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The Catﬁolic"Churcﬁ

ad t‘o"ﬁnci

a way of defraying thé®enormous

, -cost of the Popg’

s visit to Britain:

i one man filled thegrole. ..

» the ‘mdn

v

he feemlg now is that the
@hurch in Ireland wag gtaken®
advantage of during the papdl visit
i 1979. The visig cost them
*twecn £3m and £4m, but it was
the memorabilia traders = who,
benefited. The Church got noth-
ing back. Mark McCormack, atil

. international agent and lawyer,;

has been retained by the,Roman
tholic Church in Britain to see
at it does not happen again, The
pe’s five-day visit to England,
otland and Wales in Ma¥% 1982

Il cost upwards of £12m — “‘but
hope to get at least £6m of that
ick for them”’, says McCormack.

y It is all very ‘‘challenging”, to
e one of McCormack’s favoured
ynrds. (Others are ‘“‘monies”,
tdefray”, o “intelligent diversifi-
cation”’, d “What’s in it for
us?”) It is a chance to brifig order

« 40 a great many disparate com-

mercial ventures — the spin-off
It includes china, glassware,
Books, magazines, video products,
copters, Popemobiles, tee-
ts, even balloons — and to
the pirates at bay.

e only real way to keep the

K‘i{ates out, as Is@bserved
McCormack in the urse* ou
to see

afficially endorsed products
good — be%, in fact, than
anyone else’" ‘‘That’s”, said
¢Cormack, “‘what 1 am trying
10 ensure.”

"The appointment of Mc ack
.apd his International Mana ent
oup to handle*he merchandi-

sing ‘aspects of 8$ke papal visit
(has, understanda®ly, brought the

Church a good deal of criticism, -

most predictably from the quality
'ress who have always considered
MG be a ty brassy %anﬁ
ormack pretty raffis

character. This, perhaps, is less

1@~ n fair. s
‘What it ameunts to is;if the
““wurch feel has to find' some
1y of defraying the enormous
t of the visit, then they may as

‘I go to the best people there

"‘i

obably made the right
i ice when' he picked up the
t. 'aphone and called M¢cCormack.

“‘My maternal grandmother was
'"ish,” says McCormack. The
‘rishness is interesting. One can
cee it in his face to which it lends
a certain attractive raffishness to
imatch the raffishness < of  his
reputation. But does he have any
particular interest in  Roman
Catholicism?

“Well, I was actually baptised
into the Roman Catholic Church,”
he says,““but I don’t go very much
now: I was married i1n the
Episcopalian Church and I attend
that occasionally, but I'm not
what you would call a religious
man. I have some kind of a belief
in a supreme being, but that’s as
far as it goes. I’'m a deist, if that’s

Fhe Pop

~a major

e’s visit:
who,

B

_ akeep the
.pirates atrbay

the right -wWbrd. I’'m really more
concerned with the here and 'now.
But that dYesn’t mean that I don’t
occasipnal ygfind time to stand
i’nd\stare.” i
# There. seemed Mery ittle time
for  standingfand “Starifig durin
the ‘long, tiring day 1 spent wit
McCormack. It began at 7.15 am in
dogan‘.gquare, London, around
20

ich MeGormack, a bulky, geack-
suited ffgure was huffing and
uffing for all he was h: he
has ' all “the normal. American

.cqrﬁo_‘ratio‘n man’s ‘preoccupation
with physical fitness except that

with ' McCormack, since a brain

haemonphage eight years ago, it
has bec@pfie a pagitive obsession,
W McCormack Waved, but he did

‘not actually stop. He never does.
‘““See you in ‘a minute,” he called
out. I turned into a smart but
impersonal mews house to be
greeted by his London PA, Sarah
Wooldridge, wife of Ian Woold-
ridge, 'lh&zj Daily - Mail sportsy
writer, and one of McCormack
media clients. (He ‘it was who
made the film about McCormack,
Special Agent, forg¥ orkshire TV in
197 arah makes coffee and we
chat," She is, apparently, quite
used to getting up at 5 am while
her boss is in London.

At 7.30 am there are heavy,
pounding footstepsy on  the stairs
and a cry of “Sarah!” The man is
with us, or about to be, a large,
looming presence. A friendly
enough smile, a suggestion of
shyness, a warm greeting,
Blond hai owing very grey at
the front; a bit of a facjal twitch.
He has already made what he calls
a ‘“‘bunch” of pHhone calls to
Australia, Japan and goodness
this morning. It

knows where

is all *yco and mdictable

that I'want to yawn out 18ud. '
McCormack sits opposite ﬁe in

the basement sitting roo nd
tells me again how much” he
enjoys his jogging (though he
only seems to do it when he is in
England) and how good it fe
wheh it iglpver. is ding
lalﬂyell eg ad s whic
he ibbles mystefous;

has background-briefi !
notes to hand, as though this were
ress conference instead
of a gentle irterview about his life
and times.

He tells me again how he got up
today at 4.45 am and how this is
slightly better than average, his
normai/ getting up time being
anything from 4.30 am till 6 am.
He gets up at this time, he says,
because he has to make phone
calls'all over the world, but I can’t
help feeling there is an element of
affectation in it. Certainly, asking
a journalist to come and see you
at 7.30 am is an affectation. I have
not been wup this early since
National Service. Sk,

He takes onlr short holidays:
“Three-day holidays taken 10
times a year is a lot more

will

L1

the

.

and Elizabeth Emanuel and Michael Par|

convenient than 30°days taken at a winces when I call him an oddball
stre;ﬁ’. He has just taken ong of . because he p*frs to be thought

the ree-day efforgs up north¥ of as a typi North American
and aged to squeeze in no fewer n — which, in
tha ur rounds of %olf on four he is. (In a perceptive
dif] courses. So far this year article on *ormack in the
he layed 25 rounds of golf.
He monitors everything in his
life, even the number of hours he
sleeps: 2,656% hours in 19 for
instance, fallingggto “a - more
acceptable level*{ 2,575% and
2,573's in 1977 and 1978 respect-
ively. Despite all this sleep, he
looks tired. Perhaps it is the
strain of adding it all up. (He also
nts the number of times his
foot hits the floor during his
exeggisess) sl aaf B

Mmmaﬁ @t«?ﬂn’d‘c?ﬂs
were golfers: Arnold Palmer, Jack
Nicklaus, Gary Player — not a bad
start. ““Well, I was hit by a car at
the age of six and suffered a : :
fractured skull and so couldn’t on the numerous aircraft landing
join in contact sports any more — cards he has to fill in, but says he
in America there is really only prefers to call f
one contact sport and that is ‘‘businessman”, What I really
football — so my father stgered meant by oddball, I explain, is that
me towards golf. 1 was an'only he is clearly an innovator, not a
child growing up in Chicago and T copier. McCormack agrees with
got a lot of attention, I suppose. this: “I'm always asking: Why has
My father was an extremely it always been done this way?
successful -publisher of farm Why haven’t we tried another
‘journals “and, . yes, ‘there was a way? Generally speaking, my
“good 'deal of expectation that I innovations have worked.
'should succeed in life.” ~we have done has been )

The Irish streak  has given successful and pretty good qual-
‘McCormack something - else, I ity. T e TR B
‘ think: a cefta‘in eccentricity, even “When T started to play golf I
an oddball quality.. He 'visibly was pretty good,'I even qualified

corporation
many ways,

September is
Queen, Peter York wrote that
McCormack understands corpor-
ate USA beca it is run by
people like hin*: “Ivy League,
trained in law a@nd business, but
not too North-Eastern or flashy:
the slightly dour: greyness of
industrial Clevelgnd, Ohio, was a
background plu int for hirr}.")

ent to private
hen to William

tween the ages of
20 and 23: “Law is a very. good
background for anything you
want to do in the USA?* He still
describes himself as “attorney”

e of Harpers &'

, then to Yale

himself simply

What
pretty

profile: Mark MCCormack, papal purveyor

Mark McCormack and some of his best-known merchandise: (left to ri ht) the Pope, Angela Rippon, David
nson

for the US Open. Soon. players
were coming around asking me to
take a look at their endorsements.

‘Hey, Mark, you’re a lawyer,’ that.

kind of thing. I was appalied at
the one-sidedness of the con-
tracts. It seemed to me that
somebody ought to be represent-
ing the golfers.”

cCormack: took it on himself
to do just that and he soon started
to make them rich. He also made
himself rich by taking for himself
up to 35 per cent of what he

‘earned for them. Today McCor-

mack is really an impresario of
sporting events, but he does not
like the term: “It suggests 80 per
cent puff and only 20 per cent
substance, whereas I like to think
of mxself as being the other way
round.” - ot

McCormack’s famous media
clients include: Michael Parkin-
son, Angela Rippon, Peter Allis
lan Wooldridge, Chris Schenkel
(US commentator), Hank Ket-
cham (Dennis the Menace car-
toonist), Barry Mason (songwrit-
er). “lI get on pretty well with
most of these people, but 1 can

also function perfectly well when

I dislike them. The only question
worth asking is : how good a job
can I do for them?”? '
What it amounts to is that very
few of his clients are close friends
(he is closer to Angela Rippon,
whom he has rhedpresented_ for 2%
years, than to Michael Parkinson

~whom he has had for 10) and that -

“including

most of his real friends all over
the world are not actually clients.
Sport is the core  of his
business, as he is happy to admit,
or rather ‘“sports-leisure’ as they
call it in business magazines. He
is anxious, however, to list people

- who are not sporty: Rippon and’

Parkinson, Wooldridge, Mason
the Royal dress designers, David
and Elizabeth Emanuel. But when
ou examine this non-sport list, it
1s actually pretty sporty: Angela
Rippon 1s keen on three-day
eventing and is writing a-book on
it with' Mark Phillips (one of
McCormack’s  biggest = coups);
Parkinson is really only good at
interviewing sportsmen (and old
film stars); ooldridge writes
mainly about sport.

How did he get Angela Rippon?
“We saw her on television and
contacted her. We guessed the
BBC would be paying her peanuts,
and they were. We have done a lot
for her and we’ll do more.” And
Parkinson? “The same thing, only

we have had him a lot longer.”

There is just the slightest sugges-
tion in his voice that thi%s are
not going too well with ‘Michael
Parkinson: this, despite the enor-
mous Australian deal McCormack
negotiated for him. McCormack
acknowledges that this is the case.
‘“Michael can be difficult,” he
says.

~ McCormack has the reputation
of being a poor delegator, living at
a fever pitch of personal involve-
ment with his company, reading
copies of every telex and inter-
office memo written or dictated
by 400
around the world. He denies that
this is the case, citing as evidence
that he doesn’t actually read the
telexes concerned with arrival and
departures of aircraft containing
bale-loads of film. But he obvi-
ously reads everything else.

It is now 8 am and a limousine
is at the door to transport
McCormack to Gray’s Inn Road
where he has an 8.30 am appoint-
ment with Rupert Murdoch. We

leave in good time because
punctuality, and the courtesy
involved, is very important to

McCormack who claims never to
have been late for anybody in his
life. Murdoch is one of the very
few fellow-tycoons to whom he
defers. Kerry Packer is another.
Of the two, one senses, he prefers
Packer who is a close chum. He
sounds a bit wary of Murdoch.

What kind of a family has he
left behind in Cleveland, Ohio?
“Wife Nancy, two sons, the older
one at Law School, and a daughter
of 15 who wants to be a legitimate
actress.” Of course. McCormack
actually sees very little of his
‘family, except when he takes
them on holidai to Scotland for
the golf, which he has been doing
every year for 14 years.

We drop Sarah off at the IMG
headquarters in Queen Anne
Street where McCormack employs
100 people. He is proud o? tge
structure of his organization: the
client management is divided into
various departments: golf, tennis
gBjorn Borg among others),
inance, films, television (McCor-
mack owns and runs what he
claims to be: the world’s largest
sports-film company, Trans World
International).

