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D,D.G., through Director ¥ through K:;/6 fw.ﬁi
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I wish to apply for a Home Office Warrant to ~
impose telephone and letter checks on Richard LLEWELYN DAVIES
at his two homes:

(i) 01-485-6576
36 Parkhill Road, London N,W.3;

{i1i), Tring 2233

1 Carpenters Yard,
Park Street,
Tring, Hertfordshire,

. We propose shortly to interview LLEWELYN DAVIES.
This interview has been under consideration for a long time,
and in 1968, the D.G. discussed this proposal with

Sir Burke Trend who spoke to the then Prime Minister

(Mr. Wilson), who agreed we should go ahead. In view of

the lapse of time the D.G. might wish to revert to Sir Burke.

3. LLEWVELYN DAVIES is a distinguished architect., In
1960, he was appointed Senior Professor of Architecture,
London University, an appointment he still holds, He was
created a Life Peer in 1963. Lady LLEWELYN DAVIES was
created a Life Peer in 1967; in March, 1969, she was
appointed Baroness-in-Waiting in the House of Lords.

i LLEWELYN DAVIES was educated privately until he
went up to Cambridge in 1931. He followed the family
tradition by going up to Trinity: his grandfather, father.
and two uncles had all been members of the College and at
least two of these had been Fellows. His mother, Moya, nee
0'CONIJOR, was imprisoned for her part in the Easter Rising
in Dublin in 1916 (Richard was then three years old); at
that time she was the mistress of the leader of the Rising
- Michael COLLINS.

He While he was at Cambridge LLEWELYN DAVIES was
"rathered" into the Apostles. Although the Apostles was an
intellectual rather than a political society, from about
19%2 until the late 1930s almost all the "brethren" who
were "fathered" were committed Communists; indeed, by the
mid-1930s, of the dozen or so members in residence in
Cambridge six are now known to have been spies, LLEWELYN
DAVIES associated particularly closely with:

Alister WATSON (Kings: 1926-37/39: PF 60L,582)

Guy BURGESS (Trinity: 1930-3L/35: PF 604,529)

Anthony BLUNT (Trinity: 1926-29/37: PF 604,582)
L /2

George THOMSON (Kings: 1923-26/36
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1489 (Cont'd)

Indeed BLUNT has said that LLEWELYN DAVIES was "almost a
creation of George THOMSON', THOMSON who is now Professor
of Greek at Birmingham, was a considerable behind-the-scenes
influence in the upsurge of student Communism at Cambridge
in the early 1930s.

6._ : Both at Cambridge and in wartime London,
,LENELYN DAVIES was friendly with Kim PHILBY (Trinity:
1929-33: PF 504,58L4).

Te It is known that LLEWELYN DAVIES is still in
touch with many of his Cambridge friends.

8. Alister WATSON, who described himself as
LLEVELYN DAVIES's closest friend at Cambridge (and who had
an affaire with the latter's mother between 1928 and 1935),
has told us that LLEVELYN DAVIES joined the Cambridge
University Student Branch of the Communist Party in 1934
and was s till a member when he went down in June, 1935,
There has been general confirmation of this from a number
of sources: John MADGE (Trinity: 1933-36: PF 136,292) said
that he was brought into the Party by Guy BURGHESS and
Richard LLEWELYN DAVIES; Margaret STEWART (now Lady WILSON -
Newnham: 1931-34: PF 46,962) told us that LLEWELYN DAVIES
tried to persuade her to, join the Party at Cambridge; she
did not do so then, however, but joined it after she had
come down,

- 9. Through his Bloomsbury associations, he met his
first wife, Ann, nee, STEPHEN, niece of Virginia Woolf and
cousin of Julian Bell. Ann STEPHEN (Newnham: 1935-38:

PF 203,602) is reported to have been active in the student
branch at Cambridge. They married in 1938 and were
divorced in 1943.

10. After coming down from Cambridge, LLEVELYN DAVIES
went to Russia and is reported later to have joined a firm
of architects known as TECTON. Until 1961, when it was
destroyed, a file was held for this firm. It is known

that among its princ¢ipals were Communist elements, one of
whom was Berthold "Tollick" LUBETKIN (PF 216,259), a
Russian Communist about whom some suspicion of involvement
with the R.I.S. is entertained.

g & Soon after the outbreak of war in 1939,

LLENELYN DAVIES left this country for Ireland. There are,
however, indications between then and 1943 that he was a
fairly frequent traveller between Dublin and London. In
1942, although continuing to travel to Dublin, he took up
residence in 5 Bentinck Street in a large apartment shared
by BLUNT, BURGESS, Tess MAYOR (later Lady ROTHSCHILD) and
Pat RAWDON SMITH nee PARRY, who married LLEVELYN DAVIES in
1943, Pat (now Lady) LLEVELYN DAVIES was a Civil Servant
from 1940 to 1951. For many years she was private
secretary to Philip NOEL BAKER in the various departments
for which he was responsible. On two occasions, Michael
STRATGHT (Trinity: 1934-37: PF L4,592), himself a

/confessed . . .
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148 (Cont'a)

confessed spy, has said that he thought Pat LLEWELYN DAVIES
might have been recruited; he had a "shrewd suspicion she
had used her charms to obtain information to which she was
not entitled",

e When WATSON was interviewed in 1967, he made
certain admissions about his own involvement in espionage;
almost certainly he did not tell the whole truth. He did,
however, say that "the beginnings were at Cambridge". When
questioned about his association with Russian Intelligence
Officers, he gave an account of a visit at a date he could
not (or would not) establish, he had made in company with
LLEWELYN DAVIES to Guy BURGESS's flat when a proposition had
been made to him by a Russian., BLUNT had also been in the
flat at the time and either he or LLEWELYN DAVIES had been
present when the proposition was made., WATSON had some idea
that he had been told by LL“'”LYN DAVIES tbat they were
going to the flat "to meet Guy's friend Otto" He later
identified the Russian as GORSKY alias ROTOV who we know
from defector information to have been the controller of
PHILBY, BURGESS and MACLEAN,

1 5% WATSON was unable (or unwilling) to say whether
this meeting with the Russian had taken place in the flat
in Chester Square in which BURGESS lived before the war, or
in that in Bentinck Street into which BURGESS moved in the
autumn of 1940,

14, LLEWELYN DAVIES has been described as regarding
himself as Irish and therefore having no loyalty to this
country. There is much circumstantial evidence to support
the thesis that he became involved with Russian Intelligence,
Apart from WATSON's story, various other sources have named
LLEWELYN DAVIES as a candidate for recruitment by the
Russians, BLUNT is "convinced that LLEVELYN DAVIES must
have been in it", Denis PROCTOR thought "Richard could have
been involved nre-war ; Stuart HAMPSHIRE thought "Richard
would fit as a spy" If he was recruited, his frequent
visits between London and Dublin would have made him
extremely useful as a courier,

15 If LILEWELYN DAVIES could be persuaded to co-operate
it is possible that the interview might throw further light
on ramifications of the Ring of Five which in turn might
provide leads relevant to current espionage. I would like
the checks for which application is being made to come into
effect before the interview in order to study LLEVELYN
DAVIES's reactions to learning that we wish to see him; it
is also important to know the reactions of his wife. MNMore-
over it is important, in the context of our wider study of
the Ring of Five, to be aware of contacts he may make
consequent upon the interview,.

16+ A.,2.A, and Post Office/lr. Scaife foresee no
difficulty in the propoaea telephone check, neither does
Post Office /Mr. Edwards in imposing the letter check, I

/would . . .




14,@ (Cont'd)

would like the checks to be eflectlve from the week /
commencing 10th Rebzuwasy, 1972, (or as Seon ao appoval j‘w ke gpevalio.
antaing IS Sanchiones,)
Wle I suggest the folloWing short reason:
Al de
"This man, a ul%tl”ﬂulshea architect and a
Life Peer, has been clos elv associated with
gl w s Yﬁgié gﬁkfs.a {Eséiaﬁu:occted he may hlmSC}f
i’ | 5 g&geﬁe py and it is desired
o oAl dase to investigate his act1v1t1es and contacts
RF L Y before and after interview,"

7
/L@L7%§7“9u\‘

K.3/7 3 E. W. Pratt " *

3rd January, 1972

150.

Sect./0 Loose Minute to D.D.G. re Minute 149.
From SB (Records) '

151.  Copied to: POL.F.50-24-124

¥
/}9?//}**IH11

I am afraid that the ban on tapping the telephones
of Members of Parliament also applies to Peers who have
taken the oath. We cannot, therefore, proceed with this
application for a warrant unless we were to consider the
case so serious as to justify exceptional treatment. I
have discussed this case and the whole operation
thoroughly with the Director General; we do not think
we can ask for an exception to be made in this
investigation. I shall be informing Sir Philip Allen
that nevertheless we intend to interview LLEWELYN DAVIES.

D.D. G

13- January




AT A IM from F2/B7 & CHANCE interview

o (O = FYRT W OPPYT R4
Kbgs E£I0 NS Y B

THIS IS A COPY

HMEMT RETAINE

S Form 587 30m 7/71




(SR
CwW

3
-‘.

b
©

e
L

s

RO XEB

1 ¥

Note for file

N = E

Note for file

»
i




Reference........ e

Note for File

Note for File

1.2, 72 Note for File

S Form 587 30m 9/71




Reference....... 4. 200 QLI

169a

ord Llewelyn Davies

171

XXX R XX E XN AN X XRRR XL X XRXRARR

RNote for File
Ext. from Interview report
72
Note for Fi 3 Voters List

Interview reporst

To Lord ::‘ VERILYN DAVIES
lote for f‘%e N
to Lord Rothschild

Ext. from T/C on BLUNDEN

I UNDER SECTION
UBLIC RECORDS

S Form 587 30m 9/71




<

Source Report

THIS IS A COPY ‘
OCUN

Q!N»“'\LM\JJ:"; NNER SECTION|

"H ' L Mr_'\:nRDS

Report on first interview with LILEWELYN DAVIES

l:cese inute




k{9 22,
i CETDE
P JL‘\ui’\LT

REPORT ON INTERVIEW WITH LORD LLEWELYN DAVIES

@ ‘\ | Sent

Lord LLEWELYN DAVIES arrived right on time for his
11.30 appointment at Brown's Hotel for interview by
K.3/Patrick Stewart and myself on Friday, 10th March, 1972.

2., I met him in the foyer and took him to the Kipling
Room on the first floor in which we had arranged the interview.
Earlier, A.2.C. had planted microphones in the room and had
arranged for the interview to be monitored and recorded in the
adjoining Niagara Room., These arrangements worked admirably.

Bl On his arrival we gave him coffee over which he told
us he would not be able to stay for lunch as he had agreed to
do when he telephoned to fix up the meeting (serial 169a).
This was because as head of the Department of Environmental
Studies at London University he had to return to University
College to try to settle some student trouble. He added at
once that as he had to go earlier than he had anticipated, he
was quite prepared to fix another time to continue the
interview, In the event he was with us from 11.30 until a
little after 1.15.

4, We began by outlining the reasons why we had asked
Lord ROTHSCHILD to approach him on our behalf. We explained
we were still engaged in pursuing ramifications of the
activities of the BURGESS/MACLEAN/PHILBY complex and in doing
so looked for help from those who had known them, particularly
from those who had known them in their university days. In -our
researches we did not concern ourselves with political opinions
for their own sake; we fully appreciated the pressures which
pushed people at universities in the 1930s towards Communism,
What we were concerned with was the exploitation of those
pressures for intelligence purposes by the Russians. We had
spoken to many people who were involved at the material time;
most had talked with refreshing candour. Indeed, some had
admitted that they themselves had in fact been approached.

5e We appreciated that such approaches were sometimes
subtly masked; sometimes they were made under the guise of
seeking help in the work for world peace, the fight against
Fascism or something of that nature; it was only later that the
recipient would realise that in fact the approach had come

from the Russians.

P To press home in practical terms the reality of

this point we told him that we now knew by the mid-1930s among
the small membership of that elite group, the Apostles, at
least six had been recruited as Russian agents, LLEWELYN DAVIES,
who had been following this introduction with close attention,
reacted by saying: "Good gracious; this is astonishing". The
point had clearly struck home. We added that directly or
indirectly these recruitments could be associated with Guy
BURGESS (Trinity 1930-34/35; PF 604,529). We knew that he had
known BURGESS for many years - indeed, from their early days
at Cambridge - and for that reason we would like to start by
talking about his knowledge of BURGESS.

Te His response was to say that all this was quite new

%'3j§§) h) = vlﬁg; F}to s %ﬂ%i;xal




to him; he was deeply shocked to learn that six Apostles had
been Russian agents., Since Lord ROTHSCHILD had spoken to him
he had given the matter of this interview a lot of thought;
he had tried to go back in his memory to prepare himself to
answer questions we might put to him. Although he had not
managed to recall very much, he now saw the 1mportance of the
problem and despite initial feelings of reluctance had made
up his mind that he would do all he could to help.

CAMBRIDGE

The Apostles

B He thought BURGESS was a year senior to him (he had
a moment's doubt whether BURGESS had been at Trinity or at
{ing's) but had no memory of having met him before BURGESS had
become an Apostle. LLEWELYN DAVIES explained that he himself
had become an Apostle some time before BURGESS; he had been
elected fairly early on in his first year (1931/32) whereas
BURGESS had not been elected until the following academic year.
(Note: We think BURGESS was elected in the course of the
Michaelmas Term, 1932) In answer to our question, he said he
thought his own Apostolic "fathers" had been George THONSON
(King's 1923-26/36; PF 55,682) and Alister WATSON (King's
1926-29/39; PF 47, 496) fle had known them both before going
up to Cambridge: they had both been friends of his mother and
had been fairly frequent visitors to their house in Ireland.
He thought he had probably also received support in his
election from Anthony BLUNT (Trinity 1926-29/37; PF 604,582)
whom he had known "rather well"; he was not sure, however,
whether or not he had met ELUNT before going up. In answer

to our further question, he said he was pretty sure that BLUNT
had been BURGESS's Apostolic "father" but he was not aware
that anyone else had given the latter's candidature particular
support.

9 Although BURGESS had been a protege of BLUNT, whom
LLEWELYN DAVIES had liked and admired, from the outset he had
disliked him, He had felt an immediate and strong antipathy
towards him; he had detected in BURGESS psychopathic qualltles
at that ez rly stage, qualities which manifested themselves in
his total disregard for other people. "Everyone said how nice
he was but I thought he was horrible and I think Guy knew I
had rumbled his personality."

1o We said that as far as we could discover the only

undergraduates to be "fathered" into the Apostles during the

first few years of the 1930s were himself and BURGESS. Were

Ee cgrregt in thinking this? If we were, what was the reason
or this
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# iy A% LLEWELYN DAVIES thought we were correct; he could
not think of any other undergraduate who had been elected into
the Apostles while he was up. One or two younger Fellows,

for example Victor ROTHSCHILD, had been elected during that
time, but after reflection he confirmed that BURGESS and he
were the only undergraduates., He was unable to produce any
reason for the lack of undergraduate election., He explained
that he himself had started with the great advantages, on the
one hand that his father had been an Apostle and on the other,
that he already knew THOMSON and WATSON very well and, in
addition to them, others such as Denis PROCTOR (King's 1924-27;
PF 604,597), Henry LINTOTT (King's 1927-20; PF 607,236) and,

of course, Julian BELL who had also visited their house in
Ireland. His mother was a very dynamic woman with a wide circle
of friends and his father was closely associated through his
background not only with Trinity but also with Bloomsbury. It
was natural, therefore, that a lot of the Cambridge/Bloomsbury
group should visit them in Ireland.

124 He made the point that when he became an Apostle

the Society was totally non-political: it considered matters of
philosophic and aesthetic interest. 1In fact he recalled that
at one point it was debated whether or not Communists should

be admitted to the Society and it was felt that commitment to a
particular ideology was an impediment to participation in free -
and frank discussion. In his own case, he had become. a Party
member some time after becoming an Apostle. He thought despite
the upsurge of Communist activity in Cambridge he had probably
been the only Apostle at that time to have joined the Party.
The dominant influence in the Society had been E. M. FORSTER
who had had "astonishingly little interest in politics" and the
active members were:

Julian BELL (King's 1927-30; no file)
Anthony BLUNT (Trinity 1926-29/37; PF 604,582)
Andrew COHEN  (Trinity 1929-32; PF 607,359)
Hugh SYKES-DAVIS (John's 1928-31/onwards; PF 47,180)
Alister WATSON (King's 1926-29/39; PF 47,496)

and latterly Guy BURGESS. -

(Comment: During the period 1932-34, George
THOMSON was in Ireland which probably accounts
for his omission by Lord LLEWELYN DAVIES from
this list.

I can find no indication that any
other source has told us that the Apostles
discussed the question of whether or not
Communists should be admitted to the Society.
There is, however, a reference to this
discussion in the draft of the speech BURGESS
made at the Conversazione dinner in 1949 which
he was responsible for organising. (250z
PF 604,529 Supp. B.))
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18% We indicated we were surprised to learn that he had
been the only Apostle to have been in the Party. Was not
Alister WATSON in the Party? And had he not been a formative
influence on LLEWELYN DAVIES's political development? And was
not Guy BURGESS in the Party during LLEWELYN DAVIES's last two
or three terms? He replied that he was uncertain whether or
not WATSON had been in the Party at that time and he brushed
aside the idea that WATSON had been a formative influence on
his own political development. WATSON had been a weak man.

He also dismissed the idea that George THOMSON had been a
significant influence in his movement towards and acceptance of
Communism. He had not known THOMSON so well during his
Communist period which he thought had "succeeded Ireland as

his religion". On the subject of BURGESS he had not known that
he had in fact been in the Party. His memory of him was that
he had been a playboy, basically conservative and it was no
surprise to learn from us that BURGESS had been regarded as a
near Fascist. He added that he had always regarded BURGESS as
essentially a reactionary person. He recalled one occasion
when he discussed BURGESS with KLUGMANN. It had been quite
clear from KLUGMANN's remarks that he too had regarded BURGESS
as a playboy and also took the view that he could not be trusted.

(Comment: On the face of it, it seems likely

that both WATSON and THOMSON were in fact
influential factors in LLEWELYN DAVIES's
development, although both actually joined the
Party after he did: WATSON in 1934 and THOMSON

in 1935. However, both may be regarded as
ideologically committed Marxists for some time
before they joined the Party. After a term in
Vienna in 1930, WATSON was Chairman of the
Cambridge Anti-War Council in 1933, the local
organisation of the Communist-inspired and
influenced Anti-War Movement. THOMSON has been
described -~ particularly in the context of his
Marxist approach to the Classics - as a significant
influence in the upsurge of student Communism

at Cambridge in the early 1930s, although he was
away in Ireland from about 1932-34, BLUNT has
said that he always regarded LLEWELYN DAVIES

"in a sense almost a creation of George THOMSON".)

14 . We suggested that the picture he had drawn of the
Apostles as a non-political group must have changed drastically
by the mid 30s. By that time, as far as we could see, almost
all those "fathered" into the Society seemed to have been
committed Communists. He agreed this had probably been the
case but he must have gone down before this change in the
character of the Society took place. We asked whether he
himself had "fathered" any new brethren. He did not think he
had and added that he had lost touch with the Society after
going down; he had been to a few dinners in London but had had
little further contact with the Society in Cambridge.

15. We asked him how well he had known the next
generation of brethren.

TAD Cr~p

fr=n =T
-t ,Mgf&ﬂZﬁichael STRATGHT 5.
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Michael STRAIGHT (Trinity 1934-37; FF 44 ,592)
He just said "No®,

John WATERLOW (Trinity 1935-38; PF 709,246)
He had known him but later.

Matthew HODGART (Pembroke 1935-38/60; PF 703,839)
He remembered him but only slightly.

Leo IONG (Trinity 1935-38; PF 604,789) ) He had met
Peter ASTBURY (Christ's 1935-38; PF 61,141) % Z?ﬁﬁﬁt

Gerald CROASDELL (Pembroke 1934-37; PF 48,860) ) dinners of
the Society.

16. He explained that with special permission it was
possible for Angels (i.e. Apostles who had come down) to go
back to Cambridge to meetings of the Society but he could not
recall ever having done so.

(Comment: LLEWELYN DAVIES later modified his
abrupt "No" in relation to his knowledge of
Michael STRAIGHT (vide para. 52 below).

John WATERLOW, in about 1936, had an
affair with Pat RAWDON SMITH (now Lady
LLEWELYN DAVIES).

Although LLEWELYN DAVIES gave the
impression that he neither knew particularly
well, nor was known by, the next generation
of brethren, we get a different impression
from what HODGART has told us. He says that
LIEWELYN DAVIES was a well-known figure among the
brethren of the mid-1930s, a point he illustrates
by the fact that he (HODGART) knew him well
enough to spend a holiday with LLEWELYN DAVIES
and his first wife in a house in a vineyard near
Cassis, whereas LLEWELYN DAVIES claims he knew
HODGART "only slightly". HODGART has proved to
be an excellent source and there seems no reason
to doubt him on this point.)

Party Activity

i We asked him to tell us about the origins of his
political activity. He explained that prior to going up to
Cambridge he had had no particular interest in politics; he
had spent his boyhood in Ireland - "As I expect you know I
never went to school"™. He had not taken much interest in
politics during his first year at Cambridge but mt some point
during his second year he had joined the Socialist Society

=
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(Soc. Soc.). He could not date this precisely. However, he
recalled exactly when he joined the student branch: he did so
immediately following the 11th November demonstrations in

1933. He had been knocked about a bit by his fellow engineers
who disagreed with his political views and it was this which
made him finally decide to become part of the Communist
organisation. He joined the Party either through John CORNFORD
(Trinity 1933-36; PF 44,262) or James KLUGMANN (Trinity 1931-35;
PF 45,597), probably mainly through the latter; he had a

strong memory of KLUGNMANN as a recruiter.

18. His Party activity centred mainly on a group in
Trinity. He could only dimly visualise this group and could
not recall any names; he thought it numbered about eight to ten.
We observed that we could count no less than fifty of his
Trinity contemporaries whom we knew to have been in the Party
at that time. He looked slightly incredulous and said:

"Good gracious; I had no idea", which prompted us to refer to
Charles RYCROFT's article "Out of the Way: Memoirs of an 01ld
Bolshevik", published in "New Society" in 1969. We told him
in this article RYCROFT recalled that there were two Communist
groups at Trinity: the "A" cell, to which it seemed LLEWELYN
DAVIES had belonged, which consisted, as he said, of about
eight to ten, its membership being drawn from the haute
bourgeoisie, the liberal intelligentsia whose contribution to
the class war would be on the Cultural Front. We added for
good measure that according to RYCROFT this had become known
as the "scabs group". The larger, the "B" group, contained
mainly the "grammar school types®.

19. He was clearly interested in this and agreed that
RYCROFT's recollection could well be right. In answer to
further questions he did not think he had ever played any part
in the student branch outside his own College; he could not
recall, for example, being a member of any Party committee such
as the Org. Comm. We then asked if he had recruited anyone to
the Party. At first he said no, but then he said he could not
be sure; he admitted that perhaps he might have done but had no
particular memory of having done so. As we had been talking
about RYCROFT, we asked LLEWELYN DAVIES if he had been
responsible for recruiting him to the Party. He did not think
so. In reflecting on this, he admitted he had certainly
believed in Communism and had talked about it a great deal but
could not recall having been a recruiter. We reminded him of
the system of "A" and "B" contacts which operated in relation
to potential recruits to the Party.

pause, said now he indeed recalled this system and agreed he
"may have engaged in that activity" but could not recall
recruiting RYCROFT.

(Comment: It was Charles RYCROFT (Trinity
1933-36; PF 701,429) himself who said he
was recruited to the Party by LLEWELYN
DAVIES.)

20, Wwe asked if he had any knowledge of the Party's
underground organisation at Cambridge. He knew such a thing
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had existed and that certain people were engaged in these
activities although he did not know who they had been. He
recalled that KLUGMANN had spoken to him about the existence
of an underground organisation when he joined the Party. He
added that he had his suspicions of KLUGMANN himself; he
thought he might well have had both overt and covert Party
roles - "he radiated the impression of being a manipulator®.

24k, We tried on him in this connection the names of

John WARING (Trinity 1931-34; PF 293,004) and Thomas BLANCO WHITE
(Trinity 1932-35; PF 49,171). He remembered the names and
recalled John WARING as a chemist and BLANCO WHITE as
argumentative but did not associate either with political
activity.

(Comment: According to Jakes EWER (Trinity
1931-35/37; PF 55,637) who seems to have
taken over responsibility for the operation
of the student branch underground after
KLUGMANN's departure, both WARING and
BLANCO WHITE had underground responsibilities
during the time LLEWELYN DAVIES was active in
the branch.)

e We asked him how well he had known Kim PHILBY
(Trinity 1929-33; PF 604,584) during the time they were both
at Trinity. He said he had thought a lot about this and could
only remember meeting him on one occasion. This occasion

had stuck clearly in his memory; PHILBY had been sitting astride
a chair, presumably at some sort of meeting, in a ground floor
room in Great Court. He had no idea whose room it was but
recalled that it was somewhere on the left hand side looking
into the Court from the Porters' Lodge., He agreed he must
have been considerably impressed by something in PHILBY's
personality for this memory to have stuck with him,

23 We expressed some surprise that he only recalled

this single occasion, pointing out that PHILBY had been
Treasurer of the Soc. Soc. during 1932/33 and thus we might

have expected LLEWELYN DAVIES to remember him in the context of
Soc., Soc. meetings. He agreed that he must have seen him at

Soc. Soc. meetings - perhaps the occasion he remembered was

such a meeting ~ but he could not recall to mind any other
occasion. He was unable to throw any light on PHILBY's political
thinking or activities as an undergraduate.

(Comment: Although PHILBY was an official of

the Communist-dominated Soc. Soc. those sources
who knew him in that context all agree he took
an orthodox Labour Party line, was not extreme
and did not participate in Marxist study groups
which sprang up between 1931 and the formation
of the student branch which took place
immediately prior to PHILBY's departure from
Cambridge in June, 1933. We now know that
PHILBY's name continued to come before the

Soc. Soc. during the following year (1933/34),
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a time when LLEWELYN DAVIES admits to being
active. PHILBY according to Soc. Soc. records,
(a copy of the Minute Book has been acquired

by U.R.G.) was in touch with that organisation
from Vienna in connection with an appeal for
help for Austrian refugees. It is perhaps not
without interest to note that one of the two
Soc. Soc. members who were made responsible for

YT

handling PHILBY's appeal was Guy BURGESS.)

24, Turning to Donald MACLEAN, he said that as in the

case of PHILBY, he could only recall meeting him once in
Cambridge. This was in a garden when MACLEAN was in the

company of James KLUGMANN. He could offer no reason why MACLEAN
had been in KLUGMANN's company but said that as far as he knew
MACLEAN had not been a Party member in Cambridge, at least not
publicly. He had regarded him as a wishy-washy liberal, rather
like his father. Indeed, it was said that his father appeared
to Donald in his dreams.

(Comment: There are a number of reasonable
explanations for MACLEAN and KLUGMANN being
together, the two most obvious being, first,
they had been at school (Gresham's) together,
and secondly, during 1933/34 they were both
members of the committee of the Soc. Soc.

LLEWELYN DAVIES's description of
MACLEAN as a wishy-washy liberal is less easy
to explain., Not only was MACLEAN a committee
member of the Soc. Soc. during 1933/34 but we
now know that for the Lent Term, 1934, he
held the office of Publicity Secretary. This
was at a time when the Soc. Soc., was in a
thoroughly militant, left-wing mood and just
about all its officials were either in the
hierarchy or at least cadre members of the
student branch. It was at this time, for
example, that the Soc. Soc. disaffiliated
itself from the University Labour Federation
and decided to throw in its lot with the King
Street-created Federation of Socialist Students.
It is hardly likely that in this mood the
Soc. Soc., would have had as its Publicity
Secretary a wishy-washy liberal; in any case
the non-militant left-wingers were in the
Labour Club.

Perhaps the explanation lies in MACLEAN's
strangely divided character. It has been
frequently said he was three people: the diplomat
(Sir Donald, the liberal), the Communist (Comrade
Donald, the cloth-capped demogogue), the hard-
drinking Scot (Tusker - after the creature on the
Gordon gin bottle).

But it is odd in the context of LLEWELYN
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DAVIES's membership of the Soc. Soc. that he
does not remember MACLEAN as militant rather
than wishy-washy.)

POST CAMBRIDGE

Ecole des Beaux Arts

25 . LLEWELYN DAVIES explained that having read Engineering
(Note: i.e. the Mechanical Sciences Tripos) at Cambridge, he
decided he wanted to become an architect. He arranged to do

his professional training for this at the Architectural
Association (A.A.) where he studied from 1934 until qualifying
in 1938. However, before starting at the A.A. he spent the

long vacation of 1934 at a Summer School at Fontainebleau run
by the Ecole des Beaux Arts.

i He did not think there had been any British students
there other than himself although there had been some Americans.
He told us that he did not meke contact with the Party while he
was in France, nor did he have anything to do with youth
organisations there., Apart from going up to Paris once or twice
"to take part in demos" - details of the reasons for which he
had now forgotten - he had not been involved in any political
activity.

(Comment: From the early 1930s until the out-
break of war, Paris was the centre of the
Comintern effort to organise students; almost
certainly there were direct links between the
Comintern apparatus there and the R.I.S. Some
time before KLUGMANN became secretary of the
World Student Association in 1935 there are
indications that links existed between the
Comintern student organisation in Paris and
student branches at British Universities. It
is for this reason we are looking carefully at
visits to France at that time by members of
student branches.

We have no record of any particularly
significant demonstrations having taken place
in Paris during the summer of 1934.,)

London

275 We asked where he had lived in London between coming
down from Cambridge and the war. He had first stayed with the
STEPHENs in Gordon Square,
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(Comment: He married Ann STEPHEN (Newnham
1935-38; PF 203,602) in 1938.)

Some time early in 1935, he moved to a flat in Highpoint at
Highgate which he shared with Eddie PLAYFAIR (King's 1927-30;
PF 604,861) and Francis COOKE (Magdalene 1924-27 and 1930-32;
PF 642,774). After he had been there about a year his father
died which, he explained, left him poorer and he had to leave
the Highpoint flat. He then moved to Brunswick Square where
he had a flat in the same house as E. M. FORSTER.

28. We asked whether he remained active politically during
his post-Cambridge years. He explained that there had been a
"vague Party group" in the A.A. with which he was associated.
In answer to further questions he said this group had no
connection with any Party organisation within London University
or, indeed, with any other student groups. The leading figures
in the A.A. group were a man called STURROCK, a South African
and now a Professor of Architecture, and a man called WHEELER
who was killed in the war. We suggested that he might have had
knowledge of, or some connection with, the Party branch at
University College. He said he had not. Had he stayed in, or
visited, a flat in John Street which we recalled led off
Theobalds Road? Again he said he was quite sure he had not.

We asked if he had known Arthur LING or Michael CHANCE. He
knew LING now as he was Professor of Environmental Studies at
Nottingham but he had not known him at the time we were
considering. He thought, however, that he had known CHANCE. He
recalled him as a tense sort of person but could not be sure
whether he had come across him in a Communist or simply a
social context. We told him that both LING and CHANCE had been
at U.C.L. until 1936 and we thought he might have come across
them in a political context. He had certainly not met LING at
all then and was doubtful whether his acquaintance with CHANCE
was in a political context. After further thought he said he
remembered someone called DE SILLAS (ph.) who was certainly in
the Party branch at U.C.L. LLEWELYN DAVIES thought that he had
made contact with the group in the A.A. but he could not recall
any others doing so.

(Comment:

(i) The Register of Architects shows a
Frederick Lamond STURROCK with a Capetown address;
he could be identical; he is No Trace.

(ii) "WHEELER" cannot be identified on this
information.

(iii) Penetration of the A.A. by the Communist Party
is the subject of SF 484-4-1. This, however,
contains almost nothing before 1950. The fact
that a Party group existed in the A.A. in the mid-
1930s is therefore new to us.

(iv) Arthur LING (PF 291,897) studied architecture
at the Bartlett School, University College, London,
1933-36, worked for the L.C.C. as an architect
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1939-55 and was Chief Planning Officer, Coventry
from then until 1963 when he entered academic
life at Nottingham University. It is thought he
may have been a member of the Org. Comm. of the
U,C.L. branch; he was subsequently an open
member of the Party. In 1942 he was Secretary
of the Party's Builders and Technicians Group,
but in 1952 source NORTH reported he was one of
three L.C.C. architects who were told to "drop
their cards". It is not clear how long he
remained a secret Party member, indeed in 1955
King Street itself seems to have been uncertain.
In company with LUBETKIN he was a member of the
S.C.R. Architectural and Planning Committee,

and like LLEWELYW DAVIES himself is a member of
the U.K. Committee of the Oommunlst- nfluenced
International Union of Architects. For many
years he has been a fairly frequent visitor to
Russia.

(v) Michael CHANCE (PF 42,254) was at U.C.L.
1932-36 and has said that during 1934/35, he was
probably a member of the U.C.L. branch Org. Comm.
He has proved to be a useful and co-operative
U.R.G. source. He knew LLEWELYN DAVIES in the
mid 1930s and remembers visiting his flat in
London; he thought he was then working for TECTON.
He is not certain where this was - his clearest
memory of it is that it had murals - but thought
it was in John Street (which of course is not very
far from Brunswick Square). He associates this
flat with meetings of various kinds, including
what he thought might have been meetlngs of the
U.C.L. Org. Comm. In this connection U.R.G. have
hazarded a guess that the link might have been
Arthur LING. Further, CHANCE thought he recalled
meeting various friends of LLEWELYN DAVIES at his
flat and recognised in this context, photographs
of PLAYFAIR, PROCTOR, WATSON, HAMISEIRE and
possibly KLUGMANN. He also has an idea that

Tess MAYOR (now Lady ROTHSCHILD) might at one time
have been LLEWELYN DAVIES's girlfriend.

