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Mr David Calcutt QC, the Master of Magdalene
College Cambridge, has carried out a previous sensitive inquiry most
satisfactorily and, if you agree, I would propose to approach him to
see if he would be willing to undertake this investigation. I am
confident that we could roly“;;'hsl to approach these very sensitive
{ssues with complete discretion. It would be important to restrict
his terms of reference to the handling of Mr Wallace’s CSAB appeal,
so that he could avoid getting drawn into Kincors, "Clockwork
Orange”, alleged assassinations, etc.

I envisage that his recommendations and my subsequent decision should
be published; but that Nr Calcutt should not make a published

report.

7. A difficult question is whether the terms of Mr Wallace’s draft
————————

supplementary job specification should be rev aled. It is most
unatttdctive to do so, because it contains references to

*psychological warfare® activities.
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I have to report an unwelcome development in the caso of

MY Colin Wallacse. e ,
; ‘thJujz(E'. CLGx}

Recent work on Parliamentary enguiries about aspects of the /1
Wallace case has brought to light 1975 records which had latterly
bedn ‘overlookad. The overlooking resulted in inadeguate advice
beihg given to you by this Department on the terms of a reply to
Tersnce Higgins in 1987, and to Roger Freeman on a reply to Ken
Livingstone in 1988; the aspect in question was the full nature of

' Mr Wallace's Public Relations activities as an MOD employee up

the beginning of 1975. I attach a note explaining what we can now
see to have been wrong with the replies.

¢ juage that action will be essential to correct the
{paccuracles, and possibly also to establish whether the Civil
Service Appeal Board was under any misapprehension in reaching its
conclusion about Wallace’s appeal over the circumstances of his
enforced resignation from MOD employment ia 1975. While such action
should be taken as soon as possible, we need flrst to be sure that
there is nothing else we have missed in the records. .I have set
urgently in hand a special confidential investigation for this
purpose, and will report further as soon as possible. I understand
that as a precaution checks will be made of relevant Home Office,

NIO and Becurity Service papers.

I am gending copies of this minute to the Homa Secretary and
Northarn Ireland Secretary; and also to Sic Robin Butler, with whem

the mattar has been discussed.

Ministry of Defence

?S September 1989

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL
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4. I believe that we now need to take action in the following

ways:—

(i) He claimed that there was a supplementary SECRET

job specificatioq for his post, setting out his
JEE;}:ES;;;mEéQEHologicai ggg;;tions responsibilities. He
had no formal directive of that kind, so far as can be
seen. But such a job specification was drafted (see ANNEX
A) to justify the establishment of his poSt and it is
reasonable to assume that Mr Wallace was told what it
contained, even though it was never endorsed at -
ﬁinister;él level. MOD did notwéontest Mriwallace's
e&iaence that such a job specification had been prepared;
but nor did MOD acknowledge it or make awggpyraiéiiggi%;
(ii) The CSAB Chairman was briefed privately, and shown
evidence, that Mr Wallace was likely to have been
responsible for other more serious leaks, which were never
put to Mr Wallace; and it appears that he told his two
%eiiaw Assessors that he was aware of additional sensitive
material but that he would not tell them what it was. So
this evidéhée was in the.minds of the APP?alm§9§E@ﬂPHF was

SECRET



SECRET

not put openly to them in a way which would have given Mr

Wallace an opportunity to offer a defence.

It is therefore alguable that the proceedlngs, which led the
Appeal Board to coozlade that Mr Wallace s services should be
terminated but that he should be allowed to res1gn, were flawed
It seems extremely llkely that, even if the Appeal BanE'HEE*
found in Mr wWallace’s favour, the Department would still have
terminated his services, but then it would have been obliged to

pay him compensation for doing so. We should consider whether

this situation reguires us to take action to remedy any

injustice to Mr Wallace.

(b) We need to correct some mis-gstatements made, both by
Ministers and in official correspondence, concerning the Wallace

case. In particular:-

(i) Misleading information has been given about the
’nature of Mr Wallace s dutles 1n Northern Ireland-

(11) It has been stated 1ncorrectly that all his
allegatlons have been fully and carefully investigated and

that none has been substantlated- and

(iii) It has been stated that Ministers are aware of no
evidence that a plan by the name of "Clockwork Orange"

g i ey —en e e e

ever, existed. Evidence of preparatory work on a plan by

Eﬁféhﬁéaé'has now come to llqht (see ANNEX A); although

s e

it is clear that it Waevnot approved and there is no

ev1dence that 1t ever had the scope_ alleged by Mr Wallace.

