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OFFICIAL SECRETS ACT - CLIVE PUNTING *

DURIMNG SUPPLENENTARY QUESTIONS TC THE PRINE WMINISTER RS MADGATET
THATCHER 1M THE COHMNONS OM 12 FEBRUARY 1985 (iR ONSLOY ASKED:

WHILE MY RIGHT HONOQURASLE FRIFML "NST PE RIGHT TO RESISY PRESTURE
FOR HASTY REFORIT OF THE OFFICIAL SECRETS ACT OGN THE LASLS OF A
SIHNGLE VERDICT, DOES SHE 007 AGREE THAT 17 1% ESSEMTIAL THAT
MINISTERS AND CIVIL SERVAUTS SHOULD #E AGLE T0 WORK THGETHER H1THIN
Al ACCEPTED FRANEWORK OF NMUTUAL COBFIODEHNCE ANDE TRPUST? wlLi SHE Give
SOHE COHSIDERATION TO SETTING UP A SPLCIAL CODMIVIEE OF EXPERIENHCED
AltD RESPONSIDLE PRIVY COUNCILLORS TO PEYIEW THE MATTER AND REPQRT
BACK TO THE HOUSE AS G00N AS POSSIBLE?

THE PRIME NINISTER: I AGREE UITit MY HONOURARLE FPIEND THAT 17
1S ABSOLUTELY VITAL TuHsa7? THE®?E SHOULD BE TRUST AND CUMFIDENCLE
BETULEN MINISTERS AMND CIVIL SFERVANMTS., 1 HOTE THAT A FOPDER PRING
MINISTER SAID 1IN 1276:

'*THERE NMUST BE ABSOLUTE COMFIDEMCE THAT PAPERS AMY
DISCUSSIOMS THAT TAKE PLACE ARE KEPT WiIt¥uiN THE CIRCLE TO
WHONM THEY ARE GIVEN.'!

-(0FFICIAL REPORT, 17 JUME 1276., VOL. 913, C. 739.)

1, THEW 1#H OPPOSITION, SUPPORTED HIit.

1 SHALL CONSIDER uHAT fiY 9@OMOURABLE FRIEND SALD ABOUT THE
OFFICIAL SECRETS ACT, BUT 1 SHALL RECLAD HIN THAT THE FRAMNWS
COnNMITTEE CONSIDERED THE QFFICIAL SECRETS ACT, AND THAT Of THE
CONNITTEE THERE MERE THREE PRIVY COUNCILLORS, THE PERSOH UHO UAS
LATER TG CE A LAZOUR HOME SECRETARY, AMD A NUNGER OF GTHER DPEOPLF.
LATER THERE UAS A WHITE PAPER UPOHN THAT ACT AND LATER, 1M OUR TiNt,
THERE WAS A PPOPOSED BIii TROUGHT UGEFORE THE OTHER PLACE, UMICH 010
HOT FIND FAVOUR 10 PARLIANENT,

R, KINKNOCK: COMFIDENCE AND TRUST HETUVEEN CIVIL SERVANTS AND
MINISTERS 1S ESSEMTIAL, BUT SO IS CONMFIDENCE AMD TRUST BETWEEMN THE
GOVERNNMENT AWD THE HOUSE OF COMMOMS, AMD THAT IS WHAT IS AT STAKE
HECRE. YESTERDAY, A VETTED JURY UMANMINOUSLY COMCLUDEDR TuaT ©f , (Cuif
POUTION BAD 00T RROKEN THE LAM BY EXPOSING THF ATTEPTS of g j470 0
T 0i0LEAD PARLIAMENT AMD THE PURLIC DELICERATELY. DID THE PRINE
MINISTER KWNOW ABOUT THE PROPOSED DECEPTION OF PARLIANMENT, AND IF SHE
01D, DID SHE EMNMDOPSE IT? IF SHE DID MNOT KNOU ABOUT IT, Wliuw SHE HNGW
CONDEMN IT IY THE STROMGEST POSSIBLE TERMS? WHAT MW&s Sy o [YOLMENEDY
It THE DECISIOM TO PROSECUTE MR. PONTING?