CHANCE is now Professor of Ethology at
Birmingham University.

(iii) TECTON and Highpoint

29. We asked if he was simply a student during his four
years at the A.A. or whether, at the same time, he had been
attached to a firm. He confirmed he had just been a student.
We said we asked this because we thought he might have worked
for a firm of architects known as TECTON during that time.
Having first said "No", after a pause he qualified this by
explaining that he had been lucky enough to be asked by TECTCN
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to do a holiday job for them. He had come to know about the -
firm through living with PLAYFAIR and CCOKE. COCKE's first
wife was an architect who worked for TECTON. Through these
contacts towards the end of his time as a student, he had been
asked by TECTON to design a house and this he had done, working
in conjunction with a German, Peter MORO (ph.), who was also a
TECTCN employee. LLEWELYN DAVIES had not worked for TECTON
subsequently.

(Comment: There is a Peter MORO who owns PF 137,815,
He is about the right age (born 1911), an Austrian
who became naturalised, and an architect. There
are vague indications that in 1950 he might have
been a Communist. He may well be identical with
the person referred to by LLEWELYN DAVIES.)

2. Having introduced the subject of TECTON it was an
appropriate point at which to ask whether he had become involved
in, or could tell us anything about, political activity among
certain of those who occupied Highpoint flats which had been
designed by TECTON. He said he knew nothing specific about
any political activity there - he himself had certainly not
been involved - but he was aware that among the Highpoint
community there were a fair number of left-wingers. He raised
the name, as we hoped he would, of Tollick LUBETKIN who was
the TECTCN architect responsible for the block. He had not
known him particularly well, but knew LUBETKIN was mixed up
with an architectural Trade Union, the A.S.T.S5.A., which was
widely known to contain a lot of Communists. He added that he
supposed LUBETKIN must himself have been a Communist; he knew
his partner SKINNER was.

(Comment: The file for the firm of TECTON was
destroyea in 1961, It is clear, however, from
traces in a number of other files that its
principals were mainly Communists.

Berthold "Tollick" LUBETKIN (PF 216,259)
appears to have been the senior partner in
TECTON, He was a Russian with a long Communist
history and about whom some suspicion of involve-
ment with the R.I.S. is entertained.

Russell Thomas Francis SKINNER
(PF 127,157) another TECTON partner is also a
long-term Communist; he joined the Party in
circa 1933.

Francis COOKE's first wife was Mary nee
CCSS, now BARNES, who, although she has been
described as a Communist (Note: by PLAYFAIR),
cannot be traced in our records. She is now
11v1vg in America and may have been an American
citizen when in this country.)

313 We asked where he thought Francis COCKE had then stood
politically. LLEWELYN DAVIES thought he had been "highly
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Conservative; very square in fact"; he had never thought of him
as anything else. We pointed out the politics and associations
of Mary, his first wife, and added that it had been said

(Note: by PLAYFAIR) that COOKE kept a photograph of STALIN on
the wall of his office in the Stock Exchange. We also
mentioned that at one time he employed a long-term Communist

as his secretary, the widow of a Communist Deputy who had sat

in the Reichstag in pre-Hitler Germany. LLEWELYN DAVIES said he
was surprised to hear that and repeated that he had always
regarded COOKE as a square. He added that although he had shared
a flat with him he had not known him particularly well; his
friend in the flat had been PLAYFAIR,

32 . When we mentioned the name of Hans von ARNHEIM,
LIEWELYN DAVIES reacted by saying he had heard about him from
PLAYFAIR and continued: "Wasn't he the chap who was supposed to
have shot Rosa LUXENMBOURG and was himself shot as a spy during
the war?" We said he was obviously talking about the same man.
Had he known him or his wife, Tina, who had later married

COOKE? He did not think he had ever met either but he remembered
PLAYFAIR talking about them and that PLAYFAIR told him the wife
had been interned during the war.

(Comment:

(i) Francis COOKE was, for many years, Secretary
to the Share and Loan Department of the
Stock Exchange. For a man working in the
heart of such a capitalist institution as
the Stock Exchange there are some decidedly
odd things in his background, for example:

(a) His first wife Mary is said to have been
a Communist;

(b) His close - and unusual and unresolved
- association with Hans and Tina
von ARNHEIM (see below);

(c) His employment as secretary of
Lotta OLBRISCH (referred to above) a
long-term German Communist whose husband
(drowned when the "Arandora Star" was
torpedoed) had been a Communist Deputy
in the Reichstag before Hitler came to
power.,

Francis COCOKE has retired from the Stock
Exchange and now lives with Tina in Majorca.

Hans von ARNHEIM The idea that he shot

Rosa LUXENBOCURG is new to us. He lived in
Highgate, quite close to Highpoint, and worked
as the U.K. representative of two subsiduaries
of a Dutch finance house, WODAN., He worked
for von GOERSCHEN who, in addition to being
Managing Director of WODAN, was also an Abwehr
Intelligence Officer (there are certain
unresolved indications which could suggest
that in their intelligence activities, von
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GOERSCHEN and von ARNHEIM might have been
operating on behalf of the Russians rather
than the Germans.)

Soon after they met in March, 1936, COCKE

and Tina von ARNHEIM went on a trip to France
and Spain, part of the expenses for which
were paid for by von ARNHEIM who rendered an
account for this "in rebus politicis" to

von GOERSCHEN., Soon afterwards Tina went to
live with COCKE but remained on close terms
with her husband.

In March, 1939, von ARNHEIM set out for
Tangiers by a circuitous route; in Tunis he
was arrested by the French and convicted of
espionage. Before the death sentence was
carried out he committed suicide. Within a
day or so of von ARNHEIM's departure from
London COOKE and Tina also set out for
Tangiers but by a different route, the
inference being that they intended to rendez-
vous with von ARVHEIM,

If LLEWELYN DAVIES is accurate in saying he
left Highpoint fairly early in 1936, it is
reasonable to accept that he did not meet the
von ARNHEINMs as COOKE did not meet them
himself until March, 1936, and that LLEWELYN
DAVIES only heard of them later through
PLAYFAIR, who continued to share the Highpoint
flat with COOKE until 1938 when he moved to

a flat in St., James's. LLEWELYN DAVIES seems
to have maintained contact with PLAYFAIR but
not with COCKE.

33. Continuing our consideration of the occupants of
Highpoint we asked if he knew Sigmund GESTETNER. - He said he
did not know him and did not think he had lived at Highpoint
at that time. He did, however, know of him and knew that
GESTETNER was a patron of LUBETKIN,

(Comment: GESTETNER's file has been destroyed.
There are, however, traces of him on a number
of PFs including that for Flora SCLCMCN
(PF 604,692); the indications are that these
two were quite close friends and that
GESTETNER was part-owner of the Highpoint
block.)

34. When we mentioned Flora SOLONMON's name he reacted at
once. He had indeed met her, but not at that time. He had met
her about four years ago through his doctor who happened to be
her doctor also. We explained that it was not unlikely that
GESTETNER and Flora SCLONON might have been frequenters of
Highpoint - probably together. He had no knowledge of either
in the context of Highpoint. We then tried Geoffrey MARR VEVERS
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(PF 45,692). ILLEWELYN DAVIES repeated the name and said he had
never heard of him.

(Comment: It is surprising that he did not
recall MARR VEVERS' neame. PLAYFAIR has told
us - and to some extent confirmation of this
has been provided by contemporary PHIDIAS -
that MARR VEVERS' flat was a centre of extreme
left-wing political activity: he used to have
Sunday evening soirees. LUBETKIN has been
described as the father figure at these
gatherings and BURGESS is said to have been
there from time to time. If PLAYFAIR was a
regular it is not unreasonable to suppose that
LLEVELYN DAVIES might also have turned up -

or at least have knowledge of the existence of
MARR VEVERS and his soirees.

MARR VEVERS, who died in 1970, was long
associated with the Zoo both in Regents Park and
Whipsnade. He was a Communist from at least the
early 1930s onwards and in 1937 was reported to
be a secret financial guarantor of the Agit Prop
Department of the C.P.G.B. He was in close touch
with the Russian Embassy from 1934 and a contact
of Sergei VINOGRADOFF, an I.O0., then in London,
and later he became a close friend of the
Cultural Attache, KARAVAEV, who has been described
as one of the principal links with the C.P.G.B.

In 1947 a report by Maxwell Knight described him
as fanatical. "He would pass anything to the
Russians through his professional contacts if he
thought it was denied to them.")

35+ We asked if he had seen anything of BURGESS or PHILBY
at that time. He said he had not., We said that either or both
might have visited Highpoint; we had reason to think BURGESS

did and geographically PHILBY, until he went to Spain in 1937,
was a fairly close neighbour living as he did in Acol Road.
However, LLEWELYN DAVIES said he did not connect BURGESS with
anyone in Highpoint and, as regards PHILBY, he thought that he
had only seen him once after Cambridge. He had seen him in a
bar in Amman not long before he defected to Russia. He only
just recognised him and did not speak. In response to a
question, he agreed he must have met him once or twice during
his time in Bentinck Street but he had no clear memory of having
done so. Had he met PHILBY's first wife Lizzy? He had a
feeling he had met her in Bentinck Street. We showed him
photographs of her which after consideration he said he was
quite sure he had never met the person in the photographs. We
agreed that the person he remembered must have been Aileen FURSE,
the woman with whom PHILBY lived from 1940 to 1946 when he
married her, having divorced Lizzy.

36. He qualified as an architect in 1938 and the following
year, shortly before the outbreak of war, went back to Ireland
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to work in a small architectural practice in Dublin.

(Comment: There was no mention of his having
run a restaurant during that time as WATSON
suggested.)

He stayed in Ireland until a little while after the end of the
phoney war, returning to England during the blitz in the autumn
of 1940, He went to the R.I.B.A. and told them he wanted to
join the Royal Engineers but was informed there were no
vacancies at that time,

(Comment: The fact that LLEWELYN DAVIES tried

to join the Army is new to us. It is interesting
for two reasons: first, that he tried to do so

in 1940 when the Party (with which he was still
undoubtedly in sympathy) took the line of
decrying the "imperialist war"; and secondly,
because we have many sources who have stressed
the point that (at least in his younger days) he
felt no loyalty to this country.

27 As he was unable to join the Army, he arranged to join
the firm of Alexander GIBB and Partners. He worked on the
design of houses for workers at a munitions factory near Stone
in Staffordshire and spent most of his time there. He was
engaged on this work until early 1942 when he was appointed as
an architect to the L.M.S. He worked with Leslie MARTIN, now
Professor of Architecture at Cambridge and for a short time
lived with him at Boxmoor.

(Comment: Sir Leslie MARTIN owns PF 144,154.

There is little substantial information on the
file except that when employed by the L.C.C. in
the early 1950s he was reported to be a keen
member of the Association of Building Technicians,
an organisation which then contained many
Communists. There is nothing on record about his
time as a student at Manchester or about his
political activities, if any, during the war.)

The Meeting with "Otto"

38. During the time he was working at Stone he had visited
London regularly. He made the point that from the time he
returned to this country from Ireland in 1940 he had been
living with Pat; he explained that by then he had parted from
his first wife, Ann., He finally moved into Bentinck Street soon
after he started working for the L.M.S. Through his visits to
Bentinck Street and subsequently living there he had, of course,
seen a lot of both BLUNT and BURGESS. He repeated that he had
thought Guy horrible; a loose, floppy personality. It had not
crossed his mind that he might have been sinister. He had kept
out of his way as much as possible. We asked if before going to
Ireland he had ever visited BURGESS's flat in Chester Square.
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He said he was sure he had not. Could he recall meeting any
foreigners, particularly Russians, in BURGESS's company? Not
that he could think of, but he qualified this by saying there
might have been foreigners in Bentinck Street whom he had seen
- even met - but he had no clear memory of any, or whom they
might have been.

39. We switched back to Alister WATSCN to ask how closely
he had kept in touch with WATSON during the years between going
down from Cambridge and the time he went back to Ireland.
LLEWELYN DAVIES said he had not seen much of him after Cambridge.
As we would know, WATSON, who was in a sense a protege of KEYNES,
had stayed on at King's and had spent his time trying to disprove
Einstein - but somehow his arithmetic had gone wrong. He had
known WATSON had not made the grade at King's and had not been
elected to a permanent Fellowship and as a result of this had
had to leave the academic world to work for the Admiralty.
LLEWELYN DAVIES thought he must have seen WATSON occasionally
during those years but apart from seeing him at Apostle dinners
he could not recall seeing him on other occasions. As an
afterthought he said it came back to him that WATSON merried a
girl with a limp; a girl called Susan.

(Comment: It was surprising that LLEWELYN DAVIES's
account suggested that his continuing relation-
ship with WATSCN in the post-Cambridge years had
been so tenuous. This was, perhaps, (because
of our knowledge of their relationship from
other sources) the first moment when we felt
doubts about his frankness - although in this his
voice carried the same note of sincerity which
characterised all his responses.

The fact that he appeared to be so vague about
WATSON's first wife was also odd. In 1936,
WATSON married Susan HENDERSON. The HENDERSON
family, like the STEPHENs with whom LLEWELYN
DAVIES had lived in 1934/35, had a house in
Gordon Square and were very much part of the same
Bloomsbury circle as the STEPHENs. Indeed,

/brother of Nigel HENDERSCON/(Christ's 1934-37; PF 221 352)
Ian HENDERSON married Karen STEPHEN (Newnham 1937-40; PR 133,318),

the sister of Ann whom LLEWELYN DAVIES himself
married.)

40, We told him that the question of whether or not he had
continued to see WATSON during the pre-war years was important.
We were particularly anxious to establish whether he had been
in the company of both WATSON and BURGESS together and, if so,
on what occasions. He could recall no occasion apart from
Apostle dinners when he might have been in their company;
although he thought it possible he might occasionally have seen
WATSON, he could not recall having seen BURGESS between going
down from Cambridge and the Bentinck Street days.

41 We asked him to think back and whether it came back to
him that he had gone with - pOSSlbly taken - WATSON to BURGESS
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flat to meet a friend of BURGESS known as "Otto"; Anthony BLUNT
might also have been present. "Am I supposed to have done that?"
For the first time in the interview he seemed disconcerted. He
sat forward in his chair, pushed his spectacles up on his
forehead and ran his fingers through his hair; his very bright
blue eyes became wider and very alert., "That seems very
important", and after a pause, he added slowly: "I have no
memory of having done this",

42, We showed him three different photographs of the same
man and asked if he recognised him. He looked at them all and
said he could not remember the face. Was he a German? We said
he was not. Continuing to study the photographs, he commented
that this seemed "terribly vital", We told him that this was
the man who was known as "Otto" and whom we believed was in
BURGESS's flat when LLEWELYN DAVIES and WATSON visited it. We
had reason to believe on that occasion "Otto" had made a
proposition to WATSON and that thls might well have been made in
the presence of LLEWELYN DAVIE We added that the photographs
were of a Russian Intelligence Offlcer who at one time controlled
the espionage activities of PHILBY, BURGESS and MACLEAN,

43, He was silent for some moments and then asked whether
this” incident had taken place in BURGESS's Chester Square flat.
We said we had reason to think it probably had but it might have
been elsewhere., He then said: "I am certain I never heard
anyone make a proposition to Alister; I would not have forgotten
that"., We agreed that it was most unlikely that he would have
forgotten.

(Comment: This was the crux of the interview,

WATSON, who said that "the beginnings were at
Cambridge'", told us he had been taken by
LLEWELYN DAVIES to BURGESS's flat to meet
"Guy's friend 'Otto'"; either LLEWELYN DAVIES
or BLUNT had been present when "Otto" had
propositioned him, Unfortunately WATSCN either
could not remember, or perhaps more likely,
would not divulge where this had taken place or
indeed when. However, he did to some extent
describe the flat and according to BLUNT, with
whom this description has been discussed, it
sounded like the Chester Square flat where
BURGESS lived from early 1936 until, we think,
1940. He subsequently stayed Hr a short time
at 32 Addison Rozd, Kensington, the house which
Flora SOLOMON had lent Kim PHILBY and Aileen
FURSE, before he moved into Bentinck Street.

The photographs we showed LLEWELYN DAVIES were
of Anatoli GROMOV who was identified by WATSON
as "Otto". KAGO has told us that GROMOV was
responsible for the Ring of Five and this has
been substantially borne out by what a number
of other sources have told us.y

LLEWELYN DAVIES then reflected on his "associations
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with these people". He repeated he had known WATSON "fairly
well" before and during his Cambridge days, mainly because
WATSON had been a sort of adopted son of his mother but after
that time he had seen very little of him., Although at one
time WATSON had been a fairly frequent visitor to their home
in Ireland, LLEWELYN DAVIES thought he had ceased to be by
the mid 1930s and he would certainly not have visited their
home after his marriage.

(Comment: In the context of WATSON's visits to
the LLEWELYN DAVIES home in Ireland this is
probably correct: WATSON himself has said he
had an affair with Moya LLEWELYN DAVIES from
about 1928 to 1935.)

45, We asked if he had ever designed a house in the
Portsmouth area, and if so, when. He said he had: it was his
first job - it was in fact the house he had designed for TECTON.
He had already told us about it (vide para. 29 above). We

asked if he associated Alister WATSCON in any way with that house
or with the time he was concerned with it. He did not. Ve

said we thought WATSON might have visited him during the time

he was working on the house. ILIEWELYN DAVIES shook his head.

He said he had had a boat in that area when he was working there
and it was possible WATSON might have visited him, but he
certainly had no memory that he had done so.

(Comment: WATSON gave an account of a day he

had spent with LLEWELYN DAVIES soon after he
(WATSCN) had gone to work in Portsmouth.

(WATSON began his work for the Admiralty at
Portsmouth in February, 1939.) He told us

that LILEWELYN DAVIES at that time was building
a house "on the other side of Langston harbour"”.

WATSON spoke of this occasion a number of

times in the course of his interrogation which
suggests it was something which had stuck
clearly in his memory. We should consider the
1mpllcatlons of this memory in context. His
thesis in essence was that having been
propositioned (by "Otto") he was uncertain
what his intelligence role had been; he did not
admit he had been debriefed as such but had
made contacts at which he had talked about such
things as international affairs; he 1mp11ed the
day he had spent with LLEWELYN DAVIES was in
that context.

In the course of his account of that day,
WATSON made the following curious observation:

", . « This is the only contact I had with
anybody from my previous circle during a period
of many months. There certainly wasn't any
question of espionage information oeing passed
at that time. Perhaps Plchurd DAVIES is a

— _—4,]

C

j/suspect o ok




TOP SECRET

suspect contact - this is quite possible - I
do not know, but I did not pass any
information about my job, nor was I asked to."

Quite apart from that aspect of his account,
there is a difficulty in the chronology. In
considering his memory of that day, he repeated
on several occasions that their discussions of
international affairs centred largely around the
Russian invasion of Finland. This, however,
took place in December, 1939, that is at a time
when we believe LLEWELYN DAVIES was living in
Ireland. We have no reason to doubt he had
completed his work on the house near Portsmouth
before he left this country for Ireland which
he s?ys he did sometime before the outbreak of
war,

46. We tried various ploys to dredge his memory for
suggestions as to when and where he might have been in the
company of WATSON and BURGESS together and perhaps BLUNT. We
did not have much success although he gave every appearance of
trying to be helpful. He held firm to the line that he could
not recall any circumstances in which they were likely to have
been together. We therefore reverted to the Apostle dinners
when we know they would have been together. We asked if after
the dinners themselves were over it had been the practice for
the hard core to go on somewhere to continue the party. He
agreed this had probably happened, but added for his own part he
did not think he had often gone on; he had usually preferred to
go home to bed. Looking back he did not think he had enjoyed the
dinners very much. We asked who would have initiated follow-on
parties. After a moment's reflection, he thought Maynard KEYNES
might have done while he was still alive, or perhaps James
STRACHEY; he added that during the war BLUNT might have taken
people back to Bentinck Street but he could not recall any
specific occasion.

47 To tackle this point from a different angle, we asked
if he knew Grey WALTER (King's 1928-31/35; PF 765,5335. He
remembered him well; he had been a vivid figure round Cambridge.
Like ROTHSCHILD, WALTER had become an Apostle rather late. He
had continued to see him in Cambridge from time to time after
he (LLEWELYN DAVIES) had gone down. He explained that he had
visited Cambridge to see Ann STEPHEN and when he did so he had
stayed with Richard BRAITHWAITE. On these occasions, in
BRAITHWAITE's company, he had sometimes seen WALTER and various
other Apostles.

(Comment: This last remark is somewhat at
variance with what he told us earlier
(vide paras. 14 and 16 above).

Richard BRAITHWAITE (King's 1920-23/onwards)
was an early Apostle. He was Professor of
Moral Philosophy at Cambridge for many years.
He is no trace.¥
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LLEWELYN DAVIES was uncertain when WALTER had finally left
Cambridge but he thought he had probably visited Bentinck Street
during the war as he was a friend of Pat's.

48, We asked if mention of Grey WALTER stirred any
memories of any particular follow-on party to an Apostle dinner;
did he associate WALTER with any such party? He did not. He
observed that there was clearly something about these parties
which we regarded as important but he simply could not bring to
mind any specific occasion in which he himself had been involved.
In reply to our further question, he said he had certainly no
memory of ever having initiated a follow-on party; he was also
unable to tell us whether Apostle dinners had gone on during

the war and if so, for how long.

(Comment: Grey WALTER was at school (Westminster)
with PHILBY., After going down from Cambridge
where he was an active Apostle, he worked in the
Maudsley Hospital until being appointed Director
of the Burden Neurological Institute in Bristol
in 1939. During the early war years at Bristol
he was closely associated with WATSON, NUNN MAY,
BECK, CHESTERMAN and others.

When interviewed, he said he remembered attending
parties "in LLEWELYN DAVIES's house" after
Apostle dinners. He thought the last time he did
this was in 1943. He named the following as
those who, in addition to LLEWELYN DAVIES, were
present on that occasion:

Anthony BLUNT;
Guy BURGESS;

Deryk CHESTERMAN (his is a surprising
name in this context as he has a
Bristol, not a Cambridge, background);

Victor ROTHSCHILD;
Alister WATSON.)

The Trip to Russia

49, As we did not seem to be getting anywhere in our
attempt to reconstruct a situation where he might have been in
the company of WATSON, BURGESS and BLUNT together, we changed
the subject. We asked him about his trip to Russia in the
summer of 1935. He said it had been pure curiosity which had
prompted him to go on this trip. A man called David GOURLAY
who ran the Wayfarers' Travel Agency had approached him. He
had already known him slightly as GOURLAY had been tied in
somehow with the BELLs and the STEPHENs. GOURLAY had told him
he was trying to organise a trip to Russia for architects and
if he (LLEWELYN DAVIES) could interest a sufficient number of
people he himself would have a reduced fare. He had not been
very successful and had not menaged to interest many of his
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fellow architectural students but did persuade STURROCK, the
South African he had already mentioned, and Kenneth CAPCN to go.

50, We asked if any other Cambridge men had been in the
party. He thought about this and agreed that there had been
one or two. Eventually he said "Brian SIMON, not Roger but
Brian" had been on board. We told him according to the
passenger lists for both the outward and homeward journeys, it
had been Roger and not Brian; he agreed and corrected himself.
He thought there had been others but could not bring them to
mind. We suggested Thomas BLANCO WHITE. "Ah yes. He just
appeared; pure coincidence - his coming had nothing to do with
me." As he was unable to recall any other Cambridge men in the
party, we mentioned Richard MEDLEY, LLEWELYN DAVIES agreed he
had been there. He had not known MEDLEY at Cambridge but
thought he had been much the most elegant man on board the ship.

505 He had not enjoyed the trip very much - he had found
Russia drab and cheerless; it did nothing to increase his
enthusiasm for Communism - rather the reverse,

(Comment:

(i) The Wayfarers' Travel Agency owns PF 39,359.
It came into existence in 1921 and since 1926
has been an agent for Intourist; it has
arranged a great deal of Iron Curtain travel
for the C.P.G.B. David GOURLAY (no file) who
died in 1963, was one of the founders of the
firm; he was the husband of Janet VAUGHAN
(PF 295,048) Principal of Somerville and one
time Vice President of the B.S.F.S. and of
the Education Section of the S.C.R.

Roger SINON (Caius 1932-35; PF 45,529) is the
elder brother of Brian SIMON (Trinity 1934-37;
PF 45,907); he has succeeded to the title of
Lord SIMON of WYTHENSHAWE. He has been an
active C.P, member for many years and continues
to be a substantial financial supporter of

the Party.

Kenneth CAPCN is undoubtedly identical with
Charles Kenneth CAPON (PF 151,601) who has
admitted being a Communist before the war.

He is a principal in the firm, ARCHITECTS'
CO-OPERATIVE PARTNERSHIP, most of the other
principals of which are on record; he is also
a lecturer at the Architectural Association.

BLANCC WHITE and STURROCK have already been
the subject of comment (vide paras. 21 and 28
above) .

Richard MEDLEY (King's 1934-37; PF 221,362)
was at school (Gresham's) with Brian SIMON and
his brother. ILeo LONG has named him as a
student branch member at Cambridge and Michael
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STRAIGHT has said he might have been a friend
of Alister WATSCN. He became a solicitor

and was a member of the secret C.P. Legal
Group in 1938.)

Bentinck Street

52« Time was running out. We turned to his Bentinck Street
days and he agreed we should try on him names of those who might
have visited the flat; he undertook to try to tell us who the
visitors had called upon.

David FOOTMAN (PF 604,589)
He remembered him as a friend of BLUNT's; he was sure he
had called to see BLUNT.

Kim PHILEY (PF 604,584)

As he had said earlier, he thought PHILBY must have
visited the flat but his memory on this was unclear., He
repeated that he recalled that a woman he now realised
to have been Aileen, had been there.

Donald MACLEAN (PF 604,558)

He had no knowledge of MACLEAN visiting Bentinck Street
but did not rule out the possibility that he had, making
the point that he himself had not been there very long.

Desmond BERVAL (PF 42,516)
He remembered him at Cambridge but did not think he had
come to Bentinck Street.

Stuart HAMPSHIRE (PF 606,769)

He 2id at once he knew him, but had got to know him after
the time we were considering. He met him after the war
when Pat, his wife, was working for NOEL BAKER and Stuart
HANMPSHIRE was working for Hector McNEIL. He had no
knowledge of him visiting Bentinck Street.

(Comment: Michael CHANCE thought he associated
Stuart HAVPSHIRE with LLEWELYN DAVIES in
pre-war days.)

David HUBBACK (PF 701,776)
Both David and his wife, Judy, had come to Bentinck Street.
Judy was a friend of both Pat and Tess.

John STRACHEY (PF 40,944)
He was in Bentinck Street fairly often - "mainly to visit
2at®,

Alister WATSON (PF 47,496)

He could not recall him visiting; he said that it was
conceivable he might have put WATSON up for the night
but could not remember doing so.

v 2t
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(Comment: WATSON himself says he visited
Bentinck Street to see LLEWELYN DAVIES, not
to see BURGESS or BLUNT.)

Jennifer HART nee FISCHER-WILLIAMS (PF 606,150)

He had met her he thought in Bentinck Street. He
remembered her husband, Herbert HART, better as he
had visited fairly often; he was close to Anthony
BLUNT at that time.

Richard CHILVER (PF 606,558)

He said he knew CHILVER "extremely well" but not at
Bentinck Street. He got to know him after the war
when Pat was working in the Air Ministry. They had
remained friends.

Tomas HARRIS (PF 604,643)

He remembered HARRIS as a sinister-looking character
who had been around quite often., He probably visited
both BLUNT and BURGESS; he seemed to know them both
fairly well.

The CUNMING BRUCE twins: Francis (FF 603,875)

James (PF 150,257)

He had known them both at Cambridge. Francis had not
been a Communist whereas James had been. He recalled
that Francis had been beaten up in mistake for his
brother on one occasion. He did not associate either
with Bentinck Street.

"Otto" CLARKE (Clare 1928-32; PF 69,319)

The name, he said, rang a bell but he could not place
it. We told him CLARKE hed become a distinguished
Civil Servant ending up as Permanent Secretary in the
Ministry of Technology; at the material time he had
been in the Ministry of Economic Warfare. LLEWELYN
DAVIES still could not place him.

(Comment: During 1942/43, that is during the
time that LLEWELYN DAVIES was actually living
in Bentinck Street, CLARKE was in Washington.)

Goronwy REES (PF 604,683)

He remembered him coming to the flat although he had
not really known him. He had his new book "A Chapter
of Accidents" on his bedside table and he was
proposing to read it after his interview with us.

Andrew ROTHSTEIN (FPFR 323-52)
He knew who he was but did not associate him with the
fiat.

Michael STRAIGHT (PF 44,592)

He did not think he had ever visited Bentinck Street.
He had met him at Apostle dinners and might have met
him in Cambridge where he had been a friend of Pat's.
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Brian SIMON (PF 45,907)
He thought he had visited; he was a friend of Tess.

Philip TOYNBEE (PF 45,515)
He had probably visited.

Wolfgang FPUTLITZ (PF 48,846)
The name was familiar; it was possible he associated
it with Bentinck Street but he had "no clue who he was".

Tollick LUBETKIN (PF 216,259)

fle at once said - indeed, uncharacteristically, almost
snapped - "No, why should he have visited?" Then, after
a pause, added "I did not know him - I mean at least I
had met him but I did not know him well". He explained
he had done a survey on bomb shelters before the out-
break of war and had had to visit LUBETKIN at Highpoint
occasionally but he was sure LUBETKIN would not have
gone to Bentinck Street. "He would not have gone there
to see me, or to see any of the others."

(Comment: His reaction to the mention of
LUBETKIN's name in the context of Bentinck
Street struck us as odd. He seemed to go
very much on the defensive.)

He said he did not know the following:

Desmond VESEY (PF 607,230)
Tom WYLIE (PF 607,183)
Eric KESSLER (PF 53,302)
Andrew REVAI (PF 55,570)

Peter HAMPSHIRE (PF 607,959)
"T never knew Stuart had a brother."”

Peter SMOLKA @ SMOLLETT (PF 39,680)
Francis GRAHAM HARRISON (PF 764,797)
John CAIRNCRCSS (PF 72,493)

Contacts at Oxford

54 o We pointed out that although we had been concentrating
on people who, and events which,stemmed primarily from his
Cambridge days, there had been something similar going on at
Oxford and inevitably there had been a measure of cross-
fertilization between the two universities. Had he known many
of his contemporaries at Oxford? He thought he had only known
Frank and Elizabeth PAKENHAM; Frank had been a friend of his
mother's. He had not really known anyone in All Souls in the
1930s such as Maurice BOWRA or Isaiah BERLIN but had, of course,
come across them vaguely later on.




Post-Cambridge Relationship with WATSON

55 . Just before we brought the interview to a close, which
we had to do in the light of LLEWELYN DAVIES's appointment at
U.C.L.,/reverted to the question of his relationship with
WATSCN from the mid 1930s onwards. We repeated we were
surprised to hear him say that he had more or less been out of
touch with WATSON after going down from Cambridge. When he
reaffirmed that this was the case, we said we thought, for
example, he and his sister had had a holiday in France with
WATSON, He at once agreed he had; he and Ann, together with
Alister and his sister, Sean, had gone to Corsica. He thought
this had probably been in 1937. After musing on this point for
a moment or two, LLEWELYN DAVIES said now that he thought about
it he must have had some sort of continuing relationship with
WATSON. He added that WATSON had proposed to his sister after
his marriage to Susan had broken up; in the light of this
memory he agreed he must have seen him from time to time. He
explained that their relationship had all stemmed from WATSON's
dependence upon his mother.

(Comment: It is more likely that this holiday
in Corsica took place before 1936 (i.e. when
WATSON married Susan HENDERSON) rather than
after.)

56 This reconsideration of WATSON's character and his
relationship with him gave us the opportunity to re-introduce
BURGESS's name in a context which linked it with that of WATSON.
We told him "Guy worshipped Alister and thought him some sort
of god”.

(Comment: This has its origins in a remark
made by Isaiah BERLIN when he was interviewed.)

LLEWELYN DAVIES reacted sharply. "“Really? I am greatly
surprised., Alister was really a miserable little man; a weak
and/effective personality. How very strange that Guy should
have regarded him so." He went on to stress yet again how much,
even at Cambridge, he had disliked Guy but at the same time had
liked Anthony BLUNT. Reflectively, he said he supposed he had
tended to associate with older people. He gave his friendship
with Eddie PLAYFAIR as an example. Digressing, he said he
thought PLAYFAIR was devoted to him because not having become
an Apostle himself - and this was something which rankled with
him - he had been delighted when LILEWELYN DAVIES had once cut
an Apostle dinner to dine with him. We asked why he thought
PLAYFAIR had not become an Apostle - had someone blackballed
him? He said he did not know; all that must have happened
before his time.

(Comment: Denis PROCTOR has said that it was
he who blackballed PLAYFAIR from the Apostles.)

A He spoke briefly about his disengagement from
Communism. He made the point that he had felt very strongly
about it for a long time zand had never made a sharp cut-off.
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Cnce in the A.A., however, he had "not done much"; he had just
drifted away. With the Russo-German Pact this drift had
gathered momentum and then, under the influence of his present
wife who, although a strong Socialist, was also a strong anti-
Cormunist, his thinking had moved away from Communism.