It is necessary to correct and clarify these and some more minor

errors.

SECRET
2
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(c) Since Mr Dalyell and others will want to know whether the

new information substantiated Mr Wallace’s allegations

that there is no evidence of a cover—up by the Army,the

Security Service or others of homosexual offences being

ﬂ; concerning the Kincora Boys'’ Home, we need to restate once again
q

]

1

committed there.

4. I have considered the best way of handling these difficult
issues, on the basis of advice from the Cabinet Secretary, the
Permanent Secretaries in my own Department and in the NIO, from the
Director General of the Security Service and from the Treasury
Solicitor.

5. S0 far as Mr Wallace’s enforced resignation is concerned, it
would be possible to take the view that, while the handling of his
appeal gives some cause for concern, no real injustice was done to
him. It would be difficult to sustainhkhat-fzae, however, without

referrlng to the other leak of whlch he was suspected most of

these could _not be pLOVEd ‘without u51ng dellcate technlcal source

material whlch could not be dlSClOSed publlcly, and in any case it

would hardly be acceptable to raise now matters which were never put
to him at the time. I therefore see two possible courses of action:-

(a) I could pay him vompensatlon w1thout any. further
1nvestlgatlon‘ or

Sra, vivn = e b e ‘)
(b) I could appeoint an independent arbitrator to review the

papers relatlng to hlS case, to hear representations from him

(if necesearv in pelSOH), to 1nteLv1ew any witnesses that the

=
arbltratOL considered nece§$ary to see and to make

reeommendatlons to me on what Lemedlal actlee'iﬁouléwfe taken[

SECRET
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I doubt if the first of these courses would be regarded as
satisfactory, once we had admitted that errors had been made.
I therefore rqupmend the sgecond.

e e e e ey

6. The members of the Civil Service Appeal Board who heard the

this matter. But Mr David Calcutt QC, the Master of Magdalene
College Cambridge, haéwggfiiéamdﬁgwg ptevious sensitive inquiry most
satisfactorily and, if you agree, I would propose to approach him to
see if he would be willing to unde;;gkeﬂ;hiﬁVggyestingion. I am
confident that we could rely dﬁ-him to approach these very sensitive
issues with complete discretion. It would be important to restrict
his terms of reference to the handling of Mr Wallace's gﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁfﬁ}r
co that he could avoid getting drawn into K ncora, "Cclockwork

i
A

orange", alleged assassinations, etc. 'L sﬁggest the following terms

S s e e e b A G e EmetTe——r —
of reference for him:-

BN
s —

=
"ro consider, and to advise the Secretary of State for Defence,
whether an injustice was done to Mr Colin Wallace as a result of
the manner in which his case was presented to the Civil Service
Appeal Board when on 17 October 1975 it considered the decision
of the Ministry of Deéfence to terminate his employment on
disciplinary grounds; and, if so, to recommend whether

compensation should now be paid to him".

"\ I envisage that his recommendations and my subsequent decision should
be published; but that Mr Calcutt should not make a published
report.

/s

7. A difficult question is whether the terms of Mr Wallace’s draft

st

supplementary job specification shou}§“ggmggyg§1ed. It is most

T ettt e T ;
unattractive to do so, because it contains references to

SIS ]
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"psychological warfare" activities; and also to the press providing
information "of substantial intelligence interest", The former could
stimulate further quéstions which it would not be at all easy to
answer. The latter could cause problems for journaligts in Northern
Ireland at the time, especially if they are still there; and the
NIO therefore consider that the relevant sentence is still properly
classified SECRET. But Mr Wallace will no doubt say that, unless he
is given this text, he cannot present his case properly to Mr Calcutt
(the same plea that he made in respect of the CSAB). I therefore
propose that Mr Calcutt should make the job specification available
to Mr Wallace on a confidential basis - either by reading it to him
or by allowing him to read it himself (but not to take it away).
There is a risk that Mr Wallace will not keep it confidential; but

the claim that there was a supplementary job specification was not

denied in 1975 and so is not new.

B I PRI

8. If we do not have a Calcutt-type investigation, there would be
no need to disclose the terms of the job specification to Mr Wallace.
But I do not believe that Parliament or the public would find the
payment of compensation without some kind of independent
investigation at all satisfactory, as it would be difficult to
justify either the reason for or the scale of the compensation.
Whether or not we disclose the terms of the job specification, I
believe that we will have to be ready to answer qguestions about our

present policy on psychological operations.

