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: You will be interested to see 926a. I do
not think we need speculate at this stage on the
ultimate outcome of the case except in so far as it
may affect our course of action. We cannot leave
the matter here.

Zn It is I think clear that we shall never be

able to believe whatever further admissions CAIRNCRCSS
may make unless they are either supported by outside
evidence or come as part of a complete and convincing
collapse. We are at present trying to collect further
relevant information but have no great hopes that any-
thing produced will lead to more than very limited
admissions or further denials. . VWe have already played
all our own cards except certain information about his
finances. We must therefore think in terms of aiming
to produce a complete collapse, CAIRNCRC3S has hinm-
self indicated that this might come about if he found
himself in a worse personal and financial situation

than in 1964 which included the risk of a public scandal
affecting his brother. I must admit that I do not see
much chance that action to bring this about would prove
acceptable and I therefore can only suggest that we

plod on as best we can, while saying nothins to CAIRNCROSS
which misht reassure him zbout our intentions.

5( N s

C P C de Wesselow

K3/0

Bxt M3 641

13 July 1973
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Thank you. I have read 926a with great o dewpfel do=’l
interest. I shall be glad to learn from you #%u,
whether the long letter from CAIRNCRCSS, which Wy Loy
you told me today had arrived, affects the
conclusions; and perhaps I cculd have a reply
to paragraph 1 of minute 869 - although I think
I can deduce the answer to the second question
from lMrs Rimington's observations in the report.

2 I egree that we must try to clear this case
Upe. But I have no doubt that the final sentence
of 926a is a shrewd judgement and one which
CAIRNCROSS himself has probebly reached.

r!Z%jl«b&u\

J A Allen
KX

19 July 1975
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Note for file attached to memorandum from CAIRNCROSS 032z

Note for File Re: Serial 932a
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Draft letter to CAIRNCROSS




. o
K3/C EC de W

o

1« o+ I invite your attention to:
(a) Memorandum by CAIRNCROS3S
serial 932a.
(b) My observations on (a)
above at serial ¢33a.
(c) Draft letter ackuowledging
the memorandum.

2 I would appreciate an opportunity to discuss
these papers with you.

7

/ 1

/-Z,;,E'ﬂgc.?, ; =N L\.

E W Pratt
K3/4

MS Ext 660
20 July 1973
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I am sorry that I did
Minute 869 (Minute 931 refers). The note
for file at 936a shows that we have considered
other assessments of CAIRNCROSS's character and
ability. I doubt whether any other acgquaintances
will be able to shed much more new light. 1t
would. seem that from the R.I.3. peint of view
CAIRNCROSS was a more suitable instrument for
deception than many of their other acgents.

2z However, in spite of his undoubted
intellectual ability it would seem beyond his
power to play this complicated game with complete
effect. Whether or not there is an element of
deception he has undoubtedly lost control of the
situation as shown by 932a. While I believe that
this is a carefully calculated document and cannot
entirely subscribe to the theory that it reflects
undue emotion or mental unbalance the onion peeWing
" process continues - in spite of his claim that thi
method is futile. Not only does he give more
details of his financial receipts from the R,.I.S.
but he brings in the new point bh"t/we had proof ﬁ,ﬂ&ﬂé
of his gullt in 1964, 2z point which' may have a
bearing on the deception theory.

&%Li~_~1\.

C P C de Wesselow

K3/0
Ext MS 640

24 July 1973
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oL
o,

interrogations of Joh C;??f;uizu (“9“0“15
in volume 19 gnd 9 6
out his cruﬁufnlnaus in
lOﬂ" he made in 1963

> 0 serious dounts ab
certain asnects of the "confess
(:54“ in volume 14), to vhinh over the years he hes

ubstantially adhered. hese dou t relate particularl;
to the account he has ?iveﬁ of his recruitment - he
could well De s”iﬂlrin” someone - and to his relation-
ship with his Controllers. Breaches which have now
veen made in his story that he rcce“'v"q no remuneration
for his spying bear upon the questiorn of his motivation
and upon the crucial point of the length of time he was
under 2IS control; the last point could be relevant to
his apparent current affluence.

It is therefore most desirable thst we should look

_L
AY. NS 3 L £ oy 3 5 - - 5 P = ] e
CAIRNCROSS's financial affai as closely as pos-—

THIS IS A COPY
"JP’G\NA% DOCUMENT |RETAINED
IDEPAV.waﬂ'j@fﬁx SECTION
3{.4) OF HF PUBLIC |RECORDS
ACTWQSU FE#Q\:AK"[

Une aspec £ his finances over the last six or
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K3/Mr Pratt °
¥

Thank you for minute 976. You will no doubt be
waiting to see whether TREFPPER is able to answer any
of the outstanding questions in this area before
fixing up your Jjourney, which has my approval. Cne
point strikes me on the brief for the interview with
TEMBOURY at 974z. As drafted it appears to leave
open to the interviewer the putting to TLNMBCURY of the
fact that "the subject of the investigation is John
CAIRNCROSS...." (page 2). I regard it as important
that the interview with TEMBOURY avoids any suggestion
of this. The interviewer can give the impression that
he is looking into certain arms dealing matters connected
with espionage, and any reference to CAIRNCROSS would need
to be very subordinaste to an apparent interest in HAEFNER.
Your brief for the interview with RAAB seems to me to
strike exactly the right note.

.

A Allen
KX

19 November 1973
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Fi® Via Armando Spadini 16
Parioli
Rome

ol February 1974

7 . "
Kecd phatr 28 Mech (97

Dear Mr Pratt,

You may remember that we had some corresponcence last year
you suggested that we postpone further discussiion to the present year. I am now
writing to say that I expect to be in London either in the last week of April or 4
first week in May.The first day on which I would be available would be Wednesdays.
Following our former arrangements, it might be possible for you to have a furt
discussion on the Friday if you so wished,

o P

f course let you know my address there before leaving, but I would k

possible, to write to me on plain paper, and not necesszrily Ebibthgbtaz
an sctual address. I would repl to the usual one.l imagine that all

s

correspondence to and from Kenya is censored.

long holiday sincﬁi am veal

I look forward to hearing from you,

Yours sincerely,

John Cairncross ;2

SZMY'éy ok —'%M%nfnﬁakai -
o EwP ok lagu. 055, «
Pwauwud&]o&iﬂqcﬂ«sﬁ Il pe
Pnf&ﬁ dhkes cle .
ﬂﬁ,,llsﬂ(
i[«/’w
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{OTE FOR FILE

i k" The 1937 files of the Spanish Department of the
Foreign Office, which are available through lMr Mellor
Head Archivist of the Foreign Office Research Department
(Tel. F.0. Main A. x388), contain a certain amount

of minuting by John CAIRNCROSS.

24 From the minuting it is apparent that the claim
which CATRNCROSS made at the interview in April 1973

(S. 926a para. 6) that he had no idea what was the
British Government's policy on the supply of ams to
Spain, and that it was not what he and his colleagues
were dealing with, was nonsense. A considerable amount
of the work of the Spanish Department at that time
concerned the Non-Intervention Agreement and the
operating of the control system which was intended to
prevent breaches of the Agreement. It is inconceiveable
that CATRNCROSS, working in the Department, even at a fairly
Junior level, would not have known about this aspect of the
Department's work. Much of the work of SHUCKBURGH who

was apparently one of CAIRNCROSS's seniors at the time
appears to have involved questions of the supply of arms

to Spain in breach of the Non-Intervention Agreement.

L Attachéd is a copy of a file bearing minuting by
CATRNCROSS of the 12 July 1937 referring to the Non-
Intervention Conference (reference Fol Western 21341, 1937
Serial 136 - 139, W.13513/7/41).

4. Minutes by CAIRNCROSS also appear on the following
files:-

i) Pol Western 21328, 1937 Serial 77, W.5893
Minute dated 25 March 1937 on a letter
criticizing British policy in Spain.

ii) DPol Western 21340, 1937 Serial 245, W.12852
Minute dated 7 July 1937 on the collapse
of the control system in Spain.




Pol Western 14176, 1937 Serial 408
W.14176 dated 23 July 1937 concerning
Br@Azilian reactions to the Spanish
Civil War.

Qells Ruiningli

S Rimington

K3/A3
20 March 1974




iy \W 13513/7/41.
I)c:l' f

e Reawkin.

1lth July 1937

red
sy }14tn July

1937

Proposed mediation in Spain.

Refers to nis conversation with Mr.Cairncross and
puts forward proposal that the diplomatic Represents
of North, South and Central America should be invi:
to the Foreign Office and asked to join in urging
both sides in Spain to accept an armistice, pending
discussions of a proposed federel constitution for
Soain between two bodies of Englishmen to be Xnown

as the Friends of Valencia and the Friends of Francos
Lhe

Points out the grest interest in peace in Spain of
Spanish“American countries

Last Paper.
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Mr. Hawkin, Pre§iaent of the International Arbitration
League, called at the Foreign Office on the 10th July to
put forward a proposal for the drawing up of a federal
constitution for Spain by conference of two bodies of
Englishmen called the Friends of Valencia and the Frjends;‘
of Franco., He was confident that this constitution
would be accepted by the great majority of Spaniards,
the only excéptionﬂbeing the Communist element in Barcelona
and that part of the Insurgent Government which was undenr
Italian influence. : /

He also alluded, among aﬂnuuber of' other t#ings, to
part of the Portuguese Delegate's speech at th% last
Non-Intervention conference in which an appealfwas made

w flor the particibation by the Portuguese and Spanish
speﬁ%ing'K&pgdﬂ%ﬁsof South America in the worl
Non-Intervention Committee, Mr. Hawkin suggdsted that

Portugal should be taken at her word and an attempt be

made to carry out this proposal.

e
e

-

Mr. Shuckburgh.
12th July,1937.
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PF72493

NOTE FOR FILE

il The attached note on HAEFNER was
copied from Foreign Office correspondence
Vol. Pol. Central 23126 of 1939 S.424
and 425. The file reference within the
volume is C1892/1892/29. '

2. The volume is available through
Mr Mellor, Head Archivist of the Foreign
Office Research Dept. (Tel F.0. Main A
x 388). 2

S Rimington

K3/A3 :
12 March 1974




Registry } C 1892/18 92/
Number - 29,

FROM Horeign Office
Minute (Mr. Coulson).

No,

Dated 13th Feb. 1939,

Recerved 14th Feb,
in Registry 1939,

C: Netherlands,

H nvention,
Gives account orf interview with Mr. W

Director of Development and Communicationg at Air

Ministry, who sald that g German in Amsterdam named

Victor Hgefner had an invention in which Aipr Ministr

were interested andg that he was to be expelled from

the Netherlands ORSTAth February. Mr. Watson Watt

asked whether the Netherlands Government could be as

to stay his expulsion in order to eénable Air Attgchd

go from Brussels to interview him. Lescribes action

h Sir Nevile Bland, as g result of which

agreed to prolong He
short time, Mr. ¥Yats
instructions to Air

Last Paper.

References.
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Mre” Watson Watt, the Director, of Developnent
; and Communications at thne Air»MinistryICulled on f:g
_-me yesterday morning. He said that there wus a
German living in Holland humed Victor Huefner
(Address Merweuerpﬂein No; 1 Amsterdam Soutn) who
had un invention which the "Air Ministry thought
~might be of interest to them. But ne was about
to be expelled by the Dutch from Holland on Feb-
ruary 1ldth. Mr. Watson Watt asked whether it
would be}possible for us to get tie Dutch Govern;
ment to stay his expulsion fér a saort time in
order to enable the Air Attaché to go over from
Brussels ahd interview him. »

. After consultation:with dNr. Strang, I rang
up Sir Nevile Bland wio said he would See vnetner

anything could be done. He auded that the Air

IN THIS MARGIN.

Attuché was expected to arrive at the Hague anyhow‘ 
on February 14th and' that a long delay woﬁld there Jj‘
fore not be necessary. |
Sir Nevile Bland rang up this morﬁing to say i
that tneIDutcn Government had agreed very reluct- i
antly, as a special favour to us, to prolong Herf
Haefner's stay in Holland for a short time but

they hoped that we would deal witu the mutter us

Z
Tl
}_
s
o
3
Ll
m v
0O
e
V)
Z
Sk
e
NQ)
.

yulckly - us possible since they nad strong object-
lons to the individual in‘que%tion. I nave so
1nformed M%. Watson Watt who. is senulng imstruct=
ions to the Air Attache by bag tonignt to tne i
Hague muklng it clear 'that tue 3nterview snould

W

take place at the earliest pos lble opportunitye.

(
J(\.LU )vr" -
lSth February 1939

* N
\ '




'*vhone.

to trace any papers which ‘may survive
about February 1639 wi the
Pirector of Developinent &

o v tions ;hb sir Winistry syponsored a visit to
this country b Yerman living at the time in Amsterdam
called .iuu'T HAETNC.. HAEFNER's addrcus was:
Merwederplein, No 1 Amsterdam Southn, olland.

oo

olland an 13 ?LbLua”j 193¢ bult at the reogucst of
¢ ] u.w).l'—'\'(r.uu, Director of D( VL]QIYF"”“& and
ations in the Alr ¥inist NI the Toreicn Office
Butch G\«““W'rnu to delay his e\puluzou for a
to enable our Lir Stischdé in Frussels to
in “lEFNE? vwas offerin~ to the idr Minlstry
rdar device vhich he claimed to have

The Tutch were intending to expel HAEFNER from
o)

]
5 & 12 the interview in T o’lﬁro
was brourht A ig country and seen at Alr i inistry
bv Watson-Watt on Februwry 20 or 21 and .guin on
February 27 by Squadron Leader lewin 2ad other Alr
Ministry officials «~ His invention was aprar “uly worthlecs.,

Y‘ s e “\--‘-—\

§ Rimington

R3/A2
16 March 1974
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® ® 00 000 06045 00 0 00

In both instances I was told that Head Office had no
objection to my passing the reports to CTIA and the FBI if
I so wished. I decided on a number of grounds not to pass
these reports. Firstly, because it seemed to me that they
contained material relating to cases other than CAIRNCROSS
which we should not pass gratuitously to CIA or the FBI;
secondly, because I realized that investigations into the
CAIRNCROSS casSe were still proceeding and that there might
well be subsequent developments which would alter.the whole
aspect of the case (I believe this has in fact happened) and .
thirdly, because thelcomment was made in relation to the
letter of 23 July that the comments expressed in the conclus-
ion were those of the author and were not necessarily shared
by her superior officers.

@ ® 0 9 © 0 o

3, I would be grateful if you could show this letter to
Bill Pratt with my apologies for not having advised him of
my decision not to pass the reports at an earlier stage.
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NOTE FOR FILE

PF72,493%

K3/CPC de W and I discussed what further action could
be taken to pursue the question of documentation of arms
shipments from this country which found their way to Re-
publican Spain; Mr de Wesselow suggested I should look for
clues relating to CAIRNCROSS' involvement in the provision
of such documentation in whatever records might now exist.

The Board of Trade records inherited by DoTI seemed
the obvious place to start; F2 suggested I should talk to
their contact in that Department, Richard Pullan, Tel: 222
1877 ext 3240,

Pullan, who was very cooperative, made enquiries follow-
ing our initial conversation snd came back with the information
that records of the issue of arms licences were kept for a

' maximum of fifteen years.,. He added what was to me a new and
interesting point: the issue of arms export licences did not
become the responsibility of the Board of Trade until 193%9;
prior to that date, that is during the years we are interested
in - 1936-39, the years of the Spsnish Civil War - responsibil-—
ity rested with the F.0. (when, of course, CAIRNCROSS was work-
ing there), presumably, Pullan thought,in consultation with
the appropriate Service Department.

Patrick Walker kindly undertook to find out as quickly as
possible whether any records of the kind I was looking for
(I mentioned particularly shipments to Greece to AEKKEA snd
to Holland to WOLF) now existed and would let me know.
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45, 1 asked whether he was sure he had not seen HAEFNER
after, say, the end of 1936. He was quite sure he had
not; when he found on his arrival in Paris in 1938 that
HAEFNER had swindled him he had not wanted to see him
again, I commented that I found this statement surprising
and at that point produced a photostat of the credential
signed by RAAB stating that HAEFNER was representative in
the UK of the firm of Aekkea (a copy is at Annex A to
this report). I asked why, if he had no contact with
HAEFNER after the end of 1936 and moreover felt bitter
about what HAEFNER had done, had he provided him in

May 1939 with this credential., In any case how did he
know HAEFNER was in England?

46, Both RAAB and his wife were clearly taken aback by
this. After some moments RAAB said there was now something
returning to his mind which suggested to him that he may

in fact have received a letter from HARFNER., So far as

he recalled it had been a begging letter asking for any
help RAAB could give; although he could not recall doing
80, he must have sent the credentigl I was now showing

him to give HAEFNER a helping hand. I told him that in

the circumstances I found it difficult to understand why

he should have done that. RAAB embarked on a lengthy expla=
nation that as a refugee himself from Nazi Germany, and

as one who had been éprived of his nationality by the

Nazis RAAB was always ready to help others who were in

the same plight. It must simply have been that motive
which had prompted him to send HAEFNER the letter. 1In
making this explanation he interpolated the phrase: "you
couldn't understand® more than once.

47. T asked if in the light of the document I had shown
him he still maintained that HAEFNER never in fact
represented aekkea and that the firm never procured
materials or components - or anything else -~ from the UK,
RAAB maintained despite the letter, that HAEFNER never
represented Aekkea and that the firm never acquired
anything from the UK, I commented that if this was so

to send such a letter "to help" HAEFNER was rather a
strange thing to do. RAAB just shrugged.

48. 1 said there was another thing. I had a copy of a
letter dated 31 July 1939 which HAEFNER had sent from
London to RAAB in Greece. I produced a xerox copy of

the original in German and an English translation (Annex
B to this report). What had he to say about the letter?
They pored over the German which, understandably, they
found difficult to read. Eventually they said the letter
must be a forgery; they had certainly never received it.
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"We have never seen anything like that have we Toni?"

Mrs RAAB kept asking her husband who shook his head., 1
gsaid there was no reason whatever to think the letter was
a forgery and pointed out it gave every appearance first
that it was part of a continuing correspondence between
HAEFNER and RAAB, and secondly that RAAB's firm was in
fact, contrary to what he had said earlier, doing
business in the UK. Further, this appeared to fit with
the letter acecrediting HAEFNER as Aekkea representative
in the UK,

49, RAAB continued to shake his head and they both
repeatedly asked how we had got hold of the letter., 1
side-stepped this and asked them to tell me about the
people named by HAEFNER in the letter. We went through
them., The first problem was convincing them that the
name in the opening sentence was in fact ATKINSON. They
tried 2all sorts of variations and alternatives. I said
we were pretty sure that it was ATKINSON. Who was he

and why should RAAB have written to him? RAAB maintained
he knew no one called ATKINSON and was adament he had

not been in communication with the UK at that time. I
told him we thought ATKINSON was involved in arms dealing
and this suggested that HAEFNER and RAAB were similarly
involved. RAAB denied this; he was only concerned with
designing and building aircraft.

50. The next name was Colonel PASTOR whom we had discussed
earlier, RAAB could not, or would not, throw any light

on why PASTOR's name should crop up in this ontext. He

had not seen or had contact with PASTOR since sometime
before he (RAAB) had been imprisoned in Spain.