The End of the Interview

58. Before he got up to leave, LIEWELYN DAVIES said he
would like to help us in our enquiries as much as he could.
After Lord ROTHSCHILD had contacted him, he had had reservations
about coming to see us - he had a general dislike of "security
things" - but after thinking it over he had decided that what
we were doing was warranted and he was willing to do anything we
asked: he would place no embargo and would make no conditions.
He now saw there was no point in doing this unless he 4id it
wholeheartedly and this is what he was prepared to do now that
he had come to accept that the purpose of the enquiry was right.
"I have heard some surprising things today and now realise I was
right in the middle of it all."

i In thanking him we told him that it would be of great
value to continue the dialogue we had begun. In order to make
it easier for us we wondered whether he would agree that we
should record our next conversation on a tape recorder.
LLEWELYN DAVIES said he would be perfectly happy to do this.

60. In conclusion he said he appreciated the way we had

gone about the interview. We left it that we would be contacting
him soon after Easter,

CONCLUSICONS

61. LLEWELYN DAVIES is a very personable character and
indeed an engaging one, obviously highly intelligent and with a
very smooth tongue. TFor the most part he was completely relaxed
but became less so as the interview revealed its true purpose;
towards the end there were moments when he seemed distinctly
troubled.

b2. It was the fact that we came back several times to the
guestion of his post-Cambridge relationship with WATSON that
vradudlly began to worry him and the effect of this was that his
story in this regard began to change materially towards the end
of the interview. It is not clear why he played down, indeed,
tried to eliminate, the existence of a continuing post-Cambridge
relationship between them; perhaps he changed his tune because
he came to realise that we had a fair amount of chapter and verse
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to throw at him on this point. But the whole question of his
reactions to WATSON remains something of a puzzle. Having
maintained, until he changed his ground at the end, that there
had been no substantial continuing relationship it was odd he
should say in the reflective way he did, weighing every word
carefully: "I am certain I never heard anyone make a proposition
to Alister; I would not have forgotten that."” A more likely -
and more natural - response would surely have been "Was

Alister propostioned?" or "Was Alister a spy?" or something

on those lines. The response he did make is hard to interpret.

63. It was clear that TIEWELYN DAVIES was holding back on
WATSON, but whether this was due to a genuine quirk of memory
or whether it was for some reason deliberate it is too early to
say. Our first task when we see him again should be to examine
with him in much greater detail his post-Cambridge dealings
with WATSON in the hope that this will lead us towards
resolving the problem of the meeting with "Otto". There were
several other rather surprising reactions. Attention has been
drawn to these in comments at appropriate points in the report;
we shall also revert to these when we see him again.

64 . It is much too soon to try to assess LLEWELYN DAVIES.
We are, however, left with the fact that there is still a strong
circumstantial case that he must know more than he has so fir
told us. But at least we have opened a dialogue and although
there were those moments when he appeared to be worried, it is
worthy of note that he took the trouble to meke, as it were, his
closing speech affirming his readiness to co-operate whole-
heartedly with us, with no preconditions, and that we parted on
what seemed to be the friendliest of terms.

Al

K.3/7 E. W. Pratf

28th April, 1972
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The following extracts have been made from the Report of
Interview with Lord LLEWELYN DAVIES:
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Name Pile Paragraph

APOSTLES SFL8L =L =1 10 -142,14,16
ARNHEIM PF 32

ASTBURY PF61141 15

Arch. Assn. SFL 8L -l -1 28

BERNAL PFL2516 52

BLUNT PF60L4582 8,8,38,41,42,43,56
BURGESS PF604529 8,9,13,35,38,40,41 42,115 ,56
CAPON PF151601 L9

CHANCE PFL223)Y 28

CHILVER PF606558 52

CLARKE PF69319 52

COOKE PF6L277L

CROASDELL PFL8860 15

CUMMING BRUCE F PF603873 52

CUMMING BRUCE J P 50257 52

GROMOV
HARRIS
HODGART

HAMPSHIRE

HART
HUBBACK
KLUGMANN
LINTOTT
LONG
LUBETKIN
MacLEAN
MORO

MARR VEVERS

PROCTOR
PHILBY
PLAYFAIR
PUTLITZ
RYCROFT
REES

PF
PF60L46L3
PF703839
PF606769
PF6061 50
PF701776
PFL5597
PF607236
PF604789
PF216259
PF604558
PF137815
PFL5692
PF60L597
PF60OLH8L
PF604.861
PFLB88L6
PF701429
PF604683

52
15
52
52
52
13
11
15

ROTHSTEIN PFR323-52




STRACHEY

STRAIGHT
SKINNER
SOLOMON
SIMON
THOMSON
TOYNBEE
WATSON

WATERLOW
WALTER
WAYFARERS
FOOTMAN

PFLO9LL

PE4L 592
PF127157
PFR60L4692
PFL5907
PF55602
PFL5515
PFL7L96

PF7092L46
PF765533
PF39359

PF60L682

52

15,52
30
33,3k
52
BoA1413
52

8,11,13,38,39,40,41,42,43,
LLLL,LI-5952,55’56,62’63

15
47, L8
49
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Action copy to Information capy to.............
REPORT

Richard Llewelyn DAVIES

Your query on PF. 604,604.

2e Our contact at the University of London writes
that they can find no trace of Richard Llewelyn DAVIES
in their records.

COMMENTS BY SECTION OF ORIGIN

Reliable source in the administration of the
University of London.

Part III CoMMENTS BY CONSUMER SECTION
(Value, interest, probability, extent to which confirmed by other sources, eto.)
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PF.604582 Link H

PF.604604 | /

NOTE FOR FILE

Lord ROTHSCHILD telephoned me this afternoon
and we had a guarded conversation over the open line, no
names being mentioned., He told me that LLEWELYN DAVIZS
had been "disequilibriated” by our two interviews and
that we could expect some playback. I understood him to
mean by this that Pat LLEWELYN DAVIES was going to discuss
the revelations of the interviews shortly with Tess
ROTHSCHILD. I told Lord ROTHSCHILD that LLEWELYN DAVIES
had in fact said that his wife would be willing to see us
but that it might be as well for us to wait till she had
had her discussion with Tess. Lord ROTHSCHILD said that
he would try and persuade his wife to make a note of the
conversation and he would maske it clear that this
suggestion came from him rather than from us.

- I told Lord ROTHSCHILD that LLEWELYN DAVIES
had certainly given us the impression (or had tried to
give us the impression) that he had been deeply shocked
by our revelations that there were spies amongst the
elite society of the Apostles in the mid-30s. This had,
he claimed, come as a shock to him because he belonged

to an older generation of the Apostles which pursued a
philosophy of life very different from that which
obtained fronm about 1935 onwards. I also mentioned to
Lord ROTHSCHILD that LLEWELYN DAVIES had mentioned to
Bill Pratt that he was grateful for the courteous and
civilised way in which we had conducted both the intervieus.
Lord ROTHSCHILD remarked upon LLEWELYN DAVIES's charm of
manner and cultured intelligence and I was forced to
agree with him,
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LLEWELYN DAVIES was seen a &econd time on
Thursday 23rd March by K3/PFS and K3/EWP in a private room
at the Hyde Park Hotel, The 1nterv1ew lasted for two hours
from shortly after 10 am till just after 12 noon., As
agreed with LLEWELYN DAVIES on the previous occasion it
was openly recorded on a tape recorder.

\fter a short 1ntroductorJ discussion about his
tlvitleu in Germany at the end of the war LLEWELYN DAVIES
was tackled about 1 nat appeared to be the magor
dlucren“ncies in the account he had given in the first
interview. The main points to emerge fall under the
following heads:-

-w'r’wn N €
AT .,J

Although told that, according to our
information, BURGESS was well known as a
Communist, and grobaoTy joined the ‘urty at
about the same time as LLEVELYN DAVIES himself,
he maintained that he was not aware of BU?UMJJ'S
political affiliations and considered him
something of a p?ayoo He recalled a
conversation with iwﬁixw’, presumably in a
Party context, in which he was so characterised.
He did not ?ECﬁL¢ meeting him at social
gatherings - e.g. at “WG house of Harry LINTOTT
T::lt whose wife LLEWELYN DAVISS admitted he

ad an affair) in the late '30s; and he repeated
hor disgusted he had been wit URJJuo 8
behaviour at Bentinck Street. He said that he
had tolerated him because BLUNT had always stood
up for him, He added that his wife - who he
said would be prepared to see us - knew BURGESS
better than he did and might be able to add to
our knowledge.

Highpoint

LLEWELYN DAVIES repeated that he had shared
21 Highpoint with PLAYEKIR and COOKE, and said
that he had slept with Ann STEPHEN at the flat.
When they were marrled however, they had moved
to a smaller flat, No.lo; and the fact that in
her visa application in 1963 she had given No.2l
as her address from 1938-1939 was a mistake - no
doubt a Freudian slip ! LLEWELYN DAVIES could

IR eseiv




not remember the gatherings, including
BURGESS and LUBETKIN, which were alleged to
have taken nlace, and could not imagine who
cculu p¢"=’bly have invited BURGESS to themn.
asked ir he might discuss the subject with
‘EFAIR, and was told he could provided he
8 discreet about other matters.

WATSON
"Otto"™

TTBWRT r»* T) A
BEENEE RVRED 4740

'IES was noticeably softer in
his line on this oec agsion, refraining from
making derogatory remarks about WATSON, and
admlttlng to a closer relationship with him
than on the previous occasion. When reminded
he recalled the holidaJ in Avignon, and thought
that both it and the Corsican trip must have
- i.e. before WATSON was married.
) ”1,3 showed himself again alive to
gnificance of the story of WATSON being
taken to see "Guy's friend Otto" and asked for
any further aebmllu we could provide of what
the proposition was that had been gut to WATS
/e told him we did not know and that this was
what we needed to find out. He asked the direct
question "Was Alister an aaent”'. We attempted
to avoid this and he asked if he could discuss
the matter with BLU Je said that he could.
He said, in an anﬁrlig way, that he presumed
that BLUNT had never bee 1 an agent of any sort.
He was told that we had spoken at length to
as an ex-member of our Service, and that
given us much info_rition without
light on this particular episode.

J‘L\)

] S acknowledged that he knew
| had become a uonxuniut and asked if
1@ been during his time in Ireland. He
to talk about THOMSON's love affair
yaelic speaking peoples, and his
to teach them the classics translated

s

eir native tongue.

LLEWELYN DAVIES denied meeting Flora SOLOMON
until recently, and certainly never in the
Bentinck Street air-raid shelter. He mentioned
that he had met her in America a short time ago
and that he and his wife had recently dined with
her., In answer to a question he said that she was
in good health both physically and mentally.

/The Apostles...




The Apostles

In what appeared to be a prepared speech
LLEWELYN DAVIES spoke of the ethical, moral and
intellectual ethos of the Society, emphasising
its mainspring as the uninhibited search for
truth, couplced with a deep emotional attachment
between its members. He said that because of
this background - his father had found in the
Apostolic philosophy a substitute for
Christianity - he had been deeply shocked by
our revelation that a number of the Brethren
had been Russian agents. Somewhat inconsistently
he then embarked on an explanation as to how it
was possible for Apostles to have become
Communists - this being a question of emotion
rather than intellectual reasoning. (He went on
to describe the process of his own gradual
disillusionment with Communism - 'dry-rot!
working within the overt facade). He mentioned
that he had been President the year that BURGESS
had defected, and that it had fallen to him at
the Conversazione dinner to propose the toast
to absent friends and comment on BURGESS's
departure. The purpose of this set piece can be
interpreted as an attempt by LILEWELYN DAVIES to
establish himself as someone by tradition and
inheritance a Liberal-radical in politics, and
deeply imbued with the pure humanist philosphy
of the Apostles - thus set apart from and
largely uninfluenced by the group of Communists
and/or Russian agents who were later to dominate
the Society. He mentioned BLUNT's prestige and
chilyisma which seemed to symbolise the elder
generation of Apostles, and added that one oF
the reasons he found it difficult to accept that
BURGESS was an agent was that it was so great a
betrayal of BLUNT.

e LLEWELYN DAVIES - who is, incidentally, by no
means the small man I had thought him to be at the first
interview - was relaxed, articulate and friendly. He
made a good impression and appeared to be anxious to
answer our questions to the best of his ability and to
be helpful. He is, however, clearly a very clever and
able man, and it is significant that he was able, in the
nicest possible way, to pin us down by a direct question
about the role of WATSON and an implied gquestion about
BLUNT, t is doubtful whether he can now have any
illusions about WATSON's involvement with the RIS and

it is possible that he may have suspicions about BLUNT.
Because we were not, however, prepared on this occasion
to state in terms that they had both been spies, we
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Reference

NOTE FOR FILE

A feature article in today's
"Times" refers to Lady LLEWELYN DAVIES as
the new Chairman of the Women's National
Cancer Control Campaign, the address of
which is given as 44 Russell Square, W.1.
Tel.: 01-580 3322,

15th March, 1972
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Tel:s 01 T734-6050
ext.640

14th March’1972

Dear Lord Rothschild,

Thanks to your help we had a first, courteous
and pleasant meeting with R last Friday. He could
not stay as long as we had hoped because he had
other commitments, but said that he would be very
happy to see us again and do anything he could to
help. The dialogue has opened.

I am very grateful to Lady Rothschild and
yourself for making this possible. I fear she
found her visit to us something of an ordeal.

Yrnns dezwq7.

e

The Lord Rothschild,

G.IVI.’Ph.DQ, S.COD.’ F.R.S.’
23 St. James' Place,
S.W.1
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NOTE FOR FILE

Lord LLEWELYN DAVIES was seen by K3/PFS and
K3/8UP on the morning of Friday 10th March at Brown's
Hotel. The interview was recorded oy microphone wired
to rﬁcowders in the adjoining room. A Branch support,
g the rooms and installing he technical
coverabe, “was excellent hrougaout.

2 LILEBWELYN DAVIES arrived on time and announced
that although we had invited him to lunch he had an
appointment just a: i The interview was, therefore,
necessarily of a somewhat superficial nature. It ended,
however, with an offer t LEWELYN D”VIJS to make himself
available for further interviews in which his memory

might be probed more deeply. This offer was accepted.

Zi LLEWELY"Y DAVIES is small, dapper, charming
and self assured. ‘-en he was told, in the opening )
which set ou* *he bgckg ound of our reseafOﬂ, that there
were at le DL in the Apostles in the
mid-19350s Le S pfesoea uhe greatest suﬂorlse, but readily
agreed to about his contacts and to answer any
questions we wished to put to him. A detailed fe“omt on
the 1nuerv1ew is under preparation.

4, The following are the main points to emerge
from the interview:-

() BURGESS. ILILEWELYN DAVIES said that
he disliked BURGESS from the start
recognising at once that he was a
psychopathic personality. He did not know
that he had ever been a Communist, and was
therefore not surprised when he heard that
BURGESS wags connected with the Conservative
Central Office.,

1+

(b) WATSOW
romantﬁb
TLJ'J YN ins to deﬂigrate
JATSON 's ¢nto¢ ainments and to
nW v dovn his own re1a+1onsnlo with hin.
He thought they had met rarely between the
time LLEWELYWN D“VTJS weﬂu down from
ambridge until the war. He was reminded
of the trip thevy had made to France with
LIEWELYN DAVIES's sister which prompted

tting WATSON's
s mother,
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LIBEYELYN DAVIES to say that WATSON
had proposed to n 3T vhen hlo firs

2
marriage had broken up. They might
have me% OCCwulOﬂa7lJ in the war.

(¢) PHILBY. LILBWELYN DAVIES had one
vivid memory of ;LLQY at Cambridge, but
could not recall seeing him until he
recognised him many years later in a bar
in Amman. They did not speak to each other.
"Guy's friend OTTO", LLEWEBLYN DAVIES
ornlsed the importance of this qTTeﬁation
svent a long blme.stvdv1ﬁv GORSKIY's
ograph. He did not ubc”OTlOally deny
the incident had taken place, but said
he would have been bound to remember it
he had been present. He was less at ease
this point of the interview onward.

+
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(e) General impression. ilthough

LLEWELYIW "VT”° a_pew+ed speak freely

about himself he olvﬂbecrOd little tnaJ was

new and practvically ﬂOuﬂlng at all about

those with whom we think he was on close

terms, e.g. PI‘\ﬂaT TSTSON, BLUNT. A%b

times he appeared to be fishing to establish

the depth of our knowledge, e.g. when asked

who had accompanied him on his trip to Russia

in 1955, 1In certain sensitive areas his

account flatly contradicts the information

we have on record

'ore he left BWELYN VIES Suld that he
about oomlnn ~ us, but that he was now
the nece the enquiries we were

He added that he was We dy to see us again and

anccd no conditions on the use we made of a v

ion he provided. (He was in fact reminded that we

eat everyunlnr he said as confidential). The

as that of a man with nothing to hide, and taker
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LLEWELYN DAVIES's fluency and persuvasiveness could
311y be taken as such. In the light of the points set
albalese
EBYELYN D!

s

g(b:-jm

ra .4 aoove, however, it is our view that

DAVIES has not oeﬂvn to tell us all he knows and
s concealing information of importance. It will
sy to extract it from him.
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PERSONAL

PF 60L4,604/K.3/0 13th March, 1972

Thank you very much for coming
to see us on Friday and particularly
for your offer to continue to help us.
We would very much like to take you up
on that offer and, as we agreed, either
Pratt or I will be getting in touch with
you soon after Eastier,

Lord Llewelyn Davies M.A., F.R.I.B.A.,
36 Parkhill Road,
LORDON N.W.3.

PERSONAL




Extract from Note for File/lnterview Report

B EOA G0
PF 604,

Extract for File No b
SF 441-0302-5-1

Original in File No

£

Date and Place of *Interview/Moeting...CL{i.ca..0f..

<,
+

with (also give security context of person being interviewed).... Jo hnsRartolan IR sulial e D 0l S

rom interview of J
Cradocl

14, I asked about Pat RAWDON-SMITH and DAY said that
he had come to know her soon after he joined M.I.5. and had
indeed become very fond of her. He quickly discovered however
that she was closely involved with Richard LLEWELLYN-DAVIES and
he had abandoned his pursuit of her. I asked him if he knew
LLEWELLYN-DAVIES well and he said that he did not and that he
had of course met him in the flat with Pat; he thought that
Pat might have returned to live at Bentinck Street for part

of the time that he was there. He had not remained in touch
with LLEWELLYN-DAVIES but he knew that he was now a "professor
of architecture or something like that" at London.

*8trike out inapplicable.

8 Form 81C 4m 4.69




PF 604,604

NOTE FOR FILE

Highpoint

The attached, which has been provided by A.4, sets out
those enumerated on the 1937 and 1938 Voters' Lists from
Highpoint, Highgate N.6.

2. The following observations may be worth recording,

(i) There are certain names which do not appear on the
list which we might have expected:

Sigmund GESTETNER, a friend of Flora SOLOMON and
part-owner of Highpoint;

Tollick LUBETKIN, who was, we think, the architect
in TECTON mainly responsible for the design;

Richard LLEWELYN DAVIES, then also of TECTON, who
seems either to have lived in a flat in
Highpoint, or had access to one there from
circa 1935, We know from various sources that
for a time he shared a flat (No.21) occupied
by Francis COOKE and Eddie PLAYFAIR., It is my
guess that this was probably in 1937.

GESTETNER was certainly a British subject then (with
Eddie PLAYFAIR he was a referee for LUBETKIN's
naturalisation application), but he may well have had
another establishment from which he was enumerated,
His file, alas, was destroyed in 1960,

LUBETKIN occupied Flat No.22 (which I think was also
known as The Penthouse) from 1935 until well after
the war, At the material time, however, his British
naturalisation, for which he had applied in 1937, had
not come through. He also had a house at Whipsnade
from which, once naturalised, he might have elected
to be enumerated,

LLEVELYN DAVIES seems to have had various addresses
during that period other than Highpoint: in John Street,
in Brunswick Square, in Mecklenberg Square, The fact
that he might have regarded himself as Irish would not
have prevented his enumeration on the Voters' List,

Margaret CHURCH, shown in the 1938 amendments as
living in Flat 22 (i.e. LUBETKIN's flat),married
LUBETKIN either in 1938 or 1939 after he had broken
with Pauline, nee CHOUBERSKY, who married Frank YATES
in 1939.

1 £ .
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Geoffrey MARR VEVERS is shown in the Voters' List
as living in Flat H, whereas his file records his
address as Flat 23a.

I was unaware that:

(a) William GREY WALTER, later associated with
NUNN MAY and Alister WATSON at Bristol,and

(b) Beatrix LEHMANN, who turns up in the Francis
COOKE/Tina ARNHEIM context,

had flats at Highpoint.,
There are a number of gaps both in the alphabetical

and numerical seguence of Flat designations.,
Missing are:

(a) Flats E, F, I;
(o]  Flets 2,°6, 7, €3; 2k, 30, 32, 36,

These flats must either have been unoccupied or
occupied by those who chose to be enumerated from
alternative addresses.,
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(0]
A4 Voters List Enquiry - 11559

(L.C.C. to 1964; G.L.C. 1964 onwards including current Register; England, Wales and
Northern Ireland 1937/38 to last year’s Reg’  led)

Please obtain particulars of all voters™ /X étérs matned

at the following address on the qualifying dates(s) 10th October, 19 2.0 19. 38 inclusive.
1936 to 1937

Address : 1937 to 1038

*Delete as necessary.
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RWER himself introduced the name of BLANCO-WHITE,
‘ had had considersble contact with him earlier on and
RLANCO-WHITE must have been integral to EWER s owr recrulitmer

\

to the Party. (Note: as described at para. 6). 1

fact, have been on BLANCO-WHITE's contact list.

RLANCO-WHITE's Party activity, we asked whether h

in the branch hierarchy. LWER said he had not; |

what he had been doing bdbut thought. he had been on

torial side of things. IZWER thought it a little o

had had no subsequent dealings with him, ; When we ]

that BLANCO-WHITE had gone down in 1935 EWER agreed

could be the reason, Ve asked whether BLANCO-WI

part of the social circle around LLEWELYN DAVIE

PF 60l,60L) but EWER' thought this unlikely since

Charles MADGE (lMagdalene 1931-33; PP L2,567) had come to G

the year after BLANCO-WHITE. In the context of the conspiratorial
side of the branch EWER then threw in the name of Leslie HUMPHREY

Trinity 1935-38; PF 76l,5L1) adding that he had been under
consideration for recruitment to the Party but he was not sure
s whether or not he had been and if not, why he had not Deen.

This is the first indication
we have had that BLANCO~-WVHITE may
have been underground in the Student
Branch. Indeed we nave Vvery U Gile
information about his activities at
Cambridge. We know, however, that
he #ravelled to and from Russia on
the same ships as LLEWELYN DAVIES in
the summer of 1935 and that post-
Cambridge he was prominent in the
C.P.'s secret TLawyer's Group.

Although HUMPHREY, who died
in 1949, was thought to have been
a Communist at Cambridge EWER told
Shipp that he had not been a member
of the Communist Party while up.

Although STRAIGHT suggested that
BLUNT had recruited HUMPHRZY for the
R.I.S. BLUNT has said that his
interest in him was only homosexual.
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v 1936: Member of Secretariat, Cambridge Student Branch
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whom we believe to have o\,k,n involved in the
as a whole, that io, apart from those in the

made the following comments: -

P A

(iii) Zichardé Llewelyn DAVISS (Crinity

pletely different I
assoclated n'LL
; 108 (Pricity 195 n—J/,
LL,L’lC 1 L"_)..L—_)LL :’-‘ LL‘__, po?) Wi
xmo would have not believed

B,
adan

;; en whe

: 0 v
ciiemselves.,

THIS IS A COPY
ORIGINAL DOCUMENT RETA HJ
IN DEPARTMENT UNDEF
3(4) OF THE PUBLIC
ACT 1958 —5, ..




‘ ?(ét‘(}%ou, 60l

Copied to: PF 604,582 Link H
PF 605,565

NOTE FOR FILE

As arranged between Lord Rothschild and K.3/0,
Lady Rothschild met K.3/0 and myself in KY's office (KY was
away sick) at 3 o'clock on Thursday, 24th February, 1972.
She was with us for a little over half an hour.

2 The purpose of the visit, which was at Lord
Rothschild's suggestion, was to enable Lady Rothschild to

tell us about the talk LLEVELYN DAVIES had had with her
following the approach Lord Rothschild had made to him on

our behalf to invite him for an interview, The background

to this is recorded at serial: 18a and 23a of PF 604,582 Link H.

Se Lady Rothschild, who seemed nervous, began by saying
that as we may or may not know, she and her husband had an
arrangement with Peter Wright: while they were prepared to
talk to him about anything else, they would not talk about
Richard and Pat LLEWELYN DAVIES; they were very close friends
whom they saw constantly.

L. However, as we were about to see LLEWELYN DAVIES she
was ready to do what she could to help us prepare for the
interview. Her first observation was that she felt that
Richard had a general sense of unease about the prospect of
being interviewed., She thought this a natural reaction for
anyone, but particularly so in his case as he still had
memories of his mother being arrested in Dublin for her part
in the Easter Rising. (Note: The young Richard was just
over three years old at the time; how much of his feelings
result from his own direct memory of this event, or what he
was told subsequently, is a matter for 5pecu1ation.) Bearing
in mind apprehensions deriving from his Irish background,
Lady Rothschild thought that LLEWELYN DAVIES would be most
likely to be co-operative if we were able to reassure him; to
give him the feeling he was not being got at. We confirmed
that our first objective was to gather intelligence from him
and we would certainly do this in a courteous manner. She
thought we would find that he had a pretty good memory, that
he was very intelligent and that he would not be a good liar.

B When we raised the subject of Pat LLEVELYN DAVIES,
Lady Rothschild said at once she had been wrong when she
suggested that Richard would not discuss the invitation for

an interview with his wife. He had, in fact, done so and
having been wrong in this regard she declined to give an
opinion as to whether Pat LLEVELYN DAVIES was likely to respond
favourably to an invitation to see us. She thought we should
ask LLEWVELYN DAVIES when we saw him, :




6. Lady Rothschild made the point that she realised how
important this work was; she appreciated that those who would
have been recruited by BURGESS, PHILBY, BLUNT and others -
probably her own contemporaries at Cambridge - would by now
be at the peak of their careers. She added that she also
realised how easy it was to be wrong about things of this
sort and gave as an example how wrong they had all been about
Anthony BLUNT and what a tremendous shock to her the truth
about him had been., She confirmed that so far as she was
aware, LLEVELYN DAVIES had no knowledge whatever of BLUNT's
involvement.,

Te Continuing the subject of LLEWELYN DAVIES's knowledge
of those who had been involved, Lady Rothschild said that he
had, of course, known Guy BURGESS for many years but by the
time he (LLEWELYN DAVIES) had gone to live in Bentinck Street
(Note: 1942) they were all so anti Guy that she did not think
he had had much to do with him then., She added that

LLEWELYN DAVIES had been very close to Alister WATSON at one
time, but she did not expand on this, She was unsure how

well he had known PHILBY.

8. We spoke briefly about LLEWELYN DAVIES's career
between coming down from Cambridge and the outbreak of war.

We did not consider this systematically but Lady Rothschild
made various observations. She recalled he had shared a flat
with Eddie PLAYFAIR for & time which she thought was both
before Richard had married Ann STEPHEN and before he moved to
Highpoint., She also recalled he had had a flat in Mecklenberg
Square, but was unsure precisely when. (Note: If Lady
Rothschild's memory on this is correct, this could be quite
useful information as our rather sketchy record of this period
suggests that LLEWELYN DAVIES shared a flat at Highpoint with
PLAYFAIR and Francis COOKE at about the time he married Ann
STEPHEN i.e. circa 1938.) In the early years of the war,
after returning from Ireland, LLEWELYN DAVIES had worked for a
time in Corby before becoming architect to the L.M.S. This,
she thought, was during 1941 when he was in the process of
getting divorced from Ann., (Note: This is the first indication
we have had that LLEVWVELYN DAVIES worked in the Corby area.)

- These observations were in the nature of rather
random thoughts; we thought it inappropriate to press for
further information and changed the subject to refer to a
matter already discussed briefly with Lord Rothschild. We
asked if she would be willing to see me again in order to go
over, systematically and in detail, her memories of people and
events relevant to our study. Lady Rothschild readily agreed
to this. She and her husband would be away for about three
weeks and we left it that I would get in touch with her in
about a month's time (i.e. soon after Easter) to fix up a time.

Lt )
K.3/7 E. W. Pratt '’

29th February, 1972
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24th February, 1972

I am writing to thank you for
telephoning on Tuesday and to confirm
the arrangement for us to meet at 11,30

on Friday, 10th March, in Brown's Hotel.

Pratt, the collsague of mine to whom
you spoke, will be in the foyer at the
Dover Street entrance to meset you when
you arrive,

P, ¥, Stewert

Lord Llewelyn Davies M,A., FeR.I.B.A.y

36 Parkhill Road,
LONDON NeW.3s

PERSONAL
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NOTE FOR FILE

At eabout 09.50 this morning Lord LLEWELYN DAVIES
telephoned through Room 055. In the absence of K.3/0, the
call was put through to me,

2 LLEWVELYN DAVIES sounded friendly and apologised
for not having telephoned the previous day; he had been
very occupied., He said that Lord ROTHSCHILD had explained
to him "what it was all about" and he would be happy to
arrange to meet us. He added that he was very booked up

at the moment as apart from other things he was preparing
to go to the U.S.A. on 1st March; he would prefer to make

a date after his return - he hoped to get back on 7th March.
We discussed the possibility of fitting in a meeting

beflore he went, but it seemed that apart from a short time
in the afternoon of Wednesday, 23rd February, (i.e. tomorrow)
he was fully committed.

e In the light of his commitments I agreed we should
try to fix a date as soon as possible after his return from
the U.S. He offered Friday, 10th March, suggesting 11.30

as the time. I said this sounded fine and added that we
could probably talk most comfortably in an hotel and
suggested Brown's., If he came at 11,30, perhaps he could
spare us enough time to continue our talk over lunch. He
agreed to this.

b, I concluded by saying that we would be writing to
confirm this arrangement.,

P
A 7

K.3/7 E. W. Pratt

22nd February, 1972
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NOTE FOR FILE

Lord ROTHSCHILD telephoned this afternocon
to say that the way was now clear for us to get
in touch with LLEWELYN-DAVIES, He said that he
had had a guarded conversation with Tess in which
she told him that LLEWELYN-DAVIES had already spoken
to his wife ("which shows" she said "what a rotten
conspirator he is").

Lord ROTHSCHILD said that he would now
arrange for Tess to come and see us to brief us
on LLEWELYN-DAVIES, I said that we would happily
g0 to Cambridge to see her, but he remarked that
he was sure that Sir Burke Trend would not object
to him dropping her at the door in a Cabinet Office
car - as it would be on official business. He said
that he would ask Tess to get in touch with me.

P,F. Stewart

16th February 1972
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There is some doubt whether or not LLEWELYN DAVIES
was in residence in Cambridge for the academic year, 193L/35.
Serial 166a shows that there is no record of an address at
which he kept during any part of that year.,

2o The Tripos List shows he completed his Tripos by
taking Part II Mechanical Sciences in June, 1934, and thus he
could have gone down then. Against this, however, there are

indications which suggest he did a postgraduate year in
Cambridge before going to Russia and settling down in London,
IanAHQNTER:O“, who knew him well enough to borrow his flat

in Brunswick Square and whose brother married the sister of
his first wife, speaks of the year he overlapped at Cambridge
with LLEWELYN DAVIES (naragrawh 91 of the efoAct at 135z);
HENDERSON went up to Christs in Michaelmas, 193k,

to visit Cambridge after going down; in addition tuls,
from Michaelmas, 1935, onwards, we know he had the added
incentive to visit Cambridge fairly regularly to see Ann
STEPHEN, What we are not now sure is where he was based
during 1934/35, If in fact he had gone down in June, 193L,
and had started in London, this wohld not conflict with what
CHANCE has said - indeed, it would make more sense of his
MEMoOry .

e We know that because he was an Apostle he continued
to

We are left with these

he was living in C:zbrwﬁ*J and doing something
towards his professional Luailflcqt’mﬂﬁ but not
as a member of the University; or

he was living in London (possibly working in the

Bartlett School of Architecture ) but visiting
Cambridge frequently.

14th February, 1972




NOTE

"The Complete

The following information was obtained from

with their Addresses'", Michaelmas, 1931,
copies of which are available at the British Museum.

R. L. DAVIES

(Trinity)

1931/32

1933/34

193U/35

18t Year
Michaelmas
Lent
Baster

2nd Year
Michaelmas
Lent

Kaster

3rd Year
Michaelmas
Lent

Easter

Michaelmas
Lent
Easter

Mrs. RAWDON SMITH

Malcolm Street
Malcolm Street

Malcolm Street

Malcolm Street
Malcolm Street

Malcolm Street

New Court
New Court

New Court

No trace

(Girton)

1st Year
Michaelmas
Lent
Easter

2nd Year
Michaelmas
Lent
Easter

List of Members of the University in Residence
to Easter, 1937,

(Also living at
the same address:
J. W. BUXTON

(3 S ¥V o

C. G. D. LONG.)

(Also living at
the same address:
D. B. JOHNSTON. )

Name on list but no address given

26A Petty Cury
26A Petty Cury

59 Bateman Street

% No trace .




SMITH (Peterhouse)

B 3 i B S

L) g s
Michaelmas
Lent

" ]
Easter

Bateman

RBateman

Rateman

Michaelmas
Lent

m - -
master

A " RT.ITNT
d DLUINL

19 Lo

(Trinity)

Lid © ¥ 4

S S A M Rl AR A R e D

1933/3l No trace

- 7

M.A. etc.
Michaelmas
Lent Nevile'

Raster

M.A. etc.

e

Michaelmas Nevile'
Lent

Easter

Nevile'!