9. A particular difficulty arises over your statement in your
letter of 30 March 1987 to Mr Terence Higgins (see paragraph 376 of
my Department’s Report) that it was not part of Mr Wallace’s job to
spread ‘false information. XIEHSHQH_tﬁéwa}gfi"Eovert job description

does not confirm that Mr Wallace had such a responsibility, it is now
apparent that he was engaged in various disinformation pro;ects, and
the available records suggest “that some, although not all, of f these

SECRET
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were authorised within the Army Headquarters in Northern Ireland
Any correction of §5ﬁ: statement will 1nev1tably prompt further
questions about the use of disinformation in Northern Ireland, both
in the 1970s and today: some of these guestions will not be at all
easy to answer; since information about activities in the 1970s is
sparse; and since it would be wrong to commit ourselves not to use
disinformation in all circumstances today (for example, to foil a
terrorist attack of which we had advance intelligence). I have
included in paragraph 5 of ANNEX B a sentence in sguare brackets
dealing with this issue. Whether or not this gentence is included in
the Answer depends on how far we are prepared to go beyond

——— e

acknowledging the ex1stence of Mr Wallace’s draft job specification;

and in particular on whether we are w1111ng to allow ourselves to be

drawn into making statements about the kinds of activities which took
place in Northern Ireland at that time. Given the danger that if the
paragraph does not include this sentence it might later seem to be
proved to be insufficient, if persistent follow-up questioning should
force us into further disclosures, my own feeling is that we should
include the sentence. This is a point on which the Northern Ireland

L

.

Secretary may have v1ews

10. A statement on the lines proposed, with or without the last
sentence of paragraph 5, would no doubt lead to renewed pressure for
a wide-ranging public inquiry into Mr Wallace’s allegations about
activities in Northern Ireland during the time that he was stationed
there. Unless there is reason to believe that criminal offences have

been committed, or that there has been serious wrong- d01ng by
Government servants, or that the Government has done substantial
injustice to an individual, I do not consider that any purpose would

beiserved by investigating operational activities which (it is fair

to point out) allegedly occurred over ten years ago. (for much of the
time under a Labour Administration). If Mr Wallace or anyone else

claims to have evidence of criminal activities or serious

SECRET
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wrong—doing, our line should continue to be that he should give that
evidence to the RUC. If Mr Wallace says that he cannot do so becauée
some of his information is classified and he is not authorised to
release it, I would then propose to call his bluff by offering him
the opportunity to discuss this problem with my Department’s security
authorities.

11. I attach for your consideration a draft statement which I
suggest that the Minister for the Armed Forces mlght make about Mr

Wallace’s CSAB appeal and the 1nvest1gatlons into hlS~;Ilegat10nS

(ANNEX B).  Letters correcting some “further p01ﬁ£é-bf detail need to
be sent to Mr Ken Livingstone and Mr Michael Marshall at about the
same time. Supplementary material for use in subsequent
correspondence is also being prepared.

12. The Home Secretary is separately submitting to you a draft
statement that he proposes to to make about Mr Wallace’s conviction.
I suggest that both these statements might best be made as Written
Answers in response to inspired Parliamentary Questions from Mr
Michael Marshall who is Mr Wallace’s Constituency MP.

13. I also attach at ANNEX C a short draft letter which you may wish
to send yourself to Mr Terence Higgins, when the statements are about
to be made. I propose to advise Lord Mason of what is intended, and
the Secretary of State for Northefﬁuf}eland will advise ME_Rees, in
view of their past interest 1ﬂk££é;e matters. I suggest that Sir
Michael Quinlan should advise Mr Forman (the present CSAB Chairman)
and that Sir John Blelloch should advise Judge Hughes. Finally, we

have it in mind that MOD officials should write to Mr Wallace,

expressing regret that errors were made.

SECRET
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13. I am sending copies of this minute to the Home Secretary, and
the Northern Ireland Secretary, and to Sir Robin Butler, the Director
General of the Security Service and the Treasury Solicitor.

b
p ; /
Ministry of Defence .
T K

)

(’” December 1989
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these activities were to be revealed - through a leak if not through
a public smesslon of the inquiry - there could be & brisk reaction.
hpummmpoxmmmmwhmmm
Secretary of State by any ench xevelations, quite apart froe the
difficultias they aight cense thows engaged in seiret work. Be
mummtmumaafmwum.m
mudimuyetfmmrlm:hrmqla ﬁctherctmh
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material’ vax hesrd anly by the Chairman, by all the membeca, by
it commeel, hy other peoph;'- coungel 2tC ...