In London he abides by the
principle: divide and rule. The
office is run jointly by a very
handsome ex-skier, Ian Todd, in
charge of the day-to-day arrange-
ments for the Fapal visit (ie
‘confesses himself surprised by
the ‘“‘worldliness’’ of the Roman
Catholic Church — hé means this
as a compliment) and an ex-lawyer
and accountant, John Webber,
who handles the television side
the management of
Parkinson and Rippon. Webber is
currently looking out for fresh
clients.

(touc

eople in his 14 offices'

In the car, McCormack sud-
denli displays a woeful and rather
ing ignorance of the where-
abouts of The Times building: his
chauffeur, formerly with Lew
Grade, gently reassures him: We
happen to be in London, but as far
as McCormack is concerned we
could could be in any city in the
world. A
He is a prime example of the
international businessman, a high-
priest of the mid-Atlantic: corpor-
ation cult, inhabiting one vast
international airport of the mind,
a paid-up member of the jet:set,
who spends so much time in the
air he has never experienced jet-
lag: it has sim’pl% never caught up
with him. If it’s Tuesday this must
be Tokyo: “I enjoy travelling,”” he
tells me rather defensively. 0
He claims to love the English
countryside but a%pears to visual-
ise it entirely in the form of golf-
courses: Sunningdale, Wentworth,
Gleneagles. He seems to  see
Britain as one enormous golfs
course, awaiting his dominance.
Which London newspapers does
he read? (I put this question later
in the morning back in  his
elef,am, almost sybaritic office):
“The Daily Telegraph (for the'
excellent sports coveraig),,- the
Daily Mail, the Daily Express,
though I am about to give that up
I read the International HMHerald
Tribune to keep up with America.
In New York, I read the Wall
Street Journal.” Favourite cities?
“London, Paris. I'm a bit of a
gourmet, I love good restaurants:
and good wine. I love the theatre,
too, but I hardly ever get time to
go, though DI've seen Cats and
enjoyed it.” ¢

Does, he plan to diversify his
client list? What about politicians?
“I wouldn’t touch them.” Pop
singers? “Not unless someone like
Paul McCartneg presented him-
self. That combination of talent
and stability would interest me

quite a lot.” Footballers? I
handle a lot of American football
stars, but no ‘British ones.

I
thought at one time of takin
George Best, but I think I’m weﬁ
out of that one. There are always
difficulties when a man is part of
a team. Our ideal profile is: an
individual sportsman in a world
sport with long-term earning
potential, ideally with no erratic
personal or financial affairs.”

What is the real excitment of
the management business? “Well,
there’s the real hut vicarious thrill
of one of my clients winning a bi
tournament,  That makes me fee
I’'m winning. Then there is the
imagination, the creativity if you
like, that comes out in the events
— like the ‘love doubles’ which
netted the Lloyds about 80,000
dollars for an exhibition match.”

McCormack is, basically, a
bland, conformist character with
just a little touch of the Irish
maverick to make him interesting.
The Pope job bores him, thoug
he wou])d never admit it in 1,000
years, because it is not world-wide
and it does not involve putting a
lot of different areas together. It
is-a straight forward merchandi-
sing operation. POl
" In spite of the conformity of his '
careful, impatient, clipped, logi- "
cal, legal speech, McCormack will.
suddenly betray a totally unexpec- .
ted intellectual interest, more
than justif inﬁ mf' description of
him as an “oddball.”” For instance,
he belieyes, that Francis Bacon

- wrote all Shakespeare’s plays and

believes he has recently stumbled
upon the hard evidence to support
it. IMG are already hard at work
on the commercial spin-offs of
this .momentous discovery, neéed-
less to say, As they say around
the office, after the Pyope, the:
world.

., Wilfred De’Ath |
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5 November 1981

Dear Mr du Boulay,

Thank you for your letter of 4 November.
Mr Peterson is away from the office but he
will see your letter immediately on his return
next Monday.

Yours sincerely,

B

(Miss J D Drever)

R W H du Boulay lsq.




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWIA 2AH

4 November 1981

Colin Peterson Esq
10 Downing Street
London SWI1

‘QJ Gk]“ (;fhﬂ‘

I don't know how far, if at all, you are in the picture about
developments on the Pope's visit. But now that planning is
starting up again, you and Bill Heseltine, to whom I am copying
this, may like to see the attached account of the Cardinal's
current ideas. I should explain that Sir Peter Hope has been
put in charge of a 'Protocol' sub-committee and has made contact
with my Department. It seems that therg will be another meeting
of the Cardinal's Committee before matters go tco far down this
road .= > A .
should be grateful for guidance on what line you would like me to
take over the Government's involvement in the new circumstances.

My own tentative view, for what it is worth, is that the first
arrival of the Pope in Britain is bound to be, and be treated as,
an historic oceasion, and could not be as low key as seems to be
now being considered. Nor do I much like the prospect of a
visit in which no calls are paid on the Head of State or Head of
Government . We must not be tco demanding. But nor must we
fall into the opposite error of seeming to boycott the visid.,
Some form of special meeting with both the Sovereign and the Prime
Minister still seems to me essential, though I daresay we can be
flexible about meals and so on, provided we are sure we know the
Pope's personal wishes and not those of his advisers.

Provided some form of personal contact with The Queen and Prime
Minister is assured, however brief, private and undemanding, we
need perhaps not cavil at the arrangements for the main reception
in London. But I am not happy at the prospect of a reception at
which special attention is given to all the groups described, but
not to the Government, who presumably would be lumped in with the
mob in the Throne Room. But that is a matter of detail.

St Joseph's Hospice is incidentally included because itiis the
special concern of the present Duchess of Norfolk.

We - though not the Cardinal's English Committee - need to bear
in mind that the first arrival in Scotland and Wales are also

/likely




likely to be major events, on which we will need to be in
touch with the Scottish and Welsh Offices. But that could be
followed up when the outline of the programme becomes clearer.

Or— QB—Q/\ f

C%;QA,
R W H du Boulay
Protocol & Conference Department

cc:

W Heseltine Esq CB CVOQO
Buckingham Palace
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Mr du Bou&ﬁgi//'\}' ;
VIRIT

THE POPL'S

4os Sir Peter Hope told me last night of Cardinal Hume's

own views, following his return from Rome where he and Cardinal Gray
had had a private audience with the rope, on the arrangements for

the Pope's Visit, The Cardinal intended to discuss them with

the Catholic Bishops of Bngland and Wales! (whose meeting at Archbishop's
House starts today), when they might well be modified, Then he would
have a further talk with Sir P. Hope, and there would be a meeting of
the Cardinal's main committee, of which you are a member, later this
month e

24 The Cardinal said that whereas the original plan took
the form rather of a tour of the provinces, he now thought that there
should be a greater emphasis on the national aspects -~ though this
was something that might not commend itself to the other Bishops

20 Thelpimeeting,

o He thought that the arrival should be very much in low
key. The local bishop should be there (the Bishop of Arundel and °
Brighton), Catholics from the neighbourhood, boy scouts, but definitely
no military. I commented that in that nature of the event, it seemed
ol bound to be more important than that, with the “rime Minister and
AT L hers there, (Amongst these "others" Gir P. Hope said would certainly
be the Lord Lieutenant - the widow of the last Duke of Norfolk,) = Ve
agreed that there would certainly be further discussion on this at
the meeting which you would be attending.

After arrival,-the-Rope would be taken straight by
hellcopter tacBt. Vincent's sguare, from where he would go to
vestminster Cathedral to celebrate Mass, The Cardinal's Reception
would follow immediately afterwards, The Cardinal was very much
against using any nlace other than Archbishop's House., Heriinad St
nind spreading the guests round five rooms, as follows: -

1 The Cardinal's Study, Ten representatives of the
Jews

Representatives of the other Christian churches, and
also of other religione, such as the m slems,

The Throne Room, which contains LOO, The. teiyviil
guests,

The Cardinal's "nepotism" (as the Cardinal himself
calls it), Guests selected by the Cardinal >
himgelf, primarily from the See of Vlestminster,

NS The Library, Pricsts and nunsfrom Yestminster,
I commented that this wo%ld not allow a suitable meeting place for
the Pope to receive the Yrime WMinister, Sir P, Hope said :that Rome
i.e. the Curia, not the Pope) were very doubtful whether the Pope
no doubt on their advice) would call on the Prime Minister at
10, Downing Street or accept an invitation to a Government Recéeption,
5 All this would rather rule out any lunch engagement that
). . r ) . . O
day with The (ueen, S8ir P, Hope said that a meeting with The (ueen
might be something for the second day (though that day was intended
for the 'vig_:it to_(J:xm;em.)ur*y')? In response to my enqguiry, Sir P, Hope
said that Rome (i,e. the uria) remained firmly against the Pope

/accepting




acceﬁting any invitation to a private lunch or dinner with The Queen
and ler Family; the Pope's own views were unknown, though Sir P. Hope
was firmly of the opinion that every argument should be used to urge
acceptance,

6 Other engagements in the London area were uncertain, though
they were very likely to include a visit to St. Joseph's Hospice

(for the terminally ill). The possibility of a big open air Mass in
Richmond Park was continuing to fade rapidly; it was more likely

that either Vembley Stadium or the Vhite City would be used, with a
massive attendance from the parishes. Though the numbers would be
limited, it was possible to meke them all-ticket affairs, with a greater
control over actual numbers, etc.

T So far the Cardinal's thoughts., But they were all still very
EIudd,
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10 DOWNING STREET
PRIME MINISTER

The Pope's Visit

The Speaker, unless you
see objeetion, wants to ask
Cardinal Hume if he could give a
small reception for the Pope during
the visit, A number of Catholic
MPs have been asking about this,

I rather doubt if the Pope
will accept; but see no problem

about making the offer,

Would you be content, please9

)

VD [//\p’”hm
Spoke to Sir Noel Short

accordingly. CQ/P.%QI

27 October,1981

T
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Department of the Environment Telephone 01-928 7999
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RD Govdon Esq Our cef

Visite Section LC J/@Q/"l]]
Protocol & Conference Depariment wa.a

Foreign & Commonwealth Office
LONDON Date

SW1A 2AH 273 0ctober 1981

Dear Mr Gordon

PAPAL, PRIVATE VISIT - 24 MAY -~ 4 JUNE 1982
ST JAMES CONFERENCE TRAINING & PRESS CENTRE

)i I refer to my letter of 5 October, also copied to Mr Phillips HO/F4 Divigion
and Mr Peterson No 10 Downing Street, I have heard nothing further from you since
that date, I heard a news report recently confirming that following Cardinal Hume's
vigit to the Vatican last weekend the Pope has confirmed his intention to visit the
United Kingdom during the dates above mentioned., I also now have several snquiries
for possible use of accommodation within 8t JCT&PC for about that time, It is now
most urgent that I have confirmation that there would be no objection on protocol ox
constitutional matters to St JCT&PC being made available to the Roman Catholic
Information Services for Press Centre purposes during the vigit on full repayment
terms.,

2. I am copying this letter to both Mr Phillips and Mr Peterson and would
appreciate comments from sll of you during the courge of the next 10 working days
so that I may seek formal approval from my Superiors to enter into discussions with
RCIS,

Yours sincerely

1Y =

D GILBERT-SUTTON ARICS
Px CJ/ u\.:s




With the compliments of
PROTOCOL AND CONFERENCE DEPARTMENT

FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH OFFICE
LONDON, SW1A 2AH



€8 6 M1 A A 5 i PR S

Note for file

1 Cardinal Hume came to my house yesterday

evening and I was able to have a private talk with
him.

2 He confirmed much -of what Cardinal Gray had

said to me a week. previoucsly. . He said .that the

terms ol the announcement which was made on Wednesday
and which appeared in Thursday's '"Timesg'' was
gatlsfaciory, The purpose .wae to reassure those who
were working on the preparations for the Pope's vigit.
He was uncertain whether the announcement mentioned
adates, The fact was the Vatican were being rather
etlicky ‘over thlsvaspeet.” Their protocol did not allo
the Pope to be committed to a particular date so long
in advance. Technically he was not even committed

to the visit. The announcement had therefore
L“?included,a phrase to the effect that this was subject
to confirmation by ‘bthe Vatican in due colirse. .

