 5
e i N | able and very dangerous 2
It is difficult to:imagine, ! man got away, so did his <

from the Soviet point of Sancho Panza. Why? '
view, a more valuable source The Foreign Office must
of information. He was strive to answer honourably - "
un§er suspicion for a shorf :Yﬁeﬁ?tgéuugecaﬁf&‘f%Pi

s o} g RY i
timje—a.  very short  tim continue, certainly not to the .
buyf a crucial time—befor country’s benefit; and the - . .
he fed. en's tragic, innocent and - e

ill endure a renewed bou

fll-used families and friendq ...
] f cruel, needless publicity,
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op Russian agent revealst

Burgess and Maclea\n begge

r refugé

Today ‘The People’ jays before the
wprid the complete splution to th
mystery of the nidissing Britis
diplomats who dlsappeured int

the unknown four years ago.

The answer to the most baffling riddle of
our times comes from jnside the MVD,
Russia’s  secret service network — from
Vladimir Petrov, the top Soviet agent who
has broken with Moscow and found refuge
in Australia.

As head of the Soviet spy ring in the Aus-
~tralian..-capital, Canberra, -he came into
possession of all the incredible details of the
conspiracy/organised in Mﬁiww to spirit away
Dogald Maclean and Guy Burgess,
st week the Australiﬁrt‘Rnyal Commis-
sion)’s report on Soviet spying in the Common-
weglth was published. It was based almost
exclusively an Petrov's revelations aml tllnae
of his wife Evdokia.

The repord was not cohcered with the cate
of the missing diplomats. Nlither Petrov nér
his wife gave public evidench on the fate df
Burgess and Maclean,

Only now is their -—
dramalic testimony dis-
closed—for exclusive pub-
lication in Rritain through

“The People.”

@ In the most fantastic

y document ever com-
plled Viadiiir Petrov toda
rdveals that—

Bargess and Maclean wer

ecruited as  spies 2

XEARS AGO;, .

Miicy supplied Moscow with
secret documents of thp
British Foreign QOffice O
A SCALE HITHERTO UN
SUSPECTED;

| When British Intelligence
' agents began to investi-
| gate their ~activities
' THEY BEGGED FOR
REFUGE IN MOSCOW.

W rs. Evdokia Petrov .. . shd
old her husband about secre
cables.

I AT . e e

O

P



@ On the left: Guy
Burgess; on the
tight: Donald
Maciean. They are
traitors who . gave
vital information to
the Russians, says
Petrov, .

3

they were
stlll students’

THE DATE WAS SEPTEMBER 17, 1953. INTO

MY OFFICE AT CANBERRA BURST SECRET
AGENT KISLYTSIN, ONE OF THE BEST
PERATORS IN THE AUSTRALIAN BRANCH OF
HE MVD, OF WHICH | WAS CHIEF.
“It's come off at last, just as we planned it,"”” he

shouted, waving a newspaper. .

He showed me the huge front page ‘headlines. They .
reported the disappearance from Switzerland of Mry.
Melinda Maclean and her

three children. P.. \!I ANRIAS
She had pgone, so the
newspaper gucssed, to joln Dy L4 LH"""
her hushand, Donald Mac-
lean, behind the Iron Cur-
tain.
No wonder Kislytsin was

exultant. This was the final .
coup in the most daring spy [{ J
operation in  history—the &
sAriting away of two-high
rahking officials of th
Brjtish Foreign Office
Dmnald Maclean and Gu
Burgess.




Leading part

It was a trimmph for the en
tfre world-wide spy network ru
ffom the Xremlin. Dozens o
the most cunning agents of the
secret service had taken part in
it. And Kislytsin himself had
played a leading role in it when
he was an MVD officer In
London and later in Moscow.

It was through him. indeed,
that 1 was able to discover the
truth about a mystery that has
kept the world guessing for four
years,

Even though 1 was head of an

. important MVD  pranch  and
. held the high rank of leutenant-
colonel in the service, 1 should
never have heen let into the Bur-
| gess and Maclean secrets.
| Aasin other secret services, no
. one group of the MVD is gllowed
‘ to know anything beyvond its
own spectal sphere of duty., So
‘I had no right to gquestion Kis-
lytsin about his wark in the
| Burgess and Maciean afTair,

But no sooner did he hear
that Mrs. bMaclean had dis#p-

eared than he sought to get in
ouch with the MVD men In

oseow  with whom he hid
lanned her secret journéy

hefore he joined me in Austif-
lia.

and to secure permission
sergt coded cables to Moscow he
had to explain to me, his ehifl,
alldabous his work in the miss-
ing dipiumats operation.

1 gave him permission. My
wife Evdokla was our cypher
clerk. She coded the cabled mes-
sages he-sent and the replies he

received.

As a result 1 learned almost
every startling detail of the
Burgess and Maclean story.
From the secret cabled mes-
sages and from Kislytsin him-
seif | was able to bulld up an
astonishing pleture of the
gigantic coup.

And now 1 can lay before the
warld the full solution te the
mystery of the missing diple-
mits.

irst of all, let me destroy
golme of the myths that hpve
gathered round this case

It 18 not vet fully ~~-epjed,
outside the Iron Curtain, fhat
Burgess ang Maclean ere
traitors to their country and
gave secret information to
MOscow

Soviet spies
I can now disclose that beyond
all doubt these {wo men regi-
Tari supplied the [-emlin with

assed Gver to Russia an
secrets of frst-class importance.

in fact, both these men werE
long-term Soviel agents.  Thal
werg recruited for intelligence
foori while they were still st~

v

Jdents at Cambridge 20 years ag p.

=

I and ihe final myth vhat T ¢ h

all the injformation they could
lay their hands on ds trusted
servants of the Forrign Office
Certain public men in Britain
ave consoled themselves with
e lgea that the two diplo-

ats were Soviet spies for only
short, time and could not have

~of the Soviet

cexplode 1s the fiction that
Bprgess and Maclean nly
cipssed the lIron Curtaln |be-
cquse they were disiliusigned
with life in “ capitalist " Brijain
and yearmed for the Rusian
Utopia.

In fact, the reason far thetr
Right was simple and urgent—
they discovered that they were
under investigation by the

Tritish security services. And

they pleaded for asylum.

Ardent Reds

‘The story of the missing
diplomats hegins ai Cambridge
University, where these two
young men, quite independently.
became interested in left wing
politics. Their intorest was
noted by the British branch of
the Soviet spy organisation
working from the Russian em-
bassy as * diplomats "--25 we
did in Australia,

Betore very long both men
were ' heart and soul on the
Communist side in the world-
“wide battle of ideas. ‘

Skilful work by British con-

cts, acting lor our spy net-

otk in London, spon corfvinced
them that it was their quty to

onfinued on Page 5




urges

do ruything that would give aid
and comfort to Communism.

They were then, even if they
did not know it themselves,
alre%dy members of the Russian
intelligence service.

Indesed, the most astonish-
ing fael about the whaole
extraordinary aflair is that
the iwo men, though they
became  close  friends after
their Cambridge days, did
not know of each other's
spying activities.

It was not until they were
almost, ready for their flight
to Moscow that they learned
theY weré both linked in highly]
setTht MVD work.

]
Spics already |

The scale of their activities,
can be gathered from what
Kislytsin told me of the three

(0l

VLADIMIR
PETROV’S
SECRETLS
Continued from page 1

sent by courier in the diplo-
matic bag te Moscow.

“ But there were many times
when urgent information from
the documents had to reach
Moscow quickly. In those cases
1 used to transcribe the infor-.
mation into code and cable it
direct to headguarters.” °

It was typical of the way the
MVD worked that while he was
in London, Kislytsit never saw
either Burgess or Maclean, But
he knew the Soviet official who
was in regular contact with

years in which he was in close Burgess.

touch with them.

“1 was posted to cur Embassy
in London in 1945, he inlormed
me. “ My job was that of cypher
clerk to the MVD. I personally
handled all the material that
Rurgess supplied.

*“1 received brief-cases full of

™

.

“He used to come back to
the Embassy, after his meet-
ings with Burgess, with his
clothes spattered with mud,”

" Kislytsin told me, “ I gathered
that their rendezvous was out *
in the country.”

In 1948 Kislytsin was recalled

reign Office documents. They | .to Moscow. IHe spent a year on

wgre photographed at the Em-
bdssy and quickly returned to
Burgess, The photographs were

an inlelligence training course
in which he specialised {n Eng-
lish., Then he was appointed

|

‘that controls the

to the Directorate of the C&m-

mittee of Information, & body
sifting of
intelligenice brought in by the
secrel service.

He Was put in charge of the
special section of an amazing
library of foreign intelligence
called the Top Secret Archives.
By a remarkable coincidence,
this section turned out to be a
collection of the material sup-
plied by Burgess and Maclean.

MVD crisis

it was crammed full of secret
documents of the British
Foreign Office. There was s0
much of it that a great deal had
not even been translated and
distributed to the Ministgies in-
terested. Kislytsin had his work
cut out even to sort it.

When ne had done so, e was
frequently called upon ta show
particular files of documents to
high-ranking officials of various
Soviet Minislries.

Steadily the documents poured .

in for amnother two years. But
in 1051 came & crisis in MVD
headquarters.

Urgent messages were re-
ceived from London that Bur-
gess and Maclean had reported
to their Soviet coniact that
they were under investigation
by British Intelligence. They
begged for refuge in Moscow.

JEXT WERK: Viadgnir
Pitrov reveals how the esdape
whs carried out. And he gjves
alclose-up picture of how Bur-
gdss and Maclean live and work
in Moscow today.
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New Riddle Of The
Burgess-Maclean Affair

By OUR DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENT

ROM the welter of words written and spoken on the Burgess apd
Maclean affair this week-end, there ecmerges this vital questiqn:
WO WAS TIE THIRD MAN? Was be found and sacked or{is

helstill in the Foreign Oflfice? - — T T

The Third Man stands revealed in the fascinating

pages of the White Paper on the Disappearance of Two
Former Foreign Office Officials.  This makes it cles
that. following a leakage of information to the Sovi
vears before, the field of suspicion was narrowed b
inid-April’1951 10 two or three pcrbons

Maclean was Suspecti— e
Number One, just a week!
or two beiore he vanished.:
Burgess went too. Who was'
the Third Man and whcreu
is he to-day ?

This is and will remain :ht
dominant queslion until the re-

assembly ol Parlinment pro-’ ’:) y
vides the opportunity for the: . f‘ RN
thorough probe which Members! § 41 bs,_, - - vt
of lall parties are planning. i A *23 Lol ETED e v

"o say that polilicians are h . .
alarmed. worried and dismayed at: oo ree ¢ Mo Tﬁ‘_\‘\x-\.,c\f.»ck
the White Paper is Lo pul it mildly. : T IR T r ting 0o P
It is not only the admissions but, . e "
:hd omissions which are caufing’ Piw i -
cofeern. IR A~

or instance, it 1s obser ed., { oL
prdetically nothing has been lre-' S .
vealed about the spying activilies :
ul Burgess P

J o .
i '%‘OT J:?;-‘\""“'-
(Bufile 100-371163) & 1o 955
< g5
v . - LU
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Will Government
Reveal More ?

| ‘Fhe White Paper. in fact, tdlls
‘vedy litile mare than was alregly
kandwn o most people and thire
is a feeting among Members 1
spoke 1o yesterday that if I_’arl»l‘n-
meni pushes hard enough. 1oe
Government will-be [arced 1o dis-.
ciose a great deal more. Unless,
of course they inzist on ‘the

ground of security upon t{reatir};} . ragedy Of The
I 158Uu@ 01 conil-
‘ctiré;c?atter as a 1 Lost Week-End -

* The idea that has pbrevailed!
over the years“ihal *No one was:
1o blame ™ is blown sky-high by.

ow many people in Govlrn. | Plank of the sx. Falaise at South-
mehi ar Foreign Oflice cireles| a7fpton with tickels for St Mafo
eoflid L possibly  have known|shprily before midnight n

the White Paper.” was how one’ iMr. Morrison had sanctioned the Ffiday, May 25 1951, They hjd
M.P, put it to me. . 1 questioning of Maclean by the ! ©ffly minutes to spare.
Of  eourse. due attenlion | is Jso‘urity authorities’ ’ N dock  walchman  hollerkd

being paid to the slalemen“; tpati i id someone, either_accidenta[]y“l bt Qm_ car th%‘{ lg\ft in_the
no one is appoinled to or cpn- loif intentionally. tip . off {he-Quay. Bark on Monday, came
tinues 1o occupy any Forejun Third Man? ¢ 1 ihe ~shouled‘answer as the--boat
Qilice post invoiving highlv-seavel | [Wnhy was the men’s disappeaf-| ¢35t ofl.  The car was subse-
infermation " unless he or she is ‘abee the Frid ine iauently identified as the one in
) ;akce on the Friday evening n Elahs !
fil to be entrusted with the seerels — —lwhich Maclean and Burgess left
o which the post gives access, discovered by the Foreign Offfc Maclean's home.

ut, it is conlended, surelv : il L
Bfrgess and Maclean were sub- uatl = the following Mond«v?|  The Theory Of
The Decoys

I £ * v \ Because Maclean had taken thel
ipled to certain security safe- Suljirday off, as he could do by

wjards when they were appoinfed . arrbngoement, o h .

and during their terms af office nd, though it seems like alppcican ana p}g“l?fr me'd'E o who
CJuntil ﬁn:'.”‘v Lhe finger ol filg story, obvicusty the Third baurded the bont ? ch?u.Id ‘:er)
suspicion  painted  directly o, Mon ~would —appear o have men both anxious to sob gub ot
them. Knhwn or’ guessed that Maclean e . ‘ &

ihe  country  undetected, have
created such a hullabaloo?  Or
wis it done deliberately ?

, . Again at St Malo when tie
o Falaise berthed the two men mafe

Whal lessons were |earned from wis not being shadowed - outside
thiz sad affair and have they beeni London—that "the search of his
applied—ihat will be the keynole, home had been delaved

of the speecl’l_es from all quarters; Thus  Friday Mavy 95 '
‘when ilhe Government sef the! Monday, May 28 became th

o

The Prime Minister
May Spenk

Mr, Harpld  Macmillan  as
Fureign Secretary will presgym-,
ably take up ihe c¢udgeis Jon
behalf of the Foreign  Qffge..
thoukh no one would be surpris ed,
if g Prime Minister decideslio]
tnkel the burden on his ogn
shoukiers. The more so becauset
he imself served ax Foreign:
Secrelary from 19531-1955, and he.
will no doubt feel he must be the
principal  spokesman  on lhis,
trewtiendous issue.

Mr. [erbert Morricon. who was
‘Foreign  Seeretory  at the time
PBurgess and Maclean  vanished.
is also eertain to make anoam-:
portant contribution to the diseus-
RGO !

Meanwhile Memboers of Parlia-
mient and menbers of the ['n'lblit'f
are searching through the Whiteld
Paper to put some of their pet:
theories to the test, particulurly:
in the matier of how Buargess and:
Muciean gol away.

I ois oilicially admitted - that
Maclean must have become aware
he was under investigation.
als thot where the Third Mpn
e into il? Did he Jesqgm

1Great Debate in mntion |
|
I

get messages 10 the two n
ee the country within a [gw
iprécious hours ?
on leave ang he had to be told,
100, -

i\\«’&l]]
| both
jday l:‘.r!'. though he was suspect

:Dﬁ‘ﬂrg 3 baby,

1and
yhad,

clean wns fo be interrogated’

Far Burgess was |
For Burgess was |

Foreign Office’s * lost week-end "
They lost their man. They lust
Iwoe days in  alerting officials
abroad o intercep! the run-
aways before they could reach
safelty and security behipd the
Iron Curtain,

- But Did They
Escape By Air?

True, Macleun's wile was ex-

But M.Ps wil
te know who decided not 1o
r Maclean at home on his

bough the*Foreign Seeretary
rdered hisiinterrogation

But there are those who wonder
whether  ia fact Burgess  sud
Maclean got ouwl of (he country
by beat as the White Puper
sSUggesis, They ask--did they
escape by qir?

[nformation  given 10 the
Australian Government Ly
Viadimir Petrov. tformer Third
Secretary of the Soviet Embassy
in Qanberra. after he had sought
polifical  refuge suggests they
wenp by air, )

Which is the more likely? Let's
look] at the boat story

Twoe men raced up the gang-

A commotion sbout having missp
the Lrain to Paris and in apnar
consternation  foonlk a  taxi
Rennes.  And thev left suiicsd 5
and clothing belonping to Burgess
and Maclean on the boat.

If these two men were conspirg<
iors and spies they acted like the
merest amateurs,  Yet it is now
wnown that for 20 years both had

cbeen trained for conspiracy and

espionage and had  operated  so
cleverly all the time that not even
their closest [riends beeame aware
of their duplicity,

Many now believe that the Third
Miun employed. decovs to go by
boat  and  that Burgess and
Miclean went In fact by air.

There seems Tille doubt that the
pair keft Muaclean's hameo in o car
al 750 p.moon May 25, 1951, May
they not have changed cars and
done to an atrport while thein
orizinal  car  was  driven  to
Southampton ?

M.P s will certainly want to be
assured that security regulations
have been so tighlened thatgit 1s
impossible to-day for any pirson
1o leave Britn by air without
Jdocuments, passport or ticke] and
perhups reiurn in the samef way

without anvone Leing the wishr
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QUESTIONS
UNANSWERED

HE White Paper on the
BurGESs-Macreanw affair was
untikely to please either the
curious, the anxious or the
eritical. So far from satisfying any
appetite, indeed, it leaves on the
palate lttle but 2 disagreeable
taste of soap. Many guestions that
a vigilant public opinion s asking
are evaded or ignored:. . ! 7"

1s it now recognised thal BURGESS ;

as well as MacLEAN Liad been & spy Tor
ears?
How far back, is it now nelleved,
d their spving or defection go?
When and o what extent were
inigters, whose past statements are
hrely reconcilable with the facts Row
confirmed. privy to the knowledg
fears of the security autharit
Silence or evasion may often be ti-
fied in mailers Gf SECrecy, prevargh-

or
57

tion by Ministevs of the Crown never. -
By .what accumulation of misjudg-

.. menGE ar worse came it aboul that
MACLEAN.
drunkenness and disequilibrium, in-
cluding & disgraceful wnd notorious
orgy in Cairo, angd BurGess. whom 1iis
best friends would nob have regarded
as  redaple, were continued and
favoured in the Foreign Service?

1f, as indeed is the case, Ministers
raust pe heid responsible fof depart-
mental aeiion or inackion, rather than
particniar ofticials, whieh Ministers
or ex-Ministers accepl 1he responsi-
bility for all that errgr?  Respon-
sibitity carries its penalties; honour
vequires thiat they be borne.

Did the Ministers responsible repri-
mand and if necessary punish the
men guilbyof such misiakes, high a8
chey may have heen?

Are thev satisfifd that any géh al
auces-- e they lhe {reemasonry of
he secially acceptable ov that of the
Yoxually  inverted-—will nag  henge-

ward keep and advance in pubic
selvice those uniitted for 11?2

e

RE: MacLEAN CASE

(Pufile 100-27L183)
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who hatl a Jong record of

i

ERRCIN

Have the mititary and Foreign i
flice sccurity services, which madg |
uchi glaring mistakes in ihis casy, |
een tightened to proper efficiency? §
Such guestions as these will ha
td be faced not only by the FOREIGT
SpereTARY but by his predecessors
when the White Paper i3 debated,
Now that the affair of MacLraw and
BurcEss has been exhumed, We must
have a proper autopsy and irguest.
1t has great signifjcance for the
nation's future.

And this is not only because of its
own extraordinary facts. There s
another set of questions to e
answered. What matives caused
these two young men to sell themn-
selves——if thai is now to be taken
as established fact-—to Commun-
tem? What appeal had it to them
that overcame patriotism, horjour,
education? Tt is not enough tgsay’
thag they were unbalanced tdpes..
wht could this particular evil yake
advhntage of their unbalance? Or
werk they, on the contrary, un-
baldnced because fhey were splies
and Communists? We must rement-
bor that they grew 1o matariby in
the early thirties. Years of dis-
{llusionment and extremism when
men looked for a sign, a new hope,
and many found it in the gospel of
Marx. The climate now has
changed. But the psychological
enlgma remains, and it will bear
much more study.

Meanwhile, at least ane gsalubary
by-product arizes. We have all been
reminded that Communism is not
mebely a theory, nor merely [the
Atice of certain foreign Govprn-
ta: it is an international fon-
spitacy, and we relax our vigilgnce
towards it at our peril, :
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A MAN FROM M15 ONCE CALLED TO SEE ME

AT CHURCHILLS
~_“DO YOU KNOW GUY-BURGESS?”
ASKED ME. I TOLD HIM I DID, INDEED,

Burgess was a member of
he club from 1948, One of
“hegearliest. His membership
nuigber was 17263 and to
date we have more than
Y7000 members on our roll
—Sg ¥ou can guess how far
back Burgess's assoclation
with Churchills goes,

He used to live just across the
roa[g}b from Churchills . in
Ciiftprd-street. From_ the office

aere I anl whiting now I can
‘ea the windows. of his flat,
facing on Bond Street,

HE WEPT!

Colieaglie Bruce Brace saw
suich more of him than T did.

Outen, after T had left the cluo -

it the early hours of the morn-
18, Burgess mised to drop in for
.pmie  cigarettes, a night-cap
id a chat with Bruce, -
And I recall that when he
rd too much to drink he used

- ey
o ~

RE: MaclLEAN CASE

CLUB~—ON BUSINESS

HARRY
MEADOWS,

the King of Clubs,
writes ‘|1 Don’t Go
Home Till Morning’

literally to cry
shoulder.

My inlerview with the MI5
man took place in 1951, some
weeks after the diplomats had

on Bruce's

* disappeared. Was Maclean g
member, the man from MI5 -

wanted to know?
He was not, but he had bedn
1 several limes with Burged.
What did they talk abouf?
most everything in the worlf,
we said,-except politics.

(Bufile 100-27L183)

EMPIRE NEWS
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HE

|

_Madlean disappear

BELETED rory opns

IN A PANIC

Dyl Burgess ever mentign
Rus{ia? he asked.

Néver, as far as we could
remember, but he did scem to
be, if anything, a shade anti-
American, though not violently

50,

But in all the time Bruce and
I had known Burgess he, had
never, even in his cups, £iven
the slightest indication of his
intention to leave the country.

But once lights flashed on in
his flat at about 4 a.m., after he
had left the club—and_ then,
suddenly, we saw him haring
across the road to Churchills
in a tremendous panic. .

“Have you seen my brief-
case?” he asked Bruce.

“Was that vyours?” Bruce
gagged. “I just saw someohe
walk out with it.”

Burgess turned so pale wae
thought he would fain-, So
Bruce hurriedly told him he was
joking apd handed over his
property.

at was the last we ever sgw
of Ifim.

TRe next night Burgess ahd
ed
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- shrely nobody—outside the Foreisn Office, may
- rates the Russians as being all that dumb! W

1
1

f

HE: MacLEAN CASE

(Bufile 100-374183)

NEWS CF THE WORLD

SEPTEVRER 25, 1955
LONDON, ENGLAND

§

‘'WHERE DO WE GO
FROM HERE?

HAT ‘White Paper on Burgess and Maclean
contaiins remarkably few lessons for Scotland

Yard on How To Track Down Criminals.

The rawest police recruit could hardly hope to win
his spurs by such hit-or-miss (especially miss)
methods.

We won't recount the details here. No Penny
Dreadful ” of your youth contained a more fascinating
story, though our recollection is that those stories
didn’t end quite the way of this Foreign Affair.

Most remarkable revelation of all, among a host
of astounding disclosures, is that a search of Maclean’s
couniry house wasidelayed because Mrs. Maclean was
expecting a baby wnd would, it was presumed, go
away. Maclean got.a tip that he was under susplicion,
took a week-end off, and skipped it—for ever !

The phrases trip out of the White Paper rather
as we expected. "The coda is no surprise -

“ Espionage is carried out in  secret. Counter-
espionage equally depends for its success upon  the
maximum secrecy of its methods, Nor is it desirable at
any moment to let the other side know how much has
been discovered or guess at what means have been used
to discoper it. Nor should they be allowed to knew all
the steps that have been taken to improve security,
These considerations still apply and must be the basie
criterion for judging what should or should mot be
published.”

Few quarrel with the contention that it's gilly to
¥t the other side know everything vou know. ¢ But

all
rgalise that they engineered the spiriting-awayl and

carried. it out with typical ruthless efliciency.
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COULD IT HAPPEN AGAIN?
rﬂ;d where do we go from here ? It’s certainlthat

Parligment will return from holiday lo a first-flass
crisis# The public will want to know, through #heir
elected representatives, whether they have heard all
that can be told—real security, ol course, permitting
—and whether the same sort of thing could happen
to-morrow.