4. ¥r Sheldom therefore took the view that, 1f there had to
be a public l.nquix'y at all, its terms of yreferepce should ia)
preclude tha ‘subaission of evidence which was mersly gossip,
sfnce 1t wax not in any event a proper function of a judicial
inquiry to listen to unsubsteptiared rupounrs for 2-3 years; and

. (b} concentrate oo the child-care aspactz of the affair as well

© as on such criminal and police matters as vers left onresgolved

* by the BOC roports to the OPP and $1ir George Terry's yeport. Any

" other mattars, such as what public servsats or political leaders

© A1d with allegations Of numoRrs cOnCerping homosexual activities,
Taised gquestions of professional or moral obligatioa which did not
warrant & Judicisl inquiry. And theee guestions would h,x;e serious
implications for the Security Service, which bad mever acted on
the bagig that they were obliged to see that all allagations which
came their way were inyestigated by the police or other enforcement
zgencien. Me set ouk foxr Mr Sheldom the difficol€ies of oo
linited am engquicy, and the wide aim of lcssening grounds far
suspiclom it has in fthe Gecretary of State®g wmipd.

5. Hr Sheldow aleo xaiged the following points:

i. If evidence about intelligence matrers ¥arg to be
'nlickvdtbthe tribunal, whatewmr Sits tezms of
ruﬁ-rence the Treagury Solicitor should ba ahie
'mmmmofmcmmu&m :
Tribomal Chairman and the Tribunal‘s Counsel. It
mhhﬂ:terforthondlml.omhmlmth
mmumnmn.ummmum
of the Security Service warm then to be seen. {But
hmm,nimm,thgtmhm
situation can he awoided altogetbex).

~

1t. The Sacurity Servies would prefer a Gb judge. If
the Secretary of State wished tQ bress for an Al
Judge, the LICIRT) mldhmtnhtullxlﬂ’mud

ccroCcT
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of the Aifficultics over avidanca—taking
(cnée the Attorney Ceneral and iord Chancellor
bau'ﬂ_mpt.a cthat coutrae) 50 that the best map
For the job could be appointed.

151, If imemonity from crimine]l progscntion wers to be
gi-mtd, it would bhe important for the range
to be limited and clearly dafined so as mot to
allow people to escape from tha requirements of the
Official Secrets Act.

6. All these azpectz will of conrse nesd to ba 3ired with the
Secrstacy of Stata whéd the tine comes to zuohelt rthe patter %o him.
This most at a sainlsus swait raceipt of the Terry Aeport. But I
falt you shouls ba svare of the points Mr Sheldon rajsed at this
mtage. Be certalniy would mee them an bearing diyectly on the
Secretary of State's own lopg-term lnterests in Borthern Ireland.
I have no doubt this 4x right. I assusme be will cuke ctegs to
Ansure that thqauupommmmmaryudthe
Attorney General. He might want to suggest to them eicher an
inquiry limited to the child-care aspects (prewmably therafors
under the BI Powers, not the 192V Act) or & 1921 Aot inguiry wity
terms of reference limited in the way =nggested abowe.

7. T expect that all these issoma will therefors algo. feature
hmencbuguhtnummmdum,aumuium
wmmtbu‘mmm“mznnnnuilhmhng
befors wa 9o ©o ths Secretary of State. Por the woment, X do not
fuggest we can taim them further, byt you may wamt to reflect on
them in the meantims.

& W BOYS surm
30 Juxe 1983
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- G DELICATE SOURCE SECRET

the time, his sources for his knowledge and whether. he had reported
this to anyone at HONI. Mr Miller explained that MOD found it very
difficult teo judge whether Mr Wallace might say something which onld
prejudice the sources or methods currently employed. But MOD would
clearly have to accept that questioning might stray into this area.

) The RUC undeftook’to ensure that anything which Mr wallace said
touching on those fields would be kept separate from the remainder of
his evidence and recorded in a classified report; and that béfore
the RUC contacted any of Mr Wallace’s alleged sources they would make
the appropriate checks to ensure that current activities were not

prejudiced. The MOD representatives accepted these arrangements.

187(U). It was agreed that Mr wallace should be given some form of
authorisation, so that he could not reasonably plead that MOD had
prevented him from giving evidence. Mr Miller also noted that, when
it had been put to the DPP(NI) that his letter of immunity had been
rather widely drawn, he had replied that the letter as drafted had
given Mr Wallace no cover at all: the DPP(NI)’s writ ran only in

Northern Ireland, whereas Mr Wallace was to be interviewed in Great

Britain.