L, Cardinal Hume spoke briefly about  the ecumenical
front. He confirmed much of what Monegignor Purdy had
told me recently (and which I have reported-

" separately to Mr Gladstone)- It secems cledr that
the Pope 1is himsgelf keen on.the ecumenical movement;
that Cardinal Humeé is strongly in rfavour .of!it but
does not wish to antagonise any of the. parties involve
by ‘pushing to® havd er Goo faet, . .He seaid Lthat: the
Pope's Sermon.in Canterbury will besthe ‘eentre of
intereatoof “the ViS1Te Lo Chis: conbteit: and o tihe
utmost importance. . I understood that :the substance
of what he'will say is already under careful
congideration. Mgr Purdy told me that he did give
Cardinal Hume a memorandum on thie; Cardinal Hume
nae dopne likewise for the Pope. ' There is no-action
ror e dmatnlegiares norddo LE0 thi ale 4t wowld he
uge fUls bol say aniithine et Lambeth st this stage since
there is very little hard information we can properly
or usefully pass on, The omens appear to remain
good however. Apa

4., We spoke about briefing the Pope. Cardinal Hume
did not seem too worried about this but sald that

e did not{ think the Pope fully understood the .
complexXities of the ecclegiastical arrangements in Brital
For thatmatter ncr did he. It was difficult to expluin
to the Pope why the Anglican Church in Wales was
disestabliched and that the Episcopalian Church in
scotland, which was Anglican, represented only a Gy

/ minority

T I R R B T e R
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i:E|Echat the established Church there wae Presbyterian

Dy AE Tegarde the programme of the visit Cardinal-
~Hume said that two points had become clear during
hie talk with the Pope. These Were that he did not
J1l Ke: toliidilsewesiithe atternpt’ on his life, R G
Much the eame went for all aspects Of personal
securi tys, The second point was that the programme
had toc be modified and made less urdensome for him,,
but thils had to be done without saying what the reason
-was., PFather Magee had made this point expressly to
him-.and it would be his responsibllity to ensure that
-the programme was not unduly burdensome~on the Pope.

() The- broad pattern of the visit was i Joye Do ne me
a8 planned. The. visite to Canterbury and Buckingham
s Palace were sfixedwned nbs. b e e alrald thuat ‘preparat]
“for the viesit to Manchester had gone ahead btoo far” | 4.
and: Leo rasy:, He sald thut the Richmond Park Mass Wag
a pratical option if only because of the cost
This was a pity becauce the Pope 1liked this
"kind of occasion and handled it in his own particular
‘way. He was planning a large Mass in Yorkshire- or
CthelBastiMidlianads ke Pope may go briefly to
Manchester and Liverpool then across to the Fast for
the Mass.. Scotland would certainly remain in the
programme and also Wales. He Uhderstood thot the :
-Government side-would like him to 80 to No. 10 Downing
“Street., He was less-happy about this and hoped that ir¥.
“he" were to. invite the Prime Minister and perhaps the
leaders of the otier main political parfiles to' his
reception at the Archbishops house then honour would
pE.. Satlis e dis o il e the strong impression that :
Cardinal Hume and:poeeibly the Vatican, -altiiough he did
not say o, would prefer the Pope to pay only one call
on the Government cide and that hie .visit to the
Palace would be =0 regarded even though he and his
people would be careful to continue to emphagise the
Taeb that the wislt was '@ pastoral one., v

i He was aware of the protlem of Catholice critical
‘of and opposed to ecumenism but was inclined to
discount it. He.was not particularly worried about
Messrs Paieley and Glass (understandably since neither
1ive 1n his region). |

ais I sald that apart from the first LENORE  ofnthe
- discugelon by the Joint Committee concerned with

/'planning
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planning the visit I had heard very little from London.
Cardinal Hume thought the sutject had gone completely
dead from 13 May. Indeed he had almoet dismicsed 1t
from his mind.; He had urged his people nob to 1leb:
themselves be committed to heavy expenditures until °
they had a reasonably firm assurance that the visit

was now on. Last week's annouhcement was intended
to give this assurance,

. -

S

Mark Heath
2e8MOaose ' 1981

cc R P Osborne Esq
WED .
_FCO
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Pope'sspringisi
to Britain..” .

"

will go ahead -

PR
s "ul;..-

/

By-Clifford Longley, Beligiops Affalry Carsespandpng: !

" "Afier * months of uncer-
tainty, it . was confirmed
esterday that Pope John Paul

I will visit Britain next May. "

. “The auempy-on his life, and

the” prospect that he would .

not make a full recovery, had
creatsd ‘considerable “*doubt
that ‘the  wvigit . would take
lace. o 2t
* Cardinal -
minster and -Cardinai Gray ol
Edinburgh issued a stdtement
yesterday in’ the' light of a
rivate ~audience with the
ope last’ Sarurday. It had
been indicated ‘that Cardinal
Hume's - visit to Rome this
month was the point at which
a decision'would be made, and
planning - for - the' visit was
curtailed. g
' The two cardinals hint at
this positon wheu iy ajate:
“Qur preparations for “the
visit was now proceed.” The
Pope had made a remarkable
recovery and was in excellent
spirits, ~ but they did nor
intend to overload him' with
too many engagements. People
are asked to be ‘‘sensitive’ to
the need for preserving th
ood health of our visitor’. "
The visit will take place
from May 28 0 June -2, an
the iunerary worked
before  the  assassination
artempt ipcluded Canterbury,
London, York, Coventry,
Liverpool, Manchester, Edin-
rgh, Glasgow and Cardiff.
While ypy revised itnerary is
bound to include cities in
Scotland and Wales, and the

: Gov;rw

Hume of West-

our |

Captarbury ' visit is regarded
a5 sacrosanct, some of the
places . mentioned  originally:
are likely to be disappointed, -
" This firse visit of a Pops to
Britain 18 uill officially & visit;
to the Roman Catholic comm:
unity,"snd ‘pot in 4ny senye &
state VisHk. ' g an . hay
) Ul treat it ap @
privasatvisit ‘of ‘a Head of
S, with: the protocol “that.
status comunands. It is there-:
fore likely ‘to ipclude ong.or
more funcrions at which the
Government will be the offi-. .|
cial hogr, and the Queen hag'
already indicated. - that shg.
wants 1o welcome the Pope
personally. 4 ¢

The 'Arfhbishop of Canter- [/

bury, Dr'Robert Runcie, has
invited the Pope: 1o Canter-

bury Cathedral, and a sg’em
] ety

rescenicyl service” is

orpapized fur wem pom. i
will ‘not include &- Roman-
Catholic Mass, a prospect that
originally drew protests frogq
“"l"lt:a Pr?fl_ea;:aint churchmen. ™

" official appouncement

in accardance ‘iwith %ull
custam, is nop expected for .

..some months. Meagwhile A
will’ ba

revised programme

d . drawn up and submitted to
* the Vatican for approval. |
The new. limitations on the

visit will reigforce thy artitude
in officigl
circles in England that papal
visits have: bacome 0O spec-

* tacular, ‘and* that this" e —
should 9".“9".!1 low key. V"

Roman Catholic |

!
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10 DOWNING STREET

THE PRIME MINISTER 19 October 1981

i

Thank you for your letter, signed on behalf of the British
Council of Protestant Christian Churches, about the Pope's

proposed visit to this country next year.

The Pope is recognised by Her Majesty's Government as a
Head of State, and as such must and will be shown proper courtesy
on a visit. Such courtesy implies no recognition of the spiritual
claims of the Papacy. The purpose of the proposed visit is of
course a pastoral one, and the Pope will be in this country at

the invitation of the Roman Catholic hierarchies of England and

VCW oo

Wales, and Scotland.

(vz:ovdfe,_7

The Reverend Dr Ian R K Paisley,




10 DOWNING STREET

PRIME MINISTER

The Pope's Visit

I attach a reply for
your signature to a letter

handed in today by Dr Paisley.

oy

It seems best to be
brief, rather than to pursue

all Dr Paisley's hares.

Cve

16 October 1981
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British Council of Protestant Christian Churches

The Office, Zoar Baptist Chapel, Staines Road, Hounslow, Middlesex TW3 3HN

&

National Chairman General Secretary Treasurer National Organiser
Rev. Dr. lan R. K. Paisley, M.P., M.E.P. Rev. Brian Green Mr. D. E. Larner Rev. Gordon Ferguson, B.A.
36 Whitton Dene 168 Percy Road 66 Wrens Avenue
Hounslow Twickenham Ashford
Middlesex TW3 2JT Middlesex TW2 6JF Middlesex TW15 1AW
Tel: Ashford 52549

D&Kr f"‘te /7;“’37‘{—’:1

The above Council wishes to protest the visit of the Pope to this United
Kingdom,

The Pope claims to be the Father of Kings and Princes and Ruler of the
World, and to enjoy the highest dignity of all on earth. In view of
such arrogant and unscriptural claims Her Majesty The Queen ought not
to be asked to welcome the Pope to this land or in any way to countenance

his wvisit.

The Roman Catholic sacrifices of masses are called by the Queen's religion
blasphemous fables and dangerous deceits, and it would be intolerable

if the Pope or any of his priests were to be permitted to celebrate

the mass in any building belonging to the established Protestant

Church of England.

We need not remind you of the growing unrest in the country and the
concern of many Members of Parliament and their constituents for a
return to law and order. The flouting of the law by bringing an un-
repentant Pope to Britain can do nothing toward easing the situation,
and the cost to the country both in terms of cash and of the strain
on an already over-stretched police force is too high a price to pay
to satisfy the conceit of the Vatican authorities that this is a
"Catholic" country.

May God direct you as you direct this nation and may His blessing

rest upon us all.

EARNESTLY CONTEND FOR THE FAITH (JUDE, V.3)




Property Services Agency

Room 10/29

St Christopher House Southwark Street London SE1 OTE
Telegrams
Department of the Environment Telephone 01-928 7999 Ext 3533

R D Gordon Lsq Our ref
Visits Section LCS/82/Ch1
Protocol and Conference Department Your ref
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SW1A 2AH Date
5 oOctober 1981

Deaxr 'Mr Gordon

PAPAL, PRIVATE VISIT - 24 MAY to 4 JUNE 1982
ST JAMES CONFERENCE TRAINING AND PRESS CENIRE

1. I refer to my enquiry of 19 August 1981, which you then passed to Messrs Phillips
(HO F4) and Peterson (No 10) and seck early replies as to whether or not the request
by the Roman Catholic Information Service (RCIS) to use St James Conference Training
and Press Centre for wpress purposes is supported or not.

2. LCS is now receiving enquiries for meetings etc which could be fitted into

St James CT&IC if RCIS are to be refused use, or will involve PSA in outside hiring
costs, if RCIS will be allowed to use this facility.

%, Your early comments, and those of HO T4t and No 10 will be appreciated.

Yours sincerely

el

-

D GIIRERT-SUTTON, ARICS
PPTO/ES
London Conference Section

VVbSWQ Yy
5“:‘)-

OF 9]

H Phillips Esq 0.

Home Office
Tt Division
Queen Anne's Gate

\*«\ Iondon SW1

(\g Peterson Fsq
0 Downing Street
Iondon SW1
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’ 10 Downing Street
Whétehall

27 August 1981

Thank you for sending me a copy of your
letter of 21 August about the use of the
St James's Conference Training and Press
Centre by the Roman Catholic Information
Service during the Papal Visit next year.

I do not think that I am the right person
to pronounce on the point you put to me. My
view, for what it is worth, is that the
application should be treated entirely
normally; if it is the practice to lend the
Centre and (if so) to charge for its use, I
see no objection to its use by the RCIS.

If i1t is the practice to charge for the
Centre's use, it would surely be wrong to
waive this for the RCIS.

I am sending a copy of this letter to
Phillips.

sgd. C V PETERSON

R D Gordon Ksq.