51. I next tried OTERO, RAAB had come across someone of
that name in Spain whom he thought was a Polish Jew; he
did not know what had haprened to him. BELLANZ and
HERZBERG apparently stirred no memories and in response
to RAMOS he merely said it was a2 common Spanish name;

he must have met many when he was in Spain. I told him

I thought he might have met this particular RAMOS in
Paris after his return from Spain; this RANMOS we thought
had& lived at an address in Avnue de Versailles., RAAB shook
his head and made the point that once having emcaped from
Spain he had had nothing further to do with that country
or its nationals,

52. Then came the name CAIRNCROSS. They both mulled the
name over and finally shook their heads saying the name
meant nothing. I told them that CAIRNCROSS seemed to

have been fairly well known to HAEFNER from about 1937
onwards, that is from a time before HAEFNER's imprisonment
in Prance; I thought perhaps HAEFNER might have mentioned
CAIRNCROSS's name to RAAB in earlier correspondence as

the inference in the letter before us was not only that
RAAB would know it but also he would understand what HAEFNER
was rfférxingbtnx. RAAB maintained the name meant nothing
to him.
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This appears to be J RAMOS a technical
officer in the Spanish Purchasing Commission
who in 1939 was reported to ha lived at
18 Avenue de Versailles,

T
F‘ ' Y ..\J

ELANZ

cannot trace.

seems to be Max HERZBERG also
in the arms business muo, like

NN R TS

met HAEFNER through SCWARZ.

53. I then put to RAAB the name Edward WEISBLAT. This did
not seem to mean anything to him. I explained that WEISBIAT
had been living in Paris during the time RAAB was there in
1938 after escaping from Spain. As there was still no
"ﬂﬁctiﬂn I went on to say that RAAB's name had been linked

ith that of WEISBILAT in that they were boca reported to

ave been associated with the Dutch arms-dealing firm of
OL?.

54. Ve spent some time talking about var
clearly were nothing to do with those in
interested. I told him that L‘Wlﬁl I
of an arms firm bearing his name based ia
he had a brother Otto WOLF v“o we bellcvcd
the firm in T:Il” in 1937-1938. This still
unproductive. iventually RAAB dredged up a
whom he had mct, he thought, in 1936 on board

trip from Athens to Marseilles. RAAB

as a Trwwan/lmerican who although a bar

hippy" He had not seen him since. ?

hc poulé bring to mind had become head
major West German steel firm and was currently adviser
on steel to t“e “est German Government. He was sure he
had not known any WOLF in Paris, nor had he been to

A 4-
Amsterdam.

Comment

ward WEISBLAT was an important figure.

In the “070 16 divided his time between
Farlis and London, living in consideradble

style. In France he ran the MEULAN
shipyard and the Lorraine-Dietrich aireraf
manufacturing firm; in the UX he ran the
firm Aero Marine Engines.
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56. When the Cermans overran Greece in 1941 RAAB

said he was taken to Egypt by the British. There,
according to his story, he worked in Randoiph Churchill's
office in Cairo helping to prepare an anti-Nazi propaganda
film, This work took him from April to December 1941
when he and his wife left Egypt for India, RAAB made

the point that i1t was while in Cairo he misguidedly
handed over, and never got back, receipts he had had
since the end of the First World War for loans he had
made to Hermann GOERING which had never been repaid, He
had given these to a man who posed as an Intelligence
Officer but who was later shot by the British as a German
spy. His name was LEOFOGLOU., RAAB spelt out the name
and added: "you will have all about him in your records".

Comment

Once again our records tell a somewhat
different story from that told by RAAB;
this time however RAAB's story seems to

be nearer the truth., Reports on his final
year in Greece (1940/41) suggest he spiled
against the Greeks during the Italian
invasion and that shortly before the
evacuation of British Forces in April 1941
he was arrested by the British as a German
spy. It was more reliably reported that he
was evacuated from Greece by the British
as a protected refugee and this accords
with RAAB's own account,

There is nothing on record to support

his claim that he worked in Randolph
Chruchill's office; but our records are
silent on his time in Egypt. Neither are we
in a position to comment on his story about
LEOFOGLOU, Despite RAAB's confidence that
we would know all about him, he is no trace.

57. Towards the end of the interview I showed the RAABs
some photographs, without of course telling them who the
subjects were. These included: Victor HAEFNER, Cuy
BURGESS, John CATIRNCROSS, Otto KATZ, James KLUGMANN,
Henri PIECK.

58. RAAB immediately picked out HAEFNER but of the rest
only lingered over two: one was of BURGESS and the other

of PITCK; he was sure he had never come across any of

the others., He thought BURGESS's gace familiar but could
not think why. I told him he was looking at a picture

of Guy BURGESS; he said at once that he of course recalked
the case of the two missing diplomats and he must have

seen his picture in the newspapers at the time of their
defection,
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Comment

I included the BURGESS photograph on

the grounds that he was a fairly frequent
visitor to Paris before the war; on one
occasion he made an rnarently abortive
attempt to meet CATRNOROSS there, There
have recently been indications (from
CAIRNCROSS) that BURGESS was at least to
some extent involved in the RIS effort in
Spaln, and thus it was interesting that
RAAB should linger over his photograph,
and find it familiar. On balance however
I suppose RAAB's explanation that he was
familiar with the face because he had
seen it in the newspapers (albeit more than
twenty~-two years ago) has to be accepted.

59. When RAAB and his wife were lingering over the
photograph of Henri PIECK I sugqeated that RAAB and/or

his wife might have met him in Athens; the subject of

the photograph visited Athens in 1936 to try to arrange

to buy airecraft from the Greek Government for the Spanish
Republicans. Both RAABs said that if he had come to Athens
to buy aircraft he would have come to Aekkea as 1t was
the only aircraft actory in Greece and they were building
aireraft for the Greek Government. Gradually however

they came to the conclusion that neither had in fact met
the man and pointed out there had been another fim in
Greece which although did not manufacture aircraft it
dealt in aireraft components; the man in question might
have had dealings with it., The name of the firm was

FALET KAOPEION which was run by a man called BADOSAKIS,
They did not associate the man in the picture with anyone
they had met in Paris.

Comment

In September 1936, on the orders of
’“IVIT""I PIECK who was himself a fairly
important RIS agent, flew from Paris to
Greece to negotiate with the Greek
Government for the supply of aireraft to the
Spanish Republican CGovernment; he was
unsuccessful in his mission. There is
nothing to suggest that PIECK had dealings
on this trip with individual firms,
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60, When we came to take our leave RAAB told us he was
to fly that day to Berlingy he was still negotiating
there about compensation for the factory which the Nazis
had taken over in 1933. In thanking him for talking

to us I made the point that it might prove necessary
for us to see him again; RAAB agreed, but without much
enthusiasm, that he would be ready to receive us. We
left the hothouse atmosphere of the RAABs' flat having
established better relations than I thought likely at
the outset of our first session with them. I had the
distinct impression however that they were very pleased
to see us go.

CONCLUSIONS

61 . Myﬁmain purpose in seeing RAAB was to try to get
nearer the tﬂuth about CAIRQ”RO""'S involvement wlth

uhe context of a551st1ng the RIS effort in Spain. -e
know CAIRNCROSS was approached by HAEFNER to help in the
documentation of illegal arms shipments to Spain. So
much CATRNCROSS has admitted, but he denies huvlnr played
any part in it. The importance of resolving this aspect
of his story lies in the fact that to break him on it
would let us into a world he has been at pains to conceal:
I feel there could be a ric.” prize for us here if we can
get at it.

62. Although the interview with RAAB threw no direct
light on CATRNCROS5S's involvement in this regard, on
reflection its usefulness lay in what RAAB did not say
and in what he denied.

63« RAAB's line that he had no dealings with HAEFNER
after he (RAAB) was imprisoned in February 1937 must be
regarded as unacceptable; +there are simply too many and
too stowong indications that he was in fact in contact
with HAEZFNER for them all to be wrong (although I

accept that not all our early informatlon can be regarded
as wholly reliable)., I base my thinking on this on the
following:

a) HAEFNER's evidence to the Appeal Tribunal
in 1940. Although much of what he told the
Tribunal was clearly special pleading, and
he had some fairly sharp things to say
about RAAB, I do not think there is any
reason to doubt his statements about his
continuing association with RAAB: he must
have been aware that this would be known from
the mass of papers which came into the
possession of the UK authorities at the time
of his arrest.
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Thie is suprorted in practical terms dby:

b) RAAB's letter accrediting HAEFNT™ as
UE representative of Aekkea,

¢) HAEFNER's letter to RAAB which gives
every impression of being one in a
continuing correspondence.

64, Quite apart from the question of a continuing
relationship between RAAB and HATFNER the above points
in my view also give the lie to RAAB's statements:

G that he was not involved in arms dealing;

b. that he had no further contact with the
Spanish War after his escape from prison;

YT

Cse that he conducted no business in the UK,

€5. There is a further point, but this arises from reports,
the reliability of which is uncertain and we cannot now
test, which concerns his involvement with the WOLF
organisation and his association with WEISBILAT, In the
light of what must be regarded as lies on the other points
listed above, it seems reasonable to suppose he was also
lying in this regard.

66, The question arises why should he go to considerable
lengths to draw a veill over his 1938/1039 activities?

67. I suspect that one factor in this might be that

interes+ in HAEFNER suggeated to him that we had got

on to something sinister that HAEFNER had bezn up to in

the UK, RAAB, who probably has anything but a clear
conscience in this regard, therefore decided to take the
line that the safest plan would be to deny all assoclation
ifh HAEFNER q”‘ter his escape from Spain, particularly

68, If indeed RAAB was worried at the thought that we

had got on to HAEFNER, it seems possible - indeed likely -
that RAAB had a good idea of what in fact HAEFNER had been
up to both in Holland and in the UK, After all one would
hardly think that someone with RAAB's background would be
inhibited about admitting to have been in some way involved
in arms trafficking thirty-five years ago and thus his
attitude suggests he knew what HARFNER was doing and that
this, from our point of view, was something worse.

69, Taking this reasoning a step further, HAEFNER was

in touch with CAIRNCROSS from at least the middle of 1937
(probably about June), and later it was CATRNCROSS who was
re*ponaible for sponsoring HAEFNER's visit to the UX in
January 1939, Moreover CATRNCROSS's name occurs in
HAEFNER's correspondence with RAAB on two occasions that
we know ofy regrettably much other correspondence from
HAEFNER has been weeded from his file and destroyed.
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CAIRNCROSS must therefore have been known, at least by
name, %o PR \B and thus it would not perhaps be unreasonable
to think that at our interview RAAB was nrotectln" (in
addition to himself) HAEFNER's contacts, *qrtlcularly
someone like CATRNCROSS

70. The next question is: what was the re¢1 reason for

HAEFNER (with CATIRNCROSS's sponsorship and RAAB's

accreditation) coming to this country in Janulry 19397

The so-called invention can I think be ruled out as

nothing more than a pretext. His arrival here could have

been simply in the context of the arms business, or there

could have been other reasons. We should I think look

at the circles in which he moved. Although his name is

assoclated with such arms dealers as William Henry PEASE

and others, and he was no doubt involved in this field,

he also made a number of contacts in the world of aviation;

apart from having met Robert Watson WATT (through CA IRWCROQS)

he made a number of contacts through being introduced to

the Royal Aero Club. In addition he moved, not unnaturally,

in refugee circles, He was a frequent visitor to the

Refugee Centre in Bloomsbury House where he would have

known the prinecipal figures, all of whom are of interest

to uo. Eva KOHLMER, the BRODAs, the 1OW BEERs and the
{EMARKs, to name just a few., There could be something

of significance in this.

7l. RAAB's accreditation of HAEFNER as his firm's
representative in this country makes no sense as RAAB
explained it, but it could have been a material element

in achieving HAEFNER's alien's documentation; this brings
us into an interesting field we are currontl/ stwdying.

72. It 1s difficult to see what all this adds up to,

”nd as HAEFNER is dead, we have to look elsewhere for
nswers to our problems. One of the few people we might

turn to is Etienne TEMBOURY -« if he is alive and accessible.

If, ae CAI“““”“”“ says, 1t was TEMBOURY who was HAEFNER's

lawyer, and who introduced HAEFNER to CAIRNCROSS and if

he will talk, he may be able to fill in some important

gaps in the story. Among other things he may be able to

throw light on the other lawyers mentioned by RAAB =

both new names to us; FLORIOT and Albert URI. Each seems

%o have been in a posiuion to get hold of passports:

FIORIOT is said to have produced a pre-dated Spanish

passport for HAEFNER in the name of BELLACASA and URI a

Costa Rican passport for RAAB, supposedly lequ in Majorca.

73« If my reflections on this interview are on about the
right lines, then RAAB is an accomplished liar. And so
is his wife. The areas on which they (arpﬁrently) chose
to lie puts them in a suspicious light. However to have
attempted to break RAAB's story would have been difficult.
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Translated from German

. LONDON
‘\12

A, RAAB Esq
"Aekkeal
ATHENS

Palajia-Phaleres

| 31.Vii,39

Dear Antonius
four letter to ATKINSON has been noted. -We were still
with Papyries(?) and he is writing to you himself.

Price sun £4.19.0 and nothing will alter that.
You have not answered my letters of 13 and 17.

lHlow is the Account standing?® Do /we not want to settle
the affair? Further, Pastor has/replied that with. the
best will he can no longer recollect the matter, and if
he were able to recollect it, he does not want to!have
anything more to do with it.

Otero(?) has not replied, and we are not answering either.
Moreover there is nothing to report of/from Belanz(?).

I hope that you really understand about it, and that you
are\ even taking heed of how the affair in Greece turns.

Here all is clear and ready, we'have worked that before-
hand. It needs only a fixed order, and the conditions
to be arranged, that will be demanded from here.

By the way they have been making so many enquiries about
you, and the people in Greece saythat they should not
talk such stupid stuff.

Enclosed letter from Ramos, please let me have it back.
Besides a newspaper cutting that should be on the right
lines for you., With the munitions affair, you must try
to line up your.defence and proofs with people who pos-
sibly can testify - up to now the Greek Consulate has not
reported. Have you proposed anything? I discovered yes-
terday that Herzberg(?) is travelling for two months on
the continent. Comes back (two illegible words).

Let us hear from you soon, and with your next letter
original papers from Cairncross of which I spoke, and he

too, hQS‘undertaken/attempted nothing more.

With best greeting fronm
us both,

_,__‘(Signed)'—VrI-f THO'R

. 3 . Re S
. . o




THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

RETAINED IN DEPARTMENT
UNDER SECTION 3(4) OF
THE PUBLIC RECORDS
ACT 1958.




0

VIA ARMANDO SPADINI 16
RO MA

24 October 1973

Dear Mr Pgétt,
i

- Many thanks for your letter of 12
OYtober which reached me yesterdaye

The postponement suits me very welll as I am
rather hard pressed at the momente As soon as I see
my programme more clearly, I shall drop you a line.

Yours sinceﬁi;y,

( = 7/4’._3»/;_\

John Cazifncross

Mr E W Pratt
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PF 72493
Copy to: PF 604300

NOTE FOR FILE

K3Z/Miss Small has kindly drawn my attention to
serials 18a, 19a and 20a in PF 604300. A copy of 18a is
attached hereto.

2 Mikhail Nikoleevich KLIMOV who owns PF 604300 served
in London as an Assistant Military Attache. Although
there are strong suspicions that he was an IO this has
never been confirmed.

3 The report of the surveillance team on KLIMOV's
movements on 23 May 1950 is interesting as it could be
interpreted as an adumbration of CAIRNCROSS's movements
on the evening of 6 April 1952 when, according to his
post-confession story he had activated procedures for an
emergency meet with his controller (? XKUZNETSOV). In
the course of the evening in question CAIRNCROSS made
his way by a circuitous route to Gunnersbury Park where
for twenty five minutes or so, although usually a non-
smoker, chain smoked during the time he was there.

4. It seems possible therefore that what in fact —\\f
KLIMOV was up to was a dry run - trying out a procedure
an agent could be briefed to use in difficult circumstances.

A There is another point. It is unlikely that anyone
other than an IO would have acted as he did on that
occasion - and indeed on others. Thus assuming he was an
I0 the next question is: was he KGB or GRU? As an AMA
on the face of it the odds are he was GRU - but one should
not be carried away on this as there have been cases
where Military Attache posts have been used as cover

for the KGB. However, the fact is he could well have been
GRU and this provides yet another suggestion (and the
effect of these suggestions is cumulative) that at least
at some points in his espionage career CAIRNCROSS was
involved with the GRU, and its predecessor, rather than
with the KGB and its. Thus in a number of ways it has
emerged that CAIRNCROSS is a different kind of animal
from those whom we, somewhat loosely, regard as coming
within the ramifications of the Ring of Five.

6. We shall look for further indications of association
between KLIMOV and CAIRNCROSS and at our next encounter
show CATRNCROSS KLIMOV's photograph.

/ y. i

/TP AN
E W Pratt

K3/A1
6 December 1973




2505-50

Observation was taken up on Kensington Palace Gardens
at noon and at 1.15 p.m. FGEEGVJleft by the York House passage
and travelled home by 'busRH P

He came out again alone at 2.30 p.m. walked to a
groger's (Buckle & Cross) in Earls Court Road, bought some goods
and on leaving met a woman and a sm2ll child who were waiting a
few yards down the road to whom he handed his purchases.

He next went by 'bus up Earls Court Road as far as the
Kensington Odeon where he Jjoined another 'bus queue. After
allowving more than a dozen vehicles to pass he boarded one and
travelled as far as Hammersmith where he repeated the performance

1 enother cueue. He toock his third 'bus, travelled as far as '
1iswick and walked thence into Gumersbury Park.

i1y
Oy
i

He carefully surveyed the area then sat under a tree
at 4 pem. At 4.20 p.m. he vwalked all round the Park and sat

under another tree. He was chain-smoking and very much on the
alert. War

At 5 p.m. he left the Park, went by 'bus to Chiswick,
walked for a while and eventually boarded another 'bus which
took him to Kensington Palace Gardens. t was now shortly
after 6 p.m. He went into No. 5.  Between 6.15 and 6.20 p.m.
he came out and walked to No. 16.

At 10 p.m, he was seen in the York House passage area,
walked to Church Street and went home by a 31 'bus.




L
The three possible reasons for his Guanersbury Park
visit seem to be:-

To ¢‘ouer>.
To n e area for future operations.
To n : ;'act who failed to appear.
My personal view is that (c) is the leas
I am, in view of his behaviour in the past few days,
to favour (a). On the other hand I don't think he spotted
our men in Gunnersbury Park, which, perhaps, points to (b) as
the more likely of these buo.

It is interesting to note &ust ﬁ th on the outward
and inward Journeys he passed,[on foo@b just within sight of
Shag's Pillar - but not near enough to see a mark.

o et
BeDs D, 5to gzer
21%-. 5.50-
F.70/10k.
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Float
LB
Room 055

72493/K3/A1 /EWP

Oetober 1973

ol
Q. k‘ﬁu@b

In our most recent exchange of

(your lﬁi.er of 6 August] you
you Akd it in nind to come and
ae a talk in ucto sr or HNovember.

8 thinss are we wuuWu prefer to leave
uu-n 8 fo¢ 2 bit - unless you part-
1t to talk to us,;sonmetime

would suit us better.
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CONFIDENTIAL i

TEL: RHINE ARMY EXT 2258 ) HEADQUARTERS

BRITISH SERVICES SECURITY
ORGANISATION (GERMANY)
YOUR REF: PR 72493%/K3/A1/EWP BRITISH FORCES POST OFFICE 40

Copred Pij/l_tfg \./

OUR REF:  S/18447/6/Amnexs/CEB

t

E W PRATT MB)\&“
Box 500

Parliament Street BO
LONDON SWl 19 September 1973

Subject: Antonios RAAB
born 30 April 1897 in NEUSS

Please refer to your correspondence dated 17 Aug 73 addressed to
W J CALDOW Esq.

