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j Application is made for a Home Office Warrant
(telephone check) on John CAIRNCROSS who while in London
between 17th and 23rd November 1974 is expected to use
the telephone number 01-435-7965 to which his estranged
wife Gabriele Susanna CAIRNCROSS nee OPPENHEIM of 22
Redington Road, London. N.W.3 is the subscriber. He
was previously the subject of a letter check in 1961/62.

2 John CAIRNCROSS is a self-confessed RIS spy who
lives in Rome. Gabriele, about whom we have no adverse
information, seems to have left him in 1966 but to have
remained on reasonably amicable terms with him as
CATIRNCROSS gave us her telephone number at which to get
in touch with him as recently as June 1974.

% The pattern of CAIRNCROSS's behaviour both during

and after his recent dialogues with us suggests that he

may still be under RIS control. This belief is strongly
underpinned by the admissions made by him in the letter
which he sent to us after our interrogation of him in

April 1973. Accordingly we wish to put him under
surveillance when he will be in London between 17th and 23%rd
November and will be interviewed by us. We have no way of
trying to keep track of his movements other than by a check on
his wife's telephone because the hotel at which he will stay
is not a suitable target for us.

4. A2A and the Post Office/EDD have been consulted and
foresee no difficulties. The check will be required only
from mid-day on 17th November 1974 to midnight on 23rd
November 1974. :

s A suggested short reason is:-

"This man, a self-confessed RIS spy. at present
living abroad. will be in London in November
1974 end is expected to use this telephoné\

It is desired to investigate his activities
while he is here. He was previously a subject
of H.0.W No PS 12635."

K7/C2
MS Ext 637
11 November 1974

TWlM/DJC
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I support this applicationj although

CATRNCROSS will be staying at a hotel (1070b), 131,
we cannot mount t/c there but can reasonably

hope on the basis of previous experience that

he may use his wife's telephone from time to

time. We need- every resource we can muster

to cover his activities during the short time

(? 7 days) that he is in London.

QU bt

A D Waugh

K7
MS Ext 470
13 November 1974
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Reference the last sentence of Minute 1074, I suggest
you consider extending the check to the coin box in the
hotel, ,if this is practicable.

DDG

12 November 1974
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Reference

s I refer to the DDG's minute 1075.

2 A24A, after consultation with the Post Office/EDD,
consider that it would be practicable to extend the
check to the hotel coin box. They foresee no
difficulties. I would therefore be grateful if

the Crescent Hotel coin box number 01-387-1515,

to which the subscriber is Aldo BESOLO, could be

added to Home Office Warrant No. TS/3629.

K7/C2
MsS Bxt 657
15 November 1974.
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REPCRT OF AN INTERVIEW WITH JOHN CAIRNCROSS
on 20 NOVEMBER 1974

INTRODUCTION

i John CAIRNCROSS was interviewed by Philip Osmond and
Wilson Morgan for three and a quarter hours on 20 November
1974 in Room 055. We used our aliases Ormerod and Moffat.

2e CAIRNCROSS was composed and relaxed when he joined us
and remained so throughout the interview. Indeed he was keen
to get down to brass tacks from the start and at the end

of the session gave us the impression that he was disappointed
that we did not find it necessary to have a winding-up
discussion on the following Friday. He is well preserved and
looks younger than his 61 years, which are betrayed only by
the flecks of brown pigment on the backs of his hands. There
is not a visible trace of grey in his thinning sandy red hair.

{1 We said that we wanted to take up with him some points
from his long letter of June 1973 to Bill Pratt. We
emphasised that we thought that it contained an over-dramatised
interpretation of the interviews in April 1973. CAIRNCROSS
agreed that he probably had over-reacted to the April 1973 *~
interviews; he had nevertheless resented at the time whafi he
alleged to have been the contemptuous way in which the
veracity of his statements, even the confession he had made
in America in 1964, had been brought into question. We
riposted that we thought the interviews of April 1973 had
reflected patience, logic and politeness on the part of the
interviewers; had he not given good reason to us, by virtue,
for example, of the additional information about RIS payments
contained in his June 1973 letter and withheld by him since
1952, to be chary of accepting everythlng he said at its face
value? CAIRNCROSS said that his motive in withholding this
information had been shame. He claimed however, that had
Arthur Martin "given him a dig in the ribs" in 1964 and
specifically asked him "to come clean" about any payments made
to him by the RIS, he would have given the information which
he had recorded in his June 1973 letter.

(Comment:- Up till April 1973 CAIRNCROSS had
steadfastly maintained that the only payment

he had ever received from the RIS was the £200
(he now states that it was £100, not £200 which
he received. He gave the figure of £100 to
Arthur Martin in 1964 only after a great deal
of prodding) which "ROBERT" gave him for the
information he had passed@ from GC & CS in 1943
about the Germans' intentions towards KURSK.

/The
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The first breach in this story came in the
April 1973 interviews when he admitted that
he had received sbout g40 from BURGESS to
entertain potential sources of useful
information).

RIS PAYMENTS TO CAIRNCROSS

4, We proceeded to take CAIRNCROSS one by one through
the payments he had recprded in his June 1973 letter and
through additional payments which he revealed in the course
of the interview. During this process we found out that

in his own mind he divided these payments into subventions
and gratuities. As they are convenient and a help to lucid
explanation we use these terms below as headings under
which to set out the payments and what CAIRNCROSS said about
them. He claimed that the initiative for suggesting the
activities in which he should participate and the articles
which he should buy, for which the subventions were
necessary, came without exception from the RIS. All
payments were made in cash. At no time did he ever receive
a regular retainer in any form.

(A) SUBVENTIONS (mentioned in June 1973 letter)

TRAVELLERS' CLUB

CAIRNCROSS said that early on in his career in
the Foreign Office (probably in 19%6/37) the
RIS suggested that to enable him "to be in the
swim" he should Jjoin the TRAVELLERS' Club,
like any other sufficiently solvent member of
the FO, and gave him money with which to pay
the entrance fee. He claimed that he received
no more than this and paid all the annual
subscriptions himself right up till he left
the Club in 1952. He had never been a member
of any other club.

THE TYPEWRITER

CAIRNCROSS recalled that the RIS had suggested
he should have a typewriter and had given him
money to buy one "early in the war". THe
suggestion might have been made because his
handwriting was so bad. He had been advised
"to type through carbon" so that the typewriter
could not be identified. The typewriter had
eventually been stolen from his flat in
Dolphin Square.

(Comment: He had a flat in Dolphin Square in
late 1940 after Warwick Square had been bombed.)

Foae s
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FURNISHINGS FOR HIS WARWICK SQUARE FLAT

When he joined the Foreign Office in the

autumn of 19%6 CAIRNCROSS had taken "digs" in
Gunterstone Road, W14. After his recruitment
(which he thought took place in the early
spring of 19327 - see comment in detail under
the heading "recruitment" at paragraph 9 below)
the RIS had suggested that it was "infra dig"
for him to be in lodgings and that he should
move to a flat "to foster my image". They

gave him for this purpose, he said, a lump

sum "probably £100" complémenting this
information with the remark "one of the hundred
pounds which I understand are standard". The
money was used to get the flat and pay for the
furniture. He was however warned by the RIS not
to be ostentatious after his move.

(Comment: In his June 1973 letter CAIRNCROSS
said the payment was for furniture for the flat.
His admission that it was also for the
acquisition of the flat is new.)

THE CAR

CAIRNCROSS said that the RIS had given him money

to buy two cars consecutively, because the first

to be purchased by him, with their money, had
proved to be a dud. He thought that this first car
had been a small second-hand four seater, possibly
a Standard.

(Comment: As this was, on CAIRNCROSS's own
admission, the first car he had ever owned, we
think it strange that he was unable to give us
a better description of it.)

His recollection was that he must have acquired

the first car in 1949, as he recalls taking it to
France in that year. The donor of the money was
"the tall chap who was arrested. He spoke perfect
American." This man had said that CAIRNCROSS needed
a car for his meetings with the RIS.

(Comment: The "tall chap" is evidently KUZNETSOV,
admitted already in earlier interviews by
CATRNCROSS to have been his controller sometime
between the years 1945-51.)

When the first car proved to be unreliable because
of breakdowns, CAIRNCROSS sold it and was given
money by the RIS to buy another one. He recalls
that he had the second car "for six months just
before leaving the country". CAIRNCROSS told us

/earlier
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earlier that he had had to take driving lessons -
a proceeding which he had not found pleasant as
he was not mechanically minded - to enable him

to get a driving licence for the first car.

