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                                              PETITION PE1312 
To 
Fergus D. Cochrane, Clerk to the Public Petitions Committee, TG.01, The 
Scottish Parliament, Edinburgh, EH99 1SP  
 
                                               RESPONSE 
Dear Sir, 
I acknowledge receipt of your email with two attachment’s sent 19th March 
2010, and having noted the terms of all within that correspondence, I thank 
you. 
 
With respect, in regards to Minister for and Communities, Alex Neil’s letter 
of 18th March 2010 addressed to The Rt Hon Bob Ainsworth, Secretary of 
State for Defence, I feel that I should point out that when Jim Devine, MP 
upon my behalf wrote to the then Secretary of State for Defence, Des 
Browne, on the 23rd October 2007 ((reference: JD/MMcK/LEIT01003) 
regarding HMS CONCORD and its eligibility for the ‘Yangtze 1949’ clasp 
to the (NGSM) that correspondence was passed on to the Defence Minister 
of State for Armed Forces, who at that time was Mr Bob Ainsworth. 
 
Thereafter, Mr Ainsworth, in his reply dated 18th November 2007 
(reference: D/Min(AF)/BA MC05786/2007) within the penultimate 
paragraph of his letter, states; “By the time HMS AMETHYST reached 
HMS CONCORD’s position at the mouth of the river Yangtze on the 
morning of 31 July 1949, she had succeeded  in making her escape. As the 
copy of HMS CONCORD’s log provided by Mr Leitch indicates, HMS 
CONCORDS’s people had been ‘closed up’ at Action Stations between o420 
and 0715. For all intents and purposes, however, and as the log itself 
indicates, during that period neither ship was subject to enemy attention 
that might have merited recognition by a medal. Those responsible for 
establishing the ships and ships and personnel that should qualify for a clasp 
would have been aware of this and it is clear that there were no grounds to 
consider including HMS CONCORD in the list of ships and personnel 
eligible for the 1949 clasp that was published in November 1949.” 
 
By the terms within that paragraph, Mr Ainsworth, establishes one fact 
only, and that is, ‘that he is a foreigner to the truth’ and as such perhaps he 
can be called as a witness to depone to the terms within that paragraph of 
his correspondence.  
                                   Yours Sincerely, 
                                   William Leitch. 