Many Members will doubtless claim they have
been misled by Parliamentary replies over the inter-
vening years and all will want to know more about
the “searching inquiries” now made into the “ante-
cedents and associates of all those occupying or apply-
ing for positions in the Foreign Office involving highly

'secret information.”

Remember, the tolal number of TForeign and
Imperial Service personnel is well over 8,000,

No one would tolerate McCarthyism here. But
the Burgess and Maclean affair gave the American
Senator lots of ammunition when he was conducting
his witch-hunt over there. And when the Americans
read our White Paper, there'll be more than a few
of them who'll say “I told you so. Joe McCarthy was

right.”
To return to our own theme at the head of fhis
column — Scotland Yard would catch about pne

criminal in a hundred if they adopted these gerftle-
mdnly kid-glove methods of Getting Their Man.

E N e g
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What the White Paperl
tid not tell you |

RE: MacLEAN CASE
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O newspaper has|staggered the worl

on the scale ‘The People’ did las
unday. Qur publication of the facts con-
cerning the missing British diplomats,
Maclean and Burgess, by Viadimir Petrov,
the former Russi agent, has had
azing repercussigns. It forced the
overnment to publish a White Paper.r

UT the documen did not tell ALL t e
facts, and today| we publish new dig-

closures from Petrov—who ran out oj.
the Russians in Aucfralm-—-—that will- add

to the outcry. For Petrov reveals that
after Maclean and Burgess escaped, the

F reign Office were fooled by Miys.
aclean as well.

i
.rov has
put the
Toreign

Mfice in

. panic,

hy Mrs. Maclean

lBy VLADIMIR PETRO




ODAY I

ithe enti
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ira Maalann

I can disclose the most astounding secret o

and. Bnrepce affair—tha nap
re saadagall an 55

AFia gy b

affair—the par
aged in it by that remark ble woman Mrs. Mclmdf

Madlean,

his wife and mother,

Who\ earned. Widespreé.d

f\rympathy when her husband, the Soviet spy Donald
Mactean, fled to Moscow, was herself, I.am now sure,
ruilty of a staggering piece of duplicity.

She fooled the Secret Service chiefs of Britain, and

then those of France and Switzerland,

in a series of

sunning manceuvres that few master spies can mateh,
f. was my comrade Kislytsin who placed me in possession

he Bureess and Maelean sderets

Ha wae mv acgistant
LeLS,

From 1945 fo 1948 Kislyt-
sin was stationed in London,
where he was in personal
touch with the two diplo-
mats. Afterwards he worked
at MV.D, headquarters in
Moscow In the department
handling the Maelean and
Burgess operation,

The truth of the disclo-
sures he made to me have
now heen confirmed by
the British Foreign Office.

Since I broke with Moscow

and was given refuge In Aus-
tralia last year I have
studied the published docu-
ments in the case of the
missing diplomats.

Fitting together all thht
Kislytsin told me with thgse
puflicty known facts, I chn
nmtr complete my dossier fon
Bufgess, Maclean—and Mrs,
Melinda Maclean. -

Urgent conference

in Mnoseaw

As I disclosed last week,
Maclean and Burgess spied
for Russia over a perlod of

many years before the sus-

picions o©f the British
Securitr Services were
aroused. - - =

Then came catastrophe.
The two men discovered
that they were ander in-

vestigation, Terrifled, they
renorted to their Soviet con-

reported their Soviet car
tact in London.

At once, Kislytsin revealed to
me, the full resources of the
M.V.D. were mobilised to snatch
them from dabger.

In N,[o:r-ow an urgent cone-
ference of top M.V.D. agents
was called. Chilel of those pre-
sent was Colonel Raina, head gf
they Pirst Directorate, which |s
onsible for intelligence woifk
In [Britain ang America.
is dpnu‘rv (}or‘;l\v qince di

i "hfu l.lUlIl lli\ pU‘;L, Wwas l.U{,ll

So was Kisiytsin himself. Al

he Burgess and Maclean He was my assistant.
n anberra, the Australian cgpital, where I was chief of
thd M.V.D., the Soviet spy netyork, ‘

three men were well known o
me personally.
The confercncc qu:ckly de-

b N
l'lUEU l’udt DulthB 4.““ l‘.ld.b'

ledn were agenils of such
value, that at ali costs they
mist bhe saved from arrest
anfi brought to sanctuary in
Rlssia,

Hyw to stage the escape itself
was a much tougher problem,
Plan after plan was discussed,
Ol.., Lo be rejected.

Everyone ab the conlerence
was obsessed -with the perils of
whisking away from Loadon
two spy suspects holding im-
portant Foreign Office posts.

AL last the route Maclean
and Burgess are now knowno o
have taken from London to
Paris was plotted.  In. Paris
MV.D). agenls twok complete
charge. 14 Soviet or Czech
plane—Kislytsin was nol sure
which—few them to Prague,)

The joy and relief with which
the M.V.D. chiefs received them
in Moscow can well be imagined.

Though he had been in inti-
mate contact with them for
years, the rules of the spy game
had, prevented Kislvtsin from
actually meeting Maclean and
Burgess.

A{ cypher clerk to the London
brafch of the Soviet spy net-
wor Kislytsin had handled
iarge quantmcs ol secret For-

eign Oflice information for
transmission hy cade to Moscow,

In the Soviet capital he later
had charge of the secret library,
consisting entirely of documents
supplied by the two diplomats.

Kislytsin was never allowed to
meet the two men whose highly
valuable information wen t
through his hatgs

Only on their arrival In
Mpnscow did he greet Maclean
and Burgess for the irst time,
And Kislytsin  was given
the job of looking after the
precious pair.

He became, indeed, thelr wel-
fare supervisor, He saw them
installed in a comiortalie house
on the outskirts of Moscow, He
signed the chits for all their
tfood, clothing. and personal
necessities.,

And he prepared plans for
exploiting  their  diplomatic
knowledge and skill in the gur-
vice of the Kremlin.

‘Supplied with
the best’

Obviously, Burgess and Mae-
lean would best be used as
advisers to Lhe Soviet Ministry
of Foreign Aflairs, especially on

questions atfecling Russia's rela~ -

tions with Britain and America,
And that was the job which
Kislytsin arronged for them.

- They were engaged in it when

Kislytsin left Moscow to join
nie in Australin. They are, no
doubt, doing 1t now.

Kislytsin reported to me that
he had left Burgess and Maclean
inn excellent health, leading a
most comfortable existence and
supplied with the best of every-
thing.

Life for the two rescued
spies was kdyltic—but lor one
thing. They imissed Lheir
families.

Maciean especially was
doubt concerned about his wil
and three children, one of who
was born only a8 few weeks afte
his fiight across the Iron Cui-
tain.

e had seni Melinda aftection-




ate notes and placed money to
hdr'account In a Swiss bank,
nd so0  the M.V.D. ad
sthrted to plan the flnal opefa-
tipn in the missing diplomhts
allair—the spiriting away | of
Mrs. Maclean and her chilgren,

It was even more dating than
th2 coup by which Burgess and
Maclean  themselves were
snatched from under the noses
of the British Security serviges,

Kislytsin was in it from the
heginnipg, though he was not
in Moscow to see its final ont-
come. By this time he had
Joined me in Australia

But when he read the reports
In- Australlan newspapers of
"Mrs, Maclean's disappearance Lie
recognised some of the details
of the escape plan to which he
had devoted s0 much ef his
skilled atfention.

&nd the most breathtzking
Ieature of the scheme was tha
pary assigned to that attractive,
enigmatic, American - horn
mother and wife of a top Soviet,
spy, Mrs, Melinda, Maclean,

He told her
. his plans

I am now convinced, tho ghn
conclusive evidence is lack g,
that she knew all about her
husband's plan to fHee.

At anyrate, she'began to play
a willing and highly astute pait
in- her own successiul disap-
pearance very soon «fler Rongld .
- Maglean passed belind the Irou;z
Curigin,

When ber husband vanished
o0 May 25. 1951, the birth of her
baby Melinda was oniy a montn
ahead. Yet on the morning
after Dodald's disappearance
she was reported cheerful,

“Mr, Maclean isn't here,” she
§ said to have told her house-
keeper with ths ytmost eaim.

Tn private she was, of course,
closely interrogated by men of
the British- security services,
She told them she knew nothing.

She s¢ ftrmly convinced tha
British authorities of her entire
ignorance of her husbands
secret life a5 a spy and runawsy
that the Foreign Office made no
objection when she took her
children on holiday to France
only three months after Donald
Maclean's flight,

Yet it now seems ceriain
that in France she made con-
tact with an M.V.D. agent and
finally agreed to take part jn

he plot that led to her oWn

ight across the Curtain

Toscow.

For RKislytsin made 1t clead to
rye that the M.V.ID. was seeking
4l OpROrtunity to contact her

— ——— ¢

imgmediately after her husbang's
gql-away.

t was even intended that dn

official of the Soviet Embas v

sidould approach her in Londpn

or at her house in Kent! ug

the MV.D. chiefs cdecided it
would be too risky.

She must be contacted in a
spot  where British security
agents could be evaded.

On her Raviera holiday, agents
of the French security service
Kept Lhe Maclean family under
constant watch in the villa they
occupied., Yot Mrs, Maclean
managed to slip away for two
whole davs, -

This may have been the
occasion for her fatefyl rendez-
vous with the M.V.D.

But the eyes of the Western
counter-spy  agents were  stiil
upon hev., It was too soon for
flight. She returned with h
children Lo England.

‘There she at once began to pl
algame of incredible duplicity.

She spoke

1 - r
F ¥ - %
of ‘divorce

She unburdened herseil Lo her
friends about her breken home.
Tragically she spoke of the
“ facade " ol her marriage. She
annoulieed  her inteution of
divorcing Donald.

This was a sheer Bingd Lo
throw British security off {he
scent., I have no doubt that
her story of a forthcoming
divorce was part of a “ cover”
plan in whieh she was co-
operating with the M,V.D,

In July, 19562, Mrs, Maclean
announced that shie was leaving
Britain to NvE in Switzerland
with her children,

The vigilance of British
security had by now completely
relaxed. * Surely,” they must
have argued. “a woman who
has finished with -her husbdnd
wif make no move to rejbin
hig.™

e Swiss Intelligence orggdne
isaffon did, however, maintzin
sonde sort of surveillance over
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woman

Mrs. Maclean’s new home in
Geneva.

She clearly fooled the Sw m(

agents, too. For Kislyisin re-
ported to me that in Geneva a
M.V.D. representative arranged
with Mrs. Maclean the [inal de-
tails of her jowrney to Moscow,

On Friday, September 11, 1952,
iwo years and four months after
her hushand's  disappearance,
Mrs. Macleah drove off with her
children in her black Chevrelet
car, osteusibly on a visit to
friends,

Their movements were traced

to the Austrian border. There

the trail ended.

Mrs. Melinda Meclean had
triumphed over the security ser-
vices of three countries. The
part she had played as an aban-
doned wife, disillusioned in her
trajtor husband, was ctowned
with success.

w  she 18 living *with her
hudhand in Moscow as  he

sacmeilv continues with his worlke
uu\..l[u._, continues wivhlh N

for the Soviet Forelgn Ministry

Buxgess

"Bilrgess amd Maclean wele
undoubtedly prive * catches®
for the M.V.D. But il is certain
that the Soviet spy network has

recruited informers of greater or”
lesser usefulness in  every -

country with which Moscow
maintains diplomatie velations.

These time-honoured diplo-
matic conluelts between
States arg vilal for the work-
ing of (he Russian secreb
service. Almost invariably the
head of the Soviet spy ring in
any country is to lLe found
safely installed in the Soviet
Embassy itself,

That was the pattern in
Australia when I headed the
M.V.D. organisation. It was ih,
same when I was stationed i
Sweden from 1943 to 1947. An
the pattern s duplicated i

avery canital of tha world

CLy Gapliuval @l VS WO,

Each head of an MVD

“alongside his lellow spy Guy
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SHE GOT

OUT TOO!

BOVE is the block of
huildings in  which
Mrs. Donald Maclean lived
in Geneva. And jn the
picture on the right she is
seen at Londoun  Afrport
with her son, as she walks
oul 1o join the plane which
brought her on the first
leg of her cscape., No
wonder she smilesl

*

branch is known as a “Rpsl-
dent.” He holds military rgnk
in the M.V.D. that correspopds
with the importance of ihe

__country in which he works,




When I was sent ;o Australia,
thgn beginning to assume great
importance politically as &

i Papific power and militarily as

¢ ih centre . of
experiments, I held the rank of
Lieut.-Col.
. Later

secret rocket
of State Security,
I was promoted Tfult’
Colonel. .

But my rank and the nature
of my work were kept secret
from everybody in owr Canberra
Embassy save the Ambassador
himself, M.V.D, headguarters in
Moscow appointed me and my
assistants. We were responsible
to the MV.D, not to the
Forelgn Ministry.

All the same, we spies had
real jobs in the Embassy. 1 was
Third Secretary and Consul.
My wife Evdokia, who held the
rank of Captain in the M.V.D.
afd acled as my cypher clerk,
wis Embassy accountant,

There were two reasons for
tis arrangement. It kepf our
célleagues in ignorance of our
real tunction, And it gzave us,
as diplomats, immunity from
arrest hy the Australian
counter-spy organisation should
we be unmasked.

Their agent

was safe

It I were caught in esplonage
work the Australian Goveri-
ment could only ask Moscow to
withdraw me from Canberra.

LWy ~ 1
Moscow would have {o comply,

. but their agent would ba safe.

And, more important still, the
M.V.D. could send ocut another
“diplomat "—in the guisc of a
nev Counsellor or Press Attaché
or} Second Secretary - and the]
spy ling would cany on.

csides, by doing a real diplo-
matic Job, the Soviet spy has
many opportunities for worming

ut the secrets of the country to

‘hich he is accredited.

As Consul in Australia it was

y duty to look after the inter-
sts of Soviet citizens all over
the country. That meant travel.
ling and meeting people who
might be enlisted to supply
secret information.

The appreach to prospective
informers is the erucial point
of a Soviet agent’s work, One
false move and he frightens off
his econtacet or exposes himself

as a spy.

Moscow's standing instruc-
tion to all its agents abroad is
never to approach a possible
source of informaticn withoub
asking permission from head-
quarters. Even when permission
is given, the agent proceeds with
the utmost caution.

There 1s first a period of
“study,” to discover the suit-
ability of the contact. It has
souetnes taken me weeks to
complete even this prgliminary
&rage.

I had 1o weigh up how sym-
pathetic my contacs was to the
Soviet system., Could he e
useful to us? Did he have
access to Government informa-
tion? Did he have any weak-
ness on which we could play to
cnlist him in our cause?

Knowledge of a contact’s in-
come is important, for we might

-be able to tempt him with money.

His religious heliefs, any associa-
tions with women, especially
cutside marriage, whether he
drank--all these were included
in my “study ” of a victim,

I reported to Moscow the re-
sults of my inquiries. Then, if
they agréed that I had a likely
recraif in tow, I was allowed to
go ahead and delicately probe
for the secret information he
possessed.

Some contac!

Some contacls did not know

00 Al

they were divulging anything of
importance. They wers our Un-

o

willing helpers. Others became

+ safe,

- RESERVED

1
conscious  agenls—and  soms-
times received payment.

Messages [rom M.V.D. heag .
quarters were sent 10 us in th ‘
diplomatic bag. I knew whic
letters to pick out becatise the |
envelopes bore the initial letters
of three Russian words meaning
“Office of Weights and Mea- ‘
sures.” i

Tae messages inside werve on |
undeveloped film wropped in
- light-proof  paper,

I developed and printed the .
films myself, then passed them |
to myv wife to be decoded. 1
burned the negatives. One print
of each messape was Kept in my
Atter 12 months, the !

marriva b wrens Aacty ’
print was destroy ed.

Afraid of
discovery

Moscow was morbidly afraid
of our seciret documenis—somg

~T n i 3 3
of them with nameg an

addresses of lnl'ormants-h-beinq

discovered by the Australia
Securily Service, |

At one stage they asked me to
find a hiding place for them out-
side the Embassy. I chouse a spot
underneath a hridge on a road
cutside Canberra. But Moscow
told me it was unsuitable. They
refused to approve of two other
supgested hiding places,

Refore L could propose a
fourth. the crisis that brought
about my breach with the M.V.D.
had come to a head. When I was |
given refuge in Australia ana :
diplomatic relalions were broken
between Moscow and Canberra,
my spy-ring collapsed.

But let no one imagine that a
smashed Soviet spy network
cannot be rebuilt, I saw the
wayv this'was done in Sweden.,

WORLD COPYRIGHT

Next week Petrov reportq on
his  spying assignment 1 in o
Sweden—an  investigalion into L
ihe private life of his own

ambassador ! . l
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~['I blame the diplomats

‘HE revelalions abou

Matlean and Burgess in our columns

a weck ago resulted in general attacks on our Whitchall

' chplomats that were

more unrestrained than

any

faunched against any Governmeni department during my

half-century in politics.

“ People shoultln't blame our
civil servants”” pleaded Lord
John Hope, a raw junior Minis-
ter. “ Blame us Ministers! ™

Fancy thie Government put-
ting up an office-boy to answer
the Press!

The plain truth is that our
entire “diplomatic” system needs
overiauling—the Foreign Office,
cur Embassies and the consular
service.

A warning in 1941
S long ago as May, 1941, I
wrote In my - column:
r Y Sooner  or  later--and  the
soonel the belter—we must re-
form the Foreign Qilice.”
. In proof of that. I gquotec
- Sopierset, Maugham, the distin
i gukhed novelist, who had
cselped from France on a coal-
boal.
A‘Lm

& Lubul,e 1o Churchill

says HANNEN
SWAFFER

for the resolute spirit with
which he had imbued the nation,
Maugham declared:

L ar " ey 2l
The cnly persons who seemed

¢ e unchanged were the
officials of the Foreign Oflice.

*1 met them sometimes at
dinner and I was amazed Lo
hear the casual, ironical way in
which they spoke of the siLua-
E.l()l]

" You would have thought the
war was a game of chess, if your
opponent made a move that en-
dangered your queen, you par-
ried it, of course, hut had o
admire his nimble strategy; and
if. in the end, he beat vou—wall,
alter all, it was only a game, a
very interesting one, and, nexg
time, perhaps you would beaf
him.”

Our diplomats, added
Maugham, “led lives so shat
off from ordinary human inter-
“ests that they are incapable of
taking serioug things seviously.”

He saw them having long
lunches at thie Dorchester, dis-
cussing Ming china or Water-
fofd  glass. Meanwhile the
wolld was crashing!

ven this terrible eriticism,

uttqred in an hour of crisis, dig
no good, .

The old school tie was pulled
a liftle tighter; that was all.

o|we fost the peace
QL was thag, after the war,
S we lost the peace,

In Romé, our diplomals palled
up |again with their pre-war
friends, the nobles and the
wealthy ones, who owned the
hest pole ponies and had (he best
booze. The views of the workers
werg never heard.

(Incidentally, it was from our
Embassy in Rome that two
chesks ol secref docunents were
siolgn.)

Wanted: the names
W O was thie Whitchall diph-
mat who 'advised Ernct
Bevin, new to the game, to badk
the Wrab League?
that! stupidity, we lost Israel,
Who was the Whitehall diplo-
mat | whio persuaded Bevin to
cold-shouider
Labour M.Ps whoem I had ac-
companied to Jugoslavia were
proved, by events, 1.0 be right?

The cocktail set
ALMOST all over the world
our Embassies wasted small
fortupes every year on cocktail
parties, inviting only “the best
people.”
Wwall,
Office’s blunders and evasions
and Jies over the Maclean and
Burgpss  seandal,  cven  our
boasted Seccurity Service if Slis-

peet!l Ty lab two spiey edcape,

right| under its nose.
T

o oTmo e b TS nte
6 not wonder lhiap our

natioh is aroused to ange

Because 3

Tito—until  the -

because of ilie Foreign

|

l




At last « newspaper has rung the bell. There
have been countless (costly) stories of Mr.
Haclean and Mr, Burgess, of the Foreign Office,
siitce they vanished jour years ago. Now the tale
told in “The People™ as from Mr. Pelrov in
Australia is admitted by the Foreign Office to be
'lll Lertmu essentlals true.

THOSE are not my words. They are a quotation
from a leading article in the “ The Times” last
Monday while the world was still reeling from the

disclosures we prinfed the day before about the
missing diplomats.

It was a graceful compliment from that august
journal and it is gratefully received. Not merely
because it is pleasant for the staff of a newspaper to
have its enterprise so openly acclaimed, but because
these words may put an end to the insidicous cam-
paign fo discredit what is called * the popular Press.

For years the public has been fed with the story th

ey should lake no. notiice of newspapers like *Th
cople,” We have Deen brushed aside as “ sensatior
.':ekilng hartots, econcerned only with catchi-peany
stunts,”

~

IF we uncover a grave official injustice we ave eallefl

“ scandal sheets " and decused of distortion.

If we reveal aspects of lifp that show the existence o
,ocial problems we are accused of “ muck-raking.”

There is a good reason for this. In all walks of life
there is a hard core of men with power who fear the
popular Press,

For we are not satisfied to accept official statemcnt:,
We dig under the surface.

We find out the facts—and we print them.’

Worse siill, we call a spade a spade and, since we see it
as our duty to wrile fer ordinary men and women who
often refer 1o that implement as an adjectival shovel, we
sometimes use those very words for it .

S0 officialdom has tried to gang up on us. Ii has
“ explained away ™ our disclosures ahouf.what is really
going on in publie life with aivy-Iairy statementis.

And lately it has adopled the more sinister taclics of
defaming the popular Press as *irresponsible” and
“degrading.” '

Since it has been “ The People” that has upset thon
most wilth its ernsades, this newspaper has been the taf-
get of much of this denigration.

But the conspiracy hdb )
failed. Time and again w“m
we have succeeded Jn
exposing and ending evils i
despite their clucks and
jeers.

When Duncan Webb
brought 1o light the
ghaslly vice ring in
Lendon run by the
Messina  brothers, they
sneeredd and called his
articles “ purncgraphy.”’

But Lhe police were
foreed to act., and two of
the Gang were gaoled
while 1ihe other ihree
fled the country.

*

fl“lllS pewspaper faces
life as it is,.and forees
others 1o follow suit.
Mucek - raking? 1s it
“ muck-raking” to let
young people read what
actually happened toja
rirl who ran away frgm
home to take a lorry rifie
into a life of shame?




Is it *sensationalism §
for a newspaper 1o pri
the addresses of premise

I ithind arn hpine 13cad h
vilay al'C wolilg Msta o

“eall” girls, since th
police claimed to know
nothing of the existence
of such things?

These are matters of
grave -~ concern to the
fabric of our mnalional
life. You won’t find them
mentioned in the “respce-

iable " newspapers. They
l are not supposed toi
happen!

Well, “The DPeople”

_ takes people as lhey are.
It has no time for hum-
bugs or for ¢cowards. And
this time it has got both
factions on the run with
ts Pefrov disclosures.

This time even ¢t
stufly boys of th|
Foreign Office have h
to admit that the big
black {ype they hatfe so
much—*“so much nicer,
don't you think, if they
said it guietly like the
“Daily Telegraph 7?-is
Lrue.

1 promise them 1ihat
they are going to hate our
big black type a lot more
in the coming months,

Unless, like “The
Times ” and our own vast
army of loyal readers,

_they have the sense to
accept it and to realise
that, in our columns at
least, the unvarnished

{

trath is always going [to
be printed.

Monn -1 T,




Empire News Reporter

T_[‘WO security men

- watched Guy Burgess:

slip through™  the net
saelosing him and escape
to the Iron Curtain—and
they were powerless to do
anything about it.

I am able to make this
- xtraordinary revelation fol-
wwing the White Paper
publication, which admits
ciab surveillance of the two
woreign Office renegades was
limited by “kid glove”
Hrocedure,

On the last day before Burgess
“went on leave " he was followed
n two security men who were

~tailed to watch hior.in London.
‘Iney saw him arrive at the
Foreign Office at his usual time
aid  go to his room.

There he packed =a suitcase
nd left just before lunch. 1he
two officers hid behind a curtain
n another room overlooking the

coreign Office guadrangle  and
walted.

Too late

They saw Burgess walk swiftly
dowl the Foreign Office steps in
e ¥ oguadrangle,  pause.  look
ound quickly and furtively, and

ecurity men saw
urgess slip

through net

then place his sult<case down
ang begin to walk slowly round
the gquadrangle. i

He was apparently waiting for
somebody.

Burgess suddenly appeared to
come to a decision. He picked
up his case and walked rapidly
away. '

The two security officers ran
down into the guadrangle—but
they’'d lost him,

Ulster watch

Subsequent inquiries showed)|
he got into a taxi m Whitehzall
and drove to the West End. He
never returned to the Foreign
Office, nor was he seen again by
security shadows.