Foreign and Commonwealth Office
London SW1A 2AH

Telephone 01-

Your reference
H Phillips Esq
Home Office F4 Our reference
Queen Anne'’s Gate
SW1 Date 21 August 1981

1. I enclose a copy of a letter which I have received
from the Property Services Agency about the use of the
St James's Conference Training and Press Centre (Bath
Club) by the Roman Catholic Information Service during
the Papal Visit next year, I should be grateful for
your comments so that I can reply to Mr Sutton. 5
2. We consider it highly unlikely that the Pope will
give a ®ress @onference or attend the press centre but
would see no objection to its use by the RCIS. I
imagine that it would be ruled out on security grounds
as a place which the Pope should visit.

3. I am copying this letter to Colin Peterson at No 10
Downing Street and should be grateful to know if he sees
any difficulty about the use of Government premises by
the Hierarchy even against repayment.

R D Gordon
Visits Section
Protocol and Conference Department

cc C Peterson Esq, No 10 i
D Gilbert Sutton Esq, ARICS




PSA  Gioe

Property Services Agency

WE
Nown D
Room 10/29

St Christopher House Southwark Street London SE1 OTE
Telegrams

Department of the Environment Telephone 01-928 7999 iyt 55%5%

D Gordon Esq Our ref //
Protocol & Conference Department LCs 82/Ch
Foreign & Commonwealth Office Your ref

LONDON SW1 Dato

/7 August 1981

Dear Mr Gordon

PAPAL PRIVATE VISIT - 24 MAY TO 4 JUNE 1982
ST JAMES CONFERENCE, TRAINING AND PRESS CENTRE o Puspers e

1l PSA has a formal application from the Roman Catholic Information Service to use
(on repayment terms) the St James Conference, Training and Press Centre a% a press
facility during the Papal visit.

2e It is unlikely that the Pope will visit the premises but could you let me know
whether there are any protocol or Home Office constitutional division objections to
PSA granting the Catholic Information Servite a licence for this facility in any of
the three following situations:~

a. RCIS just using it as a press centre.

b. The Pope holding a press conference there.
Pt

Ce If 2 b. occurs, whether there would be any further problem on protocol or >,

constitutional matters to his car passing through the precincts of St James. . -~

Palace to park on the horseride by the Mall behind Lancaster House. P

e -

S I do not intend to suggest a car parking possibility but it might be difficult to
refuse this if we are asked. Nor shall I approach this matter to the ‘Lord Chamberlain's
Office unless we are asked and feel obliged to offer this ‘service.

b, It is, I understand, most unlikely that the Pope will visit the press centre but
this cannot be totally ruled out for some months hense my enquiries under this
possibility.

Bis At present I have no contact at the Home Office (Constitutional Department) but I
expect you, or your office, will have. As I am on leave until 1 September I would
appreciate it if you could clear this matter with the Home Office and let my colleague
Mr Douglas Ball, London Conference Section, Room 10/08, (ext 23%95) have any replies
which are available before then.

Yours sincerely

,Qp
D GILBERT-SUTTON, ARICS
PPTO/ES London Conference Section




Mr Osborne (WED W64 )

PAPAL VISIT 1982

Prospects for the Visit

1% I had a word with Monseigneur Brown this afternoon; he teld
me they have no specific information to give us at present but,

on the information available to them now, they expect the Pope's
visit to go ahead as scheduled but with a much lighter programme .
Mgr Brown said they hoped to have better information by the middle
of September.

Press Centre

2. Mgr Brown told me that the Roman Catholic hierarchy would like
to be allowed to use the Government Press Centre and asked how they
should proceed. I advised him to contact Mr Douglas Ball in PSA
and I explained there are various rules and regulations about use
of the Centre. I subsequently telephoned Mr Ball to forewarn him.

a1 Mgr Brown also said that they would like to get Mr Donald Kerr
to help manage the Centre and I gave/Mgr Mr Kerr's telephone numbers.

Richmond Park

4, I enclose a note of a recent meeting at the Home Office regarding
use of Richmond Park. I understand from the Home Office that the
public announcement by means of an arranged Parliamentary Question

is not likely to take place in the immediate Ty ture s iesinob S yntil
the 'further information' is forthcoming in September.

- B Gafa

30 July 1981 E B Chaplin (Miss)
Protocol and Conference Dept

cci’ﬁ; Peterson (No 10) (plus minutes of meeting)
Private Secretary
PS /PUS
Lord Nicholas Gordon Lennox
Mr Fergusson
Mr Fenn (News Dept)
Mr du Boulay
Mr Gordon
Col. Durrant
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NOTE OF A MEETING HELD IN ROCM 278, HOME OFFICE, QUEEN IVF S GATZ,

ON 21 JULY 1981 TO DISCUSS THE ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE CEIEBRATION OF MASS
IN RICHMOND PARK BY HIS HOLINESS THE POPE ON 28 MAY 1984

Present

FOR THE HOME OFFICH:

Mr Phillips (Chairman) Police Department

Mr Sterlini (Secretary) Police Department

Mr Hewins General Department

(Church-State constitutioral/protocol questions)

FOR THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH:

ijgr Brown, Church Coordinator

¥r Last, Assistant to ligr Srown

Mr Tallon, Architect, Scott Tallon Walker

Nr Aston, Architect, Scott Tallon \alker

{r Emmerson, Engineer, Ove Arup & Partners

ir Dick, Traffic Engincer, Ove Arup & Partners
Mr Walley, Ove Arup & Partners

THE DEPARLIGL OF THD miVIRGCNMINT :

Mr Hobson, Head of Parks and Palaces Secretariat 2 L4788
Mr Butler, Parks and Palaces Secretariat 2 Lygp
Mr Todd, Internationzal Management Group 74
Mr Kaye, Architect 2033
Mr Stephenson, Bailiff of Royal Parks 8502
{r Brown, Superintendent, Richmond Park 3209

FOR THE METROPOLITAN POLICE:
Chief Inspector Harland, A8 Branch

Not Present

HOME OFFICE

Mr Honour, Police Department

'DEPARTMENT OF THz ENVIRONMINT:
fiss Cavellini, Bailiff of Royzl Parks Office




1. The Chairman asked Mgr Brown about the prospects for the visit.

2. Mgr Brown said that it was difficult to forecast this. If His Holiness

was able to undertake major foreign visits by May 1982 he would wish to come.

The question would be whether the programme should remain as it is, be reduced

in content, or lengthened in time to allow him longer periods of rest. Planning
would need to continue on the basis that he would arrive at Gatwick on 28 May and

proceed to Richmond Park to celebrate Mass.

3, Mr Hobson mentioned that Cardinal Hume had now formally applied to the Secretary
of State for the Environment for the use of Richmond Park, and a reply in the
affirmative would shortly be sent. & formal anncuncement would then follow by

way of an arranged Parliamentary Question.

4. The Chairman then referred to the proposals for setting up three working groups

to consider various aspects of the visit as set out in his letter of 20 July to
Deputy Assistant Commissioner Rushbrook of the Metropolitan Police (copy attached).
' There was general agreement that this seemed a sensible approach and that

Working Group A should be chaired by the Metropolitan Police; VWorking Group B

by the Department of the Environment; and Working Group C by the Church authorities.

It was also agreed that the leader of each Group would be responsible for inviting

the appropriate organisations to be represented on the Working Groups and that the
Church, the Department of the Environment and the Metropolitan Police would be
represented on each Group. The boundaries of each Group's work should not be
regarded as inflexible; a subject might have to be moved to another Group if, after

discussion, it seemed more appropriate there.

5. Chief Inspector Harland accepted the suggestion that the Metropolitan Police

Working Group might hold a preliminary discussion before inviting the appropriate

local authorities to take parf and would consider whether it would be appropriate

to include the Greater London Council.

6. It was agreed that the main task for the Department of the Enviroment VWorking

Group would be to strike a balance between the needs of the Mass and the protection
of the Park and its fabric, while at the same time trying to minimise inconvenience

to members of the public, particularly local residents.

7. It was also agreed that it would be useful if the Church authorities Working

Group could produce quickly an outline programme of events for the day so as to




‘ assist the work of the other two Groups.

8. Mr Tallon reported that he had conducted a detailed survey of Richmond Park
and had come to the conclusion that there was only one arca that was suitable
and could accommodate the expected congregation of one million people. He had
prepﬁred comprehensive plans and arrangements were made at the meeting for him

to discuss them with Working Group B.
9, Mr Hobson stated that the Church authorities would have to bear the cost of
the work of restoration and repair of any damage to the Park, as well as the costs

of the temporary physical arrangements for the Mass.

10. The Chairman pointed out that the cost of the police presence within the Park,

to be agreed between the police and the Church authorities, would have to be Lorne

by the Church, although the cost outside the Park would be borne in the normal way.

11. Mr Butler mentioned that the Department of the Environment had appointed one

of its officials to attend all the meetings of the VWorking Groups to note first hand
the progress that was being made by each, and also to act as a point of contact for
the various branches of the Department involved. He asked that Miss Ines Cavellini
in the Office of the Bailiff of the Royal Parks should be approached rather than any

particular official.

12. The Chairman suggested that a further meeting be held late September/early

October, at which the Working Gfoups could present their findings and discuss any

general problems.

F4 Division
Home Office

22 July 1981
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HCME ORIFICE

Queen Anne’s Gate, Loxnon, SWIIT 9AT
Dircet line: 01-213 6207
Swirchboard: 01-213 3000

Qur reference:
Youi reference: 20 July 1981
G W Rushbrook Esq QFPM

Deputy Assistant Commigssioner

lletropolitan Police

New Scotland Yard

JONDON SWI
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PAPAL VISIT

I attach a copy of a letter of 15 June which I sent to Monsignor Ralph Brown about the
use of Richmond Park as the site for the celebration of a Mass by His Holiness The
Pope during his visit here next year.

In that letter I said that in due course I would invite representatives of the Roman
Catholic Church, the Department of the Environment and the Metropolitan Police to a
meeting about this. I understand that you know that a meeting has been arranged for
11 am on Tuesday 21 July in Room 278 here at Queen Anne's Gate. I am sorry that,
because we were diverted by the pressure of recent events, we have been in touch with
you by telephone about this only recently. I hope that, in spite of the short notice,
you will be able to come to the meeting, and I understand that in any event Mr Harlard
will be able to do so. '

The immediate purvose of the meeting is to help finalise preparations for a public
announcement of agreement to the use of Richmond Park for the Mass. Ministers rave
agreed to that use, ¥ PN A AR e ey
\_~ > and the authorities of the Roman Catholic Church have formally asked for,
and will receive, agreement to it from the Secretary of State for the Environment.
Before a public announcement is made - probably by means of aWritten Answer to an
arranged Parliamentary Guestion by Sir Anthony Royle lMP, the Member for Richmond-
upen-Thames - we need to be as certain as possible tnat the subscauent arrangements
will not run up against problems which call in question the choice and use of
Richmond Park. I hope, therefore, that on Tuesday we can identify the problems and
prove reasonably sure that there will be adequate means of resolving them.

We have given some preliminary thought to this. There seem to be three parcels of
issues, which might be dealt with by separale working groups composed of representative
of those organisations which will bte most involved in them. The greoups might liaise
with one another, particularly since membership need not be mutually exclusive, but it
might help them to keep in step to have occasional joint meetings of the lecaders
chaired bty the Home Ofiice.

