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became, the servant of a country that she was proud to serve and, as she said, would
never knowingly hann.

Nevertheless, the course of her career after 1948 was profoundly affected by her
experiences in the irmnediate post-war years. As a member ofthe Allied Commission
for Austria in 1946-8, she engaged in the search for scientists and technicians who had
served under the Nazi regime, with the purpose of learning what their work had been
and, if possible, preventing their disappearance eastwards into Russia. SubsequenLly,
in her first years in the Foreign Office, she witnessed the disappearance behind the Iron
Curtain oflarge numbers of Czechs and Poles, in a tide that could not be stemmed. Il was
in these years that she acquired her abhorrence of totalitarian regimes and admiration
for those who lived under them, unwillingly hut wilhout sacrificing their own valucs.
They represented 'invincible humanity', and she longed to know such people at first
hand. Much later, when looking back over a considerable passage of time on her carcer
in the SIS,she spoke of her postings in Africa as the most fascinating in her career, and
it was through these that she first became widely known. She served in the Congo in
1959-61, during the last year of Belgian rule, the Declaration of Independence, and L111'

descent ofthe new Republic into civil war. Although she now had many African fricnds,
this was for Daphne a time of great personal danger. Later, she served in Zambia,
formerly Northern Rhodesia, at the time of the Unilateral Declaration ofIndependl'lll'l'
in what had formerly been Southern Rhodesia. But as a very young diplomat she 10Ilg"1i
to serve, not in Africa, but in Moscow.

She ohtained this coveted posting in 1954, having prepared for it by an intensiVl' ('<1111"
in Russian in Cambridge. She left Moscow two years later with a heightened S('IIS,'01 I II,
evil of the communist regime. Since, however, she was now a Russian speakcl', sll<' 11.101
been able to travel outside Moscow and its environs on train journeys lastillg ill~"I",
cases eleven or twelve days, and in this way to meet people who were less all,', I, 01I
that regime than were those at the centre; on such journeys, moreover, Sill\,111.111
much less common than at the centre. Later, she recalled among III a 11\ "Iii' I', I
she talked on these journeys 'a particularly delightful beekeeper fl'OllIIi" I
would not have neglected to tell him that the native name ofthl' pl:II' II II
rented the land for her fann in Tanganyika meant 'the place of' hl'l- -

Some fifteen years later, as consul-general in Hanoi, where the consulate had only
one other person, and was, indeed not officially recognised by North Vietnam, she
was handicapped by the refusal of the communist regime to allow her to learn the
Vietnamese language or to travel more than small distances. She took to daily walks,
on which she saw much but even so found it difficult to make any personal contact
with those living under the exceptionally harsh regime. It was mainly the political
contacts ofLhis posting that made it seem easy to put up with a rat-infested house
and other inconveniences. 'There had been an extermination programme', she later
recalled, 'but the rats didn't know about it'. But not even Hanoi shook her belief in
'invincible humanity'. When, in 1978, at her own suggestion, Daphne described to me,
in my capacity as Vice-Principal of Somerville, a little of her work for the SIS, before
a decision was reached whether or not she should be a candidate in our forthcoming
election of a new Principal, she described a focus of interest on those living
unwillingly under totalitarian regimes of the kind that I have tried to describe today.

The existence of the SISwas not publicly acknowledged by the government until the
mid-1990s, by which time Daphne had retired from the Service and, indeed, from her
principalship of Somerville: she was now enjoying a new career as a life peer. It was, of
course, widely known long before this date that she had been a member of the Service,
which was itself already widely known to exist. Nevertheless, the Panorama programme
on the Service, in 1994, in which she took a major part at the request of the Secretary
of State, meant for her a loss of official anonymity that she found at first very strange.
She felt, she said, as though she had lost a skin. But subsequently, her reticence about
her actual work was as strong as ever. Indeed, in conversation she sometimes seemed to
think that the Panorama programme itself could be spirited away. Her extreme reticence
was adopted out of consideration for those who might be harmed hy any other course
of action. For the same reason, she never wrote her autobiography, much though she
would like to have done so, and she was contemptuous of others in similar positions
who succumbed to this temptation. We can be sure that the anecdotes that over so many
years delighted the audiences that heard them, and indeed proved capable of delighting
the same audiences several times over, contained nothing relating to security that was
not already known.
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