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Argyll estates for

the past eight years, is

MAJOR IAN MacLENNAN, chamberlain of the

resigning. He said yesterday: “ I have given the

duke my resignation verbally.

leaving before the spring.”

Speaking from his home at
Carloonan House, near
Inveraray Castle, Major
MacLennan added: “ There
is no trouble between the
Duke of Argyll and myself.

“1 am leaving because I am
approaching 60 and feel the job
becoming a bit too much for me.

“I have had g farm on Tiree
for several years. with some-
body looking after it for me.
Now I want to live and work
there.”

Major MacLennan said that
he will put his resignation in
writing perhaps later this
month. He joined the Argyll

| estates staff In 1949. He is
married with a 10-year-old
daughter.

His 300-acre farm on Tiree is
mainly for raising hill cattle
and sheep. He is well known
there for he was the Argyll

factor on the island before
moving to Inveraray to take
charge of the entire 87,000

acres of the estate.

Still friends

\LTHOUG H Baron and
<4\ Baroness Thyssen are now in
the final stages of their divorce

I don't expect I'll be
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roceedings, they have decided
or the sake of their children to
spend Christmas Day together.

The baroness—32-year-old
daughter of Rear Admiral Keith
Campbel-Walter, of Achnasaul,
near Oban—is now living at St.
Moritz with their two children,
Francesca, six, and Lorne, 17
months.

She says: “Divorce f{s
inevitable, but we are both
making a genuine effort to reach
a happy settlement—and remain
friends.

“It is especlally important at
the moment, for neither of our
children knows what is
happening.

“The baron canno! get here
until the day itself, but he will
be flying in then—like Santa
Claus.”

When the dlvorce proceedings
are over, probably early in the
new year, the baroness intends

BARONESS THYSSEN
Christmas reunion

to lead a quiet life. She says:
“The children both need me—-
the little girl perhaps more.”

Baron Thyssen, 43, millionaire
German industrialist, married
Fiona Campbell-Walter as his
third wife in 1956.

A royal card

'TH;S year the Queen Mother
will be sending out two types
cf Christmas card to personal
friends.

One is from a painting by
Mr. Lionel Hamilton-Renwick,
an artist who has painted horses
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belonging to the Queen and the
Princess Royal. It is an oil
called” *“ Thoroughbreds,” show-
ing two mares and two foaés.

It was one of four submitted
to her by the Dundee firm of
printers who have been supply-
ing Christmas cards to the
Royal Family for more than 38
years.

Homecoming

]’ ORD AVON, 67, who is stay-
4 ing with Lord Astor of
Hever in the South of France,
is returning - to Britain this
week., .

“ Actually this short Riviera
visit,” he says, “is in the nature
of a brief holiday after having
finished the final volume of my
memoirs.”

Lord Avon says his health
is “fair” after his recent severe
atteck of fever

“We are golng to Barbados
in a few weeks, probably to
spend the winter there,” he
5ays.

Lady Mary's job

HE Duke of Norfolk's 24-year-

old daughter, Lady Mary
Fitzalan-Howard, has started a
home for deprived children on
the Arundel estate of her
wealthy parents.

Lady Mary, who recently
became an additional lady-in-
waiting to Princess Alexandra,
says: “I spend quite a lot of my
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time with the children, who live
in a family group. I shall not
let my new job interfere with
my work there.”

The home, called Offham
House, takes children who are
in_the care of local authorities,

Her mouner, the liucness of
Norfolk, said: *“There are
about 10 children at the home
wnich is one of the farming
houses. The whole thing was
Mary's idea, but a m=icu 6 8
most of the looking after of the
children.”

Susan's secret

1‘. ISS SUSAN DOUGLAS,

25-year-old daughter of Lord
and Lady Cecil Douglas, has
beccme secretly engaged to a
young Ge'man banker.

But neither her family nor
Susan would reveal her fiancé's
name.