"The issues and interested parties seem to be:

¥~ o passage deltek and ctosed, ko yeatt,
wrdos Fol EcempBions: oy
| 20 Ochber Lol




a. Arrangements for trancport to and from the Park, and access to and egress from it

It will be nccessary to establish whether, so far as is known, it will be practicable
to transport an estimated one million people to and from the Park, and to arrange for
their entry and exit in a controlled manner in reasonable periods of time. Work on thisg
might subsequently be taken forward by a group led by the Metropolitan Police, in
concert with British Rail, London Transport, the local authorities, the Department of
the Environment and the Church authorities and their consultants.

b. Physical arrangements within the Park

It will be necessary to be satisfied that the conditions to which the use of the Park i
subject can be met. These conditions are indicated in my letter of 15 June to
Monsignor Brown. The aim is to cause the minimum of disruption and environmental damag
Broadly speaking, the issues are where to site the areca for the congregation within the
Park; how the people are to be accommodated and controlled; the nature of the works; th
timetable for their erection and removal; security; and measures for protecting the
fabric of the Park. The Department of the Environment might lead subsequent action her
vorking closely with the consultants and architects to the Church authorities, with

the Metropolitan Pclice perhaps advising on the stewarding of the congregation arnd
certainly involved in ensuring security.

c. Programme of events on the day

Clearly, the essential event is to be the celebration of Mass by His Holiness. There
will, however, need to be detailed arrangements to ensure that the congregation has as
fulfilling and participative a day as possible, perhaps including diversion and
entertainment for people before the arrival, and following the departure, of His Holine
The nature of those arrangements will be influenced by the way in vhich the issues
grouped at (a) and (b) are settled, and neced not be established in any great detail at
the meeting on 21 July. But in due course the Church authorities may wish to lead a
working group on the programme, the membership of which will be dictated by what events
are proposed.

I suggest, therefore, that the meeting might begin with an account from Monsignor Browr
of the current prospects for the Papal visit and its programme and then focus on the
Mass in Richmond Park, using (a), (b) and (c) in this letter as an agenda.

I hope to see you on 21 July, together with Monsignor Brown and John Hobson (DOE)
(both of whom will be accompanied by colleagues), to whom I am copying this letter.

ﬁ\ﬂ&v& Qrrin
M Pk,

G H PHILLIPS

)
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21 July 1981

:{)M« W Gk B :

I am sorry we have been unable to reply earlier to
your letter of 6 July to Chris Jebb in Lord Carrington's office
enclosing a copy of a letter from Mr Edwards' constituent,
Mr P M Davies of Whiteleys Farm, Llawhaden, Nr Narberth,
Pembrokeshire, Dyfed, about the financing of the Pope's
proposed visit to Britain. I attach a draft reply which he
may care to send to Mr Davies. It has been cleared with the

Home Office.

S J Gomersall
Private Secretary to the
Lord Privy Seal

1
Miss F J élements
Private Sécretary to the Secretary
of State for Wales
We}sh Office
Gw&dyr House
Whitehall
London SW1
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Foreign and Conunonweahh é&f%e

London SWI1A 2AH

21 July 1981

iwwhm%wamC,

I am sorry we have been unable to reply earlier to
your letter of 6 July to Chris Jebb in Lord Carrington's office
enclosing a copy of a letter from Mr Edwards' constituent,
Mr P M Davies of Whiteleys Farm, Llawhaden, Nr Narberth,
Pembrokeshire, Dyfed, about the financing of the Pope's
proposed visit to Britain. I attach a draft reply which he
may care to send to Mr Davies. It has been cleared with the

Home Office.

S J Gomersall
Private Secretary to the
Lord Privy Seal

Miss F J élements

Private Sécretary to the Secretary
of State for Wales

Welsh Office

Gw&dyr House

Whitehall

London SW1
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"" AFT LETTER

ADDRESSEE’'S REFERENCE

TO BT ENCLOSURES COPIES TO BE SENT Jo

P M Davies Esq
Whiteleys Farm
Llawhaden

Nr Narberth
Pembrokeshire

-

(FULL POSTAL ADDRESS) (FULL ADDRESSES, IF NECESSARY)

s £8 1
LETTER DRAFTED FOR SIGNATURE BY RErasRIy, of Stabegior Welen

(NAME OF SIGNATORY)
Thank you for your letter of 29 June —zeganding the costs of the
Pope's forthcoming visit to the United Kingdom.

As you may be aware, the Pope is paying a pastoral visit to the
Roman Catholic community in Britain at the invitation of the Roman

Catholic hierarchies of England and Wales, and Scotland. As this

‘is not an official visit at the invitation of ﬁ Government, the - -
primary‘"costs will not p~bhewrefong, fall to the Government or the
taxpayer. :

During his stay, the Pope is to hold several open air masses.

These are expected to be attended by a large congregation and a police
presence at such events is inevitable. Where these occur on private -
property, the cosf of policing will fall to the Roman Catholic church.
Other police costs will be borne in the Pormal waye. This is in
accordance with the usual arrangements for policing events at which
large crowds are expected. Similarly, €he Government will devote
whatever resources it considers necessary to ensure the security of
the Pope while he is in this country. To do otherwise would be
contrary to our responsibility to protect visiting Heads of State.
These provisos apart, I am con%ident'that the overall cost to the

taxpayer of the Pope's visit will be minimal.

H.O. EST. 112 Bas 56629/408 80m 6/79 TP
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The Pope's programme of Jjourneys abroad J)%@&d‘:{

e When I called on the Sostituto on 16 July
to say firewell before I'went on leave I asked
how mattere stood .with regard to the Pope's
programme of Jjourneys abroad,

2 Monsignor Martinez Somalo said that the
vielt to Spain next October was cancelled as
were all other visits abroad this vear. They
had been planning a yvisit to Africa (I'imagine
this wasg the one to Nigeria of which we hagd
heard earlier) in February 1982, This also
was cancelled. So the I'iret formul external
commltment wag the Pope's visit to Britain at
the eng of May., Mgr Martinez:said that this
had been augreed and announced., For the moment,
at leasty it was. gtill on the programme , ;
Obvioucly whether the Pope were able Lo come
would depend on hisg convalescence

S When I asked how this was golng Martinez
Somalo sald that the latect medical bulletin
wag reagonably optimictic. His temperature

. had returned to normal but the doctors could
not agree whether the Pope should g0 fo :
Castelgondolfo now or remain in hespifal  untia
after the second operation and then 20

4, On timing Mgr Martinez Somulo said that

he thought the operation, which apparently is a
minor one,would take place ut the end of Auguet
or in early September, I gathered that a

/ decsion
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PAPAL VISIT

Thank you for your letter of 16 _dune. I note that you are
broadly content with strict conditions of use of Richmond Park
on the lines that I had outlined in my letter of 27 May.

I understand that my officials have now cleared the terms of
a suitable letter to the Palace seeking formal clearance.

I would not myself wish to make a public announcement of the
site of the Mass. In my view this is a matter which is central
to the organisation of the Pope's visit, for which the Home
Office are within Government the coordinating authority. It is
only because the preferred site happens to be a Royal Park that
my Department are involved at all; and I have no doubt that a
good deal of interest will centre on issues other than those
affecting the Royal Park as such. I would therefore be grateful
if you could reconsider your view here, and agree to a Home
Office announcement.

I hope too that you will be able to agree that there should be
some official underpinning of the preparations for the Mass in a
form which will retain Home Office chairmanship throughout. In
my view there is a great deal to be said for independent
chairmanship in these matters, particularly as your Department

is well used to coordinating major functions of this kind. While
such a body need not meet very often, I think it could be a
mistake for there only to be one meeting; a continued organisation
would be much preferable. I hope you will find this acceptable.

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister, Peter Carrington,
Geoffrey Howe, and Christopher Soames, and to Robert Armstrong.

bt &

i (o

MICHAEL HESELTINE

The Rt Hon William Whitelaw CH MC MP
CONEZWD ENTIAL
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decision on whether the Pope should
leaye the Policlinico Gemelll before
the operation would be taken fauirly
soon, ' In any case, asg you know, the
Vatican tends to close down in Auguct,
and for much of September, so the Pope
should hayve an opportunity to rest.
The difficultywill be to persuade him

to take it. ’ ‘
brs b,
/i

Mark Heath
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PAPAL VISIT

Thank you for your letter of 16 dune. I note that you are
broadly content with strict conditions of use of Richmond Park
on the lines that I had outlined in my letter of 27 May.

1L understand that my officials have now cleared the terms of
a suitable letter to the Palace seeking formal clearance.

I would not myself wish to make a public announcement of the
site of the Mass. In my view this is a matter which is central
to the organisation of the Pope's visit, for which the Home
Office are within Government the coordinating authority. It is
only because the preferred site happens to be a Royal Park that
my Department are involved at all; and I have no doubt that a
good deal of interest will centre on issues other than those
affecting the Royal Park as such., I would therefore be grateful
if you could reconsider your view here, and agree to a Home
Office announcement.

I hope too that you will be able to agree that there should be
some official underpinning of the preparations for the Mass in a
form which will retain Home Office chairmanship throughout. 1In
my view there is a great deal to be said for independent
chairmanship in these matters, particularly as your Department

is well used to coordinating major functions of this kind. While
such a body need not meet very often, I think it could be a
mistake for there only to be one meeting; a continued organisation
would be much preferable. I hope you will find this acceptable.

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister, Peter Carrington,
Geoffrey Howe, and Christopher Soames, and to Robert Armstrong.

L\¢7 v
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MICHAEL HESELTINE

The Rt Hon William Whitelaw CH MC MP
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PAPAL VISIT

Thank you for your letter of 27 May about a suitable site for
a Papal Mass on 28 May 1982, v : :

I am glad that you are able to agree in principle to the use
of Richmond Park as the site for the Mass. I understand that
although the Pope has been advised not to undertake overseas
visits for some time, the Roman Catholic authorities have been
asked to proceed on the assumption he will visit Britain as
- planned. It is, therefore, sensible to proceed on the assumption
that he will wish to celebrate the Mass.

As you say, the immediate next step is to seek the consent of
Her Majesty The Queen to the use of Richmond Park. My officials
are clearing with yours the terms of a suitable letter to Her
Principal Private Secretary. /

The letter would explain that the authorities of the Roman
Catholic Church have held from making a formal request to use the
Park until it has been established that that would not cause
embarrassment. If Her Majesty is content that a formal request
should be granted, officials would inform the Church authorities
that the way was clear for them to make it to your Department. I
imagine that you might wish to arrange a public announcement of
agreement to such a request. It would be courteous to inform
Buckingham Palace of the announcement in advance, and our
officials would liaise about that.

I take it that you would arrange to keep the Ranger of the
Park, Her Royal Highness Princess Alexandra, appropriately
informed. :

I fully appreciate that your agreement would be in principle
and that the actual use of Richmond Park would have to be subject
to satisfaction of oconditions to minimise disruption and
environmental damage of the sort which you identify and illustrate

/in your letter.

The Rt Hon Michael Heseltine MP

\\
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in your letter. I agree that, following a formal agreement,
identification of the problems and means of resolving them

should be pursued at official level. The Home Office would not,
of course, have any responsibility for Richmond Park or for
arrangements for its use for a Mass., But I agree to ask my
officials, as a first step, to convene and chair a meeting of your
officials, representatives of the Roman Catholic Church and the
Metropolitan Police, to discuss the main issues and agree means of
-handling the detail thereafter.

I should be grateful to know if you and the colleagues to
whom I am copying this are content that we should proceed as I
have proposed. Perhaps I may take it that you are, unless I hear
to the contrary within a week.

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister, to Peter
Carrington, Geoffrey Howe and Christopher Soames, and to Robert

Armstrong.
- g
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CONFIDENTIAL

-~

Mr Gladstone WED
. THE POPE'S VISIT

R Lord Hunt, who is a fellow member of the Cardinal's Steering
Committee on arrangements fcr the Pope's visit, telephoned me to say

- that he had had a talk with Cardinal Hume, ‘who returned this morning
from a visit to the Vatican. The Cardinal said that the Pope's
doctors have told him that he will not be fit to resume full time
activity before September and should make no overseas visits for a
year. This means that, given the dates for his visit to this country,
28 May to 2 June, it would still get under the wire and be the Pope's
first overseas visit after the shooting, if his recovery continues
according to prognosis. The Cardinal's instructions are to carry on
planning but, as he put it, it remains to be seen whether the visit
will actually take place or not.