Now I understand that security
nien from M.LJ may be stationed

ermanently in Northern Ire-
qand as part of the Government’s

lans to prevent any - leakage

turough Ulster of top-level docu-

T ; T
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mentary seecrets to countries
behind the Iron Curlain,

It is realised that Eastern
refugess who had come to Eire
might easily cleak new MVD
activities—particularly when it
was found that such refugees
made very frequent visils north
of the border.

This step will he the latest in
a series which have been taken
throughout British diplomatic
cenires to guard against espion-
age " 1nfiltration.”

Since the shake-up in security
measules there have ieen several
Official Secrets Act prosecutions.
including one outside London,
where evidence was submitted
by wiat was obviously a very
large and comprehensive
“shadowing " team.

fn addition, Scotland Yard pow
runs an elaborate phone-tapping
service.  Althoueh the evidpnce
is not admissible in court, it oro-
vides much valuable informdtion
to assist shadowing ieams and

ther investigaters.
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Burgess and Maclean Case Likely to

Hardéen Attitude to Atomic

-Secrets

By NICHOLAS CARROLL,

The Sunday Times Dip

§ JHE Government’s belated a
Maclean have once again

lomatic Correspondent

issions in the case of Burgess afd
rought to the fore the question pf

\chandes between Britain and| the United States of hlghly sec et

‘formation about nucleay

Aeapons. The main effect of the

hite Paper, ilssued on Friday, s
skely to be the hardening of the
oresent  position, of
/inston Churchill complained so
i terly when Prime Minister, under
vhich there is still no disclosure of
Jformation on the desigh or manu-
cacture of such weapons,

American distrust of Brmsh security

i1 1anges of atomic weapon secrets, has
sen the most costly and frustrating of |
se  many recurrent  Anglo-American
aues, It has led to much unnecessary
iuplication of research and experiment.
.0 the crippling of liaison within the
rich Atlantic Treaty Organisation, and
"w che embarrassment of officials of both |
countries at every level of military co-:
:eration. ;
Before the White Paper's appears ce.;
% main question ih the minds of dfplo- |
1jts whose countries have the ciokest

TR 140X
wildl L

PRI

ance with Britain was:
hk Government done to ensure
‘hére are no more traitors left 1n its
coaploy?”
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MacLEAN CASE
fnn £11 - 'l 879 W8e]

THE SUNDAY TIMES
SEPTEMBER 25, 1955
LONDON, ENGLAND

which  Sir

at |

Secret Methods

n this point, the Government hav
| be n enigmatic. There has been * a mor
gensive security check” than was pre
viously the practice ; “ searching inquiries
 have been made Intc the antecedents
and associaies of all those occupying or
applying for positions in the Foreign
Office involving highly secret informa-
tion.”

Bul what Brilain’s principal allies
wanted to know—and chief among them
the United States—was whether the
“more extensive security check” had
resulled in any dismissals or rearrange-
menls of staff. This is precisely what
they are not told, on the ground that
counter-espionage, like espionage. de-
pends for its success on the maximum
secrecy of its methods.

Mahy Stale Department cfficials, thems
selves so long under the shadow of
MqCarthyite * witch-hunting.” had a
feqling that something of the sort must
be|needed in Whitehall,

ZBome of them, indeed, cisim to have

among -their friends Foreign Office
_)
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oficials who, though known to

ave
wirked closely with Maclean, remainfin-

injerrogated to this day. But they vi~
dehlly overlook the restraining infudnce
of *the laws of libe] and slander here,
which are liable to make " witch-
hunting * an extremely costly sport.

A major weakness in the Government’s
case, on which there has been most com-
ment in London, concerns the statement

. that highly secret documents were withe
held from Maclean once he came under

sushicion®

SR, AT VYAV us LTV CLLE IS vild

he must previously have seen highly
secret documents,

Ingenuous Claim

Yet earlier in the Vwhite Paper it s
ingenuously claimed that Maclean's
former Department,. the North American
Departinent, “does not deal with the
major problems of Angle-American rela-
tions ™—a contention that State Depart-
ment cofficials could only deride. Nor have
the evasive relerences to the failure to
trace a possible * Third Man "-the man

Tolson

. Boavdmen_

Nichels

. Delmont &

. Xie :-F)nji'—f:

Tha phviong infarencae g fRgr-

who may have given Maclean the tip to -

escape-—encouraged transatlantic confB-
dence.

Foreign diplemats in London generally
seem to fee! that Foreign Ofﬁce prwwe
has taken a bad knoock, and the suspicing
has been widely voiced — though indig-
nantly reoutted by Foreign Office med

the whole affair--that Maclean mu
have nhad some powerful “ protectie
#hehind the scenes to have been handl
with such kid gloves,

[ WORLD-LOPYRIGHT]
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By CHARLES

The Sunday Times Political Correspondent

THE Government is In for a diffi-

A eult time over the Burgess-

Maclean affair when Parliament re-
. assembles next month. The prevail-
‘i ing opinion in all parties is that the
! White Paper is less frank than it
ought to be.

It is lelt that there are gaps in the
official record of events which must be
filled in; that even Parliament was mis-
led at times when it scught information
on the matter; and that it must be

L satistied by the Government that the

system of security against espionage is

now much more efficient.

This is a formidable attack, which will
undoubtedly be pressed. The Govern-
ment will give time for full Parliamen-
tary debate, It could not do less. But
its apparent openness now, under pres-
sure, more than four years after the
disappearance of the itwo men, is not
regarded as a virtue.

Further Inquiry

There may be a demand for a further
inquiry by a Parliamentary body. so that
blame for failures in the security syste
be impartially apportioned, an
nknesses fully exposed and corrected.
‘he opportunity for attack by the
osition, which many Socialists intend
bxploit as far as possible, is restricted

& Py

by the fact that many important inel-
dents in the affair took place when th
Socialists were In power.

The feeling among Ministers is that

the best defence is frankness to the ful-

lest possible extent, with firm assurances
that the security system has been
tightened up, and a suitable degree of
contriteness, in which, after all, some
Socialist ex-Ministers must share.

BRITAIN’S NEED OF

ATOM-PLANE FORCE

Long-range Bombers

Tord De L'Tsle and Dudley, V.C, the
Alr Minister, said at Bristol yesterday
that Britain must build up an effective
jong-range bomber force with a nuclear
potential, Britain's {reedom. he szaid,
has rested under the shadow of air power,
principally but not entirely the air power
exercised by the United States.

“We must always recognise what we
and Europe have owed to the men who
created that great force, which has thus
shielded us for close on ten years. Ve
must hope and pray that one day fhe
world will become sane enough to regie-
nise the futility of war in the modern
world. But to %an the bomhb in the pre-
sent condition of the world, would fnot
make war impossible: indeed it wouyld
make it tar more likely.”

|/
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OVIET ESPIONAGE
By ALEXANDER FOOTE Lo
Author of < Handbook for Spies®
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AVING been for nine years a
Soviet agent—against Ger-

many but never against
Britain—I- daresay that I approach

e case of Burgess and Maclcan

fromi a rather special point of vicw.
Ever since their disappearance in
1931 ‘there have been questions in
my mind which have not been
wswered by the White  Paper
isited on Friday,  Let me, at the
augset, make it guite clear that I

1ave no special Knowledge of this

cafp; my familiarity with Soviet
ospponage ceased in 1947, when |

Jifved in Berlin from Moscow and

defected to the West.

The question which T continue to
ask  myself about Burgess and
Muclean is this : How did they per-
~wade the  Soviet  authoritics to
depart from normal practice an
arrange their removal to the Sovie
Union? __ . . '

To grasp the point of this
auestion, the rcader should under-
stand  how  the Soviel espronage
system works and the functions of its
camponent categorics,  Therc are
three of these. At the head of the
cspionage network in a particular
counlry—he usually lives just out-
side the country he s working
against—is the Resident Director:
2 is the only operator in possession
of the codes and is in full charge of
communications.  Incidentally, it is
ife transmitting of material-——actyal
dpcuments.  or  photographs  pr

dpcuments—that makes up ningy |

per cent. of the task of espionage.
RE: MacLEAN CASE
(Bufile 100-37L1£3)

1HE OBSERVER
SEPTENBER 25, 1955
"LONDON, ENGLAND

)
q.

David Moore

Alexander Foote, whose cores
is briefly cxpleined in Tablp
Talk on the opposite page.

Fetch and C;rr;s?w .

Beiow the Resident Director compe
the *couriers ™ and *“ postboxes{’
(persons in whose homes dovuments
can. be deposited for collection by
couriers).  4nd  the radio tele-
graphists. All thesc are, as a rule,
made officers of the Red Army,
whatever their rank or sex, They arc
in a sense mechanics; their role s to
fetch and _carry materjial between
the *Resident Director and his
* sources.” .

“The *sources ™ are ncarly always
nationals of the country in question,
sympathetic to the Soviet Union.
They must occupy positions which
give them direct contact with in-
formation of potential valuc 1o
Moscow.  Maclean and Burgess
were " sources.”

Now the point to bear in mind
about a ““ source ™ is that he is of use

nly if he retains access to impqrtant
g\wformation. Note that a soI%:ae ”
i} not a trained agent, like the Resi-
dpnt Director, or, 0 a lesser dxtent,

]

the couriers. He is useful only in
P L
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b4 own country. There is no point
af removing a discovered ' source”
i Moscow, unless it is known ghat
n¢ is about to be brought to wfial,
with the risk that further unflis-
covered Y sources” will be given
Away. '

* Sources.” who are oflen unstable
sersonalities, tend to suffer from
aixiety. “From time to time they
develop * out-station ™ nerves, and
hombard Moscow with requests to
oe given asylum.  Parl of the Resi-
dent Director’s job is ta soothe them
down, keep them on the job. A
promise is. of course, made to all
“sources” that, if they ever are
detected, they and thelr families will
be saved and taken to Moscow—but
only when detection is cortain and
would lead to a public scandal. In
cases where cvacuation would be
the cause of the scandal, as it was
vit Burgess and Maclean, cvacyu-
tiolf would not normally be carripd
vl

i}

should be added that the busi-
ness of arranging an evacuation is
complex and requires several weeks
of preparatipy, . Many agents have
to be diveried into arranging it; false
Jassports have to be made, and
cvery detail carcfully organised. The
cost of maintaining useless evacuees
n Moscow is also unwelcome. In
short, however hard he may beg to
he removed to the Soviet Union the
“source” will be left in his own
country unlcss there is some cxtra-
ordinary reason for removing him.
Now, it appears from the Whiic
Paper that Burgess and Maclegn
wobe not in danger of arrest. Tre,
ind White Paper says that Maclegn
wils poing (o be interviewed on sifs-
picion, and this cvidently becarhe
Kijown to him. But—and we must
lopk at this through the eyes of the
mgn in Moscow who had to decide
whether to evacuate him—it was not
Dy any means certain  that this
inquiry would result in a public
scandal.

On the evidence of the
s LER AR L R LV L) S U Y | Line

White Paper, Maclean was in danger,

at fworst, of being called upon to-

resie. In that event the British
public would have heard nothing of
whht lay bchind the case,

mbre Important than two expe
able © sources ™ such as themselvs.

t sofhotly because of this.

~OF course, if the British «uthgri-
ties, could have produced concrete
cviflence  that Maclean had  bden
corhmunicating secret informatign,
thdy could bave prosecuted hifn;
and probably have had him im-
prisoned. But, according to the
White Paper. no such  evidence
cxisted at the time, and this is the
fact which would normally weigh
most  with the Soviet cspionage
authorifies.

If Burgess and Maclean were not
in the situation which normally
warranls cvacuation, why did the
Saviet authorities take this extra-
ordinary step ?

Huichhand and Wifa
LiUudpailud Aallu yyllio

As it is clear that the evacuation
of these men was fully prepared,
and as the only danger that seems
to have confronted them was that
of questioning. it seems likely that
tle Russians feared they might have
iferiminated  others if they broke
dbwi under questioning. Both men
were admiticdly unstable characlers,
liable to breakdowns. (Once the
Russians had evacuated Maclean
they were bound, -in my opinic, to
ee on to evacuate his wife: 1o have
taken the husband and lefi his ywifc
would have had a damaging cffect
on Soviet “sources ™ all over the
world.)

This supposition need not - mcan
thut the Russians have, or had, a
super-spy in the middle of the
British Government machine. They
might  have mistaken—the
battic of Kharkov was lost by the
Russians becausc one of their best
“sources ™ in Nazi Germany had
become the dupe of a *double™
agent, What scems at least certain
is that Moscow not only knew
Maclean was going to be guestioned

itsell  remarkable cnough—but
al§o thought that he aod Burﬁ:ss

heen
GCCH

4

mlght incriminate others or another
d-

'IHE story of Burgess and Maclean

is one of the most fascinating
ol our time. Purt of its intcrest
is  that Maclean was  in nany
ways a *“ golden boy ™ of our conm-
munity—laberal family background,
“progressive ' views,  combined
with an  aristocratic  demeanour.

WAlgcr Hiss was fascinating to

Anicrica because he seemed Lhe per-
fect specimen of a * New Dealer 7,
he, was both attacked and defenged
Macl¢an
an{i Burgess are to-day being dle-

either as Public, Schgol

noknced blic
Lpr ducts or as Left-wing ‘intelicc-

iof the

tuals., Yet Dr. Klaus Fuchs, ghe
sheially  colourless  emigrd,  Was
plobably a far more valuable Soviet
adent than Maclean or Burge}s.
Haw he cscaped detection for so
long provoked far less demand
for inguirics. 1t seems to be the

social, rather than the security,
significance  of such cases that
crtes,

CXCICS ,

There can be no doubt that some-
thing has been seriously wrong with
our sccurity services.  They nced
thorough nvestigation. Lt weuld
not. however, be a sound ideq to

Pl ehat investigation ln publid or

inl the spirit of an indignafon
mketing.

Fuyr and Confusion. ... |

"t AT much of the Press is not s‘x-

cercly concerned about securgty
is evident enough : onc of Lhe papers
(hat most fervently prociaims its
patriotic -worries yesterday gave 1S
puess of who was hcag’ of ;\m‘r
% Intelligence department ™ sn 1949
—¢learly an  intended dehiberate
breach of sceurity. Even the papers
thut respeet sccuril)j]n.nl)sl scru;‘)]l:x;
fously have some odd deus on e
subject  * If there was suspicion of
cspionage in his [Burgess’s] case, the
evidence should be in the White
Paper.” states The Tines: 18 that the
place for such cvidence? The fact
that Macloan was allowed to get out
country shocks  the M-
chester Grardigne: but would that
paper approve legislation empower-
ing a secret police to detam people

without clear cvidence of suilt?
WILNU UL Clivar L Faiviivy =

The public has cvery right (o
know that an inquiry by.imparlml
and implacable men 1s being made.
| Partiament should, we belicve, press
| for such a commission. Butits !m_ai-
lings should remain secret; and if its
l members are satistied, that should be
l enough.  Otherwise sccurity must
become increasingly breached. To
Lincrease  parliamentary  or  minls-
| 1erial watchfulness of our oflicials,
apd public understanding of engmy
nlethods, is a duty @ to wy 1o bigak
ifto our own official sccrets 1} a
h|ehly irresponsivle form of enjer-
tdnment. :
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| DURGEDS AIND MACGLEAIN |
: ‘ ROACH
By C. F. MELVILLE
Sunday Dispatch Dlplomatm Gos}[espondent
E CAN tell teday that part of the Burgess undﬂuclean story which
the Fereign Office are still keeping secret—the part which Was
NOT put into the Government White Paper.’
"The White Paper does not explain why the disappearance of the diplomats
on FRIDAY was unknown to the Foreign Office till MONDAY AFTERNOON—NOT
: Monday morning as stated in the White Paper,
Maclean had asked for Saturday mom mg (May 28) off, It was given to him.
he securlty services either
difl not know t}cllns or did not . ®
suspect that there was any- A d E953
~thing fishy aboytl his request. S We §ﬂ! Il] )
| On '\Jc;ndav hmorgxmkg he pFas A 14 m th i ;
i missing from his desk &$ hea i i , ot
|£rfl the American Depariment, cu tlﬂg from e Sunday DlspatCh Of / e I
f But not one person who knew Hecember 6, 1953 : ; ot
that his lovalty was under \
‘auspm*nn had an mkhng that he -
was absent,
\ WHY ? WH _
‘E Wife ill "I‘HE Sunday mspat Bt su;;gests that e mdesprea
QOther members of the Amerlcan eriticisms  of Brtain's Secret -$ervices could b
' Department—none of whom had ‘festored it there werg a completh
beenn warned of the investigation i Eervi
 then going on—simply thought he our bervices,
‘had staved at home because his _ . —
wife, who was expecting a baby. "- 51 )
was unwell Li . N
S0 they did not report Mac-
legi’s absence to his superiors.
Itfwas only when Mrs. Maclefn . S N
relephoned later in the day to shy NOT it
her husband had been missipe CAR e -
singe Friday that higher officigls LGS G beindn
leained what hadrnapge:}g_d
o TR e R
NE: MacLEAN CAS E ST e e ¢ B, M
(Bufile 100-374183) _ . o R AVOUPN ¥4
i Y AR on AN
SUNDAY DISPATCH T e e e ; : / Cf‘
~ o . P = o ?
SFPTEMBER 25, 1955 /(j“ J ’ / Iy
LONDON, ENGLAND
i ¥
S Wy . . RLET S :W‘_ ."_ - ~ En -\‘ \-\J\ -~ r,-‘-'- N N - ~ -~



Thus all<important hours were
. logt before the authoritles kijew |
¢+ that Burgess and Madciean %ad |
' dikappeared,
| BF the time the British and{in-
ternpbional police machinery cduld
"pe !;t In motion they were weli
on their wav to (or perhaps
already in) Red territory.

Those 2w hours of grace, added |
to the three days, may weil have
made all the difference to t,hE|
fugitives, o

The reason none of the men or;

;wormen in close touch with Mae- |
"lean nad been told that he was
under suspicion was that it was
felt “improper” to inform theml
while the inquiries were  in-»
complete ! i

(Burgess was not geing to the
Forelgn Ofice daily because he
had been suspended for *im-
proper behaviour” and no check
was kept en his movements).

4
§'
5

THE London corre

spondent of the
Duteh . newspaper De
Volkskrant wrote yes-
terday :

'The British
White Paper
on Burgess
and Maclean |
revealed ~only
two things—
the impotence

-~

of the British
Secret Service

- | and the gulli-

bjlity of the
Fareign Office.
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o Maclean was warne1 1
ail

hat M 1.5 were on his 1

]But he will never he /
charged with treachery

Why so lax

a_waich’

RE: MacLEAN CASE
(Bufile 100-37L183)
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HE ‘“Third Man”
Donald Maclean

who tipped of
hat M.1.5 wer

shadowing him has been traced.
Sceret Service men and olficers of Scotland

Yard’s Special Branch
know him.

are certain that thev

But it is unlikely he will ever be charged with

any offence under the Official Secrets Act. There is
no evidence that either his intention or his act was

disloyalty to the Crown,

"The investigators are convinced that when he

com e P PR YR I

adciean was DEIIlg WB.ECHBG, he

cofcluded that the only possible expianation was

DL{MH& d-WdlB L4 L

Maktlean's “ careless talk” d

© Mayv,

'ing drinking bouts.

wdrn Maclean to “watch
hif step.”
Few knew

He believed that Maclean had
been given his iast chauce
when he was carpeted afler nis
indiscrelions and drunkenness
in Cairp. and that the Diplo-
matic Corps career ol & young
man ol exceptional ability aud
promise was about te end yita
a demand for his resignati

The fact that Maclean
h%nz watched was know

¥y & handful of senior
mbnent officials of Lhe Fortign
ONice—and to the M.I5 officers *
drfailed to frall him. This
limited the number of those
who—ns the White Paper on
the MacleansBurgess aflair re-
vealed-—were under suspicicn av
having *alerted” Maclean.

These men were soon cleared

ol any -deliberate action in -

warning . Maclean that the
counter - espionage net  wus
closing on him on the eve  of
his hulrggfid exit from Britain .n
21
But the Investigators were
convinced that either there had
been “ careless talk” by one ot
more in the know, or that a
fricntd  or  acgualntance  of
Mgclean's had spotted the man
defailed to shadow him. )
eeks of inguiry proved this
tojbe correct.
Inclean's getaway acrosy the
cilannel viz the Southrampion-
St. Malo boat was an accident

is only motive was to .

Good intention

1is  well-intentioned  infd.
ment was, like Maclean, a Carg-
bridge man. He was genuinelr
concerned that Maclean. son nf
a former Cabinet Minister—Sir
Donald Maclean—was betraying
not his country but his tradi-
tion, was being false to his
heritage.

And so, almost at the exant
moment that Mr. Herbert
Morrison, then Foreign Secre-
tary, was sanctioning a proposal
that Maclean should be interro-

. gated as a suspected spv. ths

well-intentioned “triend™
speaking as
Maclean,

was
man-to-man o
then a counsellor

¢ the senior branch of the Foreign

Oflice
hat *friendly cbhat” sent
Meclean scurrying to hus Con

mpnist  agent  contact i
Ldgudon. The Russian LOHtB.CE"
. Birgess

No one knew i

Maclean's meeting with the
Russian_sgent was in ihe week
ending Saturday, May 26, 1951,
On the Friday Mr. dorrison
put his signature to the docu-
ment sanctioning the Maclean
questioning.

By midnight. Maclean and
Burgess werc out of Britain.
The White Paper admits that
the authorities knew nothing
about it till the Monday morn-
ing *“ because DMaclean had
asked for the Saturdav morn-
ing off.” And in any case, the
watclh on Maclean was nul
maintained when he was out of
London.

When Parliament reassembles
MP.s will demand an explana-
tlon of the Mx watch kept on
Maelean by the Foreign Office
security organisation singe the
beginning of Mav., 1851, when
the field of suspects supplying
sgeret  infonnation o Sgviet
agents having been
td two or three persons.
Ichn came to be Iegqrded as
p 111(,1[}31 su%pecb

Tac-
the

“narrgwed

B N T
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ADMIT to a personal interest in'the
Burgess-Maclean debaie now rig-

ning at fever pitch.
I knew Burgess during the war,

had been seconded to the.E.B.
He was charning,

producer.
and highly intelli-
gent. He had a
habit of flattery.

[ suspected that
his flattery was not
entirely disinterested

in my case, although’
what its ulterior

object was- I could
not have sald then.

it may be that he
was tryinf to extract
cretls rom -ine
Qioce it Is ver
pubiful that 1 knev
v, I fear he wasie
h}s time and talents.

RE: MacLEAN CASE

(Bufile 100-37h183)

SUNDAY GRAPHIC

SEPTEMBER 25, 1955

LONIDN, ENG%MJD
s T
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C. asl;
amiabie

8
}. equally remark
t

A

oo Leftish

And although, 1

ust ~ say, It neyer

ossed my mind tHat

e was a trajtor to Bis
country, I ' wouldn't -
have sald he was a .
suitable person to be

rivate secretary to a

inister.

He was too much in
the- poiitical swim him-
self  with too many
Leftisn contacts.

That 48 why 1
find the modest
sitence of Mr. Hec-
lor Mcheil a litlle
ertraordingry. For
Burgess was, in jact,
his privale secretarzj.
An Mr, McNetl
apparently  noticed
nothing wrong.

Mr. Morrison's re-
aint on the suiiect
ble,
act
g0
me,

view of the
at he was For
cretary &t the

. *.

This s what mayjes
the] unfiinching & 1f-
imloolation of MrI.
Madmillan and Lord
John Hepe Just a little
absurd. Useless 10T
them to shoulder nob!
the cross of responsl
bility for the affair.

It is with the
Labour Government
of the time that the
real res p onsibility
lies,

. Dalton tells us in
‘hi3Lmemoivs that "one
of the Arst things he
. did pn pecoming Under
Sedretary at t,lje
Foreign Office ln'192.9
was Lo call for a list of
all Roman Catholics
working there—to sc€
if his
were (ruel

1 feel he could bro-
fitably have
ferred at least an equal
suspicion 10 Cao -

unists in '45-50-—apd
grged those suspicigns

nis colleagpes.
riaps he still feare
the Pape more thad he
jeared Stalin.

dark suspicions .

trans-

- s
~ i
( ‘/3
b, iy 2% 1945
e (OO | lm -
Formpn ey is ~ .
Rt TN ;

e
Tey
o

o witch hupt

T course the phr-
g_ se of Mr. Macmillajp's
throwing
tidle pack now howlipg
for blood is entirely
taudable. He hopes to
draw them off and pre-
vent a mistaken assault
on the Foreign Service.
- For there Is a very
" real canger that the
' natural anger fired
- by the aflair may
- degenerate into ;&
. witch bunt.

Already ceriajo
pofiticians are -
yealin' themselvks
in t eir pro-
nouncements as
very able fledgiing
McCarthies, They
must he given no
encouragement,

Let this fraternity
once slip the leash
ahd they may do lar
nfore. damage to the
Flereign ervice
than Burgess and

aclean.