1 The BfV have reported that they have no trace of records
concerning this person. -

24 However on perusal of the telephone directory we have

discovered an entry for "Aloys RAABE" with the address NEUSS,
BergheimerStr 463, Do you wish us to pursue the enquiry further?

for D;rector BSSU(G)

CONFIDENTTIAL

28 b Sarre B o M- o
r Gp 3:; \“ :,;,.,, p‘ "gkx:ﬁq' A h |
o, 1 It faxy
4 Ne R pedd K A wa N

orlsteslpl




CONFIDENTIAL-. .. , . .

STy,

< - A v o Y M
- 3 i Ny ey 4| s x is 4

& 1&gl e ) 1% 15 foiaa

o 5 : W & b . B IR i i

kv»w ‘Wm\" & Nd pbas” bead N @ 4T

TEL: RHINE ARMY EXT 205g HEADQUARTERS

v BRITISH SERVICES SECURITY
OUR REF:  5/18447/6/Annex A/CEB ORGANISATION (GERMANY)

YOUR REr: PF 47562/K3/7/EuP BRITISH FORCES POST OFFICE 40

Box 500 (X3/7) v

Parliament Street BO ¥

LONDON SWL / AN

For the attention of E W PRATT Esq 17 September 1973
, Ve

Subject: Viktor Hermann HAEFNER

Please refer to your correspondence dated 2 July 1973 addressed
to W J CALDOW Esgq, )

AL We have received notification from the BfV that HAEFNER
died on 5.9.1967. The death is recorded at the NURNBERG registration
Officeo

11
2. No record is held at BRENDEN to indicate when he moved to NURNBERG.
It is assumed that he left BRENDEN prior to 1902, No other
information is available, i

6’£¢L+:r-‘f;éaf?f//
e SR ANAR T

for Director BSSO(G)

IN DEPARTMENT UNDER

OF THI




THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
RETAINED IN DEPARTMENT
UNDER SECTION 3(4) OF
THE PUBLIC RECORDS
ACY 1968.




S Form 779 rev. 12.69 5m 6.70

o
A.4 Voters List Enquiry N 1130,:?; l A

(L.C.C. to 1964; G.L.C. 1964 onwards including current Register; England, Wales and
Northern Ireland 1937/38 to last year’s Registers—war years are excluded.)

Ref, - PF. T2493/K3/A1/EWP S

Section E W Pratt

ANaaNas Nan N aa an Naa Man Naa Naa Naa N an Nue NaaNan NsaNaa N as Maa NaaNasNaaNaaNaaMNasNasNaaNaaNaaNaaNas ~as Nas NasNaaNaaNas N as NaaNan™ aa NaaNsa “astasNwaNaa sa/Naa
DTV TV I TONIT SO TV TV TV TV SOI IV RV TV TV IV W TV STV YT TY WY YV YL TV YR T T TV YT Y STV Y Ve v N L Var Ve L2

Please obtain particulars of all voters™/vBteramaimed.
at the following address on the qualifying dates(s) 10th October, 197 2. to 19.7.3 inclusive.

Address:

22 Redington Road _g%ji%
London
NW3

*Delete as necessary.

Vestiorase

C{U R NEY f'ﬁ\\( R Nt A= ( Kuh.)

r—

KRAUF\_V L T ?\Qe:ﬁc—thCK

WRIGH T - MARG ARE T,

REH® LN G R L

(R NC flosS - é{ﬁ\g@u«_—\,\ 5

E——
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PF 72493

NOTE FOR FILE

1.  Further to paragraph 2 (vii)
of my Note at 945a the London
Telephone Directory contains the
following entry:-

CAIRNCROSS G
22 Redington Road
NW3

01-435-7965

E W Pratt

@

K3/A1
MS Ext 660
20 August 1973
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TOP SECRET & PERSGNAL 2

F T2493/K3/A1 /EWP

10 May 1933. In Greece he founded what seems to have been
a munitions (primarily aireraft) manufacturing and supply
firm called AEKKEA of which Victor HAEFNER became a repre-
sentative.

. In September 1936 RAAB went to Madrid and by arrange-

on* with the appropriate Minister of the Republiecan

overnment set up a factory near Madrid for the manufacture
o* aircraft for the Republican forces.

T» In 1937, _however, he was arrested by the OGPU and
imprisoned, We have the following ﬁlicrn;*'vp accounts of
the reason for this FPirst the 1ircr'*t he provided were
useless; secor “f 18 was thought to have been a menmber of
the WOLF a ion (his name was linked with that of
Edward WEIS ~?? whlch vas believed to be in touch with the
German S5,

While in prison he produced a manuscript of a book

faAgun*i“ Jowjet~-Spanien"” in which he named a number of
OGPU agents operating in Spain at that time,
e What we are particularly interested in learning is which
side he was really on: was he simply a German agent or a
double agent working in fact for the 0GPU? It is possible

&

that old Abwehr records could help us on this, t is import-
ant for us to know all we c¢an about RAAB becsuse, like that

of HAEFNER, his case is rclevant to John CAIRNCROSS,

£

Any help you may be able to give 11 be much appreciated

TOP SECRET & PERSONAL




File vV
Float
LB

Room 055

J Cairncross Isq PF 72 K3/A1
Via Armando Spadini 16 i e
Parioli £}

Boaie 16 August 1973

iFe
A/

»

///§N4é*
lany thanks for your letter
of © August and for letting me
know you might be coming here
either in October or lovember.
I look forward to hearing from you
again should you deflinitely decide
to do so.




Via Avmando Snadinid
Parioli

pﬂmﬂ

A Aucuet 1072

Koconued w15 [3]73

Copled- KR Gew !
P CTerBouR)

Nas+r Mr P-n 1—+:J CS(Q’%C-

Many thanks for vour letter of 21 Julve T am relieved o lesvn that
mv letter reached vou that vour reference +to it ';c«“ couched in eveh urhane terms
and that you faal +'hr>:l", T have misumdetatonnd vour intentions. T a2k nothine
better than to believe thot thie is S0 But ;","n(-jno hes certeinly not so -Pr«‘r\.%aow

'
&

a mrsr;'f'":'m: of minde
T would like to a2dd that T can supplement the information on Tembonrv,
When looking 2t a recent srticle on surrezdliem. i+ suddenlv ocecurred to me thot
had been an adnirer of Andre Breton. had aﬁﬂr\j‘l;aﬂ the somewhat wnorthodoy theorie
of th-t writer and hod acecordinel 17" hean hoatile to0 the stondord views.In et
aa T hove ﬂjwrﬁ:ro atreased hia Q;'W'i etly politiecn] wiews were never wverw vwrx’n'!rr_\r?:

J b v 5
nor Ad1i8 we dd arica +hem miteh H(\ annrocched the matter Prom the ancle A Framah
1 8 < 1 L ] X ! £ -

1'5+n-nﬁ+1114(s not from thot of 2 atndent of nals tice or 2 noliticnd 'F.-iﬁ.’!ﬂ‘f“; c. The

v
rosann whv thie navrtirsrnlar hae retiurned o ma oanlw now is nrecicely tho+t aneh

dicsecussions occupied onlv 2 tinv nart of our converestion!

T wag not plannine o0 come over to Fneland for some +ime but. in view of
¢ & 3

e S 3 = 2 : . e 2
igesues involved ’T have in mind to turn up in either Octobbr. or more prohahli

earlyv Wovember. and hone that we ecan place the discuggsion on o rather Fivrmr hood
4 s 1 < : A Q]

than has heen +the eacse hi therto.

Yours sincerelw,
b

John Cadiv heTroas

Mr B W Pratt

o R S A
eV Sl i 94(
5 y belf—~ &

who e

v\i N\~ g}’s -
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PF 72493

NOTE FOR FILE

T At the invitation of the Consultant I have had dis-
cussions on the CAIRNCROSS case on 2 August, when lirs
Rimington was present, and on 6 and 10 August.

s In the course of these discussions the following
points emerged and should be recorded:

(i) We agreed that indications suggested it
was unlikely CAIRNCROSS operated strictly
within the framework of the Ring of Five -
despite the fact that he was (so he says)
controlled by BURGESS in 1938-1939. It
is possible that his readiness to "confess" -
and presumably be paid for it - in 1964
could well have been to take the heat
off & Ring of Five member who was still
operating.

It was the Consultant's view that

(a) CAIRNCROSS is the weak link
in the chain; he is liable
to be broken;

(vb) Mrs Rimington and I were on
the right lines in our April
interrogation; this should be
continued, reinforced by what-
ever new information can be

dug up.

The Consultant made the point that on those
occasions when he had had had general con-
versation with him, not during interviews dut
eg over dinner, he had formed the impression
that CAIRNCROSS was still very left wing.
Both lrs Rimington and I feel this comes
through in the memorandum he prepared at
932a.

The Consultant had spoken this week to Marcel
Chalet of the DST about the CAIRNCROSS case.
In the context of CAIRNCROSS's time at the
Sorbonne, the DST have no pre-war records;
they do, however, have sources there but this
would mean giving not only CAIRNCROSS's name
but also some background. The Consultant and
I agreed that at this stage this was not des-
irable.




(v) Chalet thought that the HAEFNER/RAAB
set up sounded very much like an RIS
cover firm. This accords with our view.

(vi) The Consultant referred to the point
CAIRNCROSS makes in his memorandum at
932a that he assumed Arthur lMartin had
new evidence against him when they me
in Cleveland in 1964, and it was this
which made him "confess". The point
here is why should CAIRNCROSS think
there was new evidence? The inference
is that someone had told him and in this
the most obvious thought is that it was
his controller.

The Consultant thought we should talk to
GabrielYe, CAIRNCROS:'s estranged wife.

He sugzested we should consider a HOW oy
and in the light of what that produced an ~— %
enquiry to see just how much

CAIRNCROSS was contributing to her support.

//" : |
: /
JBol e

E W Pratt
K3/A1

MS Ext 660

13 August 1973

THIS IS A COPY
ORIGINAL DOCUMENT RETAIN
IN DEPART ] DE ‘
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NOTE FOR FILE

PFT72493

I asked | to study
recent developments in the CATIRNCROSS case as
reflected in the last two volumes of his file, primarily
to familiarise herself but also, as she brings a new mind
to its complexities, to let me have any impressions she
might form.

24 She has the following to say on CAIRNCROSS's
effusion at 932a:

"My impressions on reading the memorandum
at 932a are that it has a rembling air of dis-
ordered unreality.

I would suggebt that this could be the
result of the influence of a soft drug, possibly
marijuana, Whlch inhibits the reasoning faculties
of a person's mind without that person being
conscious of the external effect.

Fellow students at university who enjoyed
arguing when "stoned" in fact invariably put
forward naive superficialities, convinced of
the profound depth of these same arguments.”

Bk, I find this interesting. What she has to say
is by no means incompatible with thoughts I was trying to
express in parag raph 9 of my Note at 933a. If

has yut her finger on something which h
certainly been eluding me, it could not only account for
the aura of unrelity about 932a but also the strangeness
of some aspects of CAIRNCRO3S's behaviour which puzzled
Mrs. Rimington and myself when he was with us in April.
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NOTE FOR FILE

PF604129
Copy on PFT72493

K32/Miss Small has pointed out that the
comment by Bridget Palliser in Part III of the Source
Report form at 332a is the only indication on KUZNETSOV's
ile that he was associated with John CAIRNCRO3IS,

2e That they were associated is suggested on
PFT72493 at:

8. derial 554s, psragraphs 11 to 13:

11, eesceeseSoon afterwards (note: he
wag transferred to the Ministry of
Supply on 23rd May 1951) he was turned
over to the last of his Russian con-
trollers.

12. This man was big and burly and
spoke with an American accent, Neither
his name nor nickname are known to
CAIRNCROSS but CAIRNCROSS believes (again
from a press photograph) that he was

expelled from the U.,K. as a result of the
prosecution of ¥William MARSHALL, the D.¥.35.
operator,

13, His meetings with his last controller
were rare - not more than three or four
times a year, His last meeting was shortly
after the flight to Russie of BURGESS and
HMACLZEAN, CAIRNCROSS himself had been
interviewed by the Security Service and

was frightened that he had been compromised.
But his controller assured him that he had
nothing to worry about and that they could
go on meeting as before, Arrangements were
made for the next meeting and for a reserve
one month later, CAIRNCROS83 duly turned
up on both occasions but was not met, He
did not try again®”.

e Serial 585a paragraph 3:

"
LR R NN

gixth controller = Declared p.n.o.

in connection with William MARSHALL.

He positively identified this
controller as Pavel KUZNETSIOV",

Y PG, &




Je CAIRNCROSS set up his emergency meet with
his controller (presumsbly KUZN:ZTS0V) for the evening
of Monday, 6th April 1952, Serial 157a of KUZEETSCV's
file shows that he arranged to meet "BILL" at "that
station" at 6 p.m. on Bth April 1952, Depending on
the length of time KUZNETSCOV spent with "BILL" - and
where "that station” was ~ his meet then does not
necessarily preclude a later meeting with CAIRECROGC

Auvgust 1973
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Jd Cairncross Bsq PFT2493 /K i
Via Armando Spadini 16 93/K3/7/EWP
Parioli

RR, 31 July 1973

//q1?*~

Thank you very mucb/indeed for taking the trouble
you obviously have to prepapé and to send us through the

chennel I suggested a record of the thoughts you have had
since we last met.

I am sure you will not take it amiss when I say
that in many cases the inferences you have drawn from points
arising in our discussions are well wide of the mark, It is
nevertheless useful to us to know your thinking and I hope that
when we next meet having this knowledge will help clarify those
aspects of the past which remain unresolved. This is I know
something we both want,

'.K T look forward to seeing you again when you are next
here,

B W Pratt
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PF 72493

NOTE FOR FILE

Ts Paragraph one of Director KX's Minute 869 raises the
question whether there is anyone we can go to for a reliable
reading of CAIRNCROSS's character and abilities.

over the last months I have discussed this
at length with who knew CAIRNCROSS well
when they were both working in Section Y; indeed they shared
an office for upwards of a year. During this time he did

not find him a particularly congenial companion.

says that he always recognised CAIRNCROSS's academic ability
but felt that he lacked the ability to apply this to his work.
Thus does not find CAIRNCROSS's lack of success in
his Civil Service career in any way surprising. Rather the.
reverse; it is the sort of thing he would have expected.
Despite his intellectual brilliance he was impractical =and

did not have his feet on the ground; he was therefore ineffect-
ive.

P A8 a result,

G view is borne out by the view formed by his
superiors both in the Foreign Office and in the Treasury (John
Street's account of his Foreign Office performance is at 560a
and my summary of his Treasury papers is at 875a).

4 s But perhaps this does not give anything like the whole
story. 1 am sure there are other sides to his character. There
is a strong sense of self-preservation and there are undoubted
signs of mental toughness. It is true that there were signs

of panic in 1952 when he tried to set up an emergency meet and
again in 1964 when, thinking Arthur Martin had additional
information, he confessed (what he has said in page two of
serial 932a has thrown new light on this); perhaps the document
he has prepared at 932a also reflects some form of mental panic.
But these occurrences are few and far between - in my view he

is mentally tough; he has also shown a disregard for the truth
and the ability to live with - and indeed to live - =2 lie.

These qualities could be relevant to any decision the KGB might
have mede to continue to use him in the sense of the possible
deception on which I speculated in paragraph 87 of 856a.
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Approved by K3/C /P/C de W

For Signature by K3/E W Pratt

Thank you very much indeed for taking
the trouble you obviously have to prepare
and to send us through the channel I
suggested a record of the thoughts you
have had since we last met.

I am sure you will not take it amiss
when I say that in many cases the inferences
you have drawn from points arising in our
discussions are well wide of the mark. It
is nevertheless useful to us to know your
thinking and I hope that when next we meet
having this knowledge will help clarify those
aspects of the past which remain unresolved.
This is I know something we both want.

I look forward to seeing you again when

you are next here.

] erleaf if necessary.
S Form 181a rev 6.52 5m 1.70 Continue overleaf if v




NOTE FOR FILE

Observations on the Memorandum
by CAIRNCROSS
at serial 932a

14 The notes on his thoughts since our April interrogation
promised by CAIRNCROSS at serial905a, have now duly arrived

c - Having studied what he has written I think that his
purpose in writing at such length was to make the following
points:-

(i) To stress that in 1964 he told the whole
truth and therefore there is nothing else
to tell.

(1i) We (Stella Rimington and I) have changed
the nature of his relationship with this
Service; he does not like being inter-
rozated.

(iii) To play down the significance of his deal-
ings with HAEFNER.

(iv) To denigrate the depth of our knowledge
about his activities and in so doing to

denigrate the scope and depth of our
resources and our capacity to use them.

S The document, an extremely emotional outburst, gives the

impression that CAIRNCROSS is seriously frightened and is

striving to play down the importance of those aspects of our

interrogation (serial 926a) which caused him most concern.

He seems to have decided that attack is the best forn of

defence and in this he is making a play to sheer away from:
(i) His pre-Cambridge activities in Europe

L

and

(ii) The implications of his association with
HAEFNER, TEMBOURY (as he spells it; we
have hitherto -had it as TAMBOURI) and
others involved in:’

(2) Shipping arms to Spain

(v) Dabbling in the initial
stages of the implications
THIS IS A COPY of the development of
ORIGINAL DOCUMENT RETAINED Radiclocation.
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k. In his attempts to do this he draws wild inferences from
some of the questions we asked particularly by accusing us of
accusing him of all kinds of things. Nercifully the tape of
the interview gives the 1lie to these inferences (in addition
I am pleased that two of us were there so that there is
corroboration of the rebuttal of the attacks he makes on our
motives and our modus operandi). At no time in the course

of our interrogation did we adopt the "when did you stop
beating your wife?" technigue as he suggests we did. What he
is really objecting to is that when we asked for explanations,
if these were not satisfactory, or not forthcoming at all, we
probed, sometimes with success. He did not like this.

3
B The leitmotif of this document,;that he maintains that in
1964 he told the whole truth; unlike that of others, his was
not a story which, like the onion analogy, you could continue
to peel off layers; there were no layers to peel off.

6. There are two things here, the first is that it is clear
from what he says that when Arthur Martin turned up in
Cleveland CAIRNCROSS assumed he had new (and vital) informa-
tion. That was why he felt himself cornered and therefore
confessed. The strong implication of this is that if he had
not felt that Martin had had this new information he would not
have confessed - and this fits in with his general thesis that
he would only tell the truth if it was to his own positive
advantage. This makes one wonder what information he thought
Arthur Martin had got. The second point about there being no
onion to be peeled is that we have in fact done just that -
both at our interview in January and in the course of our long
interrogation in April we have succeeded in peeling off sign-
ificant new layers:

(i) In the context of remuneration for his
spying we have learnt quite a lot. From
1964 he has maintained he only received
one payment from the Russians, a present
from them in appreciation of the informa-
tion he acquired from Bletchley in 1943
about German intentions to mount a large.-
scale air attack on Kursk. As he has
frequently repeated, he could be
"absolutely categorical" (a favourite
phrase) that there was "no question" of
there having been any other payment to
him.