2, Lord Hunt, at my request, also put to the Cardinal direct the
proposal which I have already put to Monsignor Brown, that time should
be found in the programme for a visit by the Pope to No 10 Downing
Street. Lord Hunt found the Cardinal receptive to this idea and

did not gain the impression that there was any doctrinal objection.
Moreover with the extra day in the over all programme it should not

be too difficult to find a time. The details remain to be worked
out, but it is at any rate now firmly established that the Prime
Minister as well as The Queen would like to receive the Pope during

his visit.
%G@W%L\)

10 June 1981 R W H du Boulay
: Protocol & Conference Department

ccC:

Mr Fergusson
~Mr Peterson, No 10 Downing Street
W Heseltine Esq CB CVO, Buckingham Palace
H Phillips Esq, Home Office 3
Sir Mark Heath KCVO CMG, Holy See
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Treasury Chambers, Parhament Street. SWIP 3AG

Rt Hon Michael Heseltine MP

Secretary of State

Department of the Environment

2 Marsham Street :

London SW1P 3EB 3 June 1981

PAPAL VISIT

You sent Geoffrey Howe a copy of your letter to Willie
Whitelaw of iz;méﬁ? = g s .

I note that you would expect the Roman Catholic Church to

bear the cost of the necessary infrastructure and of restor-
ing the Richmond Park site to its original condition. However,
it is clear from the second page of your letter that further
expenditure is involved. I would wish my officials to be
associated with the Working Group you propose should be set up.
At this stage the only points I would make are that I think it
is reasonable to expect Departmental costs to lie where they
fall and to be absorbed within existing planned provisions, and
that we should not necessarily rule out the possibility of a
collectiony, which would enable the Church to meet more of the
costs.

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister, Willie Whitelaw,
Peter Carrington, Christopher Soames and Sir Robert Armstrong.

T

LEON BRITTAN

CONFIDENTTIAL
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PAPAL VISIT
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Thank you for your letter of April sbout a possible Papal Mass
in England. It may be that e whole situation has changed
following events of last week. For the meanwhile, however, this
letter sets out my reactions to your proposals.

Your letter set out very fairly the complex arguments involved in
choosing a site. I would like to compliment the Metropolitan
Police on the very thorough study which they have carried out.
You are right in saying that the holding of the event in Richmond
Park has implications for the fabric of the Park, and for public
use of it, which are, in a strictly departmental sense, unwelcome
to me. Nonetheless, I have concluded that there is force in the
conclusion reached by the study, and accept that the right course
ic for me to agree in principle to the use of Richmond Park for
this purpose, subject to a number of important caveats which will
need detailed discussion between your and my officials, the
Metropolitan Police and the Roman Catholic Church. I should like
to set out in this letter the more important of these.

First, there is, as you recognise, a major constitutional issue
regarding the use of a Royal Park by the Pontiff. As you indicate,
the Queen's formal approval for this use of the Park will be needed,
and you will doubtless asrrange for this.

Secondly, it is most important that there should be the minimum
environmental damage. Taking the example of Phoenix Park in Dublin,
we could not agree to proposals for large concrete altars, nor

for lsying down metalled roads in grass areas. We must look for
temporary expedients wherever possible. On the other hand, I
recognise that dealing with one million visitors requires a certain
minimum infrastructure. Officials should discuss in detail, with

s view to the maximum practicable use of temporary material always
having regard to police and other requirements. I think it is fair
to lay down a condition that the Church should be responsible
finsncially for any necessary works and for restoring the site to its
original condition, to our satisfaction, as quickly as possible after
the event; it is likely that we would want to do a good deal of the
restoring work ourselves, on a repayment basis. My officials would
need to be involved in detail on all proposed structures or
developnents in the Park. The Church would be responsible for the
clearznce of 211 litter from the site. I would meet the staffing
coste of administrative preparation. I would expect the provision

of suitable indemnities to cover public liability for injury etc

to be the responsibility of the Church.
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I gm concerned about the length of time for which part of the Park
might be closed to visitor Two months, especielly in Spring,in
Richmond Park is a long tlme to cause disruption, and traffic et that
time is very heavy. I would wish to reduce the period in which

work goes on as much as possible, for the sake of Park visitors.

L do not have powers to allow others to enclose areas of the Park,

so that the general public could not be excluded from the Mass 1tse1f.
The collection of money, or any form of selling, 1s prohibited in

the Royal Parks. :

We should also need to look at, and prepare for:
2. The security of the whole Park perimeter, which is not absolute.

b. The trees in the Park, some of which are 0ld and would not be
safe if people were to climb them.

c. The deer (some of which might be dropping young in May.). We would
have to plan carefully for their segregation from the large congregation.

d. The exclusion of vehicles, other than for VIPs or emergency
services, from the Park during the day of the Mass.

e. Other facilities in the Park, such as the golf course, which would
need to be protected from damage.

f. BSpecial permission would be needed for landing helicopters.

g. The effect on residents in the Park, including HRH Princess
Alexandra and the Royal Ballet School, the latter of which has
access through the area proposed for the Mass.

h. Provision for catering.

Clearly the area envisaged will have to be carefully studied by my
officials. For the event, there will have to be a fully adequate
force of stewards, for crowd control purposes, provided by the
Church; and also a large police presence. The Metropolitan Police
will no doubt take control of the policing of the event, though
the Royal Parks Constabulary will stand ready to give appropriate
assistance within its power.

This letter illustrates some .of the detailed issues. I would suggest

thet & working party should be set up at official level, perhaps

chaired by the Home Office, and with appropriate representation

including my Department. The working party would be charged with

overseeing all preparatlons. My Department would give every

essistance. My aim is to see that any problems are identified and
tackled et the earliest possible stage.

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister, Peter Carrington,
Geoffrey Howe, Christopher Soames and Sir Robert Armstrong.

M.&ywv

L&&k

MICHAEL HESELTINE

Rt Hon Willism Whitelaw MP




FEP TSNy O D
0 T PR PR I L Sl A R S Wasitidesy

Mr du Bouluy\\

THY POPE'S VISIT TO BRITAIN

7 Your minute ¢ today's date (not to all) mave the
terms of the announcement about the Pope'’s wvisit to
Britain which the Roman Catholic hierarchy propose

to make later today.

2, There s no problem about the text of this
announcement. However, WED and RID had some doubts
about its timing, and RID therefore checked with the
Northern Irecland Office who said that they would
prefer, if possible, for it to be delayed for two

days,  After discussing with you and RID I rang
Monsu_;nQU“ Brown and said that we were grateful for
advance the text but in view of the tense
situation in NO¢yn rn Ireland did he think that its
release at this particular time might be misunderstood ?
He explained that the timing was dictated by the
deadlines of the two main Catholic newspaperw which

are published only once week and are due to go to
press tomorrow I toldihimiot the visit ofithe
Reverend John Magee (of which he had not” heard) and
said that, while of course the release was a matter

for the Catholic authorities and not for us I wondered
whether it might be preferable to delay it for a couple
of days. He said that in the circumstances he entirely
agreed but that the announcement was already on the
tapes and that it was too late to withdraw it.

3% This is another example (as with the Papal visit
itself and the visit of the Reverend Magee) of the
Vatican effectively presenting us with a fait accompli.

although I find the timing of the announcement

C i ] id and the wrong conclusions are likely

be drawn in Northern Ireland, we have

a pertfectly tTeiiable position on this'; the invitatdon
to the Pope to pay a pastoral visit to the Roman Catholic
communities in England, Wales and Scotland came from the
Roman Catholic hierarchy and itxis for them to make
the announcement. HMG was informed before the wvisit
was anncunced and welcomed the news. What today's Ruties
announcement does is to give the dates of the wvisit
(28 May to 2 June 1982) and details of the itinerary.
(which does not include Northern Ireland).

4., The department has p”ovidcd News Department with
cdefensive briefing and informed HM Legation to the
Holy See.

ﬁ'
o VR4 u e

P W M Vereker

§ Zlig.d St Western European Departmentats & g
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Mr Vereker, WED
THE POPE'S VISIT TO BRITAIN

]y Monsignor Brown has informed me that it is proposed to announce
the dates of the Pope's visit today, 28 April (embargoed to 18.00
hours) in the terms set out below. As soon as you and RID were
aware of this proposal, you checked with NIO, who I understand,
considered it would be more prudent to postpone the announcement

in view of Sands' condition. You were discussing this with
Monsignor Brown and will presumably let the recipients of this
minute know if it has been possible to postpone the announcement.

d

28 The terms of the announcement read as follows:-
Begins ''Visit of Pope John Paul II to Britain.

Statement from the Bishops' Conference of England and Wales
[a separate parallel announcement will issue from the
Bishops' Conference @ Scotland].

15 The Bishops' Conferences of England and Wales and of
Scotland have now after due consultation proposed certain
dates and an itinerary for the pastoral visit of Pope John
Paul II to the Roman Catholic Communities of England, Scotland
and Wales next year.

2. Whllst in the normal way formal confirmation of these
arrangements by the Holy See is not to be anticipated
until nearer the event, it is understood that the proposals
are acceptable and it is expected that the visit will
commence on the morning of Friday 28 May 1982 and end in
the afternoon of Wednesday 2 June.

3. It is proposed that the Holy Father will visit the
following places: London, Canterbury, West Midlands,
Liverpool, Manchester, York, Edinburgh, Glasgow and Cardiff.
Preliminary dlscu331ons w1th the civil authorities of these
places have already taken place. It is also proposed that
the Holy Father will complete his itinerary in England
during Monday 31 May, and that he will arrive in Scotland
the same day and will journey to Wales on Wednesday 2 June
to complete his visit to the three countries.

4. This itinerary has been proposed in order to allow the
greatest number of people to attend with the greatest ease
of access. It is clearly desirable not to overload the
Holy Father's programme and the Bishops hope that the
proposed arrangements will not cause too much disappointment
to those other cities and towns which have generously
offered hospitality to our visitor.

5. While the visit of the Holy Father is primarily a
pastoral one to the Roman Catholic Communities, it has
importance in other ways. It will have ecumenical

/significance
RESTRICTED
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significance symbolised principally by the visit to
Canterbury and by meetings with other Church leaders

of England, Wales and Scotland, but echoed on other
occasions. The Holy Father on the occasion of the visit
by The Queen to the Vatican last October said: 'I hope
to greet with fraternal respect and friendship other
fellow Christians and people of goodwill'. The Pope's
visit can be seen then as the gesture of friendship to
Britain as a whole and the Catholic Communities' hope
that their joy will be shared by people generally.' Ends.

Tl e
- Fillibich s,

28 April 1981 R W H du Boulay
Protocol & Conference Department

CC:

o
PS/LPS

PS/PUS
Mr Fergusson
Mr Eyers RID
Mr Fenn News Department
Miss Chaplin o/r ) PCD
Mr Turner ) -
~Mr Peterson, No 10
Mr Gaffin, Press Office No 10
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NOTE FOR THE RECORD cc: Mr Gaffin

Papal Visit 1982

Mr Gaffin and I attended a meeting today at the FCO, chaired by
Mr du Boulay. (\aﬁﬁg‘«& oo dned )|

The first date when, if agreed by Rome, Cardinal Hume announces

the arrangements for the visit is now 28 April.

The FCO agreed to continue to be in the lead in co-ordinating
the response of Government to the visit, although they will steer
to the Palace, No.1l0 and the Home Office questions as appropriate

about our responsibilities.

We confirmed that the Prime Minister was at present disposed
to be at the airport (likely to be Gatwick) to greet the Pope on
arrival although she did not think that she would want to make any
speech. The Foreign and Commonwealth Secretary and the Home Secretary
may also be there.

We also confirmed that the Prime Minister expected to meet the
Pope for a private conversation during the visit. As things now stood,
Cardinal Hume had suggested a meeting at Archbishop's House before the
Reception there; we had countered with expressing the hope to the
Cardinal that the Pope could be received at No.l1l0. This was no doubt
something to be discussed further with the Cardinal.

The Fdreign Office circulated an account from our Embassy in
Tokyo about the Pope's visit to Japan earlier this year. In Japan,
the Japanese Prime Minister called to pay his respects at the
Nunciature. Our Embassy's report comments that the Pope had no
special interest in meeting the Prime Minister; apart from paying
his respects to the head of state of the country he was visiting,
he wished to spend his time in pastoral work.

The Home Office representative thought that the police would ask
to be paid, presumably by the Roman Catholics, for the necessary police
presence inside whatever open air site was selected for the Pope's
Mass near London.