And how much
damage. in fact, hag'e
the treacherous pir
done? Noi as mugl,
I feel, as is generdlly
believed,

Military plans
are vilal—in peace
or war—and their
revelation fo an-
other power may
he a major disaster,
But 1 think the
vast secrecy over
diplematic plans is
greally overdone,

Little to fear

If vou are pursiing
an essentially honest
Foreign Pohey—
which Britain is do-
ing—Lhen vou have
little to  fear from
disclosure of your
plans.

And,
.any plans that
Rgssia may get hold
of will only serve,to
c¢nvince her, presyme-
hly, of our hongest
gtentions, it may be
nat the leakage Jhas
done less harm Mian
good.

himselt |to-

indeed. since .
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T oreign‘ Se_é;'etary Harold Macmiilan e ) grini-'faced-af Londbn Airport, -
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Macmillan ':dodbe;s' -the questions|

| ~om Maclean and Burgess |
THE Foreign Secretary, Mr. Harold Macmillan, dodged all questions

- --about the Maclean and Burgess affair when he left London Airpprt
for N ' ' :

A Yaul -
W WY

lasd .t .Lx
CEUVIR fEal nIgnt,. .

Had he seen the 'newa'aper reactions to the White-paper on tLe

nissing diplomats ? “I have read only one

pa
Did he expect the Americans to b?f

1

interested in the Foreign:
*“I shouldn’t think so.”

Mr, Macmillan, who was in a black jacket, striped
wwougers, and wearing an Old Etonian tie, agreed . to.
speak in a television broadeast . . . providing he was not

Wi s

LYoy aany [T N
Office explanation

guestioned.

For three and a half minutes he talked about his

rlp to the United Nations, When he had finished he

Hulled his tie straight, and strode to the aircraft, 'g

M.P.s° anger geovs.

There will be no dodging the questions when Mr,

Macmillan returns. He will face the hottest reception”
of his career in the Commons. -

The anger of M.P.s is mounting in all parties.

They are determined to probe every aspect of the
affair as soon as Parllament reassembles, '

Questions Mr. Macmillan will be asked are;—

"~ IF you know the name of the third man” who
lipped off Maclean that he was being watched, why
don't you nate him ? oL -
IF he has been punished or sacked, why not tell us 9 -
IF you don't know wha the tip-off man was, wh
ard you going to do about finding out ?
WHO were the officials responsible
Ay A YA )

Al AvL

vatlean W their iast posts
\

jsil

oo
v B TOS

for appointi E -

¥

—

er,” said Mr. Macmillan,

23 i ditor writes :—
. Express Foreign Edi o
| ggg %Lrﬁ%gypapfr suggests _that it g;ase ;mtl% jRus 4
that a security - report reveaied leakag
{ from the Forelgn Office. 45 2 Sovieb mctal
: aut T can reveal that, in 1943, 2 o o read
. arHeH fhe British Foreigr} Dnﬁce- of a
rvfet of Soviet agents in Wtk::;h?or. Citish citizenship
' fiered in TE _citizensbip
an‘?lnglﬂh(fﬁooine gold to come to Izﬁrrlidt;rilnbrmgmg
i ; jet spies in .
hlm’ y hs't' ﬂ?’ :;1 i::‘ﬁ adljmitted that Maci:ggt atrﬁcé
Sg&cewexge Illcmg—term agents, it 11$r ﬂgges.
Bu;: ¢ ffered would have contained the mes. ot
. A?’Lspecial courier was sent to a rer:)c;gzvs&h 0 accept
' the deal never came oil, SU e
:h? te;:,:,m &Tlﬁgethau that the SoAvietl 9ffxcia:%ﬂ13§tﬂht§engurity
‘u'e‘-ayngi‘vbusness was noted by Ul I?usas?:“
I.‘;I;?'vice and he was whisked away_ to Ru . I
MARGINAL NOTE from Paris. The 11.153“:‘%0 e
Monde comments about the White-paper: :i:

i i that e
i such an impression
doqun}entr ?g?}a%tsg E‘;r*e ”’?91,1 (‘:e.rt» of counter-;gpxc;ggﬁi,eq o%
gt in the “of Sherlock Holmes the y of
. country of Sher . ; e 0
th%\riigyt?:ngre the simplest rules of a police ingury
- - -

se




]Share
of the
guilt

HE Foreign Office

deserves every bif of |

the drubbing it is
now receiving over the
Burgess-Maclean scandal.

But it should not stand
alone in the dock.

Why exonerate the dg-
gooders who helped 1o
prolong the conspiracy
sllence ?_ .. Why charge t
bureaucrats and let the
bumblers go ?

on't let's forget the
self-appointed arbiters of
“good ftaste™ in the news-
papers, Always, always
remembeyr the champions
of Melinda Maclean. For
thelr example carries a
fearful warning to all! who
love liberty.

Fourteen months after
the diplomats disappeared
—the- Sunday Observer
printed a virulent attack
on newspapers which, it
complained. had been
invading Mrs, Maclean's
privacy af her home in
Surrey,

. And the worst offender,
,it seems, was the Dally
Express, whose crime had
bedqn to ask Mrs. Maclean
“abqut her coming move

what she sald.

Swikzerland and then pri t

A " once the army @f
do-gooders moved ih.
Hpaded by a distih-
gulghed Liberal,
Viotet Bonham Carter, they
flooded the Press with
letters in defence of Mrs.
Maclean.
Declared Lady Vioiet:

“The duty of a free Press

ls to protect the freedom
of the individual ecitizen
from both persecution
and misrepresentation.”

Note that last astonish-
ing word. Just where, in
fact, did the - misrepre-
sentation lie?

Mrs. Maclean at this
tinje was stili represent-
ing nerself as a completely
inmocent party. Dokes
angbody question that she
was h\rlm:r a lie? Tg it dot
now plain that she J&d
connived at her husband’s
treason and was planning
to quit thre West herself ?

‘Lagy !

|
!

But the intervention of °

the ~do - gooders’
effective.

There can be no doubt
that it strengthened the
Foreign Office Initsdeter-
minatlon to say and do
nothing, No doubb either
that it helped to avert a
full-scale probe into t
sepurity arrangements
thk Foreign Service—wi

was

wHat resulting damage Ao

thq national interest it is
impossible to calculate.

responsible

N

on private grief. Bu}p in

news- B
baper wants to intfude |

the latmosphere of piblic .

anxfety created by {the
Foreign Office’'s silence it
was nat only proper for
the newspapers to watch
Melinda Maclean.

In the
adequate official security
checks — spectacularly
shown up later by her easy
flit from Switzerland-—it
was their duty to do so.

For the gavernment of a
democracy will go slothful

absence of !

|
|
|
|
|

and rot if the newspapers i
fail to maintain perpetual '

vigilance.

The folly of the do-
gooders was that they
were ready to let national
security be stnﬂed by polite
manners.

If such wcll meanmg
ideqlists had their fvay.
denfocracy and fregdom
wolld be done to deafh by

thepr carnest, sincere and
deddly soft scruples,

|

I

|
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FTA\HE Foreign Oﬂice,A

faced with the dis-
closure of someé (but
only some) of its long
hidden Burgess-Maclean
secrets, pours a bucket
of whitewash over itself.
Wil it get away with that
¥ermrmance'? I hope not.
think the safety of the
nation justifies the moast
searching Investigati
into the Forelgn Office, t.a‘;

d
the Secret Service.
Fven f such an_investigatign
uncovers—as I think it wodid
—some secreis as devasialing
as & Hiroghima bomb,

I ET Uuf lcave Maclean for the
moment and turm Lo
urgess, the more evil and
angerous man of the Lwo.

He was not only a man of morat

l-repute, bul a man with a
Jinister political background,
known to  have disclosed

secrels.

WHAT HAPPENED when the
Foreign Office recelved  a
strong report against him ?
He was nierely “ reprimanded,”
and given a post at Washing-

| ton where he could dabble in

! secrets AagAln.

Who was responsible for that
folly ?

Seeurity department, a

tinues the same behaviour.
He not only misbehaves but he
is again whal the Foreign
Office describes as " careless”
aboui secret papers.

The ambassader sends him
home. The Foreign Office
sends him on holiday whiig 19

akes up its mind whether] to
ack him or not.

I THINK we are entitled to qsk

—did some pecole throw] &

antle of protection round
his singularly fevoured young
man ? Who wele they?

1 is known now that Burges
‘as tn touch with Russia
{ only here but in th
United States. Yet that fac
i§ either never discovered or
discovered, is never produce
against him. What a remark-
able security system, isn't it ?
Further. at Washington, Bulgess
iearns that his old friend
Maclean is about to he caught
for handing  secrets io the

vital information to Burges

Undoubtedly someone ui:;g ttsig

British Embassy. Qughtn't we

to know who he is, and what

?ﬁisl happened fo him, if any-
g, -

Bur g’ss comes home and “tips
0 Maclean. He prepares
for thelr iflight. Buys the
trave] tickets. And by odd
coincidence they leave the
country on the very day that
the Foreign Secreiary, Mr.
Herbert Morrison, authorises
the interrogation of Maclean.

PID BURGESS have another

1&'1" Wwashinglon Burgess con--

“tip off " from within the
oreign Office that it was time
o run ? It looks like it. .

OW to the most remarkabl
ha'ppening of all. "Wh
wasn't  Burgess with - hi

Russians. o leaked that

known bad record puf unger
close surveillance after Ris
return  from  the United
States ?

ad he been watched as a mpn
with his history should have
heen, his  association with
Maclean, who was then heing
quietly  investigated, would
have beerr discovered. That
would certainly have dropped
the het over Maclean.
Burgess's Foreign Office con-
tacts would alsa have come
under observation and | sus-
picion which might Tave
farown ‘& light on several
mysteries.

His buying of the travel tickets
wowld have indicated that
flight was imminent. The
irap would have been closed
an both of them. There would
have been no escape. )

Hut for some inexplicahle
reason no watch was puj on
him by M.L3J, the departfient
responsibie. 1 suggest that the
head of M.L.5. then Sir Hercy
Sillitoe, should be asked to
explain that mystery.

T Sir Percv Sillitoe knew the
facts. then clearly he was
guilty of extraordinary inepti-
tude in failing to ovder the
shadowing of Burgess.
If. on the other hand, the
information did not reach him,
1 think it is 1easonabie to ask
why not, and who f{ailed 1o
let him have it

BURGESS IN FACT, was such &
lucky young man thal we need
some hetter assurance than
we have yeb had that his
astonishingly jengthy  im-
munity and final cscape wers
not dite to the protection of
friends with political admins-
trative or security power.
nd I think we are also entified
to ask the Foreign Offige:
“Are ypu slone-cold ceripin
that vou haven't any mord at
howme like him ?”

[ R
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B . . . .|« Was he given a

. =« Was he ably to
§hance to vanish ?

_....goonspying

PONTECORVO

l MRS. MACLEAN:

did 3 years pass ! }

. v« Was he cap-
'l:efore arrest? - tured too late?

« » b were Red
_refatiyes :gnored?

iN" THIS. FORTHRIGHT

ATTICLE cle
MANUEL LA

" 4w« Was she left
free to flee ?
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TORIES of
espionage

have always

intriqued me.
The slinky and allur-
ing female spy ; the suave

diplomat whom nobody
would suspect; the
apparently innocent
dealer In antiques ; a dash
of murder :

and ro-
mance, with
the culprits

(Rl o=}

ultimately
unmasked
—most 0f us
are famillar
with those exciting com-
plications.

“But the Burgess-Maclean
affair leaves me completely
baf§ed. “Truth,” indeed, “is
strahger than fiction.”

The most exasperating
featpre of the affair is the
evasive altitude of t h e
Foreign Office, and now,
when it pleases the superior
peaple n that exclusive de-
partment t¢ come off their
perch, the casual nature of
thelr disclosures,

Fantastie

SHOULD have
thought that
publie disquiet
about security arrangements
in the Foreign Ofce wonld

have induced the Poreign

Secretary to make a con-
sidered statement at once.
Not so; it was left to a very
junjor Minister, Lord John
Hope, to make a public
cxpianation of this  most
mysterlous affalr.

AND WHAT A FAN-

TASTIC EXPLANATION

1T WAS,

I3 s now admitted tHat
voth those unsavoury charde-
ters] were under suspicign
whilk engaged in the sdr-

vice, Then, why were thdy
permitted to continue In

. former Minister of Defnce
and Secretary for War

2

‘demands an inquiry- into

though,
we are
formed,
“ihey were
not  allowed
access W
‘Top Sec-
ret’ documents ? "

Worse still, when this pre-

cious patr of rascals realised

that the aze was about to fall

; armn A A
they wvanished right under

our security men’s hoges.

Both the - Foreign Office

and Lord John Hope must
surely underrate the intelll-
gence of the British public 1f
they expect us to belleve that
a4 high-ranking official in
that department, even when

under suspicion, ecould not
find ways and means of ex-
amining secret documents.

L I T - a1 LTy
Icertalnly refuse to believe

it. I have seen enough of

Government departments to--

know that restricted and
“Top Secret” papers ,are in
constant transit betwepn offi-
cials and Ministers,

I must confess
Secretary for Wa

at as
and

- )

Minlster of Defence I fas
never made-acquainted with
the operations of the Seclet

Service. Nor, to my knoy-
ledge, was any other-
Minister,

The Prime Minister alone
accepts full responsibility for
M.L5, The position of the
Foreign Secretary is uncer-
tain; no doubt in due
course we shall be enlight-
ened on thls score.
Apart from an occasion

talk wit
the head o
M.I.5 on
some matter
of mingor
importan ce,
and the
perusal of
telegrams
¢ o n taining
information on diplomatic
affairs and military Intelli-
gence, I was kept completely
in the dark.

I don't complain about
this : it is far better to re-
strict secret information to
8 few.

BUT HOW MANY|OF
THE FORE!GN OFHICE
STAFF ARE (N FHE
KNOW ?

1




'J{he security service must
sujely be regarded as almost
oup first llne of defence.

Espionage undertaken by
some foreign country, disclos-
ing secrets about diplomacy

or defence plans, may prove

in the long run more disas-
trous than a shortage of
manpower or Jack of modern
WwWeapons,

I have glways assumed

JLhat our security men were

the most keen and inteiligent
in the world. No doubt they
are, but when the treason-
able pair were discovered
why were they allowed lo
escape from this country ?

Really both the Foreign
Oifice and M.L.5 must not
side-step this question.
Otherwise they will have a
lot more to answer for.

It sn’'t as if this was an
Isolated case. Since the last
war at least seven vital
people have slipped through
thé Secret Service net.

Two of them—Nunn ‘May

nd Klaus Puchs-—were cap-
ured, but only after they
ad sold secrets to a foreign
ountry. Fuchs was a known
Communist, yet he was

. Janossy

hat
. sacurity methods s houl

recommended for British
naturalisation by reputable
citizens. WIill the Forelgn
Office now - disclose their
names ?

Nunn May passed atomic
secrets to the Russlans.

It is known that he was
in contact with a military
attaché of the Soviet Em-
bassy in Canada Iin 1943, yet
it was not untll 1946 that he
was arrested.

What of Bruno Ponte-
corvo? This elusive customer,
after three security checks,
in 1948 became & Britlsh citi-
zen. He worked in our atomic
statlons though the authori-
ties knew of his family Com-
munist eonnections. He
‘moved to Helsinkl in 1951,
and, of course, then found
refuge In Russia.

Have the British public

such short memories that
they have already forgotten
those gentry. or the story of
who vanished to
Dublin in 19580, and then to
Budapest. There were others,
I have no doubt. -

Strangest of all la the
fantastic tale of Mrs.
Maclean, for whom much
sympathy was aroused
in certain guarters afier

. her hushband had
vanished.

An inquiry

HE went to live

in Switzerland,

where, though

apparently , without funds,

she managéd to keep up

appearances. as befits the

wife of a Forelgn Office
official.

It is clear that this sup-

" posedly innoeent person was

far better informed about
her erring husband’s doings
\than was thought at the
time, -

Did it not occur to our
ecurity men that she might
have been deiained and in-
terrogated as a material
witness. Or did somebody in
Eign? places intercede for
a9

A thorough 1investigation
into our security service and
its llalson with the Foreign
Office and other Government

epartiments cah no longer

e delayed.
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never be disclosed will not
hold water. The fact i§ that
our security Is at stak

The . disclosure that
Burgess and Maclean
weore tipped off by a
British offigial in Wash.
ington—even it it is no
more than a rumour—is
bound to cause further
disquiet,

Mr. Herpert Morrison’s
suggestion that a few senlor
Privy Councillors from each
party should be selected to
undertake an inguiry shoutd
he rejected. Ex-Cabinet
Ministers are as likely to be
involved as the Permanent
Under-Secretary at the

Fareign Office or t,he head of’

M.I5.
Vital gap
“"MuT EITHER partlsan

1Y opinlons nor the

standing of politi-
cal personalities should ex-
¢lude the most penetrating
examination: We myst
have an independent bpdy
to tackle this job.

! SHOULD SELECT A
BODY MADE UP OF
SOME BUSINESS MEN
OF HIGH STANDING,
TWO EMINENT
JUDGES, TWO PROMIN-
ENT TRADE UNION
LEADERS, TOGETHER
WITH A REPRESENTA-
TION FROM THE UNI-
VERSITIES.

All active and retired poll-
ticians must be barred,

I have no desire to see
this country emulating the
United States. Televislon
Interrogation of suspects Is
nalseating.

But even If occasionally
some innocent person Ig
subjected to examination I
should not regard that as
too high a price to pay If
the gaps Iin our security
could be sealed.

Security is vital; we O0wWs
it to ourselves, to Ministers,
who carry the prifcipal
responsibliity, to vast pume-
bers in the Civil Servic, and
to our Allies in the stern
Hemisphere.

The Government must acl
—and at once.




ALASTAIJR FORBES
HDmen e

was the plaintive re. -

quest from my host a3
I made my way (0 my car, after
4 party which was the first occa-
sion upen which I had come
across Burgess since his return,
more or lésg in disgrace, from
Washington, S
“Don't be silly,” I replied,
with what I thought to be quite
commendable wit for the early
hours of the morning, “1
dropped him ages ago.™"
To be honest, it wes boredom
sather than disapproval that

caused me to abandon him that -

night. A good talker: when
ordinarily tight, which, like
Maclean, he ordinarily was, he
became a * crasher ” when his
public- drinking followed the
Muscovite pattern of his not so
very private thinking.

Serrows and spi‘es

wO the last time I laid
eyes upon him he was
dofng an Imitation, not less
nassable for being antlcipatory
of Kruschev's garrulous an
conviviel farewell to Tito.
However, slnce this has -been
very much..Burgess” and Mac.
lean memoria]l week and their
now officially dlsciosed activities
have successfully competed in
the public printg not only with
the fascinating discovery of
Telemachus' bathroom in King
Nestor's palsce at Mycens,
but even with the more modest
tiospitality of the living hnlgh-
well-born in Venice. we must
raturn to the wanderings of
'hiese two lost black sheep ang
search for the identity of
the shepherds responsibie for
letting them go.
As we quoted at the time to

a2 harassed Foreign Office offi-

clal :

“ When sotrows come, théy ’

come noy single sples,
“But In battalloms.”

It was the fault of the Forelgn
Office to appear to have filed
away the - Burgess - Maclean
affalr under the classification
“sorrows " instead of that of
“sples.” In what appeared to
be a splrit of civilised toleration
not previously extended even to.
brillharit ambassadors who had
had the misfortune to be in-
volved in contested divorce suits,
- Whitehall cast a protective veil
of secrecy over what it ap-
peated to dismiss ag the ex-

101 of young officials whom

oliywood psychiatrists might
havel called “ two crazy mixed-
up kids.” '
No\ thought was given to
legitimate public concern ahout

what two crazy mixed-up kids
were doing in the Civil Bervice
in the first place,

Of course, the Foreign Office

g ruled by the Treasury and in

that hothed of eccentricities
Burgess and Msaeclean, might
have passed &3 almost stuffily
respectable in their orthodoxy.

But as Lord John Hope and
his chief, Mr. Macmilian, last
week reminded us this was not
the sort of matter to be adjudi-
cated upon by permanent
officials, however senior,

It was a problem for Minis-
terial decision and in this case
the ' Minister was Herbert
Morrison,

Perhaps Mr. Macmillan and
Lord John Hove had this in
mind when they sought to
narrow the blame down
Ministerial shoulders Certainly

_ the cheekiest trick of the week .

has been the report that the
Soclalists, and of all Socialists,
Mr. Morrison as their spokes-
man. propose to demand & full-
scale investigation into the
workings of the natlonal security
system, Such an investigation
should start its work by in-
ves.tégajtﬂng Mr, Morrison's part

it a.

-

NO apoiogy
l THREE days after the two
E agents, knowing thems-
selves to be “ burnt,” as the say-
int In the profession goes. suc-
cessfully sought from their
forelpn masters tife asylum that
is s0 rarely able to be granted
to persons in their predica-
ment,

I speculated in this space
about thelr fate in as frank a
manner as an indulgent lawyer
would allow me, Though, in

{act. the article was actlonable, I

leared no action.

I challenged -the colleagues ;.
and stperiors of the two miss-

ing diplomats to put their
hands on their hearts and say
that they had never had
%rounds for suspecting them of
he activities of which they are
now officially accused. -

The challienge was not taken

‘up. But Mr, Morrison ® ques-

tioned about my articie: in the
Commons, went out of his way
to reject its now proven assump-

L i AN
My Morrison, of course, veally ha

been co-operdting, over and above the
cafl of duty, with Britain's bungling
counter-esplondge gervice, which wds
anzious, no doubt, to persuede Moscow
that Burgess and Maclean were double
agents, ~ And the long delay thai
eigpsed before the Kremlin began to
erploit the two men’s knowledpe of

raally hos

Britfsh and American prychalesy -

might. have been thought to Aave
broughl success Lo this operation.

i yttons, and no a}:olog,v

om him
has ever been forthcoming,

It was evident, I said then,
that our security arrangements
were in the hands of Watson
rather than Holmes. Cne
would lke to be reassured that
the necessary reforms had been
carried out.

It is some time since anvone
was kind enocugh to take a look
at my *“dossier,” but what I
have learn: of it in the past,
coupled with the odd "visit to
Room No. Whatever-it-lg at the
War Otflfice, has not encouraged
me to believe that our security
officials have much clue as to
how the other half live, Even
when they happen to connect

the right curriculum vilee with

the name on their bhooks,

Plausible charm

JJEW  newspapers
given more space fo
the officlal revelations copecern-
ing Burgess and Macleank than
the Daily Telegraph, anfl the
fact is greatly to the predit
of that journal's int4grity.
For to the just-published
account of its history, b'v Lord
Burnham, entitled YPeter-
borough Court,” there is a miss-
ing chapter.

The latter might have heen en-
titled * Peterborough Caught”
for on the eve of his discovery
that he was going to have to
5AY -pye not only to the
Forgg -;Oi%ce but {o England,
Guy -Burgess. working his
pla‘us'mre'-cﬁmmq—-an the “old
hoy " and Old  Eftonjau levels,
had landed himself the promise
of a job as an assistant leader-
writer on Britain's leading Tory
newspaper.

It may be sald that so long as
a leader-writer gives satisfaction
it doesn’t matter & rap what his__
opinions may he.

What we have to discover s
how long the security services
had remained 1n the same state
of extraordinary innocence as
the Editor-in-Chief of the Tele-
graph or his deputy hirer and
firer. For a newspaper not to
unders{and the times it s living
in is one thing, for a counter-
espionage agent to be equally
unperceptive is another.and far
moere expensive and danhgerous
& fault,

Sir Winston Churchill used
to make some bhooks *must
reading * for his colleagues and
subordinates, among them, it is
said those of Schwarzchfld and
Koestler. Evidently hif distri-
tlon list was too restrict The
generals in MILG  hage not

have

SGRVEYS THE WOR
OLITICAL SCENE

‘got to grips with such studies

a3 Aron's Y Opium of the intel-
lectuals,” nor even browsed
sufficiently into such eye-openers
&3 the autoblography of the be-

latedly wide-awake Stephen
Spender. ‘They are totally un-

qualified for their jobs in this
dav and age.

There are too many Peter
Pans knocking around” Britain
and indeed the rest of Hurope
who cannot, or will not, grow
up oub of adolescence when
politics were s%mple and alle-
iance to something called anti-

ascism the easy and natural
thing.

There are top many senti-
mental Liberals, as Maclean's
own brother; whe-simply canhot
understand what leads some of
their fellow men to a kind of
“ death with happiness™ in the
Communist party.

There are too many people,
like Mrs, Maclean. who believe
that the only people in the
world who want peace are those
who signed the Stockholm peace
appeal or its organisers,

Russians have been quick to
exploit the energies of those
whose mental development, was

arrested in the Spanish fivil
War. Maclean and Burgess re-
guired spiritual ang phypical
intoxication as well as Boys’
Qwn Paper excitement ; Jthey

got gll three in the service of
Russia.