Grant of Immunity by MOD

257

188(U). After correspondence at PUS level ; Major General Garrett

257.Letter from PUS(NIO) to PUS(MOD). reference PUS/L/41
dated 4 October 1982 and letter from PUS(MOD) to PUS(NIO)
reference PUS/82/1276/30/2 dated 22 October 1982 {(MOD
File D/DS6/7/66/13 Part A, Enclosures 43 and 46).
138
MOD Docs - annotation added by the HIA Inquiry DELICATE SQURCE SECRET .
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-~ From: lajor-general H.E.M.L., Garrett CBE

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N SBL
Telephone (Direct Dialling) o1-218 2637
Our Ref:

— Pt II Sy 1a(A)

{ June 1983.

so8s Thank you for your letter dated 29 April

You mention the possibility that you may be
provided with legal advice and assistance, and
you draw my attention to the security implica-
tions of this. I am grateful to you for bringing
this to my attention, and note what you say.

i e I must re-affirm the advice I have already
given you: that you may communicate classified

appropriate information to the two nominated RUC
officers; but not to Agthird party.

(s
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COMMITTEE OFFICE
HOUSE OF COMMONS

LONDON SWI1A 0AA
071-219 3280 (Direct Line)
071-219 3000 Switchboard)

DEFENCE COMMITTEE

12 December 1990

At its meeting today the Committee considered in detail your letter of 30
November answering the Committee’s 31 October requests for information
relating to the case of Mr Colin Wallace.

In response to the paragraph headed "Clockwork Orange", which was in
response to Question 2 of the Committee’s 30 October questions, and Question
1 on the attachment to the letter of 14 February, the Committee would wish to
make a further attempt to clarify the phrase in the Secretary of State’s letter of
2 February to Mr Livingstone (MO 19/3/19L) deposited in the Library of the
House which reads:

"The initial examination of this material began in the early part of 1989..."

The Committee now understands that the material referred to included the
General Staff Secretariat file on which the reference to Clockwork Orange was

first found. But it is still not clear how the reference to initial examination "in

the early part of 1989" relates to Mr Heyhoe’s reference -to work being
undertaken in response to points raised by Mr Dalyell on 8 June.

In response to the paragraph headed "General Requests", the Committee would
wish to be provided with a copy of the two following documents, with the
principal references to them in Mr Heyhoe’s Report shown in brackets:

A. The original paper identified in July 1989, containing a reference to
Clockwork Orange, and described by the Secretary of State on 1
February, HC Deb, col 467, as "a background paper seeking to justify
expenditure on a further information officer in Northern Ireland
Headquarters": [Heyhoe 1, 9 &c].

/cont...



B. The "source document" in 2 PUS folders, of which A was an extract,
containing information on Mr Wallace’s job description and a reference
to Clockwork Orange, stating that the project was not cleared [Heyhoe
1,.339)=

As I mentioned in my letter of 14 February and as referred to in Question 1 as
forwarded on 31 October, the Committee remains happy that the papers should
be provided if necessary under the usual conditions governing the Committee’s
access to classified papers.

4. The Committee would like to be able to consider the response to this letter at

its meeting on 6 February, so that I would be grateful to have it by noon on 4
February.

David Natzler
Clerk of the Committee

Miss S J Ambler-Edwards

Private Secretary to the Secretary of State
Room 6164

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall SW1
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Typed copy of original handwritten letter to The Prime Minister, The Rt Hon
David Cameron



Typed copy of original handwritten letter to The Prime Minister, The Rt Hon
David Cameron

Telephone:

Dear David,
In the 1980's and 1990's. I was immersed in the case of Colin Wallace, a cause
célébre at the time.

After all these years, I can reveal that one of the reasons I was so sure that
Wallace had been unjustly treated was that I had talked to my friend, the late
Sir Maurice Oldfield, Tony Cavendish, another senior member of the
Intelligence Community was equally uncomfortable, as was Field Marshal Sir
John Stanier. I knew them well, and wrote both their obituaries for the
Independent.

I heard you say on TV “I will get to the bottom of this.” Actually, I am very
sympathetic to you on these matters, as disentangling events of 30 years ago is
exceedingly difficult. I happen to think that Ministers such as Archie Hamilton
and Tom King acted in good faith.