He had kept his licence up to date.

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS's second car is resumably
the black Hillman Minx Saloon (JLP 63%3%) which
was registered in his name and which he drove
when he was under surveillance in April 1952,
TOWROPE showed him changing cars in August 1951.)

SUBVENTIONS (admitted for the first time)

CAMERAS

CAIRNCROSS said that he had received two cameras
from the RIS. The first, which he thought he
must have got in 1940/41 when he was living in
Dolphin Square, was a small Minox "from RIGA"
which the RIS themselves supplied. He recalls
being given it "in a car in the presence of
‘MISCHA the driver."

He found that he could not use it and was given
money to buy a LEICA. Although he had been given
a stand for the LEICA by the RIS he had still not
been able to use it effectively.

(Comment: During his interviews with Arthur Martin
in Cleveland, Ohio in 1964 CAIRNCROSS was asked if
the Russians had ever suggested to him that he
should copy documents himself. His reply was that
he remembered that during the war - either just
before or just after his arrival at Bletchley -

he had been asked if he was any good at photography.
He had told his controller that he was not and his
controller had not pressed the point. His current
statement is a contradiction of what he said to
Martin. His motives for concealing, up to now, his
acquisition of two cameras are obscure against the
background of his admissions since 1964, that
throughout his career as a spy he passed original
documents to the Russians for copying. The only
explanation we can, at present, offer for his
behaviour is that in his tortuous mind less guilg
attaches to passing documents for coyping by others
than to copying them oneself.

CAIRNCROSS last made mention of "MISCHA the driver"
during his interview in Paris in 1965 with Arthur
Martin and Peter Wright. On that occasion, when
speaking of his meetings in his controller's car

in 1950, he said that he was debriefed and briefed
in front of "MISCHA". The 1965 version of the story
mentioning "MISCHA" places MISCHA in London in
1950/51; the ccurrent version places him there in

/1940 /4

il e

Y, G ] = '
5 . LN s % X

o e oo N b




SECRET
) b wr I\

O

1940/41. We are prepared to give CAIRNCROSS

the benefit of the doubt, and believe that this
discrepancy of 10 years was caused by a failure of
his memory. This is because we cannot fathom

any advantage which could accrue to him from
putting the MISCHA incidents ten years back in

the current version of his spying career. On

the contrary re-timing augments, rather than
detracts from, the significance of his spying
activities.)

FARE TO PARIS

CAIRNCROSS said that on one occasion his controller
told him to go to Paris and to meet him, his
controller, there. He was given the money to pay
for the ticket.

(Comment: In his Angust 1965 interview with
Arthur Martin in Rome CAIRNCROSS mentioned a
meeting by pre-arrangement with "OITO" at the
Paris Exhibition. We presume that this is the
meeting to which he was referring and for which
the RIS paid the fare.)

HIRE OF MORNING DRESS

When CAIRNCROSS was in the Western Department
(Spanish Division) of the Foreign Office one of

his colleagues, Donald BUCK (phonetic), got married.
The RIS, he said, thought that his attendance,
properly dressed, at the wedding would help in the
task of maintaining the appropriate social standing.
They therefore gave him money to pay for the hire
of a morning dress. He thought that the wedding
had taken place in 1937.

(Comment: The Foreign Office record of CAIRNCROSS's
service shows that he was in the League of Nations
and Western Department of the Foreign Office and
dealing with Spain from the Spring of 1937 to
January 193%8.

There is no Donald BUCK in the Foreign
Office lists for the years 193%5-38 inclusive; nor
is there a Donald BURKE, the nearest phonetic
equivalent to our interpretation of the name which
CAIRNCROSS gave us. We do not consider this
discrepancy to be material for the present and
attribute it to a failure of CAIRNCROSS's memory.)

GRATUITIES (mentioned in June 1973 letter)

The £100 from ROBERT

See para 5% sbove.
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Two payments "at the very end of my connection"

CAIRNCROSS said that these two payments were made
while he was under interrogation. The RIS had said
something to the effect that 'he had better have
some money while in adversity.'

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS's first and second
interviews were in August and December 1951.
Although these caused him some discomfiture

the real confrontation about his connection

with BURGESS did not come until March/April

1952. Ve believe therefore that these

payments could well have been as much for services
currently rendered as for cushioning him in
adversity.)

"The £100 to go back to Bletchley"

CAIRNCROGSS explained the circumstances under which
the offer of £100 - which he said he refused - was made.

While at GC & CS, Bletchley, where he was working on

the military sector, he had so pleased ROBERT with the
information he had given him about the Germans' intentions
towards KURSK that ROBERT had given him, and he had
accepted, the sum of £100. (See para 3 above). The

shift work at Bletchley had, however, so begun to tell

on him after a time, that he found he was sleeping

twenty hours at a stretch in his free time. That,
together with his preference for London as a place to

stay in, were instrumental in bringing about his

eventual move to Section V of MI6, a move about which he |
not consulted the RIS. "ROBERT" was not pleased about th
move and offered CAIRNCROSS a further £100 saying that th
RIS wanted him to go back to Bletchley. They did not want
him back in his old place - where he had worked on the
military sector - but in that part of GC & CS which
produced BJs (Sic) and described by CAIRNCROSS as the
diplomatic sector. CAIRNCROSS said that he did not take
the money, having explained to "ROBERT" that "he could not
hop around government departments in war-time like that".
According to CAIRNCROSS, ROBERT took his explanation and
his consequent refusal of the "sweetener" of £100, with bad
grace.

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS's Treasury papers show that he
served at GC & CS from st September 1942 until 31st
May 1943 and that he Jjoined Section V of MI6 on 14th
JdJune 1943. "ROBERT" was probably displeased about his
move to Section V because PHILBY was already giving the
Russians adequate cover of this area.

CAIRNCROSS's disclosure that ROBERT wished
to get him into the BLUE JACKET (BJ) side of GC & CS
is new. If what he says is true, the Russians
cannot have been getting adequate coverage of BJ type
information and must certainly have been looking at
other people, besides CAIRNCROSS, as potential
infiltrators. We propose to go into this disclosure
circumspectly with GCHQ.)
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e After we had elicited from CAIRNCROSS this copious flow
of information about his payments from the RIS, we asked him
if in fact he had now told us all. For example, it must have
been expensive for him to travel from Bletchley to London

and back when he went to "meets" with his controller. Had
this expense not been reimbursed? CAIRNCROSS said no. This
travel had not been "a drain on his pocket" as it had
coincided with visits which he would have made for his own
private purposes anyway. At the time in question he had been
comfortably off, financially, as he had been paid as a
civilian and had continued to receive the salary of a Principal
as though he were still at the Treasury. There were no other
payments which he could remember.

CAIRNCROSS's POST-WAR SPYING ACTIVITIES

(P At this point we changed tack and asked CAIRNCROSS if he
could explain why the RIS had supplied him with a car if, as
he had told us, he had not been able to offer them very much
information of value after the war. This question, contrary
to our expectations, did not appear to ruffle him. He said
calmly that he could not explain why they should wish to give
him a car. He had no access at the time in question to the
kind of information the RIS were likely to be interested in.
In none of the posts which he had held since the end of the war,
either in the Treasury or in the Ministry of Supply, had he
come across the kind of "stuff" which was compéarable to that
available in the Foreign Office. In the latter everyone was
involved and there was a "gossip" side too; this was the kind
of "scene'" the RIS was interested in.

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS's Treasury papers show that

he returned to the Treasury from MI6 in June 1945,

where he was in the Defence (Materiel) Department

until June 1947 when he moved to the Defence

(Personnel) Department. This move took place,

accordin% to CAIRNCROSS, because his superior in
M

Defence ateriel) had formed "a low view of his
capacity". In January 1949, CAIRNCROSS, discontented
with his lot, sought a move to a post more in keeping
with his interests and with some promotion prospects.
None of the suggestions made to him involved, or had
the prospects of, promotion. In June 1950 he
transferred back to Defence (Materiel) where he

worked on, inter alia, the Western Union Finance and
Economic Committee and the Permanent Working Staff,
North Atlantic Defence, Financial and Economic
Committee. His efforts to get the job up-graded

(in 1950) and a request to go to the MOD (1950)

were in vain. In September 1950 he moved to the
Exchange Control Division of the Treasury where he
remained until May 1951, when he was transferred to the
Ministry of Supply on a year's probationary period.