They believed and still be-
lieve that, as Kruschevy said
agaln last week Communism is
bound. under Russian direction
to overcome the rest of the
world. And. lecking around the
world last week, who could say
they are wrong ?

Paradox unnoticed

FPVHE paradox that In the
America of so-called

" “moenopoly capitalism " the pro-

letariat have & control of their
employment and destiny as well
as a contentment and high
standard of living undreamt
of in Moscow or Peking passes
innaticed in the warld while
America’s European allies, hav-
ing rejected supra-nationalism
and true brotherhood—even, 1t
seems in the sphere of counter-
espionage co-gperation -~ drift

into suicidal selfishness and
shortsightedness that mus allow
them sooner or later, with all
who depend on them, to pass
one by one, or even (wogat a
%imE. under Communist dofnina-
ion. .

* Maclean may yet be hdad of
the Foreign Office of a sprt in
London. and Burgess his (fficial

undersiood their Koesfier nor /spokesman,
i
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TI\) wretched squalld trut
out Burgess and Mac
lean is that they were sex
perverts.

‘Protected’ Men

They were protected during much
of their careéers by men who knew
or ought to have known. ahout: their
homosexual tendencies.

There has for years existed inside the
Foreign Office service a chain or chque of
perverted men,

Danger to Britain

hatever the current medical or socic:‘

" ‘view, the danger of such men in public se

vice is obvious,
Homosexuals—men who indulge in “unnatural”

love for one another o .
—are known to be l‘This sordid secret ?
bad security risks. ’ f homosexuality-{ - End lt *
They are easily which is one of th '
won over as traitors. | keys to the whal
- prmts the news to-
Foreign agents seek | scandal of the Miss- | ay—with an

them out as spies. | %g D'P"’"‘a‘s‘“{ | authoritative state-

The *‘ Pictoria

nored by the Go

: ment by a Tory

The Key ';“emre“t WhitE | m.p.—necause it is

When the U.S aper. .l gently necessary
State Departiment } at th“stagw“:l? ;
in Washingtan $ %uld cease g
purged its staff of )
bad security risks,
640 of those fired br ;7
fokced to resign weye /5{“
sexual perverts,
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Captain HENRY KERBY, M.P. \

( *APTAIN Henty
Kerby, forty-
year-old ex-diplg-
mat and Tory M.P.
for Arundel and
Shoreham, told the
Sunday Pictorial
yesterday:

“The interest of the
remarkable White Paper

" is NOT in what it re-

veals—but in what it
still CONCEALS.

“The apologists,

) busily white-washing

unnamed bureaucrats,
are still hoodwinking

. the public.

Third Man-

“Plenty of people In

‘the Foreign Office and

diplomatic circles must
know the ldentity of the
man who tipped off the
diplomats that they were
suspect.”

Captaim Kerby
asks: “Can It be that

this man must hhve

cowr A




SAYS CAPI. HENRY KERBY, M.P.

} 77 T known of the ‘brother-

hood ’ of perverted men ?

“There have been
other cases of flagrant
homosexuality in the
British Foreign Service

- which have been covered

up.”
‘Notorious’
R

Captain Kerby maln-
tains that Burgess and
Maclean were “known
85 drunks and sex per-
verts for years.”

He sald: “It 1s not as
if thelr homosexual
activities were Kknown
only to & handful of
people,

"“They wers notorious
nerverts. Thay were
known as such in Lon-
don, Cairo and Wash-

" ington.

‘or

“Why, in answer to 3

question In the House, |
“di
Bthte,

Minister of
Mr. Anthony
Nutting, refuse to admit
Jeny that these men

the

were homosexuals 7 1
believe he could not
deny the fact.

“I have Teason to
helieve that- there are
still many people of this
ilk today in the Foreign
Service,

“Why does the White
Paper make no mention
of their sex perversion ?

& Id- i

n
t is O o nf

one of the
to the Biargess-Maclean
scandal that these men
were notoriotis perverts.
“'The British people
are still denied the
names of those Forelgn
Office officials who
shielded both traitors
during their service.

«Tell Public’

Traya
AUYO

“we are denled the

names of those respons-
ible for appointing them
to their last and vital
posts. )

“Why ? Their names
should ‘be made public
in Parliament.

“J hope that the White

Paper will be dgpated
fully in ParliamenT? and
that the searching light
of a Public Inquiry
{under ‘a High Court
judge) will be thrown
on it,

“We must probe the
fuil and concealed
ramifications of the
Burgess and Maclean

crrey e Al

scandal.

Tradition

“Thus alone can we
at least try to ensure
that something similar
does not happen again.

“on present form—
with evasions and hon-
accountable anonymity
—Iit CAN and WILL.

“The archaic tradl-
tion of Ministers man-
fully shouldering re-
sponsibility and shleld-
ing Civil Servagts at
the Foreign Office 3
ABSURD andf DAN-
GEROUS.”




SMUGNESS

UT when they are tijey
stand out like the Eddy-

stone lighthouse and almost in-

IBUNGLING over the Maclean ‘nd variably they are not tradi-
Burgess case is only o symptom of wt: tlonal Forelgn Service entrants.

is wrong ot our Foreign Office, say I well remember - my first

experience of the rest at Wash-

GEORGE BR ington in 1946. He was one of

OWH, the top men there, a man who

afterwards became an Ambassa-

P.G., M.P. i dor elsewhere in an important
. capital. "
his former Minister today gives firji- P asked him how he explaiged *
and evidence of his discoverips. ¢ new Labour Britain to fhe
: Afnericans.

His reply was that he cduld ’

i . N } not. He hadn’t even been home
YF 1| were the For¢ign Secretary, therelis to see it !
something that would worry me far mgre  can still see his smug lock
than spies and security leaks. ashesald: -
. s - - - “1 have been in Moscow.
1tis this: The sheer incompetence of the Fure:gn Ser Thay'ro all interested in that o6
wcf:. g S ST R 1 hava two speeches, one hard
3o often it has flopped by putting the wrong man in the and one soft, and I give ’em
wrong place at the wrong time. whatever seems to suit.”
This is the jet age. The era of moving damn fast. He polished his monocle with
It is a period of vast political changes, with new States being ﬂ-CcuStomfed elegance and put It
“ywmed all over Afriea, Asia and the Middle East--and the rage to back again

win thelr support., - ADVISER

1t we relied on our diplomats to see us through, we would] not

gven reach the starting gate in most places. NTO my mind comes [the
I have travelled many tijes - _ ) British Financial Advisef to
sigece 1945 in Europe, Africa gnd ofie of the fabuiously rich)old . Y .
thk American Continent. sheiks. A - terrific battle ¥ for o }
have seen their appalling in- “{:; ¥ o

efdetiveness again and again.

& 1¥17 8

Of course there are good ones.




injthe mind’s eye as the geheral
paptern — cynical, long-hired
young gentlemen toddling Jrom
one cocktail pariy io anoiher,
never mecling ordinary people,
and proclaiming a belief in nolh-
ing at all.

Perhaps the worst example
was in Argentinga, where I went
this year.

It was obvious even then that
c¢hanges were coming. It was
also only too obvipus that the
Germans were grabbing tremen-
cf;us trade there.

Could I get Jthe

THAT HAPPENS IN

Maclean’s chair now?

‘American- Department
“the Foreign Office is

influence in this area was going

on between us and the
Americans.

This man was In a key
- position.

He was ex-Indlan Army—
knowing * absolutely nothing,”

in his own words, about financial
policy, economics or politics |

How did he get there ?

CYNICS

H” he told me, *“the

" Crown Agents advertised

it apd I was on a list of retired

soldjers and so they saw me and
I gof it.”

Bw nothing remains so clear

THE SORT OF THING
THE FOREIGN GFFICE

WHQ is sitting in Dongald

The present Head of our

diplomat who has never
been to the United States!

He is a top-ranking au-
thority on Eastern affairs.

e has studied conditions
iftimately in Bagdad and
Béirut—but not in Brooklyn.

Embassy staff to galk
about 1t and distuss
what we might do?

Could I hell,

The Ambassador, one
of the better ones, was’
new there,

There was also a good
Labour Adviser, who was
not out of the Foreign
Qffice mould.

But, with the excep-
at tion of these two, most

a of the rest in this| key
area seemed to bg out
of this world.

LEVITY

Y final plcture of

the Argentine
British diplomatic staff
will always be a wonder-
ful Alice-in-Wonderland
dinner.

Many of the Embassy stafl
were there with their la.dies just
to meet us.

. Every attempt 1 made to dis-
cuss Argentina and British pros-
pects there was met with levity
and cynlcism,

To counter it, they trotted out
every stale Joke ever heard about
the Labour Government.

Incidentally, the Sotialists
had already heen out of office
three years.

From quips about groundnuts
to jokes about the Coal Board
and even about the amountl of
milk for expectant motherg In
1947—we had the lot.

* DISORDER -

HE final curtaln was prgtty
fine disorder, as I lost my
temper and displayed how un-
suitable I would be for appoint-
ment to the cynical, Ineffectual,
pratiling body we call our diplo-
matie service.
Spies ? Of course we hav to
ake them seriously.
But the trouble In-the Forgign
ffice goes much deeper an
that.

PR
e ————— —




T‘ext 01 Bi 1ta1ms Report

e

-
5_; 4

Following is the lert of [l
Sritish Govermment report, made|
cwilable Dy the British Tufor-
calion Services yesterday, on
e Maclean-Bitrgess cose:

O the evening of Friday,
May 25, 1951, Mr, Donald Duart
Maclean, a Counselor” in  the.
Senior Branch of the Foreign
Hervice and at that time bead !
i the American Department in |
the Foreign Office, and #r.
iy Francis de Moncy Burgess,

Becond Secretary in  the
Junior Branch of the Foreign
Service, left’ the United King- -
dom from Southampton on the |
iaat for St. Male. The circum- !
~tances of their departure from
itngland, for which they had
‘ot sought sanction, were such

- to inake it obvious thatthey
Liad deliberately fled the coun-
1y, Both officers were sus- |
ended from duty on Juhe 1, |
1951, and their appointment in
"he Foreign Office wag termi- .
nated on June 1, 1952, with ef- |
Teet from June 1, 1951, i

Maclean was the son of a |
former Cahinet Minister, Sir
Ponald Maclean. He was bern
no 1913 and was educated at
viregham's School, Holt and
Trinity Coliege, Cambridge,
~here he had a distinguished
cndemic record. He success-
fuily competed for the diplo-
tatic service in 1835 and was
costed in the first dnstance to
“a Foreign Office. He served
suibgsequently in Parils, at Wash-
ington and ip Cairg, He was an
«“ficer of exceptional ability
ad was promoted te the rank
of Counselar at the early age
»f 35. He was mairied to an
\merican lady and had two
voung sons. A third child was
" uworn shorlly after his disap-
nearance,

Macieun Hud Breakdown
Tn May, 19530, while serving at
e Majesty's Embassy Cuairvo,
AMaclean was guilty of serious
misconduct  and  suffered a
iorm of hreakdown which was
ttributed to overwork and ex-

TP ki tha
Until Liig

\bl\«c ulllll\ills
Yreakdown took place his work
.od remained eminently satis-
cwetory  and  there was  nog
scound  whatsoever for doubt-
g his loyalty. After recupera-
nion and leave at home he was
arssed medically fit, and in Oc-
shber, 1950, was appointed to
tre head of the American De-
partment of the Foreign Office

hich, since it does_not deal
vith ithe major pl‘oblm-

relations ap-

T:TD#.%ml']ican els ,
peared be within his capac-
) :
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Since Maclean’s
ance a close examination of Ris
background has reveal&tr=that

ur s student days at Cam-
bridge from 1931 to 1934 he had
expressed Communist sympa-
thies, but there was no evi-
dence that he had ever been a
member of the Communist par-
iy and indeed on leaving the
university he had outwardly
renounced his earlier Commu-
nist views,

was educated at the Royal Na-
val College, Dartmouth, at
Eton and at Trinity College,
Cambridge, where he had a
brilliant academic record, After
leaving Cambridge in 1935 he
worked for a short time in Lon-
don as a journalist and joined
the B, B. C. in 1938, where he
remained until January, 1998.
From 1939 until 1941 he was
employed in one of tha war
propaganda organizations, He
rejoined the B. B. C. in Janu~
ary, 1041, and remained theve
until 1944, when he applicd for
and obtained a post as a tem-
porary press officer in  the
News Department of the For-
eign Oflice.

He was not recruited into
the Toreign Service through
the open competitive examina-
tion bul in 1947 took the oppor-
tunity open to temporary em-
ployes to presenl himself for
establishment., He appeared be-
fore a Civil SBervice Commis-
sion Beard and was recom-
mended for a junior branch of
the Foreign Service. His estab-
lishiment took effect from Jan.
1. 1917. He worked for a time
in the office of the then Minis-
ter of State, Mr, Hector Me-
| Neil, and in the Far Eastern
Department of the Foreign Of-
fice, In Augusf, 1950, he was
transferred to Washington as a
Second Secretary.

Early in 1950 the security au-
thorities informed the Foreign
Office that in late 1943 while on
holiday abroad . Burgess had
been guilty of indiscreet talk
about secrel matters of which
he had official knowledge. For
this he was severely repri-
manded, Apar{ from thia lapse
his service in the Foreign Of-

| fice up to the time-eof his ap-

pointment to Washington was
satisfactory and there_seemed
HOOT ™ Trmmene 10 home
wqu}d make a useful career,

disappear- | .-

Burgess was born in 1811 and '

A\

e,

.



Burgess Drove Recklessly

In Washington, howsaver, his
wommand behavior gm
coxme Ambassador re-
ported that his wark had been
unsalisfactory in that he lacked
thoroughness and balance in
routine matlers, that he had
come to the unfavorable notice
of the Department of State be-
cause of his reckless driving
and that he had had to be
reprimanded for carelessness in
leaving confidential papers un-
attended, The Ambassador ve-
quested that Burgess be te-
moved from Washington and
this was approved, He was re-
called to London in early May,

1951, and was asked to resign !

from the Foreign Service. Con-
sideration was being given to
the steps that would be taken
in the event of his refusing to
da so. It was at this peint that
he disappeared.

Investigations into Burgess'
past have since shown that he
like Magiean, went through a
period of Communist leanings
while at Cambridge and that he
too on leaving the university
outwardly rencunced his views.
No trace can be found in his
subsequent carder of direct
participation in the activities

of left-wing organizations; in- -

deed he wag known after leava
ing Cambridge to have had
some contact with organiza-
lions such as the Anglo-German
Club,

Relations With Each Other

The queslion has been asked
whether the asscciation of these
two officers with each other
did not give rise to suspicion.
The fact is that, although we
have since learned that Mac-
lean and Burgess welre ac-
guainted during the wunders

‘graduate days at Cambridge,

they gave no evidence during
the coursze of the career in the
Fareign Service of any associa-

3 be

tlon —sther thap—wauld,




normal between two colleagues.
When Burgess was appointed
to the Fersrgh Office, Maclean
was In Washington and at the
time Burgess himself,was ap-
pointed to Washington, Mac-
lean was back in the United
Kingdom awaiting assignment
to the American Department of
the Foreign Office. It is now
clear that they were in com-
munication with each other
after the return of Burgess
from Washington in 1851 and
they may have been in such
commurnication earlier. Their
relations were, however, never

such as {o cause remark,

In January, 1849, the security
authorities received a report
that certain Foreign Office in-
formation had leaked to the
Soviet authorities some years
earlier. The repert amounted
to & little more than a hint and

it was at the time impossible |#

to attribute the leak to any
particular individval, Highly
gecret but widespread and pro-
tracted enquiries were begun
by the security authorities and
the field of suspicion had been
narrowed by mid-April, 1851, to
two or three persons, By the
begining of May, Maclean had
come to be regarded as the
principal suspect. There was,
however, even at that time, no
legally admissible evidence td
support & prosecution under the
Official Secrets Acts. Arrange-
ments were made to ensure that
information of exceptional se-
crecy and importance should
net come into his hands,

In the meantime the security

.authorities arranged to investi-

gate his activities and contaets
in order to increase their back-
ground Kknowledge and if pos-
sible 1o obtain information
which could be used as evie
dence in a prosecution. On May
25 the then Secretary of State,
Mr. Herbert Morrison, sanc-
ticned a proposal that the se-
curity authorities should ques-
tion Maclean. In reaching this
decision it had te bhe borne in
mind that such questioning
might produce no confession or
voluntary statement from Mac-

lean sufficient to support a

........... pport a

prosecution, but might serve

conky-to alert him and to reveal

the nature™and the extent of
the suspicion against him.

MISSING MACLEANS: Donald Maclean with his wife and

-
and F ergus

fwo of their three children,
British have termed Maclean a Soviet spy and believe he
is in Moscow. Mrs. Maclean and her children were lust seen
on their way from Geneva to the Soviet zomraT Rustria.
Photo was taken before Maclean’s disapnearance in 1951,




In that event he would have
been free to makE—szrange-
“omizta,leave the country and
the authorities would have had
na legal pawer to stop him,
Everything therefore depended
on the interview and ihe sccur-
ity authorities were anxicus o

! he as fully preparcd as was hu-
maniy possible. They were also
anxious that Maclean's house
. at Tatsfield, Kent, should be
searched and this was an addi-
tional reason for delaying the
proposed interview until mid-
Jure when Mrs. Maclean, wha
was then pregnant, was expect-
| ed to be away from home.

! Planned to Search House

Tt is now clear that in spite
pf ihe precautions taken by the
authorities, Maciean must have
become aware, at some time
hefore his disappearance, that
l he was under investigation.
! One explanation may be that
. he observed that he was no

longer receiving certain types

of secret papers. It is also pos-
sible that he detected thati he
was_pyder gbservation. Ov he
“may have been warned, Search-
ing inquiries involving individ-

nal interrogations were muade !

into this last possibility, Insuf-
ficient evidence was obtainable
to form a definite conclusion
or to warrant prosecution.

Maclean's absence 4id not be-
come known to the authorities
until the morning of Monday,
May 28. The Fareign Office is
regularly open for normal busi-
ness on Saturday mornpings, but
officers can, from time to time,
obtain leave to take a week-
end off, In accordance with
this practice Maclean applied
for and obtained leave to be
absent on the morning of Sat-
urday, May 26. His absence
therefore caused no remark
until  the fojlowing Monday
morning when he failed to ap-
pear at the Foreign Office,
Burgess Was on Ieaseairaeunder
no obligation to report his
movements.




" bers of their familiez, On June

W st

I was at once reported to the se-

JSon ov persons who had handed

Both Traced to France

Immediately the flight was
Kaawn slk,possiblé
taken in the United ngdom
and the French and other con-
tinental security authorities
were asked to trace the where-
abouts of the fugitives and if
possible to intercept them, All
British Consulates in Western
Europe were alerted and spe-
cial efforts were made ta dis-
covey whether the fugitives nad
crossed the French frontiers on
May 26 or 27. As a result of
these and other enquiries it was
eatablished that Maclean and
Burgess together left “Tatsfield
by car for Southampton in Lhe
late evening of Friday, May 25,
arrived at Southampton at mid-
night, caught the 5. 8, Falaise
for ®t. Malo and disembalked
at that port at 11.45 the follow-
ing morning, leaving suitcases
and some€ of itheir clothing on
board. They were not seen on
the train from 5t. Male to Parvis
and it has been reported that
two men, believed to be-Mac-
lean and Burgess, took a taxi
to Rennes and there got the B
1:18 P, M. train to Paris. Noth-
ing more was Scen of them.

Since the disappearance vari-
ous communications have been
received from them hy niem-

7, 1951, telegrams ostensibly
from Maclean were received hy
his mother, Lady Maclean, and
nis wife, Mrs. Melinda Maclean,
who were both at that time in
Lthe Tinited Kingdom, The tele-
gram to Lady Maclean was a
short personal message, signed
by ‘a nick-name known only
within the immediate family
circle. It merely stated that ail
was well, That addressed to
Mrs, Maclean was similar, ex-
pressing regret for the unex- !
pected dcpartme and was
signed “'Donald.”

Both telegrams wera dis-
patched in Paris on the eve-
ning of June 6. Their receipt

curity authorities, but it wag
impossible to identify the per-

them in. The oviginat telegraph
Tormg showed, however, that

the messages had heen written

.in"a hahd which was clearly not

Maclean’s, The character of the

handwriting, and some mis-

spelling, suggested that bolh a
telegrams had been written by

a foreigner.

On June 7, 1951, a telegram
was reteived in"London by Mras.
Ba-sm,gess mother, It |
contd schort and affecrm.,_r.- .
ate personal message, together
with & atatement that ti.

[




sEMte—azas  embagking on a |

JE N ey S

long Meditervancan h(‘)huay:&ﬁd
was  ostensibly  from Burgess
himself. The telegram had been
handed in at a post office in
Rome earlier on the day of its
receipt. As with the telegrams

from Paris to Maclean's fam-.

ily, therc was no possibility of
identifying the person who had
handed it in. The handwiiting
had the appearance of being
foreign and was certainly not
that of Burgess.

Twe £1,000 Drafts in Mail
According to information given
to the Foreign Office in confi-
dence by Mrs, Dunbar, Mac-
lean’s mother-in-law, who was
then living with her daughter
at Tatsfield, she received on
Aug, 3, 1851, two registered let-
ters posted in  St, (Gallen,
Switzerland, on Aug. 1. One

contained a draft on the Swiss |

Banlk Corporation, London, for
the sum of £1,000 payabiz to
Mys. Dunbar: the other a dyaft
payable to Mys, Dunbar for the
same sum, drawn by the Union
Bank of Swiizerland on the
Midland Bank, 122 Old Broad
Street, Londan. Both  drafts
wer'e stated to have been re-
mitted by order of a Mr. Robert
Recker, whose address was
given as the Hotel Central,
Zuvich, Exhaustive enquiries in
collaboration with the Swiss
authorities have not led to the
identification of Mr. Becker
and it is probahle that the
name given was false.

Shortly after the reeeipt of
these bank drafts Mrs, Mac-
lean reccived a leiter in herv
husband’s handwriting, 1t had
heen pesied in Reigste, Sur-
rey, on Aug, 5, 1951, and was
of an aflfectionate, personal
nature as from hushand to
wife. It gave no clue as to Mac-

lean's whereahouts or the rea- |

son for his disappearance but
it explained that the bank
drafts, which for cenvenience
e lieen sent to Mrs. Dunbar,

were intended foF Trre—Mag-

i lean.
. a ‘,r‘ e - L *
- . v T T




Lady Maclean reeeived a fur-
i ther letter from her son on
Aug. 15, 1951, There is no doubt

EX *was in Mmre—s3o. nand-
writing, It had beer posted at
Herne Hill on Aug. 11.

Mrs. Bassett, the mother of
Burgess, received a letter in
Burgess' handwriting on Dec.
22, 1953. The letter was per-
sonal and gave no information
as to Burgess' whereahouts. [t
was simply dated “November”
and had been posted in South
East Lpndon on Dec. 21. The
' last. message rveceived from

either of the two men was a

furthen letter [rom Burgess lo

his mother which was deliveived

in London on Dec. 25, 1954,

This leftter was also personal

and disciesed ncthing of Bure

gess’ whereabouls, It too was
simply dated ““November.” It

had been posted in Poplar E,

14 on Pec. 23, :

Mrs. Maclean's Disappearance

On Sept. 11, 19563, Mrs, Mac-
lean, who was living in Ge-
neva, left there by car with her
ithrege children. She had told
her mother who was staying
with her that she had unex-
pecledly come across an  acg-
guainlance who she and her
hushand had previously known
in Caire, and that he had in-
viled her and the children to
spend the week-end with him at
Territet, near Montreaux. She
stated that she would returmr to
Geneva on Sept. 13 in time for
the two elder children to at-
tend school the following day.
By Sept. 14 her mother,
alarmed at her failure to re-
turn, reported the matter to
Her Majesty's Consul General
in Geneva and also by tele-
phone to London.

Security officers were at once
dispatched to Geneva where
they placed iheiuselves at the
dispasal of the Swiss police who
were already wmaking intensive
inquiries, On the afterncon of
Sept, 16 Mrs. Maclean’s car was
found in a garage in Lausanne,
She had left it on the after-
noon of the 11th saying she
would return for it in a week.
The garage hand who reported
thig added that Mrs,- Maclean
| rad then proceeded with her
children to the Lausanne rail-
way station.

On the sams day, Sept. 18,
Mrs, Dunbar reported to the

Geneva police the receiptnf a
telegramipurpssting o come T




from_ her daughter. The Tale-

gram explained that Mrs. Mac-

lean had been delayed “owing

e unforeseen ¢ircumstances"

and asked Mrs. Dunbar to in-

foim the school authorities that

the two elder children would

. be returning in a week, Mrs.

