DETAILS ARE coming ‘o
light for the first time of the
secrel desth, after a 30-vear
secret life, of a worldwide |
British propaganda network,
operaling against communism
and mostly in  the Third
“u.-d Tt was an pperation
which had failed tgp change
with the times and within the
lzst 18 months was purged
largely on the orders of the

then Foreign Secretary, Mr
Toeny Crosland. Among
other things, Mr Crosland

objected to its Links with cer-
‘tain right- u]rg journalists.

T“n oper ation was radically
revrganised inle z fmalier.
still secret, Foreign Office de-
pariment with a brief to sup-
port British interests in
gen neral. Indeed, it is reported
from a number of well-placed
Whitehall sources that the
new Foreign Secretary, Dr
David Owen, is considening
making hitherlo confidential
material openly availabie.

This would ©be the
logical culmination of
moves {o bring the o‘-;amsa
tion — 1he so-called * Iniprim-
ztion Research Department’
of the Foreign Office—under
firm politiczsl control. and
abolish its furtive Cold War
altitudes.

IRD, as it was kmown, zlso
performed a legitimate task
of research and information.
Indeed it can be argued that a
successful propaganda oper-
ation must for most of the
time provide objective and-
useful information Besides
its. activities abroad - there-
fore, it provided an often
valued service to journalists
and writers in this country,
That is the view of Guardian
journalists who have been on
its mailing list.

Journalists are accustomed
tn supping with a long spoon
from all kinds of sources. and
it is no reflection ovn any of
them that IRD approval of
them and they included some
of the best known writers on
foreignm affairs. There is evi-
“dence that IRD did its best
o disguise its real role in dis-
tributing propaganda froem
some of ils clienis: the oper
atlion. carried out over the
entire 30 years since the war,
‘was on the secret vote, and |
_has never been made known
td"}’:rliament or public. )

Since the last war, Britain
has parail:led some of the
covert international props-/
ganda activities of the CIA,
|| which have been documenied
P} and agonised over. 50, extensi-

| wely in the US. @

As a former senior CIA
official. Robert Armory. raid
ratber enviously im an inler-
view 10 years ago, complain-
ing of disclosures that the
CIA funded studem bodies.
and other nrgamnhuns i 1

our {ree ' motherlapd . of
England . . . everybody shus-
hes up in’ the interes(s- of

their.national securitv and .
what they think is the inter.
est of the free world civilis-
ation.”

The IRA
and
Nerthern lreland
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Christopher Mavhew, then a,
3Lm.c' Labeur F.'.

tnverled IRD, writing a confi- |

‘denuial paper to Ernest Bevin, ||

the Foreign Secrelary of 1947.
He proposed 2 coverl " propa-
ganda counter - offensive ”
against the Russians by means
of a2 new FO depariment.
Attiee called him down to
Chequers 1o direuss it and
until 1950 Mayhew razn IRD
with Sir Ivone Kirkpatrick,
then deputy under - secretary
at the FO and later cha;rman
of ITA

The Depanment ‘was secret.
Britain was the first counl!ry
to go over to the counter
offensive, Mayhew recalls, al-
though the CIA and the US
information  agency were
being set up at about the
same time., IRD distributed
material worldmde through

"embassies.

“We certainly did abgo-
lutely nothing to- distort or
'wist the British media,” he|
says. " It was only black pro-|
paganda in the sense that our|
work was all undercover and
the existence of the depart

ment was confidential.” _"

The main vietims of the
secrecy seem - to have been
foreign newspaper readers—
and the British public who

. were kepl in the dark. while

non-zccoyntable cold warriors
wen! fo werk nominally at

| least, on its behalf.

- The Russians knew abeu! it
the very beginning
because Guy Burgess, one of
the three Communist defec-
tors in the Philby affair, was
posted .to .IRD in 1948
Mayhew wrote a memo sack-
ing him after two months for,
being * dirty, drunk and idle.".

IRD was staffed with many .

émigrés, from -Iron "Curtain
coumlries, often journalisis
and wrilers specially re-
cruited indo this airless world.
IRD officials themselves were
sereened from parts of what

Minister |

went on and crdered. nel o
tell even other FO siaff where
they worked. Their task was

sel cut in a document former
staff  recell, spezking. of
“ forces " 2t home and abroad

t. Reference books
alluded only to IRD’s
* special tasks” Im  last
vear's diplomatic list the
cover slill kep! up. IRD's job,
it says, is merely “ the compi-
lation of information reports
for HM missions abroad.”

