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You may remember that you and I corresponded -
with copies to Margaret and Geoffrey - earller in
the year about the BBC lecture series on economics
Ly Galbhralth. I think we all agreed that the BEC
had - in the light of Galbraith's open suppert for
the social contract, incomes policies, Wilsocon, etc -
Initiated what might in effect be or at least include
a very partlisan presentation, T think that you were
contemplating writing to the BEC to warn them that
they ought to reconsider their alleged lembawes Naa —
particularly in the light of Galbraith's cpen support
for the Government's policies in articles and letters
tec our presg - or at least allow equivalent time to
somecne who would teke a very differentjyoint of view.

It may be that you have already spoken to the
BEC. ‘

Perhaps 1t may be useful 1f I pass on the little
extra information that I now have.

The BBC £till =eem to be going ahead. 1 made
a very gentle and noncommittal enquiry angd was told
that the serles would not start for several months -~
(sn-thera is still time for them to reconsider or to
fit in with our regueste. my NEYC , ALY m:-rfy

In the meanwhile you may have been aware that
Milton Friedman - at the invitation of the IEA -
gave a lecture on the Economics of Galbraith to a
falrly crowded audience at St John's, Smith Sguare,
at the end ¢f last month, The BBC had a recording
van present and they have therefore some critical
material, since Friedman - while chivalrous,
Impeccably courteouws and personally friendly about
Galbralth, wae devastating in his analysis of the

M
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But even if Friedman's entire lecture were
broadeast it could not conceivably offset the tone
of veice and pogsibly the implications in the proposed
thirteen Galbraith lectures,

I therefore still hope that you will consider i
atking the BBC to call off the whole series asfby far j
too polemical a figure: or to give precisely Egual

time and prominence t0o a series of parallel lectures

by scmeone acceptable to us: or, at the very least

- and you may think that thiz may not be encugh -

to allow immediately after each Galbraith talk a

suitable amount of time by some persocn approved by us

te comment on what Galbraith had said.

Galbralth 1s soclalist, interventiconist, anti-
enterprise, and totally indifferent to the realities
of life. He 1s not respected by econcmists but he
is a facile journalist sort of a writer with a huge
lay following whe believe the rubbish he propagates
-~ and he could 4o the country and us as a party immense
damage if he is given the pedestal which the EBEBC proposes.

At the risk of going on tco long I now turn to
the question of possible protagonists.

I am not an expert on TV quality. I assume,
50 as not to underestimate the danger, that Galbraith
ig geood. I am tcld that he was demclished by Enoch
in a televised Oxford Union debate some years ago -
but that won't help us now. There are very few people,
1f any, who have the ideal combination of

(a) fame - Galbraith is damnably well known
to a large potentially fInting section of
the population:

() maowesy articulate - Galbraith is a
powerful colner of phrases - "the affluent
soclety™: ‘'"private affluence and public
squalopr": "the technostructure®:

{c} deeply informed in economi¢s and in industry,
with precise examples and anecdotes at command -
in order to be able to rebut Galbraith's
highly selective abuse cf econocmlcs and
misuse of s0-called industrial evidence:

(d) rcbust and yet warm enough in character to
make a powerfully destructive case without
appearing at all inhuman:

and

{e} preferably witty and pungent.
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_ You will agree that it is a tall order!
I am copying this letter of course toMirgaret

and to Gecffrey. You and they - if you and
they are with me so far! - will have your own
1deas, I - as a non-TV expert - have two
1deas.

My first cholce would be Frank McFadzean -
ex civil servant, Visiting Professor at Strathclyde
University, ex-Chalrman of SHELL, now Chairman of
BRITISH AIRWAYS. I know nothing about his capacity
con TV but I can wvouch that he 1s 1deal under every
other head.

The second is more exctic - Professor P X
auer - ex-Hungarian, still with an accent: eal,
apart from that, uwnder every other head. I am told
that he had a television triumph on some very contro-
verzial subject like foreign aild and I know that he
was snowed under by letters of agreement from the
public,

The other academics who would take our point of
view do not seem to me to have the colour and vitality
needed, and few of the industrialists have the moral,
philosophlec and eccnomic depth and seif-confidence
that McFadzean has at command. (i}(

Finally, I have one piece of what I think yom
will agree 1s good news «~ whatever happens.
Some years ago McFadzean, in his Visiting Professor
capacity, gave a serles of four lectures on Galbraith
to the students cof Strathclyde. They were annihilating.
i read them at the time -~ and treasured them. When
I heard cof the Galbraith danger I wrote to Frank and
teld him that it was his public duty to bring the
lectures up to date so that they could be republished
to c¢olnclde with Galbraith's series if it came off.
He, managing Loth SHELL and BRITISH AIRWAYS in tandem!,
naturally refused. But - great character that he
iz, he recognised the danger of a rampant Galbraith
philosophy, and changed his mind. Despite his huge

tasks,; he h totally rewrit I have
the manuscrfpt. e proposes to add a furtﬁer,ﬁg&

pages to cover one aspect that he has so far ignored

= and there will therefore be available for publication
- by the Centre for Folicy Studies - a first-class
roughly 20,000 word bocklat at the time that seems

most apt.
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But, welcome though this is and deeply
grateful as I am to Frank, it will not on its own
offset the harm that could emerge to country and
party.

I am sending a copy of this not only to
Margaret and Geoffrey as above but also to
Peter Thorneyeroft, Angus Maude and Chris Patten
so that each of them may be informed.  The
McFadzean booklet is still confidential though of
courge 1f either you or Margaret or Geoffrey do
happen to see him I am sure that a weord of
appreciation for the really public spirited exira
af fort he has undertaken would be much appreciated.