However in trying to resolve the
BLUNT story of £100 from Michael STRAIGHT's
mother we have now learnt that CAIRNCROSS
received dollars from BURGESS for enter-
taining purposes.

This was perhaps the toe in the door.
In addition he has now told us that he
received money from his controllers:

(a) To join the Travellers Club
(whom did he get to put him
up?)




(b) For a typewriter.

(e) For a car.

(d) For furniture for his
Warwick Square flat.

Peeling off the layers is therefore
possible and this peeling is beginning to
show that contrary to what he has always
maintained he did not do badly out of his
spying.

Furthermore it would be most inter-
esting to know when he was given the money
to buy a car. He has not mentioned having
had a car pre-war; indeed he has harped on
the fact he led a very modest life and it
was only on the strength of occasional £50
gifts from his sister that he was able to
make ends meet. It is unlikely he got a
car during the war; in response to my
specific question in the context of re-
imbursement of expenses he incurred (he
denied he claimed anything from his con-
trollers) it was established that the fre-
quent journeys he made from Bletchley to
London to see Robert were made by train.

We know, however, that he had a car post-
war and that in 1952 he sold it for some-
thing over £500. The point here is if the
Russians gave him the money for a car after
the war it makes his story that between the
time he returned from MI6 to the Treasury
and his resignation in April 1952 he passed
nothing of consequence sound a little silly.

In the context of his association with
BURGESS although in 1952 he admitted he had
seen him fairly frequently, from the time of
his confession onwards he has maintained
that he only met him on three or four occa-
sions. We have now learnt that BURGESS must
have been in fairly frequent contact with
him during the time of his control - meetings
which included visits to CAIRNCROSS's flat
and lunches a deux.

e The matter of his financial remuneration is particularly
important. TFor one thing, of itself, it changes the nature of
his involvement as he described it in 1964 (a description from
which until now he has not materially departed); for another

as there are certainly layers to be peecled off in this regard
it follows it is likely that there are other parts of his story
which are vulnerable. I have in mind particularly the story

of his recruitment. We go round and round the various versions
but still for example cannot reconcile what BLUNT has told us
with the story (and its variations) told by CAIRNCROSS - and
KLUGMANN's contribution (despite what CAIRNCROSS says in page
four of his memorandum) does not help at all. I am sure there
is something basically wrong with this story.




8. It could be that CAIRNCROSS has written what he has
because he feels the nced to regain the initiative he has
lost in his relationship with this Service. To do so he
has chosen the course of providing arguments which purport
to show there are no grounds to justify our continuing the
interrogation of him. That he has chosen to make such a
pitch strongly suggests to me that he was evidently shaken
by various points in our attack in April; in continuing our
relationship - which he secms to want to do, but on his own
terms - he would prefer it if we confined ourselves to the
well-trodden path rather than to do as we did and explore
new ones.

9. I have another reaction to the memorandum. We know
CAIRNCROSS to be (or to have been) an academic of consider-
able stature, but in his memorandum both in concept and

detail (not to mention accuracy) there is much quite unworthy
of such an academic background. To him, I am convinced, truth
means little; his mind becomes confused. This can perhaps be
illustrated by the example of the difference between his
attitude when face to face with us (as recorded in paragraph
56 of serial 926a) and the general tenor of his memorandum.
When he was with us he said he had been miraculously well
treated and had always found us very competent and thorough
(there was no doubt in this he was thinking in terms not only
of his past association but also his association with us).
Such sentiments hardly square with the emotional, querulous
memorandum he has sent. Perhaps,being confused, he lives on
various levels and if this is so; I fear that he may no longer
be soundly balanced mentally - if indeed he ever has been.

KLA} Z u‘;7/"j¥’/tx N i

E W Pratt
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NOTE FOR FILE

T The attached papers were
collected by my secretary

lon 13 July 1973.

E W Pratt
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MS Ext 660
19 July 1973
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Address 28 usual

I, ; /
Dear Mr raft,

Y I am grateful to you for agreeing 1o my sending this letter

by safe channels and to the expression of interest ibLmy remarks .

I must state at the outset that I have found it difficult to find as
much time as I should have liked to devote to a matter of thig importance
gince T have been under very heavy pressure at the office, The letter will
therefore not he 28 well nrpq9ﬂ+pﬂ ags T would have wished, However, 311 +the
points that have oceurred to me are here, and T hope it will help ng all to
get closer to the truth in which T have obviously at least as great an
interest as you.

It may help if I first of all get out my reactions to the four talks we
have had, Previously to these talks, my relations with your Service had heen,
I think T am right in saying, those of someone who is collaborating with
an organization in increasing and checking informations I felt that it
was admitted that I had made a full statment, that I had amplified it as
new questions came up, that I had been frank in providing names and details
and that my statements were regzarded as being made in good faithe I myself
was happy to think that, in a very small way, I was making at least token
amends for my heinous offences, and was endlessly grateful for being allowed
to come to the UK again, partly as an acknowledgement of my willingness to
help over Klugman. I had fully expected, after my statement in 1964, to
be sghipeed back to England for trial, and was astounded when I lenrned that
this would nnf take n]ﬁna € fadly rp°73ﬂod that the explanation of my

2 justification and

merely exn]olned Whﬁt hﬂﬂﬂen@d “SVOHO]OF;C”]]V, thﬁf is why T committed.
i¢ I P8y g s J

the horrible error T did, I was ready in 1664 to pay fmrﬁthe?e crimesy and,
if it is ever decided that I am called to account for them 2g2in,I fully
realize that this is justs What I am not prepared to do, however, is to

admit to offences of which I am suspected, and which T hﬁva always denied, an
always will, regardless of any decision on the authorities! part as to my

future.

When I rang up your office to ask if I could do anything, it was in
the expectation that there might be some small matter on which T could helps
T had 2 cle=r conscience then; a2s T have now on all matters apart from my
connection with the RIS: I was at first puzzled by the questions, and a 1ittl
surprised a1t the changre in attitude.T could not even see where the questions
wer;_ienﬁing.ﬂoweveT;“I replied to them as begt I could, even though this

meant that I was asked to cover a wide range of ﬂnmﬂt%nng any of them very

detailed, ranging over a period of soke forty yearse 1 ﬂnviv Drevare any
replies (q-;vme 106/1\ and wreply in the light of my mnmnvv,m turally there am|
some contradicktions in wh?ﬁ'T'eﬁy.Ruf it would, I suggest, be much more
suspicious if there were never anys I would really hove to be 2 genius to
think up all sorts of answers nﬂﬂn*Tv in such conditions, and I have never
pretended to be s0sT should heve thought that this was a gusrantee that T
%ﬂs trying to give honest answers. Athvnrqt,T could be accuged of concealing
evidence.However, given the extent of my answers, what is surprising is that
I should v@mom%or so muchs The process is that T can remember a detail, but
often not the time sequence of related details. I find thisg perfectly
natural. Vn+ I regret to say that I find myself accused of not telline the
comnlete +wu+7n of conealing facts, of shielding someone (vfm'ﬂ and of giving
a .completely ?~1~ “1“%%”9 of eg the Hofner episode. ind my explanations of

Vi

my motives ard swent aside with patent scepticism.




It wase only in the second set of interrogationg that ! what
lay behind this new attitude.And T was staggered at the acc which
are simply unfounded. Many of your charges you cannot prove, and anno’

ﬂfm»rqv@ many of them for my Pﬂ% «But T do_know that T am ﬁw%qhn“+ of them,
11 DX X J 7 SR
T had honed 'f','hrv-f-, 'b‘{r r\l\Yﬂ‘l}’\;}' to T’\Y\'}OY\ ,l'“'? nly for the -V\v'\'\'\‘hf\r«f\\ T couléd

remove what were ﬂ‘ﬁf*‘" m*ﬂ“ﬂﬂ~“"4ﬂ¢%.n:?fv~ her gross nwan I see +%ﬂﬁ this
was extremely naive on my party since J ar belie are deeply rooteds

I, this connection, I would add that I had previously believed that
all my statements, actions, bank balances, telephone conversations etc were
known to the service, and hence that I had morcly to refer to thege in order
to elarify matters. I now find that this is not so, that your information on
ef my land trensactions ig patchy in the ext WJ,; and ,»Wh“t is Just
seriousg, that the palpably false n+*TQMﬁm+~ of gentlemen such as Hefner
accepted as evidence against me, while my denials are ignored, Much of the

£

analvais, T fear (va T nﬂﬁTmﬂ g IT thig of ends vmn\ wag mﬁﬁuﬂnﬁhﬂj and
JS1S, X 3 mechanl : anc

weakes You stres (1 the Tesources y:-+, vour disnocal. 3 g noted ahove T oalwaove
agesumed them 'h(\ such that you h=ad 211 the -r-r\"r\-xr 'n-t* information 2t your
D youl

di f"hr\Q" (m is ‘i Thigs waeg Dreci colw
i j is preci 3
why I ff?].f confi :;sﬁ.‘w"t +.% + T r\on" r‘! qun nee vou 'H\ 2% “"w re wae o misunderstan
B o lent tha e you that . there we y mi T
inge Now that I see how things stand, the best I can do is to analyse

Ll

the charges one by one,

X < s
First of =mgll, I vepeat that there is, ‘for me, a clear digtinction

hetireen mv activity with the RIS and Burgess and all my other activities,

-

47,562, PFESTISOH

My offences are connected solely with the formers You say that the two are

“n

connecteds No doubt they are in your mind and your suspicions, But this

proves nothino as +a the fa n'f'qs merelw as to vour snDrTro2 n'h.f Mhewv aTe
prC loTHING 3 Y e L) ] Joux PP cn ney
connected because you make them connected,

The RIS would never have allowed s to ‘indulge in such amateurish

antics asg you credit me with (r\'r- g0 it seens \ antice moreover in which the
) /

moct thmpnfnmv nnnnr1+v ﬂﬂrnﬂh+1nﬂ0(ﬁﬁ which th nMWT% wos 01mnvn ﬁﬁﬂﬂ“”+\

were negl ccted. T never mentioned Hefner or +? wn anonymous 70‘?'(91" +o0 RIS

aq -an i vnwﬂr‘l moat certai yw'lwr mn'wrx"\r have made trouble for me on that r*ér\j"p’

5
™
o
" [
-
x
W

But the main point I wish to make before I go into det

no anahogy %ﬂ*"AO“ ny Ewfamninmninxh@fdx denials %o?o“c 706A and
T ent denialse On the Pormar occagsions, there were documents in my
Hﬂﬂﬂvrrtﬁrgi and T had been seen in a pretty obvious contact pointy ALl T
was to stall,which T did. T never made such gstraightforward
and vigorous denpéls as T now do, I was then shielding not only myself but

my relatives and friends (from disgrace) « In 1964, I was convinced that

conld do

-ﬁ'r-nq-F‘ of my (vnw]'l' muet have comefinto your hands 2nd was ready from the
start to f‘ﬁﬂ‘Fw Arthur M“"“t"r"q very skilful handling of 'H"n aituation of
courge helped tﬁn‘And T wie frankly relieved %o get the matter off my chest
after all these years.On a more practical basis,I knew +h°t you had only to
report the known facts (ie the Burgess papers 'W“ 80 nnv 10 +the vniversity
were T was téaching to create a terrific scandals T wished to avoid that
a% 21l costssIf T did, T hoped to have the trial in England where I would not
bhave to face my Am mv"ﬂ“ frﬂovﬂﬂz or(zs was much more probable) t0 commit
suidde and hope that the horrid truth would not be made publies To my
immense surpri se, T wag told I could T\‘Fr\'hﬂ’-“"ly stay on +the q*n'ﬁapfiwhiah proved
Trr\nnrf-\ bat that TTT'T(" would tske no action provided T avoided the TK. You will
ﬂ??rqunfm T%ﬁtj foced a2 T was with the nnan1h171+v of either trizal or death
T did not hold anything back. Ruin is ruin whether one tells three gquarters
of the story or ‘h;\n w%;'lo; i T only on one parti cular whieh affects
me alone, nnﬂ which ig dealt w1ﬁ‘ later in this note,T was silent becaume
2T wos 'VW"‘W"|')"H-'"\T‘.|‘\Y achamed. of the (q(“f"‘fl]_ But.T 7"91’39""75 T said 't}".QZ".) and
repeat now tha 4T am absolutely innogent as regards Hefner and the ﬁthgmg%T




Of course, you are at liberty to reject my dscription of mymiftmvafr
state of mind .I notice that you frequently dosBut I am the only one who
knows what my state of mind was, and scepticism of it may merely indicate ths
your expectation of reactions is different from that of a particular
individual, If you a priori doubt my statements, there is nothing muech we
can do about it, But T doubt whether any 1mﬂo'r~+w al analyst would
regard my confessgi r\*n(-aq you apparently dn\ ag suspicious or would feel that
1 hﬂd gaily admitted to thp minor ﬂﬁﬁﬂ“ﬂ"770 of 15 years with the RIS while
drawing an impenetrable weil over the alleged offences with Hefner and the
Anonymous Agenty I any case, T gee in retrospect that T made a grave migtake
in epnfiding so fully in Mertin since my case does not fit in to thepattern
created by these who half to have themselves peeled Ixixxkyx layer by layer
before the truth camdout, X

{

X

As to the de Tﬂi'lq‘, T shall +t2ke the Glaggow period firsts There is
nothing much to be said there. N°+nr°1]v7 here as in all the othe? issueg,
I can onlly deal with what you have told yoi and not with any information
on your 'hnqkq not shown to me, T am told that T was defined as Tpoli¥cally
mq+urn' The nhvﬁﬂn seems mnqnwannaq‘ mleas you take 1t (wh]nh I should very
much ahuh+\ as being equivalent to 'harv1q+', T wam interested at Glasgow in
Scottish nﬂfjnnq]wsm,blrth control. religion or its opposite and above all
with the subject which I was stufying. I was never at alkl concerned with
leftism of any form 2t the time,

1
Noxt welcome to Wienna. There, T am told that there were lots of RIS

agents around &and that the place wag infturmoil. Possibly. But that in no Was
proves that T was involveds T lived a solita vy life in 2 small room where T

read widely on art ,history and other subjects (ﬂn+ politics)s

Tn Parig my main friend during my first (BUT also very muech in the
second year) was Touis Tembert who was also a friefd of Erie “ﬂgqt?ffe of the
Board of mrnda.Tﬁhberﬁ came, I think, from Saint Quentin, and he was Action
Francaise , a2 noted leff wing movement! T +the second year when I was ta2king
two CGerman certifi Qﬂ‘h:\c*j T came across several German 'np'F‘nmcnq and was
strongly anti pazi, like (I believe) most of my cnun+rymen at the timey I was
most certainly not & Marxist at that time .?My interesls were still mainly
French literature,

It was only when I came to L“Mh*ldﬂe that, through Klmgman and Blunt,
who were both in the Modern Languages $hool, I was drawn into the ﬂo§v1q+
cirele, and then mainly on ~1ou1+nrﬂ1 bagis, plus of course the anti Nazi mot-
ife which then changed its nature somewhats On Cambridge youn raisedthe
guestion of Frohlich's statement about me, and examined carefully the degree o

my contacts with Klugmen, Blunt ,
0_ the former score, I am not impressed by the statement (and you in
turn were somewhat contemptuous of my TFQQTV°T10nq\ The fact is that when las
I saw Py it was when the Abyssinian wavwas on, and he was u?%+1no over the
smack *h°+ England had been given by Musgolinis T never met his wife, but
Temember he talkedpf his fiancee.S the assertion that T met his wife is wrong,
cmn"c\q memoxry stta'r thirty ‘f"!V(e) years tends to be weak about other m:amfﬂa
He said T had wide anti- _azi coptacts. But most of my erman contacts were
with the wwealthy Jews from Berlin with one of which families T always stayeds
Nosme of these was leftish in any way. There was 2lso Han# Singer, the
economigt who was certainly not leftish although anti Nazi .To gn&sag did
your ecolleagne,that the Jews were anti h921(9nd_hene@ That the T statement is




nr\m'rlor\+\ ig 4di o'lvwvnnn(\na t+o0 SEh the 'lr\fve‘i' For this disecusgion was in the
context of the anonymous 1n++o'rt ('}'\v o M'vw-r-v-a q-f-\ _and F o ewvidence wos 'ho‘-iv;:':
uged to prove that T had a wide networkTof anti “”TiQ(iﬁ politic=1lly eonccious
0hﬂnﬂ9w+° of l"ziqm, and, it was impdied, 1nP+1qf°) But T had shown that the
situation was entirely the oppositel

Then as to Blunt and Klugman, I find it hard to define the
deoree of ('910891"!(?-(}‘3‘ $0 a nerson 2nd T -n-nr)'h'w1 '1v overreacted to the c«nm'o("{"}nvs

that T was very close to Blunte. I knew him of courge, but, as I tried-in wvain,

I fear, - to explain there was no close personal bond, onlvy a congsiderable
b - - ’ “

intellectual °ﬂmirﬂtiéﬂ. I was very impressed by his lecturess With

K]Hrr%w T was on far easier terms .'%:'t_Y‘r\r.\, he was 2n 11nﬂnv'2*vﬁ(q'l]ﬂ+,o(r_\'n at leaat
not 4 fellow),not impressive in his avpearance and easer to convert, We also
studied the ;‘—',;’me smb:‘jen‘t,o; For some Teason whieh T sammot fathom, you seem

ezger to prove that T d4id not know him well., You argue that I c-‘hmﬂﬂ have know

£ . BT .
“n where he was in aris and visited hims You forget that I hadevery reason ,

aftor joining the FO(gsee below) to avoid him, and probably he himself was
under instruectiong to avoid me. T onmm@m-f- 'ho1n1v that he wos onlv W\jnnwrj}ﬁ'i' in +ol
racrit me when the Qr:'lnn'f' '\"\v\f\'ﬂ ﬁ+ma~n+ with u'll'}’“’“ﬁf‘.‘(‘f 'F'ﬂ';jr:\ﬂ;

Tn 'tﬂ'”r]'ﬁx nFf V:—,"‘":!’?"“_ﬂ ;:rAsv nged the curinua nhroce +hot+ 'T wae snviona to

see h-‘m'é As Jour own records must heve m-de r\"v’\.ﬁ'r‘ hig -v\'h-nwo«c i entiranlar
inacenrate:. T was naked +o ecollaharate in +7’-*r1vsrv- +n i

from him about U'f“"ﬁ {1’)1"" he "rvs'F'nnnH\ AL
h'\""ﬁ that T mi n-'h-l-

nv-@--nm,:*' a statement =P
mode +'|nn effort very rl"l adlvy in the )
‘m'\'l'a a very nmc"'l atonement for my conduect and -71»-, the
k“'r\(\w] edge that 7+ my action mi n-'h'f' reanlt in my havi ng to apvesr in court
with consequent T\H.h'l'xfn +‘rr 'f‘o'r\ me of = very !)'V\f':v'fr(\11.’_hp})7(3 k:;u-‘." T micht add
that 2 confrontation with him would syaﬂ617y have brought out