Nevile's

Nevile's

Nevile's

Court
Court

Court

Court
court

Court

(now descr
bz
L
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NOTE FOR FILE

The Calender of the University of Lond
for 1970-1971 gives the Committee of Management

“, Volu
k_
Courtauld Institute as follows:

@)
of the

Vice~Chancellor

Chairman of Convocation

The Prinecipal

The Director of the Institute (Sir Anthony BLUNT)
The Deputy Director of the Institute

Seven persons being either members of the Senate
or Teachers.of the University:

Lord ANNAN

Prof, N. L. BROOKE

Prof. P. CORBEET

Prof, R. H., GRAVESON

Prof, Sir William COLDSTREAM

Prof, B H. J., GOMBRICH

Prof, Lord LLEWELYN-DAVIES
rsons:

OTTESLOE

BERTSON
J ohn SUMNMERSON

John WITT,

K.3/¢ Nollor Cuincielis

Q
e

3. Rimington

11th PFPebruary, 1972
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NOTE FOR FILE

Lord ROTHSCHILD telephoned this morning
to say that he had spoken to LLEWELYN-DAVIES. The
latter had proved resistant to the idea of an interview
saying that '"he did not like that sort of thing®,
rerhaps because he was Irish., Lord ROTHSCHILD pointed
out that we were not police and that other distinguished
people, such as himself, had spoken to us.
LLEWELYN-DAVIES asked who they were., Lord ROTHSCHILD
said naturally he could not give the names, just as he
would not divulge LLEWELYN—DAVI i3's name if he agreed
to be seen.

e LLEWELYN-DAVIES asked why we had not
approached his wife, to which ILord ROTHSCHILD said he
had no idea. ILILEWELYN-DAVIES then said he wished to
think the matter over and would like to consult Tess
ROTHSCHILD. ILord ROTHSCHILD agreed that he should do

so, and suggested to me that Tess would no doubt make

the correct encouraging noises. We agreed that I

should take no steps to get in touch with LLEWELYN-DAVIES
until I heard from Lord ROTHSCHILD again.

B Because I was worried about LLEWELYN-DAVIES's
sensitivity I asked K3/7 to call off the A4 surveillance
on his neighbours, and to postpone the mounting of
surveillance on LLEWELYN-DAVIES himself until we had
heard the result of the meeting between him and

Tess ROTHSCHILD.

/7’@)@

L Stewaru
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Original in = le Na.: ...EF. 701,429.....
Extracted - AH /F2/URG

Subjec. ingries RYCRORT

Unive. _ollege and dates : Cambrldge 193%33=3%7, Trinity

Posii  student Movement or other significant involvement :

oV - g ( i i
RYCR .s.a member of the Cambridge University branch of the C

Par ; 55,

Relia. He is regarded as reliable,

¥ ato Pl Erarrrronm s > it e -
iDamzmdnkmeo(huwvmw. lst December 1971 & 18th January 1972 «t Room J5

lu.erviewing Officer : @ (if used)

-

rouble
Ken more
: s

A
1

XLUGHAN, on the otke“ hand, had taken more

ple and as far as RYCROKL was concerned had te

in him than anyone else in Cambridge. RYCROX

4ABY, had been very shy end uoeless. KLuUuA;, gbout seven
tic &and

BT
o
o

Lo
ONVIO N 6N

\Beresting person.
asied whether I had met hil
nented that he was now a Vvt
SMAN who had been res ponsik
Lo the Communist Party dbut the ini tlal aporoacheu had 1
by Richard L LEVELLYN-DAVIES; it was not until a party
ne years later that LLEWE t he hsad
1tivated RYCROFT on Party instructions. This had shocked

o QO ¥ who had never realised 1t before.

SEE

=

AV EALE TN
COMBENT

John BURNABY, Regius Professor of
Divinity at Cambrla"e antil 1958 is no
Leaees

Richard LLEWSLLYN-DAVIES (Lrlnlt; 1931~
19%5; ©F 604,604) was a communist at Trinity.
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Tel: 01 T734-6050
ext 640

8 February 1972

PF.605565/K3/0

Dear lord Rothschild,

It was good of you to spare the time
and take the trouble to come and see me here
yesterday and I am very grateful to you for
agreeing to set as an intermedisry for us and to
brief us before our projected interview.

If by any chance you wish %o get hold of
me on this general subject and I am not available
would you please ask for the colleague who is
working with me on this matter. He is Mr. B.¥. Pratt
and he can be found on ext.660,

The lord Rothschild, @.M.,
23 St. James' Flace,
S.4.1
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NOTE FOR FILE

TLord ROTHSCHILD telephoned this morning in
response to my letter of 3rd February and suggested
that he should come and visit me in my office during
lunch time today. He arrived somewhat earlier than I
expected and we talked for forty minutes about a variety
of problems.

24 He opened by asking which of his many friends

we wanted to see this time. I said that he would
remember that he had discussed an interview with

Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES on a number of previous occasions
with K/Adviser and that we had now reached the point
where we felt that we should delay no longer. Although
T had been unwilling to involve him as a go-between

it had been felt by a number of people (including the
D.G) that he, Lord ROTHSCHILD, could more easily than
anyone else persuade LLEWELYN-DAVIES to come to a
meeting with us. I stressed that this would be a
gentlemanly and courteous meeting and that what we

had in mind was an interview in a room at Browns Hotel
at a time and date to suit ILEWELYN-DAVIES's convenience.

% Lord ROTHSCHILD's initial reaction was that he
feared that Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES would make a row. On
further thought, however, he considered that he might
have expressed this opinion at a time when the Tabour
tovernment were in power which would have given Pat
IIEWELYN-DAVIES an opportunity of making a direct
approach to the then Prime Minister accusing us of
witch hunting. He added that it was for consideration
whether in fact the situvation would be better or worse
with a Conservative Government in power. To this I
replied that however difficult Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES

might be, we could not shirk the issue any longer and

we must face the consequences of her proving difficult.
If necessary, I said, we would be prepared to let

Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES be present at the interview even
though we would prefer that she was not. Lord ROTHSCHILD
said that he and his wife Tess both thought, perhaps
wrongly, that Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES, although far to the
ILeft, had not been engaged in any sinister activity
whereas it was highly likely that Richard ILEWELYN-DAVIES
had been. The likelihood was, therefore, that if he /
was invited to en interview he would prefer not to haye
his wife present. ;

i SR
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4. Lord ROTHSCHILD then asked me what I thought he
should say to LLEWELYN-DAVIES. I therefore handed him
the suggested script which I had prepared (serial 160a)
which, after he had got over his first surprise at this
unexpected efficiency, he studied with some care. He
said that he thought he would have no difficulty in
asking LILEWELYN-DAVIES to meet him for a drink on a
private matter and speaking to him along the lines of
the script which he returned to me. He said that he
did not know whether LLEWELYN-DAVIES would be willing
to attend an interview bt thought that he would find

it very difficult to refuse.

5. Lord ROTHSCHILD then asked what we knew about
LLEWELYN-DAVIES's character and personality. I said
that we knew very little about him indeed and this was
one of our problems when tackling what might well be an
extremely delicate and difficult interview. He
suggested then that he and his wife, but particularly
his wife, should brief us on what she knew because she
knew both the LLEWELYN-DAVIES's better than he did

and Pat LIEWELYN-DAVIES was perhaps one of her closest
friends. He said that he thought that his wife would
be very happy to come and talk to us in the office,
though he would also say that I would be happy to see
her at my home if she wanted to speak in rather less
austere surroundings. I took this opportunity to ask
him whether he thought his wife would be willing to be
taken through her past in a more methodical manner than
had been employed in the past. TLord ROTHSCHILD said he
thought that K/Adviser and Evelyn McBarnet had asked a
considerable number of questions and Miss McBarnet had
certainly taken copious notes, but I pointed out that
this elicitation had not been undertaken by someone
with a deep knowledge of Cambridge in the '30s and that
my colleague who would be involved in the interview with
LLEWELYN-DAVIES and would need to be briefed by Tess
ROTHSCHILD, was such an individuval. I suggested that
when we met for our briefing from his wife perhaps we
could put the question to her direct. He said that we
were welcome to do so and that he was pretty certain
that she would be prepared to talk about almost
everybody except Judith HUBBACK. He said that Tess

and Judith had been exceptionally close when they were
at Cambridge, even though the ROTHSCHILDs now thought
that Judith HUBBACK was the biggest bore in the business.

6. We digressed briefly to talk about Alister WATSON
who, Lord ROTHSCHILD thought, might well have had a
homosexual relationship with LIEWELYN-DAVIES at a time
when the latter was an undergraduvate and the former a
senior member of the university. He also said that he
thought there was some form of close, if not intimate,
relationship between WATSON and LIEWELYN-DAVIES's sister,
Shaun. I said that from my recollection I knew that

they were in touch with each other at one time but that

T had no idea how close this relationship might have been.

SIS S
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il Tord ROTHSCHILD asked me if I thought that
LLEWELYN-DAVIES might still be active on behalf of the
RIS, if indeed he had ever been recruited. I said this
was an impossible question to answer and I really could
not say. Lord ROTHSCHILD pointed out that he asked
this question because he knew that K/Adviser still had
reservations about the degree to which BLUNT had told
all he knew even if he was not actually under current
Russian control.

8. Finally Lord ROTHSCHILD expressed concern about
the activities of the new Left and the Protest Movenment
amongst the young generally and said that he hoped that
we were taking appropriate action and that whatever
sction we did take was understood and accepted by those
in authority. I said that I could not answer for this
in any precise detail but I was pretty certain that this
was a problem to which very considerable thought was
being given in the office at present. Lord ROTHSCHILD
added that his concern stemmed from the fact that his
daughter had been inveigled into attending some gathering
at which she cooked food for miners picketing a power
station. Thig experience had worried her and she had
reported to Lord ROTHSCHILD that it seemed that a
butich of extremely nice miners were being manipulated
for subversive ends by people who had no interest
whatever in the miners' real welfare. I took mental
note of this because I remember very recently having
seen a piece of F1B telecheck material which seemed to
indicate that Emms ROTHSCHILD was in touch with one of
the anarchist organisations.

94 Before he left I gave Lord ROTHSCHILD a slip

of paper with LILEWELYN-DAVIES's addresses and telephone
numbers so as to save him the trouble of looking them up.
Once again he expressed astonishment at this somewhat
trivial service. 1 was left wondering about the
efficiency or inefficiency of the Service during the
period at which he was a member.

il

P. F. Stewart




PA in PF,.604604

Suggested Script

1. Richard, as you know, I spent the war in M.I.5,
I have always remained in touch and have tried to give
whatever help I can when they ask me.

2, There are certain matters about which I have
been in touch with M.I.5 over many years; they concern
the ramifications of the defection of Guy BURGESS and
Donald MACLEAN and later of Kim PHILBY. As you will
appreciate, these ramifications have proved to be
considerable: they are still with us and are the
subject of continuing study by the Security Service.

i They have talked to many of those who knew
Guy, Donald and Kim., I myself have spent many hours
talking about my memories of them and their associates.
As you knew Guy pretty well - and I think to a lesser
extent, Kim - M,I.5 would very much like to talk to
you.

4. They have asked me to sound you out to see if
you would be willing to spend an hour or two with them.
You will, I can assure you, find them perfectly
courteous - indeed, they do these things in a thoroughly
civilised manner. I believe they would arrange to

meet you in an hotel - probably in Browns - over a

drink or a meal. I would strongly advise you to let me
tell them you would agree to come. If you do agree
would you let me have a telephone number where they
could get in touch with you.

i How are you placed during the next two weeks
(i.e. starting 14th PFebruary)?
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SECRET .
For G.P.O. use

Date and I.B. Number (if any) of previous

File/Section reference : R. of C.or H.O.W. on same address or name.

To Mr. W. J. EDWARDS, G.P.O.

Return of Correspondence required for
upon *“AHyENEHEX /the following, please:

Signature \/Wméw@r s et Tel. Egpt. No
7' Vlaazat...............

* Delete that which is inapplicable. Counter-signed................. ‘

For sectional use 5 e,
Dates of return from..12.1.:72 t0...31.01..72

1.B. Number..7
Note for File

A Return of Correspondence was operated on the
London home of Richard LLEWELYN DAVIES, 36 Parkhill Road,

=
7

London N.W.3 from 15th to 31st January, 1972, inclusive.
Very little mail - only twelve items - was received

during that period, although we know the LLEWELYN DAVIESs were
in residence. The Return showed nothing of interest.

It seems likely that the bulk of LLEWELYN DAVIES's
mail must go either to his office (in Euston Road) or to the
House of Lords.

K.3/7 E. W, Pratt /
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PERCONAL

Tel: 01 T34-6050
ext.640

PF,605,565/K3/0

Dear lord Rothschild,

I am a friend and colleague of Peter Wright, and
we have been working in the same gemeral field for some
gears‘ Before he departed on his present trip overseas

e promised that he would mention %o you that, in his
absence, I might be getting in touch with you to ask
your help. Whether he did so I do not know. I would
be grateful, however, if you could spare me a short
time in which I could e ain my problem.

1 realise that you must have many calls on your
time, and I will make myself available at a time and place
of your choosing. There is unfortunately one snag. I am

paralysed as a result of wounds% and consequently am

confined $o & wheeled chair, Steps, such as lead up to
your front door in Jt. James' Place and to the Cabinet
O0ffice, confound me. I could drive to Cambridge, if

that would suit you; or I would be very happy to meet you
in my own home in South Kensington - though this might
mean taking up rather more of your time than you can spare.

would it be posaible for your secretary %o
telephone me at the office to say whether you could see
me; and if so wherewe could meet.

P, P, Stewart

The Lord Rothaschild, ¢.H,.,
2% 5t. James' Flace,
t§ ® ¥ nl
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PF.604604

NOTE FOR FILE

Extracting from serial 153%a
has been done forthe following files:-

PF.47,496 paras.2, 3 & 6 + (a)
PF.604861 paras.2, 3 & 6 + (b) &
8

PF.604597 paras.2, 3 & 6 + (c)

PF.605565 paras.%,)S & 6 + (f) &
g

PF.606769 paras.2, 3 & 6 + (j)

PF.45,597 paras.2, 3 & 6 + (k)

S. Rimington

K.3/8
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Dr. Herbert

The 1971 Medical Directory gives:-

HERBERT, Emmanuel, 21 Devonshire Place,
W.l. M.D. Heidelb 1923. H.R.C.S5. Eng.,
L.R.C.P. London 1925 (Heidelb, Woscow,
and University Collepe) Order of Knight
of Pole Star (Sweden). Medical Adviser
Marks and Spencer, Simpsons (PlccadlllJ),
Bramber Engineering Co. Ltd., Transworld
Airlines.
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Richard LLEWELYN DAVIES

nlease letme know whether the above-
named was ever a student at London
University., If he was, I would expect
him to have been at University College
(Bartlett School of Architecture) about

j A

1935-36.

I would bhe grateful if you could

1st January,

EWP/RC
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NOTE FOR FILE

The following information about Russian
Intelligence Service interest and activities in Ireland
is recorded on this file as background to the proposed
interview with Richard LLEWELYN DAVIES. LLEWELYN DAVIES,
whose mother was Irish, himself held an Irish passport at
least from 1935 to 1943. He is thought to have lived in
Ireland for a short time after the outb kX of war and
thereafter to have made fairly frequent trips between
England and Ireland until 1943.

A paper written for in 1927 on the subject
co-operation existing between Germany and the USSR
pionage expresses concern at the part played by
ain Irish factions in this joint German-Soviet
onage organisation. The paper alleges that after the
rish Treaty (signed in 1921) had become effective the
aders of the I.R.A. organisation "looked around for some
method of employing the machine they had created and
incidentally of making money and doing harm to England.
Already in touch with certain Third International and
German parties they, through these connections, offered
their services as an espionage organisation either to the
International or the Germans or both. Having given proof
that they possessed an organisation of couriers, collecting
centres, field agents and so on, their services were
accepted following on a secret meeting in Glasgow as early
as 1922 between representatives of the I.R.A. and one or
two delegates representing the German espionage service".

i
iy e
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S RRIVITSKY, speaking in 1940 on the subject

of Ireland, said that up to the time of the Second World
War that country had appeared too remote from a possible
military situation affecting the Soviet Union to have been
the subject of special attention. He believed that between
1927 or 1928 and 1937 (when he broke with the 3Soviet
Intelligence Service) neither the Military Intelligence
Department nor the OGPU had any connection with the I.R.A.
as a political body, though individual members may have
been recruited as agents for special purposes. He recalled
that sometime about 1926 the I.R.A. sent representatives to
Moscow to ask for Soviet support, but assistance was
refused by the Politbureau. ILater, probably early in 1927,
KRIVITSKY met three I.R.A. officers in Holland. He used
them as intelligence agents and for a time got quite useful
information from them but he dropped them after a short
time because of a temporary ban imposed by the Politbureau
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ORIGINAL DOCUMENT RETAINED
IN DEPARTMENT UNDER SECTION
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on any dealings with the Irish,so as to avoid pos51ble
prejudice to their attempts to obtain credits in London.
He was briefly in touch with them again after the ban was
lifted, but dropped them after they tried to interest him
in collaborating in a terrorist plan. KRIVITSKY thought
that since then there had been no connection between

the Soviet Union and the Irish as a political body though
Irishmen had been, and would continue to be, recruited

as individuals when occasion arose. KRIVITSKY said that
both the OGPU and Military Intelligence when recruiting an
agent in a particular place tried first the Communist
Party field. If that failed they looked for an Irishman,
on the hypothesis that an Irishman would probably be
anti-British.

91 L 4. The KGB defector, Vladimir PETROV, interviewed
la oF .

in 1968, said that when he was first employed on cypher

441-0143 duties in Moscow (1933-37) Eire was controlled or covered
by London but that it was later organised separately from
a residency in Dublin. However, research into our records
in 1968 showed that no Soviet diplomatic or consular
representation had ever existed in Ireland and it was
assumed that the KGB residency to which PETROV referred
must have been illegal.

5 According to Ernst WEISS (PF.69,391) interviewed
in 1948, both the GRU illegals Harry I (PF 604244) and

Harry II (PF.604245) had connections with Ireland. WEISS's
first meeting with Harry I in June 1932 took place in Dublin.
Later he was introduced by Harry I to a young Irishman called
Tom (PF.604246) who appeared to have some connection with

the I.R.A., After the SWITZ case broke in late 1933 Harry I
fled to Ireland and WEISS had the impression that he was
actually based there.

6. In 1935 Frederick MEREDITH (PF.42,780) met a
Russian contact outside the gates of Trlnlty College,
Dublin. The description of the Russian is similar to
that of Harry II. According to WEISS Harry II visited
Ireland in 193%6.

Te In 1932 Johannes GRAUDENZ (PF.41,480),a GRU

agent arrived in Ireland. He was still in Dublin in 1933

and maklng frequent visits to Germany in his role as commercial
agent and European manager of a New York Film Syndicate.

Later GRAUDENZ returned to Germany where he acted as cut-out
for the SCHULSE-BOYSEN network.He was arrested and executed

by the Germans in 1942,

S. Rimington

K.3/8
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PF .604604

NOTE FOR FILE

References to Richard and Pat LLEWELYN DAVIES
made by Alister WATSON during his interrogation by Cecil
Shipp between January and March 1967. Taken from the
transcript in PF.47,496 Supp G

Volume 1
s )

During a discussion of his friends at Cambridge
WATSON said ".....I have a very close friend - Richard
LLEWELYN DAVIES.....He was certainly very close to it (the
Party) in those days".

F.p.6

2 WATSON was told by Shipp that we knew he had
visited the Bentinck Street flat during the war. Whom had
he been visiting?

o 1 WATSON replied that he had visited Richard
ILEWELYN DAVIES in London once during the war. He certainly
did not visit BLUNT and BURGESS there (i.e. London) at all.
"I gpent one night in London during the time of the blitz
and (it) may have been on a different occasion, but I was
there during the afternoon in the summer - and who would

I have seen there?.....it was Richard DAVIES.....but
whether Pat was with him or not I'm not quite sure....l
can remember staying a night there. I can remember
arriving there on a very bright summer afternoon, in

fact it was very hot indeed, and going up in a 1lift. Now
whether these were two different occasions I'm not quite
sure.....These weren't the places that I would have been
going to in the ordinary way, but at the time, during the
war, I was becoming separated from my first wife. Richard
DAVIES was a mutual friend and in fact at the time of the
invasion of Normandy I stayed several nights. Richard

and Pat RAWDON-SMITH were then living together but not
married, in a little house in Tring....on the ROTHSCHILD
estate. I remember also, it must have been earlier, I
must have gone to Tring....they were in a different

place - to talk over the business of the break-up of my
marriage and get advice from him".

4. WATSON agreed at this point that what he was saying
was that it was not BURGESS or BLUNT whom he was visiting
in London.




o He continued "The time when I spent the night

at this place (presumably the flat he had described
earlier) I remember this very well because Richard DAVIES's
sister Kathleen - she was known as Shaun - was there as
well. I remember that, and there was a blitz. I remember
this quite well. Now whether there have been any other
occasions when I've spent the night in London during the
war I don't know. I don't think so".

6, Reverting again to the visit he made to Richard
in Tring he said it must have been before 1944.

s WATSON agreed that he was certain that however
many times he visited the flat in London the object was
to see Richard LLEWELYN DAVIES. He did not meet BURGESS
at the flat. :

H.p.6

8. WATSON said he got to know his first wife through
Richard DAVIES and also through Dr. Portia HOLMAN who had
been in Cambridge but who was living in Bloomsbury at the
time.

T.pib

9. When he was asked if he kept up with any people
from his University days WATSON said that it was a long
time since he had seen LLEWELYN DAVIES.

J.p.4

10. Speaking of Peter ASTBURY WATSON said that he
remembered him at The Society. He thought he was right
in saying that ASTBURY was a protege of Richard LLEWELIN
DAVIES. He thought that Richard had introduced ASTBURY
into The Society.

J.p.5

b WATSON agreed that he knew LLEWELYN DAVIES as a
Party member at Cambridge. In some ways Richard was
about his greatest friend at Cambridge. This went back
to before Richard went up to Cambridge.

K.p.6

12 WATSON, professing not to be able to remember
whether he had spied or not, gave examples of the sort of
things he did and the contacts he had during the war, in
an effort to help the interrogator to find something
significant.

13, He said "After 1939, when I joined the Admiralty,

/when.....




O, N

when I was working at Portsmouth over a long period of
months, the only person that I saw from the previous
circle was Richard DAVIES whom I visited when he.....had
just built a house off the other side of Langston Harbour
on the South Coast and I spent a day with him and we
talked about the invasion of Finland, or the war with
Finland - exchanged views on this sort of thing. hy

the Russians were doing this.....This is the only

contact I had with anybody from my previous circle during
a period of many months. There certainly wasn't any
question of any espionage information being exchanged

at that time. Perhaps Richard DAVIES is a suspect
contact, anyway this is quite possible, I don't know.

But I didn't pass any information about my job, nor was

I asked to".

Volume 2

14. When he was asked whether he played any part

in BURGESS's defection WATSON said:

nPhere is something here which bothers me certainly - and
I suppose I ought to tell you this. And I don't know
what the date is. And my friend SHAUN, she came over to
this country. Now I have some recollection which does
trouble me.....that in connection with something or other
it was remarked that she.....(inaudible). Whether this
was to do with this, or whether it was connected I don't
KNnow.....I'm not trying to damn anybody - no its simply
that it was suggested that there was some task to be done
and that it would be all right for her to do it because
ghe was not a British subject. I don't know what this was
....I don't even know whether Richard was.supposed to have
set her the task".

SHIPP "Do you know whether Anthony BLUNT played any
part in this?.....on your own knowledge".

WATSON "yell on my own knowledge certainly not, no.
No. I mean he assured me, and I believed him to be an
honourable man, that he had no part in it at all™.

B.p.17

15 After saying that he was prepared to co-operate
WATSON went into a long rambling dissertation about his
work at Bristol and Haslemere, which included the following
story.

16. About BEaster 1943 he was brought into work on
some top secret development for the Normandy landings.

/At the."..




At the time of the landings he was put on a Committee
which met at Stanmore. In the course of this work he

was told the place and the approximate times and days

of the Normandy landings. When he was at Stanmore he

went and stayed for a time in the LLEWELYN DAVIES's

place at Tring. Richard and Pat were married. They

were not there at first but after one or two nights

they came back. A considerable time afterwards WATSON
learned that LLEWELYN DAVIES had known about the Mulberry
harbours, through his work in transport. LLEWELYN DAVIES
learned for the first time that WATSON had known about the
time and places of the landings. LLEWELYN DAVIES had not
been told that at all. "At which I was surprised - I mean
that he had actually - I mean I knew I had....although I
was going into the messes in Stanmore where apparently
senior officers were talking at the top of their voices".

F.p.l12

i o e WATSON and Shipp discussed an incident WATSON
remembered when he had received a telephone call during
a cocktail party in London from someone who told him to
go to meet a contact in Sloane Square. Various names
were put forward by Shipp in an effort to get WATSON to
remember who it was who phoned him. On Richard
LLEWELYN DAVIES WATSON said:

WATSON: "Now I think I can reject Richard DAVIES,
because I don't think that (broke off) I don't know - I
don't think I can possibly look on this thing - look at
this and say that I was in contact with anybody else.

SHIPP You mean because Richard DAVIES was so much a
friend of yours?

WATSON Yes, yes, yes

SHIPP And you have no recollection at the back of your
mind that he might have been involved in this sort of
thing.

WATSON Well, no — well I don't say 'in this sort of
thing', but in just this, er -

SHIPP Particular incident
WATSON - this incident, yes

e &0 0

WATSON v.. I don't rule out absolutely that it could

have been, either Richard or Anthony, but I think they're
both very unlikely because I think I would take a particular
attitude to both of them....I think I wouldn't have said
it....perhaps if it had been Richard".

/FoPolSoovoo




F.p.15

18, WATSON said that it had only just recently
occurred to him that PHILBY was a close friend of Richard's
at one time. '

P.p.27

9. During a discussion about which of WATSON's
Cambridge acquaintances were living in London during

the war WATSON said that Richard LLEWELYN DAVIES was
living in Brunswick Square before the war; he was not
certain when he left there. He was certainly in England
at the begimnning of 1940 because he was building a house
beyond Havant. WATSON had himself gone to Ireland at the
time of the invasion of the Low Countries (May 1940) and
he was fairly sure that Richard had been in London at
that time. WATSON said that he had first been taken to
Ireland by George THOMSON in 1928 and he had been
THOMSON 's successful rival in having an affair with
Richard's mother. This complicated his relationship with
Richard but only later on, and in the present.

H.p.T

WATSON ....What I can say is this, and you can take this
down if you like. That there was something going on like
this (the passing of information) and that Cambridge
friends were playing an important part in it.

SHIPP Yes

WATSON And....I'm pretty certain that BURGESS was one
of them. You name BLUNT and -

SHIPP T named them because they were....friends and
involved in the BURGESS circle.

WATSON Well now I wouldn't be certain that they were
actually involved - I mean I'm not saying that they
weren't, but that BLUNT and DAVIES - and DAVIES in
particular.

SHIPP Yes, yes

WATSON But I mean in principle I think it's more likely
that Richard DAVIES was involved than BLUNT, in a sense.
I mean that he was less cautious of himself, so to speak,
than BLUNT - but I mean I'm not saying that that rules

it out.

H.p.8

20. When Shipp asked WATSON again whether he had any
recollection of going to Bentinck Street in the espionage
context WATSON said that he could remember the one

/occasion......




occasion that he had referred to earlier (vol.l F.p.6).

It was on a very hot summer afternoon. He went up in a
1ift. Richard was there but not Pat, he thought, on that
occasion. This was not an occasion for discussing anything
tof this sort'. He said he could also remember spending
one night in London when Shaun was there and there was a
blitz, but he was not certain whether this was the same
occasion. He could not remember, on this occasion, seeing
Guy or Anthony or both. On the other hand he had a

memory of seeing Guy and Anthony together in their rooms

at some time. This latter meeting was connected in his
mind with the phrase "This is Guy's friend somebody-or-other".

i Further trying to sort out whether the occasion
on which he went to see Richard was the same as that on
which he remembered seeing Guy and Anthony together he
said that he had a memory of the structure of the flats
where he went to see Richard and of going up in a lift.
The memory of Guy and Anthony was simply of a room with

a mantlepiece. He later said that the flat with the 1ift
might not have been Bentinck Street at all but a later
flat of Richard's.

H.p.12

22, WATSON said:

"T don't put it out that Anthony and Richard were, either
knew all about it or were in the thing".

He recurred to the phrase "Guy's friend" which seemed to
mean something particular to him and said that somebody
else (other than Guy) must have said it, either when he
was introduced or when the friend was talked about and the
somebody else was aware of the nature of the friendship.
He thought he could picture Anthony there.

K.p.18

e s Speaking further about the introduction to
Guy's friend WATSON said he thought it must have been in
Guy and Anthony's flat. He remembered a hearthrug, a
mantlepiece and a fire. There were more than three people
present, at least at firs.

L.p.9

24, Shipp, recapitulating, said that WATSON had
said that Guy introduced him to a foreigner who was known
as a friend of Guy to others in the circle. WATSON
corrected "others" to "at least to Anthony, or Richard,
or someone who would just say 'Guy's friend'".

L.E.ll

25. WATSON said that at Easter 1935 Richard and
Shaun ILLEWELYN DAVIES and WATSON went to France together.

IEPadacvesn




L. .l

26. Discussing how the espionage chain might have
worked WATSON said that he thought of Guy not as the
person at the centre but as the person who might have been
the link with him., In an attempt to discover how this
link might have worked Shipp again referred to WATSON's
visit to Bentinck Street. WATSON said he supposed it was
Bentinck Street. Certainly someone else was there,
possibly Richard, although this seemed unlikely. It
seemed unlikely, he said, that any more people than were
necessary would be brought in to such a meeting. However
he had a clear recollection of the introduction; Guy was
certainly there and, he thought, Anthony, or possibly it
was Guy and Richard or Guy and someone else. Certainly
there were not only three people there, at least for part
of the time. The person to be introduced came in from
another room; the other person who was there must have
been a party to what was going on to some extent. This
occasion was, WATSON thought, either during or just before
the war,

M.p.4

290 Shipp asked WATSON if he had recruited Richard
to the Party. WATSON said he did not think he had,directly.
Richard's mother would have known and held it against him.
She did know that they had both become Communists and she
became more or less reconciled to it. WATSON said that his
liaison with Richard's mother went on until 1935.

N.p.5

28, In an attempt to get WATSON to remember more
about the meeting with the foreigner in Guy's flat Shipp
suggested a number of names by which the man might have
been known. WATSON said that "OTTO" might have been the
name., He said he was not certain that it was. Richard
who had gone along to the flat with him on that occasion but
it made some sense. WATSON continued:

"Tf Richard was in London and I was going to London....I
would certainly go and see Richard - I mean even if only
on spec again, you see, that he might be there - and that
he'd say that he wanted to go round to Guy, to Anthony
and Guy's, and he'd say "I want to introduce you to

Guy's friend Otto".

Volume 3

A.p.8

29 Discussing why there was a temporary lull in
his Communist involvement in 1938 and whether or not it
could have some connection with an espionage approach
being made at that time, WATSON said that he thought it
quite likely that séme preparatory approach was made at
that time. He thought it need not have been anything
like, "Will you undertake to supply information", but

Jeouldisoss




could have been just to do with intermational affairs.

In this context he referred again to the occasion he
remembered clearly when, after he had gone to Portsmouth,
he had had a visit from LLEWELYN DAVIES.He said that he
was certain that when they were talking at that time they
were not talking in any way about giving out information.
They were talking about the Russian invasion of Finland
and the German/Soviet Pact, in fact about the overall
position.

A.p.9

50 In a further discussion about the meeting with
the foreigner in Guy's flat WATSON said the flat was not
the same place to which he remembered going up in a 1ift
to see Richard. This latter place was Richard's flat
and Pat was also there. They had wall electric fires
whereas Guy's flat had a fire in the fireplace. Guy's
flat was not, he thought, on the ground floor.

E.p.10

) Shipp, in attempting to find out from WATSON
whether he made any trips abroad in September 1945 asked
him if he went to Ireland at that time. WATSON said he

did not think he had any motive for going there at that
time. Richard was not there then; his mother died in 1943
and a few months later his sister came over to this country.
WATSON had a large number of letters from her.

G.p.17

G Shipp asked WATSON whether any of BURGESS's
friends got in touch with him in 1951 when BURGESS

defected. WATSON replied that he was not approached by
Antho although he did see him later and he was distressed
about “Pichard did not get in touch with him.

K.E-S

33. WATSON said that Richard and his first wife
used to attend Lettice RAMSAY's parties, He would date
Richard's joining the Party at about 1934 but he thought
that he had left again. WATSON had also met Pat RAWDON-SMITH
and her first husband. He did not recall Pat as a
Communist and would not have thought that she was. WATSON
again remembered meeting Richard when he was building a
house near Chichester, and talking to him about the world
situation. He did not look on Richard as a member of the
C¢.P. and had no reason to believe that he was ever part

of the organisation after he left Cambridge. WATSON said
that he saw Richard after he left Cambridge and before the
war. He was at that time living in Brunswick Square and
working at the Architectural Association.