By November 1951 he and the Ministry of Supply were found
to be incompatible by his superiors and in December of
that year he returned to the LB Division of the Treasury
where he remained until his enforced resignation in
April 1952.)




7 At this point in the interview, CAIRNCROSS gratuitously
said "I hasten to add that I was not on the NATO side of the
Western European Union work." We questioned him about this,
asking if perhaps he had made the observation because the
RIS had asked him particularly to get NATO papers for them.
CAIRNCROSS said that this was not his reason for making
particular mention of NATO. What sprang to his mind was his
recollection that he had seen, for the first time, during his
work on the Western European Union (Finance and Economic
Committee), the distinctive covers in which NATO papers were
kept. He distinctly remembered that such papers had not come
within his working ambit. Had he told his RIS contacts about
having become aware of the existence of NATO papers within
the Treasury? No, said CAIRNCROSS. His fear of the RIS had
driven him to seek disengagement from them, not further
entanglements.

(Comments: We find it hard to believe that CAIRNCROSS
did not at least mention to his RIS contacts that there
were NATO papers within the Treasury Division in which
he was working. The very fact that he volunteered,
without prompting, that he was conscious of the
presence of NATO papers leads one to doubt his veracity.
- His story would only hold water if one came to believe
his contention that it was fear alone which drove him
to spy for the RIS from the very start and that in the
post-war years he made every effort to seek disengagement
from them, Our probing of his contention is set out
below. )

8. We asked CAIRNCROSS if there had been any reaction by the
RIS to his moves within the Treasury and between the Treasury
and the Ministry of Supply. Had he received any guidance from
them as to where he should try to steer himself or what he
should acquire for them? If he had such a fear of them, as he
contended he had, why had he not finished with them? Surely

he must have been getting some reward for his activities?
CAIRNCROSS said that he had had neither reaction to his moves
nor guidance/to what he should do. The RIS were never very
cordial towards him, perhaps regarding him as a "failing asset".
Given their lack of cordiality and his "healthy terror of them"
he had never suggested to them that he should finish spying for
them. What he had wanted to do was get out of government service
into private business and then present them with a fait accompli.
This was why he had tried to get a job with Courtaulds in 1948.
As to rewards, he had "no money in the kitty" when he left
government service in 1952; in fact he had been on the point of
committing suicide when the BUYERS espisode had blown up. The
RIS had never come to his rescue in his adversity.

(Comment: The fact that the RIS were prepared to

suggest that CAIRNCROSS should have a car as late

in his career as 1949 (see para 4 above) and to

pay for it suggests that he must have been giving them

an adequate intelligence dividend for their cepital

outlay. The precédent of untrustworthiness and evasiveness
which he has built up during his dialogues with the
Security Service since 1952, especially during those of

/1973
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1973, tips the balance in favour of our believing
that this was so. On the other hand there are
factors, both in his career and in the historical
circumstances against the background of which he
played out his spying role, which enhance the
plausibility of his story that he feared the RIS (see
para 10 on motivation below), that he was trying to
disengage himself from them and that he was left

in the lurch in terms of both money and moral

support when he was forced to resign from the Civil
Service in 1952. His Treasury papers show that he did
make a genuine attempt to get a job with Courtalds

in 1948. By early 1950, the FUCHS case was public
knowledge and would certainly have intensified
CAIRNCROSS's fears if they were genuine. It could
well be, as he claims, that the money to purchase

the two cars (see para 4 above) was given to him to
Jolly him along. But this speculation is rendered
invalid, in our opinion, by the incident described to
us in 1955 by a former colleague from Bletchley and
thought by him to have happened about the spring of
1949. It was an occasion when CAIRNCROSS and he were
having lunch together, on CAIRNCROSS's initiative,
and when CAIRNCROSS asked his former colleague rather
pointedly, "Are we having any success on Russian
cyphers now?" This incident, in our view, tips the
scales in favour of believing that CAIRNCROSS was

a source of useful information to his RIS masters
right up to his resignation from the Civil Service

in 1952,

Short of probing more deeply with him into
his financial history and thereby running the risk
of compromising our sources the only evidence we have
to go on confirms that the actions . of CAIRNCROSS after
his resignation in 1952 were those of a man who was
short of money. Without knowledge of the state of
his accounts in 1970 when BUYERS swindled him, it is
impossible to judge whether he was able to recover from
the loss of £30,000 through his own resourcefulness -
which seems to be considerable where money matters are
concerned - or as a result of help from the RIS.)

RECRUITMENT

Sy We then turned to the well-worn trail of the history of
CAIRNCROSS's recruitment, with particular reference to what

he had said in his June 1973 letter. Whereas we had gained the
impression from his previous interview with the Security Service
that the recruitment had been effected in the Autumn of 1936
shortly after he had joined the Foreign Office, he now said that
it was later, in fact sometime in the spring of 1937 after the
"manque meeting" with BURGESS at the Selecte in Paris. The
inference we had drawn from his letter was that he now thought
that he had been recruited in the autumn of 1937. CAIRNCROSS
said that it was only after reflection in depth after the

April 1973 interviews with us that he had been able, by the

/process
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process of exclusion, to try and relate the recruitment
episode to other events. What he now remembered was that he
had spent the second half of the summer of 1936 in Berlin with
Jewish friends. He also remembered that the recruitment had
not taken place soon after he had joined the Foreign Office
(ie October 1936) but some time later. In addition he now
recalled that the recruitment had taken place after the train
Jjourney with BURGESS, which he placed about November. As

he remembered that the nights were light when the recruitment
was made, the autumn of 1936 was consequently ruled out. If,
as he thought, BURGESS had intended to recruit him at the
Selecte then it seemed logical to suppose that KLUGMANN would
have been charged with making good his, BURGESS's, failure.

It would make sense therefore to place the recruitment in the
Spring of 1937. Now that we had reminded him that he went to
Paris in February/March 1937, it seemed reasonable to suppose
that the Selecte meeting was to have taken place then; when it
failed the KLUGMANN follow-up took place soon afterwards.
CAIRNCROSS added gratuitously that he still maintained that
Gorowny REES's allegation that BURGESS had told him, REES, that
he, BURGESS, had recruited CAIRNCROSS in the train, was not true.

(Comment: In the January 1973 interview, Bill Pratt

and Stella Rimington fastened on to what was

apparently an admission by CAIRNCROSS that he "must

have known BURGESS" earlier than the gathering in
BLUNT's rooms in mid-August 1936. This legd them
logically to consider the hypothesis that CAIRNCROSS
might in fact have been recruited before he joined the
Foreign Office and might well have been receiving payments
from the Russians by that time. It seemed very
reasonable to suppose that this was a far more credible
reason for CAIRNCROSS pleading fear of blackmail in
Justification of his spying than his contention that

he feared that the disclosure of his Communist past

to his employers would mean the loss of his job. We
found nothing here which would lead us to discount the
possibility that Bill and Stella's theory is right.
CAIRNCROSS has however managed on this occasion to
present his chronology of the history of his recruitment
in a more plausible light than he has hitherto been able
to do.

There is no record that any interviewer has ever said
to CAIRNCROSS that the source who reported to us BURGESS's
claim to have recruited CAIRNCROSS on the now notorious
train journey, was Goronwy REES. (The source was, of
course, BLUNT, not REES). If CAIRNCROSS was fishing, we
did not rise to the bait. If he was not fishing it could
well be that he had tried to guess who the source was and
had hit on REES because he had been questioned about REES
in connecfion with the BURGESS circle during the January
1973 interview.)

7% ¢ &%




MOTTIVATION

10. We put it to CAIRNCROSS that we still did not understand
the degree or the nature of the pressure he said he felt he

was under to take up spying for the RIS. CAIRNCROSS said it
was easy for him now, with hindsight, to say that he should have
disclosed the RIS approach straightway to the Foreign Office.
But at that time it was difficult for graduates to get
employment and here he was, beyond all his expectations,
employed in a good post in the Foreign Office. Because he was
different from his Foreign Office -eolleagues by virtue of his
modest background, of his upbringing and of his education and
considered himself in consequence to be an intruder, he

felt precarious in the tenure of his job and likely to be
Jjudged more harshly than his colleagues when in adversity.

We asked CATRNCROSS to explain why he had joined the Foreign
Office when he must already have had a foretaste at Cambridge
of the kind of colleagues he was going to have there. He was
well qualified to follow an academic career, for example.
CATIRNCROSS did not deny that his qualifications were good enough
for academic work. He had however taken the advice of his
Director of Studies at Cambridge, HARMER. This was that in the
climate of the time in question there was no future in academic
life; it was badly paid and there were no promotion prospects.
HARMER thought that the Civil Service offered by far the best
career of all the limited possibilities at that time open to
Arts graduates.