Modelled on wartime psy-
chological warfare operalions,
IRD flourished in the 1850s.
The staff of the Soviet section
alone rose from 20 to maore
| than 60. Embassies had resi-
ident IRD men -under cover

to be fough

IRD’'s main targets
were in the Third
World — * hitting
buck at Russian
propaganda as hard
as we could’

who planted material on local
journalists and opinion
formers. This was controlled
. first {rom offices in Carlten
Heuse Terrace, and then, as it
expanded, from the 12-sterey
Riverwalk House, M11Ibank in
Lnndon .
A typical IRD o eratjon in
11: heyday would hive been,

for example, to study Eistern

block press reports of drun-
\'lkennm and produce an

article rubbing in just how |
|| rife -\aleoholism - was -under |
|\communism. Senior- officials

concede that past mlterlal-
was heavily “ slapted.” | *
The, CIA, whose worldwide
propag:ndl operations, radio
stations and front news agen-
cies have recently been exlen-
sively exposed, would call this

¢ tehall as *

~IRD’s

“grey™ propaganda. It s
basically factuz]l material ‘o
which * spin " could be added
at will.

The ethicz] objection which
is raised by IRD’s critics both
inside and outside Whitehall
is that the public does not
know what it is getting and so
cannot mzke allowances for
the “spin.” It differs thus
from straightforward propa-
ganda for the British point of

view which is plainly no bad -

thing.

IRD also encouraged book
pmducncn described in Whi-
* cross fertilisation.”
Robert Congquest, the schclar
and author, who has been fre-

uently critical of the Soviet
%mon was one of those who
worked for IRD.
the FO until 1956

After he .eft, he says, IRD
suggested to him that he
could combine some of the
data he had gathered from
Soviet ublications into a
book, He sold Bodley Head a
ready-made series of eight
called “ Soviet studies.” Bod.
ley Head says it published as
a normal commercial arrange-
ment selling 1,500 ies, a
third of the total to a2 US pub.
lisher Fred Prazeger. Praeger,
who had published a2 number
of books previously at the re.
quest of the CIA, also says

He was in

this was 2 normal cummemﬂ :

arrangement..

David’ I-"loyd. Communist

.affairs eorrespondent of the

Daily’ Telegraph, also recalls
writing a booklet on China at
request. This was
commissioned by IRD because
they wanted to distribute it to
diplomats, thev told him.,, .

IRD's ma'u targets were ln

the Third World — “hitting |

back at Russian propaganda
as hard as we could,” as
Mayhew puts it. It also set out
to “be of use to” British
media and opinion formers. As
well as supplying material to
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)ffice’s covert propaganda operation

nt that never was

]

The Millbank pffice of ithe de; artment—and some of its products

*he BBC World Servics. secret
lists  were compiled of
approved  journalists  and
trade unienists to whom mat
erial was offered if not always
accepted. More often IRD
simply offered quite
straightforward research help.
Recipients — often experts in
their own felds - could and
did judge its quality
By the time IRD was finally
. purged, one of its list cop-
<! tained 2 cross section of the
| General Counell of the TUC.
The journalists list centained
about 100 names.
“Those we have traced in-
clude two Labour journalist
MPs, Roderick MacFarouhar
and Colin Jackson. There
were three writers connected

IRD was told to stop
concentrating so
heavily on com-
munism and promote
other British interests

with the Financlal Times;
five frem the Times; two
frem the Observer; five from
the Sunday Times: five from
the: Telegraph: six from the
- Ecamomist ;
-Daily Mail ; two from the Mir-
ror;. one frocm the Sunday
Mirrer; and .one from the
Express. 4 o e s
Guardian jourzalists on the
lists ; included -Hella Pick,
Michzel Simmons, lan Wright
.and Victor Zorza. :
| -Other jourpalists were in-
Aformally blacklisted as politi-
I cally

became pnhllcﬂly embarrass-

IRD were made' discrestly:
one distinguished liberal jour-

one . from. - the -

undesirable - or bad -
assistance withdrawn if they-

Ying. . .
-British  {ntroductions to

nalist recalls hcw he was
tzken tv lunch at a London

club by his retiring predeces..

sor jn the newspaper who
passed him on to his IRD con-
tact. All journalists were told
as little as possible about the
Departi:ent. Material was
sent lo their homes under
plain cover. Correspondence
marked " personal' carries
no departmental  identif-
cation or reference.