Ve

13 April 1981




| Mr du Boulay

‘ PAPEL VISIT 1982
:
:

1. Mgr Brown has just told me that Cardinal
| Hume has not received written confirmation from
‘ Rome about the dates of the visit and there is
| now no question of a public announcement this
- Wweek. If the letter arrives in time they hope
nnsﬂto make an announcement on.gg April.,

2. I asked Mgr Brown whether the programme had
‘ been extended from 1 June to 2 June. He said
| that this is under consideration but a decision
has not yet been taken.

|
|
E B Chaplin (Miss)

i O
cc Mr Petgrson, No 10 Downing Street
Mr Vereker, WED

4. Protocol & Conference Department
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PAPAL, VISIT TO JAPAN, FEBRUARY 1981

1. Thank you for your letter of 27 January, enclosing a list
of questions about arrangements for the Pope's visit to Japan.
I attach some answers, laid out in the same format, which are
based on discussions with the responsible MFA desk officer
(who accompanied the Pope throughout his visit), the Apostolic
Nunciature and the Secretariat to the Council of Bishops. I
also enclose a copy of the Pope's address to the Diplomatic
Corps, and of his address at Hiroshima.

2. As you will see, the Japanese Council of Bishops were
basically responsible for arranging the programme. The MFA
considered their role as one of helping in the preparation,

to ensure the smooth running of the visit. They were not
involved in any way with arrangements for the religious events,
which were not attended by any official Japanese representatives,
including Mr Ota, Ambassador to the Holy See, even though he is
himself a Christian. The idea was to preserve the Government's
neutrality with regard to religion. (Article 20 of the post-war
Japanese Constitution states that "... no religious organisation
shall receive any privileges from the State ... The State and
its organs shall refrain from ... any ,.. religious activity.")
The MFA had also instructed their representatives in Pakistan
and the Philippines not to attend any religious ceremonies held
there.

3. The visit was paid for by the Council of Bishops with a
budget of 206 million yen (approximately £450,000) raised
entirely from the Churches. Japanese Government involvement
in the programme was confined to Tokyo, apart from sending
Ambassador Ota, the responsible MFA desk officer and a Press
Division Officer to Hiroshima and Nagasaki with the Pope.
Arrangements in Hiroshima were made by the City authorities
because his Peace Appeal, as a message to the world, was
considered to transcend his purely Japanese pastoral duties,

/4.
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4. We have been told by one of the organisers at Sophia
University that the extreme right-wing, working through a
group of Japanese Buddhist leaders, wanted to capitalise

on the Pope's visit to promote their nationalist view of the
Emperor as Head of the Shinto religion. Their initial aim

was to time the visit to coincide with the 90th anniversary

of the Imperial Rescript on Education and with the anniversary
of the Emperor Meiji's birthday, both of which fell at the °
turn of the year 1980/81. I+t would also have suited the
right-wing's purposes had the Pope said his Tokyo Mass in. the
National Stadium, which is owned by the Meiji Shrinej the
price for this would have been a visit to the shrine, which
could have been interpreted as conferring some additional
status on the Shinto religion. Both of these purposes were
frustrated through the vigilance of the Nunciature and of

) Roman Catholics in Japan. The Catholic leadership was also
particularly careful to emphasise that the Pope's call on the
Emperor was not a meeting of Heads of Religion hut of Heads .
of State, though no, doubt there are some Japanese who ‘are led
to believe otherwise. But there can have been little of any
propaganda value to the right wing. Nor were the noisy section
| of the right wing that protested against the Pope's visit
particularly successful in drawing attention to themselves.
Certainly the Council of Bishops and the Nunciature discounted
their influence.

5. Some newspapers pointed out the small number of people who
turned out to see the Pope. But out of a population of

116 million only one per cent are Christians’ and only 400,000
Catholics, so that the Nunciature's expectations of the visit
were in fact more than fulfilled. :

7
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Sir Mark Heath KCVO, Holy See
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PAPAL VISIT TO JAPAN

/"

2% - 26 FEBRUARY 1987

Status of Visit

(a)

a2

Arrival Arrangements

The Japanese Government considred the Pope's visit a

private and Pastoral one. It had originated with an
invitation from the Japanese Roman Catholic Council of

Bishops.

The Pope was nevertheless treated as a State guest in
Tokyo, with two important exceptions:

i)

7t )

that there was no State banquet
that the Pope did not stay at the Akasaka Palace.

(Tokyo)

(a)
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The Pope arrived at llaneda airport (which signifies

special treatment, now that Tokyo's international airport

is at Narita, but dces not necessarily imply that the
visitor is a state guest), and was received at the arrival
point for state guests. At the request of the Apostolic
Nunciature the ceremonies at the airport took only 10
.00 pm and he
A VIP

Pope, his suite of

minutes, as the Pope's aircraft landed at

had to say Mass at Tokyo Cathedral at %.50 pm.
The

and 50 accompanying pressmen, were all allowed to

lunge was provided, but not used.
2l

by-pass immigration procedures.

Japanese state puests are normally met

of v RProtocoll;

Just by the Ghief
exceptionally, was also met by
This

The Pope,

Mr Ito, Foreign Minister. surprised the Nunciature
) T )

who were only informed of the decision a few days beforehand.

The Chief of Protocol boarded the plane to greet the Pope,
who then emerged to meet Mr Ito and Mr Ota, Japanese

Ambassador to the Holy See, on th® tarmac. In s separate
ceremony (marking the strict division in Japan between
Church and State),

of Tokyo, Cardinal Satowaki and the Papal Pro-Nuncio,

the Pope then met Archbishop Shiroyanagi

/Archbishop




Archbishop Gaspari. The President of JAL, the Vice
President of All Nippon Airways, the Director of the
First West Europe Division, MFA and the responsible
desk officer were also present.

There was no Guard of Honour and no gun salute.
3

The Diplomatic Corps were not present, because of time
pressure, at the request of the Apostolic Nunciature.

The Philippine Ambassador, however, on instructions,
demanded of the Nunciature that he be allowed to attend.
Provision was made for Heads of Missions to have an
audience of the Pope on the following evening. After
listening to the Pope's speech through loudspeakers

each Ambassador and his wife shook hands with His Holiness
and exchanged brief greetings. The Pope handed each
Ambassador a box containing a medal recording his visit

QVLJ“ Ae Kun to Japan. Photopraphs of each greeting were taken and

.$]7po*4 ey sent to each Ambassador by the Nuncio. There was no
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/that /;QQQ/ Ambassador noted/ some at least of the Communist Heads
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rotocol order because of the limited size of the
P

Nuncio's premises and no refreshments were served. The

: of Missions attended including the Czech and Cuban
[u .':7‘(0»\s€ it Epay
2 A

.)‘JGL"‘L
:LKV: The Pope was met at Hiroshima by the Governor of Hiroshima
Vs e

G\ Jee, tedl ;
N 7 .there were no official greeters at Nagasaki. The Mayor was there,

representatives.

Arrival Arrangements (Hiroshima and Nagasaki)

Prefecture and Mayor of Hiroshima City. According to the MFA

however, and had made arrangements for the visit, presumably in a
semi-private capacity as a Christian.

Departure Arranpgements (Tokyo)

(a) The Pope left from Haneda airport for Hiroshima.

(b) The Chief of Protocol saw him off on behalf of the
Japanese Government, signifying the end of the Government's

involvement in the Pope's programme.

No Guard of Honour and no gun salute.




(a)

Diplomatic Corps not present.

Departure Arrangements (Hiroshima and Nagasaki)

The Pope was seen off from Nagasaki by Mr Ota,

to mark his

departure from Japan.

. Royal Family/Head of State

(a)
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The only meeting with a member of the Imperial Family
was the Pope's 50-minute courtesy call on the Emperor,
of

State, with the Pro-Nuncio and the Grand Master of

which was a téte-a-téte meeting as between Heads
Ceremonies at the Imperial Household Agency also present.
Secretary of State Casaroli, Vice Secretary of State
Martinez, Cirdinal Martin and Cardinal Marcinkus were
then introduced to ‘the Emperor. Exceptionally, two of
Mari (I1 Osservatore
end. The call was
had

been cleared with the MFA and before it was officially

et and
at the

requested by the Pro-Nuncio as soon as the visit

the Pope's photographers Fe

Romano) were also allowed in

announced. The Emperor in an exceptional gesture saw
the Pope off at the door and we understand that the
informal

conversation was a good and one.

The MFA understood that the
accept invitations to meals

Pope and Bishops would not

or receptions. After informally

asking the Pro-Nuncio, they made no offer.

5. Ministerial Involvement

(a)

Apart from Mr Ito at Haneda airport, the Pope met Prime

Minister Suzuki, who called to pay his respects at the

Nunciature despite the MFA's insistent attempts to arrange
The Nunciature
The MFA

this meeting was also formally requested by the Pro-Nuncio,

a "neutral" third place for the meeting.

described it as a meeting, not an audience. said

but according to the Nunciature Mr Suzuki was very keen to

meet the Pope and the first approach was made through the

Japanese Embassy to the Holy See. The Nunciature added that

/the




the Pope had had no special interest in meeting the
Prime Minister; apart from paying his respects to the
Head of State of the country he was visiting, he
generally wished to spend his time in pastoral work.

(b) As for 4(b).

Bis Speeches

The first address to the Japanese people was a written message sent
on 16 February, the day of the Pope's departure from the Vatican.
His arrival message was delivered on his way out of Tokyo Cathedral
on 23 February. On 25 February he made his appeal for world peace
at the Peace Memorial Park in Hiroshima, and then moved to an
auditorium in the Park, where he spoke in English*for about forty
minutes on science and morality to a gathering of academics and
city officials. This was jointly arranged by the UN University

and the city authorities. He gave his departure message to the
Japanese people on 26 February outside the Catholic Centre in Nagasaki.
The Nagasaki authorities asked the Pope to speak at the epicentre
of the bomb explosion there, but since the Pope had made his appeal
at Hiroshima and does not apparently like to repeat himself in the
same trip, be sent Cardinal Casaroli. The only Japanese speeches
were the Mayor of Hiroshima's welcome at the Peace Memorial Park
and an introduction by the Rector of the UN University in the
auditorium.

7. Security

There were no security problems. 12,000 police were assipned to
[ b } {]‘

ensure that this was so. Four special guards accompanied the Pope

from Rome (two Swiig, two security) and Secretary of State Casaroli
by

had one bodyguard. The police were particularly strict in Tokyo, .
for fear of extreme right wing protest. ..Because of difficulties
in hiring a stadium for the second Mass in Tokyo, the Bishops
considered using the campus of Sophia University; but the police
objected on the grounds that this was too open, and the Korakuen
stadium was made available. The Pro-Nuncio did not allow any
police into the Nunciature, but for a week before the visit there

/vere




were three or four men on every 1ittle corner in the neighbourhood,
In the Catholic Centre in Nagasaki, police occupied the floors
above and below where the Pope was staying. In the event, the
worst the right wing did was to blast the office occupied by

the Secretariat to the Council of Bishops from a loudspeaker

van parked outside and to put stickers all over the gate, in
advance of the visit, and again during the open-air Mass to use

a loudspeaker van outside the Korakuen stadium which was almost
inaudible from inside.

8. Press Arrangements

The Japanese Government provided no facilities, but the MFA did
advise the Council of Bishops on the setting up of a press centre
at the Hotel New Otani from which transport and other matters

were arranged for the press.

9. Government Assistance

The MFA provided three cars (one of them bullet-proof) for the Pope
while in Tokyo, as part of the State guest treatment. In Hiroshima
cars were provided by the City. In Nagasaki they were hired by

the Council of Bishops who also chartered the plane from All Nippon
Airways (one of the principal domestic airlines) for the flights

to Hiroshima and llagasaki. The Council of Bishops were also

responsible for arranging hotel accommodation in Tokyo and Nagasaki

-

for the Pope's suite. The Pope himself stayed at the Nunciature
in Tokyo and at the Catholic Centre in Nagasaki. At an early
stage in planning, the MFA considered the possibility of providing
a helicopter to take the Pope from Haneda airport to the Akasaka
Place, but the Council of Bishops declined the offer.