(Comment: On a respectable plane, CAIRNCROSS
cannot be faulted here).

T We expressed surprise that CAIRNCROSS should have thought
that his background and education were a hindrance to him.
CATRNCROSS explained that he had not, as he put it, "been through
the mill" as all his contemp oraries in the Foreign Office had.
He was unique because he had a degree from the Sorbonne and was
interested in the French and their culture. Furthermore he was

a Scot and not considered to be "out of the right box". To the
tightly-knit select club, which his colleagues constituted, he
was an outsider, a condition which was exacerbated by the fact
that he was older than the average recruit to the Foreign Office.
In fact, he had learned, after he had joined, that the Foreign
Office had had doubts about accepting him because his social
background was not compatible with the Foreign Office "norm".

The balance had been tipped in favour of his acceptance "because
they thought I would be good on paper, but nothing else". In
response to our suggestion that in the climate of that time there
might well have been some left-wing colleagues in the Foreign
Office, with whom he would have found some common ground,
CAIRNCROSS replied that this certainly was not true. The Foreign
Office staff were "true-blue" and far from being left-wing.

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS's claim to us that his education
and his background were a cross for him to bear in
Foreign Office circles/ almost identical with the one
which he made in his January and April 1973 interviews.

/Whereas . « .
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Whereas there is little doubt that the Foreign Office V“Mk
of the 1930's was overweeningly the haven of public school/ 1
Oxbridge products predominantly "out of the right box"
whereas CAIRNCROSS was "out of the wrong one", it is
difficult to believe that he was unable to find at least

one kindred spirit among his colleagues with whom he had
interests in common. On a respectable plane, CAIRNCROSS's
description of himself as the social leper, with its
implication that as such he was more likely to be

persecuted and to lose his Jjob if his Communis}{ past

came out than would any of his colleagues who might have

had similar skeletons in the cupboard, could nevertheless
ring true. But CAIRNCROSS's continuing evasiveness -

as evidenced by his denials at the 1973 interviews and

the subsequent admissions in his June 1973 letter - which
establishes him as untrustworthy in our eyes, prevents

us from accepting his plea: at its face value. A great

deal of patient long-term digging would be required here

to establish the truth. In the absence of fresh evidence,
we doubt whether the dividend to be derived from such
digging at this stage would merit the effort and time which
would have to be put into it.)’ '

T CAIRNCROSS, who was by now doing most of the talking, having
set the seene for himself as the social leper with a Communist
skeleton in his cupboard, went on to explain that when he had

come down from Cambridge he had wanted "to sidle out of his
Communist past". He was not, he claimed, "induced to join

forces with the RIS. It was fear which made me go along with
them". He rejected out of hand the charge made by his interviewers
in 1973 that he had made "a good thing" out of his spying. He
claimed that the RIS knew that he was "not one of the faithful.
They noted there was an unwillingness. It was not an accident

ghat I was not re-contacted after 1952 when I left the Civil
ervice."

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS has consistently denied up to
the present that he was ideologically committed to the
RIS or that he was induced by offers of material
rewards to work for them. Although at this interview
he presented.more cogent reasons for having us believe
that fear of losing his Job and of the resulting
humiliation were the motivating forces behind his
spying, we must consider these reasons against the
background of his reported predilection for indulging
in "fiddles" (black-market wnlsky in wartime) and his
extensive land speculations in Rome. From this
consideration there emerges the picture of a shrewd,
calculating materialist, out to take care of himself
at all costs. In the absence of evidence to the
contrary, we think that CAIRNCROSS was earmarked at
Cambridge like PHILBY and MACLEAN, by virtue of his , &M€§;
academic ability and his non-conformist attitude but =~

that he proved, in the event, to be a damp squib, B rmnrtmnnt ¥ bin~
by not living up to his orlglnal promise., His snall—‘mxi A ,? B,
like progress in the Civil Service (from junior to w1631
confirmed Principal in 16 years), and his enforced

transfer from the Foreign Office to the Treasury must

/have
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have severely tried his RIS controllers. Our
conclusion about him, admittedly drawn for the

major part on a hypothesis, is that he was never

in the same rank as PHILBY and MACLEAN, that

he does not fit in the Ring of Five picture and that he
was nothing more than a mercenary spy. This

conclusion is underpinned by the RAAB/TEMBOURY/HAEFNER
episode, which was dealt with so throughly in April
1972 and which is gone over sggain as regards its

salient points below.)

HAEFNER/TEMBOURY/RAAB/ARMS FOR SPAIN

T We reminded CAIRNCROSS that he had said that TEMBOURY was
instrumental in introducing HAEFNER and himself in the matter

of HAFEFNER's invention and that it had been established that

the first introduction must have been in the first half of 1937.
We then asked him if he would go over the history of this
relationship again. CAIRNCROSS said that he had gone to Paris

in March 1937. He was sure that he had visited TEMBOURY's
parents, near Cannes, in the summer of 1937. He was sure that
whenever he was in Paris he looked TEMBOURY up. He was his

best friend in Paris. The common bond between them was their

love of French culture. Although he was leftish and very anti-
German, TEMBOURY was not in a political cirecle. He was,
CAIRNCROSS thought, "a bit of a playboy" and if he had been
working for the KGB, he, CAIRNCROSS, was not aware of it. At

a later stage in their friendship CAIRNCROSS remembered that he
had been associated with the Popular Front. It was about this
time that HAEFNER came on the scene. HAEFNER had sent him a
letter, when he was in the Foreign Office, asking his advice about
getting export permits for arms to Spain. The tenor of this letter,
as CAIRNCROSS remembered it, was to the effect that he, CAIRNCROSS,
was now in the Foreign Office in a position of power through which
he could "fix things". CAIRNCROSS said that on receipt of the
letter he took discreet soundings, found out the details of the
arms-licencing system and wrote back advising HAEFNER accordingly.
He thought - but could not recollect precisely - that HAEFNER

must have said in his letter that he, HAEFNER, was writing to
CAIRNCROSS because TEMBOURY had advised him to do so.

(Comment: This account differs in no material way
from that which CAIRNCROSS gave in 1973).

14. We told CAIRNCROSS that our records showed that he had

taken considerable pains to get the HAEFNERs settled in ILondon

and had tried to get in touch with them even after their internment.
Was it not reasonable for us to presume from this that he was more
involved with them than he had so far admitted to us? No, it was
not. CAIRNCROSS had not met HAEFNER personally until he came to
London in 1939 and in any case he was only interested in HAEFNER's
invention and its potential value for Britain, not in HAEFNER
himself. He had made enquiries about the HAEFNERs, after their
internment, only because the daughter of Sir J J Thompson, who had
interested herself in refugee problems, had asked him to do so.

/She,




She, like CAIRNCROSS, was aware of the HAEFNERs' case,

knew that CAIRNCROSS knew them, and that being a Foreign

Office official, he might be able to help. There was nothing
more to it than that. Here he added gratuitously that the
statement in HAEFNER's letter, that he, CAIRNCROSS, was willing
to help, was a flat lie. Although he would willingly help a
refugee in adversity this did not mean that he was involved in
HAEFNER's activities.

(Comment: This is the letter mentioning the
account in Valencia about which CAIRNCROSS was
questioned in April 197%. CAIRNCROSS is here
merely repeating the denials he made in 1973. We
elicited nothing new from him.)

4i5e At this point we told CAIRNCROSS that TEMBOURY had denied
having any truck with him and HAEFNER. Although vague, he had
denied having introduced HAEFNER to CAIRNCROSS. This did not
seem to shake CAIRNCROSS's composure one jot or tittle. He was
surprised that TEMBOURY was still alive. He was quite willing to
have a confrontation any day with TEMBOURY to demonstrate that he
was telling the truth, adding gratuitously that we might not,

of course, think that the staging of such an event would be
worthwhile. He was quite clear in his own mind that HAEFNER

had made his acquaintance through TEMBOURY and that it must have
been TEMBOURY who had given HAEFNER his name in connection with
"fhe Spanish affair". Perhaps TEMBOURY had denied it because he
had forgotten, or because it was not put to him in the right way
(ie that it had been put in an espionage context) or because he
Just did not now want to have anything more to do with CAIRNCROSS.

(Comment: There is every possibility that we

might have got TEMBOURY to come clean if we, and

not the DST, had made the first approach to him.