( "'V\‘V' 'i?’)ﬁpnn*nn.n-iep
:1"1@:39(‘!_) in my statements +to vou and vour eolle

ues omn +the f'”'!nt*""'! on of mny
reeruitment, Tn ’F’"ﬂ"!‘ in the course of my ﬂ’““"“““ ons with K, he did not
any way donv my n—-mnnv\’# of the Teerni +~mnvx+(w'h1 ch woe r/ovnn‘f'"lv the
(‘V‘"T?G '\‘rq11‘

in

anme aa T

Fywow¥dymew On the meorni +mnh’f- 1+r~o’1“F‘ T now, bhelieve +that T cah

. e ARy =
:vxrev-v'h]_“r; thanks +o your d date in Moreh (\‘f‘ his 'vr'| git to Pari m\'f'l-y-nnv some 7w~1\+

on the chronologys I had sazid that T +b ovght the -.-.n,.,»..,-.-p"-‘mﬂn+ Wwoa ,-t}{*mn{-g,q_

soon after my joining the Civil ServiceiT now feel that it must h ve been
- =~ . g ! s 2o
] “"'o‘m; nd in fact goon after the mangue meetine in Pardie with R

~J . - v » |hh

ronann io +hreefold. Birat. T now helieve that T waog not a2nnrozched o2t once
10N - s T : 2 DI

afPt+anr -|r\1 ni ng oIt iig o WO '!;--.n,«xv, evtremel v 4i e it o ot +1nte an evendt
! 4 = » [}

~ lone time ')‘Mn\r in +1 me in reln 3 oh +0 other events (wrr-rvn*“ 'h" evolngion.

e : 21 &

Sannndl A i +th¥ om foirl y sure +hat it was -‘,1:‘n+ in the eveni ng (-qr\

adt+ther antimn or ea n-l i m‘v’\"f\ﬂ V\f'\ ; T+ ~rann horadl 7 hove %AQ?‘\' oA an

. s - Tt 4 = v

AFFininl poreers M 4 'r-ﬂ" i thouech thie ig indiection on mv nart

]
1

0. IR , iy T A
R raonn har? A

- have f‘ R | .--.r:!_n-hnw(“.nsn-!-"-(r end hence 3
= - o y w & LS P
+he task of recruitince me. Thig supnogition wonld tie in with n1s approach
¢ E & : - WOL 3 3545
] 2 A 1-.’ oA
me when visiti ng f"‘\rvﬂ‘\‘n'\ ':J’w'n (Oh/‘ T‘\r\'l /’\TY\ f\%-!:" after hig apnrozch in . Poria had

3 -
\

: i P e, : e +ine this
failed was K given the *qqh, It would of course help in reconstructing
cenuence if it were Inown T:T?’\/"‘ + ¥ wag doi ng about this time. T-!— ma :r be +L, +

j"‘ﬁ o ﬁn TT"/!(Y‘“"\‘Y\(?J sxr\:i-r (\.-,w'? AN 'ﬂ’-n'r\ﬂ.l Tt wo: 1.';3 “j“‘: be neofnnl Por me +~n hetre

+he date of mv tranafer +o {-‘L\p T*"z\r«"'f\-ﬂ'n 'ﬂn‘r\" -v*‘["ma'n-‘- aince this mav he relevent
v .. i
oi1ther w—xrma"-ﬁ' -rro"*v r\—nww\,«'-*-w-rr-\ rs-‘ 'Llr atT+r. +'1'\Q date r\'F' myvy move +to Werwi Al Qarinro
he ne )/ s : il ‘]
(1;7‘"_"»';_ ch we can 'm(-«y-n ane eatahli : =h ‘f‘,%:rv\x‘-\v:-% +he. exemination of my f\n/\r’\]"'}""‘ S ) Tv}‘f\"l] 4

\
"nn"-n(nﬁ N1l 11-1'1'1 ape neoain Prom mv comments fur+ther on
&= N v = ) o
Since T am dealine with B here, I should say that T now feel pretty

-y g > v - o

+hot T anl ¥y me+ 'lﬂﬂm afteor T nomd down from Cambridees. T may have

=T e T college, but such seemingly casual encounters are

} 3 - . 1
Anace F+ha+ ~4-r Vg in the rnrv“m'vwr Tt vould fit in wi +W +he mnewt n‘l-""»'vn_‘

. Tennnose. 'h-w'vrrv +014 him in response +0 adroit n11mr~+-v onhing, +hat T
F < ;

- g

)




expected to come up to Cambridge some time latery At thot time T was still

in %ouch with Professor Aghton (my French tutor) for whom T had a esrent

3]
regpect . {He died soon after moving back to Canada)s On the secomdoccasion
(\T'T}"'i,(,‘t"‘.j like the “P'L'Y‘Ft'; rnuc-" have bheen on 2 7,-,4Rq—rr’ since we worked C’f"iﬂﬂ"r"av
yﬁ(\'{ﬂnﬁ_h{;a at the +’|mc.\\ g T‘i‘ would be in (‘s%*n'f"vnr'- and
n’ﬂf”7 abouf +h“ﬁ meeting by the "'y)s But
ﬂ?y wth &sqton, having first been dated for the return

n“vev bV R. ﬂl +h”4 tripy, B made no approsch to me, but merely talked to

3

me with (T now see in retrosepct) the idea of sizing me up. RBut there was
g byg But there as

no t??]_l( A'P 'n‘"mm”n-!» G’Yf‘eh‘t a8 T "‘e*"on’ﬂt“"""s +to sav that any a0 tatdon by
o e L 3 18 1L Temenbe 3 S LNAT DY agL 1 DY

Communiste was absurd in the UK, and that the important point in resisting
Nazi policy was ¥m at Covernment level) If B t0ld a friend that he
ﬂ“~ﬂ0m5+innn6 ma: he is Tanm' He has 2 reason for doing so, to w1+ that he

I have none for nmhoﬁ?iwr sueh ?ﬂ
ﬂppr0°”h; since T %ﬁve nlrowny OOﬁnrlheﬂ the real approach in some detail.Nor
is it clear what possible advantage I could have in giving a false degscription
of a process which was in itself heinous whatever the persons involved) or
for that matter, of laying the stress on X (vhm wag a2live and in the TK)
rather than on B who was in the USSR =2nd who at some point along the 11np

of my interrogations departed this world,

One last point about B,since we are on the cqw'hwpo'f', Lk as n,r;*rw'!','-\f'vvyffy not
true that I saw him often all throuch my London life, There were vperiods when T
hardly saw him at alle And I repeat that my statement about seeing him
'F'T‘énﬂrb‘ﬁt" N (m'v'qp in eonnection wi +'¥'\ the short period when he was my
confﬂnller) must be taken as applying to +h~+ period,OtherwiBg,it does not
make sense:and is simply not thue, Tf is, of course, easy toomit =2
quadifying phrase when writing = about a p”ﬂtinniﬂr period, and
specifying that the statements iw ﬁn+11l¢pp]y only to that period,

8

%@anﬂlyj you insigted that T explain the reasons why he came to be in
my flat, T answered truthfully that T could not remember. T+ is really
impossible to remember why in every single case in the past, Xor Y habdpened %
to be there,ill I know is that it was nnuevnj He may %°V?I wanted a ﬂ;iwk;
or been passing thot way and looked in, Tn the s=me way, I cannot remember
how T met him(see "%nvn\ or how the acquaintance grewpp <But I really miist
vwv\+'\$f~ hm--;na-f- the nn'*-vmvn made ﬂmﬂ-lvy % ma +%'~+ (‘\O(‘“ﬁ'[ +r\ a very 74‘_*':0 wvolume of
detailed stotements b0h8+ avents 2 Yy T an 2eencedat
deliver tely forgetting thingse. Wﬁ+h one ﬁvnﬂﬂ+1nw3 ﬂﬂ“lﬁ with lower, I have
tried very hard ?h&?ﬁm?iﬁfenny to remember everything relevant 1o the
enquiry.T am 2 human being with a good but not computer~like memory.
again firmly reject #®~ completely unjustified slur

X X X

Wext we come to the anonymous letter and Hefner episodess Iet us take
the letter Ffirsts You =m¥¥Fw 2are no doudbt aweore that 'Fl'lnyﬂ- when referring
the letter from M I 5 to my superiors in M T 6 commented tha + the letter (om

L ts receipt by mm) did not reflect on me in any way, This seems to me fair
comment, You will notite, too, that I am not addressed as C,mrade but as Mr
Cﬂwrpn“oqq,Wh1ﬂh mpqﬂq +hn+ the writer weos not on 2 footing of refular contact
The fact that he signs Yours fvﬂ+@“nﬂ17v informs us
abmut him , n@t ?houf me. T had no idea who wrote the lettery, which, as T
have repedtedly stoted, is the only one of ite k§nd ever received hv me.
¥z I cznnot prove this statement, but you cannot prove the contrary. Tl ase

Ju/t/c" /Oa-; - (}‘; > oty E g™y Wi Lo e e 2
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exireoled

T did not at once notiwve that the letter was written bhv a foreiocner.,.onlyw
when this was pointed out to me 'bv 't-bp 1nf::s'r>"n(\r~v+0'[', My ;‘T’T!’l view :c 'Hj\vf: ‘:f-}u:
letter was written by a German anti " azi who had met me when on a visit to
England and mailed the letter to me #hen on a visit to Holland, but did not
wish to lenve any trace of his name. hﬂvﬂnw a %n“]fhv fear of 1+ ever mnf+1wn
back to the Uﬁ“m>n auvthorities, As Qav know/or qhnWWn do qn\, it is 2 wigely
held he;iﬁf thxty on the Continent that the Foreign Office also deals mi+hL
secfet informationsy It is therefore perfectly vmhww'l that o letter aueh as
the one in ﬁqﬁﬂ+vnh should have bheen ﬁﬂ:woccmﬂ hv this writer to me 4vr‘#*‘x’
e e e e, Baptt ot-TTAL f‘z‘\m

Ag-to hig identitv,T naturallv hove no idez. T+, ig duet possible thot

£

it was written by sémeone who knew me at Cambridge at a time when T weg known
to hold certain views, T very much doubt i+7 %m"n;ro'r' for none of the Germans
T freguented there were 1of'+-p ashe 'T'hp'rr were mostly Jr\vq who., 2as T s=2id bhefore.
digapporved of FHitler for racial nqu ymt Political 'no'wnmqq‘(o'r' ghould T d
say 1ﬂan‘n~1n~1\ Wt is much more 71ke1y that the writer was 2 chance
_cquelhfﬂnce from Tondon dayse . For example, T was once invited to drinks by
Edward Warner of the FO who entemed it just before I did (and who by the ¢

P subseribed to the Left Rook (‘-.n'b\ MTMere T talked the whole evening in
Berman to & Bosmsti Wwhe wak oriticizi ng UK voligy, and tried as best I 2ould
to defend it, There was certainly no question Qh.:%hﬁf views I held in that
discussion: S ould my interlocutor have beern leftist s as he may well h ve
been, though Re did not say as much, he could eagily have decided to send me
information he f2%f might be useful.

TNT"' 'V'

There was obviously no reason for the RIS to apoprove of my receiving
such letters, nor any desire on my part to have them,Had this been part of
a regular supply of information, it is hard to imagine a2 more amateurish and
dangerous channel, You will remember that T kept any complication of =2
marginal character such as the H episode from ﬁy controller,

Mo conelude T cannot for the 7'3 fe of me see w}nr you ingist on
tesarding this 1p++ov as inecripinating. 2.4 thers been ﬁf"fhwnv oty i
should naturally have covered in my 1Uh4 statement,

Next comes Hefner; to which the same congiderations a2pplys This is more
nnmrﬂa‘g" if only 'ho(mnqo two edbsedes 2¢e involved and of t‘ry;y datess It is
not easy to remember the deteils in the right sequence, especially as +this
whole question was for me utterl ¥y urimnnr‘f"v'n*‘ just 2 m’ﬁ.c'"nr_ro, in one case
and a posgsibility of helping ﬂ'M('i in the 0+‘h¢37\. T seem to have telescoped the
threzt of deportmdidnirom Holland with the actual deportation (earlier)
from France, an easy enough mistake, \ :

Ag to his statement about paying me from the Valencia account, this is
gimply a flat lie. The rTeason seems to me gimple, He wanted his hrsnnihﬁla to
have the idea that he had an important contact who was willing +'_i) el "y*'h"f'];
(Vr\n will remémeber, however, thet ,sighificantly enough, he said that 'T hag
'no+ yvet done mm*r"""wwrﬂ') e +'n’| ck was too essv. mha"l'mﬂr\'h‘f-nh'f‘ contact! was
W777"ﬂr" to 1’\971‘)({"07\ mn-npv which H no doubt nnnlrc&oﬂ\ 'h11+ for reasons unexplai
ned, had not y\+ acteds H had in fact good reasons For his liee) T had none
for concealing anything gilty in myrelations with him, and wovld certainly
have included such details in my confesgion. The reference to'original
documents' I take to refer to his papers on the alleged inventinn; and
certainly not to any thing connected with me., T seem to remember that he
was'returning! these papers, which confirms my hypothesis.However, it is
difficult for me to be pmEihiwEmmbzmimy more positive, since T don t know
what else he wrote, and also since in this case you seem to have aporoached
the matter on the assumption that T was guilty on all counts and that =2 man

> o
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leaves the question of how I actuslly effected the link between H
i} 3 e link he n H

M4 nd m*f-j_‘nr; m}qjm oo 'f'nﬂ'-f\nm'h a '1_7‘@—;!;(:""}%/_'\}’)(‘, conversation with +he

Private Secretary to the Permanent Secretary of the Ministrv., T think T
‘ v o o Ministr] ;

gave him 1%0 address of Temboury on the telephone and that contact was
feeted through him:T hove no recollection of having given an address for H,
ﬂnﬁ indeed T had forgotten that he had moved to Holland, There was no written
communication from me on the subjects Nor did T receive anything in writing
from Temboury., I would again emphasize that this whole episode was not one
that I attached importance to in retrospect, since it represented for me
an attempt to oput an invention in the way nf MG which PW77@Q but there was
nothing at all memorable(and certainly not guilty) about the whole business,
It is difficult for me at this date to recollect 9]? the detailss

However, if Temboury can be contacted, I would be 2t your disposal fo
a confrontation or for any interrogation you felt necessary. He came from
Uagteljaloux where his father had a sawmill, He may still be alive, though T
ﬂowb+ 1+ since T have not heard from him all these yearss I do remember that
when 1 Tnnvn“ﬁ%9ﬁ him with giving my name to H who then tried to use mé to

~n+ his a1 ,Winﬂ+imw hacked he merelyw 1?Uﬁh96 it off. He had alwavs been =

3
”nnﬂ and hPTﬂPHT friend, and I felt unable to make a row about the matter.
v

eﬂpaﬂiﬁlly since, as I naiVQiy believed, the last had been heard of it,

Wy link with Temboury was based on our comron love of French
culture and civilization.His interest in politics seemed to hove died down
after he left Cambridge, and we never discussed them in later meetings., He
told me much more about his various amours and experiences than about anything
e]se, and, when T was in Jaris, met one of his girlfriends a2nd we went out
together. His circle of friends was in no way leftist.Indeed, one of them was
Ehavmont s privote secretary. fn~%mﬂo you ecan trace T thyéugh that person,
My relation w1+% him had hnfh1nm %1ddpﬂ or furtive, T met his narents and was
their guget when at Wice(or bﬁﬂﬂnq9\ s to the location of hig flat in fari

I gimply do not Teﬁq“bqr¢T have a poor memory for places a2nd ceocraphyv.But
i =y E LA - x=] U8 " = g e bt o R oo, >

=Y
’

t was in a good distriet,possibly in Montparnasse. There could be nothing
less suspicious than my friendship with him, and the further suszestion by
your colleague that I was passing papers to him earlier(what papers? when
and FQW?); ig farcical. If we are mﬁﬁﬂﬂ to have 2 serious Hwanuocwnn A
would sugrest that such wild eun\mc1+1nhQ(wh1nﬂ lezve my modest effort nn
Wfro7e1%o Robertson far Hm%wnﬁ\ be omitted Ffrom Ffuture ﬂvvwx interrog=tions’

X X X

There remain various points in the post 1952 periods As far 2s T can
remember, these m=re why the Rwswmiswmx RIS did not help me in 1951, and how
I managed to build up my property without outside %91%; As to ;ia first point,
I must admit to bhaving smiled wrly when your collegue mentioned that T ha
been useful © the RIS and hence that Tﬂpv mwm%+ be expected to have rushed to
my rescue, This reasoning strikes me as eXuBemely naive, In most cases, when o2
one has been useful and is down, one is kicked in the teeth: Thes RTS s as far
as I can see, usually act on this principle: At least, 2s far as people like
me are concerned who were obviously not part of the faithful and whose
relations with them had been cc ongistently bad. oI mentioned for example that
they were very upset at my leaving P]otnh7av when T insisted on rnTH*ﬁwwm to
Tnndnw); It pedmed to me natural +h~+ h~v1w served my wu“nnqc(or. more
oyﬁpt]yi hvvyxzvnmv aa there was hﬁfh1h~ Mhré to be got out of me, +ﬁo RTS
dropped me like a hot potatos I had wo+ even asked myvself the nn@ofvﬁw why they
did not help me in my de bnn1¢f/+111 vm n raicsed the issues T badly ?%L:oﬁ np1ﬂ




hAWn in the form of cosh {wn T cvnWﬁﬂﬂnﬂ +0 vnn‘; ‘nd T do not mnderaetand
howr you have come to +h@ ﬁhhﬂ“ﬂ 1&0" that T have had contacte with +he RTS
gince R952, T have no doubt that they are well informed, and Mavtin t01l14d
me ¢_+h;+' my °+nv in the UB h=23d bheen noted.! W%v RTS oﬁnn1a thren hove heen
at ﬂﬁﬂwe +0 %oWn me, T am at a loce +o wwﬂnrﬁ+"hﬂ' DnMMﬂﬂm Yyour defectors
%qvo the answer, Nn% do T see v%v T shonld have worked nﬂn%+ and dav and
durine weekends and holidays for over © twenty yearg +to earn monev ﬁ;& at
the s=me time publigh my bookg if T could heve drawn on =n eaatr ;nn“hn of
extra income. or indeed why I should stav on in the West, mmless it was
tth?%f th“f: hﬁvﬁng been identified =eo ; to00l1 of +ho1wq T conld etill
prove of use to them: A1l of this does not make sense to mn, but you may
have other ideas.