They were told documents
were  “prepared in  the
FCO primarily for members of
the diplomatic service, but we
are allowed to give them on a

personal basis to a few people

outside the service who might -

find them of interest .. . they
are not statemrents of official
policy and should not be attri.
huted to HMG, nor should
the titles themselves be
quoted in discussion or in
print. The papers should not
he shown to anyone else and
they sl e _ !
when no longer needed.”
Eventusally IRD's star began
to wane. It was cut down in
1964 and. 2again in 1968,

former employees say. In 1970 -

under the then- PUS, Sir
Denis  Greemhill, . it was
“slashed ” according to
several governmeni sourees.
Around - this tme was

should - be _;:_lestroyed_ |

1old to stop eoncentrating so .

heavlly om communism and

promcte other British inler
- esis. It set up 8 eounter sub.--

version unit te deal with the
IRA. It was slso encouraged
to mcderate its briefing mat-
erial. T

1

It pub]ishe& a loose leaf

manual, ~ The IJRA—Aims,
Policy, ' Taetics, delivered
amoang others toTan Hamilton

. at the Institute for the Study

of Conflict. It included intelli-
gence material and deserip-
tions ¢f .IRA front
organisations {n Ireland, the
US and Britain. The aggres.
sive cold war stance, however,
was stil unpopular with the

- " helpful political aftitudes” ||
-in. the mere influertial Third | |

FO. There was a netural dis-
tasie for an “ outsider™ de.
pariment znd the staff of IRD
weie rerarded as at least old-
fashioned. -

Publications included, for
example, lists of Communist
front organisations such as
the forthcoming world vouth
festival in Havama and book-
lets on African, Asian and
Russian affairs, as well 2s a
cvelostyled Background
Briefing at regular intervals.

By 1976 IRD was no longer
secure in its covert tasks. Sir
tlichael Palliser, the new PUS
and a “reforming bureau-
crat” as one colleague des-

cribes him, ordered a hard’
lovk to be taken at it. Sir
Colin Crowe, former High

Commissioner in Canada was
brought out of retirement to
investigate, It was as a result
of his report 'that Labour
Ministers became aware of
IRD's approved list of British
contacts. They — from their
own political standpoint —
were alarmed, according o
several Government sources.
with the .political complexicn
of a2 handful of them includ-
Ing Mr Brian Crozier, director
of the Institute for the Study
of Conflict. There were in-
terchanges with the head of
IRD. Mr Ray Whitney, cur-
rently shortlisted for the Tory
seat of High Wycombe. The
list was pruned by Tonv Cros-
land. Mr Crozier, asked about
this episode, refuses to dis
cuss it with us. “1 regard the
Cuardian as a2 hostile news
paper,” he says.

A second internzl inspec-
tion' of IRD followed. Owen
was apprised of the situation
when' he took office and auth-
orised the dishandment of
IRD in May '77..

The Think Tank inspectors
have reported FO information
departments were being re-
orzanised. In fact 20 or 30
IRD-staff were retired, made
redundant or transferred to
the research department pro-
per. Almost £1 million was
then being spent by the FO
on “unattributable” propa-
ganda. The Think Tank was
scathing about the valye of
infermation work in general i
but.-said unattributable mat |
erial had 2 role in_creating |

]

World “C—O'I._ln'(ﬁ'gh_s_:_h _
" Gevernment.:* propiganda
has not ' ed.. A new de-

- partment, 2 Overseas - Inform-
ation:” Department has.” been

set up Inside tha FO proper,
much smaller and with &
tauch wider brief. Senior Gov-

" ernment figures emphasise bo

domestic propagandising as
such goes on since Owen's
arrival. It {s also reliably re-
perled in Whitehall- _that
Owen is even considering dec-

- lassifying these. background

briefs and making them avail-
able to press and public over
the counder, This would be an
extraordinary departure : IRD
itself died as it lived ‘for 30
years, a secret kept from the
British publie. -



