Letter from Lord Neill to Tim Collins MP, dated 26 October 2000 

Tim Collins MP 
The Conservative Party 
32 Smith Square 
Westminster 
London SW1P 3HH 

26 October 2000 

Your undated letter addressed to me at the House of Lords reached me yesterday morning. 

I entirely agree with your observation that it is essential that the evidence given to this Committee should be completely accurate. It does not, however, follow that, whenever it is subsequently alleged that evidence given to this Committee fell short of complete accuracy, the Committee should embark upon an investigation into the matter. Furthermore, as you know, when the Committee was established, the then Prime Minister (the Rt Hon John Major MP) decreed that the Committee should not investigate specific allegations against an individual. 

In this particular instance the controversy is already in the public domain. My Committee published Ms McDonagh’s evidence on October 1998. You tell me that a week ago a Labour Party spokesman published what he said would have been a more accurate statement by her. No doubt this was issued with her consent. 

Lord Neill of Bladen QC 

Letter from Tim Collins MP to Lord Neill 

As from Tim Collins MP 

Dear Lord Neill 

As you may be aware, a serious inconsistency has arisen between evidence given to your Committee on Standards in Public Life and statements made by the Labour Party over the previous few days. 

In 1998 Ms Margaret McDonagh, the Labour Party’s General Secretary, told your committee that Mr Blair’s office had been funded by anonymous donations to a blind trust and that no cash came form the Labour Party’s general funds. The words she employed could not have been more unequivocal. She said ‘the Leader’s Office has never been funded by the Labour Party ever in our history’ (Oral Evidence to the Neill Committee, 13 May 1998). 

In today’s Financial Times, a spokesman for the Labour Party is quoted as saying that it would have been ‘more accurate if Ms McDonagh had said the office had never been ‘wholly’ funded by the Party’ (Financial Times 19 October 2000, pg 3). 

Ms McDonagh’s version of events also seems to be seriously at variance with entries made in the House of Commons Register of Members Interests by the Prime Minister. 

You will readily appreciate that it is essential that evidence given to your Committee should be unimpeachably accurate. Given that a member of your committee, Lord Goodhart, has today expressed his concern over these inconsistencies (BBC Radio 4 Today Programme), I would be grateful to know what steps you and your Committee now intend to take to establish whether or not you were misled on this important point. 

Tim Collins MP 