THE PRINE MINISTER: TO TAKE THE LAST POINT FIPST, AS THE RIGHT
HOHNOURAGLE GEMTLENAN KHOWS FULL VELL, NINISTERS HAVE ABSOLUTELY "0
ROLE IH DECIDING WHETHER TO PROSECUTE. THAT 1S THE DUTY OF THE
ATTCRNEY=-GENERAL AND THE DIRECTOR OF PURBLIC PROSECUTIONS. MINISTERS
HAD 10 ROLE WHATSOEVER IN THE PROSECUTION,

* (This document was provided by Mr M.V. Hone, "UK High
Commissioner, Canberra).
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W1TH REGARD TO THE RIGHT HOMOURASLE GENTLEMAN'S FIRST POIMNT, NAY
1 MAKE IT QUITE CLFAF THAT \E HAVE PUT A FULL ACCOUNMT ON RECOPD, 1
NYST NAKE IT CLEAR THAT MINISTERS IN POWER HAVE ALWAYS TAKEN, AND 1
HOPE wiLiL ALYWAYS TAKE, THE VIEW THAT IMNFORMATION THAT WOULD HAVE
SOMNE SECURITY VALUE TO THOSE WHO THREATEN OUR PEOPLE OR OUR
TERRITORY 1S NOT RELEASED. OUR FIRST REGARD IM CONSIDERING WHETHER
70 RELEASE INTELLIGEMCE INFORMATION IS THE SAFETY OF HER MAJESTY'S
ARIMED FORCES.

SIiR PETER BLAKER: HAS NMY RIGHT HOMOURABLE FRIEHND'S ATTENTION
BEEM DRAUN TO THE FACT THAT MR, PONTING SAID IN COURT THAT THERE WAS
A GOOD "MILITARY CASE FOR ATTACKING THE BELGRAMNO AND THAT HE HAD SEEN
MOTHING TO SUPPORT THE COMTTNTIOM THAT THE SHIP WAS SUNK TO END A
PERUVIAY PEACE PLAN? DCES THAT NOT MEAN THAT THE CONTENTION THAT THE
HONOURAGLE MEMBER FOR LIMLITHGOW (MR. DALYELL) WISHED TO PROVE \HE®N
HE STARTED HIS LINE OF QUESTIONING WAS WRONG?

THE PRINE MIMISTER: THE BELGRANO WAS SUNK FOR THE PROTECTION
OF OUR ARMED FORCES, OUR WAVAL FOR2CES, THE HERMES AND THE
INVINCIOBLE, MAY I MAKE 1T CLEAR TO EVERYONE THAT, SO LONG A4S THIS
GOVERNMENT ARE 1IN POWER, THE PROTECTION OF OUR ARMED FORCES WILL GCE
OUR PRIME CONSIDERATIOHN.

NMR. DAVID STEEL: HAS THE PRIME MINISTER NOTED THE DETERMNINATION
OF THE JURY TO DISTINGUISH CLEARLY BETWEEN LOYALTY TO A GOVERNMENT
AND THE SECURITY OF THE STATE? WILL SHE THEREFORE WELCOME, INDEED
REJOICE AT, THIS REAFFIRMATION QOF BASIC DEMOCRATIC VALUES BY A
CROSS-SECTION OF THE BRITISH PEOPLE AND WILL SHE OUEI!TAND HIGHER
STANDARDS FRO!! HER MINISTERS?

THE PRINE MINISTER: 1 ACCEPT THE DECIS10UH OF THE COURT - OF
COURSE I DO. I ALWAYS HAVE - BUT 1 STRESS THAT THO THINGS ARE VITAL,
THE FIRST IS THAT MINISTERS ARE ABLE FULLY TO TRUST CIVIL SERVANTS.
1 HOPE THAT THE RIGHT HOWOURABLE GENTLEMAM AGREZES WITH THAT AND DOELS
NOT 1ii ANY WAY ENDORSE OR COHNUONE THE BREACH OF TRUST THAT OCCURRED.