Maclean's youngest child was

referred to in this telegram by -
a name known only ta Mrs,

Maclean. her mother and other -
intimates. The telegram had
been handed in at a post office
An Territet at 10:58 o’clock that
morning by & woman whose de-
seription did not agree with
that of Mrs. Maclean. The
handwriting on the telegram
. form was nol Mrs. Maclean's
and it showed foreign chavac- P
teristics similar to those in the ! s

telegrams received in 1951 by

T o wm

Lady Maclean, Mrs. Maclean
and Mrs, Bassett,

From information subsequent-
Iy received from witnesses in |
Switzerland and  Austria it !
geems clear that the arrange- f
ments for Mrs. Maclean's &c- !
parture from Geneva had been
carefully planned and that she
proceeded by train from Laye
sanhe on the evening of Sept,
11, passing the Swiss-Austrian
frontier that night and arriv-
ing at Schwarzach St, Veit in
the American Zone of Austria
at approximately 9:15 on the
morning of Sept. 12. The inde-
pendent evidence of a porter at
Schwarzach St. Veit and of
witnesses  traveling on  the
train, has established she left
the train at this point. Furthey
evidanre belicved to be reliahle
shows that ghe wastmowr3he




station by an unknown man
driving s, car bearire Ausfrian

number. plates. The further

movements of this car have not
been, traced. It is prohabie that
it tock Mrs. Maclean and the
children from Schwarzach St
Veit to neighboring territory in
Russian occupation whence she
proceeded on her journey to
join her husband,

There was no question of pre-
venting Mrs. DMaclean f{rom
leaving the United Kingdom to
go to live in Switzerland. Al-
though she was under no obli-
gation -to report her mniove-
ments she had been regularly
in touch with the security au-
thorities and had informed
them that she wished to make
her home in Switzerland., She
gave two good reasons, firstly,
that she wished to avoid the
personal embarrassment to
which she had been -subjected
by the press in the United
Kingdom and, secendly, that
she wished to educate her chil-
dren in the International
School in Geneva,

1t will be remembered that
Mis. Maclean was an American
citizen and in view of the pub-
licity caused by her husband’s
flight it was only natural that
she should wish to bring up her
children in new surroundings.
Before she left for Geneva the
security authoritics made ar-
rangements with her whereby
she was fo keep in touch with
the British authorities in Berne
and Geneva in case she should

receive any further news from |

her husband or require advice
or assistance, = Mrs. Maclean
was a free agent. The authori-
ties had no legal megxg-cfds.
taiffmg—trer«in the United King-
dom, Any form of surveillance
abroad would have been unwar-
ranted.




In view of the suspicions heid
against Maclean and of tihe
\ con&prraterial mannmi%
I flight, it was assumed, thoug
! it eould not he proved, that his
destination and that of his com-
panion must have been the So-

i
‘ viet Union or some other terri-
\tm'v behind the Iron Curtain.

Now Viadimir Petrov, the for-
ymer 'Thivd Becretary of the
Soviet Embassy in Canberra,
who sought political asylum on
April 3. 1954, has provided con-
firmation of this, Petrov him-
.. gelf was not directly concerned
in the case and his information
was oblained from conversa-
tion with one of his colleagues
in the Soviet service in Aus-
tralia.
Recruited at College

Petrov stiles that both Mae-
Jean and Burgess were rectuils -
od as spies for the Soviet Gov-
ernment while gtudents at the
university, with the intention
that they should carry out their
espionage tasks in the Foreign
Office and that in 1951, by .
means unknown to him, one or [
other of the two mien became
aware that their activities were
under investigation. This was
reporied by them to the Soviet
intelligence setvice, wha then
organized their escape and re-
movat to the Soviet TUnion,
Petrov has {he impression that
the escape Toutle fnciuded
Czochoslovakia and that it in-
| volved an airplane flight into
- { that country. Upon their at- l

| rival in Eussia, Maclean and

. Burgess lived near dloscow..

They were used as advisers to

the Ministiy of Foreign Affairs
and other Soviet agencies.

Pelrov adds that one of the
men {Maclean) has since been
joined by his wife. |

Two points call for comment:.

first, how Maclean and Burgess
remained in the Foreign Servs |

ice for so long and second, why l
they were able to get away. J

When these two men were !

given their appointments noth-

"ing was on vecord aboui elther

ie show that he was unsuitable
fe-_the Public Service. It is

true that théir submooeTe el
sonal behavier was unsatisfac- -

—

i
i
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tory and thie Jed ta_action in
each case. As already stated
Maclean was recalled from
Cairo in 1950 and was not re-
empioyed until he was declared
medically fit., Burgess was re-
called from Washington in 1951
and was asked to resign. It was
only shortly before Maclean
disappeared that serious suspie
cion of hig reliabilitvy -wzz
aroused and active enguiries
Wwore set on root,

The second quesiion iz how
Maciean and Burgess made
good their cscape from this
couniry when the security au-
thorities were on their track.
The watch on Maclean was
made difficult by the need to
ensure that he did not become
aware that he was under ob-
servation, This watch wasg
primarily aimed at collecting,
if possible, further information
and not at preventing an

- escape. In imposing it, a calcu-

lated risk had to bhe taken that
hie might become aware of it
and might take flight,

It was ipadvisable to incressa +
this risk iay extending the sur-
veillance to his home in an
isolated part of the country and
he was therefore watched in
London only. Both men were
free to go abroad at any time.
In some countries no doubt
Maclean would have been ar-
rested  first and questioned
afterwards. In this cauntry no
arrest can be made without
adequate evidence. At the t{ime
there was ingufficient evidence.
It was for these reasons neces-
gary for the security authorities
to embark upon the diffieult
and delicate investigation of
Maclean, taking into full ae-
count the risk that he would
be alerted. In the event he wa~
alerted ami—fed the country
together with Burgess.




Security Checks Inereased

As mzagult of this case, in
July, 1831, the then Secretary
of State, Mr. Herbert Morri-
son, set up a Commiltee of
Inquiry to consider the Secur-
ity ¢hecks applied to members
of the Foreign Service; the
exjsting regulations and prac-
tices of the Foreign Service in
regard to eny matters having
© a bearing on security and to

report whether any alterations
were called for, The Commit-
tee reported in November,
1851. It recommended among
other things, a more extensive
sccurity check on  Foreign
Service officers than had un-
til then been the practice. This
was [mmediately put inte ef-
fect "and since 1952 seavching
inquiries had been made into
the antecedents and associates
of all those occupying or ap-
plying fov positions in the For-
eign Office invelving highiy
secret information. The pur-
pose of these inquiries is to en-
sure that no one is appointed
to or continues to occupy any
such post unless he or she is
fit to be entrusted with the
secrels to which the post gives
access., The Foreign Secretary
of the day approved the action
| required.

A great deal of criticism has
bheen directed towards the yve~
ticence of ministerial replies on
these matters; an attitude
, which it was alleged would
not have been changed had it
:not been for the Petrov rev-
elations, Espionage is carried
out in secret. 'Counter-espic-
nage equally depends for its
success upon the maximum
secrecy of its methods. Nor is
it desirable at any moment to
let the other. side know how
" much has heen discovered or
~ guess at what means have been

used to discover it, Nor should

they be allowed to know all
the steps that have been taken
to improve security. These con-
siderations still apply and must
be the basic eriterion far inde-

ing what should or should not

he puliligmod—
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Briton Fears™
Effect of Sp

N, T7T Q
‘J(lbﬁ Udl U D

LONDON, Sept. 24 {FPum A
member of Parliament express-
ed fear today the “Foreign Of-

fiee seandal” of Britain’s “ran-

- away spies” might lead to a
vresurgence of McCarthyism in
America.”

The British press lashed out
at an official Government re-
port on the escape”of Donald
MacLean and Guy Burgess b
hind"the ITron Curlain May 25,
1951. Tt demanded a full-scale
investigation to find the man
who tipped them off.

Nonald Wade, a Liberal mem-
her of Parliament, told a party
political meeting this afternoon:

“1 hape it will not encourage
& resurgence of MeCarthylsm in
America. 1 hope it will not make
cooperatien between (his coun-
try and Ameriea more difficult.”

Tubiic Disturbed

Wade, one of the four Liber-
_els in Commons who generally
support the Conservative Gov-
--—ernmernt’s foreign policy, plead-
ed against making the case a

warty malitinal jcene
Bally poliiligal lssue,

lie said, however, “the gen-
eral publie is very disturbed and!
it is right that we should exa-
mine it (the White Paper) to see
that those employed in the For-!
eign Office are fit {o be entrust-;
ed with tlie secrels to which the:
post gives access.” )

The Whife Paper released last
nigil. was the first Goverament
slatementl on the four-year-old
case. 1t added liltle {o disclo-
sures marde last week,

- The lden Goveriment said -

Maci.ean fled the country with
his associate Burgess just hours
afler securily men received the
go-ahead lo question him.

1t alsa hinled that a mystery
figure wilh access to high Gov-
armmont Secrets oy ITAve
tipped off the two men. _

’,-" J‘ f::.‘ i Mr. BQGdeqn !;__,..‘%J
YF 8 Mr, Nickals el
“Mr. Belmont £ 4.~
7Y
Mr. Harbo
. Mr. Mohr
Mr. Parsons
Mr. Rosen
Mr. Tamm
Mr. Sizoo
r. Winterrowd
!_\ Tele. Room
Mr. Holloman e
Miss Gandy — ——
BR@i‘rGApg_
ress Comments Siiff
Press comment was stiff gn
@ report.
It is an insulting decumbnt

e .,'-.mlmsult 10 any reascnahle
nman's intelligence,” the imperi-
ﬂllst Daily Express declared.

Who were the men in the key -
posis al the time? Have they »
Ah’een brought to account? Are
ihey still carrying en in the -
same positions of trust?”

The mass circulation Labor- i
Ite Daily Mirror ecalled the re- #rp -
port “an indictment of the slap- v i
hanpiest bunch of incompetents - LIy
who ever graced a Government o
department.” d At ""‘ir ‘

The conservative tabloid
Daily Skeich asked: “Is there
a super spy still tapping secrets
at the Forcign Office?”

The dignified, independent
Times sald the report “is too
late and too little” and joined
in ealling for “full honest seru-

\inar bolore the forum of Parlia.
ment” e
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‘ Qﬁﬁﬁ%s ARD SEX Benyimee KERBY SAID. MACLEAN AND BURGESS WERE XNAWN 4S
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(MACLEAN-~BURGESS ) -

j Mr. Holloman
w Miss Gandy

s THE CHILLING -CLOAK AND DAGGER STORY OF BRITISH TRAITNRS DNONAL

MACLEAN AND GUY" BURGESS SERVED AT LEAST ONE GOND PURPISE, GOVERNMENT
OFF3CIALS SAID,  IT FORCED AMERICAN AND BRITISH INTELLIGENCE TN
SWIFTLY PLUG SECURITY GAPS USED SO SHAMELESSLY BY THF TWO SPIES FOR
SQUIET RUSSIA BEFORE THEY VANISHED ON MAY 25, 1951. -
_THE MEASURES TAKEN HAVE NEVER BEEN FULLY DISCLASED BUT IT IS KNOWN

THE U,S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, THE ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION,
THE STATE DEPARTMENT, AND THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION LAST
NO TIME GOING INTD ACTION; ™ ——-— - - s el

FOR THEIR PART, THE BRITISH ORDERED MORE EXTENSIVE SECURITY
SCREENINGS FOR ALL MEMBERS OF THEIR FOREIGN SERVICE CORPS AND,
PRESUMABLY, INVOKED TIGHTER SECURITY PRECAUTICNS' GENERALLY, - -

AMERICAN OFFICIALS WERE NNT SURPRISED BY THE MACLEAN-BURGESS WHITE
PAPER WHICH THE BRITISH RELEASED FRIDAY, THEY HAD XNOWN ITS CONTENTS
FOR MANY MONTHS AND HAD LONG SINCE SET UP TIGHTER PRECAUTICNS. BUT
NONE WOULD COMMENT FOR PUBLICATION.

L e

:
:
{
:

THE MACLEAN-BURGESS AFFAIR JUMPED BACK INTO THE LIMELIGHT SUDDENLY
WHEN VLADIMIR PETROV, FORMER TOP AGENT OF THE RUSSIAN SECRET PALICE
(MVD) IN AUSTRALIA, WROTE WHAT PURPORTED TO BE THE TRUE STORY 0OF TYME

MACLEAN-BURGESS DEFECTION, PETRQOV HIMSELF DEFECTED IN APRIL, 1354, X\ L/'
AND EXPOSED SOME OF THE WORLDWIDE MACHINATIONS Oi THE SOVIET ESPIONAG

SYSTEM, -~ P e
_ PHTROV CONFIRMED WHAT AMERICAN OFFICIALS HAD 17T GEOORBEE HAD
REMAINED GRIMLY SILENT ARCUT -- THAT MACLEAN, WHEgaﬂﬂEHEQDE% THE
CHANLERY OF THE BRITISH EMBASSY HERE IN 1944-4%, PACEASY BECESS Tn
U.S, SECRETS AND HAD A PASS TO THE PRIVILEGED SANCTUM OF THE ATOMIC
ENERGY COMMISSION, i eaame

BURGESS LATER SERVED HERE AS SECOND SECRETARY AF THE EMBASSY, vE
ALSO WAS PRIVY TO SOME SECRETS, MAINLY INVOLVING KOREAN POLICY. BUT
HE DID NOT SHARE MACLEAN'S STATURE IN HIGH-LEVEL ECHELONS. .

PETROV TOLD HIS STORY IN A COPYRIGHTED DISPATCH IN THE CURRENT
ISSUE OF U.S, NEWS & WNRLD REPORT AND IN A LONDON NEWSPAPER. THE e
BRITISH HOUSE NF COMMONS WAS IMMEDIATELY THROWN INTC TURMOIL WITH f,¢A
DEMANDS THE GOVERNMENT. EXPLAIN WHY MACLEAN AND BURGESS WERE ALLOWED )
TO FLEE BEWIND THE TRON CURTAIN WHEN THEY WERE UNDER INVESTIGATION ° -
FOR_TREASON, THE WHITE PAPER WAS ISSUED FRIDAY AS A RESULT.

IT KINTED THAT BRITISH SECURITY MEASURES HAD PEEN SO LAX THAT THE
MERE FACT THAT MACLEAN'S WIFE WAS PREGNANT HAD DELAVED MIS ARREST,
IT ALSO BROUGHT OUT THAT THERE MAY HAVE BEEN A "THIRD™ PERSON IN THE
FOREIGN SERVICE CORPS WHO KNEW OF THE MACLEAN-BURGESS INQUIRY AND \
TIPPED THEM OFF IN TIME FOR THEM TO FLEE, \\\%5

b
@

"AMERICAN INTELLIGENCE APPARENTLY WAS ENTIRELY IGNTRANT OF THE
MACLEAN-BURGESS OPERATIONS HERE, ELSE THERE WNULD HAVE BEEN A SWIFT
CLAMPDOWN, THEY COULD NOT HAVE ARRESTED FITHER OFFICIAL BECAUSE OF

7
!

B

DIRLOMATIC IMMUNITY, BYUT THEY COULD HAVE BRANDED THEM PEHSQNQ NN ”
GRAWA AND DEMANDED THEIR INSTANT RECALL, WITH ARREST SURE TO FOLLOW. _
HIS RULE HAS BEEN FOLLOWED RIGIDLY WHEN DIPLOMATS OF RUSSTAN ar

LS

SATELLITES RERE HAVE BEEN DISCOVERED OFF THE SECURITY RESERVATION, [
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T has taken the Foreign Office exactly four years
I and four months to give their version of the mystery
- of the Missing Diplomats, Donald Maclean. and Guy
Burgess, who fled from England oo May 25, 1951,
It takes the form of today's White Paper which con-
firms what anyone who had carefully studied the
extraordinary history of these two young men had long
suspected—that they were “ long-term Soviet agents.”

3
3

But, like 50 many official Coy
documents of this kind, it i :
is curiously obscure on
many of the vitally GEOFFREY ;
important points In what ) . B o 4
ill probably always be . HOARE B ' : .
own as the “Burgess ] RS I
ahd Maclean Case.” For l‘:":‘; wﬁsd gdee t :f: Iehg .
edample : I Mactean - Burgess athir, L s
RE I’acL“iﬁﬁ CASE T \comments on the White .
T macbon - Paper’s findings.
(Bufile 100-37L183) _
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Hpw long had tlzeﬁ
been passing
|Britain’s secrets td
Soviet Russia ?

l)ETROV declares they were
signed up by Soviet in-
tellizence services while still
“at Cambridge, 1¢ is {rue that
both were then ardent Com-
munists, But so were thousands
of other Jiberal-minded young
men  who turned to Com-
munism in the dark days of
the wmijd-thirties simply be-
cause they considered it the
best way of fighting Fascism.
When Hitler was defeated,
most f them forgot all about
mmunism, Why should
Russian agents have selected
Just these two from all the
other university Communisis
who have since become irre-
proachable citizens — and
paiots? And what use could
th have been before thev
had even decided what their
camper ‘would be ?
#0. 1 think Donald Mac-
lean was approached much

later, when he was First
Secrctary  to  the  British
Embassy al Washington,

around 1946, when he was in
a position to provide valuable
information and was suffi-
ciently opposed to British and
merican policy to belicve
that he was helping the canse
of world peace by doing so.

How was it that he
was..nol  suspected
earlier 7 ~ "7 "

ONE of the rmost disturbing

aspects of this dreadful
affair i5 that Donald Maclean
was allowed such a long run.
In his drunken moments he
was by no means careful,
eitier in speech or actlon, and
ofteén declared that he was a
Soviet agent. Did none of his
frignds or colleagues at least
suspect that he was betraying
his” trust 7 If they did, why

 their superiors?

did they not report hi ig
If the} dic
report him, why was ne getion
laken ?

How thorough were
the investigations ?

.\ SENIOR official of M.I5
< told me jusy belore the
News Chronicle serialised my
book* last year that his servica
had been warning the Foreign
Office about Maclean *{or
some time ™ before his fight.
He did wot say what the
warning was about. It could
simply have been of Maclean’s
behaviour, which was entirely
unsuitable for a senior Foreign
Service official.

But if the suspicion was by
then of something far graver,
how was it that he was able
1o evade DM.I5'S net? He was
conspicuously tall and easy tg
keep under observation if, for
example, he was meeting his
Russian contact in a pub 4r a
bar to. hand over For iz
Officeé documents,

Even when the game wa: up
and  he had flown, batih
Melinda, his American-born
wife, and her mother, Mys,
Dunbar, told me that the
mvestigators who hurried
down i - Beaconshaw, his
house at Tatsfield, when he

was reparted missing, gid not,

trouble o examine the ynass

. ol papers he-left behind, Yet

1

by thed it must have been
apparent that he was a spy,

How much did
Melinda know ?

TH!ERE is now a suggestion

that Melinda, who follogved
Donald into exile with Yher
three children 27 months 13 er,

* *The Missing Macleans, p‘eb-
lished by Cassell and Co., Lid.,
at 12s. 6d. net,

knew all the time that her hus-
bahd was a Soviet agent, anly
WT indeed a Communist hel-
self,

f that i true, and withou
definite hard evidence I can-
not believe that it is, then she
was a superb actress, I knew
Melinda well,

Although it Is evident that
sometime  between Donald's
disappearance and her flight
from Geneva she had been
told what he was doing—and
for inexplicable reasons of her
own had accepted the posi-
tion and agreed to go to him
~1 am still sure she was the
simple, rather frivolous girl
with no political interests,
whatever she appeared, 1t
was not only to me that sghe
gave this impression, but to
many others of her friends—-
ideluding  girl friends who
nlight have had a mpre
cfitical approach.

What was Burgesss
role ?

'l‘HE White Puper specilic-

ally mentions Donald
Maclezan as *“the principal
sispect ” in a leakage of infor-
mation to the Russians. It
states that Burgess's
behaviour was unsatisfactory,
but there is no suggestion that
he was ip any way implicated
in passing information,

It is also stressed that thore
Is  no evidence of any
abnormal or suspiclols con-
tact between the two men so
that were one suspected the
other would. automatically
come under guspicion,

Were they in fact the team
they have all ajlong been sup-
posed as they {led together ?
Or were they acting separately
as Soviet agents., and oply
irought together Dby = fhe
1ecessity of getting them hpth
ut of Englang at the sdme
me? It ig an jmporfasnt
point,




her-e -does -ihe
responsibility lie ?

F the whole unha stor

of the Missing Ig?gloma:f
was not so desperately serioud,
the wvaliant ‘efforts” of tho
oresenl  Foreign  Secretary,
Mr. Harold Maemillan, and of
Lord John Hope, to offer them-
selves as hostages would be
ierely funny,

Mr. Maemillan has made a
noble offer to *“take the
iiame,” although at the {ime
Maeclean was not only spying
! 1t also bringing discredit on
e Foreign Service by his

sorderly ©  behaviour,  the
Jinister  was a somewhat
yhseure MLP. with no official
position.  Let there bhe ng

loubt, someone is
‘esponsible. For, leaviry
side for . the wmomedt
Jaclean’s treachery, $
ehaviour for some years had
been such that he was riot
fitted to hold the honourable
position of a senior member
of the British Foreign Ser-
vice.

_And somebody was covering
him,

gravel

Is this the end of the
story ?

CERTAINLY not, hore,
much more, is likel} to

be heard of Donald Maciban.
The Soviet Government Have
matched the British Govbrn-
rent in their bland denials
for the past four years of any
knowledge of the Missing
Diplomats.
But now that one of their
own renegades has blown the
zafl, further denials will be
tutile. ) .
And so T suggest they will
soon Make public use of a

man wha .has elearly become ..

one of their well-raid servdnts
—and they will put Dorhid
Muaclean on the air “in the
interesis of East-West friegd-
ship.”

high responsibility in the PForeign Service.

FAILURE ALL \
THE WAY

HE White Paper on Burgess and Maclean is an

admission of failure. The Foreign Office failed
to pay early or adequate heed to the extraordinary
hehaviour of these two men .holding offices of

The

Intelligence Service failed in the elementary task of
keeping them under surveillance. )

At the moment when suspicion should have
been keenest, Maclean was given week-end leave !
The fact that he and Burgess had flown the country
was not discovered for three days. And the excuse
for leaving Maclean unguarded is that he would
have been difficult t¢ “shadow” in the country.
This would be laughable were the whele thing

not so serious. _
These were grave enough blunders,-~Almost as™ -

bigz a mistake was the decision to keep the story

under lock and key for four years.

Everything in

the White Paper—apart from references to the later

debarture of Mrs. Maclean to join her husband—

cokld have been made publi¢c in 1951,

The result of this incomprehensible delay is that -
the whole Foreign Office has suffered. Hundreds of

loyal and devoted civil servants have now been

tainted by scandal.
department has been dealt a shattering blow.

Responsibility

M EANWHILE,

remains,

the

The prestige of the entire

guestion of responsibility

For Mr. Harold Mucmillan to say

“ Blame me " is nonsense—and, whatever the rule-

bock says, he knows it to be nonsense,

Nor can

all the fault be laid at the doorstep of Mr. Herbert
Morrison, who was Foreign Secretary in 1951, and
who probably signed a hundred other State papers
on the day he approved Maclean’s investigation.

The full story has yet to be told. No one would
be foolish encugh to demand that our counter-

espionage methods be made public.

But we have

a right to know who was directly responsible for
this disastrous failure to protect vital secrets, and
whether he still remains in a position of trust.

The solution of the Burgess and Maclean
mystery has heen revealed reluctantly—and a little

at a time.

The White Paper all but compleles the

seties of admissions. But public opinion wilt not b
sagisfied with anything less than the whole truth.
That is why an early House of Commons debat

o the White Paper is essential, The peopl
demand it.
<l
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I'I‘he Governmeni’s White Paper $n
the disappearance of Maclean ahd
Burgess docs not really add much to
the story as the diligence of the news-
papers have built it up over the last
four years. In the story of the flight
the unsolved problem that remains is:
Who “tipped” them off or, as the
-Government puts.it, “ alerted them > ?
Did they just sense ihat the security

service was on their track or did|

somecne  fell them? Burgess had
already been asked to resicn (the date
of this is not given}. Maclean was
alamay tn malacnly drnonotioatad e
ﬂUUHL LU (¥ LJU::LJ_)' JUVLB’«JBQLUU and
his house searched. On May 23 the
than Foreign Seeretary, Mr Herbert

Mrrison, sanctioned a proposal that

thg sccurity autherities should g }t 1 taki a very serious view of either

tioh Maclean. On the evening of t
day Maclean and Burgess fled tke

country. Who, if anybody, warnad,

him? The White Paper says on this
that dfter - sedrching interrogations
“insuflicient evidence was obtainable
to form a definife conclusion or to
warrant prosecution.” But has the
Foreign Office no suspicions? And
have there been any staff changes in
the Foreign Office to make assurance
doubly sure? Has anvone becen got
off on suspicion? The other point on
which there has been criticism, largely
in America, is that it should not have

been possible for Maclean and Burgess
...... mb o VAL len

LU ,_L,LL d.\r\-d.\/ S0 Ld‘:lly L0e vyviité .

