No/naw/rp 17th Mareh, 1081,

Sir Horace Cutler, C.B.E .y

Loader of the (ircaler Londen Coureil,
The Cownty Hall,
~ -adon, SE1 7FD.
S

Dear Sir lorsce,
Thank you for your lstter of 12ih Yarch im reply Lo mine of 10th Harche

{1) Moy I ask on what you base your eomewhet arrogant assertion that I am in
& ninority?

(2) Even if thet were true {whieh I do not accept for ome minute), dsed that
infer ihat you held the view that mknorities have no righta?

(8) ¥ow can you prelomd not to Le invelved when, as 1 pointed out, you hegan
all tlhe fuss way bacl in Oetober last year?

(4) I did not make any "asswpptions” about the Arts Commitiec's motivass They
were opanly disclosed te the presss In any ecase, if the “pegring" of the
£680,000 amnual grant to the National Theatire was not done as a punishment
for "The Remezs in Pritain', what was it dene for; whem other arta grants
like those to the Festival Ballet and Londen orchestras were increased?

(5) 1 m think there is nething wreang with ehoosing what met to support,
don't you think it would be more homest to change the mame frow "Noiional”
to "Conssrvaiive" Theatre?

(8) The Netiomal Theatro®s menagement will certainly find it diffieunlt not o
be inhibited by the GeL«C+'s action in the future, Incidentally it is ¥
nonsense for you to pretead that you mever at eny time threatened to with-
drow the National Theatre's grante In the lelegram you semt to Sir Peter
Hlall you gaid "I have no doubt that the G.L.C. will be reconsidering its
position vis o vie the Netional Theetre at an early date"s That was guoted
verbatim in the October 17th edition of the "Evening News". What is the
meaning of that, if it is rot a threat to its grant, especially sinee you
were then gquoted a8 saying "I am not prepared to see rates and taxes spent
to support playe which in my view have no artistic merit"? That, Sir
dorace, is censorship — something the Tory party purports publiely to
deplore.

(7) Your argument about calling on the National Theatre management to exercise
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