L.p.9

34. Speaking of Shaun LLEWELYN DAVIES WATSON

said that the story he remembered about her was very
vague. It was just a memory that someone was going

to carry some message, he could not remember when, and
because she had Irish nationality she might have been a
suitable person to do it. WATSON said he did not know
whether she was involved in any way. He would doubt it.
It was quite possible, though,that she would do something
to oblige a friend. She didn't go back to Ireland after
she came here during the war. She lived in Tring when
she came over in 1943 and spent a lot of time with her
cousin Mrs. Theodora CALVERT, the widow of Roy CALVERT,
prominent in the Howard League for Penal Reform. Shaun
did a course to get the gualifications to go to Edinburgh
University which she later did. PFor 10 or 15 years, WATSON
said she had been a reader at Nelsons, the publishers.
She was about 5 years younger than Richard. She was
never a Party member.

%,5.9

e When Shipp and WATSON were discussing entifres
in WATSON's diary they found a reference to 1946 'visit
to Putney'. WATSON said the CALVERTs were living in
that house and Shaun was also there, though he did not
know if she was actually living there. Richard and Pat
and their child were also there at one point.

Nelka. @u&@\flﬁ

S. Rimington

K.3/8
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f«‘I: I did not see hith much during:
o the war, but I visited him when.

- and literature
. cause he always seemed to be
i# much better informed than I was, 5

. on leave in London and used to talk
¢

to him about the war and politics |
and envy him be&l
o8

He now lived in a large and ve

comfortable flat which he share
~* with a friend who, for the duratio

of the war, had abandoned schola

| ship to become an officer in MI

- The flat was also shared by tw

¢ girls who were

employed as secre- 7

. taries in Whitehall. g
ol ’One was timid, gentle and gen-

% Sefiramis ” and was half-enviou
... hall"censorious, of her capacity fo i
" assorted collection of tenants somes;

The other had as keen an¥
for ‘pleasure as ‘Guy' him-
‘used to: refer to !h“ér*aw

““enjoyixélg * herself. - This' oddly

times gave the flat. the air of a|

. rather high-class disorderly house,

. in which one could not distinguish ;

~ between the staff, the management,,

. and the clients.

0

On the one hand Semiramis enterst
tained a stream of visitors includs
- Ing one who, having once entered,
. “hung up his hat” as Guy saidn

Y * and proved impossible to dislodgeul

;. at that time.

- All appeared to be employed inh
jobs of varying importance, some
. of the highesf, at various ‘mini=

- stries; some were Communists op ]

ex-Communists; all were a fount &
of gossip about the progress of theui

' war, and the political machines ||

« responsible for conducting it, whichiy

sometimes amused me, sometimes: &
startled me, and sometimes cons
vinced me that I could not possibly s

" be fighting in the same war as 8
4! themselves. |

On the other hand Guy brought @
home a series of boys, young men,
“soldiers, sailors, airmen, whom hew=

* had picked up among the thousands 3

&,
L4

:

who thronged the streets of London =
¥
The effect was that an ;evening"v';,g

d

i

P

4 B

et Guy’s flat was rather like watch-
., ing a French farce which has been
_injected with all the elements of a
olitical drama. Bedroom doors
o,opened and shut; strange faces
: ,fppeared and disappeared down
‘ 3 he stairs where they passed some
4 hew visitor on his way up; civil
. servants, politicians, visilors to
“London, friends and colleagues of
P“‘;,Guy’s popped in and out of bed
~and then continued some absorbing
'.,‘,idiscussion of political intrigue, the
pprogress of the war and the future
L possibilities of the peace.
o I watched this absorbing and
i\ animated scene most frequently |
. during 1944, when I had been
4 posted to London to the planning
L staff of the 21 Army Group. I was
yoeat  that  time almost  totally
devimmersed in all the details of the
‘yinvasion; I thought of nothing but |
Harbeach gradients, underwater
Gliobstacles, tables of moon and tide
woand weather, figures of reinforce-
i« ments, subversive activity, army-air |
nasupport, and all the other factors
“; which had to be fitted in precisely
“auto the framework of that immense
operation,
' It used to amuse me, when I
© Yconsidered Guy, to think that I hap-
" “'pened to be in possession of what I
#"“suppose was one of the most valu-
able, the most important and best-
kept secrets of the war; that is to
ay, the exact date, time and place
“of the invasion of Normandy, the
recise naval, military and air force
lorder of battle involved, and the
b fact that we had misled Stalin:
~."':‘-labout the date. 1
i One spring day in 1944 I was.
I entrusted with the task of taking
“#the final draft of the operation
“vorders for Overlord to each com-
= mander-in-chief in turn for his
gnature. It seemed part of the
“absurdity that attended any mili-.
S tary duty I ever performed that it
.~ did not occur to me to take an’
siofficial car but, with the operation
sworders in my briefcase, walked out
of our headquarters in St Paul’s
! and took a taxi.
?‘ As we drove from one head-
1 '\‘/‘quarters to another I could not help
* wondering what the effect would:
~ have been on Guy if I had suddenly
_ordered it to Guy’s flat and placed
Overlord in his hands. Would he .
“'then, perhaps, have told me what
"'he was up to?
o1 In fact, by this time Rees had
\persuaded himself that his friend
L was not a Comintern agent, a view
1in which he persisted after the war
ywhen he returned to journalism
fand to business. Burgess was then

vin the News Department of the 1
wForeign Office. 5 s
g T ! "y
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had mentioned atten -_‘WE?ﬁi“ s 1 1LM= . DAVI
flat, which he 1 ght had 1 n in John's :tveet, W.Cul .
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Reference.

Arthur George LING (PF 291,897) who
was at UCL from 1931 to 1936 at the
Bartlett School of Architecture.

LING is reported to have fought and
been g POW in the Spanish Civil War.
He is now Professor of Environmental
Studies at Nottingham University.

It is perhaps of interest to note that
he is or was a friend of BERNAIL's

5. I asked CHANCE if he had known what ILLEWELYN-DAVIES
had been doing at the time. He replied that he thought
he had been working for a firm of JTCﬂlteCtS, Tecton.
Why did he think th¢s¢ CHANCE said that he thought that
he associated LLEWELYN-DAVIES at this time with the
building of the High Point Flats. He commented that at
a later date LLMJJLYy—L‘VIJo had lent him his High

Point flat for a short ne“1od when he had been 111 I
showed him a photograph of ertnold LUBETKIN, commenting
that the man had been a oqrtﬂ 2y in Tecton, but without
telling him a name. CHANCE did not recognise the
nhotoor&mh which was taken sometime oostftn, but recog-
nised the name LUBETKIN, which had certzlnly been
mentioned to him by LLEWELYN-DAVIES He thought it
possible that he had met lUBETKIH's wife r@allne, whose
photograph he did recognise. In passing he said that
Pauline was only a very vperipheral memory in the context
of the LLEWELYN-DAVIES flat.

COMMENT: Berthold LUBETKIN has PF 216,259,
and is believed to have joined the party
as a secret member in 1932.

Pauline YATES @ LUBETKIN has PF

6. I then told CHANCE that I was going to show him a
series of photographs and invited his comments as to
whether or not he had met any of their owners either with
LLEWELYN=-DAVIES or at LLEWELYN-DAVIES's flat. He had
some comment to make on all of them, except Henry LINTOTT
and Ian and Susan HENDERSON, of whom there were no
photographs. His comments were as follows:-

(a) Alister WATSON

He had certainly seen WATSON and the face
was certainly not unfamilisr. The name meant
nothing to him.

(b) Eddie PLAYFAIR

/OI{Q;’.TC}% ® o 000
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CHANCE said that he vaguely recognised
the photograph, but he was not absolutely
ertain as the focus was not too good. I
gave him the name, and he at once said that
he remembered the man in the context of the
flat. However his memory was of rather more
hair and a rather rounder face.

Denis PROCTOR

CHANCE was absolutely beF1n1te that he
had met PRCCTOR with LI 5L l‘-)« . ?
fact he was more certain about I

he was about any of the otﬂerq

possible exception of Stuart

Anthony BLUNT

e AR e A e 8

"T don't really know. Perhaps."

COMMENT ¢ CHANCE was so uncertain

——eeme g boUT thls that my impression
is that it is really no
identification at 2ll., I did
not give him a name.

ou‘ _’m”?\ TESS

"Definitely". CHANCE knew the face, but
neither he nor I put a name to it at this
stage. When we had finished discussing the
names I picked up the photograph again and
asked him to put a name fo it *e was unable
to do so
familiar 71th the conteXu OL the jeople he
had met in the flat. I then told him the name.
On reflection I am not guite sure what to make
of CHANCE's expression at this moment. It
appeared to be one of surprise, which seemed
to be mixed up with a rather knowing look as
if he now realised the object of the exercise.

(£) Vietor ROTHSCHILD

"Not really".

COMMENT: The photograph is a recent
e press cutting and as he was

TBO, «xsws




Reference

s0 indefinite I did not give
CHANCE the name. I expect he
knew who it was in any case.

(g) Tess MAYOR
"Could she have been his girlfriend?"

Thinking that he was referring to ROTHSCHILD,
I said "she married him in 1946", JHAWCE
looked surprised and I realised that he had
not been veferrinr to ROTHSCHILD but
LLEWELYN-DAVIES. CHANCE confirmed that this
was so. Ae went on to say that he thought
that this must have been the woman he had
met with LLEWELYN-DAVIES when walking near

Tring during the war; perhaps this was what
he had looked so embarrassed about.

George THOMS
CHANCE agreed that he had met THOMS
k "t he knew him to have been
AWELYN=-DAVIES. However he could
hat he remembered him in ILLEWELYN-DAVIES!

Desmond BERNAL

He had known
he could have been LY N=DAY
cirecle of irlenﬂq at about tr in His
clearest memory of BERNAL &1Ted from rather
later about 1938 or 1939, when BERNAL had
burst into a meeting of the Oooiqllgl Charity
Group, which CHANCE had been attending in
somebody's flat. BERNAL had arrived with a
woman and had walked straight through the
meeting into the bedroom with her, much to
the astonishment of those present.

Stuart HX;LWPIfA

P

"Oh yes, yes He goes with him"., CHANCE
was nearly as emnhﬁulc over k HIRE as he
had been over PROCTOR. He commented that he
had taken part, some ten years ago in a Dbb
radio discussion programme with nxJJSTI B

//(k:> L A
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(k) James KLUGMAN

The response was a flat "yes". He had
not known KLUGMAN well, but was quite definite
that he had seen him in the LLEWELYN-PAVIES
flat at about this time.

74 At the end of the list of names CHANCE asked what
I was getting at. He himself was puzzled he did not
recognise any of these people as UCL members nor indeed
thinking about it had he known any of them to be at
London University. I let him go on musing as to what

he had been doing in this sort of company and how he had
come into it. He wondered if Arnold BECK might have
introduced him, but came to the conclusion that this was

had much in common with the people we had been discussing.
He repeated that he was sure that we must have discussed
the person who introduced him to LLEWELYN-DAVIES. In

the end he came to the conclusion that they all came from
the same sort of background as himself and he had found
them agreeable company.

COMMENT: As far as it goes this would
—————— seem reasonable. CHANCE's own
family background is vaguely Bloomsbury
as his mother was prominent in the
Federation of Progressive Societies
and Individuals and was a friend of
Harold LASKIE, Hyman LEVY and
H.G. WELLS. After g visit to Russia
in 1936, he came back disillusioned
and joined the Socialist Clarity
Group with people like Patrick GORDON
WALKER, William WARBEY and Austen ALBU.
CHANCE's wife has said that it took about
five years for him to finally rid
himself of sympathy for the party
after he was thrown out in 1936.

83 I asked CHANCE to describe to me what he thought
LLEWELYN-DAVIES's politics had been at this time. CHANCE
said that he could not say whether or not LLEWELYN-DAVIES
had held a party card, but looking back he thought of him
either as a communist or so near the party as to make no
difference. Probably the best way to describe him was to
say that he had been a pretty voluble Marxist. Of the
others he was fairly certain that PLAYFAIR had been a
communist in his beliefs if not actually a party member.
The rest he was not certain about, but his memory was

/that 2 e 0 e n
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Reference

that discussions and conversations in LLEWELYN-DAVIES'
f1lat had always had a distinct leftwing flavour,
whoever had been there.

9. One other person whom he put in the same sort of
category as LLEWELYN-DAVIES was the present lMrs Michael
ABERCROMBIE (PF 154,956), who CHANCE felt, had always
treated him with the same reserve as LLEWELYN-DAVIES.
She now worked for LLEWELYN-DAVIES at the Bartlett
School of Architecture.

COMMENT: CHANCE mentioned Minnie Louise
— ABERCROMBIE at the second interview,
when he said that he had felt that
she was a communist like LLEWELYN-DAVIES
in everything but holding a party card.

10. After s few more questions of concern to F2/URG
T closed the interview and left soon after 4.15 pm.

GENERAL COMMENT

i A In three interviews CHANCE has provided a good

deal of information of considerable interest, which both
checks with our records and with the memories of other
people who have been interviewed. However he has a patchy
memory, which is hardly surprising at this distance in
time. Throughout the three interviews he has shown
himself much better at remembering faces and the
circumstances he knew them in than if only a name is put
to him.

12 The original information regarding LLEWELYN-DAVIES
was volunteered by CHANCE and he has made no bones of the
fact that his own presence with this collection of people
looks distinctly odd. However I do not think, having
spent some considerable time with him, that this is
necessarily sinister nor do I think that he would ever
have consented to become a sSpy.

1.5 On the whole I would classify CHANCE as a reliable
source subject to the limits imposed by fading memory.

Wader

F2 /URG/B7 J.R. Grayburn

13th January 1972
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Logse Winute

Attached to POL.F.50-24-124,
volume 2

Copied to: PP 604,604

Reference the proposed warrant on a Life
Peer (PF 604,604) whose wife is also a Life Peer,
the policy of the lLabour Administration was
decided at 72a and Minute 73 and given in answer
to P.Q.8 at 98e (Hansard col, 639). The answer at
112a makes it clear that the poliey applies to
members of either House. D.G.'s note at 170a
records the thinking of the Conservative
Administration on taking office. ' The Prime
Minister subsequently answered a P.Q. on the subject
and the Hansard extract is at 170b.

24 It seems to me from the above that if a
warrant is approved on a member of either House
the Prime Minister will at some stage have to
honour his pledge to inform the House that an
exception has been made in the interest of
national security. Though you may wish to seek
Sir Philip Allen's view, I would myself doubt
whether this case is a good one on which to try
to break the ruling.

Seect./0 T.P, Aubrey

12 January 1972
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REQUEST FOR PASSPORT PAPERS

In respect of the following person may we please :—

Mark Borrow latest passport file
. or
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D Be informed of number, date and place

required
of issue of current passport.

Our File No.: DF_.6046024
Surname: LI EBEWELYY
First Names: Richard

Place and Date
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PF.604604

NOTE FOR FILE

At serial 70ab Sir Edward PLAYFAIR is reported
as saying fhﬁ+ Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES came from a
TmWWLTy intellectual family.

: In Burke's Peerage, 1970, Richard LLEWELYN-
AVIES's lineage is given as follows:-
The Rev. J. Llewelyn DAVIES born 26.2.1826,
educ. Repton and Trinity College, Cambridge,
m. 1859, Mary (d4.1895) daughter of Mrs.
Justice CROMPTON and d. 1916, leaving issue,

Crompton Llewelyn DAVIS b.1887, educ.Marlborough
and TTlPlty College, Cambridge, m.Moya (d. 1944)
daughter of James O'CONNOR and d.1935 leaving
issue,

Richard ILlewelyn, created a life Baron, 1964.
Kathleen Llewelyn.

B According to Who Was Who, 1916-28, the Rev.
John Llewelyn DAVIES, born 26 Fobruarj 1826 (Richard's
grandfather) was a Bell Scholar at Cambridge, 1845; 1lst
Class in Classics, 1848; PFellow of Trinity, 1851-59;
Curate of St. Ann's, Limehouse, 1851-52; Vicar of

St. Mark's ”hwtnchqrol 1852-56; Rector of Christ
Church, St. Marylebone, 1856-89; Vicar of Kirkby
Lonsdale, 1889-1908; Hon. Chaplain to the King.
Address: 11 Hampstead Square, N.W.

4, Who Was Who, 1916-28 also contains an entry
for Charles LleWOlvn D@VI’% ».29.2.1860 in London,
eldest son of the Rev. John ITowelyn DAVIES (and therefore
Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES's uncle). Educ. Marlborough
College, 1r7n1ty College Cambridge (Scholar), Fellow 1883,
1st Class in Classical Tripos, 1882, Bell Unlver ity
Scholar. Clerk in the Local Government Board, 1884;
tranuferred to tho TTeQSUPJ, 1888. Address: lO Lupus
Street, Pimlico, (Died 30 November 1927).

h% 'Lytton Strachey' by Michael Holroyd (Penguin
Books, 1971 2 vols) containsg several references to
Theodore Llewelyn Davies. He was a close friend of
Lytton Strachey from Trinity days and was one of the
original group of friends who met in the house shared
by Adrlan “and Virginia Stephen in Fitzroy Square in the
early years of this con+urv These gatherings were,

A
A\ )\ (\’n

Jaccording... e (KC




according to Duncan Grant, the beginnings of the
Bloomsbury Group. Theodore LlGW@an Davies entered
the Treasury and was drowned in a oq+h1wg accident in

1905. I think it likely that he was another of the
sons of the Rev. John Llewelyn Davies.

6. Adrian Ste .
Vanessa and Virginia wfe ohen was the father of Richard
LIEWELYN-DAVIES 's= first fo Ann. He was a celebrated
practloal joker and he]pod to stage a number of famous
hoaxes including digging up Plocad171v as & navvy and
the review of H.M.S. Droadnovght by the® Emperor of
Abyssinia’ and his retinue

phen, the younger brother of

i~
o~
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Reference. LOQSE. NMINUTE. ...

) |

At ons discussion on Monday 29th
November you said you were intending to
see CHANCE again before Christmas and
would be prepared to gquestion him
further about LLEWELYN-DAVIES.

2a I attach a brief on LLEWELYN-
DAVIES covering the period between his
coming down from Cambridge in 1935 and
going to Ireland in 1939.

Conunen t o 'm,\,\ loose SRR 5] ”él[zl‘“)
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bt Kerps fo Panasity,

When saw Michael
‘CE (University College, London,

~-36) in October, CHANCE said that
had known LILEVELYN-DAVIES in London
i 53C and had visited his

N1 )A o

pefore Chris .
prepared to ;ncluie Ln uhe 1uterv

some gquestions about LILEWELYN- 'AVI
Gn the na81s of 8 discussion which

Bill Pra and I had with him on llonday

I have grepared the attached brief.

s I would like to send over the
file with this brief; may I do so?

el &MKLCL

S. Rimington
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PF.604604

Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES

Lord LLEWELYN-DAVIES

Personal Particulars

Born : 24,12.12 in London

Father : Crompton LLEWELYN-DAVIES

Mother : Moya nee 0'CONNOR (See note (i) below)

Education : pre 1931 :

1931235

Occupation : 21936-
1939-41
1942-438
1946
1953-60

1960~

1961~

Educated privately

: Trinity College, Cambridge

Ecole des Beaux Arts, Paris
Architectural aAssociation Course

Tecton (firm of Communist architects)

?Manager of a restaurant in Ireland

¢+ Architect, L.M.S. Railways

Member of Government Mission to study
war-time advances in German building and
civil engineering,

Director of Division for Architectural
Studies, Nuffield Foundation

Professor of Architecture, University
College, London

Member of the Royal Fine Arts Commission
Member R.I1I.B.A. Board of Architectural
Education

Planner and Senior Partner,
Llewelyn-Davies, Weeks, Forestier-Walker
& Bor, Architects

Addresses : 2Autumn 1935~ : Brunswick Square

1938-Sep. 1939 : Flat 21, Highpoint, Highgate

Sep.1939-July'L1: Brookeville House, Raheny, Co,Dublin

July 1941

: Stone Rural District

Nov, '41-July 'L2: Hemel Hempstead

1942
June 1943~

: Bentinck Street

: Carpenters Yard, Park Street,
Tring (country home)

August 1943 : Berkhampstead

AA9L5/ % s




1945 70 Palace Gardens Terrace, W.8
1951 : 12 Mecklenburgh Square, W,C.1
1960~ : 36 Parkhill Road, N.W.3

Marriage : c.1938-43 : Ann STEPHEN (See Note (ii))

194 3=~ : Annie Patricia nee PARRY formerly
RAWDON-SMITH (See Note (iii))

Note

(i) LLEWELYN-DAVIES's mother was the mistress of Michael COLLINS,
the Irish nationalist, and went to jail in the Easter Rising
in Ireland in 1916, She had an affair with Alister WATSON
lasting from 1928 to 1935.

(ii) Ann STEPHEN (Newnham 1935-38) is a granddaughter of
Sir Leslie STEPHEN and thus a neéfce of Virginia WOOLF and «
cousin of Julian BELL., She was a member of the C,P., from
1935 to 1939 and from 1941 to 1946 and until at least 1969,
was involved with various Communist front organisations.
After her divorce from LLEWELYN-DAVIES she married Richard
Lawrence Millington SYNGE (Trinity 1936-39), a scientist
and C.P, member from 1936 to 1948,

Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES's first husband was Alexander Francis
RAWDON-SMITH (Peterhouse 1930-33/36) a physicist., He was
an Apostle but was apparently not particularly active
politically at Cambridge.

Background

1. Cambridge 1931-35

LLEWELYN-DAVIES was an Apostle and a leading figure in
Cambridge Communism. TFor at least part of his time at Cambridge
he was a close friend of BURGESS,

2. Summer 1935 - September 1939

We have very little precise information about
LLEWELYN-DAVIES's private life or his political activities between
summer 1935 when he came down from Cambridge and September 1939
when he went to Ireland.

(i) Address
At some time between summer 41935 and 1938 and possibly for

/the { ] L L




the whole period, he had a flat in Brunswick Square, He
certainly had this flat in Spring 1936 when he lent it to
WATSON,

Oceupation

For some part of the period summer 1935 to September 1939
he was employed by TECTON, the firm of pro-Communist
architects., At some point he did a course at the Ecole

des Beaux Arts and another at the Architectural Association
in London., We have not so far been able to date any of
this precisely.

Security Information
We have very little security information about LLEWELYN-
DAVIES's activities during this period., We have been told:

(a) He frequently visited Cambridge during the first
year after he came down (1935/6) and always waved the
red flag;

(b) He was a member of a left-wing group which included
BURGESS and which was based on Cambridge friendships
but centred in London; he was Marxist in outlook but
was probably not a Party member; he was intellectually
a Communist,

(c) He was much involved with Berthold (@ Tolick) LUBETKIN,
the Russian born architect,who joined the C.P.G.B. in
1932 and who was regarded as the elder statesman of the
group.

(d) By CHANCE himself, at the first interview, that he held
meetings in his flat.

Close friends and acquaintances during this period

Alister WATSON

Eddie PLAYFAIR

Denis PROCTOR

Henry LINTOTT

Ian HENDERSON

Susan HENDERSON (married WATSON in 1936)
Anthony BLUNT

Guy BURGESS

Victor ROTHSCHILD

Tess MAYOR (married ROTHSCHILD in 1946)
George THOMSON

Desmond BERNAL

Stuart HAMPSHIRE

James KLUGMANN




To ask CHANCE

1 How and when did CHANCE meet LLEWELYN=-DAVIES? Did
LLEWELYN-DAVIES have some connection with University College
at the time? Was he involved in any way with U.C.L. left-wing
activities?

2e CHANCE said that he visited LLEWELYN-DAVIES in a flat

near John Street. Could this have been the flat in Brunswick
Square? Can he date this visit? (It was probably not Spring,
1936, as this was when LLEWELYN-DAVIES lent the flat to WATSON, )

o Does CHANCE know who LLEWELYN-DAVIES was working for at the
time? He might have been at Tecton or possibly doing the
Architectural Association course,

L, CHANCE referred to meetings held in LLEWELYN-DAVIES's flat,
What kind of meetings were these? Were they political meetings
of an organised kind and  if so, of what nature and of what
organisation, or were they merely gatherings of like-minded
friends? Can he remember the names of any of the people who
attended?(see list of friends and acquaintances aboveg

5e Has CHANCE any further comments on LLEWELYN-DAVIES's
political outlook at the time? We have been told that LLEWELYN-
DAVIES, being Irish, was without loyalty to this country; that
right up to the outbreak of war he was Marxist in outlook and,
from some sources,that right up to the end of the thirties he was
a Communist,

6s We would be most interested in any comments CHANCE has on
LLEWELYN-DAVIES's activities, his friends etc. at the time he
knew him,

Ye.

S. Rimington

K.3/8

3rd December, 1971




Address

Bateman St.
Cambridge
(1022)

United States
(86¢c)

Bentinck S+t

Occupation

Student at
Girton College
Cambridge

Secretary to a
Doctor (103§)

Civil Service
(from 1940)

Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES

General
Activities

Married Alex

?AWDQ&;SMI$H4AQ?-

an Apostle
Acted with under-
graduates (102a)
(BLACKBURNE)

Divorced from
RAWDON-SMITH

in States N
(86c) 25542 (rf o)

Close Friends
and
Acquaintances

BERNAL

Tess MAYOR
BLUNT BURGESS &
presumably the
Apostles group
WATERLOW (from
winter 1936)
Affair with
BLUNT (?1936/7
86¢c)

?Affair with
NOEL-BAKER in
the States
(86¢c)

Affair with John
STRACHEY (1940/41)
(105Db)

HEWIT, BLUNT,
BURGESS, Tess
MAYOR and all the
Bentinck St group
Judith FISCHER-
WILLIAMS, David
HUBBACK (53b)
WATERLOW

Security Information

Attended Lettice
RAMSAY's soirees.
Definitely a Communist
(HODGART 96b)

Not in Party but moved
among those who were
(HODGART 133z)

Not in Student Branch
but several friends who
were (HENDERSON 135z)
WATERLOW asked her to
take a letter to Paris
for ?KLUGMANN (BLUNT 70e
Never a Party member
though sympathetic.
Very ambitious and
ruthless (WATERLOW 95%)
Not in touch with
underground activities
(WATERLOW 95b)

1940 ROTHSCHILD asked
Pat to be his secretar
in MI5. Refused (127a
Very politically minded.
Attended weekly dinners
at Garibaldis (HEWIT)24b
A1l the Bentinck St
crowd behaved as
communists (POPE-
HENNESSY 25x) ”




March
1944-45

1945-46
1946-47
Oct 1947

March
1950~
August
1950

October
1951

Address

Carpenters
Yard, Park
St. Tring

70 Palace
Gardens
Terrace, W8
(1945 102)

12 Mecklen-
burgh Square
W.C.1 (14a)
and Carpenters
Yard, Tring

Occups’don

Private Sec

to NOEL-BAKER
at Ministry of
War Transport

Foreign Office
Air Ministry
Agsst. 'P.5. teo
Sec of State at
CRO (NOEL BAKER)
(18a, 14b)

P.5. to NOEL-
BAKER at Ministry
of Fuel & Power
(18a)

Stood as Labour
candidate for
Wolverhampton
S.W. (18b§

General

Activities

Affair with
T-D (126a)

Before June
1943 married
LLEWELYN-DAVIES

CQse Friends &
Acquaintances

BERNAL

Kingsley MARTIN
NOEL-BAKER's
mistress (STRAIGHT
51 ababb)
Infatuated with
NOEL-BAKER (EAST
107Dp)

Security Information

Hated BURGESS for
reasons of sex,

jealousy etc (BLUNT 53b)
BURGESSdislikéd her
{(POOTMANCE8bY* . | .
Not ¢lose to BURGESS or
BLUNT

Didn't seem to like them
(VESEY 86D)

Advised BURGESS how to
approach the War Office
on behalf of a friend
(2z)

In effect N-B's politica
adviser (EAST 107b)

Well to left of Labour
Party but not a Marxist
or Communist though
idolised John CORNFORD
(EAST 107b)

Might have been recruite
and obtaining infor-
mation from NOEL-BAKER
(STRAIGHT 5lababb)

Using N-B to further
political career (BLUNT
51 ababb)

A Bevanite not a Marxist
(HAMPSHIRE 67Db)




Address

36 Parkhill

oad, NW3
(“wn, April
1960)

Occupation

Labour Candid-
ate for
Wandsworth
Central

Member of

Board of
Governors, Gt.
Ormond St.
Hospital (1955-
67)

Labour Candidate
for Wandsworth
Central
Secretary of
Africa Education-
al Trust
Hon.Sec. Labour
Parliamentary
Association
(1960-69)

Chairman Great
Ormond Street
Hospital (79a)
Member of the
Court of the
University of
Sussex (1967-69)

General

Activities

Close Friends &
Acguaintances

Anthony GREENWOOD
Michael FOOT (38a)

CHILVER. Acted
as his cover when
he went to see
his mistress (79a)

rity Information

Left wing Labour, Anti
South Africa (38a)

In touch with Zimbabwe
African People's Union
Moved her office to be
rid of the influence
of the Africa Bureau
(Communist penetrated)

: ight Labour Party
(PLAYFAIR 702b)




Security Information

Address Occupation General Close Friends &
Activities Acoguaintances

Octobker Visited ZAPU
1968 offices in
Zambia (113y)

March Baroness in
1969 Waiting at
House of Lords
(Govt. Whip)
119b

Gave up work for
Great Ormond St
Hospital & Africal
Educational
Trust (121a)




Year

Qet 1931-
June 1935

Address

Occupation

Trinity College
Cambridge

Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES

General
Activities

Apostle (2z)
Did not take
very left wing
line in
Apostles
(BLUNT 53%b)

Close Friends

George THOMSON
WATSON

Philip GELL )§E
ASTBURY )
LONG )

#prccording to
WATSON (73b)

BURGESS

(In last year
according to
BLUNT)

sEb

PF,604604

Security Information

Leading figure in
Cambridge Communism

(Margaret STEWART (51ab)

Member of Student Branch
(KING 21z)
Far to the Left (LINTOTT
114Db)
One of the Communist
Apostles (GREY WALTER
' 125%)
Very close to the Party
(WATSON 73b)
Not !sure if Branch
member (BARNARD 137z)
Almost a creation of
George THOMSON
Mad, Irish revolutionary
background very radical
(BLUNT 53b,67a)
Much influenced by Georgd
THOMSON (PLAYFAIR 70ab
and WATSON 87a)
Together with BURGESS
brought John MADGE into
¢.P, (21a)
Tried to recruit
Margaret STEWART into
¢.P. (51ab)
Worshipped by BURGESS
(BERLIN 59b)
Active and colourful
member of Soc. Soc
BARNARD 137z)




February

1934

1934-35

Spring
1955

July-
August
1955

Summer

1955

Address

Brunswick
Square
(HENDERSON
135z )

Brunswick
Square
(WATSON 87a)

Occupation

?Pecton
(HENDERSON
1352)

?Ecole des
Beaux Arts
(dates

uncertain)

General
Activities

To France with
Sean LLEWELYN-
DAVIES & WATSON
(872) (WATSON)

One of a party
at LINTOTT's
cottage in
Berkgwith
PLAYFATIR,
WATSON and
Susan HENDERSON
(WATSON 87a)

Lent flat to
HENDERSON
occasionally

(135z)

Lent flat to
WATSON (87a)

Close Friends

WATSON

Security information

Member Publicity Cttee
of Cambridge Student
Anti-War Committee (1%2z

Marxist but probably
no longer Student Branch
member (HENDERSON 135z)

Had introduction to
Charles MAURON (Left-
wing writer) 87a
(WATSON )

Went to Russia (31

1935/%6 Frequently
vigited Cambridge and
waved red flag
(HENDERSON 137z and
HODGART 133z)

Held meetings in his
flat (CHANCE 140a)




Summer
1938
or 39

Sept.
1959~
=y 41

thay 14 |
July
1941

Nov 41-
at least
July 42

Address

Flat 21,
Highpoint,
Highgate

Brookeville
House,
Raheny,
Co. .Dublin

Coolocke, Oudolun

(p-p- popers)
STONE R.D.

Hemel
Hempstead

Occupaiion

?Architectural
Association
course (dates
uncertain)
(WATSON 88b)

Tecton (firm of
Communist
architects)
(dates uncertain)

Ran a restaurant
(WATSON 88b)

?Town Planning
job (Lady
ROTHSCHILD 103a)

General
Aetiwvities

?Married Ann
STEPHEN (CP
Member)

Shared flat
with COOKE &
PLAYFAIR (132a)

House in Cassis
visited by
HODGART (133%z)

Visited UK in
1940

Ci,se Friends

LUBETKIN, PLAYFAIR,

LINTOTT, BURGESS,
BLUNT, COOKE,
WATSON, PROCTOR

Security Information

Much involved with pro-

Soviet LUBETKIN

PROCTOR (133a)

Member of left-wing

group based on Cambridgs

days but centred in

London. A Communist/

Marxist though probably

not a Party member

(PLAYFAIR 70ab)

Far on the left (LINTOTT
114Db)

Still intellectually a
Communist (HODGART 133z)

Regarded himself as
Irish and without
loyalty to this
country (Lady
ROTHSCHILD 103a)




Carpenters
Yard, Park
St. Tring

(Berkhampstead)

70 Palace Gardens
Terrace W.8

(1945 10a)

1942-48 Archi-
tect, LMY
Railways

Member of Govt
Mission to
Germany to
study advances
in building

L

General
Activities

Member of
Cranium Club
(WATSON 88b)

Visited
Ireland

(1342)

Beé%gﬁgcﬁxne
1943% married
Pat

Vigited
Ireland(134a)

210 US-A

(f*?‘¥““?¢f§>

BURGESS, BLUNT,
WATSON, PHILBY
(according to
Watson 73b & Flora
SOLOMON 76b, not
according to BLUNT
88b) and presumably
all the Bentinck St
Group.