As to the ides that RIS helped me in my real estate deals, T take vour
views as a compliment to my 2bilitys But it idalso cle~r that 37':1!7 have n:ﬂ v
the most fragments Y 1nPnrmaf10ﬂ ﬁhnn+ my finsnces, Were your information B
complete, the suspicion would never have =zr ~iseng In 1956 when in Geneva, I
wags down to abont 50 Swigs francs in the Bﬁﬂk without any n0r+>1rfv tha+t
there would bhe enough for the ?n770w1nﬁ weelk, T wags saved just in time by
a2 UN contract, as statemente ghow very clearly,

You mention +he purchase of land in T+01v T have an out the feet
and these c2n be confirmed in detail bv +the nnnhTQ concernedl T hnnmh+ )
patch of land, not on but near the seaside gouth of Rome for some 2 mill ion
11“Q/ ie &iﬁ%ﬁt?ﬁ?vtkg+y Just ove r £1000 at the then rate of exchange, OFf
that total at least £500 came from reparations from Gn%monv to my wife,"

The rect represented oavﬂhwo ﬂnvﬁnm onr three X e dne il ta 1v Wﬁ* ovcn+1v

a phantastic sumt When T ﬁ-n+ the 'R-:nkrﬂr 'm'h‘t2 T rﬂ*mnnpd this purchase -pn-(-o
one for some 5 million whwnh ineluded 7000 ma+vn~ of lond nesrer the becch w
with a small thOQ on it.The idea was that T would live there on mv return,

T should 2dd tha+t these purchaseg reprasented ny very first step i; ghare or
property buying, I paid for the balance out of my wamknb egrnings which were
gererous, (three years contr-ct);

As to the other estates, they were boucht as followss
3 3 ug 3 follows

Exrk Nice 5 million 61d francs (bought out of nine months work =t Farachi
for Ford Foundation a2t 18000° ﬂh71ﬁr~ a year plus free hAHGQJ 1

Pn%+nnﬂ: cost A million lire ; bought in ““mE‘F*mm lapn from FAO Credit
Tnion and in part from sale of Terrascina whieh brovicht Sn some ten million,
Saerofane Coct A million. Same as 2bove (1mﬁvnmm a2 surplus in hﬂhﬂ\'

Tand ne=r Rome cost under 3 Millionlire. Tc T was in balance on Tﬂhd
transsctions in Ttaly from 1964 on,

Oh Capri I have gpent about 25 million lire. f"\ Dover Buyers T lost
about 30 mw]TWAr, I owe at present 15 million, T therefore have +o account fo
40 milliongy But T was given 6 million by Mrs de Cent (DB s girl friend)
since T would nfho*"wﬁo have Fﬁﬂ@dnhmﬂTﬁ e ruin (T had no ﬁ?ﬂdp for six
months as another viectim of the swindle econ +e c+1Pv she was present when
Mre de Cent agreed to pay 6 million and knows the nwrnumﬁ+nwnma) T =s0ld
Sacrofano and Nice fnv some 17 million, This reduces the debht +n 77/m1171nn
Since T earn well over 2 million a month Mn+(i+ is eloce to 1Aﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ¥mnn7nnwhn
tranalations =2nd 'r-nv'a'l*f--n:m\ this means some 6 million = V(a'ﬂ\'h('lnﬁ*r'-hn out of
account savings from my F1r~+ 5 years in R me which were nnnowﬂnvﬂ070> T
had no ﬁw??wnn7+v in rﬁvalna +qn+ sinece my expenses here are Honﬁ77v ahout

Rﬁﬁ (Bl6la) 11Wm a mﬂﬂ+h 2l in.Tn addition B quﬂ = ]ﬂﬁwn nqrﬁ of my 11mmnmv anA

ﬂnﬂn%m d arte. (anqﬂTn can he 1nvnvwﬂoﬁ\ There is *%n%n ore no mvﬁ+nmv n%ﬁu+
v a bRy

mv  beins able to aove mvan?? Sretn +mﬂhm1'F1mhrMW +he way mm+*\ﬂ me
o o

TOO0 dollare 9 Aver A mil Tion. and there were nther =ai M-y'lnm rhorea whi n]ﬁQ
f 3 ; + mi 1 =
" A v . K M&AC&-\_ Fvie weotode b, >
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PS I had planned to retype this letter so agto polish the typing and
nre~entationsT fear that fn-\g wonld be Bifficult =2t the vw'nfwﬁnﬂ“f‘ moment when
i am owémpnﬂ with works But T would like to say that T have checked it
nqmn-ﬁﬂ]v and -Hrvnnmh -nnn:"h in T'ﬂﬂ(jg’.}?\‘f‘,"‘f"'{f\ﬂ; it ie aceunrate,I also want to

’
add gome ﬂm'\vw e Tomi +1—nr§'

'l\ Then 'nﬂ'f'p’vvn,-vr-f‘nﬁn (\OT\L\(\')"\-,-!'"' dn +the 1ot +wo orcaci ons, 05 oS p-cr'f""‘(\mnj"r
+1'r\eﬂ agince T hfqu ha :4 +n finigh off my Cforneille me for Dnnfnﬁwﬂ; The
1'n+(>'r"r‘(\rrﬁ+'l on wags therefore made in conditions of seriong gtrain, The sghock
on learning of the 11%311«~+1'F'1 ed z2eocusations was -n-r-nf‘(\nwﬂ

2) My *‘*:»..rm'~+ beliefs at Combridge  weve moinly based on the application
of history to +ﬂﬁnm%+ egpecially in literature, as well 28 on the linkk
with n*\f‘oﬂﬂ ‘t‘w on to "'71 am. Howp’"‘n'ﬂ’ most of the work Tnv l'*ﬁjf'yi_rj”vrj on
1iterature ('Hwovw and vmm'\ are mechanical and poor in 'H«n ertrema, On q]_mat
avery other gsecore T wag even then at odds wi 'Hv the Y\ﬂ'ﬂ‘?‘v(':p a2t ('"'"")'Y"!dge
T never ﬂr\na'r\"'fs(" ita economics, ﬂ(vﬂ ored +ﬂc: '\n’f-n-vww'w’l repre sion and s'{;‘rcng
eriticized +}'\r\ St2lin terror ﬁvw? m-»'lj'l-n-r--. ame L had a fu ious discugsion w-_!_-l;
fostello =2nd his fri nwﬁ(r«nhoanﬂ!'m""lv wi 'F‘o\ on the nnn"nn'[‘, Mozt '1m~nn-r=t'ant fo) ‘v
all, it never entered my head that iudOWASV of this type inecluded esrElORaS .
Tt is therefore doubly absurd to talk of 'ideologicel commitments! TVEM had
T been 2 fervent adherent of the fai +h. T would not hove congidered indﬁlg-‘w
in eriminal activities, T‘b'l any case, '{'\v the time I was going down.T had :
"\Y"DT"W\A from my sonnection and %fw\r\ﬂ and 'v-vxor-“f'aﬂ +n i rqp" ant nf\m;h"n-i-éiy";
Yonu may e 1v)+r~'ﬂf:r~+aﬂ +0 ¥mow +}’\'1+ it wes nm'lv Tate in the rvfw*r +hat+t T dec
+0 ait for the Civil Srvice exomination (j‘ﬁ -vnn+ hefore the time for ¥
application to M+\ ae pan be confirmed %v nnmmpvﬁ Froneh Profesgor at
m-r\-vv»j'f'v whom T noy‘\tﬂﬂ’f’ﬁﬁ aww"n'\nﬁV\w that T really wanted an 2cademie
He ﬁ+ran]y odvised me to choose the Civil Service, I took his advice iands
1 i “o'hfs"'"n(’ﬂv tried to resi en from the Civil Service after the war and ‘
?H"\"‘ escpe from the RIS s (“1‘11‘(‘”\90 I tried through qe%*'rwn(nmr a,«nﬂ\ ‘bb 5
ocat 2 T\_f\'f*'f", at "ancouver Universgity or elasewhere in f"ﬁ'nﬂr'i'v 'wwd Jlater 40 ce
a Hob in business. I Teceived an nf°nv from Coatg but +%wq was quashed® by
Treasury, and I had to stay o n(this must hove been about WOAS\'

4A) T received cash (T connot say how mw(ﬂw\ for furntivme to ingtall ]'n'"'on"'F'

in Worwick Square snd also for joining the Mravellers Clubs But there was
no mavment in the first months of the recruitment.

5) T never knew that H was a Cmmunist or had a prison records Many anti
Nazis were put in prison for curious reasonse In H s letter covering the
anplication for an ovw\ﬂ'r permit, there was no mention of 2 reward but only
9_;')-;37,*7\:}':1 to gide w]'ﬂ'\ the ﬂemﬂ’fhr\ﬁnq, Many non leftists aided with them,
You ;:v thet the Raab firm was a Komintern +mn1 (or suppose g0 )without
giving proofe I any case T dp not see why I cl’m 14 have been o"“rxﬁ‘h\ﬂ to
k'nmr "“hq’r the firm wasg of this r\nm-n']nvw on. Thig is pvPer‘,‘tJ.ng h'l,jv\_r?,qiy :‘fh'f?.
Many others were duped besides me. You are looking at this episode through
the other activities of mine(confessed) and through the optics of what we
know now.But both are T”TeleVﬂhto

6) The distinction T tried,unsuccessfully ,to make between my RIS work and
the alleged H and anonymous letter erisodés’is that there is n confessed body
of offences im the former case which must naiurally be corefully exsamined,
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TOP SECRET

Report of two interviews with

John CAIRNCROSS

on 25 and 27 April 1973

Introduction

s John CAIRNCROSS was interviewed by Bill Pratt and
myself for a total of seven and a half hours on 25 and 27
April 1973 in Room 055.

o F We began the first interview by saying that we wer
unable still, after all the interviews with him, to recon-
cile certain aspects of his story with information from
other sources. For that reason we wished to try to satisfy
ourselves now that we had the complete story. We would try
not to retread the 0ld ground but would be introducing
certain new things. He seemed quite content with this and
said he was there to help.

HAEFNER and TAMBOURI

K We said that we wished to begin by going over his as-
sociation in the late 1930s with Viector HAEFNER and Etienne
TAVMBOURI. He said: "Yes, yes. That is a fairly straight-
forward one", and told us the following story.

Lo He had first met TANMBOURI in Cambridge; he was not an
undergraduate but was visiting cambridge for one or two terms
to improve his English. CAIRNCROSS was studying foreign
languages himself and so frequented the same cirecles. After
TAMBOURI left Cambridge CAIRNCROSS saw him in France occa—
sionally when he went over there for holidays. At one point
TAMBOURI, who was a lawyer, said: "I have a client who has

an invention which might be of interest, a sort of radar
enabling an aeroplane to plot its altitude". The client,
HAEFNER, had, CAIRNCROSS gathered, been put in prison by the
French and was in detention of some kind at the time TAMBOURI
raised the matter. It was, CAIRNCROSS said, a one in twenty
chance that the invention would be of any use but when he got
back home he got in touch with WATSON WATT and gave him a
description of it. WATSON WATT said that the description was
So vague that it would be necessary for him to speak to
HAEFNER and so CAIRNCROSS gave him the address. CATRNCROSS
claimed that that was the last he had to do with it in any
direct way. HAEFNER and his wife were brought over, the
invention was found to be of no use and they were interned.
HAEFNER, according to CAIRNCROSS, wrote to him from intern—
ment and asked him to help. He did nothing, although in
principle he would have been prepared to help, because he
thought there was nothing he could do. CAIRNCROSS mentioned
that the daughter of a former Master of Trinity, Miss THOMPSON,
was also involved in some way in HAEFNER's case.
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(Comment: Vietor HAEFNER (PF 4L7562),
a First World War German Airforce
pilot, was imprisoned in the 1920s
in Germany first for espionage for
France and later for cheque frauds
and in 1931 again for anti-Fascist
activities. In 1936 he worked for
the Spanish Republican Forces as an
aviator and aeroplane purchaser and
in 1937 was imprisoned by the French
as a spy. After his release he went
to Holland and from there to the UK
in 1939. He was interned shortly
after the outbreak of war. We lost
track of him in 1945 after his offer
of his services to the Control
Commission for Germany had been
refused.

THO

Sir Joseph John THOMPSON was
Master of Trinity from 1918 to 1940.)

o Having listened to CAIRNCROSS's version of the story

we then questioned him closely and at considerable length,
returning to the subject on several occasions at both inter-
views. As a result of this a rather different story grad-
ually emerged. We asked CAIRNCROSS first to date the various
episodes in his story. He said he first met TAMBOURI in his
own second year at Cambridge (1935/1936) and was put in
touch with HAEFNER in 1938, after Munich, he thought. That
was his first contact with HAEFNER; he had no knowledge of
him until he heard of him and his invention through TANBOURI.
"Prom my angle", said CAIRNCROSS, "this is a perfectly
straightforward thing".

B We said we were rather surprised by this and wondered
»if he were not approached by HAEFNER while he was still in
the Foreign Office. To this he replied: "Ah yes, you have a
point. I'd forgotten". After a great deal of cross question-
ing we finally established that in about June 1937, when he
was on the Spanish desk at the Foreign Office, he had received
at the office a letter from HAEFNER, The letter said some-
thing like, "we are trying to help the cause and get arms to
Spain. We need a permit for this, will you please help us to
get one". The letter enclosed some sort of application form
for an export permit. CAIRNCROSS said he did not know who
"we" was; the letter mentioned no organisation or firm.
CAIRNCROSS said, after a suggestion from us, that he did not
entirely rule out that the letter might have said "if you
help us there will be a reward". He could not positively say
but it might have done. He said the letter surprised him;

he thought it was mad rather than criminal and he certainly
did not think of mentioning it either to his colleagues in
the Department (one of whom, as we remarked and he agreed,
was Donald MACLEAN) or to the Police. The question of arms
had never come up in his work; it was not what he or his
colleagues were dealing with, and he did not know what the
British Government's policy on arms for Spain was. He and
his colleagues were doing the political reporting on what was
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happening day by day in Spain, helping British subjects
there etc. CAIRNCROSS said that he did not think that this
was a question so much of being asked to exert undue
influence to get the application through as of directing a
ﬂerieCulj regular application to the proper channels, whlcn
he assumed would have been the Board of Trade. In any case,
he said, he did nothing except write back to an address in
Paris, which he could not now recall, saying he could not
help, returning the forms and advising HAEFNER to put his
application through the proper channels. He agreed, however,
that it was an improper approach and that he was being asked
to pull a string, but the impropriety to his mind was more
Dolitical than legal. It was quite within the law he
thought.

(Comment: Our only source for the
story of HAEFNER's approach to
CAIRNCROSS in 1937 is CAIRNCROSS

himself who mentioned in 1942 that

he had received a letter. HAEFNER

did not mention any 1937 contact

at his interrogation when he was

interned in 1939. All these details

of the approach are new.)

Ta We told CAIRNCROSS that we were particularly interested
in this aspect of his story because the business of obtaining
and supplying arms to Spain had been organised by the GPU.

8. We asked him how he thought HAEFNER had got his name in
June 1937 if his earlier reccl]@ctwon that he first heard of
HAEFNER when TAMBOURI mentioned to him that he had a client
who was in detention in France was correct. We pointed out
that HAEFNER was not detained until November 1937 so this
letter episode prpceded that. He agreed that HAEFNER could
not poss 51D] ly have written to him out of the blue so something
must have preceded the letter and he assumed that he must
have had some conversation with TAMBOURI before June 1837,
We went over with him the dates of his visits abroad in an
effort to find when such a conversation might have taken place.
CAIRNCROSS said he definitely did not wvisit TAMBOURI on his
way to Germany in 1936 and that his visit to France between
28 February and 15 March 1937 was the most likely occasion when
such a conversation might have taken place. We pointed out
that this visit occurred between his moving from the American
Department to the Spanish Department and so it was quite likely
he might have mentioned his new post to TANBOURI and he agreed.
He said he could not recall any conversation with TAMBOUR
at that date about HAEFNER but then he had not devoted any
thought to it as he did not think it was important. He was
sure TAMBOURI never said to him anything like: "I know a chap
who wants to get arms to Spain, will you help hlm“", but he
agreed that it seemed quite likely that TAMBOURT might have
tolﬂ HAEFNER that he knew a chap in the Foreign Q”fjce. Up
to now he had thought of this arms permit approach as more
silly than politically interesting but in the light of what
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we had now told him about the GPU's organisation of the arms
supply to Spain he would make the effort to go over it and
think it out. He carefully noted down the relevant dates we
gave him.,

Etienne TAMBOURI

9. CAIRNCROSS agreed with us when we said that it seemed
obvious if all this was correct that TANBOURI must have
mentioned his name to HAEFNER as early as 1937 as someone who
might be able to help him. This in itself seemed odd unless
TAMBOURI were also involved in some way in the arms racket.
We pointed out that HAEFNER had a criminal record from the
early 1930s onwards and one would have thought that if
TAMBOURI were an innocent party he would have wished to know
what kind of a request was to be made of his friend by this
doubtful character.

10. In the light of this we agreed to go over again the
details of CAIRNCROSS's knowledge of and acquaintance with
TAMBOURI.

11. CAIRNCROSS said that TAMBOURI stayed while he was in
Cambridge with Mrs PRIOR, the widow of a French Professor;
she produced French plays for the University and ran a little
salon., TAMBOURI was about four years older than CAIRNCROSS,
he said, and was very clever. He had already qualified as a
lawyer when he was at Cambridge. He was left-inclined at
Cambridge, gsaid CAIRNCROSS, but was an idealist, not a Party
man. CAIRNCROSS insisted that the link between TAMBOURI and
himself was not politics or Spain but French culture.

12. After TAMBOURI left Cambridge they continued to be in
contact and CAIRNCROSS went and stayed with him occasionally
or visited him when he was passing through Paris. These
visits were not frequent, CATRNCROSS said, and TANMBOURI did
not come to this country to visit him. CAIRNCROSS claimed

not to be able to remember TAMBOURI's address in Paris. When
we suggested 26 Avenue Kleber he said that did not sound quite
right. He remembered TAVBOURI as living in a reasonably prosp-
erous area but did not think it was quite up to Avenue Kleber
standerds. He said that TAMBOURI was not married and lived
alone. His parents owned a saw mill in the South of France
not far from Nice and lived down there. CAIRNCROSS said he
last saw TAMBOURI at the end of 1937. He had tried to make
contact with him again after the war by ringing up his parents'
number but he had not been able to raise them and assumed
TAMBOURI had not survived the war.

CAIRNCROSS's contact with HAEFNER in 1939

15 We then went on to discuss the circumstances surrounding
HAEFNER's visit to this country in 1939.
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14, When questioned in detail CAIRNCROSS became very vague
about the circumstances leading up to HAEFNER's visit to

this country in 1939. He said he definitely remembered
learning, presumably from TAMBOURI, that HAEFNER was in a

spot and had been detained by the French., He thought perhaps,
on reflection, he might have gone over to see TANMBOURI again
after 1937 and that on that occasion TAMBOURI had mentioned
HAEFNER's invention to him. We told CAIRNCROSS that he had
been in France in September 1937; between March and April
1938; in June 1938; in August 1938; in October 1938 when he
passed through on his way to Austria and at Christmas 1938,
and he agreed that it was very likely that he had seen
TAMBOURI on one or more of these occasions. He agreed that
TAMBOURI was one of the people whom he would have seen if he
was in Paris and that he saw him in fact quite frequently.

We asked him if on the other hand it was possible that he
merely received a letter from TANMBOURI or HAEFNER which
started off the invention episode, but on the whole CAIRNCROSS
seemed to think it was more likely that TAMBOURI had mentioned
it to him. He thought he had a memo about the invention which
he had himself drafted in English, about one page or half a
page long, to show to the people he mentioned the invention
to. He thought the details had probably been given to him by
TAMBOURI.

(Comment: In 1942 HAEFNER was inter-
viewed in the internment camp. He
said he had not met CAIRNCROSS until
he came to London in 1839. He said
that TANMBOURI was an intimate friend
of CAIRNCROSS and spent a great deal
of his spare time with him in England.
He had intended to come over to
England when the HAEFNERs came to
introduce them to CAIRNCROSS but was
prevented from doing so by a law-
suit.)

15. We asked him how he had known that WATSON WATT was the
right person for HAEFNER to see and how he had arranged the
interview. He said that he rang up the Private Secretary to
the Permanent Secretary in the Air Ministry, as one normelly
would in such cases. He had told him that he knew a man with
a potentielly interesting invention and asked whom he should
put him on to. After that it was all done on the official
level in that Ministry and all he knew was that the invention
was not thought to be of any value.

16, CAIRNCROSS said he met HAEFNER once socially after this.
It was a bit embarrassing but nothing occurred to make him
think HAEFNER was a suspicious character. We asked CAIRNCROSS
if he knew how HAEFNER supported himself and his wife between
then and his internment later in 1939. CAIRNCROSS said he had
no idea though it had occurred to him at the time to wonder.