SECONDLY, 1 WEOLLY AND UTTERLY INSIST THAT THERE ARE SOME THINGS
11 SECURITY AMND IMNTELLIGENCE HWHICH, FOR THE SAFETY OF OUR FORCES 0OF
THE SAFETY OF THE STATE, THE GOVERNNENT NUST KEEP SECRET. TO PUT 1T
IN SPECIFIC TERMNMS:

''THE GOVERNMENT HAS CONCLUDED THAT INFORMATION RELATIMG TO
SECURITY AND INTELLIGENCE NMATTERS 1S DESERVIHNG OF THE HIGHEST
PROTECTION WHETHER OR NOT IT IS CLASSSIFIED., THIS IS PRE-EMINENTLY
AN AREA WHERE THE GRADUAL ACCUMULATION OF SMALL ITENS OF
INFORMATIOM APPARENTLY TRIVIAL IN THEMSELVES COULD EVENTUALLY
CREATE A RISK FOR THE SAFETY OF AN INDIVIDUAL OR COMSTITUTE A
SERIOUS THREAT TO THE INTERESTS OF THE MNATION AS A WHOLE.'®

THAT WAS THE VI1EW OF THE LAST LABOUR GOVERNMEMNT WHEN THEY WERE 1IH
POWER, SET OUT IN A WHITE PAPER BROUGHT BEFORE THIS HOUSE BY THE
THEN HOME SECRETARY IN 1978, IT IS SOMETHING THAT WE ENDORSE.

MR, DALYELL: WHO WAS IT WHO ALTERED SIR JOHN FIELDHOUSE'S
OFFICIAL COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF'S REPORT WITHOUT SIR JOHN FIELDHOUSE'S
KNOWLEDGE?

THE PRIME MINISTER: I UNDERSTAND FROM ADNMIRAL FIELDHOUSE THAT
DURING THE DRAFTING OF HIS DISPATCH AT NORTHWOOD HE QUERIED THE DATE
IN THE SENTENCE ON THE DETECTION OF THE BELGRANO BUT AGREED THAT IT
SHOULD BE LEFT AS 2 MAY IN ORDER TO PROTECT SENSITIVE OPERATIONAL
AND IMTELLIGEMCE INFORMATION, THE SECOMD OF MAY WAS THEREFORE THE
DATE IN THE DESPATCH THAT ADMIRAL FIELDHOUSE SUBMITTED TO THE
HINISTRY OF DEFENCE., IT WAS NOT ALTERED BY OFFICIALS THERE.
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MR_CLIVE PONTING

OMN THE SAME OCAY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, SIR NICHAEL HAVERS MADFE THE
FOLLOWING STATEMENT:

WITH PERNISSION, NRE. SPEAKER, 1 vOuiLD LIVE TO (TAKE A STATENENT ON
"Y DECISION TO PROSECUTE H. PONTING. OMN 13 AUGHST 1024, CEVTALL
FACTS MENE DRAWMN TO THE ATTENTION OF THE DIRECTOR OF PULLIC
PROSECUTIONS BY THE NMINISTRY OF DEFENCE. 1IN Y ABSen{i . THE DIRECTOR
CONSULTED Y HONOURABLE AND LEARHED FRIEND THE SOLICITOO-CEUFRAYL
THE SANE LAY, 01 16 AUGUST 1984, A REPORT BY THE MINISTRY OF [f7fnucC
POLICE WAS SEHNT TO THE DIRECTOR, MY HONOURABLE AMD LEARNEDL FRIENT
AND THE DIRECTOR CONMSTIDERED THAT PEPORT OW 17 AULUST, AND BOTH
FORMED THE VIFW THAT THIS UAS A SERIGUS BREACH OF nyTyY ML Tnrust RY
A SENIOR CIVIL SERVANT, THEY DECIUED TO COMNSULT HME AHD T WAS
TELEPHCNED OM THE SANE DAY, THE FACTS AS REPORTED =Y Tk ULIRECTOR
JERE EXPLAINED TO ME, THE NATURE OF THE DOCUNMEHTS WRICH HAD REEH
COMMUNTCATED WAS DFESCRIBED AND 1 UAS TOLD THAT THE DIRELTOP anl 747
SOLICITOR=-GEMNERAL ABVISED A PROSECUTION. HAVING CONSIDERERL THE FACT
MYSELF, 1, 700, DECIDED THAT THE CASE FELL MITHIN NIIY PUBLISHED
GUIDELINES AMD THAT THE2E SHOULD BE A PROSECUTION. NEITHER 1 HOR
THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL NO&K ANY OF 1Y OFFICIALS SQUOGHT THE ViIEU OF R
COMSULTED AMY OTHER MINISTEP, NOP WAS THE YIEWU UF ALY OTHER NMINISTEER
CONVEYED TC US DBEFORE THE DECISIOMN WAL TAWEN.