He was approached in an espionage context.

CAIRNCROSS may there fore have a valid point here and
we have no evidence of any collusion between them.)

16, We then put the suggestion to CAIRNCROSS that he and HAEFNER
might have used TEMBOURY in name, if not in person, as a cover for
their activities. TEMBOURY's law firm had dealt with refugee cases
and did offer a convenient umbrella. CAIRNCROSS said that there
was absolutely no question of this. HAEFNER was not one of the
German refugee circle which he had frequented. It was TEMBOURY who
had put HAEFNER in touch with him, on that he was clear. In any
case, how could he have been expected to know about HAEFNER's
police record?

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS's mind was obviously still
rankling from the April 1973 interview, when the
interviewers had suggested to him that HAEFNER
had a criminal record. He was obviously
discomfited at the thought that he might be

held to be tarred with the same brush.)
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Gy We then turned to the July 1939 letter from HAEFNER to
RAAB. It struck us that this letter was clearly one in a
series. This ground had already been covered in April 1973,

but could he go over it again and explain tg us why his name
should be mentioned and what papers of his HAEFNER was referring
to in it. CAIRNCROSS said that apart from his interest in
HAFFNER's invention and the enquiries he had made about HAEFNER
after his internment, at the request of Miss Thompson (see para
14 above) he could not see how he could have been involved in
any of HAEFNER's other activities. He was bewildered about
HAEFNER's factual statement in the letter that RAAB had

received papers from CAIRNCROSS via HAEFNER. There were no
papers, of that he was sure. "Why," he said "would I have gone
out of my way to get another nightmare?" He agreed that the
implication of the letter was that the subject matter was current
and did not hark back to the 1937 letter, in which HAEFNER had
asked for information about getting arms to Spain. He was still
puzzled. Now, however, that he had the dates he would reflect
again on this disturbing question.

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS made no material departure

i o 2 We now asked CAIRNCROSS about the 1939 letter from HAEFNER
1ling

to RAAB in which HAEFNER had implied that CAIRNCROSS was wil
to help with a bank account in Valencia. Could perhaps this
letter and the reference to original papers in the July 1939
letter have been in connection with transferring money from
Valencia to the UK? CAIRNCROSS thought that this was an
ingenious interpretation. HAEFNER's statement in the 1939 letter
that he, CAIRNCROSS, was involved with a bank account in Valencia
was a "flat lie" as was also his reference to original papers in
connection with CAIRNCROSS in the other letter. He, CAIRNCROSS,
had never heard of RAAB. Now, however that he was clearer on

the chronology of these events, he would "dig into his memory"

to see if he could find something of relevance.

(Comment: We were surprised that CAIRNCROSS did
not exploit to his own advantage, our hypothesis
that the references to the bank account, and to
the original papers in the 1939 letters, might have
been in connection with the transfer of funds from
Valencia to the UK.)
19. We reminded CAIRNCROSS that he had told us that he had not

mentioned his dealings with HAEFNER to the RIS. Did this not
suggest that he might have got involved with HAEFNER for monetary
gain? "Quite the reverse," said CAIRNCROSS. But he could not
prove this. All he could say was that HAEFNER had been a

financial liability to

20. We asked CAIRNCROSS why he had told us in 197% that he had
no idea of the Government's policy on the supply of arms to

Spain when we knew from Foreign Office records that he must have
had a pretty good knowledge of it. CAIRNCROSS said that he had

/been . .
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been misinterpreted. He had not wished to disclaim knowledge
of the policy. The position which he had meant to express in
April 1973 was that there was a committee which formulated
the policy and took decisions on the question of arms for
Spain. This committee had had to be consulted at every step
and neither he nor his superiors had had any discriminatory
powers to pre-empt the committee's authority.

(Comment: This was a plausible explanation for
which we had no effective retort. We can only
wonder why he did not express himself as clearly
as this in April 1973 when he was asked the same
question. )

LUNCH PARTY GIVEN FOR PHILBY

21. We reminded CAIRNCROSS of his reference in April 1973 to
a lunch party which he Had arranged and at which PHILBY

had been present. Could he tell us the circumstances under
which the lunch party had been given, when it had been given
and who had been present. CAIRNCROSS said that the lunch had
been given during his period of service in Section V (ie June
1943 to early 1944). He had in PHILBY's presence, praised
Duncan WILSON (Sir Archibald Duncan WILSON, HM Ambassador to
the USSR until 1971 and now Master of Corpus Christi College,

23 Cambridge) who was at that time employed in the Political

-

Warfare Executive and dealing with Germany. PHILBY had
expressed an interest and CAIRNCROSS had offered to introduce
them. CAIRNCROSS had accordingly arranged a lunch party for
this purpose. He could not remember that anyone else was
present. This had all been done in the interests of office
business and on his own initiative as CAIRNCROSS himself was
at that time engaged on C E work against the ABWEHR.

(Comment: Who's Who for 1973 shows that

Sir Duncan WILSON was in the Ministry of

Economic Warfare from 1939-41 and with the

Foreign Office from 1941-45; the P.W.E. was

part of the Foreign Office. We have nothing
: recorded against him.)

PHOTOGRAPHS

2ey We showed CAIRNCROSS/of KLIMOV, RAAB and HAEFNER. He

said he recognised HAEFNER but that he did not recognise the

/photograpt

other two. He appeared to dwell longer over KLIMOV's photograph

than the other two.

(Comment : KLIMOV was seen to regonnoitre Gunnersbury
Park in 1950. It was in Gunnersbury Park that

CAIRNCROSS tried to meet his controller in April 1952.)

PERSONALITIES CONNECTED WITH TEMBOURY

254 We asked CAIRNCROSS if he knew the lawyers Albert URI,
Andre BERTHON, ROGES and FLORIOT. He said that none of these
names were familiar to him.

/24,




HISTORY OF RIS PAYMENTS TO CAIRNCROSS

o4, Following up the suspicion generated at the 1973 interviews,
that CAINRCROSS might well have been receiving payments from the
RIS before he joined the Foreign Office, we asked him to say
when he could remember the earliest payments being made. He
said the first money he had received was in the form of
"launching subventions". These came from OTTO (see para 4
above). Then came the BURGESS payment, between 193%8-329, when he
received money from BURGESS (the 2.40 which he had mentioned in
April 1973) to entertain people whom he believed had the kind

of information BURGESS wanted. He vehemently denied that he had
ever received £100 from BURGESS as had been suggested by the
197% interviewers' sources. We asked CAIRNCROSS if he had any
more information to give us about subventions or gratuities

from the RIS. He said no; he had now told us all.

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS fielded our questions very
deftly. There seemed to be no new ground to be
broken here.)

MODUS OPERANDI

e We asked CATIRNCROSS how he passed documents to his
controllers. He said that he handed over the documents,

probably at a bus stop somewhere out of the centre of town
between 07.%20 and 08.00 hours. They were either returned to him
the same evening or early on the following morning. He could not
remember exactly where these bus stops had been. His memory was
hazy.

(Comment: It is interesting to note that
CAIRNCROSS emphasised that he could not use
the cameras given to him (see para 4(b) above)
and preferred to hand over originals). :

POSSIBLE COLLUSION BETWEEN CATRNCROSS AND RAAB

26, We remarked to CAIRNCROSS that his May 1974 letter had been
postmarked Genoa, (Comment:- suspecting that he might have visited
RAAB's home there or have asked RAAB, who might have seen him in
Rome, to post the letter for him). CAIRNCROSS slid deftly over the
question, saying that he could not understand how the letter could
have come through Genoa post office. Could it not have been
"Geneva'" - a possibility as a UN post box - rather than "Genova"?
We thought not.

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS denies that he knows RAAB.
Unless we seek the aid of the Italians, we will
never know one way or the other. We cannot
therefore fule out the possibility of collusion
between the two.)
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TRAVEL, TO CANADA, AUSTRALIA, NEW ZEALAND AND CHINA

27 CAIRNCROSS asked what the position would be if he

attempted to go to Canada, Australia or New Zealand.

Furthermore, would it be advisable for him to go to China

(Peter Wright had advised him that he should under no
circumstances travel behind the Iron Curtain.) He had

nothing specific planned and there was therefore no urgency about
getting the information. We undertook to find out for him and
let him know.

RETIREMENT

28. CAIRNCROSS said that he would be retiring from the FAO

in the summer of 1975. It was his intention to reside in Italy,
where he could supplement his pension by doing translation work
for the FAO. Despite the unstable political situation, he
thought that Italy would still be an acceptable place in which
to live.