17. CAIRNCROSS said he had never heard of Antonius RAAB,
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18. We showed CAIRNCROSS HAEFNER's letter of credential
dated 10 May 1939 (serial 54b in PF 47562) showing that he
was employed by RAAB at that date as a representative of
the arms firm of AEKKA. CAIRNCROSS expressed surprise at
this but said he had had no knowledge of this side of
HAEFNER's affairs.

Letters

19. At this point we handed CAIRNCROSS a copy of the letter
from HAEFNER to RAAB (extract at serial 1y) dated 31 August
1939 and asked him if he would care to comment on it. He
looked at it for a short time mopping his brow and loosening
his top shirt button, then he asked if we had a translation
as he found the German rather difficult to follow. We gave
him a copy of the translation at serial 42x on PF L7562,

20, His first reaction was that "original papers" clearly
referred to the permit forms that HAEFNER sent him in 1937

and which he had returned. We pointed out that the date of
this letter was 1939 and that it seemed rather unlikely that
HAEFNER would be harking back two years. He said that in

that case he was at a loss and had no explanation to offer.

We asked him what he thought "who has done nothing more"
meant. He asked us if the date of the letter was right and

we assured him that there was no mistake there. We asked

him if he would like to check the translation to make sure it
was accurate; he did so but could not find any differences.

He continued to repeat that he found the letter quite baffling,
that he could provide no explanation for it and was totally in
the dark.

21. We then said that there was another letter found in
HAEFNER's papers when he was interned. This letter mentioned
an account in Valencia about which CAIRNCROSS was ready to

help and said he would be told what reward he would get for his
help (serial 15z). CAIRNCROSS's reaction to this second

attack was most odd. He said: "Oh no. 3But that's very inter-
esting. Valencia - I'm glad you mentioned that. What date

was it?" We told him it was 1939. He then said: "There is no
question of any account in Valencia in 1939", We asked him
when was the account in Valencia and what was its purpose. He
replied that he had no recollection of any account in Valencia
at all. It was just fantastic; he was aghast; the man must

be making things up. As for being told what reward he would
get for his help he said it did not mean anything to him at all.
He found the whole thing completely shattering and denied it
all categorically.

22. We told him that, as we were sure he would see, it was

possible to put a very sinister interpretation on these two

letters and his inability to explain them. The organisation

of the arms supply for Spain as we had told him already was

under the control of the GPU who established a series of cover
It seemed very likely
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that the activities of HAEFNER and RAAB were in some way
connected with the GPU and that TAMBOURI was to some extent
involved with them. When one considered that against the
background of HAEFNER's approach to CAIRNCROSS in 1937 and
the unexplained references in the 1939 letters one could not
but think there was some sinister explanation. One could,
for example, suppose that not only did he agree to do some-
thing for HAEFNER in 1937 but that he continued to work with
him right up to 1939. He must see that these points were

far more material to his case than a bunch of notes found in
Guy BURGESS's flat. He agreed that it did look very sinister
and said that indeed he found it quite chilling but he could
not repeat too often that there was nothing in these stories.
He had had one lot of trouble on his hands at that time with
the Otto business and he would have been mad to take on another
one.

25. We continued to press him to provide some explanation
for these letters and he continued to insist that they meant
nothing to him. He did not know what the explanation was,

f there were anything, he would tell us. These two letters
just made him despair. We said that without wishing to be
offensive we should remind him that between 1951 and 1964 he
had denied many times the implication of the notes found in
BURGESS's flat and any involvement with the RIS. He said he
understood our doubts and he would feel the same in our position
but all he could do was repeat that if there were anything to
tell, he would tell us. He could not prove it but he had no
reason to hold back now. As he saw it there were two ways to
behave. Either you denied everything and tried to get away
with it or you came clean. To his mind there was no middle
way. We replied that in all our experience no one, particularly
in the field of intellectuals recruited in the 19308, had ever
told all the truth on the first occasion. Our experience was
that you got some of the truth and then you probed and got
more. He replied that we were fully entitled to be sceptical
but he could categorically assure us that this story would
never be changed even if he were interrogated in thirty years
time.

2L. Trying a slightly different tack we asked him whether he
had mentioned HAEFNER's approach to him in 1937 to Otto, who
was, according to his story, controlling him at that time.
CAIRNCROSS said he had never discussed this at any stage with
Otto. We suggested that one might have expected that he would
but he disagreed violently. He said that just because he was
giving to Otto confidential information from his work there
was no reason to bring in other aspects of his life. He was

a free agent in other ways. We asked him whether he had dis-
cussed the 1939 episode of HAEFNER and his invention with Guy
BURGESS, who was controlling him at that time. He said
vehemently that he never had. HAEFNER had no connection with
BURGESS or any of the espionage side of his life. We said
that we found his reaction to the invention rather puzzling.
He was quite prepared to damage this country by passing informa-
tion to Otto, Guy and Robert and yet when he came across this
invention which might have been useful to his masters he
suddenly started to feel patriotic. Why? He said that in the
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other case he was under compulsion but this was different.
Here he had a chance to do the right thing. "This was some-
thing outside my work, something they didn't know about", he
said.

Glasgow and Europe

25. We told CAIRNCROSS that we had recently made a detailed
study of student Communism at the Universities in the 1930s.
As a result of our investigations into Glasgow we had had
information that he was politically conscious and left-wing
inclined when he was there. HHe had been described as more
politically mature than his contemporaries. We said that if
we believed that it made us look at the following two years

he spent at the Sorbonne in a different light, bearing in mind
the upsurge of left-wing activity and sympathy in Europe in
those years.,

26, CAIRNCROSS said he was very surprised that anyone should
have made such a comment about his attitude at Glasgow. He
had certainly had no connection with any organised political
group at Glasgow, let alone a Communist one. He did not
remember being interested in politics at all at Glasgow;
literature and French language were his passions, and he was
also interested in Scottish Nationalism and religion. Bearing
in mind thet he was thinking back forty years and it was not
easy to reconstruct at that distance he could remember only
one person with any political associations during this whole
period, and that was a man named QUINN, QUINN became left-
wing after CAIRNCROSS had left Glasgow and gone to Paris, he
said. QUINN spent a year in Bordeaux perfecting his French
and by the time he returned to Glasgow again, CAIRNCROSS
thought, he had become a Trotskyist.

27. CAIRNCROSS said that he remembered very clearly that he
had taken no part in politics when he was at the Sorbonne.

It was not till he was at Cambridge that he came across the
theoretical ideological side of Communism. He did not know
anybody left-inclined among the French students. In any case
he did not have many friends in Paris, just two or three, and
he did not keep up with any of them. In his first year he
studied French and in his second year German. A number of
German refugees came to the Sorbonne and some were in the same
classes as he was. He remembered one of the German refugees
trying to explain Communist theory to him but he dismissed it
because it did not seem to make any sense. We suggested that
there must have been a considerable amount of political activity
at the Sorbonmne at that period but CAIRNCROSS said that if that
were so it passed him by; he was not sensitive to it. We
reminded him that the centre of Comintern activity changed from
Berlin to Paris in 1933 but CAIRNCROSS claimed that 21l this
was quite outside his ken.
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28. We said that we found it difficult to accept his story

of not knowing anything about left-wing political activity

in Burope when he was there. He was, for example, in Vienna
in the summer of 1933 and that was a hot bed of RIS recruiting
agents at that time. He said he was certainly never contacted;
he did not meet any English people there and had no contacts
in political circles.

29, We asked him if he had many friends in Germany. He said
that he knew hardly anyone. He stayed au pair with a family
in Berlin called SAENGER and through them he met some of their
circle. Those were all Jewish and middle class, the sort of
people who owned big stores. We asked him if he knew the
FROLICH family and he replied: "Who are they?" We reminded
him, and he then said FROLICH was just a man he knew at
Cambridge. He had never stayed with him in Germany though he
might have visited him once there as he passed through. We
told him that FROLICH had been interviewed and had said that
CAIRNCROSS made frequent visits to Germany and had visited him
and his wife in Cologne. FROLICH had regarded CAIRNCROSS as

a Marxist and had said that he had widespread anti-Nazi contacts
in Germany. CAIRNCROSS replied that that was a very funny
story and did not make any sense. He had never met FROLICH's
wife. None of his acquaintances in Germany were, as far as he
knew, involved in any political activity; they tended to be
monarchists. Although they were obviously not in favour of
the Nazis they were certainly not extremists.

Anonymous letter

30. We showed him a typescript copy of the anonymous letter
dated 5 August 1938 posted in Amsterdam and addressed to him

at 16 Warwick Square (serial 16a). We all looked at it and
shook our heads over it murmuring "very strange, most peculiar".
We pointed out that this letter must have some explanation

and he could hardly expect us to believe that he did not know
what the explanation was. The tone of the letter indicated
quite clearly that it was part of a correspondence. CAIRNCROSS
said that he just did not know what to make of it. He agreed
that it looked like just one part of a correspondence but said
that he had never received any other letters like it. We
pointed out that it was posted in Holland at a time when
HAEFNER was in Holland and asked if he thought it had any con-
nection with him but CAIRNCROSS said asfar as he knew it had
not. We drew his attention to the date, 5 August 1938, and

told him that he had returned from France on 15 August though
unfortunately we did not seem to know when he had gone. Did
that arouse any memories? CAIRNCROSS said it d4id not. We
asked him if he had himself ever been to Holland and he replied:
"Only once". He had, he said, been forced to spend a day in
Schipol on his way to Germany in May 1939 when he had forgotten
to get a visa for travel to Germany. We continued to talk about
the letter for some time, but he refused to alter his story
that he found it as strange and inexplicable as we did. Finally
he pointed out that the letter had stayed on our files for
thirty years and we were still unable to solve it. "Maybe you
will get a lucky break one day and be able to explain 1t he
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Finance

31. We then said that we would like to discuss again the
rather delicate matter of his finances. CAIRNCROSS said he
thought 1t was very wise to get it all straight. We reminded
him that he had said on several occasions that he did not
benefit financially from his association with the Russians,
except on one occasion when he received £200 from Robert, and
that he had not received anything from the Russians since
1952, We would like to go over his sources of income in order
to satisfy ourselves that his expenditure had not been sub-
stantially above his income at any time.

32, He said that starting in 1936 when he went into the
Foreign Office one could divide his career into three. In
the first period when he was an A.P things were rather tight
even though he did odd translating work and was given small
sums of £50 or so from time to time by his sister. After he
became Lord Hankey's Private Secretary and got an extra allow-
ance of £120 a year things were rather easier. After he was
promoted Principal things were a lot easier.

33. We said that we had the impression that even as an A.P

he entertained a considerable amount and he certainly travelled
a great deal. He said that his entertainment was done on a
very modest scale; it might come in a burst and then there
would be nothing for months. As for his travelling he lived
modestly so that he could afford foreign holidays and in any
case when he was abroad he frequently stayed with friends and
had to pay nothing but the fare.

S4. We told CAIRNCROSS that we now had fairly strong indica-
tions from another of our sources that in 1938 or 1939 while

Guy was controlling him £100 was given to him to help with the
expenses of entertainment. He asked: "By Guy?" We said that

it came as a result of Guy's actions. CAIRNCROSS's first reac—
tion to this was that he had no recollection of such a thing

and he would have to search his memory. We left the thought
with him while we questioned him on other subjects and returned
to it later. CAIRNCROSS then said that he could not dispute
that Guy might have given him some money but frankly he did not
remember it. It certainly was not £100 because that was a
fabulous sum and he would certainly remember it. ILater still

we returned again to the subject and CAIRNCROSS then said that
he had remembered that on one occasion in mid 1938, he though

it preceded the lunches with his colleagues on which he reported
to Guy and was for the purpose of paying for them, Guy gave him
some dollar bills, about 4O dollars in all he thought. Guy told
him that he had got them not from the regular boss but from
somebody who was organising the political action in opain., We
asked him why Guy had mentioned the source and he said he thought
he was meaning to say that there was not much money avgilable.
Guy had said that he could not get any money for himself.
CAIRNCROSS claimed that this was the only occasion on which Guy
had given him money.
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35. We asked him how he was placed financially in 1952

when he had to resign. He said that was a very bad time;

he was really up against it. He sold the car, got a small
inheritance from an aunt and a small income from letting his
flat but otherwise there was nothing. While he and his wife
were travelling she saw an advertisement for a job in Rome.
They went there and arrived practically penniless. After

his wife got the job and he started doing freelance work they
were able to manage and by the time they went to Switzerland
they had accrued a little capital. Just before they left
Geneva for bangkok, however, they had got down to 50 Swiss
francs in the D,ﬂk. He had many debts to settle before going
to take the job in Bangkok and the business of getting th

job was not all plain sa111n~~ after it was promised to him
ECAFE went back on their oLfer and brought out someone else
from New York. TFinally he had a phone call saying come out
at once and he was saved in the nick of time.

36. We asked him about his purchases of land. He said that
his first piece of land South of Home was bought in 1956 in
expectutlon of the job in Bangkok. The total cost was about
six million lire. He made a small down payment just before
he left for Bangkok and paid off the rest over a period out
of his salary. ILater he divided the land into two; he sold
the first part when he came back to Rome in 1964 for six
million lire and the second part in 1967 for three million
lire.

37. When he sold that land he bought a farmhouse in Tuscany
and just before he went to Pakistan he bought a place in the
south of France. He put down five or six thousanu and paid
the rest off in instalments before he finished in Pakistan;
he explained that in ¢wk1qtan where he was a member of g
Harvard team under Ford Foundation auspices he was earning a
very big salary. He had now sold the place in the South of
France, he said.

8. He said he also had a share in a property in Capri. He
took a big risk there at a time when he was still recovering
from the big financial loss he had sustained in the swindle
in 1970. Some friends had told him that they had a permit to
build provided that the building was completed by a certain
date. This was a fabulous chance, he said, as no building
was allowed in Capri normally. He had a few hundred pounds
spare and he borrowed some more and by a considerable amount
of juggling managed to raise the required sum. For that he
was given property on half the 1and, which his friends were
building for him.

39. CAIRNCROSS said that altogether he probably owed about
£10,000 now and owned three remaining parcels of land: the
farm in Tuscany, the land outside ’%om0 which he was hoping to
sell by September now the market was favourable and the
property in Capri.
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LO. Throughout all this explanation he repeated constantly
that he had no unknown sources of income and no access to

any agents or money. He had merely used to the full the
facility one had as a member of FAO to borrow at a favourable
interest rate against one's retirement pension. That and
clever juggling.had made everything possible. All the trans-
actions were there in his accounts for anyone to see and if
his total earnings and savings were looked at against his
purchases by a qualified accountant it would all make sense.

L1, We sald we were rather worried by the fact that in 1970,
when he had suffered a large financial loss he had not told

us about it. Why had he not done so? He said he did not

think it was relevant; he was not trying to conceal anything,
though certainly he was not proud of it, but he thought it was
a private battle he had to fight. He said that it had required
enormous ingenuity to sort it all out but he thought at last
his way was clear.

L2, At the second interview we said we would like to take him

up on his offer to let us look at his bank accounts., W
presented him with letters of authorisation addressed to the
lanagers of all the branches of Barclays Bank with which we
knew he had had accounts over the years. He signed the letters
without demurring or commenting on our apparently encyclopaedic
knowledge of his affairs. He said, merely, that he hoped our
enquiries could be made without the banks knowing the reason.
He said also that his permission to us extended to his

accounts in foreign banks if we wished to examine them too.

Guy BURGESS

L3. We then went on to discuss again with CAIRNCROSS

extent of his acquaintance with BURGESS at the various
in his. career.

Ly, We asked first if CATRNCROSS was quite sure that he had
not met BURGESS while he (CAIRNCROSS) was still at Cambridge.
He said that he certainly did not remember meeting him at
Cambridge, though he was rather puzzled about this because he
was sure that he knew of Guy's existence while he was at

Y&r
4

Cambridge. We told him that we had heard from a source who

had discussed it with BURGESS that BURGESS had said that he
contrived to meet CAIRNCROSS on the stairs in Trinity while
CAIRITCROSS was still an undergraduate and that this led up to

the meeting in BLUNT's rooms. We told him that the same source,
quoting Guy, said that he propositioned CAIRNCROSS during the
train journey. CAIRNCROSS said that he was categorical that

this was untrue. The meeting in BLUNT's rooms was not just a
chance encounter; it had been arranged beforehand. He was sure
it was at a weekend on an occasion when he had gone to Cambridge
from London. He remembered the feeling of greater confidence

that came after he had joined the Foreign Office and also,
curiouvsly, that he had a hat, which he had not had while he was

an undergraduate. He thought it likely that the meeting was

on a Sunday because he worked on Saturday mornings in the

Foreign Office. MNoreover the story that BURGESS had propositioned
him onjfhe train was certainly untrue. BURGESS might have been
n

o o Le 5 LY . . . .
ﬁo@%&i him out but he certainly made no proposition, nor did

S
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he reveal his involvement with the Russians.

45. We reminded him that in 1952 he signed a statement to
the effect that he had met BURGESS at intervals ranging from
twice or thrice a fortnight to ‘once in three months. We said
that this did not agree with what he had told us last time.
Which version was correct¢ CATRNCROSS appeared to be amazed
at the statement and repeatedly asked: "Tld 1 sign +qﬂt‘"

4L6. We asked him to go over again the occasions on which he
could remember meeting BURGESS from 1936 when he started in
the Foreign Office. He said that he could remember only the
meeting a at Cambridge followed by the train journpy a meeting
after that when BURGESS suggested he meet -him in Paris at the
balpcte, a lunch a deux in a lmce somewhere off Regent Street
at which he thought that BURGESS had asked him why he had not
gone to the Selecte; the lunch he had mentioned before with
BLUNT, Tom WYLIE and Helmuth KATZ and the party in the Chester
Square flat. He said he could not recall any meals except the
one lunch alone with Guy and this was why he was surprised by
his earlier statement that he had met him two or three times

a month. He could not think in what circumstances he could
have met him. He certainly did not go for walks with him and,
as he could not remember meals or drinks either, he was rather
baffled.

(Comment: The meeting at which
BURGESS proposed the Selecte meeting
and the lunch a deux with Guy are
additions to the meetings CATRNCROSS
has mentioned before.)

47. We asked him to go over the circumstances leading to
BURGESS's revelation to him that he too was working for the

RIS. He said that there must have been a gap of about six
months between his last meeting with Otto and Guy's revelation.
All that time he was hoping he had got off the hook and he had
thought at last there was a chance that Ho would be able %o
revert to a normal life. We said that BURGESS's revelation

must have been very shattering and he agreed that it was one

of the two unique experiences of his life (he did not say what
the other one was). We asked what Guy had said. CAIRNCROSS
said it was something like: "Well, it's been rumoured that you
have been going around with my friend Otto", followed by some
dramatic phrase like "You and I are in each others hands".
CAIRNCROSS claimed he was panic struck and speechless. We
suggested that he might have wondered if Guy were not working
for MI5 and leading him on. Did this occur to him? CAIRNCROSS
replied that Guy had managed to convince him by certain back-
ground details that he knew all about it. "I must appear extra-
ordinarily guileless to you", CAIRNCROSS said. We asked him if
Otto had ﬂlven him any guidance on how other people would
identify themselves to him. He said that one of his controllers,
either Otto or Robert, had said that there would be a code phone
call saying something like "I'wve brought you back a present"

and mentioning a name. One would then meet in front of a
restaurant of the same name. Guy's revelation was nothing like
this. It just emerged unexpectedly from an ordinary meeting;

he had asked him round for a drink or something.
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Other Acquaintances

L8, We reminded CAIRNCROSS that in his statement in 1952 he
said that he had met BURGESS again after the war in company

with FOOTMAN. He claimed to be surprised at this and said

he had no recollection of such meetings. We asked him if they
might have been in the context of his friendship with the
HALPERNs and he agreed that this was possible. He then recalled
that FOOTMAN introduced him to HALPERN. He had lunched with
HALPERN and a French friend at his Club and we agreed that the
Club was probably the Reform.