I enclose Wallace’s dossier. It might be helpful if you asked a civil servant
involved in “getting to the bottom” to SEE Wallace. He is not unreasonable,
and not after money - simply an acknowledgement that he acted honourably in
the interests of our country. He went to the Press at the behest of General Sir
Peter Leng. If Leng and Wallace’s allegations had been acted upon, many
children would have been spared abuse.

Yours sincerely,

Tam Dalyell
MP West Lothian 1962-2005
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Note: This letter was copied to other Govt Departments, some of which, such as the MoD,
knew that what the Prime Minister had said to Mr Higgins - i.e. that I had only one ‘job
description’. That was also made clear in a report by MI5 in 1975 (see attached extract).
Some of the Govt Departments, such as the MoD, would have known that what Mrs Thatcher
said in her letter to Terence Higgins MP was untrue.

10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

THE PRIME MINISTER 30 March 1987

—
Cn [ erenw

/

I wrote to you on 12 March about the letter from
Mr. Colin Wallace of 26 May 1986 and a number of associated
papers which you forwarded to me on 5 March. These have now
been considered by the Ministry of Defence and the other
Departments involved. I understand that the allegations
contained in Mr. wWallace's letter are well known to us as he
had also copied the letter at the time to Austin Mitchell MP,
who had raised the matter with the Home Secretary and
Nicholas Scott, the Minister responsible in the Northern
Ireland Office. In addition, Michael Marshall MP, in whose
constituency Mr. Wallace was serving a sentence for
manslaughter, also dealt at some length with the Ministry of
Defence about this subject.

Most of Mr. Wallace's letter is devoted to the
circumstances surrounding his resignation from the Ministry
of Defence. Mr. Wallace's job as a Senior Information
Officer in Northern Ireland was to brief the press on
military operations and terrorist activities in the Province.
As is customary, it would have been necessary on occasions to
give such briefings on an unattributable basis, but it was
not part of his job to hand over classified documents to the
media or to spread false information as he alleges. Indeed,
shortly after he left Northern Ireland for a new post in
Great Britain it was discovered that a classified document
had been delivered by Mr. Wallace to the London home of



Robert ¥isk, a journalist on The Timsa., Mr. Wallace wae
suspended for handing over the daocumzrt, and it was decided
that he should be dismissed from the Civil Servyice.

Hie ease was subsagquently considered by the Civil
Service bppeal Board in 19275. Mr, Wzallace's ¢lalim that the
job description used during the disciplinary proneedings
acainat him was differsat from the one which applied te his
job ie incorrect., The job deecripticn submitted to the Civil
Service appeal Board was the only one applicable to Mr.
wallace's 4ob. Mr. Wallace was dicciplined for releasing a
clansificd document without authoricy. The Civil Service
appeal Board acccpted the Ministry of Defence argument that
Mr. Wallace wae bound by the sccourity vegnlatione and that he
had no authority tao release classificd informationy the
offance was a premeditated &nd wilful misuse of <be access to
special koowledge which he had gained from his appointuent as
a Senior Information Officer in the Province. In the light
of *his, the Board agreed that Mz, Wallace could not remain
in the Civii Servige bul [ound that, in wiew of his previoua
good service, he should be allowed to resign rather than be
dismissed.

¥r. Wallzce refers to the Kincora Boys Home, alleging
that pata the Army and the {ntelligence secvices knew of
homoszcrual activities there tong before the matter became
public and that rather than reperting these criminal
activities they sought to uge the information far their own
enda. The Kincara aflair has been cxtenrively investigated -
by the RJIC, by a team led by Sir Geeorge Terry which
investigated allegatione of criminal misconduct in connection
with Kincora and, finally, by a Committee of Inguiry under
the chairmanship of Judge William Hughes which examined tho
way in which Rineora and other children's homes in ¥orthern
Ireland were agministered. At a0 stage waz any evidence
found to support Mr. Wallacc'e allegstions, and although Mr.
Wallace claimed to have information of xelevance he chose not
to assist either the Terry investigation or the Hughes
Inguiry. This was daspite written acsurances from the



Minlstry of Defence granting authority for him to disclose
any relevant information to both Sir George Terry and Judge
Hughes.

Finally, I can assurc you that there ig no eubstanceAin
Mr. Wallace's belief that the autaorities have conducted a
caipzign againat him since he lef: the Ministrv of Defence,
Therc is nothing teo swnggest that Mr. Wallace's job prospects
have been inter{ered with nor bas any zvidence been found to
support his claim that he was falsely convicted of
manslaugnter in an effort to Qiscredit him,

wed  Qola

The Rt. Hon. Terence L. Higgins, MP.