Paper, with America in mind, says;

rather caustically :

Ii} some countries, no doubt, Macl¥an
whuld have been arrested first and aues-
}:md afterwards. In this countiry|no
qlre':t can be mude withvut adeuul'ltc
evidence,

MacLFAN CASE
(Bufile 100-371183)
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Trye enough, but it is also evidenti
thi:c,'the watch on Maclean wasqnot |
close. It was confined to Lon&on. |
O:)I:e out of London, he could dg as!
he pleased, even to getting out of khe |
country. The .security authorities |
were not acting with any urgency.
for thev were going to deluy tue
prepesed  interview with Maclean
until mid-June—three weeks after the |
decision to interrogate him was taken. ‘
This was putting touching trust in the |
inadequacy of the Forelpn Office
grapevine, '
The impression most people will
form on studying the White Pagper is
that the security authorities did not

Al anlan
.L)LAAFED:) UL Aviduellatll,

My TETATA o

Thc\ wile pel-
hapk right prima facie about Burgess,
an "unreliable lype who had not
apparently been in any closely confl-
dential relation. (Although that is|
not to say that he might not hkve
gone to great lengths to steal dgeu-
ments from the British Embassy at
Washington when he was there))
They were not, it would scem, moved
by any great sense of urgency.about
Maglean. There is a curious phrasc inf
thefaccount of Maclean, He began as
an [officer of * exceptional quality ”;
he pnisbehaved and had a breakdown |
in Cairo. When he came back, plD-W
nounced as medlcauy fit, he was madc t

head of the American Department of
the Foreign Office. This, says the»
White Paper, “since it does not deal
with the major problems of Anglo-
American IE‘ldLlOﬁS appeaIEu to be

ithin his capacity.” HHere wasgjan
dble person given a responsible ppsi-
tlon in the Foreign Office. Yet if is
' nbw pretended that it was not a redlly
1mnm"fnn1' pasition, ;md Waq fhprr—\foro
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“within his capacity.” There 1sj
sonfething of  hindsight  in  tHi
apglogia. Some hindsight also co
Ainth the account of Mrs Maclean Jin
Switzerland. Would it not be failly
true to say that British security was
deceived? It thought that Mrs
Maclean could not be sympathetic
towards a husband who had not
treated her over well ; and besides, she
was an American. At any rate, there
was no watch on her. Call it “old
school tie” or what you will, there
was greal reluctance {o believe the
worst of these two.

For this most people who lock at
the evidence calmly will not be dis-
posed to be highly censoricus of the
Fof‘ign Office. It was natural encugh

that his colleagues should be loth to
sugpect one of themselves, a man bf
gr@at personal afiraction, bearing kn
honoured name. He had his defedts
of ,character, but he seemed to pe
overcoming them., What we do fot
gel from the White Paper is any hint
ofjthe evidence on which the security
inquiry was based. It was investigat-'
ing a leakage that took place
“some vears” before 1949; this
-might have been only a casual
indiscretion. Clearly security had
not the remotest idea that in
the archives of Moscow was a
whole Maclean-Burgess sub-depari-
merft under the busy Kislytsin,

the general question of-the treachefy
of Maclean and Burgess there is n¢t
much new to say, That they had

Communist leanings at Cambridga in
thd early thirties means little. Tkose
wele the days of the Popular Frpnt,
of Ppain, of the Left Book Club. Cpm--
munism was an epidemic disease and |
with most of its sufferers—and from |
all appearances with Maclean and
Burgess—it quickly passed. We ghall
never know why, like Alger Hiss,
these two men developed the strange

Linl thakied them in the late forties
g'o %éé\d‘documents to the Russians. We
do not, for instance, know when this
spying is supposed to have begun ; we
shall probably find that it was during |
the war when the Grand-Alliance was '
in being and everybody was prepared
to think so well of our Eastern ally.
ThE is not a case of a generTion

being on trial, but of two clever|but

ler unhalance persons  ghing
wtpng, The new security chlcks
adopted by the Foreign Office in 1951
are all very well in their way, but if
a really clever man wants 1o be a spy
a check on his antecedents and asso-
ciates is not necessarily a sure means
of discovery. {What, for instance, of
Burgess, who played about with the,
Anglo-German Club?) No doubt;
there is much to be said in censure of
the rather wild life in which Burgess |
and Maclean sometimes indulged. It
should be a warning to others in the
Foreign  Service. But we must
remember too that Alger Hiss was
impeccably well-conducted, There is

ing clear moral to be drawn except

that the Foreign Office must look
anxiously to its standards of
efficiency, conduct, and alertness. It
witl take it a long time to recover
{rom the eflects of this terrible ekpo-
surp, and the Government wil] do
well not to ride off in Jany
complacency.




N INEXPLICABLE
EXPLANATION

paRT from officially confirmimg
what was already known about
the ByrGEss and Macrean affair,
ine Government White Paper 1s
only remarkable for Its total
failure to come t0 grips with the
rral guestions in the public mind.
Sinee liast Sunday, the over-
»ding question has not been how
these two renegades escaped de-
tection, as Mr. Prrrov made 1t
known that the security authori-
ties were already on their trail
11 the time of their escape. Nor
was there any real complaint
that their departure had not
veen prevented. What the public
wanted .to know was not why
they nad been allowed to escape.
but why the Government for
igur years kept Parliament gnd
{§c public so completely in the
cddrk about a matter of buranjng
canoecrn.

The White Paper’s explanatfon
i~ wholly unconvincing—even as
whitewash. It suggests that to
have told the public that
MACLEAN'S treason was Known in
advance would . have provided
“the other side” with valuable
informatlon. But  since the
White Paper also states that
AlacLEAN fled because he sus-
pected that the game was up.
clearly the Russlans must
have known that the British
suthorities khew of the esplon-
nge before the sples fled.
MACLEAN'S collaborator who
tipped him off must also have
known. So why on earth should
the British public have been
ket in the dark? The oy
Xible explanation is that suk-
governments fear
criticism for having allowed tr?
two spies to escape. —_—

RE: MacLEAN CASE
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Another questlon: which the
Whity Paper fails to ansier.is
why,jwith thelr questionable per-
sonaj records, these two officials
werd for so long retained In the
Service, and, In the case of
MacrEaN, consistently promoted.
The White DPaper refers to
MacLEAN'S * serious misconduct”
in Cairo in May. 1950, but adds
that in October he was “ passed
medically it*"” and appointed to
be head of the American Depart-
ment. It is really intolerable for
the Foreign Office to ask us to
assume that this promotion re-
quires no further comment.
MACLEAN’S conduet in Cairo was
netortous. 1f his promotion was
routine, 1t was bad routina. If
1t fas excepticnal, the public
desqrves to be teld why the
excdption was made.

¢ next question on which
the White Paper sheds too jittle
light is that of the effectivdness
of our security system in gereral.
After all the PonTECORVO defec-
tion, which was supposed to have
shown the authorities the red
light, occurred only eight months
before the MacLean and BurGess
aflair., Yet even inguiries into
“antecedents and associates”
were not inltiated until six
months afier it, The problem.is
entirely different since the cold
war started. Before, ireason
was a matter of corruption. or
grievance, or’ mental jnstability,
To-day the Marxist falth has
proved capahle of subverting
nren otherwise of upright char-
acfer and balanced mind{ How
arqg they to be detecied 1§ time
to kave the country from them,
and them from themselvesk

—————
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Not by a2 McCartuy witch-hunt,
Mefarthylsm's methods ghined
thdr momentum from Adfini-
strytion efforts to sidefrack
legitimate public fears aboud the
danters ot subversion in govern-
ment. If President Truman had
not atlempted to cover up the
Hiss scandal, the McCarTuY re-
action might, well have been
kept within bounds. Similarly,

to withhold Information risks

arousing here the very atmos-
phere of susplelorn and  gdis-
trust In which MeCarthyism
fiourishes.  What is required is
an examination of the problem
by a small Commitiee selected
from those who had long experi-
ence of security systems duritng
the war. They should examine
not only the mechanism of our
securlty system, but 2lso how to
avoid - defeating the true
purposes - 4f an  indispensable
megsure of secrecy by overs
prolonged and over-exhaustive
tacilurnily towards the publie:
and their report  should, of
course, be rendered only fo the
Prime Minister. The public will
bg content to judge not py its
tepnis but by its results, |They
cqnnot be content witl the
rexults of the present sysifm as
disclosed by the White Paper.
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.ECURITY men were on the trail of Maclean
~and Burgess for more than two years before

they fled behind the Iron Curtain. Then, just as ~ -

the authorities were ready to pounce, there came
an astonishing ‘“‘lost week-end” in which the
urli'y men did nothing and the diplomats

This is revealed in the Foreign Office
White-paper—“Report concerning the dis-
appearance of two former Foreign Office
officials ”—published last night.

It is disclosed that in January 1949

“the sccurity authoritics received a repoi}
that certain Foreign Oflice information ha
lcaked to the bomet authoutwb some year
edr U.'(,l -

Highly sccret investigations werc begun., By mid-
CApril 1951 the field of suspects had been narrowed “ to
two or three persons.” )
' : Then “by the beginning of May Maclean had
" come to be regarded us the principal suspect.”
" "But Burgess was still not linked with Maclean,

. At this point a decision was taken to see that
top-secret documents did not reach Maclean’s desk.
The security men started to probe Maclean's
activities and confacts to gamer evidence that could
justify a prosecution.

FRIDAY TO MONDAY

-- »To speed this process, on Friday, May 25, 1951,
Mr. Herbert Morrison, then Foreign Secretary, autho-
1 rised the security men to interrogate Maclean.

But Maclean had made Lis own plans.

safjed from Southampton for St. Malo.

on| the Friday night, together with Guy Burgeii
In one amazing sentence the White- er sumk up

‘ arrnged to take the day off on Saturday, May 26. Late ‘

the activities. of“t.hekﬁ.e*cm_iﬁ*meﬂ . _— . i HT “.‘..'
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« Maclean's absence did not become Enown §o
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lMay 28>

Why not? The White-paper gives an explanation.
The security men were banking everything on
breaking down Maclean by interrogation. But they
did not want to warn him that he was under suspicion.
In addition they wanted to search his house at
Tatsfield, in Surrey. To do this they were prepared to
wait until the middle of June 1951 when Mrs. Melinda
Maclean would be in a nursing home having her baby.

THE THIRD MAN

It was decided to risk Maclean running away. He
was watched in London only.

The White-paper tacitly. admits the existence of
the “Third Man”—the man who gave the &ip-off.

« Maclean,” it says, * may have been warned—

seqgrching inquiries involving individual inter-

rogations were made

into = this possibility.

Insufficient evidence was obtainable to form a

definite conclusion or to warrant prosecution.”

What of Guy Burgess? The White-paper discloses that

talk about Foreign Office
matters while on holiday
abroad in 1949.

At the embassy in Wash-
ingion he was reprimanded
agdin for leaving confidential.
parers unattended.

s result of his general
conbuct the Ambassador, Sir
Oliver Franks, asked for
Burgess to be removed.

He was recalled to London
early in May 1951 and was asked
to Tesign {rom the Foreign
Service. .

The White-paper makes this
eryptic comment: * Considera-
tion was being given Lo the
steps thal would be taken in the
event of his refusing-to do-se.
1t was at this point that he
disappeared.”

NEW CHECK

2Erlent deac tha Wavalon
What has the Porelgn Office

done Lo tighten up security
since ?

The Whitc-paper discloses
that in July 1951 Mr. Herbert
Morrison set up a commitlee to
look into the security checks
made on Forei%n Office men.

The commitlee reported in
November—hy * which- time Sir
Anthony  Eden was back in
office— and since 1952 search-
ingf inguiries have been made
inld the antecedents and Asso-
ciates of all those occupying or
applying for positions involving

PR T

" higlfly sceret information.

—] WHAT NOW?

All-party M.P.s

a full inguiry

early in 1930 he was severely reprimanded for indiscrect

w

HE Government, it is
understood, will find
time for a debate .on the
White-paper soon after Par-
Hament reassembles on
October 25,
Though senior members of
bhoth Government and Opposi-
tion are ‘involved, M.P.s are

Seex

N 0\1 - 7 ) L}
expected to insist that the cuse
be probed as thoroughly and
impartially as the much less
important incident of Crichel
Down,

Crichel Down—which involved
land-grabbing — led to the
resignation of the Minister of
Agriculturg and the iransfer of
an official. -

No panic, says McNeil

1?IRST guestion on the

B.B.C.'s “ Any Questions ?”
programme last night was: wWho
carries most responsibility for
Maclean and Burgess having
been in touch with a foreign
Power ?

Panel: member Mr, Hector
MecNeil, M.P.~—he is mentioned
in the White-paper—said : “ We
must have a post-mortem, but
please, no hysteria,

“The Minister must be

rapaiaihla . i
Tespoiisie. But the thing now

is what we do o make sure this
will never happen again”

Lieut.-Colonel Marcus Lipton,
Socialiss M.P. who has asked
many questions about Maclean
and  Burgess, said yeslerday:
“There are two kinds of intelli-
gence : the intelligence of the
average eitizens and the inteili-
genece of the Foreign Officg. The
White-paper is an Insdlt to
both."

Mr. Herbert DMorriso last
night declined to commgnt on

the White-naper,

W8 Wy Loy L




The Daily Express an
he Foreign Office

AVE THEY
EVER HEARD

o WhaBl IR0l

OF THE
TELEPHONE?

VVI’I‘H the puhlicationfr !

thre Foreign Officd’s
own account of the
Maclean-Burgess mystjry
a number of dquestidns
asked by the Daily
Express since 1951 still
wait for a satisfactory
arjswer,
Q Why "did the Forelgn
Office seek to deny the
raport by Chief Crime
Reporter Percy Hosking in
April last year that
Viadimir Pelrop—the Soviet
agent who gane himszlf up

That -mone

EN there is the mystery|ot
the two drafts for <1800
it Maclean sent to his
- mother-in-law, Mrs, Dunbar.
The White-paper says that
1;lr1esgr-:5 1were received on August
It is stated also that on August
3, 193l Mrs. Maclean received
& letter from her husband tell-
ing her that the money was
iniended for her. That letter
Wwas posted in Relgate, Surrey.
The faet that Mrs. Maclean had
received money from  her
husband was disclosed first by
yhe Daily Express in 1959,
This newspaper wasg bitferly
attacked for the disclosure
which, it was asserted, was
quite untrye,

Q Why gid the Foreign Office,
~knowing the iruth and
cigsely  questioned on
pRni, say nothing ?
1t was “information given
C

to the Foreign ‘Office in
dence by Mrs Dunbar,”

That secre

THROUGHOUT the years since
Maclean and Burgess
vanished the Foreign Office
has stressed that the men did
not have acecess to vitai infor-

in Ausiralic—had provided Yet now It is formally admitted

information about Maclean
and Burgess?

v The White-paper confirms

£\ that Petov toid the security
men a very great deal

But the Foreign Office savs that
accurate information was naot
reccived in  Whitehall until

mation,

that Maclean might have
guessed that ne was being
investigated because It was

arranged that “information of
exceptional  secrecy and im-
portance should not come into
his hands.”

Why was there this persistent
camplign to write down the

the .

several days after it was receiyed
hy the Daily Express,

Noke of the information receiged Al No
st

{Fnm

atic bag to save expense. L

|
I

Petrov was cabled [to
omAsm i+ all anmna by alida Cc
;F:uuuu—--lu all Lalllc uy LU.IJLU' eiuanv dE‘I’]Pnds

EXPRESS [CHIEF CRIME RE

- i

RiTAIN'S Intelligence

Service, whieh each
o T o
Wi

year cosis taxpayer
£5,000.000, cannot fall to
come In for a certaln amount
of . criticism when the
Maclean-Burgess affalr s
debated in Parliamen}.
Examine first the admission
that it was in January 1949
when it was first discovered
that certain Foreign Office in-
formation had been reaching
the Soviet authorities over a
:riod of years.

The news of this leakage

ould have first reached M.I.§,
the Intelligence  department
gontrolling  our agents

owll

aproad, then directed by General
Sir  Stewart Mengzies. M.LS
would in turn report the matier
to M.L5, the internal security
machine of which Sir Percy
Sillitoe was then the head,
The immediate move by both
organisations would be to
screent the people having access
to documents containing that
particular information — and
after all they could not have
been many, :

The White-paper goes on:
'The field of suspicion had
eenn narrowed down by mid-
April 1951 to two or thrz7-
persons.” :

' More than two vears to track

“ Espionage is carried
cret

on the maximum secrec
R methnde

importance of the o spies ?

official answer. Just 2

0lg in
er- espioipige
or its sun):;f‘ss‘

of

PORTER PERCY HOSKI

STUDIES

—+

WHITE-PAPER ON MACLEAN AND BURGESS AND ASKS—-

IS" THIS THE

down a leakage of Such impor-
tance.

Having made the decision to
interview Maclean and (o search
his home the reasoning of ihe
authorities is difficult to under-
stand.

They decided to postpone the
whole matter until mid-June
solely because Mrs. Maclean,
who was then expecting a baby,
would be away from home.

Any further risk to the nation
by a continuance of leakages
seemed to have been a secondar
consideration.

Was Maclegn’s house

Lo, €ve
searched ? The Whitc-paper_doe}

WAY TO RUN SECURITY?

not record this interesting point. '

And there came the

extraordinary case of the “lost |
week-end.” :

And remember s Nunn May |
had shocked us with his be-
trayal. of atomic secrets in 1948,
Pontecorvo had done his dis-
appearing act. Fuchs had
delivered another devastating
body blow te our security de-
partments in 1950, We were gtill
in the middle of a cold war.

Yet in Novewmber 1951 a
Foreign Offfce committee fiwras
just  recommending o oY
extensive securily check on its
own staf.

13
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GUILTY MEN?

T is an Insulting
document that the
—-Foreign Offlce. publishes in
the case of Maclean and
Burgess. An insult to any
Teasonaple man’s
intelligence,
Far from restoring
confidence in the security
organisation of the Foreign
ffice, it will have the
obposite effect.
For here, for the first
tilme, is the admission that
~ the authorities were awgare
~ two years and three'months
before the disappearance
that secrets were bding
stplen, ..

The White-paper relates
how suspicions were
gradually narrowed to {wo

or three people. Then the
mistake was made of
keeping  from Midclean,

documents which he would
normally receive.

To catch a spy...

NY schoolbhoy would

know that if you want
fo catch a spy you do not
sound an alarm Ybefore-
hand. But that was only
the beginning of the
bungling.
| Mr. Morrison, Forelgn
i Secretary at the time, gave
i the signal for Maclean f{o be
gypestioned on Friday,

¥ 25, 1951, That wag the
vdry day on which Mag¢jean
ajd Burgess Ileft kthis

country.

Maclean had asked earlier
forp the following Saturday
111 AllllE UAJ— h‘r‘ ﬁt
Se urity know about thc«t‘ ?,

should have be |
elementary to keep a check;
on the movements of this
suspected man. |

Nothing of the sor{ was
done. It was not even!
known that he was missing
untit he failed to show up

_ on the following Monday. |

_ o o I

| JUDGED by this account,

the security authorities
did not appear to treat fhis
matter very seriousiy| at

How else can ch
igence be explained?
d afterwards, at
the attitude of the
Foreign Office? Mr, Anthony
Nutting, Minister o State,
brushed aside a demand
for action, His alry answer
was: *I am not prepared
to lend myself to a witch-
hunt,”

But it appears that this
arrogant young Minister
was quite prepared to lend
himself to the suppression
of information. For, from
then on, the object of the
Foreign 'Office was to hush
up the whole affair,

The old excuse

"siderations

THE Foreign Office con-
sistently did its fbest
tp discount facts published
iN the Daily Expresy. In
ofher quarters the Iress

s attacked and denigrated

_for its disclosures.

Now the Express
elations —the paym
f money to Mrs., Macleah,
tha long association of UE

twos diplomats with Com
munism, the informatio
given by Petrov to the
authorities—are  all
confirnred. |
Yet still the Foreign.
Office keeps sllent on many,

. important aspects of the‘

case. The White-paper,
explains that security con-
“still  apply.”

Answer these queshonsg

HAT excuse will not!
satisfy public opinion
that all the necessary action
hbs been taken to overhaul
tie security set-up in, ihe
country. Nor will the sfate-
mdént by Mr. Macmillan that
as Foreign Secretary is
responsible for any fail re1
and should take the full
blame.

Ministers must depend on!
the advice and actions of!
their experts. Who were the
men in the key posts at
thectitne ? Have they been
brought to account? Are
titey still carrying on ln the
same positions of trust?

These are guestions
affecting not only the

, nation's Internal securify

but her vital affalrs with’
other countries. They must
be answered.

The bungling revealed in

‘the White-paper, the fdcts

omits, reinforce he
emand for the immedihte
recall of Parliament.




. that time head of the Americ;
Mr. Guy Francis de M oncy Bt
of the Fovéigii— Service, left

O

branch

Southampton on the hoat for St. Malo.
The circumstances of their departure from England, for which they had not

sought sanction, were such as to make it obviou

| 2,000,000 PEOPLE

How many pcople are under sceurity
~ The Daily Express understands
that details of about 2,000,000 PEOPLE
in whom the security. aullioritics might...

country.

Both officers were
suspended from duty on
June 1, 1951, and their

appointiments in the Foreign
Oflice were terminated on
June 1, 1952, with effect
from June 1, 1951,

«» Maclean was the son of a
~ former Cabinet Minister, Sir
Donald Maclean. He was born

in 1813 and was educated atb
Gresham’s  Sehool, Holt, and
Trinity  College, Cambridge,

where he had a distinguished

- i B mre]
academic record.

He successfully competed for
the Diplomatic Service in 1935
and was posted in the first
instauce to the Forcign Office.

He served subscquently in
Paris, at Washington, and in
Cajro, He was an oflicer of
excpptional ability and was pro-
mofed to the rank of counseller
at the carly age of 35. .

Hy was married to an Ameri-
canjlady, and had two young
sons, A third child was born

- shortly after his disappearance,

Overwork
3 In May 1850 while serving

in His Majesty's Embassy,
Cairn, Maclean was guilty of
serious misconduct and suflered
g form of breakdown which was
attribu'ed to overwork and
excessive drinking. .

Until the breakdown took
place his work had remained
eminenlly satisfaclory and Lhere

. was no ground whatsoever for
_ doubting his loyaity.

; problems  of

Alter recuperation and leave
at home he was passed
medieally fit, and in- Oc¢toberl
1850 was appoinied to be head
of the American Department of
the Foreign Office which, since
it does nol deal with the major
Anglo-American

. relationg, appeared 1o be within

his capacity.
4_ Since Maclean's disappear-
ance 2 close examination of
his  Dbackground has revealed
that during his student days at
Canbridge from 1931 to 1334 he
hady expressed Communist sym-
patl§es, but there was no
1wce that he had ever byen

Partyf and indeed on lcaving the
i had outwardy

evid e
3 mimber of the Commurst

university  he

v the evening of Triday, May 25, 1953, Mr. Donald Duart Macledn,
a_counscllor in the senior_branch off the Foreign Service and i

“Departmept in the Foreign Office, and
irgess, a second secretary in the junior
the United Kingdom from

s that they had deliberately fled the

A out of place thr

P VTS ik

watch ?

ann

(e L)

“somewhere

AND A FEW GIRLS

IS one of the main dangers
in our sceurity system
simply in this ?—

I understand that the
responsibility for ensurine
that all  new  material
gathered by the aulside
agents is filed in the cor-
rect dossiers Is in the hands
of a few underpaid girls.

If an M.I.5 investigator
wants ‘to  know whether
there is any information on
file about a {foreign-born
scientist  or &  doubiful
diplomat, these girls search.

The critical mistake of
Jailing to find « dossier has
fiappened often enough for
« speciaql phrase to be in

cuse to deseribe if.

When a  girl  reports
“neothing o record” when

in fact there is a dossier
ough care-

TG COLUAL

basement registry at M.L5 headquarters

(23
[s Tnlorneingd
dd}r ]\O

" wen el ten #1on
dir'e S10TCq I 1

in London.”

lessness in the green steel
filing cabinets, she is said
to have “missed a trace.”

A “missed trace” might
easily mean missing a spy
as dangerous as Donald
Macleann or Klaus Fuchs,

. Who then are those highly
Important girls and how are
they recruited ?

They are mosily tecn-age
debutiantes, the daughters of
Society and Service families.

_The argument in support
of this sct-up is that it is
cheap, for few of the girls
take on the jobs with a
career in mind, And, more
importantly, it keeps out
Communist girls who mig'li

destroy valuable records.
It is 2 somewhat tarnish

iheory & !