49. On a sudden inspiration we asked him if the French friend
was Raymond PICARD, and he agreed that it was. We asked him
row PICARD came into the story and he said he did not come in
at all. We reminded him that in 1952 CAIRNCROSS had given the
name of PICARD as someone who would support his story of
llarcelline ROBERTSON. What was the background to this story;
was it his own invention or did someone provide him with the
story to tell in an emergency? He said that he was entirely
responsible for the story and for throwing in the name of
PICARD as an added weight. We asked what he thought would
have happened if we had gone to see PICARD; could he have
relied on him to back him up? CAIRNCROSS said PICARD was not
involved in any way. If he had supported his story it would
have been just a friendly action. He s2id he was still in
quite frequent contact with PICARD who now taught at the
Sorbonne.,

50. We asked CAIRNCROSS if he had met Anthony BLUNT at the
HALPERNs and he agreed that he did. We asked him if he saw
much of BLUNT during the war and he said that he saw him occa-
sionally. We reminded CAIRNCROSS that in his 1952 statement

he had named KLUGMANN and BLUNT as the two people who influenced
him towards Communism at Cambridge. We said that this suggested
that he knew BLUNT better than he had implied recently. This
remark led us into an argument, which recurred frequently
during the interview, about the definition of knowing a person
well. CAIRNCROSS 'said he certainly had not known BLUNT well

in his terms. He certainly was not walking in and out of his
room all the time and the lunch they had had with WYLIE and
others in London was the only meal they had had together.

There was a certain distance between himself and BLUNT because
though they were in the same field BLUNT had a certain eminence
and was a Fellow. One might say in fact that the curious thing
was that living on the same staircase and being in the same
field they did not know each other better. In that case, we
said, why did he quote BLUNT as one who had influenced him
towards Communism. CAIRNCROSS said he gquoted him because of
his authority and because BLUNT had applied his Marxist views
to art history. He was meaning to imply that in that area he

5

had been influenced by BLUNT.
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51. We then went on to bﬁv that we had heard froq Somoone
who knew PHILBY well that CAIRNCROSS already knew PHILBY

when he went to Section V. CAIRNCROSS denied this Veheme tly
and said that he did not even know of PHILBY's existence
until he met him in Section V He suggested that this source
might have been confusing him with his brother who was also
at Trinity and who read Economics and was a contemporary of
PHILBY's. We reminded him that he had spent the whole summer
of 1933 in Vienna and that PHILBY was also there at uh T time
mixing in RIS circles. Was he sure he did not meet PHILBY
then? He assured us, with what we thought was a sllwhtWy
hollow ring, that there was no DOlWLqul overtone to his stay
in Vienna 1nd that he did not meet PHILBY or any other Eng 11%J
people there.

KLUGMANN

52. We said that we found his account of his acquaintance
with James KLUGMANN very strange. He claimed to have known
KLUGMANN well at Cambridge - so well that he was one of the
two people he named as having influenced him ﬁlwnlLlcwptWV
towards Communism. He had sa 10 also that he did not keep up
any friendly relationship with him after leaving Camnrldue.
He had claimed that he did not know the most obvious aspect
of KLUGMANN's pre-war life namely that from December 1935 to
1939 he was in Paris at the neadnuarierc of the Com1nTe“n organ-
isation, The World Student Associstion. Everyone else we had
seen who had moved in student Communist circles to a man had
known it. He would have us believe, however, that in 1936 he
knew KLUGMANN well enough for him to have arranged the intro-
duction to Otto, for which he must have come over to London
from Paris. He then disappeared again and reannea“ed only to
introduce the "young man" then disappeared again. All this
seemed very odd, we said., CAIRNCROSS sugge ested that KLUGMANN
might have had instructions to keep out of the way of him., We
said that another interpretation was that he had had instruc-
tions to keep out of mh@ way of KLUGHANN; we did not see how
it was possible for him to have mixed in the TANBOURI world in
Paris without coming ﬂcro 38 James KLUGMANN., CAIRNCROSS replied
rather heatedly that there was no TAMBOURI world. "I had
specific friends in specific places", he said and added that he
lived a wvery soliTar/ life. We showed him various photog rraphs
of the site of the Office in Cite Paradis where KLUGMANN hs=d
his office and of other areas in Paris 7SSOPj’ied with left-wing
activities but he claimed that none of these places meant any-
thing to him.

55. We said that when we had arranged the meeting between James
and himself in 1970 we had gathered that he was very willing

and anxious to talk to James. Was this consistent with his
story of hardly knowing James after Cambridge. CAIRNCROSS said
it was not that he wanted to talk but that he' wanted to help us.
He said he was asked to try to persuade James to come and talk
to us as it would be PMOTMOUDIJ helpful if he did. It was
obvious, however, that he was not prepared to come clean.

P S "'z""s‘*’w-;- .
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1964 Confession

54, We reminded him that between 1951 and 1956 he had been
interviewed nine times and had always denied any involvement
with the RIS. 1In 1964, however, when he was interviewed in
Cleveland by Arthur Martin on exactly the same evidence he had
confessed within fifteen minutes. Why was this? CAIRNCROSS
said that between 1951 and 1956 he had lied and lied for
obvious reasons - to protect his wife and his brother. As
long as he felt he could get away with it he had continued to
lie. In America, however, the situation was quite different.
He felt trapped and seormered. If he had continued to deny
the evidence Arthur Martin had only to go the University
authorities to get him thrown out of the University and the
country with the maximum scandal and publicity. We said that
the evidence was the same evidence we had had since 1952, Why
had he not felt jammed before? We might after all have prose-
cuted him with similar scandal and publicity. He said that he
felt the Americans were tougher; his reaction there was entirely
defensive. He felt if he confessed he could reduce the situa-
tion to a local disaster. He knew he would have to leave his
post in Cleveland but he thought he would be allowed to go
straight to Italy and continue working there. We asked if he
had had faith that we would not inform the Italians and he said
. that that did not seem automatic but it was a risk he had to
take.

55. We told him that we found his reasons for confessing rather
difficult to follow and he said that he found it very tricky

to try to describe his mental processes to us. He felt sure

we would say his reaction was wrong as we had said his reaction
to Otto's approach in 1936 was wrongz.

56. We said we were of course delighted that he did confess,

whatever the reason, and we thought he would agree that he had
not suffered for it. He said that he felt he had been miracu-
lously well treated and he was grateful for it every day. He

said that he hoped we would forgive him if any remarks he had

made during these interviews implied any criticism of the way

our Service had behaved; he had always found us very thorough

and competent.

57. We thanked him for his complimentary remarks but told him
that for our part the cumulative effect of all our interviews
with him was to leave us unconvinced that we had got to the
hard core of his case. We had at the moment too many unexplained
documents and other bits of information. He agreed and said
that he was sure that in our shoes he would feel exactly the
same. He felt very depressed and helpless, particularly about
the HAEFNER affair, because he saw no way to start explaining
it. To him it was absolutely meaningless. We told him that
we would continue to research and would use our considerable
resources to try to fill in the background until we could re-
concile in one way or another the points in his story. We
strongly advised him, if he were holding anything back from us
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in the hope of protecting anyone, because he was afraid of
something or for any other reason, to stop doing so. He
agssured us that there was no one else involved whom he was
trying to protect and there was nothing he was holding back.
He had in the past been terribly afraid but his confession

was the great divide, Now he had no fear and if we said there
were more serious things to his case that he had not told us,
he would just say there were not. His only hope was that we
would come up with something more in our researches and until
we did he would continue to feel very uncomfortable.

Conclusions

58. Although in these two interviews we did not force CAIRN-
CROSS into making any substantial new admissions we did do
something which is perhaps more valuable, we finally took from
him once and for all his credibility as a friendly and honest:
source and he knows it.

59. The sudden unexpected shift of our questioning to HAEFNER
and the arms deals, a subject on which he had not been inter-
rogated in detail since 1951, supported as it was by documentary
evidence he did not know we had, took him completely off
balance. He had no story ready to tell and he had to retreat
into amazed innocence and loss of memory, even though, for
example over the bank account in Valencia or the anonymous
letter, he knew we found that attitude i@redible. He will
probably try hard to find some explanation which fits his story
and the evidence he now knows we have but if he cannot do so he
will have no recourse but to continue to protest his amazement
and innocence.

60. I now feel reasonably certain that there is a considerable
area of the story of his espionage that CAIRNCROSS has kept from
us but we can still only guess what the truth is. It seems
likely that the key to his case may be that he was not, as we have
thought previously, an ideological spy of the traditional "Ring
of Five" type, recruited at or shortly after Cambridge and placed
as a penetration agent in a Government Department, but rather

a completely different animal, a mercenary spy whose basic links
were in Europe.

61. Some of the puzzles in CAIRNCROSS's case might be solved

if ime=Last he originally became involved in espionage in Europe
in the early 1930s, doing jobs of some sort for money, and his
introduction to "Otto" by James KLUGMANN, coming over from

France for the purpose, was in fact a recontact rather than a
first approach. His story that he agreed to work for Otto not
out of ideological commitment but because of fear would certainly
make more sense if Otto threatened to reveal to the Foreign
Office that CAIRNCROSS had already done some spying and been

paid Lor it.

62. - It may well be that the anonymous letter and CATIRNCROSS's
connection with HAEFN'R and RAAB, of which the documents we
have give only tantalizing glimpses, rather than being some

DRI

inexplicable incidental to the main story as CAIRNCROSS main-
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ins, are in fact the main story; that his work was in fact
a paid agent of a European-based ring assisting with the
ocuring of arms to Spain, acting as a post-box for informa-
ion out of Germany etc, and not as an ideological penetration
agent in the Foreign C*ficc. If this were true it might
eXOl”ld the various conflicting stories of CAIRNCROSS's
recruitment, why BLUNT said he was not part of BURGESS's na1n
network and also provide a reason why BURGESS had to obta
money for him when he gave him an a851gnwent in 1938,

63. This version of the story is considerably more sordid and
squalid than the one CAIRNCROSS told and we accepted in 1964.
If it were anything like the truth it would not be surprising
if CAIRNCROSS were unwilling to admit to it now. He has
admitted that he is a man who only tells the truth when he
feels the consequences of doing so are better than those of
continuing to lie. ZEven then, as he has shown in the past,
he only tells as much of the truth as seems necessary in the
circumstances. I do not think it likely, nor I suspect does
he, that at this late stage we can create a situation where
he will feel it is better for him to make new admissions than
to continue his denials.

64. CAIRNCROSS has more or less told us to go away and see
what new evidence we can dig up. I have no doubt that as long
as we let him he will return from time to time to see how we
are getting on and will decide each time what he will say
according to how he judges the situation. If we do drac more
admissions out of him by this process I think it unllke]y they
will be complete or even substantial enough to take us much
further 1nto the heart of things. Whether this is 2 contest
worth the time and effort rewulrei to engage in it I personally
doubt. Much though I resent CAIRNCROSS's success in man-
oeuvering himself into this position I feel we gave away the
first game in this match when we believed the first gtorw he
told in 1964 and we allowed him to consolidate his VLCtor
from then until 1970 by continuing to treat him as a friend
and an honest and reliable source.

Rimington

MS Ext 654
10 July 1973
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SENDFER:= "VICTOR" ADDRFSSEN: = A, RAAB Esq.
LONDON W.2. " Aekkea

W ATHENES, Palaia- Phaleres
"DATED:= 31,Vii, 39 (Vieux Phaleres)

Dear ANTONTIUS(?)

Your letter to ATKTNSON has been noted, We were still with PAPYRIES(?)
and he is writing to vou himself, ,

Price gun £, 19.0. and nothing will alter that,

You have not answered my letters of 13 and il Ve

How is the Account standing? Do we not want to settle the affair? PFurther,
PASTOR has replied that with the best will he can no longer recollect the mat-
ter, and if he were able %o recollect it, he does not want to have anything more
to do with it,

OTERO(?) has not replied, and we are not answering either, Moreover there is
nothing to report of/from BELANZ(?). T hope that you really undertand about it,
and that you are even taking heed of how the affair in Greece turns.

" Here all is clear and ready, we have worked that beforehand, Tt needs only a
fixed order, and the conditions to be arranged, that will be demanded From
here,

By the way they have .been makineg so many enquiriés about you , and the peovle
in Greece say that they should not talk such stupid stuff, -

Enclosed letter from RANOS, please let me have it back, Resides a newsvaper
cutting that should{on the right lines for you. With the munitions affair,
you must try to line up your defence and proofs with people who possibly can
testify = Up to now the Greek Consulate has not revorted., Have you proposed
anything? ‘I discovered yesterday that HERZBERG(?) is travelling for 2 months
on th; continent., Comes back (Translator's note:- here follow two illegible
words ),

Let us hear from you soon, and with your next letter original papers from
CAIRNCROSS of which T spoke , and he too, has undertaken/attempted nothing
more,

With best greetings from us both,

(Signed) vIacTo R,




ﬂ€wxauirxri1[f

5th August, 1938

Dear lMr. CAIRNCROSS,

I have just heard the following piece of
news which I think quite important:

A highly placed Italian visitor making an
auto-tour of inspection through Germany. One of
Himmlers Chiefs of Staff is in charge of the tour.
Himmler's Staff Officer found dead, either in the
car or in hotel at Frankfurt an Main,

Every effort being made to kecep matter
secret.

As far as I know the Italian visitor is
missing and the intelligence and Gestapo are working
at the top speced to solve the problem.

supposed cause of death: poison.

I have had no chance of exactly proving
this news but taking into consideration from where 1
obtained the information I have every reason for
believing its authenticity.

I must get this off quick and so will write .
you again later regarding things generally. Fraternally.
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W J Caldow Lsg ] R ,
Director B5S0(G) PP L7562/K3/7/EN]
,.4‘&1.6 i{r()

2 July 1973

Vietor HAEFRER

14 We would like to establish whether HALFNER is still
alive, and if so, his whereabouts,

24 His background is as follows. HALF : was born at

L2
i

Brenden, Germany on 18 May réuu. After service in the
he

German Air Force in the First VWorld var continued to

be associated with aviation. In 1923 or ;:5, however,

he was convicted in Germany and sentenced to five years
penal servitude for espionage for France; he was released
after two years., He was later convicted for cheque frauds.

D In 1930 he started to live with Else PEPPLER, an opera
singer, whom he married in 1839, 1In 1931 he was arrested
for dropping anti-Fascist leaflets over Italy from a plane,
but was acquitted. 1In 1933 the Nazls arrested him but
after ten days released himj; there may have been special
conditions to his release. He fled to Switzerland but

was expelled later the same year. He went to Paris where
for a time he worked as an aVlwthB journalist.

Le In 1936 he went to Spain on a Spanish passport under
the name Juan Maria de la BELLACASA., He served 28 an
aviation instruetor to the Republican forces and early in
1937 returnod to ”ranoe with a delegation to purchase air-
raft. In these transs Cu‘O“S he dealt with a German,
Antonius M,A>, in whom w re also interested. RAAB ran
the armaments firm of AEKKEA which was based in Athens.

De At about that time HAEFNLR was put in touch with John
CAIRNCROSS, then working on the u”“nlSh desk of the Foreign
Office, by a French lawyer Ctienne TANMBOURY; CAIRNCROSS
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{ conFIDENTIAL

10: ~ CI WAR ROOM, IONDON / // CIB/INT/2L6), :
(Please pass to MI5) '

SUBJECT:  HAEFNER, Victor H

24 Sep 45

The attached copy of letter from the above-named
has been received from BAFO HQ. ' ;

2% It would be appreciated if you could inform this
HQ whether you have any trace of HAEFNER or his wife.

LGA—S\‘_

S Y

4 ) : B @ Brigadier n?j“
CIB S e Counter Intelligence Bureau
c/o GSI(b) : ’

HQ BAOR

'Phone: 2042/26

Regd ADLS

Encl v

- GCR/MC




Victor H. Haefner ; : : : 2.3.VI.1+5A
c/o Peter Block
'Petershof!

H8xrup
Kreis Flensburg.

To the Royal Airforce Control Commission

Air Marschal Sir Douglas. Esq
British Head Quarter
Ilibecke,

Sir,

With reference to my personal discussion with Cpt Fox, from
the 576 Military Government Det at Flensburg and with the Intelligence
Officer on board of SS Telde in Kiel harbour, I wish to make the following
statement, :

Af'ter having been in the Concentrations Camp, Fortress Spandau
(Berlin) in March 1933, I left Germany on March 25th together with my wif’
for political reasons, All my possession as aeéroplanes, car, flat and
. furnitures, I had to leave behind me. My wife had to give up her engageme
as opera singer at the sthdtische Oper Berlin. Since that time we lived as
political refugees in Switzerland, France » Spain, Holland and England. In
spring 1936 I accepted a position as technical expert on aviation in Madrid,
which was offered to.me by the Spanish Naval Ministry under Mr. Prieto.
During the ¢ivilian war, the Under secretary of aviation, Col. Angel Pastor,
my principal took over the D&l&gation technique d4'aviation espagnol in Paris
and I went with him as his assistent working in this way for the Madrid Gover-
ment until in the beginning of 1939. Thereafter I was invited by the British
Air Ministry to London, where I wrote articles for svisation paper. (Revue
de 1'armée de 1'air, Aeronautique etc.) And gave informations sbout experience
in the air war during the Spain civil War. My articles were published under
supervision of Mr., Weekham Steed, the wellknown former Editor of the "Times".
Three day before the outbreek of this War I was interned and likewise my wife ~— ~
in spite of protests of my British friends, who knew all about my political
views. In 1940 I was shipped to Canada, but was transported back to the U.K.
in 1944, when I was allowed to Jjoin my wife in the family camp at Port Erin, I
of M. gL - By the end of this war the reason for my emigration from
Germany were gone and thé Home Office asked whether I would like to be released
to live in England or whether I would prefer to return to my country. With
British idertifications papers (my passport was taken away 1935 at Paris by ..__
the Nazi consul Baron v. Hohenleben) as member of the repatriations party. I’
choose the latter to put myself at the disposal of the British Mil Government
in Germany. Very much to my surprise I and my wife were considered to be
Nazi suspect and only after persuating my credentials (documents and letters
which the Home Office permitted me to take along) did we obtain a more
considerate treatment. I was there after advised by the Intelligence Officer i
to get in contact with the responsible C.0. of the All. Control ‘Commission on
“the arrival of my destination. I could be sure to receive every assistance:
after my case would be put before such officer. p ;

I wish to offering my services abilities and experiences to the
Control Commission in interest of & real democratic new Germeny for which I
was fighting more than 20 years., So may be sble possibly to assort in the
work connected with the liquidation of the Luftwaffe and so on. (Airfield,
Control of the Personal etc).

Owing to the difficulties facing us in respect of casffound,
our luggagge and our precasious housing under the roof in'a farm I am S :
You will understand my desire to start with a work and hoping of a /8‘9"61' s
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In the meantime my wife, who is Opera singer by profession, has Aﬁ\ren
together with the Philharm. Orchestra Flensburg Concerts for the
British Welfare Se:rvlce.
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