“He has asked me to marry
him—2and I have s2id Yes. But
the-e will be no anncuncement
until 2t least the middle of
next year,” she said.

“He left London four months
ago for Paris to perfect his
French. He is the same age as
I am and his father is a banker
in.Cologne. We met in London a
year ago.”

Asked about rumours that her
mother disapproves of the
match, because of her fiancé’s
nationality, Miss Douglas said:
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“ Nonsense. Both our parents
have met. They get on
femously.”
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DUKE

HE Duke of Argyll

was attacked in
court yesterday for
attempting to make
money out of the
publication of a con-
fidential doctor’s
report on his ex-wife,
Margaret, Duchess of

Argyll.

“How any man with
any decent feelings
could consent to the
publication of such a
thing to the world for
his own pecuniary gain,
passes comprehension,”
Sir Andrew Clark, Q.C,,
said.

The medical report, he said,
was part of the third instal-
ment of the Duke's life story
(he is 61) due to be published in
“ The People ” tomorrow.

WORST

It purported to be a verbatim
report on the physical health
and condition of the Duchess
during the early days of their
marriage,

“ Anything more confidential
than a doctor's report on his
patient—which can only be
given with the patient's consent
and then only to the husband—
is difficult to imagine,” said Sir
Andrew.

Because of that, he said, the
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Duchess, who is 50, was seeking
an indjunction against her
ex-husband, and the editor and
publisher of the paper, to stop
publication of the article

Sir Andrew showed the
judge a rough proof of the
article and asked him to read
it to himself. Certain parts
could not be read in open court,
he said.

He added that the article—
the third of six planned for
publication—was “by far the
worst and most objectionable.”

The injunction, he said, was
to prevent publication of any
breaches of marital confidence,
of evidence given at the Duke's
divorce proceedings in Edin-
burgh, of certain other court
cases, or anything defamatory
of the Duchess.

Then he referred to:

. The Timpson action — In

which the Duke's first wife
and their son began an action
against Margaret, Duchess of
Argyll,

On condition that the matter
would not be mentioned again,
said Sir Andrew, the Duchess
submitted to an injunction
granted in Chambers.

The Duke clalmed he had

promised only to “use his best
endeavours” not to reveal what

happened then, said Sir
Andrew.
TIMPSON CASE

“1 need hardly say it does
not require much endeavour to
prevent himself from repeating
it,” he said.

. The committal proceedings

—when in November, 1959,
Mrs. Timpson alleged a breach
by the Duchess of an under-
taking given in the Timpson
case.

Mr. Justice Paul] heard that
action in private, and no com-
mittal order was made, He gave
an express direction that noth-
ing was to he said in public
about the matter.

Sir Andrew said the Duke
was not a party to those
proceedings, but anything he
knew about them must have
been learned from someone
who was.

He should clearly not be
allowed to make allegations
about those proceedings which
the Duchess could not answer
without being in contempt of
court.

The divorce case, when the
Duke was granted a decree
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appear

because of his wife’s adultery,
after a hearing in Edinburgh.

She could not object, said
Sir Andrew, to publication of
anything in the judgment of
Lord Wheatley, given in open
court, but she could object to
other matters, publication of
which was not allowed by law.

DEFAMATORY

The Whigam libel action,

in which the Duchess
agreed, a few weeks ago, to pay
£25,000 damages to her step-
mother for libel, while Mrs,
Jane Whigam withdrew other
allegations.

There were undertakings
then, Sir Andrew said, that no
party to the suit would ever
make statements about it to
anyone.

The Duke was not a party,
but again, anything he knew
about it must have come from
someone who was, and he
should not be allowed to dis-
close it.

All of the articles, he said,
were “simply riddled” with
statements defamatory of Mar-
garet, Duchess of Argyll

The hearing was adjourned
until Monday. The defendants ,
undertook not to publish on
Sunday anything other than
the fifth article in the series,
in the form In which It
appeared on the evidence.

This means that the third
article, scheduled for publica-
tion on Sunday, will NOT