Security Information

Guy did not like him
because Guy disliked
Pat (BLUNT 88b)

Still very left

Not known to BLUNT to
have been recruited by
BURGESS (126a)

Involved in a meeting
between WATSON & BURGESS
controller (WATSON 73%b)
BURGESS & BLUNT both
furiously disgusted
that he came to live at
Bentinck St (Lady
ROTHSCHILD 103a)

All the Bentinck St
crowd behaved as
Communists (POPE
HENNESSY 25x)

Gave parties after
Apostles meetings
(GREY WALTER 125z)

After the war
appeared to be
non-political
(PLAYFAIR 70ab)




Address General _q.gse Priends Security Information
~Activities &7

gssociates

Bven to the left of
Pat, 1947-50 (EAST
107b)

Leverhulme 795 WS A on Probably no longer a
grant for u»g&éfcbkf Communist (CUMMING
research into o o S BRUCE) 1z, 1948
building (PP peperd)

construction

(552)

Attended Still friendly
Apostles with BURGESS
functions (2z)

(2z)

12 Mecklen~- BLUNT BLUNT, ROTHSCHILDs
burgh Square stayed (2a)

WCl (14a) and weekend
Carpenters (2a)
Yard, Tring

Still close
friends with BLUNT
(20c ete)

Director of Member of UK Committee
Division for of International Union
Architectural of Architects (Comm
Studies, influenced) 26b
Nuffield Found-
ation 1953-60




Cr

Address ¥neral e Frier Security Information
Activities & Associates

Director of
Architectural
Studies,
Nuffield Found-
ation (27z)

October Prof. 'of

1960 Architecture,
University of
London (38a) &
Consultant
Architect

Member Roya
FPine Arts
Commission

(55a)

December Made a Life
1963 Peer (51a)

1965 Talks like a Marxist.
Still holds Marxist
views (HAMPSHIRE

67b)

"All right now"
(PLAYFAIR 104a)




Serial 1 458‘ . Dated
/F2/URG

Subject : MEYER, Frank Strauss

‘University, College and dates: ~~ 1929-32: Balliol, Oxford
1932-34: L.S.E.

Position in Student Movement or other significant involvement :

Founder member of October Club, Oxford.
Secretary of C.P.G.B. Student Bureau 1932=3%4

Reliability : Very helpful, but memory now becoming less reliabl

"Dawzmdtheofhumvmw: 22nd/23rd October 1971 at MEYER'S home;
J Ohayo Mountain Rd., Woodstock, He¥ey UsSehe
Interviewing Officer: @ (if used)

Cambridge University

Individuals : i

12. In previous interviews MEYER has remembered the names
of about ten Cambridge Communists with whom he dealt.

Qs Has he any recollection of dealing with the following who
are believed to have been contemporaries of those he has
already mentioned?

Robert BARNES (PF 292,229)

Richard LLEWELLYN-DAVIES (PF 604,604 )
Demnis STOTT (PF 41,659) '
Jim LEES (PF 149,538)

Tony STEVENS (BF 42,184)

Barnett "Woggie" wq;F (PF 42,557)

Gan he say to what extent these people were active Communists?

MEYER knew none of these names.

COMMENT: BARNES, STOTT, LEES, STEVENS and WOOLF were
all active in the Communist Movement in
Cambridge in the years between 1931 and 1934
but this question was posed rather %o see if
MEYER reacted to the name of LLEWELLYN-DAVIES
about whose position at that time we are
uncertain.
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NOTE FOR FILE

In Who's Who 1971 Barone
LLEWELYN-DAVIES's occupations are
as:

ss
given

1940-51: Civil Servant.
Ministry of War Transport, Foreign Office,
Adr ' Ministry, Q.R.O,

1955-67: Member of the Board of
Governors, Great Ormond Street Hospital.

1967-69: Member of the Court
of the University of Sussex.

1960-69: Hon. Secretary of the
Labour Parliamentary Association.

G
vV
YY&
S. Rimington

K.3/8

2912 . TL




PF.604604
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Serial 188a in PF.203602,
file for Ann SYNGE (nee STEPHEN)
Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES's first wife,
containg a list of her addresses which
she supplied in 1963 when applying
for a U.S. visa. The list includes the
following:
19%38-Sept.39: Flat 21, Highpoint,
Highgate
Sept.19%9~ Brookville House,
June 1941: Raheny, Co.Dublin

I think it is a fair assumption that

these were also the addresses of
Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES at the same time.

NS

S. Rimington
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{’ "& EX§/_F.ACT FROM F2/URG INTERVIEW REPORT
Extract for File No.: .. i s Name : .
Original in File Na

Extracted by Y

Subject : Miclicel R.A., CHANCE

University, Coilege and dates: dniversity College, London, 19%2-36

Position in Student Movement or other significant involvement :

Lember of the "Org. Comm." of the Student branch at {{.C.L.

Reliability: A reliable and useful source

‘ate and Place of mtemowzéa July, 1971, at 12, Innage Road, Northficld,

Interviewing 7 licer: @ (if used)

3. CHANCE reminded me that during our first conversation
he had described Hymen LEVY as being one of those people who
loved to have their cake and eat it. By this he had meant
that they asreed with the Party lines, followed it and were
prepared to help but that they did not have the stigma of
actUal membership. They were of the Party without carrying
the Party card. He said that at about this time he remcmber-
od being invited to a flat in or near John St. which had been
owned by a wealthy young architect. The purpose of the visit
Had been to view a large mural which the young man had comm~
issioned. CHANCE described it as vlllgar and ludicrous in the
thenisocialist labour tradition. Apart from this particular
visit CHANCE said that he remembered meetings being held in
this flat and asked if I knew the young architect to whom
He was referring. I said that I was prepared to make &
sporting gucss as to his identity but would prefer if he
dere to tell me himself! CHANCE laughed amd said that 1%
had been Llewellyn DAVIES, now enobled and he remembered
"doing very good work". IHe had always held the same posit-
ion in CHANCE'S mind as Hymen LEVY. He went on to say that
whenever he had subsequently met Llewellyn DAVIES he had
sensed that the man was acutely embarrassed. He remembered
one occasion during the war when he had been walking by

o himself near Tring and had come face to face with Llevwellyn

w@DAVIES. He had a vived impression of this sense of embarras—
sement. He thought that it was some four years ago that
he had last seen Llewellyn DAVIES and the embarrassement had
atill been Gthere though he thought somewhat dindhished.

COMMENT 2

Llewellyn DAVIES has PF 604,604 eand is ®Ow

head of the Bartlett School of Architecture av

U.C.L. In the mid 1930's he is believed to have
Loyt o flat in Brunswick Square. Whilst at

Cambridge he was classified as a Marxist by one

of his contemporaries.

S Form

| THIS IS A COPY
ORIGINAL DOCUMENT RETAINED
IN DEPARTMENT UNDER SECTION
3(4) OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS
OGO —T oo, 52
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Loose Minute

Ko3e/M ower

&

Richard LLEWELYN-~-DAVIES

Probably a year or more ago my wife and I were in conversation
with Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES about political demonstrations in the streets
and the behaviour of police forces in handling them.

24 Pat LLEVELYN-DAVIBS remarked that the police were often brutal.
She recalled a demonstration in which she had participated before the
Second World Jar in London, This had teken place in a square
(Russell, Bedford?) and the mounted police behaviour had been nasty.
She added that Richard had been there "on the opposite side with his
first wife".

D This was the first time that either my wife or myself had heard
that Richard had been married before and this was the point that
attracted our attention., I remember thinking at the time, however,

that perhaps Richard had been on the "opposite side" politically although
the way she spoke did not rule out "the other side of the square"

4. I brought this up in conversation with my wife in the last few
days and asked her what interpretation she had placed on the words

"on the opposite side". She said that she had understood them to mean
on the other side of the square but that the other possibility had also
gone through her mind,

5 I am afraid that this does little to clear up the point but you
said that you would like to have a note.

r)F H, M. Askew

7th June, 1971.
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NOTE FOR FILE i i I

R G A et AT

When discussing the work of K.3 today with
K8/Martin Askew I mentioned the name of Richard
LLEWLYN-DAVIES as one of those whom, however difficult
it might be, we would have to interview. Askew
informed me that the LLEWELYN-DAVIESS were his landlords;
and added the following items:-

(i) Lady LLEWELYN-DAVIES had remarked to

him after her Security briefing (presumably (e. [(dia
by a C Branch officer) that she was sure

that these exercises were designed not so

much to impart information as to take a

sharp look at the interviewee to see that

he or she was all right.

(ii) He had recently been visited by a
very smooth Post Office engineer who said
that there had been some trouble with the
metering of the line which Askew shared
with Lord and Lady LLEWELYN-DAVIES, and a
consequent confusion over the bills. He
asked if he could regive the telephone in
Askew's house. Being somewhat suspicious
of this performance Askew had asked one of
his technical experts whether it would have
been possible to know of this trouble
without a formal complaint, and had been
told that it would not. He therefore asked
Lady LLEWELYN-DAVIES if she had made any
complaint and whether she had received a
request about the re-wiring of her home.
Her reaction, apparently, was to say that
one of them must be "on tap" and asked
Askew whether there was any reason why he
(who she thinks is in the FCO) should be an
objeet of interest.

25 While this may reflect some degree of guilty
conscience on the part of Lady LLEWELYN-DAVIES, it is
unfortunate because, if and when we get round to
interviewing Lord and Lady LLEWELYN-DAVIES, she can

/herdlyd. vess




hardly fail to connect the suspected telephone tap
and the interview - and come to the wrong conclusion,
We are not in fact operating a telecheck on her, but
she is unlikely to be impressed by our denials; and

the interviewing officer's task, already difficult
enough, is likely therefore to be more difficult still.
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EXTRACT FROM F2/URG INTERVIEW REPORT
Extract for File No. : RN Name: ..... R.\... DAVES. .
Original v FiteNo.: BB, B2,0%4. 0. 0. .00 i Vol ..3..... Serial .1982. . Dated 1..6,71,
Extracted by: ....R6/T:B.... " /F2/URG Date i 15460 T ...t

Subject:  BARWARD, George  Alfred

Unwemny,CoHegeanddaws: 1933-37 St. John's, Cambridee.

Position in Student Movement or other significant involvement :

BARNARD was a member of the Organising Committee (Org. Comm.)
of the Cambridce University branch of the‘C.P. (C.U.C.P.)
in the years 1934/3%5 and 1935/36, and as a member

ReHabnnx:
He is recarded as reliable

\ , i i
(fiiveandPhceofhnmvwW: 8th, 19th ‘& 29th March 1971. 1st two interviews at
\ Prof. BARNARD's oifice, Essex. Univ. Third at Room 055.
; @ (if used)

Interviewing Officer : :
: E.W. Pratt.
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the student branch,

frequent visitor to Cambrid
the first year or so after had gone down. He had
to wearing red shirts "which was the kind of thing we
for". BARNARD knew that LILEWELYN-DAVIES had been an !
had moved largely in
known virtually noth
the Apostles while h
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Extract for File No. :
OnmnminFNeNo.:RF,HTOi,.339“.{.

Extracted by : ....Re2 /5.0, D,

Subject: - Matthew HODGART
University, College and dates: 1935-39: Pembroke, Cambridge.

Position in Student Movement or other significant involvement :

HODGART was a member of the Urganising Committee
(Ores, Comm.) of the Cambridre University Communist
Party (C.U.C.P.) in the Easter Term 193¢ and o
member of the Secretariat for the year 1936/36.
* Reliability : Sty o A 3 s 1
e R HUUGA 'L -is a very co-operative source and is regarded
as reliable. '

~Date and Place of Interview: 14th May, 1971 at Room 055

'lnterviewing Officer: E.W. Pratt ' - @ (if used)yil

‘AVEOPGAgT confirmed that it would be fair to describef |
RAWDON-SMITH as a Communist although she had never, as
as he knew, been a Party member.

CONMENT '

RAWDON-SMITH @ LLEWELLYN-DAVIES has

We have no evidence that Pat
ever been a Party member, }
; : 1

d
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Interviews to be conducted by K.3

Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES Trinity, Cambridge 1931-35
PF., 604,604
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60
Ke3e/BJW, P, (Copied to PF., 604,604 LL.-;AVIES)V//

You will remember that you looked at the K.3.
agsessment of WATERLOW at serial 5&a before you left
Fe2,/U.R,G, last month and thet in particular you
gueried the references to Pat LLEWELLYNDAVIZS formerly
RAWDON-SHITH being at Girton from 19335 to 1936 and
probably veing a Communist,

2a We do not know when she was at Girton but she
matriculated in 1934 and does not appear to have

taken a degree, The most positive statemente sbout
her political sympathies at this time have been
contributed by Matthew HODGART; in 1967 (PF,.604,604
serdal 96b) he said she had definitely been 2 Communist
and in 1970 (PP,60L4,60L serisl 133z) that she had not
been in the Party but must have been sympathetie.

When we see HODOART next week we might confirm that we
may interpret these two comments as meaning that she
fully accepted Communism without, as far as he is aware,
ever being a2 member of the Communist Party.




PF. 709,246
(WATERLOW )

Minute 60 Continued

3 Generally, the inforsation we heve about WATEILOW
himsell does not couflict with hts own statemenss about
hie (ommania* qcf!vitieg at Cambridp@ in that there is
no evidence (with the possible exception of the report
discusa»d in my next paragraph) thqt he was an active
Communliet oulside the two yeers [{cllowing the suumer
af 19356 which he has deseribed as the period of his
membership of the student branch,

Lo ihe item that presents us with some dif{ficulty
is the D,1 source report at serieal Lo, ’

(a) BSourge would seem to have been sbsolutely
correct in deseribing WATEILOW as Yan
earneat Communist who was at one time in
love with Pat RAWDON-SMITH™,

Although source degscribed WATERLOW
in the RURGE S/KLUGMANN cxrc-e
ITERIOW hineelf hes csaid that he sow
himself as *fint in the non-intelliectual
¢ligue noting: that he regarded the
intellectuals ac ineluding BURGESS, BLUNT
end Richard LLEWELLYN-LAVIZE, In referring

to the "BU GRSS/KLUCMANN group" source, of

course, ;r; “cl “avc been thinkinyg of something
different from WATE Laz'm "intellectual" group
sgpecially since in thote dayes KLUGHANN was
probably as much an ”nc»ivist“ as he was an
”intellectual".

Source sald that on one oceasion just pefore
. the war WATERLOW asked Pat RAWDOR-SHITH to
, take a clandestine letter concealed in her
— , clothing to Parie, Although WATERLOW has
THIS IS A COPY : talked to us about her he has never mentioned
ORIGINAL DOCUMENT RETAINED | this inecident and 1r by “"just bvefore the war"
IN DH%R?R#NTV“WHYQ[CHONl source means a matter of weeks or monthe prior

3(4) OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS to September 1952 this inecident suggests that
ACT 1958 ’]:t‘.uﬂz, WATETLOW may have been active clendestinely
after 1938,

5 My feeling is thnt we should suspend Judgement on
WATERLOY until we ¢an be more certain thaet he has told us
the truth about his renunciation of Communisz in 1938 and
his belonging to the sctivist rather then the intellectusl
clique, Could K, Branch go back to source to confirm
that WATERLOW belonged to the BURGESS/KLUGHANN ce¢lique and
to es phlish more procisely when Pat RAYDONSUITH carried
WATENLOY s lotter to Parisd i1t would elso be useful to
have source’'s view on WATERLOW's deseription of the branch
being divided into intellectuals and activista and to know
how, if he accepts WATERLCOW's point, he would classify his
contemporaries,

/ﬁ. After .,.




Minute 60 Continued

6. After WATERLOW was seen in 1968 the point was
made (serial “7a paragraph 8) that he was elther
inordinately vague or consciously withholding dnformation
and 1 think there is still little point in going back to
him st this stage.

THIS ISACOPY - -
ORIGINAL DOCUMENT RETAINED
IN DEPARTMENT UNDER SECTION
3(4) OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS
ACT 1958 T, nunse




THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT )
RETAINED IN DEPARTMENT
UNDER SECTION 3(4) OF
THE PUBLIC RECORDS

ACT 1958
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Extract for File No.: ...PE..AQk.A0 ....Q.G\ Name:.“..“.Richnrd.LL.,DA%§E§“. dz;
OnmnminFHeNoJ..RF.:m21»352.i\\)L:7)£F>VoI.“3.”.Seﬂm.13&2..Damd73m2.1971 3

Extracted by: ......9. /F2/URG ")2 Date v k@ adsd s S s medisas o s s !
Subiect; Kenneth ‘.Ian HENDERSON i '

University, College and dates: Christ's College, Cambridge 193L-37

Position in Student Movement or other significant invplvement: HENDERSON was an underground
member of the Communist Party at Cambridge, with the task of penetrating
the Cambridge University branch of the League of Nations Union. As a i
result of his activities at Cambridge HEN DERSON was selected to undertake
a courier mission for the Comintern using the cover of the World Youth '

Congress.,

Reliability: HENDERSON was co-operative and frank; the information he has
given is regarded as reliable. .

“ f Y /

_Date and Place of Interview:  3n3 November 1970 at the Swan Hotel, Lavenham.

@ (if used)

Interviewing Officer ! F.2/U.R.G./BE.W. Pratt
¥ Ko3l 3

KR beb%oy

765 We recalled that he had told us that PLUMB had shown
nim a new way to climb into College (vide paragraph L2 of
reporic dated 19th February 1970); could he tell us the
circumstances and background against which this incident had
taken place. ,
i HiNDERSON said it had haopened following a party in
London . In order to get to the party he had borrowed

iiichael STRAIGHT's car and had taken PLUMB with him. They

had got back to Christ's at about 3 o'clock in the morning

and it was then that PLULB had shown him this particularly
~easy route to climb into College. He confirmed that this

must have happened in 41956/37 which was the one year he |
himself had lived in. :

20 We asked where the party had been and who had becn at
16, He was not sure but thought it might have been given by
Henry LINTOTT (King's 1927-30; PF, 607,23%6) whom he described
as having been a great friend of Alister WATSCN (King's 1926-29/
39; PF. 47,496) who had married HENDZRSON's sister. He

could not be quite sure who had been there but it was likely
that in addition to LINTOTT and WATSON the party would have
included:

Eddie PLAYFAIR (King's 1927-30;
| PF, 604,861)
‘Richard LLEWELLYN-DAVIES | (Trinity 1931-35;.
\ PF., 604,604) \ 7

Vietor ROTHSCHILD (Crinity 193%0-33%/39;
PF. 605,563)

Anthony BLUNT (Trinity 1926-29/37;
PR, 604,532 ;

Guy BURGESS (Trinity 1930-33/35;
PF. 604,529)

/
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79. He explaincd that these had all been friends and had
given parties fairly often. HENDERSON had known most of them
through his life in Bloomsbury, but had become much closer to
the circle once Alister WATSON had arrived on the scene in
pursuit of his sister. It was also largely because of his
sister that he had come into fairly close contact with Victor
ROTHSCHILD; as she had been a close friend of ROTHSCHILD's
first wife Barbara (nee HUTCHINSON).

80. We asked how well PLUMB had known the people he had

named as having probably been at the party. HENDERSON said

- he had certainly known them all but none of them particularly

well. He thought PLUMB had tended to be rather on the fringe

of this group. We pointed out that there was a sirong

Apostolic element among those he had mentioned; this led

us to wonder why, with his entr&e into this circle of 'Angels’

of significance, and with his undoubted intellectual standard,

PLUMB had never become an Apostle. HENDERSON said that as he

had told us before he knew very little about the Apostles and

because of that was not clear why PLUMB, unlike the rest of

the circle, had not been an Apostle, 1
e |

COMMENT

HODGART has recently provided an
explanation.

[ Richard LLEWELLYN DAVIES (Trinity 1931-35; PF. 60k4,60L) /

|

Sills ‘HENDERSON had known LLEWELLYN DAVIKS well, primarﬂly

as a fraenq of his brother, Nigel, but also because he had seen
a %ot of him at Cambridge in the company of Alister WATSON . He
had therefore known him both in the context of Cambridge and
Bloomsbury._ During the year they had overlapped at Cambridge
(193Q/35) HENDERSON said that LLEWELLYN DAVIES had been a '
Marxist; he had almost certainly been in the student branch
but possibly had ceased to be during his last year; HENDERSON
was not sure about this, ; f

down from Cambridge in June 1935, HENDERSON said he had joined
a firm of a?chltects in London - he thought the name was |[TECTON
- and had lived in a flat in Brunswick Square; on occasions he
had_lent the flat to HENDERSON, Later he had gone to study in |
Paris, but HENDERSON was unable to date this. f l

COMIMENT

92. We asked what LLEWELLYN DAVIES had done after coging

We had not previously known that LLEWELLYN
DAVIES worked for TECTON, the file for wiiich was
destroyed in 1961.

An interesting remark relating to this
firm of architects is recorded in PF, 216,259
for Berthold ("Tollick") LUBEILKIN who must
have worked ifor TECTON at the same time as
LILEWALLYN DAVIZES. In 1935 it was recorded that
at the U.C.L. School of Architecture in Gower
Street it was said: "It does not matter if one
is sent down by the College authorities - Communist
architects can always get into TECTON",

During the 1930s the firm operated from
57 Haymarket S.,W.1.




t
95. We reminded him that at the previous interview he had
told us that LLEWELLYN DAVILS and Ann STEPHEN (Newnham 1935-
33; Pr. 203,602), who later was to become his first wife,
‘had together been promient figures in left wing Cambridge demos.
We would be interested to learn how their friendship had
developed in view of the fact that LLEWELLYIl DAVILS hadfgone
aown from Trinity before Ann had gone up to Newnham. humbuRSOV
said that their friendship had had its origins in Bloomsbury.
The STEPHENs had of course been leading figures in the Bloomsbury
set, and as we would know, his brother, Nigel, had married
Ann's sister Karen (Newnham 1937-40; PF. 133,3148). He went
on to say that after he had gone down LLEWELLYN DAVIES had returned
to Cambridge frequently as a visitor, and whenever he had done
so "he had always waved the red flag".

oL. We asked if he had known Pat RAWDON SMITH (Girton 193L4- ¢)
PF, 604,604) who had become LLEWELLYN DAVIES' second wife.

He had, but added that unlike Ann STEPHEN, who had been active,

he did not think that Pat had been in the student branch, although
she had had a number of friends who were. He had also known

her then husband, Alex RAWDON SMITH (Peterhouse 1930-33/36;

PP, 796,666). He said he did not think RAWDON SMITH had been
particularly active but had been well in with what he described

as the "King's left". We asked him to expand on the implications
of this description, HENDERSON said that by the "King's left"

he meant the King's Apostles such as Eddie PLAYFAIR, Harry
LINTOTT, Alister WATSON and others, who even after having gone
down from University had stuck together.

¢ e 00

Cemn M o

1¢L He also provided a small but useful piece of 1nformat50n
about another member of the same circle, Richard LLEWELLYN

DAVIES . Hitherto, it has not been entirely clear to us what he
| did immediately after coming down from Trinity; HEDNERSON has
| now told us that LLEWELLYN DAVIES worked in what seems in effect
to have been a firm of Communist architects, TECTON. There/ ia
some interesting reading in the files of those connected with
this firm. /




7P PP, 60k,582 /(3

Copliea to: PF¥, 60L,60L
PP, 216,259 (o
_ l

NOTE TOR FILE

It may just be worth drawing attention to Minute .
19 in Vol, 4 of P¥, 216,259 for Berthold ("Tolliek")
LUBETKIN written in June 1943 by Anthony BLUNT when he
was B,1.,B,

2, LUBETKIN was being vetted for the I Corps.
BLUNT, in the course of his reply to a guery from
F.2,A/0,B, ¥ilne wrote:

"Unfortunately the source from whom I
hoped to get further information has Just
gone away for two or three weekS,..oes'

3 Later Michael Serpell reminded BLUNT sbout this,
in response to which (in October 1543) the latter wrote in
Minute 323 :

% "My potentisl informant came back from

Ireland for a few days and then sudéenly
had to go back owing to the death of a
near relation and is still there,...."

L LUB TKIN was associated before the war with the  _ _
firm of architewts TECTON (decarded 1961); so Wﬁgﬁﬁfahar&“?k;fwwf
LLEWELLYN DAVIBE (Trinity 1931-35; PP, 604,604), Ry o 3t yeres
Moreover, at that time (1943) the latter was making s 0LL¢;@VU ”
frecuent trips between Bngland and Ireland, and we Xnow ﬂ?faééJini
BLUNT was in touch with him., e PP
-Q»"ﬂf‘(’

e 1 suggest it is possible that BLUNT's 'potential . N
AMATE

.~ informent' wss LLEWELLYN DAVIES,
5

y: 29 "-\.4/‘ (u—&. _/' o ad
YN - ARLSTE
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‘F.Q./’U .?{.G.

22nd Januwary, 1971
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PP.604,582 (BIUNT)

Copy tos  PE.604,861 SPLAYFAIR)
,2?1604,604 LLEVELYN-DAVIES)
L.,255~14 Link A (COOKE)

(PF,.216,259)

It is interesting that when LUSETKIN was vetted for the
I Corps in 1943, the file was minuted to RBIUNT, for

(1) his opinion on the reliability of
the source who had said LUBETKIN
was a Communist, and

(ii) any further information he could
obtain about IUBETKIN.

2. BLUNT reg;ied to say that he had read through the rest of
the source'a information on Left Wing people at Cambridge and
had the impression that the source was not well informed about
their actual Party membership. (I have myself read the rest

of the information and although it is true that source is often
not certain about actual Party membership there is ne doubt about
the accuracy of the general tone of the reports made). BIUNT
went on to say:

"Unfortunately the source from whom I hoped %o

get further information about LUBETKIN has

Just gone away for two or three wecks and as 1
understand you are waniting to settle this

question quickly you will probably not want to
wait till he comes back. It is, of course, well
known that LUBETKIN has always been aspsociated
with very Left Ving movements, but there certainly
seems %o be no proof in these files that he was
actually a member of the Communist Party".

3. It is probable from this and a later minute, 32: that the
source who had gone away was LLEVELYN~DAVIES., RLUNT's second
sentence guggests that he himself probably alsc knew ILUBETKIN quite
well but not going %o provide any of the evidence of Party member-
ship so far lacking in the file! .

4. The source of the information in paregraph 19 of the e

was Sir Edward PLAYFAIR (who was a referee for LUBETKIN when the
latter apglied for naturalisation, although he did not mention
this point) and the other inhabitante of his flat at Highpoint
were LLEWELYN~-DAVIES, the Communist, and Francis COOKE, the Marxist
sympathiser (another of LUBETXIN's naturalisation referees).

5, Dennis PROCIOR, when he was interviewed, confirmed PLAYFAIR's
statement about LUBETKIN to the extent that he said that LLEVELYN-
DAVIES had been much involved with a very pro-Soviet architect
called Tolick LUBETEIN, .

/6.




6. BLUNT has never been asked about LUSETKIN. It is not clear
(probably intentionally) in his 1943 minubes whether he knew him
personally or only by hearsay, and he has never volunteered any-
thing about him in the course of our many rc?uests for information
about BURGESS's friends. (LUBETKIN was mentioned by Alister
WATSON, though not by name, in BLUNT's ence at the meeting of
5.9.,67. at Brown's Hotel. WATSON reminisced about borrowing
Portia HOLMAN's flat in Poritmen Square in 1934 and there or at
that time meeting the "Soviet citigen"). It is just worth noting,
though probably a complete coincidence, that when LUBEIKIN was
trying to contact a Iondon District Communist Party offieigl in
March, 1945 he arranged to meet him at Park West Restauwrani in
Edgeware Road. We might, if BLUNT is seen again, consider putting
in a question about LUBETKIN and seeing his reac%ions.

7. If LLEVELYN-DAVIES is eventually seen he too should be asked
about LUBRTEIN., They would have had much in common - their
carcer, architecture, which both studied in Paris, though not at
the same time, and Communiem.

8. If it is ever decided to see Francis COOKE he too should be
asked about LUBETKIN,

9., LUBETKIN'g name is already included for the brief for
interview of ZUCKERMAN. Friendahigxbetwean them has been alleged.
This is probable because of LUBETEIN's architectural work for the
Zoo. A link between them could also be John MADGE bg way of
LL%WELYH-BAVIES, or Eddie PLAYFAIR who was ZUCKERMAN's P.V.
referee,

50
i

B, Palliger

K.3.
‘l?th cT9ﬂ11971y’ "Q-—/-'




PF 604, 00k

Cutting from 'The Evening Standard'

Janvary 1971

seeckers

ALTHOUGH the season for
sun-seekers Is still young,
Barbados alreagdy has some
notable visitors.

Lord Robthschild is soaking
up the sunshine before going
back on January 15 to his
new ‘job as head of the
Government's - new  “think
tank.”

Mr. Llewellyn Davies, who
iz staying with him, Iis
proposing to .inject some
cash into Monstique, the
island on which Princess
Margaret was given a piot
for her wedding present by
Co‘m Tennant. :

Je and Mrs. Ronald Tree,
the wealthy wife of the
former MP, flew to Iinspect
the island and returned with
ruge mosquito bites—perhaps
to be expected from an ,.snha
called Mustigue.

It is confidently expected in
Barbados that Princess Mar-
waret, will pay her annual
visit next month.
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EXTRACT FROM F2/URG INTERVIEW REPORT /'
PF. 60,604 },(_g

PR T8, 000 T e (Q(l Vol ...2.... Serial . 1108, Dated . 9:12.70
/F2/URG Date ..16:12:79

. ¢
.

--------- B I N )

Subject: Matthew John Caldwell HODGART

University, College and dates: Pembroke College, Cambridge 1935-38/39 & 1946/64

Position in Student Movement or other significant involvement :

HODGART was a member of the Organising Committee (1936) and the
Secretariat (1936-37) of the Cambridge University Communist Party.
He was also active in the C,U. Socialist Club (1936-38)

Reliability: HODGART is a co-operative and reliable source and has an
excellent memory.

f-ﬁiwzmdPMCeofhumvmw: Sheraton Mount Royal Hotel, Montreal 6.10.70
{ i

Interviewing Officer: E.W. Pratt @ (if used)

Richard LLEWSLLYN-DAVIZS (Trinity 1931-35; PF. 604, 6c0L)

L9, HODGART said he had known LLEWELLYN-DAVIES reasonably
well, principally through the Apostles. I asked whether he
knew what LLEWELLYN-DAVIES had been doing in Cambridge in the
years after 1935, that is after he had come down from Trinity
in the June of that year. HODGART said he thought LLEWELLYN-
DAVIES had probably been working with a firm of Architects 1
London, but had certainly spent guite a lot of time in Cam

- “he always seemed to be around'. HODGART went on t

he was fairly sure that LLEWELLYN-DAVIES had been in the Party
as an undergraduate but as he had gone down by the time HODGARI
had met him he had naturally not played any part in' student
branch activities; he had, however, definitely retained sympathy
with the Communist cause even if he had not been active.

508 HODGART had known both LLEWELLYN-DAVIES's wives.

The first, Ann STEPHEN (Newnham 1935-3%38; PF. 203,602), had
been among the more active girls in the student branch. She
had been a lively, colourful character and had been popular in
the branch, .

Ll HODGART digressed here to say that the LLEWELLYN-DAVIESes
had had a small house in the South of France, near Cassis.
HODGART had visited them there in the summer of 41938 or 1939

and had camped out in a nearby vineyard. Whether or not
LLEWELLYN-DAVIES had still been in the Party at that time he

was not sure but thought there was no doubt he had still been
intellectually "one of us'". HODGART said he had been very

fond of both Richard and Ann,

S Form 866 500 12,70




B Turning to LLEWELLYN-DAVIES's second - and present -

wife, HODGART said 'he had certainly known Pat (Pat RAWDON SMITH

nee PARRY Girton 1934-%; PF, 604,604) who "was quite the

prettiest girl in Cambridge; everyone was mad about her'. She had

not been in the Party but had moved largely among people who had

been and she must have been sympathetic. I asked about her

then husband Alex RAWDON SMITH (Peterhouse 1930-33/36; PF.796,666).

HODGART said he had known him; RAWDON SMITH had not been

politically active and intellectually 'he was nothing very

wonderful'. It had been an absolute scandal that RAWDON SMITH

had ever become an Apostle. "He was nowhere near the reqguired
*intellectual calibre but everyone was in love with his wife and

he got in purely because of t%at“.

E35 I asked who had been LLEWELLYN DAVIIS's particular
friends during the time HODGART had known him. HODGART said

he had probably been closest to Anthony BLUNT, I asked whether
he had been particularly close to Alister WATSON (Kings 1926-29/39;
PF. L47,496). HODGART said he could not be sure but found it
difficult to imagine that any particuladyclose friendship had
existed between them; they had been very different people:
LLEWELLYN DAVIES had been ebullient, colourful and extrovers:,
WATSON on the other hand, whom HODGART admitted he had known

less well, was a slightly arid, academic Party don whom he

thought had combined arrogance with dullness. He saild he could
not feel that the two of them had had much genuine rapport.

I asked whether LLEWELLYN DAVIES had been friendly with Leo LONG
and Peter ASTBURY and possibly with Brian SIMON,. HODGART said
that LLEWELLYN DAVIES had certainly known LONG in the"Society 4
and he thought that between them there might possibly have been

a measure of communication of Apostolic minds, but he dismissed
the idea out of hand that LLEWELLYN DAVIES might have been

friendly with ASTBURY. Knowing ASTBURY as well as he did he

was in no doubt he would have remembered had ASTBUXY been on

terms of friendship with LLEWELLYN DAVIES. He said he did not
know whether or not LLEWELLYN DAVIES had been friendly with SIMON.

COMMENT

When WATSON was interviewed he said
that LLEWELLN DAVIES' principal friends at
Cambridge at the material time were LONG,
ASTBURY and SIMON.