(Comment: CAIRNCROSS is apparently resigned to the
fact that he would not be welcome if he sought to
spend his last days in the UK.)

FUTURE VISITS TO THE UK

29. CATIRNCROSS said that he would be visiting the UK again in
March and April of 1975 and would gladly come and see us. We

said that we would be grateful if he continued to drop us a line
when he intended to visit the UK but implied that we would not
necessarily wish to see him on each of his visits. We think we
suceeded in conveying to him that we were unlikely to want to see
him in the Spring of 1975. We gave him the revised Room 055 details
(London SW1A 2EU, and telephone 01-218 0393).

SURVEILLANCE OF AND TELEPHONE CHECK ON CAIRNCROSS IN LONDON
from 20.11.74 to 21.11.74 inclusive

20% This exercise disclosed no indication of CAIRNCROSS having
been in touch with the RIS while it was on. This does not rule

out in our minds the possibility that CAIRNCROSS is still under

RIS control, exercised from a country other than Italy (Switzerland
or France probably both of which are within easy reach of Rome

and to which CAIRNCROSS is likely to go in the normal course of

his FAO duties).

CONCLUSIONS

571 In marked contrast to his posture during the April 1973
interviews, when he betrayed some signs of unease and hesitancy,
CAIRNCROSS was composed throughout the three and a gquarter hours
he spent with us. He was co-operative, anxious to please, even
obsequious at times, sliding deftly under, over and avound those
questions which he either chose not to answer or did not know the
answers to. One of his first actions after sitting down was to
loosen his tie and unbutton his shirt collar button. This he

/seemed . . .
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seemed to do quite unconsciously as though it were a habit

of his. He gave no sign of being under strain. On the

contrary, he had the air about him of a man relaxed and

eager for the encounter to come. Subsequent covert

observation of him on the 20th and 21st November gave the

same impression of his demeanour. It is our belief, based on the
experience of this interview, that he is either being brilliantly
directed by the RIS from somewhere in Western Europe (France?
Switzerland? or even# Italy where he resides?) or that he has
such confidence in himself that he no longer doubts that he can
baffle us, regardless of how hard we may try to get through his
defences.

S We did not force CAIRNCROSS into making any admissions

which would help towards getting at the truth about either his
relationship with the RIS or the tantalising "TEMBOURY/HAEFNER/
RAAB/ Arms for Spain" affair. The revelations, which he made
during the interview, about cameras, the fare to Paris and the hire
of a morning dress (see para 4(B) above), taken together with

those already contained in his June 1973 letter did however serve
to confirm for us the wvalidity of the Pratt onion - peeling

analogy and to form in our minds the opinion that CAIRNCROSS is
untrustworthy, at least insofar as his version of the history of
his spying activities is concerned. We firmly believe that there
are more layers to come away but that they will only come away
under leverage from new information capable of shaking CAIRNCROSS's
composure.

G Our view about what sort of spy CAIRNCROSS is coincides with
that of Stella Rimington and Bill Pratt. (See para €0 of the April

1973 interview report.) We do not believe that he was an
ideological spy. We believe that he was probably earmarked to be
groomed to be one (see comment on para 12, above), but that he
failed to fulfil his early promise, probably becoming an
embarrassment to his controllers - he claims the RIS were not
cordial towards him - and revealing too late that he had neither
the gualities nor the fibre to rank with the "Ring of Five'.

3., As he did in 1973, CAIRNCROSS has left his interviewers
sweating over an enigma, undertaking gladly to return to the fray
in the Spring of 1975. We have conveyed to him that although we
like to hear when he is coming to the UK, we are unlikely to want
to see him on his next visit. We do not think that we will ever
get nearer the truth about him unless fresh information, capable
of shaking his defences, comes to light. We therefore recommend
that no further interviews be conducted with CAIRNCROSS unless,
or until, a new strategy of attack can be devised.

?W =~

Osmond an W Morgan

K7/C1 K7/C2
17 February 1975
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9. At 1030 they saw SLICK FELLOYW arrive

the direction of Charing Cross Underground
disappear inside the staff entrance of

Office building.

4. at 1jlf de 1~*t again by the same doorway
walked to ar gqu¢1e where he entered the
undergroun ion and purchased a ticket.
went down Bakerloo Line but seemed waunov
hesitant and i j i 1i 4 He ftr
o Oxford Gire where he alighted and stood or
platform for &z st time looking through the
entertainunents pag £ the Times which

with him.
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5 After consulting a map of the Underg
then travelled via the u_n+w Line to Jan‘
where he alighted and after asking directions
through to the Monum Here he caught a
Farrinzdon wheres he got out at 1425 and

to the Gents.

B He walked into Farringdon load and stopped
bookstall opposite the "Morning Star" offices where
he browsed around Ior some 25 minutes purchasing a
number of old books. He left the bookstall at lu5“
and after visiting a local chemist's shop, continu
on foot to Holborn Viaduct where he entered ?hc:as
Thorpes bookshop at 1505.

6. He browsed around the shop for about 20 minutes

and purchased 2 more books before leaving at 1525 and

returning to Farringdon Underground Station where he

purchased a ticket and travelled to Kings Cross.
THUSKSA(”OPY Alighting here he walked to Cartwright Gardens, WC1

ORIGINAL DOCUT ' f \ and entered the Crescent Hotel at 1550.
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Te He came out again on foot at 1850 carrying his coat
and what appeared to be a bottle of wine and walked via
Burton Street to The Black Sheep Restaurant, 16 Woburn Walk,
701 where he entered at 1355. He ordered a meal qnd as the
restaurant began to fill, was sesn talking to some females
who happened to be seafed at an ad]dcent table. ?his
appeared to be just a casual conversation.

8. At 1940 he left alone and with his coat over his
head to shelter him from the pouring rain, proceeded %o
Buston Underground Station where he cauzht a train to
Leicester Sguare. Alighting here he walked along Charing
Cross Road to the Palace Theatre, Shaftesbury Avenue

where at 2000 he joined a sm2ll queue of people waiting to
buy tickets for a performance of Jesus Christ Superstar.

9. ihilst waiting he "chatted up" a young girl also in
the gueue and asked her if she was exXchanging tickets for
another performance. When he got to the box office window,
he purchased the cheapest se eat in the balcony (these and
the dearest seats only were available) and hurried upstairs
to his seat as the performance had just started.

One of our officers kept an eye on him during the
but he was not seen to speak to anyone, havinc an empty
on one side and a long haired youth on the other,
not get up at all during the interval.

-l At 2215 he left the thezatre at the end oF
performance and walked to Leicester 3gquare Underg
Station where he took a train to Huston and fiom uhe:e
walked back to his hotel ente“ﬂn" at 224C. Qbservation
was then withdrawn.

12 Qur officers reported that SLICK ¥
quite happy and at ease and there was no sign
worry in his manner. He did not appear %o be
to surveillance. His DuTLe“t descr ption is
follows:-

Sex: Male
Nationality: British
Age: 60
Height: 5'10"
Build: Medium
Posture: Upright
Facial description: Oval, clean shaven, fresh complexion
Hair: Dark sand, close cut, sparse
Eyes: Blue
Spectacles: Dark horn rimmed
Peculiarities: Zrratic at times
Gait: Walks with legs spread like Donald Duck
Réminds officer of: John Gollen of CPHY
Dress: Navy blue melton overcoat, dark grey suit
black shoes, white shirt
THIS IS A CORY Carrying: Newspaper
ORIGINAL 'O“l' IT RETAINEL
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(Continuation Sheet)

3

5 When and yourself
toom 055 from the Horseguards Avenue exit
1553, 2 of our oificers kept watch on vour
movements along the eed route uuntil you
boarded & No 15 bus in the Strand. There
no sign at

4¢/? ’
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PF. 72,493

I083a

NOTE FOR FILE

A I briefed K4/A2 on
18.11.74 about the CATIRNCROSS case and about
what we intended to do while he was in
London between 17.11.74 and 23.11.74.

2e said that he need tell no one
else in K.4 about the case and that he would
keep a look out for any material which might
be germane to it. I undertook to keep

him informed of anything significant

which might might come to the notice of

A.4.

K7/C2
MS Ext 637
18 November
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PO/Mr A E HARVEY

Home Office Warrant Change of Telephone Number

Please make the following amendment to :—

!ow No TS/ .02 Line No

DELETE :—

Signature

Copy to: A2A

SECRET

S Form 417A
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1. 1 attach the brief and I have prepared for

the CAIRNCROSS interview on 20 November. There is not much
to throw at him, and we may have to listen a bit to a
repetition of the excuses made in his letter of June 1973 to
Mr Pratt.