'afp'man Pinc

Ak

renounced his eaiier Coif-
munist views.
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- 6 Early in 1950 the securit

‘Brilliant’

Burgess was born in 1911 apd

¥ was cducated at the Rogal

aval Coliege, Dartmouth, Jat

ton, and atv Trinity College,

Cambridge, where he had a bril-
lant academic record.

After leaving Cambridge in
1935 ke worked for a short time
“in London_as a journalist and
Joined the B.B.C, in 1936, Where
he remained until January 1939,

From 1839 until 1941 he was
employed in one of the war
propaganda organisations. He
rejoined the B.B.C. in January
1941 and remained there until
1834 when he applied for, and
obtained, a post as a temporary
Press officerin the News Depart-
ment of tae Foreign Office.

He was 110t recruited into the
Foreign Service through the
open competitive examination,
but in 1947 took the opportunity
open to. temporary employees to
present himself for establish-
ment. -

He appeared belore a Civil
Service Commission board and
was recommended for the junior
hranch of the Foreirn Service.
His establishment took eflect

om January 1, 1947.

He worked for @ lime In th

ce of the then Minkster o
tate, Mr., Hector MceNeil, an
th the Far Rasiern Departmen

the Toreign Office. I
Augu__.‘it_a_IQ{)O he was transicrred

PO, I
L0 Washington as
sedqretaty. . & Secon]

authorities informed the
Foreign Office that in late 1948
while on holiday ahroad Burgess
had been gullty of indiscreet
talk about secrel, matters of
which he had official knowledge.

For this he was suversly
reprimanded.
Apart from tius Iapss his

service in the Foreign Otftice up
1o the itime of his appointment
to Washington was satisfactory
and there seemed good reason
to hope that he would make a
useful career,
7 In Washington, however, his
work and hehaviour gave
rise to comyplaint.
“Fhe ambassador reported Lyt
hl; work had becenh unsatisfactopy

in ghat he lacked thoroughngss
and balance in 1outine mattefs,
thaf he had come to the -
favdurable notico of the Depaft-
menb of State because of his

. evidence during

reckless driving, and that he ha
hil to be reprimanded for car
ledness in leaving confident
paners unatiended. ~
he ambassador 1equested tha
Efirgess be removed from Wash-
ingion, and this was approved.
™ e 11 A A
JwCclalicu
He was recalled to London in
early May 1951, and was asked
to resign from the Foreign
Service. i
Consideration was being glven
to the steps that would be taken
in the event of his refusing to
do so. It was at this point that
he disappecared.
8 Investigations into Burgess's
2 past have since shown that
he like Maclean, went thro"gh

a bericd of Communist leanipgs
hridea and thatihe

wyile at Cambridge, ’

t on leaving the univergty

oflwardly rencunced his views.
No trace can be found In his

MACLEAN'S HOME

l *INADVISABLE TO KEE

WATCH HERE’' SAYS
REFPORT.
subsequent career of direct

Earticlpamon in the activities of
oft-wing organisations; Indeed
he was known aiter leaving
Cambridge to have had some
contact with organisations such
as the Anglo-German Ciub.

@ The question has been asked
< whether the association of
these two officers with. each
other did not give rise 10
suspicion.

e fact is that although we
hate since learned that Maclean
and Burgess were acquainted
during their undergraduate days
at ICambridge, they gave no
“the course of
thelr career in the TForeign
Servige of any association other
than would he normal between
two colleagues.

A leak

When Burgess was appointed
to the Foreign Office Macled
was In Washington, and at the
‘.,liﬁ‘e Burgess himselfl was
agnointed to Washingto
MAclean was back in the Unile
Kidgdom awaiting assignme:
to e American Department of
the Foreign Office. .. .

/

t is now clear that they were
in\ communicasion with ea§h
oter after the return . §!
Bulgess from Washington
195% and they may have bee
in duch communication earliery
Their relations were, however,
never such as to cause remarx,

1 In January 1949 the
security authorities
recel 4 @& report thab

cortain Foreign Office informa-
tion had leaked to the Sovieb
auihorities some yeals gariier.

The repert amounted 1o little
more than a hint and 1t was
at the time impossible to abiri-
pute the leak to any particular
individual, )

dizhly secrei bub widespread
and protracted inguiries Wore
pegun by the security authori-
fies and the field of suspicion
had been narrowed by mid«

April 1951 to two or thres
persons. o o

By the beginning of -sagy=
Maciean had come to be
regarded as the principal
suspect.

There was, howaver, even at
that time, no lcgaliy admissible
pyidence to support a prosccution
under the Official Secrets Acts,

UIATL viie v

Questions

rrangements were made
enture  that information f
exceptional secrecy and. import-
ance should not come 10to A5
hands, In the meantime tne
security authorities art anged to
investigate nis activities and con-
lacts In order to ingrease thelr
background knowledge and, if
possible, to obtain information
which could be used as evidence
in a prosecuticn.

On May 25, the then Secielary
of State, Mr, Herbert Morrson.
sanctioned a proposal that the
cecuritv authorities should ques-
tion Maclean. o ]

In reaching this decision 1%
Yiad to be bomne in mind that

such questioning might' roduce

no confession or VO untary
statement ~ {rom Maclean
sufficient, to support a prosecu-
tion, but might serve only 1o
stert him and to reveal the
the extent of the

nature and U t
suspicion against him.

In that event he wouid have
pbeen irce to make arrange-
ments to leave the counftry and
ihe authorities would nave had
no legal power Lo stop him.

Eyerything therefore depended
on T}m interview and the secmxty
autorities were anxious 0 op 83
fulld prepared as was humgnly
possible. )

THey were also ANxious ab

Maclean's

louse at Tatsikid, !

/

f
a";f:f‘f
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“TUpreghant,

Kent#, should be searcheda and
this was an additional reason or
delaying the proposed intervibw
untif “mid-June  when = Mis.
Magclean who was tien
was expected to be
away [from home,

1 It 18 now clear that in
- Spite of the precautions
Ak en by the authorities
Maclean ‘must  have aecone
aware, ab some time before h:s
disappearance, that he was
under investigation.

One explanalion may he that
he observed that he was no
longer receiving certain Lypes
ol secrel papers. Tt is also pos-
sible that he detected that he
Was under observation. Or he
may have been warned,

Searching inquiries involving
Individual ~ Interrogations ‘wera
made into thiz last possibility,
Insufficient evidence was obtain.
Aable to form a definite cone
tt:_luszon Or to warrant prosecy-
ion.

Leave

li‘) Maclean's absence did not

“~ become. known to the
autnorities untili the morning
of Monday, May 28.

The Foreign™ Office ig regu-
larly open for normal buslness
on Saturda. mornings  but
officers can from time to time
gfbft in leave to take a week-cnd

Ik accordance with this pric-
tice \Maclean applied for & d
obtaied leave to be absent
the ® morning of Saturda,
May 26.

His absence therefore caused
nof remark until the Iollowing
Mdnday morning when he failed
to kppear at the Foreign Office.

urgess was on leave and
under no obligation to report
his“movements.

l ‘; Immediately 1he fight
-*2 was known all possible
action was taken in the United
Kingdem. and the French and
other Continental security
authorities were asked to trace
the whereabouts of the fugitives
and if possible to intercept
them,

All  British  consulates  in
Western Europe were alerted
and_special efforts were made

"+ to discover whether the fugitives

had crossed the French frontiers
on May 26 or 27.

As a result of these and other
inguiries it was established thek

Maclean and Burgess togethes .

left Tatsfield by car for
Southampton I the’ late evei-
ing ol Friday, May 25, arrived
at  Southampton  at midnight,
caught the s.s. Falaise tfor St,
Malo, and disembarked ai that
port at 11.45 the following
morning, leaving suitcases and
some of their clothing on board.

Telegrams

ey were nobt seen on the
traif ‘from St. Malo to Paris,
and ¥t has been reported that
two Ben, believed to be Maclean
and Burgess, took a taxi to

ctat that

Rennes  and  there got fhe
18 p.m. train to Paris. -
Nothing more was seen {of
them.

Since the disappearan
various coemmunicatiohs
ha¥e heen received from them
by members of their families.

On June 7, 19561,
ostensibly from  Maclean were
received by his mother, Lady
Maclean, and his wife, Mrs.
- Melinda Maclean, who were both
time in the United
Kingdom.

The telegram to Lady Maclean
‘was a short personal message,
isigned hy a nickname known
only  within  th2 Iimmediate
'family circle. Tt merely stated
‘that all was well.

' That addresscal to Mrs.

MRS. MELINDA |MACLEAN

HER HUSBAND SENT ‘REGRETS'
" FOR HURRIED DFF’ARTUR!:

Maclean was similar, expressing
regret for the unexpected depat-
tule, and was signed “ Donald.”

Both telegrams wele
despatchied in  Paris on ths
cvening of June 6. Their receipt
was af once reported o the
security authoritics, but it was
impossible to identify the]person
or persons who had Randed
them in,

Not his

The oviginal telegra{m forms
showed,  however,” that the
messages had been written in a
hand which was cleariy not
Macleai’s. The character'of the
handwriting, and some mis-
spelling.  suggested that both
telegrams had been written by a
foreigner, .

] = On June 7, 1951 a tele.

) oram  was  received  in
London by Mrs, Bassett,
Burgess's mothog,

I contamed a  short and
affectionate personal messazae
together with a statemicnt tnat
the sender was embarking on &
long Mediterranean noliday, and
was oslensibly from Burgess
himgelf,

The telegram  had becn
landed In at a post office in
Fome earlier on the day of its
receipt,

As with the telegrams ffom
Paris to Maclean's family, there
was no possihility of identiffin
the person who had handey |

telegrams’

in. -The handwriting had the
: ’

e




Continued from Page Four

appearance of being foreign, and
was certainly not that of
Burgess. ) .
16 According to information
given to the Foreign
Office in confidence hy Mrs.
Dunbar, Maclean’s mother-in-
law, who was then living with
her daughter at Tatsfield, she
received on August 3, 1951, two
registered letiers posted in St
Gallen, Switzerland, on August 1,

One contained a draft on ihe
Swiss Bank Carporation,
Londen, for the swn of £31.000
payable to Mrs. Dunbar: the
other, a-draf’ payable to Mrs,
Dunbar for the same sum.
drawn by the Union Bank of
Switzerland on  the Midland
Bank, 122, 0Old DBroad-sireet,
London.

Bothh dralts were stated to
have been remitted by order of
a Mr, Robert Becker, whose
address was given as the Hotel
Central, Zurich.

Exhaustive inquiries In col-
laporaticts  with  the Swiss
akhorities have not led to the
iddqntification of Mr. Becker
An it s probable that the
naine given was f{alse,

D

NALD DUART MACLEAN
HE} WAS * FREE TO GO ABROAD

AT ANY TIME

London on December 21

A letter

: 7 Shortly after the rec pt
- of these hank drafts MEs.

aclean received a  letter
her husband's handwriting.

TL° had wren posbed in
Relzaie, Swirey, On Augusb a,
1051, and was of an affectionate,
personal nhature as from hus-
band w wife.

It gave no clue as 10
Muciean's whereabouts or the
reason  for his disappearance,
but it explained that lhie hank
drafts, which for convemence
thad been sent to Mrs, Dunbar,
were intended for Mrs. Maclean.
18 Lady Maclean recelved a

¥ further letter {rom her son
on August 15, 1951, There I8
no doubt that itwas in his own
handwriting. It had been })osted.
at Hernc Mill lin South-East
London] on Aupust 11,

) Mrs. Basselt, the maother
1' of Burgess. received 2
letter in Burgess's 1‘_1andwr1mng

y December 22. 18533,

The letter was personal gnd

ve no information As| to

urgess's whereabouts. I‘t: Nas
dmply daled “ November. nd

Had been posted in South-Kast

.



The last

"he last message receifed
{rdm eltner of the Lwo men gas
a further letler from Burghss
to  his  mother which was
delivered in London on Decem-
ber 25, 1954.

This letter was aiso persoual
and dizclosed nothing of
Burgess's wheregbouts, It tco
was simply dated “ Novem ber.”
It had heen posted in Poplar,
E.14, on December 23,

-’)U On  Seplember 11, 1933,
i Mrus. Waclean, who Wwas
ving in Geneva, left there py
al’ with her three children.
She had told her mother, who
‘as staying wilh her. that sqe
ad unexpectedly come acrtlss

ai] aequaintance whom she and
hqr husband had previously
kijown in Cairo and thai he
" tigd invited her and the children
to gpend the weck-cnd with him
at Territet, ncar Montreux.

She stated that she would
return to Geneva on Seplem-
ber 13, in time for the two elder
children Lo atiend school the
following day,

By Seplember 14 her mother,
alarmed at hier {ailure to return,’
reported  the matier te her
Majesty’'s  consul - general I
Geneva and also by telephone 10
T.ondon.

Sceurity ofticers were ab once
despatehed  to Geneva where
they placed themsslves at the
disposal of the Svu nolice who
were already making intensive
inguiries, . T

n Lhe allernoon of Sepfem-
ber 16 Mrs. Muaclean's car wasg
fouud in a garage in Lausanie.

She had lelt it on the alter-
nooir of the 11th saying she
would return fer it in a week.
Thic garage hand who reported
this added that Mrs, Maclean
had then procecded withh her
children 1o the Lausanne rail-
way station.

On the sume gay, Sept.emberi{

13

Mrs. Dunbar reported to &
Sbneva police the .receipt of
teyegram - purporting fo  com
frqm her daughter.

he lelegram explained tha
Mrs. Maclean had bheen delayed

“

ving to unforeseen circum-
stapces " and asked Mrs. Dunbar
to finform the schoc! authorilies
thqt the two elder children
wopld be returning in a weck.

Mrs. Maclean's youngest child
was referred to in this telegram
by a name known only Lo Mrs,
Maclean, her mother, and other
intimates.

The telegram had been handed
in at the post office in Territet
at 1058 that morning by =
woman whose description did
not agree with that of Mrs.
Maclean.

The hand-writing on the tele-
gram form was not  Mrs,
Maclean’s and showed {foreign
characteristics similar to thossa
in the telegrams received In
1951 hy Lady Maclean Mrs.
Maclean, and Mrs, Bassett,

Planned

i)'] From information subse-
~ A qguently received from wil-
nesses in Switzerland an
Austria it seems clear that the
arrangements for Mrs. Maclean's
depariure  from Geneva had
been carefully planned. and that
ahe preceeded by train from
Lausanne on the evening of
September 11, passing  the
swiss-Austrian | frontier  ihat
night, and atriving at Schwar-
zach St, Veil in the American
Tzone of Ausiria at approxi-
mately 9.15 on the morning of
September 12,

The independent cvidence of
a porter at Schwarzach 3t, Veit,
and of witnesses travelling on
the train, has established that
she left the train at this point.

Furttier evidence, believed ta
be reliable, shows thay she was
met at the station by an
unknown man driving a car
bearing Austrian number plates.

The further movements of
this car have not heen traced.
1t ig probable that it took Mris.
Maclean and the_ children {rom
Sehwarzach St Veit to uecighe-
bouring territery in Russian
accupation, whence she pro-
ceeded on -her journey to join
her husband. |

h ¢ 'l i
i1n toucin
2.) There was no question nf

~ preventing Mrs. Maclean
from leaving the United
Kingdom to go tfto live in
Switzerland.

Although she was under no
obligation to report her move-
ments, she had been regularly in

touchh with the security
authorilies, and had informed

.

MRS. DUNBAR

SHE RECEIVED MOQNEY INTENDED
" FOR HER DAUGHTER

them that she wished {0 make
her home in Switzerland.

She gave Lwo good reasons:
firstly that she w.shed (0 avoid
thie personal embarrassment Lo
whiell shie nhad been subjected
by the Press in the United
Kingdoni, and secondly that she
wighed to educate her children
in the Inlternational Sclhwool in
Geneva.

It will be remembered that
Mrs. Maclean was an Amerifan
citizen, and in view of the plib-
lHeity caused hy her hush:ﬁtd's

flight it was only natural tpat
she should wish to bring up Ler
children in new surroundings.

Free agent

Belare she left for Geneva the
security authorilies madao

arrangements with her whershy
she was to keep in touch wilh
the Brilish authorities in RBerne
and Geneva in case she should
recelve any further news from
her husband or require advice

Mrs. Maclean was g free agent.
The authorities hiad no legal
nieans of detaining her in the
United Kingdom, Any form of
surveillanee abroad would have
“heen unwrrrauted.

»)¢»  In view of the suspicions
~FF hend against Maclean
and of the conspiratorial muan-
ner of his flight it was assumed,
though it could not be provgd,
that his destination and that|of
his companion must have bden
the Soviet Unicn or some otljer
territory  behind the Iypn
Curiain, -




Now  Viadimir Pelrov, 1
fogmer third secretary ol
Shviet Fmbasgy n Canber

- who soughl political asyium qn
April 3. 1054, hus provided coy-
fiknation ‘ol Liis.

Petrov himself was not
direclly concerned in lhe case
and his  information  was
oblained from conversation with
aite of his colleagues in Soviet
service in Australia.

retrov  slates  that  bolh
Maclean  and  Burgess were
reernited as spies for the Sovies

. Government while students at

the university, with the inten-

t:on thal they should carry ot

thnir acninnana 3 1
their espionage tasks in th

Foreien Office, and Lhat in 1831
hy means unknown to him. on
or olher of the two men hecam
aware that their actlvities were
under investigation.

"\ Escape

This was reporied by them lo
the JSoviet Intelligence service,
who'then organised their escape
and removal to the Soviet
Union,

Petrov has the impression {hat
thee  escape route mcluded
Crechoslovakia  and  that it
involved an airplane flight into
that country.

Upcn their arrival in Russia,
Maclean and Burgess llved near
Moscow.  They were used \as
agvisers 1o the Minislry Yof

e
e
1,

Avewn Aflairs and other Sovkb |

agkncies.
ctrov adds that one of tlie

en {(Maclean) has since leeh
i¢ined Wy his wife. .
_L Two poinig call for cgm-

ment: First, how Macldan
Md Burgess remained in the
Forelgn Service yor 5o long,
and second, why lhey were able
to get away. ’

W~ When these iwo men
~+} were given Lheir appoint- |

ments nothing was on record
aboub either %0 show that he
was unsuitable for the public
service. -

It i3 true that fheir sub-
seqguent personal behavioulr was
unsatisfactory, and this led to
action in each case.

As already stated. Maclean
wax recalied [rom Cairo in 1930
and was not re-employed until
he was declared medically fit.

Burgess was recalled from
Vwashington in 1951 and was
atked 1o resign,
1t was only shortly belore
wlean  disappeared  thgpt
ious suspicion of his rcja-
ity was aroused and active
inquirics were set on foat.

0'6 The second question [is
~ 1 how Maclean and Burgdss
made good their escape from
this country wheti the security
anthorities were on their frack.

The watch on Maclean was
made difficult by the need to
ensure that he did not bhecome
aware that he was under
observation. .

Ris
isk

This watch was primarily

aimed at eollecting, if possible.
fupther information. and not at
preventing an escane.
1 imposing it a calculated
risk had to be taken that he
midht hecome aware of it and
mikat take flight.

11, was inadvisable (0 Ificrease
this  risk by extending the
survoillance to his home in an
isolated part of the country and
he was therefore watched in
London only.

Both men were free to go‘

abread at any time.

J“ some countrics, no dpubt,
Myclerin waould have xeen
arvkested  fipst and  questjoned
aft¥rwards. In this countfy no
arryst can he made withioull ade-
quate evidence. - At the time
there was insufficient evidence.

1L was lor thesp reasons necess
sagy [or the securily authorifies
tof embark upon the difficult and
Glicaie investigationjol
Mhclean, saking into
ackount the risk that he wo 1d
bebalerted, }

In the event he was alerled
and fled the country together
with Burgess. .
e As a result of this casc
ad in July 1851 the then |
Secretary of State, Mr. Herhcrt
Morrison, set up a committee 0f |
jnquiry to consider the security
checks applied 10 members of
the Foreign Scrvice, the existing |
regulations and practlces of the
Torclgn Service in regard Lo any |
maliers having 2 bearing on
security, and to repert wihether
anv alterations were calied for.

The committee reported 1n
November 1931,

Check

1t recommended, amonsi ot&e;
things, 4  more exlensive |
socurity  check  on  Forelgn
Service officers than had until
then hcen the practiee. ]

This was immediately put into
offect and siige 1902 SEATCRING
inguiries have been made into
tl{z antecedents and assocagps

of all 1hose ocoupying or apgiy-
Dk for positions in ihe Ferogsnt
ofice involving highly segeb
j1¥ormatiom. . ‘

he purpose of these inquil 5
15+ 10 ensure that no one 1s
appointed to or conlinues 10
occupy any such post unless he
oF she is fit to be enlrustsd
with the sccrets t0 which the
post, gives aACCess.

The Forelun secretary of the
amy  approved the  aceon
reguired.

Criterion

A g A great deal of criticism
Y
1he

has been qdirected tonavds

réeticence 0f  ministerial
replies won hese matbters, an
attitude which 1t was alleged
would not have been changed
had it not been for the Pstrov
revelations. .

Espionage is carrled out in
secrel, ' -~Counicr-esplonage
equally depends for its success
upon the maximum secrecy of
its methods.

Nor is it desirable at anv
moment te let the other side
know how much has becn dis-
covered or guess al what means
have been used to discover 1b.
jor should they be allowed to
Inow all the steps that hae

cen taken o improve securl

These considerations sqpll |

ppty and must be the batic
Iterion dor judeing WAt
snould or should not be pui-
lished.

T
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S THERE STILL A| SUPER SPY INSIDE 'T!TE
8| FOREIGN OFFICE ? | - !
~ This astonishing new line of inquiry is sparked
off by one paragraph in last night's White Paper on
the Burgess and Maclean affair. |

This paragraph makes an amazing disclosure. The two men dis-
appeared on the EVENING OF FRIDAY, MAY 25, 1951,

During tha DAY OF ERINAY MAY 95 kA Li_ i _ .o &g __: a1

Subifg e WAl VT FRIFAT, MAT L0, MF, nerperr morrison, then

Foreign _Secretary, had secretly sanctioned a proposal that the security
authorities should question Maclean.
What happened that alternoon?

== "The Foreign Secretary's decision would normally be known «

or three people at the top of the Foreign Office and the Intelligence Service,

DID SOMEBODY WARN MACLEAN? ) ’

IF SOMEBODY DID, WHO WAS THAT SOMEBODY? .

1 Was he some unauthorised outslder able to tap high secrets swiltly? Or

Was he a_secret agent actually inside the Foreign Oflice or Security, who
: nunaged to learn top level decisions

soon alter they were made?

If he was, IS HIE STILLL THERE?

IFor the report makes it quite clear
that nobody was ever caught. -

This is what the White Paper says{

“ it is now clear that Maclean must have
become aware that he was under investiga-
tion.  One explanation muy be that he oly-
served (7t he was no longer recetving certain
types of secret papers.

4 €<

i
¥ . - e - ’

T e alem svoecsbad: bt Lo Lofaoead ed.os
AL IS gUIBLE JaARSLNIC A3ial 30 Uity iou

. iai
he Was under observation.
| “OR HE MAY HAVE BEEN WARNED.

. . . .. . . L
¥ Searching inguiries_involving indivi-

%
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dulil Interrogations were nmdc into this las
pos‘alblilt\
e hnuﬂi( tent evidence was obtainable to.

ri’)riﬂ " dvﬁmte conclusion or to warrant

pro v(’(‘ulron .

The White Paper makes no further
reference to this sensational point. The Big-
gest Question of ALL remains unanswered.

But™(says 1Xatly Sketch political corre-
spondent Guy Eden)} M.PPs will want an
answer to 1t when the House reassembles next
month,

© Sir Anthony Eden saw Mr. Harold
Mcemillan, Foreign Secretury, just before the
White Paper was published last night. It was
degided (o offer a debate in the Commons
if the Socialists ask for it.

MPs DEMAND DEBATE

It is almost certain that Mr, Attlee will

do so—but~if he does not, M.Ps oh the
Goverminent stde will press for a debate,

_ M.P.s of all parties expressed the view
last- night that a searching inquiry into the
working of the Foreign Office and its
handling of secrets is imperative. -

But the Cabinet will refuse a Parlia-

mentary inquiry, and Sir Anthony is prepared
to make the matter one of (,onhduu,c in the
(Government, threatening resignation if the
“Commons insist on one.

What else does the White Paper tell us?

It discloses that Mr. Morrison, immedi-
\tely after the disappearance, set up a Cdin-
rttee of Inquiry to look into the Forgign
thee security checks as applied to membgrs
JF the staff, and into the security regulations.

n D:IQIQ'
AN
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nL

'cchernmg the disappear g of two
fermer Foreign Oﬂice Ofﬁcxals

Hhw Landor, Septembtr 19 i
e .
Facsimile of part of the While Paper. The #ill
wrong. Muaclean and Burgess were not for
officials when they disappeared.
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