PP, 604,861

Copied to: L.255-14 Link A COOKE
PP, 604,60, LLEWELYN-DAVIES

Note for File

Sir Edward PLAYFAIR told Peter Vright that he shared a
flat in London in the mide-thirties with Richard LLEVELYN-
DAVIES and Francis COOKE, The flat was in St., James' and
the years would have been 1935-1938, (See paragraph 2 of
502). According to 7b PLAYFAIR's address in November, 1939
was 73, St, James' Street, S.7.1l.

2, Sir Henry LINTOTT told Peter Wright that PLAYFAIR shared
a flat with Prancis COOKE in Highgate. (See 66z).

3+ In December, 1939 Franeis COOKE lived at 21, High Point,
North Hill, Highgate, N.6. (See 83a).

L. Voters List Enguiries show that from at least 1937 (the

date of the earliest available register) to 1938 Arthur Francis
COOKE and Edward Wilder FLAYFAIR were both registered at 21,

High Point., By 1939 FLAYPAIR's name only appears on the register
for the flats at 73, St. James' Streed. There is no mention of
LLEVELYN-DAVIES on these registers.

5. It seems likely that the flat shared by PLAYFAIR, COOKE and

LUEVELYN-DAVIES was in faet the Highgate one and that in about
1939 PLAYFAIR moved to St. James®' Street on his own.

Ko3o

21st April, 1970,
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Copy for PR, 604,604
Reference..... POL,F.50-80=2 (1)

F.2, URG/E, W. Pratt

Minute 85, I note that according to GUEST's statement
recorded at page 8 of the attachment to serial 13a in PF.875,652,
he joined the Communist Party in November/December, 1931 and
remained a member until the summer of 1932. He did not formally
resign from the Party but merely ceased to attend meetings because
his views had undergone a change. He joined voluntarily, however,
and, according to his statement was an ardent propogandist whilst
a member. There is no obvious explanation for his defection in
1932 and it is possible that it was in consequence of instructions
to "go underground" as did others round about that period (c.f.
SIMON, PF.45,907). It would be appreciated if he could be asked
about this,

2. We should also be grateful if, in the context of the Communist
Party at Cambridge University, GUEST may be questioned about his
knowledge of the following who are of K.3. interest:-

Alister WATSON PF.47,496 Kings College, 1926-1929-1939
Richard LLEVELYN-DAVIES PF,604,604 Trinity College, 1932-1935
Brian SIMON FF.45,907 Trinity College, 1933-1937
Guy BURGESS . PF.604,529 Trinity College, 1930-1935
Anthony BLUNT PF.604,582 Trinity College, 1926-1937
Kim PHILBY PP, 604,58, Trinity Collsge, 1929-1933
Donald MACLEAN PF. 604,558 Trinity Hall 1931-193L4
Pat LLEVELYN-DAVIES @

RAWDON-SMITH née '
PARRY PF.604,604 Girton 1933-1936

3. Our interest in WITTFOGEL lies in his contact with Michael
GREENBERG (PF.9%4,026). ~

4, g§/far'é$ﬂSTOTT is concerned, in addition to any information he

may be able to give about the Communist Party organisation in general °

at Cambridge 1929-1932, we should be glad of any information he may
be able to give about the activities of PHILBY, BURGESS, MACLZAN,
WATSON and BLUNT (see paragraph 2 above).

5. Since WOLFSON was at Kings College 1932-193L we should like him

- also to be questioned about his knowledge of those listed in paragraph :

2 above,

6. The following P.F,.'s are returned herewith:-
PF.875,652 GUEST
PF.+39,160 WITTFOGEL -

PF. 41,659 STOTT (Vok.1 and 2
PP.867,087  WOLFSON

A, Bower

Xe2f saren, 1970,

BT




P.A. in: PF. 604,604 (LLEWELYN-DAVIES)
Original in PF. 221,352 serial 111a

Dated: 19th PFebruary, 1970

mxtrect from a report by F.2./U.R.G./E.W. Pratt on his
second interview with Ian HENDERSON; the interview
took place at the Swan Hotel, Lavenhsm, Suffolk.

HENDERSON (Christ's 1934-37) joined the Cambridge student
branch at the beginning of the Michaelmas Term 193L4; from
the Lent Term 1935 until his departure from Cambridge in
June 1937, he worked underground for the Party within the
Bl el aN.S, He claims to have left the Party in 1937, and
te have rejoined from.about 1948-1953,

HENDERSON was co-operative on all important issues; within
limits of memory, the information he has provided is regarded
gs reliablel.

s o0 0

57« I then asked who had been WATSON's other
friends at Cambridge. HENVDERSON sald that after
Viector ROTHSCHILD the person who first came to mind
a8 a close friend of WATSON was Richard LLEVELYN
DAVIES (Trinity 1931-35; PF.604,604). Like WATSON,
LLEVELYN DAVIES had also been a close friend of
Julian BELL,

+ B8s HENDERSON said that as he had introduced
LLEWELYN DAVIES' name I would want to know about his
politics. I agreed that I would., He said: YRichard
was way out left. He was a great show-off - an
exhibitionist". He thought that LLEWELYN DAVIES had
been primarily anti-Fascist = or that was what he
had always led people to believe, HENDERSON was in
no doubt that when he had known him in the mid-1930s
LLEWELYN DAVIES had been in sympathy with Communism,
but he was not sure whether or not he had been a member
of the Party; he thought 1t was likely that for a time
he had been. He had known LLEVELYN DAVIES fairly well
and on a number of occasions had been lent his flat
in ILondon when LLEVELYN DAVIES was out of town.

59,  HENDERSON went on to say that LLEVELYN DAVIES
had married, as his first wife, Ann STEPHEN (Newnham
1935-38; PF.203,602) who as an undergraduate had beeén
another flamboyant anti-Fascist campaigner, "Richard
and Ann made a pair of very romantic figures",
HENDERSON said Ann STEPHEN had certainly been a
member of the student branch. He had known all the
STHPHEN family well, and as I would know his brother
Nigel had married Ann's sister Judy (Newnham 1937-40;
PF.133,318), He had also known Ann's second husband
Dick SYNGE (Trinity 1933-36; PF.203,602) whom he des-
cribed as having been a2 prominent member of the
student branch and as someone who may well have retained




his sympathies., HENDERSON could throw no light on
whether or not LLEVELYN DAVIES had been friendly with
Peter ASTBURY, but thought this unlikely.

60, HENDERSON did not come forward with names of
other friends WATSON had at Cambridge in the mid 1930s.
I tried two suggestions. First I asked whether he
remembered WATSON having been on friendly terms with
Peter ASTBURY. HENDERSON said he did not know but
thought it most unlikely., He made a similar reply vhen
I asked him whether WATSON and Brian SIMON had been
friendly. He ruminated over this for a moment and
then said that it came to him that WATSON had at one
time been close to Patrick BLACKET (Magdalene 1919-23;
Kings 1923~33; PF.44,137) whom he described as a
leading influence in the Scientists Wing of the
Marxists. : : '

COMMENT

' According to paragraph 16 of the
- WATSON interview report one of WATSON's
- closest friends at Cambridge was LLEVELYN
DAVIES, WATSON also named Peter ASTBURY
‘a8 being & close friend of LLEVELYN DAVIES
identified Brian SIMON as a member of the
© student branch.’
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Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES @ Lord LLEWELYN-DAVIES

of Hostoe,

(MF 604604)

1. Personal Particulars
Born: 2412 2840 Tendon
Father: Crompton LLEWELYN-DAVIES
Mother: lloya nee O'CONNOR (see Note (i) below)
Education: pre-1932: educated privately
wzbre FOS). 1932<35: Trinity College, Cambridge
: f Ecole des Beaux Arts, Paris
Architectural A.M001? 'Oﬂ
Marriace: ? 43 Ann STEPHEN (see Not ( ii) below)
: Annie Patricia nee PARRY
) RAWDON-SHMITH (see Note (iii)
DC'I o \
194?—4*: Arohlfc, y L.M.S. Railway
1946: Member of Government Comml?szon
to Germany to study war-time
advances in bdlla,ﬂ_ and eivil
engineering.,
Director of Investigation
into Functions and Desisn
of Hospitals
Director of Division for
ArchluecuuruL Studies
Nuffield Foundation
1960 - Professor of Arc hlf@Cuure,
University College, London
Member, Royal ?11@ Arts
Commission
Member R.I.B.A. Bd. of
Architectural Edn.
Planner onr. Partner,
Llewelyn-Davies, Weeks,
Forestier-Walker & Bor,
Architects.
92 Gowers Street, W.C.1.
Hemel Ho”“f*e“
Berkhamstead
70 Palace Garde
Carpenters
Tring, Herts
1960-date: 36 Parkhill Road,
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LL_‘@BYW—UAVIHS' mother was the mistress of
el COLLINS, the Irish Nationalis 5%, and u»nu B¢

in the Baster R?qinf in Ireland in 1”1 She

equently had an affaire Jlf& Alister WATSON

7 ,496) lasting from 1928-35,

) alf
/sub.para. (ii)..
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(ii) Ann STEPHEN is a medical doctc Pollowing her
divorce from LLEWELYN-DAVIES i 843 she married Richard
Lawrence Millington SYNGE (PF. 203,602) with whom

she was already living.

LLEVELYN-DAVIES!' firs usband was Dr.
i : 796 ,666), There
Whos Who -1569.

We have no record of LLEWELYN-DAVIES' occunation at
outbreak of war in 1939 but it seems probable that,

having left the Ecole des Beaux Arts in Paris he was then
studying at the Architectural Association. His first

wr

rQCﬂrdﬂd employment was with the L.M.S. Railwav in 1942,

me

SON's recollection was that he ran a restaurant in

! ..'l 1LoU

.88bIreland prior to that.
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What is certain is that he did not in
1%1 c”ﬁround
c

On the strength of his mother's
, Note (1 above) , no doubt, he
ship of Eire and departed for Dublin.
address in May 1941 when he was issue\ wlth a
~ as a citizen of Ireland - to visit England.
u?ﬁlﬂ*m in 1942 but paid further visits to
being in October 1943.

20
i
e cla

In October 1945, however, - th
g

took advantage of the _?ct tha
el vkl and 3,1119 for a British

this application was Philip NOEL-BA
required to enable him to visit G-
Allied Control Commission. This

a member of a Gevernment Commission +" studv WaT—

3 Il
as

P
D e

advances in building and civil engineerine with

occupied in 1946,

Information: C.P. context

pL:TRBYM—DAVITS has been identified as a communist st
> University by a number of contemporaries who
interviewed. These include:-

Anthonv BLUN PF. 606,582

Isaiah BERLIN PF. 604,025

utbwafu HAMPSHIRE PF. 606,769

Charles KING P] 54,163

Vietor ROTHSCHILI PF. 605,565

Alister WATSON Yﬁ 7,496), who described

greatest friend at Cs idege University and subseqt

/ .
BN S S st sheiae




gsaid that LLEWELYN-DAVIES joined the C.P. as a U+UJ
34, *Phe lOlLOWlnw incidents suggest, however, the
may have joined prior to that date:-

(i) according to Lady WILSON @Margaret STEWART
(PP. 46,962) LLEWELYN-DAVIES trL@d to recruit he

into the C.P. She declined in deference to her father's
views but, as a compromise, joined the S.C.R. and

became a keen supporter of the Anti-War movement.

In that capacity she took part in a violent awti-wPr
demonstration on Armistice Day, 1933. She was a

gstudent at Newnham College from 1931-34.

recruited into the ¢.P. by BURGESS (UP 604 ,529)
and LLEWELYN-DAVIES when he went up to Cambridge.
He went up in 1933 and remained there until 1936.

(ii) John MADGE (PF. 136,292) has admitted that he was

- There is no record of when LLEWELYN-DAVIES left the

Cole il ' in faet ., he hﬂs ever formally done so - but he
certainly did not abandon his communism on leaving Cambridge.
Edward PLAYFAIR (PF. 604,861), who shared 2 flat with him
between 1935-38 has described him as being a communiet

at that time. More recently (1965) Stuart HAMPSHIRE said

he did not believe that LLEWELYN-DAVIES, who still
a Marxist, had changed his views.

LLEWELYN-DAVIES's first wife, Ann STEPHEN (PF. 203,602)

5 5y
whom he divorced in 1943}wm, a medical student at Cax)rld”e
from 1935-38. She was an active member of the Cambridge
University Socialist 3001@+v, then Communist doqlna%eg, from
1935-38 and was Treasurer in 1937. ©She has been identified
by her contemporaries as a communist at that time Eﬁtnougl
she has subseguently olaimbd to have joined the C.P. in 1941.
Her second husband, R.L.M. SYNGE joined the C.P. in 1935.

0

9. At Cambridge University and later LLETELYN~DAVIES was

a member of the Cambridge University Conversazione Society
known as the APOSTLES (SF. 468-1-4). Although not founded

as a politieal society,by the early 1930s the majority

of the members were communists. WATSON (PF. 47 496) recalled
the following APOSTLES; they would also be known to
LILEWELYN-DAVIES:

ASTBURY: . 6% 41
BARNARD: e O3
B.H.TJII-

D
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Anthony BLUNT:

Guy BURGESS:

David CHAMPERNOWHNE:
Gerald CROASDELL:
an HENDERSON:

-

w O\ =1\l
V1O~

Ul O
W =

e
v

N - W© O\ Oy
N oo 20 LO PO

~nO)
o)
oe

brother of
wife,

-

Erio HOBSBAWH
Matthew HODGART:

~3 N\

-
003
w O\

O
20 oo

O
) =
i
N

/J .H. HUMPHREY

LI B I




J.H. HUMPHREY:
Harry LINTOTT:
Bﬂo IPIG:

Kim PHILBY:
‘mmnsmmm”R:
Vietor ROTHSCHILD:

—Brian SIMO
Michael STRAIGHT:

George TbOhdS“N:
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: alleged to have been much influenced
ge THOMPSON at Cambridge. TH SON Fellow
Kings College from 19?‘~;6, joined i
1935 and was a member of the Party's
and 1953. He is now one of the lead

P

Communists within the C.P.
10, o g 2K LLEWELYN-DAVIES visited Russia
i ' 058 LLEWELYN-DAVIES was a member of the U.K.
Lomml ¢ 0of the International Union of Architects, a

fluenced organisation.

Cp'rﬂ‘l‘" J_nlﬂ'r'“itiOYl: =X Xt .

w ASTBURY (PF. 61,141) and LONG
'BES whom he

EE

st friend. WATSON, ASTBURY
ed by, and, spied for, the R.1.S,

n
of LLEWELYN-DAVII
e

owWn clo0
LONG were al recruite

sge, Cambridee,
T%U" ESS (PF.
med by Isaisah n,RuIN who
person whom BURGESS admired very
DERSON in whose opinion LLEVWELYN-DAVIES
t have had an influence on BURGESS

14. On coming down from Gﬁrbridw he remained in touch
with BURGESS through the APOSTLES (para. 9 above) and,
following his return to England in 1942, was a frecuent
viuifor to the Bentinck Street premises which Pat
RAWDON-SHMITH (now Baroness LIEWELYN-DAVIES) : hqﬁed with
“ RGESS, BLUNT and Tess MAYOR (now_Iady P“”? HILD) =and
into which he himself moved in 10”3' He was still in
toueh with BURGESS in the context of the APOSTLES in

1949 and may have remained so until the latter's defection
In. 1951,

1h5 @Coordf,“ to both WATSON and Flora SOLO
LLEWVELYN-DAVIES was "very close! to Kim PHILB

/T ITITm
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BLUNT, houove*, said that, %o hiq knowledge, they had not
known each other at Cambridge. PHILBY was at Trinity
College from 1300 31 he was in the same "ecircle" as
TLILEWELYN-DAVIES who/also at Teinity College from 1“w/—?5
and the GTOH90111ﬁ" is Thqt he d4id know hjﬂ. WATS who
claimed LLEVELYN-DAVIES as his closest fri

time, is probably a2 more reliable source t

(GhY

4-1 e ¥ (,__

aWSo a visitor to the Bentinck Street
LLEWELYN-DAVIES spent a great deal of time
undouoteily mot him there, A list of visitors to
Bentinck Street is attached as Appendix II,.
ELYN-DAVIES does not, however, appear GO h:ve been
of Fne circle who freauented "Gary's", a restaurant-
um~-club, and ”hiﬂh included PHILEY, wb“,jnS, ELUKT and

smond VESEY (PF. 607,230).
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17. BLUNT, who was at Trinity College, Cambridg as an
undergraduate and Fellow from 1926-37 = for a time

in the early 1930's an overt communlot, 1 ew LLEWELYN-DAVIES
well there. On coming down from Cambridge ti remained

in touch both in the context of the APOSTLES and as
occuvants of No. 5 Bentinck Street. Both LLEWELYN-DAVIES
and his wife have remained in friendly contact with BLUNT

up to the present time.

&

L

o) A MG O oA
JN Tegara

closest
[

Y TITTH A r ol -
d LLEWELYN-DAVIES as his
i 2 They were

e 7

end at Cambridge Unive .U3Lv anﬂ afterwards
ertainly in touch during the war and may have met
sequently. In September, 1967, however, WATSON said
it
1%

he had not seen LLEWELYN-DAVIES "for some time and
d not sav what his current relationship with him was".

ut
he
ol

]

Known associates with Security records:
19, seph Pete: (PF. 61,141),
Cambridse, 193° v?. was , ”CCOTQiW‘-EO Allc
a friend of _QUQLYM—;ﬁfl”v at uUIO*WM

at 1S munist sympathiser before going

Ca dee wi he became a leading member of

aﬂd a > £ the Students Branch Secretariat.

when ' he came to notice again as a member of
comnanlsﬁ Cell. According to BLUNT ASTBURY was recruited
as a G.R.U. (Soviet Military Intelligence) Agent in

1939 and worked for the Soviet Military Attache. BLUNT's

(o) o0

informant was Brian SIMON (see PF. 45,9@7)
1025 Fellow of All Souls,
, 32-38 1 Ney boTlp e. Ox 0 rd, 1938-50. During
war he served with the Ministry of Information in New
York (1941-42) and at the British ?nb“°Q7 in Washington
(1943—45). He was emploved in the British Embassy in

/nr
[HIOSCOW e s 00 00




par. 6,107b
702,587

Moscow 1945-46., BERLIN first met BURGESS at Ox?ord c.1932
and was on friendly terms with him antil 1937. They
resumed contact in 1940 and met intermittently until
BURGESS went to America. On a visit %o ’oucom

BERLIN refused an invitation to meet BURGES

?1

, has been . Andﬁfff'(b
menb r) since the early 1930's He joined %
1940 and since 1950 has been a 1Vud1nﬁ member o Communist
i ean ™ rfahications including the W.F.S.W., World
Council of Peace and British Peace Committee of Vhl“h he
was Chairman in 1968, During the war was Scientific
Aﬂvmsef to the M.O. J Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES was a great

mainly through Margaréet GARDINER,

tddd Jﬁrjafet GARD: *'m“;' 623) was, in 1934, a member
of the WO Ru MMIT T WAR AND FASCISM and in 1941
was on +h G f the N.C.C.L. in which
connection uhe was 10 touch WWih leading communi ts at

S B B.Q, he was successively the mistress of ZUCKERMAN
(PF. 61,365), Ivor MONTAGU (PF. 39,213), Ivor RICHARDS

and BERNAL.,

22. Sir Anthony BLUNT (P: oo+,>kal, Trinity College,
Cambridge, 102¢ %7, qas a time durinﬁ the early 1930s
ovenlv a Communist. He was reecruited by the R.I.S. in 1937
nd from 1937-40 his ta sk was to talent spot and recruit -
oiher agents for the R.I. Between 1940-45 he worked
for the Security Serv1ce and supplied the R.I.S. with
intelligence from that source. BLUNT shared the premises
at No. 5 Bentinck Street with BURGESS, Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES
and Tess ROTHSCHILD.

23. Guy BURGES Smi_f.vQOLLJTQP, Trinity College, Cambridge,
1930~-35, was openly a Communist during part of that time.
Recruited by the R.I.S. in 1934 he defected to the U.S.S.R.

it 1851

58)

2
Richard CHILVER was at New. College, Oxford, from 9 =34
His wife was at Somerville College from 103?—)J. Sally
CHILVER was employed in the Colonial Office from 19~¢—5“
She was appoint eq Principal of Bedford College, University
of London in 1964. There are unsubstantiated revorts that

she was a membbr of the Student Branch C.P. at Oxford.

24, Plclard and Sally CHILVER née GRAVES (PF. 606
i 1

Richard CHILVER, now a Deputy Seeretary in the

Hinisbrv of Housing aﬁd Local Government, was considered

a possible candidate for KAGO's spy in the M.0.D. In
1965 Pat LILEWELYN-DAVIES agcreed to be his alibi when
he went to meet his mistress.

Cambridge, B.A. in 1931 was an APOSTLE and may have known
uuD.ﬁTYFMJuV£¢u in that context. Pri to his death in
1968 he was Permanent Secretary in > Ministry of Overseas

25. Sir Andrew COHEN (PF. 607,359), Trinity Colleg e,
& o

Developmenu.
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friend of
UR - wh e live 1 = Be '_ It Street together
with BTTHT[ , Tess LONUT”C*TT and Pat LLEWELYN-~-DAVIS,.

33. Mathew HODGART (PF. “a) 9) , Pembroke College, Cambridge,
1935-39 énd”104o B4, o. 1036 was @ mewber of the Cambrides
Univergity branch C.P. of whlch he was a Secretariat member
in 1938239, In 1949 he wes in touch with BURGESS. When

erative and gave

interviewed in 1967 and 1968 was co-op
helpful information.

34. David ‘ragg;o and Judith I
PF. 701,776).

e = s

Vl” " ”}r'\xbu s d ;
the Board of Trade is bellevbl to hﬁve oeen a C.¢. memoer when
at Kings College, Cambridge, 1934-37. He was Vice-President
of the University New Peace Movement and librarian of the
S.C.R. His wife, Judith, is the sister of Jehniﬁer HAQT
(para. 32 above) and was at Newnham College, Cambridge, from
1“3: 38. Various contemporary and reliable uaﬂnrld{e
sources have described Judith HUBBACK as being a member of
secret communist group there in 1937-3¢ fact she has
i Lady ROTHSCHILD, who knew her wel said that she
racrh'a ed into the C.P. by Jan HENERSON (PF. 221,352)

_ : : 3) , who was at Cambridge
Ln1V(LU By Tvom 193 band eqber of the C.P. there
named LIEWELYN-DAVIES and hi irst wife, Ann STEPHEN
SYNGE (PI 20?,0@2) as being Communists at that %ime.

607,236), Kinges College,
r itish High Commissioner

37. Leonard Henry y_9Leo LONG (PF. 604,789), Trinit

Cambridge, and 1““0 was described by WATSON as a
Triend 6f Lb"vfl"?—DﬂVI He was a member of tle u.P. at
Cambridge. On leaving Lan’rolx/ LONG was called up for

Army service in 1939 and served in MI14 between 1940-43, TFrom
1945-52 he worked in the Contrpl Commission, Germany, as a
civilian Regional Intelligence Officer. He has admitted

being recruited as an R.I.S. agent by BLUNT (para. 22 above)
in either late 1937 or 1938,

38. Berthold LUBETKIN (PF, 216 ,: , Russian born who came

to the U.K. in 1931 ano joined the C.P.G.B. in RO

the period 1935-38 LUBETKIN was associated with BURGESS

and his circle in which he was regarded as an "elder

statesman". A member of the S.C.R. he has long been in close

contact With members of both the Polish and Soviet Embassies.

Like LLEWELYN-DAVIES he is an architect and this may be the
for their association.

John MADGE (PF 0?) b&hbrlﬁ”o University 1933-36,

imed that he was reOTW1+eﬁ into the C.P. at Cambridese
URGESS and LLEWELYN-DAVIES.

7Parh. 40, e vs'ees




40 Francis Aungier P! (HAM (Lord Longford) (SF.
was a Don at Christ Fhurch /xforq from 1932-36 a
In 1937 he was mentioned in an intercept to Abe
in terms which suggested that he was at least Pfl
with and helpful towards LAZARUS.

@ Xim PHILB WL“' 4,58 ) was at Trinit
°mbr1'f, y, from 1C : was closely a
mmunist circles bh~v 4@ W'f recruited Dy
gent in the 1930s and d@fecfed to the U.S.S.
Aocor-lny to Flora SOLOMON Richard LLEWELYN-D!
'a very close friend of KIMSH

o
o

r Edward PLAYFA PF. 604,861), Permanent Secretary,
Sa am 10(0-01 Shnreﬁ a flat in London with Richard
EWELYN-DAVIES amd Francis COOKE (para. 75 above) from
193h—2g. He deuorib@d LLEWELYN-DAVIES as being a communist
at that time but was not certain whether or not he was a
Party member.

43. Pefer POLLOCK (PF. 604,592), an industrialist and farmer
with no University background in common with LTV“LYN DAVIES,
LJTOT met BURGESS and his cirele in pre-war days at Chester
Square. He subsequently joined the army and when taken
P.0.w. BURGESS *ried +o get him out through Switzerland.
BURGESS stayed with POLLOCK on his farm the weekend before
his defection and they continued to correspond when BURGESS
was in Russia at least up to 1967. His association with
BURGESS may have been homosexunal.

44. Andrew 1ﬁvAT_f??;“_5_ 170 A regulqr visitor to the
Bentinck S reet menace., Following BURGESS! defection in
1951 was in touch wl*h POLLOCK (p%}&. A3 above) and BLUNT

(para. 22 above)

45. Vietor ?wn‘LG“f ROTHSCHILD (PF. 6! b5) ; Trinity

College, Cambridge, 1935-39. Victor ROTHSCHILD was employed

in the Security Service during the War as was his wife -

then Tess MAYOR - between 1940-45 when she left to become

Secretary to P.J. NCAJ—uAK?R, Minister oL State. She lived

‘at LLEWELYN-DAVIES, BLUNT and BURGESS at No 5, Bentinck

eet from 1940. They remain on close friendly terms with

BLUNT although they know of his conf9881or. Thevy are also on

friendly terms with HAMPSHIRE (see para. 30 above) with

whom after the event, they leou0~9d the defection of

BURGESS and decided that both PHILBY and FOOTMAN (hara.

must then be in jeopardy.

46. Mrs. Flora ] 6

British by marriage who was Welfar ‘

and Spencer. She knew PHILBY wel hav1nﬁ mat hlm anJ his
wife, Lizy, after he returned ﬁo London from Vienna. During
the war she introduced him %o his second wife, Aileen FURSE.
It was Flora SOLOMON who eventually, in 1962, informed us

Lo epl
,/"t(’;-.'?JL--........




that PHILBY was an R.I1I.S. agent She maintained
PHILBY tried to it her for the R.I.S. about 19 ?
refused but 4di en disapprove of h1 1nvolv¢m nt
remained on friendly terms with him. e used to visit
“tr % menage and knew the D
d Ricnar& LLEWEI ]

Uowwone”uqmnr‘dne, 931-34, joined the ( “in 1935
believed to have left it after the war Richard LLEW]
i

DAVIES unsuccessfully iec o reerult her into the C.]
at Cambridge.

48. Evelyn John St. TLoe STRA

1"7(3? . was a ._J‘()(,fi‘r(ﬁﬁ “with the nd its j .

1931 but never became a member. He did wever, regularly
contribute articles to the "Daily Worker" and was active

in Communigt "front" organisations. He w Secretary of
State for War in 1951. Pat LLEW “LYT—AAVIH had an affaire
with STRACHEY during the Bentinck Street period.

A e e e . » ,r»m “4—37- He was
recrult,_ for the R.I.S. in 1937 anﬁ passed information
n the U.S.A, between 1937-42.

By

.

203,602)

: first wife from whom he wes divorced
ctl ve member of the C.U.S5.S. from 1935-38 but e¢lain
have joined the C.P. until 1941. Her second husban
SYNGE joined the C.P. in 1936.

BAL orge THOMSON (PF. 55,602) was an undergraduate and
A9110f at Kings Gol ge, Cambridge, from 1926-36. He joined
the €C.P. in 1@35 and_was member of the Party's N.E.C. in
1952 and 1953. Now P 1 or of Greek at Birmingham
University he is one of ; leading members of the pro-Chinese
group within the C.P. LEWETLYN-DAVIES was a great friend

-

of THOMSON's at Cambrid ﬂw% was much influenced by him.

86D 5.2 Desmond VESEY (PF ( 45A), Corpus Christi, Cambridge
3‘—3ﬂ. A friend of BLUNT ugh ,hom he was introduced
BURGESS in 1941. Y ;ed to be homosexunal. Interviewed
961 and 1967. jas 1 ach with BURGESS prior to his
etion dn: 1951, and wi BLUNT and PHILBY. A visitor
Bentineck Street

-

I

e lliam Grev WALTER (P 65,53 Kings CO" lege,
73T1ﬂ p;”1qd”;)ﬂ '""f_”g"J:“;g{' f Alister WATSON (para.
%9 below) and knew BURGESS well He was a member of the
i.C.a. between 1Fﬂ;—5) bu as vt > a member of the C.P.
>ince 1939 he has been employed at the Burden Neurological

/. -
LANGEIBREC s < s awviiw woe
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Institute, Bristol, of which he is the Director. When
interviewed in 1969 claimed to be an anarchist.

Trinity
W 1 acti member of the
betweon 19 n he resigned from the
in 1ove wltn Pa i LLu; N-DA LGS and clearly
an affection for her. See para. 6(iv) of Appendix

WATSON (P1I ! )6 was at Cambridge University
an’ un&ewr aduate mﬁk "'_" W LrOW 1““6 1939, On leaving
Uan“VqlTV he joi alty and he had admitted
,t when eauloyoi on hl“‘l‘ 1ssified work in the Admiralty
Siguals Establishment at Br in 1941-42 he was a member
of a secret Communist *rouD. has admitted being
recruited as an R.I.S{ and to 'ﬂaulq” information to the
Russians in 1941-42. He described Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES
as his closest friend at Cambridge.

WILSON (PF. 46,962): see para. 47 above.

B e S,

My assessment of LLEWELYN-D aracter can only be
based on such 1nformatlon as we have aoout his background
and upbringing; on statements made by those who know -
or knew - him and a study of his associates and activities
since he came to notice in a security context.

In an article headed "U.S. calls in ILabour p

ished in the "Observer" in February 1968 he ws

"the willowy and zentle Labour architectural T

Was at that time engaged in two major Amerlcan SCh@
concerned with slum clearance and the re-housing of poor
families. The article went on to say that he is best know
as a hospital expert and that his report on the deSJon of
hospitals to suit patients needs had been prepared "in a
typicallly modern way with an inter-disciplinary group of
sociologists, architects, doctors ete." It concluded that
the Americans could not have got hold of a more suitable or
"more socially-orientated man". This latter phrase probably
provides the key to his character and it is, I think significant
that he should have achieved distinction as a hospital
architect.
59. He has been described as having a "mad Irish revolutionary
background" and must have been influenced by his mother who
went to jail in conseguence of her involvement in the ',ﬁ
Rising in Ireland in 1916. It is noteworthy, too, that
University he was much under the influence of George ”WPTFTOK
(PF. 55,602) who, according to Alister WATSON (PF. 47,496)
was 1nvolved in some way with the Irish rebels. His

/
/Aepartur€eieee s
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departure to Ireland in 1940 after the outbreak of war
suggests, inter-alia, that his loyalty lay there rather

than with England. It is perhaps this Irish side to his
nature which has earned him the reputation of being "an
exceedingly tough character" and one who is "less cautious
by nature" than some. It may also account for ILady WILSON's
description of him as " an attractive person".

60. Perhaps the other significant feature of his upbringing
is that he came from "a Trinity intellectuwal family". He

is himself highly intellectual and has distincuished himself
in his chosen field. It may have been his intellectual
attainment which caused BURGESS to hold him in such high
regard but Isaiah BERLIN considered that such admiration was
not justified. It is also 1ntere ting to note, in this
context, that John WATERLOW (PF. 709,246) rather desvised
LLEWEL V—UAV ES at bamorld e because "he did not get down

to it". TPerhaps the Irish rebel was in confliet with the
intellectual.

61. Stuart HAMPSHIRE (PF. 606,769) has contended that the
attributes of Ruc ian spies who were high level intellectuals
were a belief in Marxism, a peculiar cynicism, boastfulness
and, often, a propen 1tv towards drink. He considered that
JLHAJLYN—D \VIES fltted these criteria. He was certainly

g communist in the 1930s and is probably still a Marxist.

To him, perhaps, the attraction of Marxism lay in its
discipline, its intellectuwal appeal and the opportunity it
afforded to ease the conscience of the more fortunate in

the depression of the 1930s. His Irish-intellectual

upbringing must have imbuci in him a sympathy for the "underdog"

and an antipathy towards "the establishment" but no sense

of loyalty to this country.

62. I suspect that the most significant influences in his
life have been the three women with whom he is associated -
his mother, Irish, rebellious and passionate; his first

wife - Anne SYNGE, the crusader; his present wife - vivacious
socialist and ambitious.

63. BLUNT found LLEWELYN-DAVIES "a baffling character".
Perlmps this was because he could not understand the underlying
conflict between the rebel, the Marxist, the professional
(capitalist) businessman and the pillar of the (Labour)
establishment in that last bastion of tradition - the House

of Lierds.

Assessment

64. LLEWELYN-DAVIES joined the C.P. a% Cazbr‘“
41

in 1933 or 34. He was also a member of the APC BS
time when that Society was not only communist Gomln ted but

/eontained. .,..




Bl o

nontﬂinei a number of members who were recruited as R.I.S.
agents. (see para. 9i above). Apart from his association
w1th URF””” and BLUNT in this contvxt Alister WATSON, who
deSﬁr‘oed him as his closest friend at Cambridge, said that
ﬁnwlu—;rVIBS was a friend of both ASTBURY and LONG. All
those named were R.I.S. agents.