2. Unless he produces some new revelation about his RIS
career I think we should end the interview on a slightly
uninterested note - i not give him any reason to think

we want to go on seeing him. I see no reason to allow him

to go on seeing us just for him to discover how we are getting
on with our enquiries; but I think we should ask him nevertheless
to let us know whenever he plans to visit Britain. This is to
ensure he realises he still visits on sufferance, as it were,
and we shall presumably reiterate that he is not expected to
settle here in retirement. We shall try to find out his
intentions in this respect.

L P think‘KX will wish to see these papers, as he has asked
me to be sure to discuss the interview with him early next week.

K7/CA
15 November 1974
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PF 72,493

NOTE FOR FILE

g A2A rang on 15 November 1974
to confirm that the Crescent Hotel telephone
(01-357-1515) was indeed a coin box through
which all ingoing and outgoing calls to the
hotel had to pass. The name of the
subseriber to this box is Aldo BESOLO.

2. 'had consulted PO/EDD and told
me that no difficulties could be forseen
about making this check.

Do Although there was a shortage of
monitors the transcription load could now be
taken.

K7/C2
MS Ext 637
15 November 1974
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John CAIRNCRCSS: Immunity

1. As K7 and I think KX (who may also wish to see these papers?)
know, John CAIRNCROSS has now told us that he will be visiting this
country from 17-2% November. We expect to see him in Room 055 on
20 and possibly 22 November.

2e Before CAIRNCROSS is seen I should like to be sure that we
are agreed on our attitude towards CAIRNCROSS' immunity from
prosecution and residence in the UK. I am sending these papers
loose because the file is in action in connection with a HOW
application, but the attached summary which was produced in K3
before the interviews with CAIRNCROSS of 1973 adequately puts the
position as we understand it here. I also attach PF?72493%/LB where
42a and the associated minuting give a slightly more detailed
background to the summary. ‘

Da I presume that we may adept the same position with regard to
trying to put him off settling here. CAIRNCROSS was obviously
rattled by the interviews of 1973 and can be in little doubt of our
unwelcoming attitude. It seems that he will at last be severing

his links with the FAO early next year and in a recent letter has
indicated his intention of spending a slightly longer time in the UK
in April/May 1975 - I think in order to tidy up his personal affairs.

4. You may like to be reminded that the case has not been referred
, bo/since CAIRNCROSS' original confession in 1964 (during the
' Conservative administration). However, the Attorney General was
consulted during the 1970 deliberations (July 1970 - see 25a in LB
attached); and CAIRNCROSS' name has been regularly mentioned in
submissions to the Prime Minister, on the subject of BLUNT, as one
of those now living abroad whom BLUNT talent-spotted. I am not
suggesting that any reference to Ministers is now required.

K7/C1
13 November 1974
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IVMMUNITY FROM PROSECUTION

% &'
L Y i,
Inlv970 the following assurance was given orally to

CAIRNCROSS: -

You will remember that when you signified
willingness to assist us in a particular
operation in the U.K you were worried about
your own position if you visited the U.K,
In the circumstances I can now assure you
that you will not be prosecuted in respect
of the espionage already admitted by you.
(Authority: D.P.P)

The minuting preceding the formulation of these terms
accepted that there could be no time limit for these
promises and that they applied if CAIRNCROSS were here
gor one day or all his life.

L.A thought we should not give away more than necessary

so on three occasions the point has been made to CAIRNCROSS
that though technically there is no bar to his coming here
there is a moral sanction in that we made our original
submission on the understanding that he would only be
making occasional visits. CAIRNCROSS has so far accepted
this, but if he chooses to ignore it there is nothing we can
do.

In January 1972 CAIRNCROSS told P.M.W and P.F.S that he
intended to apply for the post of Professor of French at
Surrey University. They told him to go ahead and apply.
There was no legal bar to his coming to the U.XK but his
immunity had originally been procured on the understanding

~ that he would only be visting not living here.




5. It was agreed by K.X that if he asks,CATRNCROSS should ((973)

- now be told:- *

(a) That the matter of his immunity was
originally referred up in the context
of possible visits to the U.K to assist
Security Servicé investigations. We
have no authority to give him renewed %

assurances,

We should express surprise that the idea
of permanent residence in this country
appeals to him. There is always the
chance of the newspapers publishing
revelations about Russian espionage in
the U.K in which he mightvfeature.

Our aim should be to put him off coming

to live here,
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L) | \L\l Manual of Investigation | :S5CRET/TOP SECRET

Part 11 C

The Case Officer should complete Boxes 1 — 9 and 15 — 16 (over), sending 3 (TC onlv) or 5 (TC and
; copies to A2A, together with a copy of the application for TC,

A2A should complete Boxes 10 — 14 and return 1 copy to the Case Officer. The A2A/PQ Reference

{(Box 10) should be quoted iin all subsequent communications.

Codename of Operation Nickname of Target

e

NIL - SLICK FELLOW

Proper Names of Target 5 | Section/ Case Officer
' 3 ' Tel. Ext.

John CAIRNCROSS . ' | K7 /G4 M660
K7/C2 11637

6 I File No. : 7 |Date

PF72493 12.11.74

T LA

8 | Address(es) Continue‘on separate sheet if necessary

" Normally resides in Rome, but is visiting London between 17 and 25
November inclusive. He w1ll stay at:- _

1) The Crescent Hotel Cartwright Gardens, London WC1 (Tel 387=1515)
and is expected to use hls estranged wife's telephone. Her -
address is:

2) 22#. Redington Road, London NW3.

Target Tel. No./ Ext. A2A /PO A2A Group

continue on separate sheet Reference iy Transcriber(s) - & Tel. Ext.
if necessary. 3 : :

2) 01-435 7965 | (57) SHl L b0

l) Ol' 35’7 /5153

A2A Group
Transcriber(s) & Tel. Ext.
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SECRET/TOP SECRET *

15 | TRANSCRIPTION BRIEF. (Give full background andlobjectives, siating requirements in order of priority)

e SLICK FELLOW, a Scot employed by the International
Secretariat of the FAO of the UN in Rome, is a self-confessed RIS
- spy (he admitted spying up t0'1952 for the RIS). He is to be
interviewed by (under alias P A Ormerod) and

(under alias Moffat) of X7 at Room 055 on 20 November (start
10.320 hours) and possibly on 22 November, during a visit to London
which he has told us will last from 17 to 23 November inclusive.
We suspect that he is still under RIS control and have therefore
asked A4 to watch him from 20 November, when he leaves Room 055,
to the evening of 21 November, to see if he gets in touch with the
RIS.

2. SLICK FELLOW's estranged wife Gabriele Susanna CAIRNCROSS,
Nee OPPENHEIM, appears to have left him in 1966, but the two appear
to have remained on reasonably amicable terms as SLICK FELLOW gave
us her telephone number for getting in touch with him as recently as
June 1974, when he was last in London. Gabriele's telephone, on
which we have asked for a check from 17 to 23 November inclusive,

.’s the only technical medium by which we can hove to keep a check
n SLICK FELLOW's movements as the Crescent Hotél, whére he will
stay, is not a suitable target for an A2A operation. We have,
incidentally, no adverse information about Gabriele who, in 1972,
was known to be living with her mother and to be employed by the
Anglo Jewish Association.

e SLICK FELLOW is 61 years old. He had a brilliant career at
Glasgow University and Cambridge in his student days. His main
subjects, which he continues to pursue today, are French and German
studies. He failed to live up to the promise of his University
achievements in the Civil Service (FO, then the Treasury) where he
did not progress beyond the rank of Principal by the time of his
enforced retirement in 1952, brought about when papers in his
handwriting were found among Guy BURGESS's effects. He has in the
past undertaken translation work (mainly from French into English)
and did participate prior to 1952, in talks programmes on the BBC
Overseas Service in French. He appears to be a man of wide literary
and cultural tastes.

‘ As our last telephone check on him was in 1952, it is not
rUSsible to say who are still the mutual friends of his estranged
wife and himself. It would be interesting to know who they are but
this is only of secondary interest at present, as the main object. of
the exercise is to try and find out what SLICK FELLOW's movements
will be during his stay in London, particularly those which appear
to be in connection with making contact with the RIS.

D A2A's main task is to pass to the case officer (first to A4
Control, if time is of the essence) any information about SLICK
FELLOW's movements which may have a bearing on A4's surveillance of
him (from end of iaterview at Room 055 on 20.11.74 to evening of 21.119.
As a subsidiary task, it would be useful if A2A could identify SLICK FELLOW's
contactsand the current mutual Triends of his wife o leself.

16 | SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS FOR PO MONITORS exceptionally TC

) It is not beyond the bounds of possibility that SLICK FELLOW will
conduct some conversations in French. The support of a French
speaker is therefore requested.

2) Monitoring will be required for any indications that SLICK FELLOW
is going to a "meet" duringthe period of A4 surveillance G@ie
close of)interview at Room 055 on 20.11.74 to late evening of
21.11'74 > F

L
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PF 72,493

NOTE FOR FILE

I registered the nickname SLICK FELLOW -
for CATRNCROSS with RS on 8.11.74

MS Ext 637

K7/C2
elich November 497&
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Page 1

TOP  secreT
A.4 BRIEFING SHEET

Distribution : A.4 (2 copies) ; A.2.A
) _ : . 4 if required
A (through D.D.G.) ‘ Duty Officer )
A.l

File PF 72493

Date:  8th November 1974

Case Officers : (1) Name : Section : K7C
Tel. No.: Office: *M.SXXK 660 Home: 460-5876
‘ (2) Name : Section ; K7C

Tel. No.: Office: “M.S./IXBL 657 __Home: 955-5692

SUBJECT: John CAIRNCROSS File No: PF 72,493

Security Interest: A self-confessed RIS Agent. A4 Folder No :
Believed to be still in touch with the RIS.

*Nickname /QoXlaingaayX
SLICK FELLOW

REOU;REMENT s (e.a. What have A.4 to do: Where and when should they begin and end: are contacts to be housed

at all costs or only if this can be done discrectly :  should surveillance be pressed if subject has/
may have been alerted ?)

The purpose of this exercise is to try and prove that SLICK
FELLOW is, in accordance with our strong belief, still in touch with t
RIS. It has been discussed at length with A.4, who agree that it is

feasible -

2 SLICK FELLOW resides in Rome. He has told us he will be in
London from 17.11.74 until 23.11.74 inclusive and that he will stay at
the Crescent Hotel, Cartwright Gardens, London W.C.4 (Telephone:
387-1515). He will be interviewed by and me at Room 05
at 10.20 hrs on 20.11.74 and possibly at the same hour on B .74,
We suspect that he is still in touch with the RIS and in the event tha
the RIS might watch the 0l1d War Office building either to identify
ilip and me or to see that SLICK FELLOW does keep the appointment or
that SLICK FELLOW might try to take counsel of the RIS after the
interview, we would wish A.4 to do the following:-

(a) At the end of the interview at Room 055 on 20.11.74
(signal to be arranged between A.4/Room 055):-

S 1S A COPY i) follow SLICK FELLOW to see if there are any RIS
MENT RETAINE] watchers about or if he makes any contacts; and

1i) follow and me on a pre-determined
7 route (to be arranged between A.4 and K7C) to see
if there are any RIS watchers about.
Keep up surveillance on SLICK FELLOW from the start point
at a) i) above until the evening of 21.11.74 to see if he
makes any contacts,s,if he has, identifying the contacts
if possible.

The Crescent Hotel is not suitable for a telephone intqrception,fg
?

"Delete whichever is inapplicable
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A.4 BRIEFING
PERSONAL PARTICULARS

John CAIRNCROSS

Name :
Alias :
Pet names :

Home address :

Via Armando Spad1n1 16,
Parioli,
Rome, Italy.

C17¢01. 7% %o 2511 74)
Telephone: 387-1515

Other addresses: (1)

(2)

(3)

Cars owned or used :

Unlikely to have car

Make /Model Colour

Name of spouse:

Gabriele Susanna CAIRNCROSS
nee OPPENHEIM

Nanes of childran : NONE

Telephone: 435-7965

Photographs :
To follow

Photographs (12) of subject — ¥a{G{ghgd/not attached.

Other photographs (6 of oach) including tnaly of avislablo :

Description of subject:
Sex : Apparent age :
Height : Build (shim. medium, heavy) :

Face (shape, complexion, features) :

Hair (including facial hair, colour, style, condition) :

Physical peculjarities :

Address: 22 Redington Road

Date of photograph ..

SHEET

Date of birth:

258 7u 5,
British

Nationality :

Passport No: FAQ Travel Document

Place of birth: T.esmahagow,
Lanarkshire

International Staff of

Occupation :
FAO

Employer: FAO, Rome.

Place of work: Rome

Crescent Hotel, Cartwright Gardens,

20023 .4, 4,
age :

N.W.?%

age :

Bre.1939 *&bd/bad likeness

too old

As held by you in the relevant A.4 file.

*Delete whichever is inapplicable
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A.4 BRIEFING SHEET

BACKGROUND INFORMATION.
Security History :

See Page 1.

Business/social activities: (hours of work : travelling routine)
N/A

Contacts : (Social: business: relatives and others likely to visit/be visited: other occupants of home addreés)

Estranged Wife - See pages 1 and 2.

Character sketch:

Collateral available: *Yes/Nal . _ PHIDIAS: *X&&/No. AZURE: XW&¥/No.

On Wife's phonm. See page 1.
. required:  *y&5/No. .

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS AND CONSIDERATIONS.

Sensitivity to surveillance: SLICK FELLOW was caught indulging in anti-surveillance
tactics by A.4 in 1952. He is therefore very sensitive to surveillance

Limitations on use of radio: R/T with discretion.

Other instructions: 1. Action photographs of SLICK FELLOW required.
Signal to be arranged between A.4 and Room 055.
Predetermined route for to be worked out by A.4.
to attend briefing.

|

" DCETAIMER
Nt \ied|
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) i
ER-SECTION |
RECORDS ; *Delete whichever is inapplicable
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exercise. We believe hawever that SLICK FELLOW is still on good
terms with his estranged wife, and if precedent is followed, as we
believe that it may well be, that he will either get in touch with
her or better still will use her telephone for his main purposes whilgq
in London (see page 2 for details of name, address and telephone
number) . We have therefore applied for-a warrant to intercept her
telephone and if successful, will brief A2A to give A.4 Control
information direct, where the time factor-so demands, hetween
20.11.74 and the evening of 21.11.74.
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A24 ) | told me today that e
she could see no difficulties in nrtting
on Gabriele CAIRNCROSS

before

telephone check
She had consulted EDD
information.

C.‘

a

telephone.
giving me

this

K7/C2
MS Ext 637

8 November 1974
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NOTE FOR FIIE

0 I went to sce A.4 on 4.11.74 %6 ask if it
would be possible for A.4 to watch the public entrznce to the
OWO building on 20th November (and possibly the 22nd) for the
purpose of establishing whether or not the RIS would use

the occasion of CAIRNCROSS's interview %o try and identify
members of ﬁﬁe Security Service,

2 Peter could see no difficulty in doing what we 3

He made the point, which I think is a very valid one, that

RIS would be more 1i?e’v to be present at the OWO building,

if they turned up, for the purpose of seeing that CA B”CDD‘.

did wh2t he had been told to do than for that of making

an identification, Peter thought, and I ﬁg“veé with him,

that if would therefore be better 1f in addition to following
pd me (we should le .ve together snd stay together

on a pz*e—’ ned route to save A,4 r»;‘-wn-\oxyer)m,ev we left

the OWO bui A.4 were also to folWC” CAIRNCROSS home to see

if there w ny RIS fu¢¢oweru about. He said it would bte

uelpf if we could get a tap on CAIRNCROSS's hotel telephone

extension, but thet A.4 could nevertheless go ahead with

the exercise if we were unsuccessful in t)eut sl 5 if A1S

could not help, A.4 could try to find out (us 1n5 Home Office

cover and on.the pretext of looking for aliens) what his extension

number was, :

o In the light of our dJscuN31on the following was agreed:-

(a) I Toqu supply Peter with photographs of
CAIRNCRCSS of ond myself;

Philip and I would attend the brief
so that the watchers could see us

would watch the OVO building on 20th Nov b@r
22nd November, if requested, to ¢ f there
PY RIS watchers about;

At the conclusion of the interview one A.4 team
would follow Philip and me on & rre-determined route
while another would follow CAIRNCROS 23

N
08f's

A.4 would, if requested, try tc find out CAIRNCR
11C could not

extension number in the Crescent Hotel if
helps

I should meske a formal request for 4.4 help not later
than Monday 11 November.
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