He clearly felt no loyalty towards this country and
rtly after the outbreak of war left the U.X. for Ireland

elil e

ere he remained until late 1942 It is not clear whether
return to the U.K. was prompt by self interest or a
siniotow notivo Whatever the reason he then moved
Street menage whi Pat RAWDON-SMITH (whom
7ith Tess MAYC BLU and
to which <' ILBY was a freguent visit He has
1 as Ywery clese' to PHILBY = was obviously
ship with BURGE and BLUNT It .is
that Ali ATSOR nght it "highly

JYL ,ﬂv" spionage

record js, if anything,
who is idered to be a
Pat R&TZuu—{*LLH g8 she then
commbn *t at Cuubrii“r. From 19&0
she v ely associated with BURGESS ﬂvﬂ
and must have know Tu:L~T well. BLUNT has describe

as being nsefu’ ;0 BURGESS. lickh
another con S el i?, am’h cted that 16 had been recruited
for tﬂp R._.S and that she "used hLﬂ ,.Jwa;“ to obtain
information to whi she was not entitle

o1 STRATGHT

~
n/

T RT VUV
{

. z ; 2N that ‘\lCﬂfﬂ"] LLE .._._‘J,L.L:— —’£VI B
has }nu er@ct access to classified information - excepnt,
possibly, with the Allied Cont Commission in Germany
&nﬁlhw his visit in 1945 is wife is in an entirely
"ferent position. 1'.5; 1940-51 she had responsible
in various Mi including that of Private
ctary to a Minist d both during that neriod and since
%mnﬂ well placed %0 provide political intelligence. If
wag involved in esvpionace during the earlv 1940s it
zht have been convenient to have a regular courier to
: Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES was well vnlaced to fill

HT“O“P nF 1wv~r+l~1hvmn

68. The purpose of the investigation is to interview Richard
LLEWELYN-DAVIES with the object of:-

(i) obtaining an account of his activities, associaste
and political affiliations at Cambridge University
and in the 19409:

/ o A%
/sub. para. (11)




i o

obtaining an account of his 001’+ on with
BLU BURGESS . T.ONG, T BY and WATSON in

j IN

particular:

(iii) determining whether or not he, or his ”1”F,
are or have heen LNVOlVPﬂ in espionage on behalf of a
hostile intelligence service;

(iv) obtaining from him, and his mlfe, such information
as they mav vnossess which would ist us to identi fy
people who have operzted or are operating in
the U.K., as agents for a hogtilm 1nﬁ@111ﬂahoe service,

(v) recommending what, if any, further action is
reguired in this connectio

Conduct of investig

69. The ROTHSCHILDS have advised that if we are to interview
Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES we should arrance to do so during

his wife's absence from the U.K. because of her antipathy
towards "security" and the faect that her anticipated adverse

reaction would influence him. Such an arrangement hsas
disadvantacres: -

‘ we might have to undertake the interview at short
notice;

?ﬂ?onmfs LLEWELYN-DAVIES is a Government
of Lords she is, perhaps, unlikely
ﬁuvﬁvw*'Hﬂﬂ :“rWLﬁﬁnn*:“v session
> delayed

aroness is awayv from the U.K. for s
i, may not be practical - or conwenient -
IES to attend an interview at short
period of his wife's absence.

The advantage of such arrangement is that it would preclude
prior discussion DOf“”Qﬂ them before the interview.

70. The P.M. has been informed of our intention

Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES and, in view of Baroness

DAVIES' position in the House of TLords, there are o]oanv
political considerations in this case. In the circumstan
there would appear to be advantage 1n PHﬂP“PT'H this
interview on a formal basis in Room 055. The interview
should also be recorded.

71. Whilst the interview with Richard LILEWELYN-DAVIES

may help to resolve some of the doubts about his wife I do
not consider that this investisation can be completed without
an interview with Baroness ILLEWELYN-DAVIES herself. i

£
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Bdueca Liverpool College
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G4 Richa LL . AVIES
Occupnation: 94( 1: Ministry of War Transvort
(Private Secretary to Minis
P.J. NOEL-BAKER)
Foreign Office
Air Ministry.
Commonwealth
Ministry of
msuccessful
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Association.
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n@OTOFﬂT” and later Director

lucational Trust and
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\ er, Roqwd of Governors,
for Sick children.

of Universit
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2 fu A atthew HODGART (PF. 703,839: Cambridg

University 1935- ?Q), who is considered to be a reliable
source and knew the RAVDON-SMITHs at University, Pat
LLEVELYN-] ES was definitely a communist then.

WDON-SMITH as she then was shared a
later Lady PO”WQOHILD, who was a
secretary to P.J. NOEL-BAKE On being bombed

VI

out they both moved into the ;rem1ees of 5, Bentinck Stree
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70D

73b,101¢

28

vacated bv the ROTHSCHILDS., This menage

Guy BURGESS (PF. 604,529), Anthony BLUNT (PF
and, Tor nost of the tlme, Jack HEWIT (PF. 60
BURGESS' boyfriend. In 1943 Richard LLEWELY!
them.

list of visitors to Bentinck Street is at Appendix II.

i Aftﬂr har marriage to LLEWELYN-DAVIES, she remained

on close with BURGESS and BLUNT with whom she and
her husbanm were still in touch in 1966 and probably still
are.

Both Alister WATSON (PF. 47,4¢ and BLUNT he expressed
e opinion that Richard nl"?LYN-“' i was i ylved in
D

ionage and, in the context of h associgation wif him
d with TTJ“CiJZS , BLUNT and PHILB Pa ) LYN-DAVIES
5 also come under suspvicion.

Dy o N
C) o

e O\
)
TR

(i) Michael STRAIGHT (PF. 44,592) suspected that
might have been recruited by the R.I.S

(ii) BLUNT do‘brlbod her as having been a useful
e

source to BURGE

In this connection it should, however, be noted
according to BLUNT, she "absolutely hated" BURGES
and t17 opinion tends to be gupported by the statement
ESEY (PF. 607,230) that his 1rn11"““0101’1
BT

she did not L;kp either BURGESS
of course, wrong in the case of

(iii) Michael STRAIGHT also sucgested t

her charms" to obtain information to whi
entitled. He was thinking in terms of e
BLUNT agreed with this but thousht that objective
wag the furtherance of her projected pol cal career.

1
Ci
(=
\J

fCCO“din” to BLUNT she had been aske
OR a cland .'3ne lottor -

n interviewed WATERLOW denied that he had ever
and

OH”””OK in clandestine ’“;LVitTQ‘ nd claimed that if
Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES had been he would have sensed it
was, however, very much in 1ove with her at the .lme.)

involvement with the Africa Educational Trust and
an Development Trust as Secretary and Director

DR e e eid




brought her into wit
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U.S. IMMIGRATION VISA
APPLICANT AT .. LONDON NIV

*DATES OF RESIDENCE IN UK.

lﬁ El s [
NAME: ! LLEWELYN-DAVIES, Richard Lord Jen 12, 1970
Last First

WIFE, IF APPLYING: worsy (€. Ap (:Awml«r‘
O™ f L

DATE, PLACE OF BIRTH December 2, 1912 i\ LHgEER)

WIFE, IF APPLYING: 5 o Lh 1970
aa e et Mnp
K3 A4 we 3D/,

PRESENT OR LAST U.K. ADDRESS: Bartlett School of Architecture, University College,
Gower Street, London WC 1#rimg :

PRESENT NATIONALITY: British PASSPORT :

—

1o :

hfh o

NAME AND NATIONALITY AT BIRTH OF: - ;} Pi= Gok bek
FATHER: WIFE:

TRAVELS IN LAST 10 YEARS:

o

during June X$x 1970 to Washington D. C. to wx accept American Institut

MOTHER: HUSBAND: G
OCCUPATION: Frofessor of Architecture, University of London, Bartlett School 7%‘@
e@' \
JOINING yrchitecture Award. 4 zLé

4 1hs



Extract for File No
Original in File No
Date and Place of *Interview/MEEREE....3.11.69...a%. the Courtauld Institube........c.ccccivvvivrviiniiiiiiennnn

with (also give security context of person being interviewed) ..Sixr. .Anthany. . BLUNT...................... .

9. « « o In the course of discussions, BLUNT said that he had obtained
the post at the Courtauld Institute in March, 1939, He repeated that he
had moved into Bentinck Street with Barbara and Viector ROTHSCHILD as soon
as he came back from France in 1940 and that Tess MAYOR and Pat RAWDON-
SMITH had moved in shortly afterwards when the flat which he thought they
had shared was bombed. He believed that the lease of Bentinck Street had
in fact been taken over formally by Tess., BURGESS had moved in later,
either when the lease of Chester Square came to an end or when he had some
trouble with his landlord there: BLUNT had thought it a good idea for
BURGESS to move in as BURGESS was already in a very bad state. Asked how
Victor had met Tess originally, BLUNT said he had met her through Pat
RAWDON-SMITH. Viector had asked Pat, whom he had known well at Cambridge,
to act as his secretary in the Office but she had not wished to change her
job and had suggested Tess instead.

13, « « o At this stage BLUNT asked whether we were sure about LLEVELLYN--
DAVIES' involvement in "the game": when we replied that we were, BLUNT
did not pursue the matter, BLUNT reminisced about the Kafkaesque evening
with Alister WATSON and commented that he was not at all ashamed that he
had become paralytically drunk on that occasion,

signed M, Price Smith

for C. 0. Shipp

*Strike out inapplicable.

8 Form 81C 4m 4.69




Original in File No
Date and Place of *Interview/Meeting

with (also give security context of person being interviewed)

2 Questioned about the statement made by GREY WALTER
that in 91943 he had been present with BLUNT, BURGLESS,
ROTHSCHILD and WATSON at a party in Richard LLEWELLYN-
DAVIES' house following a Society dinner, BLUNT said he
did not remember LLEWELLYN-DAVIES having a flat or
house of his own at that time. He had moved into B
Street when he came back from abroad and was '"the m
regular sharer of Pat RAWDON-SMITH's bed". He later sald
that he was certain that by the summer of 10L3 LLEWELLYN-
DAVIES had been living permanently at Bentinck Street.
BLUNT said that it was a tradition that a leading member
of the Apostles entertained some of the "brothers" at his
home after Society dinners. BLUNT had taken over that
responsibility from James STRACHEY during the war.
Normally a dozen or more "brothers" of the thirty or so
attending the dinners had gone back to Bentinck Street.
By no stretch of the imagination would going to Bentinck
Street have been described as going to Richard LLEWELLYN-
DAVIES' home: they would have spoken of going to "Anthony's"
or possibly to "Anthony's and Guy's".

COMMENT

Tess ROTHSCHILD has stated that Richard LLEWELLYF-
DAVIES moved into Bentinck Street when he returned
to this country from Ireland in 1942,

*8trike out inapplicable.

8 Form 81C 4m 4.69

cohliinued




. Reference was again made to BLUNT's earlier statement
that the only two people in this country who could give him
away were Brian SIMON and James KLUGMAN., He was asied whether
Richard LLEWELLYN-DAVIES should not be included in that
category. He replied that to his knowledge LLEWELLYN-DAVIES
had certainly not been aware that he had been "in the game'.
We then turned the guestion round the other way and ¥
Suggested that BLUNT must surely have known that LLEWELLYN-
DAVIES was "in the game". BLUNT said that he had never
thought of LLEWELLYN-DAVIES as having been inwv ed prior
to hearing Alister WATSON's story. He was ‘ e
certain whether LLEWELLYN-

the student branch of the Party at Cambridge: he

always associated him with Alister WATSON gnd Georg
THOMPSON and had regarded them all as "strange romantic
figures", If LLEWELLYN-DAVIES had been in the Party

at Cambridge he could not have been in a central

bosition. BLUNT was told that LLEWELLYN-DAVIES had been

a member of the Party and he was asked why, in that case,
he believed that he had not been recruited to the Rol B

He replied that if BURGESS had approached LLEWELLYN-DAVIES
he felt certain that BURGESS would have told him. BURGESS
had, he thought informed him of all recruitment approaches
which he had made in Cambridge though he could not be so
certain about Oxford. He had, however, known about
Goronwy REES. In the course of further discussions BLUNT
agreed that BURGESS would clearly have had LLEWELLYN-DAVIE
"on his list" for recruitment and might well have approached
him. He suggested that Victor ROTHSCHILD should be con-
sulted about this subject. Asked about LLEWELLYN-DAVIES'
association with PHILBY, BLUNT said that to his knowledge
theyy had not known one another at Cambridge. PHILBY might,
however, have met LLEWELLYN-DAVIES at Bentinck Street

during the war, '

COMMENT

Both WATSON and Flora SOLOMON have said that
LLEWELLYN-DAVIES was "very close" to PHILBY.
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Extract from Note for File/[nterview Report / Z Q. ;
Wy i & B,

Original in File No
Dato and Plico.of T Tnterviom ) Meotitg, Gl B D ot ...« e ot bt oo Labsbiod waonsisn Jrrss st widyfer e g stk bbb s bt AR bt b

with (also give security context of person being interviewed)

113
Officer........ B'Pa"llser ....................... using @ of

Extracted by

L, Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES has not been away and there

are no signs of her going. Lord ROTHSCHILD is still

of the opinion that an interview with LLEWELYN-DAVIES
would only be useful if Pat were away because of her

hostility towards "security". Mr., Wright proposed to
leave the position as it is until the end of the year
and thén re~consider the matter.

*Btrike out inapplicable.

8 Form 81C 4m 4.69




Extract from Novecfsexiia/Interview Report / f";jj)j /.’L.

(3. B o

Extract for File No.......... RoEA..é.O.LI',é.QQ.-..' .......... Name

Original in File No

with (also give security context of person being interv.iewe(l)

Cttee..af..100.(0rg...penetrated. by . Trotskyists/Anarchists,.). . ccocicmniimmiveieciiicnnens.
Subject : »
Officer...

Extracted by

escecooo0ccecoes®

Cambridge University in the 1930s

Yiv)Richard TLEYELLYN-DAVIES ' (PF.604,604)

|

Ka) Grey WALTER knew him only in the comtext of the APOSTLES
of which he regarded him as being one of the Communist members.

(b) he said that he had had no contact with him for many years
ws recalled attending parties at LLEWELLYN-DAVIES' house in . ]

Tnion aricr mettings oF he LEGSTTES.: he imst, he chought,
was about 1943, which, together with a lot of people he did not
know, the following attended:-.

 Anthony BLUNT; (PF. 604,582)
Guy BURGESS; (PF. 604,529)

Deryck CHESTERMAN: (PF.607,085
- Victor ROTHSCHILD (PF. 605,565
Alister WATSON (PF. 47,496)

eeecneroo0ocPrOPOSOOCEECERES

. e IN DEPARTA
*Btrike out inapplicable. A
: : 3(4)

ACT

8 Form 81C 4m 4.69




TOP SECRET

Extract from Note for File/[nterview Report

LLEWELYN-DAVTIES

Subleot n . AL OOR NP EONE. OF. AT PR R B0 e . i s o o s b i s
Officer.-.Eeter. Weichh . 5 Lo o using @ of : SectionP i st Bt i

Extracted by ; § O R, N Date... 1LL Al 69 ..............................

© 900 00

6. The ROTHSCHILDs had dined the previous evening
with Richard and Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES. They said
there was no sign yet of her going abroad but she
was almost sure to do so in the summer, during the
Recess. They implied that she was very important
now she had become a Minister and it was plain that
Victor did not care for her at all. He still has
a soft spot for Richard, however, and is sure that
even accepting that he may have been involved in
some way in espionage earlier on, he is now quite
in the clear, and he thinks that Richard might

talk to us.

*Strike out inapplicable.

g i C ol R t.nw‘.,;,,,
31 A i
8. Form 81C 3m 2.69 I ( :" { = W N TN )




CODE 18-76

Various K.3 sources have told
us about a club called the Cranium
Club, founded in 1925 by David GARNETT
) It continues to the present
day. It has been described as a "left-
wing intellectual dining club of a
Bloomsbury pink variety'" and over the
years numerous people of known Communist
or K.3 interest have belonged to ite.

20 Included among these are: -

LLEWELYN-DAVIES PF 60L604

> Bt e AR
dysrs LXLLL«.aésf
K.3 el

13.6.69 °  B. Palliser







CODE 18-75

MVELLINGTON

CoLLEGE

Tk oLL,
mW(Z,{k{’wcnt up to the university

CAm8

atioun Goteld Jtelig
?bekk

Extract From New Society Dated 29th May,

1969.

iJ
\-\\&ﬂeﬁ

omo rs 0"" an

d bolshevik
Charles Rycroft
‘The fact that our present Labour govern-
.ment is fullilling to the letter communist
predictions about the role of social demo-
cracy in prolonging the death pangs of
capitalism takes me back to the two years in
the 1930s during which I was a member of

a university Communist Party,
Having prematurely exhausted the ameni-
ties of my public school, I had spent the

4

103N 1z

first half of 1933 in Germany, nominally.

learning German but in fact spending much
of my time attending Nazi rallics, watching
street fights and distributing banned copies
of The Times which my brother sent me
wrapped in copies of the Tatler. When T
in the autumn of
1933, 1 was amazed to discover that it was
“only the extreme. left-wing undergraduate
organisations that were aware of what was
going on in Germany and had realised that
the Nazis were bent on war, I joined the
communist-run  Anti-War Movement soon
after arriving, and- a few months later I
Ieft the Conservative Association and joincd
thc Socialist Club, of which to my surprlsc
1 was soon clected an oflicer.

My conversion, however, had surprisingly

little. effect on my daily life, which con-
tinued to be that of a young man who is
treating the university as a finishing school
first and as a scat of learning second. I
went to sherry partics, May weck balls and
point-to-points and considered it bad form
actually to be seen working.

Many, but as we shall sce not all, of the
socialists and communists I now met were
quite unlike anything I had known before.
They had provincial accents and scholar-
ships, wore polo sweaters and mackintoshes,
and were obviously contemptuous of any-
onc who appeared to take superficial matters

" seriously or serious matters lightly. From
them I learnt that intensity, which I had
previously thought a vice, was really a
virtue, and also that I, poor thing, was
decadent, a dilettante, a member of a dying
class, precluded by the dialectic of history
from ever having any understanding of the
modern world or from playing any signi-
ficant role in it.

However, their patronising but mostly
indulgent attitude towards myself and my
historical disabilities did not disturb me un-
duly, There was, I reflected, a rather satis(y-

S s e L

ing combination of the romantic and absurd
in the idca that I would make a surtabic
exhibit in the Victoria and Albert and thui
my survival in the world to come would
affront immutable historical processes.
However, even dinosaurs have their uscs
and my decadence and my respectability—
curiously, the two terms were synonymous—
were of considerable value to the move-
ment. [ looked presentable and reassuring
on a platform and could be trusted to enter-
tain visiting liberal speakers without making
it too obvious that they were supporting «
cover organisation., For some time, indeed.
I was myself a deccived innocent, but onc
day, having arrived unexpectedly early for
a Socialist Club committee mecting. I dis
covered that the othcr members were in
the habit of meecting hall an hour before

the oflicial time in order to work out the

party line in my absence.

This arrangement struck me as inc{licient
and cventually the party too decided that
it was wasteful to hold Socialist Club com-
mittee meetings in duplicate merely for my
sake. So_a party member, since cnnobled
by Mr Wilson, was told to put me on his
contact list and get me into the party. He
failed, largely becausec he_ thought charm
was a more persuasive revolutionary wea-
pon than argument, but the kill was even-
tually made by a research student of the
college who was already a full-time party
official—though he was paid by the college
to do research on Balzac., Mark had rooms
on the next staircasé¢ to me; he scemed to
need little sleep; and I joined the party after
a marathon series of indoctrination sessions
lasting far into the night. It had become a
choice between joining.and exhaustion.

I am, however, perhaps exaggerating his
persistence and undcrestimating his intelli-
gence and plausibility. He was by far the
best-read person I had hitherto met and he
took more trouble over me than any tutor
or teacher had ever:done. He also had «
very ecumenical approach towards com-
munism, ‘which enabled him to convert
people without requiring them to change

_their opinion on any important matter.

I should explain that the university Com-
munist Party was at that time divided into

© two schools ¢f thought, which were widely

known as the Gospels of St Matthew and
St Mark—Mark being an intellectual Jesuit,
Matthew a romantic puritan.

Matthew' believed that the bourgeoisic
were damned, but that individual bourgeois
could be saved if they were prepared to
give up everything for the party and throw
in their lot with the working class. Tdeally

they should renounce their private incomes.

or give their capital to the party, but failing
that they should at least change their
accents and their clothes and sound and
look like proletarians. Matthew, who came
from an upper middle class family weii

LLWELLIN DHVIES) -

PP oy 60y

{

known for its high culture and intclligence,

had made this sacrifice himself,

Mark, on the other hand, believed that
communism was the heir to all that was
best in liberalism, socialism, conservatism,
rationalism, Catholicism and Anglicanism.
It was Forward from Everything and he
cncouraged his recruits to continue to live
exactly as they had before their conversion.
It was, he believed, their revolutionary dut:
and destiny to spread the gospel from what
ever station it had pleased the dia'cctic of
history to call them to. He also held that
culture was a weapon in the class struggle
and that even rescarch in aesthetics was a
legitimate form of revolutionary acuvntY.
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pendale chair would, T heard him say. bring
a marxist to a closer understanding of the
class structure of 18th century England.
Mark's view of communism suited me
down to the ground. I continued to hunt
during the vacation and justified doing so
by displaying in my rooms in college a pos-
ter issued by the Society for Cultural Rela-
tions with the ussr advertising the facilitics
for fox-hunting offered by the Georgian
Soviet Republic. Nor was 1 alone in being
attracted by Mark’s all-embracing interpre-
tation of the nature of revolutionary pas-
toral activity—which was, 1 now realise
the marxist cquivalent of St Augustine’s
“Love God and do what you will.”
Matthew's and Mark's converts werc,
naturally enough, suspicious of one an-
other. The differences in outlook and in-
come between Matthew’s working class,
grammar school followers and Mark's pub-
lic school boys led to mutual embarrass-
ment, contempt and envy, which were com-
pounded by the fact that both groups con-
tained members who aspired to belong to
the other. Matthew's group contained social
climbers who angled for -invitations to
stately homes, while some of Mark’s con-
verts celebrated their induction into the
party by buying themselves trousscaux of
working men’s clothes.
If Matthew had been in control of the
university party, it would have been a
single-minded body without internal tension
and discord, but it was Mark who had the
ear of national headquarters at King Street.
He was, therefore, allowed to introduce his
own ingenious solution of the problem
which his catholic interpretation of com-
munism had created. This was the division
'nf the college cell into two: an SAGRceit
i containing the haute bourgeoisie, and a
“3” cell containing the grammar school
types. Nominally .A was the privileged cell.
{ts members were supposedly the creme de
i creme of the liberal intelligentsia, too

oviginal and gifted to be subjected to party -

discipling, to toe the party line. It was under-
ood that their contribution to the class war
would be on the Cultural Front. Their

historic tasks were to infiltrate senior com- i

bination rooms, the corridors of power,
Bloomsbury and Mayfair, and to hold them-
selves in readiness to reestablish cultural
life after the chaos of the revolution.
~In fact, however, as we discovered to our
shame and embarrassment, quite other con-
siderations had been in the party’s mind
when it created the A cell. Its purpose was
to seprcgate the decadents and protect the
simple-minded proletarians from contamina-
tion and corruption by contact with unreli-
4ble elements. It was to cnable the party to
heep a closer cye on us. and to keep in the
parly members whose family connections
were of use to it but who were themsclves
regarded as irredeemably middle class. We
were contemptuously referred to as “social
pansies™ and our cell was known as the
“oeabs' group.” (Mark's solution proved to
he a failure, since to the best of my knowl-
cdge only one member of the scabs group
remained a communist after going down.)
Despite our segregation, we scabs all had
our moments of inspiring contact with the
senuine working class. My bedmaker was
one of the only two proletarian members
of the local party—the other was her hus-
band—and she understandably made a
favourite of me, in particular protecting me

from the fascist machinations of an Hon:
who had rooms on the same staircase. Hey |
| so she believed, went through the contents

of my wastepaper basket daily, so she
impressed upon me that it was my revolu-
tionary duty to burn all discarded docu-
ments and keep all possessions under lock
and key. One day she disappeared. 1 later
heard that she had been admitted to the
Jocal mental hospital as a case of paranoia.

Another contact with the working classes
was provided by a visit we made to a‘Welish
mining village, which conlained, so it was
said, two party members and 600 ex-mem-
bers. 1 stayed with a miner's family who
treated me like royalty, except for Mum,
who decided that I was all skin and honcs

~and insisted on my cating enormous meals.
.Our hosts found our presence puzzling, and
‘even a little flattering, but 1 doubt whether

we did anything to advance the class war.
Indeed T suspect that unwittingly we did an

“excellent public relations job for the very

people we were nominally working against.
Despite good will on both sides, an insuper-
able barrier scemed to exist between us and
our working class comradcs, a barrier which
not even a shared ideology could bridge. I
remember once being flummoxed by a com-
rade who asked me to explain the psycholo-
gical reasons for the-fact that he always fell

‘asleep whenever he picked up Lenin's

Imperialism. '

There was, of course, a working class dis-
trict ncarer to hand than south Wales, but
our contacts with industrial Oxbridge were

. confined .to occasional marches through it

in support of strikers. On the occasion of a
bus strike, one of us composed a revolu-
tionary song “What's wrong with us is/the
bosses own the buses” which enjoyed a cer-
tain vogue. But most of the revolutionary
songs we knew were in German or Italian.

There were also some mass rallies in Hyde
Park and Trafalgar Square, which provided
a welcome opportunity to visit London.
Here again the issue of the two gospels
raised its head, one school arguing that our
solidarity with the working classes should
be expressed sartorially, the other insisting
that we should dress like gentiemen in order
to demonstrate the extent to which even
feudal clements were throwing in their lot
with the working classes during the decline
of capitalism. 1 must have belonged to. the

Jaiter schaol of thought, as I c¢an remember

dropping out of a march down Pall Mall in
order to have tea at the Reform Club and
joining it again later.

Looking back on it all, T don’t think we

“did either ourselves or anyonc else much

harm. Perhaps we should have worked

“harder at our academic studies or read more

widely in the classics and less deeply in
marxism, but as the party’s exam results
were always excellent, even the charge of
wasting time does not stick. I can, incident-
ally. remember taking part in a policy-
making discussion as to whether the party
should admit an applicant who had only
got a third and who was only a commoner
of his college. Nor, T think, were we really .

‘corrupted by totalitarian ideas. Most of us

entered before the Radek trial of 1935 and
Jeft—*lapsed” in the jargon—before Rus- .
sia’s equivocal role in the Spanish civil war.
I certainly learnt a lot about the dynamics
of small groups and, in particular, how (o

' spot when a committec is being manipulated

by a faction within it, a piecc of knowledge
which has been invaluable throughout my
professional carecr. Nor, despite the absur-
dity of some of our activities, were we
wrong o bear witness to the presence of
evil and to believe that it should be opposed.
But everything seemed simpler then.

i
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NOTE FOR FILE

§ As a result of a series of interviews with COCOAIIUT
(s. 468z) it has been concluded, inter alia, that:-

(i) an intelligence apnroach on behalf of the R.I.

was made to him at Cambridege, probably by BURGESS.

(ii) he agreed to undertake tasks for the cause of
international communism/R.I.S.

(iii) whilst emvnloved in the Admiralty at Bristol he
passed information to the R.I.S.

Attached is an analysis of his statements concerning his contacts
at Cambridge University and at Bristol

2 BURGESS was at Trinity College, Cambridee, from 1930~ 35
and was recruited by the R.I.S. in 1934. If he did recru't GCQO NUT
for the R.I.S. it must therefore have been after 1934.

remained at Cambridee until 1939 and worked in the Admiralty in
Bristol in 1941-42.

£ty In the cases of the identified svies who were at Cambridge
University during the 1930's the pattern has been for them to
relinquish overt C.P. activity following recruitment by the R.I.S.
From COCOANUT's statements it is reasonable to assume that:-

(i) others in his circle at Cambridge were also recruited
for Ghes R oSy

(ii) there were others in hiscovert C.P./A.Sc.l/. circle

at Bristol engaged in espionage for the R.I.S.

4. If the assumption in parasraph 3 (i) above is correct

it seems to me that members of the APOSTLES onrovided good material
for R.I.S. recruitment. I suzgest therefore that priority might

be given to those friends of COCOANUT at Cambridge who were according
to him not overtly C.P. members but also were "APOSTLES". Those who
satisfy these criteria are:-

a) Sir Anthonv BLUNT : 604 ,582)
b) Guy BURGESS PT 004 529)
¢) Richard LLEWELLYN-DAVIES T 604, oOA)
d) William Grey WALTER - ' 705,)23)

ke With regard to paragraph 3 (ii) above, the C.P. group
at Bristol was a secret one and apnears to have had links with the
A.Sc.W. Associates of COCOANUT in both fields were:-




Alan Nunn MAY (PF. 66,949)
Deryck CHESTERMAN (PF. 607,085)
William Grey WALTER gPF. 765,533)
see also para. 4(d) above)

In my view the last two named are worthy of further investigation.

J : .

A+ Bower.

14th April, 1969.
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TOP SECRET P 606,769
1O IR 2

Note of interview of 5tuart HAMPSHIRE
on 12th March, 1969 at 34 Walton St.,
S.W.3 by K.3/P.M Wright

Ext. on 12.9.72 by K.3/SDO for PF 60L, 60k

% s I next pursued the subject of who else there was of interest !
in the story. He immediately named Tomas HARIS. Ile is quite
convinced that HARIS was involved. The fact that his polfities yore
vrong is, to his mind, quite immaterial., HAIISG, he aaid, wizn
hard-boiled adventurer who would love the thrill of a clanajntin@
affair and liled showing up authority. Ile had all the right
characteristics and was very deeply committed emotionally to both
FPHILBY and BLUNT. HAIFSHIRE found it vexry interesting that HARIS's
almost fascist political views dig not fit in with the radical ones
! held by FHILBY and BLUNT. IHe thought there must have been some
other reason for the extremely close friendship that existed. In
this connection he reminded me that he had mentioned BROOIAN-WHITE
before as being a similar character. He would think it highly
likely that BROOMAN-WHITE was in some way inwvolved with FPHILBY.
He reminded me also that he had said Richard LLEWELYIN-DAVIES was a
man who had been closely involved with the whole circle before the
war; had undoubtedly been a lMarxist and had the right sort of
character,

Y
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Cn 25th Harch I briefed Lady Llewelyn-Davies in
her office in the House of Lord

IJ\} e e
v S

She commented
il aware of
When I said that the threat of

casual over-hearing wase probaebly more sericus than eaves=
dropping by microphone, she commented that she had recently
been at some dinner party at which Kaunda was preaent,
fie had been asked some slightly delicate gquestion about
his reaction to the restrictions on immigration by Asians
from Bast Africa, There had been a long pause before he
repliedi he then explained that he was waiting until the
walter left the room and added "we learn a lot from
waitera®,

2e Lady Llewelyn-Davies scemed friendly and receptive
to the briefing, We had a little genersl conversation
about her work as Chairmen of the Board of Governors of
Great Ormond Street and in conneetion with the Africa
Bdueational Trust, She regretted giving up this work
but eomforted herself with the thought that perhaps the
Government might not last much longer,

D.ll, Whyte
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Qﬁth Mareh ’969 .




h’ g5 ‘715 boy bou

Reference

- .
~ - —

o e f N

Extract from note of interview with Lord
and Lady ROTHSCHILD by K.3/PMW on Monday
3rd March 1969.

Original on PF 605565 dated 14.3.69
v Ext. for PF 604604 by K.3/KS on 25.3.69

o e 00 0 a0

8. Victor is still ready to go ahead with
arranging a meeting between me and Richard ILEWELYN-

DAVIES but Pat shows no signs of going abroad at
the moment., In any case, any move Victor made
would have to be after April 12th.

CODE 18-75
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FROM THE PRESS SECTION.

T b, (e 5
New woman

Minister

Lady Llewelyn-Davies, aged 53,
has been appointed by Mr. Wilson
to succeed 'Lady Serota as a
Baroness in Waiting in the House

of Lord‘:&(ur Political Staff writes.

This brifgs the number of women
in the Government to 10, the
highest number ever in any
Adminisiration in the United
Kingdom.

Lady Serota was promoted to
be Minister of State at the Depart-
ment of Health and Seocial Secu-
rity on February 24.
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Extract for File ot xRk o0 el i veisciveos HBMBET ynesceebnitosssassiss
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Original: OF 1612-2 Supp A. Serial; .2196...... Receipt _
Date: .eoeo'jt’?.{i\':noooo.

Original from T/C on Z.A.P.U. Under Ref: 4699 Dated: ee....1022:8%......
Extracted on: 532:52.. . s JJEL ... Section E.2.

Extract from T/C on Zimbabwe African Peoples Union (Z.4A.F.U.) Peoples

Caretaker Council - London Office.

0/G. From DUBE to 836:5075 Africa Bducationsl Trust asking
for an appointment with Lady DAVIS. Thursday at 11.00 hrs,

:; g;ovisionally agreed subject to confirmation on Wednesdsy.

SECRET
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NOTE FOR PF.604,604

sir Burke Trend rang this
morning to say that he had now
spoken to the Prime Minister
about our desire to interview
Tord LLEWELLYN-DAVIES. The
Prime Minister had been surprised
by our information about him
but agreed that we should inter-
view him on the basis of seeking
his help to illuminate dark
corners.

D.G.

—

Ath December 1968
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