10. Meetings

A

(a) The Pope met Roman Catholic and ecumenical Church leaders
at the Nunciature on the evening of 2% February and the

morning of 2+ February respectively. Four representiatives

/of the




of the National Christian Council boycotted the occasion
in protest at his meeting with the Emperor.

The ecumenical leaders included representatives of
the Japan Ecumenical Association, Japan Evangelical
Church Union, Holy Orthodox Church in Japan, Metarchy
of Russian Orthodox Church in Japan, Anglican Church
of Japan, Japan Evangelical Lutheran Church, Japan
Baptist Union, Salvation Army, three seminaries and
the International Christian University, Japan Bible
Society, YMCA, National Christian Council Research
Institute, Breakfast Prayer Meeting, South-East Asia
Cultural Friendship Association and the Catholic
Ecumenical Committee (3% in all).

(b) The Pope then had a meeting with Shinto and Buddhist
leaders (including a number of modern Japanese sects).

The lists for (a) and (b) were drawn up by the Council of Bishops.




Treasury Chambers, Parliament Slrect,.SWIP 3AG

The Rt Hon William Whitelaw CH MC MP

Secretary of State

Home Office

50 Queen Anne's Gate

London SW1H 9AT - 10 April 1981-

Do

PAPAL VISIT

You sent a copy of your letter of 4 April to Michael Heseltine
to Geoffrey Howe.

You mention the public expenditure implications, though you do
not say how much might be involved. I would only make the
obvious point at this stage that such costs ought to be kept to

a minimum, and that in assessing the advantages and disadvantages
of the various possible sites for the Mass the differing costs at
differing locations should be taken into account. I should also
add that I think it is reasonable to expect the costs to lie
where they fall, and to be absorbed within existing planned
provisions. 5 ;

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister, Peter Carrlngton,
Christopher Soames and Sir Robert Armstrong.

s

LEON BRITTAN
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The Home Secretary has sent the Prime

Minister a copy of his letter to Mr Heseltine
about the best site to offer the Roman Catholics
for the Pope's open air mass in or near London,

at which a congregation of about one million is

expected.

As we already knew this is a very difficult
problem. Whatever site is chosen will have
disadvantages, will cause some damage and cost

some public money.

The Home Secretary's first choice is
Richmond Park.
ﬁ

I doubt if the Prime Minister need be
troubled with this until we know Mr Heseltine's
reaction.

Cve ,w(

7 April 1981
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=4 APR 1981

PAPAL VISIT

As you know, Pope John Paul II is to make a pastoral visit to Great Britain from
'28th May ‘to 1st June 1982. The Roman Catholic Church intends that during the afternoon
of 28th May the Pope should celebrate mass in the open air at a location within or
adjacent to the Metropolis. A congregation of around one million is expected.

The Metropolitan Police have conducted a survey to find a suitable site for this
mass: your officials have a copy of their report. The police identified on a
preliminary analysis thirty seven possible sites within the Metropolitan Police District
a list of these with brief comments on their suitability is attached. Closer
examination against several criteria - including the security of the Pope and the
congregation, the importance of ensuring the mobility, visibility and audibility of
the Pope, and the accessibility, capacity and amenity of the site - reduced the number
of possible sites to five. The five, in order of preference are:

1. Richmond Park

2. .Wanstead Flats

3. Wormwood Scrubs
4. Epsom Race Course
5. Hyde Park

The Metropolitan Police have, therefore, proposed that Richmond Park be offered to the
Roman Catholic Church as the site of the mass. : :

Officials of our Departments have discussed this proposal with the police. I
understand that your Department would foresee a number of difficulties in siting the
mass in Richmond Park. Some of these - such as problems of transport facilities and th
provision of other necessary services - would no doubt arise whatever site was chosen.
But others are peculiar to this particular site: some of them are major, others less
0. For my part, I can perfectly understand that the implications of holding the event
in the Park both for the fabric of the Park itself and for its management as a public
facility are bound to cause you concern. And there are other less significant but still
difficult issues - including the effect on the deer - which would clearly need to be
tackled if we were to go ahead.

In view of these problems, I have asked my officials to consider the alternatives
closely. I understand that they are agreed with yours that of the four other sites
listed, Epsom Race Course would be the preferable alternative, although it too is not
without its problems. The main difficulty with the course, however is that the Derby
will be run on 2nd June. For various reasons the use of the course for the proposed
mass would mean that the Derby and indeed the whole of this fixture would have to be
cancelled. (It is not possible to make the major change in the date which would be
involved because of the way the racing calender is organised.) My officials have made

© [informal

The Rt.-Hon. Michael Heseltine, M.P.




informal enquiries which make clear that there is no way in which the course could be
used without cancelling the Derby fixture. This would be such an unpopular proposzl
that we think that it rules out this alternative. -

A further alternative might be for the search for a suitable site to be extendsd
beyond the Metropolitan Police District. This, however, is bound to take some time and
the Church authorities are already pressing to know the site so that they can start
their preparations. There is clearly a limit to how far outside the Metropolis we can
go and the problems of policing an event outside London would be considerably greater.
I do not, therefore, favour pursuing this option unless we judge it absolutely necessary

My own view is that any site we find is going to have its share of problems and
that Richmond Park is the least bad alternative identified. Our approach to the Pope's
visit has been to welcome it for its pastoral nature. With that in mind, I would hope
you would agree, in principle, to the use of the Park as the site for the mass and
authorise your officials to pursue more detailed discussions with my own, the police
and the Church authorities.

If you feel able to agree to this, there will remain a number of other aspects of
the matter to settle. In particular, I shall wish to consult Her Majesty The Queen, in
view of the Park's royal status, before taking any further steps. We shall also need
to decide how the expenditure implications of this and other aspects of the visit shoul
be handled. It is clear, for example, that wherever the mass is sited public
expenditure will be incurred, not least in relation to the policing arrangements. I am
asking my officials to pursue this.

For the meoment, however, I should be glad of your view on the proposal in relation
to Richmond Park. In view of their interest in the arrangements for His Holiness's
visit, I am copying this letter to the Prims Minister, to Peter Carrington,

Geoffrey Howe and Christopher Soames, and to Sir Robert Armstrong.
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SCHEDULE OF SITES SURVEYED TOGETHER WITH
COMMENTS REGARDING SUITABILITY

(Sites indicated thus *** were selected for further
investigation) :

Site No Locatidn : , s Comments

1 Alexandra Park, The site, known locally
N1O : as Alexandra Palace, was

' unsatisfactory in that
it was too small in area
to accommodate the numbers
of people anticipated to
attend. In addition the
ground was undulating and
the area broken up by
trees and buildings.

Biggin Hill €Cividl One of the subsequent
Airport, Kent priorities set by the

Roman Catholic Church was
that they should have
access to the site for a
period of two months before
the Mass. In consequence
this location was excluded.

Blackheath, SE3 Blackheath was found to be
topographically acceptable.
However, as the heath
carried the A2 road and

was generally too small in
area, it was rejected.

Bushy Park, Although large enough in
Teddington overall area the ground was
broken up by trees, lakes
and roads. There were no
uninterrupted areas
sufficiently large enough
to accommodate the number
of people concerned. In
consequence of the above
the site was rejected.
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Site No

- Location

Comments

Clapham Common,
SWa4

An unacceptable location
due to the presence of
roads, trees and scrub.

CroYdon Airport,
South Beddington

The area of land

considered was that which
remains from what was
Croydon Airport. The

area was bisected by the

A23 road and too small.
Thus, the site was rejected.

Crystal Palace
Pack, "SE19

A totally unacceptable
venue. The area was broken
up by roads and building,
it also possessed
unacceptable gradients.

Dartford
Marshes, Kent

An area adjacent to River
Thames which is low lying
and subject to flooding.
A lot of the ground is
'made-up' and is thus
unsatisfactory for use by
vehicles or pedestrians.
The site was rejected.

Epping Forest,
Essex ;

The vast area of Epping
Forest was surveyed but
an uninterrupted area
sufficiently large to
accommodate the function
could not be found.

Epsom Race
Course, Surrey

The race course appeared to
be an acceptable location
at which to hold the Mass.
Consequently it was selected
for further investigation.




Location

Comments

Erith Marshes,
Belvedere

A site on the south bank
of the River Thames.
found to be too

. industrialised and 'built-
up' for the purpose
concerned.

It was

Finsbury Park,
N4

The venue was found to be
too small in area to accept
the required number of
people.

Greenwich Marsh,
SE10

An area containing a number
of drainage dykes and
therefore unacceptable.

Greenwich Park,
SE1D

The park was too small in
area and contained too many
large trees.

Hackney Marsh,
E1l0

The venue appeared
appropriate, however
examination disclosed it to
be too small to accept the
required number of people.

Hampstead Heath,
NW3

Hampstead Heath was rejected
because it contained
insufficient uninterrupted
area and too many large
trees to obscure the
observers view. In addition
it would be extremely
difficult to render the area
sterile and secure.




Location

Comments

Hampton Court
Park, East
_Molesey

Whilst the park is large
enough much of it has been
taken up by a golf course.
In addition there are a
number of ponds and lakes
which together with the
golf course make the site

.unacceptable.

Hornchurch
Marshes, £ssex

A low lying area, subject
to flooding and much
incised by drainage dykes.
Not acceptable.

Hounslow Heath,
Hounslow

An area approaching the
acceptable size. However,
it is continually used for
purposes which could not be
suspended for the two month
period required by the
Roman Catholic Church to
prepare the site.

Hyde Park, W2

The park has the advantages
of size and accessibility.
It was therefore selected

‘for further investigation.

Isle of Dogs,
£E14

An area inclusive of the
West India and Millwall
Docks. Presently subject
much redevelopment which
would preclude it for the
purpose in hand for a

period of approximately five
years.
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Location : ’ Comments

Kempton Park The area delimited by the
"Race Course, - " race course contains a large
Sunbury-on- | lake which makes the site
Thames - unacceptable.

London Dock, E1l The dock is subject to

. £ extensive redevelopment
and is additionally too small
in area.

Mitcham Common, The common was found to be
Surrey unacceptable as a venue for
the following reasons. It is
intersected by two major
roads, the terrain is scrubby
and wooded areas limit vision

Northolt The required access period of
Military two months precludes the
Aerodrome, use of this venue.

Ruislip

0ld Deer Park, The majority of the area of
Richmond the park has been given over
to a golf course, that which
remains is too small to be
utilised.

Plumstead Marsh, The area of the marsh is
SE18 unacceptable in that large
amounts of 'dumping' have
occurred. Additionally
the area is inclined to
become waterlogged with
heavy rain.




Location

Comments

Rainham Marsh,
Essex

The marsh is in constant use
as a military rifle range
and would not be given over

~to the Roman Catholic

Church for a period of two
months..

Regents Park,
NW1

The use of the park was
unacceptable as the available
open area, uninterrupted by
trees was insufficient.

Richmond Park,
Surrey

The north end of the park
appeared to fulfil the
required criteria. The site
was selected for further
investigation.

Royal Group
Docks, El6

The total area was
sufficient but due to
extensive demolition and
'"dumping' the site was
rejected.

Sandown Park
Race Course,
Esher

The centre area of the race
course has been converted
into a private golf course.
The remaining area was too
small to accommodate the
required number.

Surrey and
Commercial
Docks, Southwark

The dock area is now
derelict. The area available
was insufficient.




Site No ‘ Location ; Comments

34 Wanstead Flats, An area of open common land
*k* RE2 : ~ which appeared uninterrupted
: : by roads or trees. The site
was selected for further
investigation.

Wimbledon The common was rejected as
Common, SW19 it was found to be covered
in scrub and substantial
trees.

Wormwood Scrubs, An area of open, flat land
Wiz approaching the required
dimensions. The site was
selected for further
investigation.

Victoria Park, A public park which in the
E9 event proved too small for
the purpose.
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2 April 1981

The Pope's Visit

Thank you for your note of 31 March, and for
letting us here know that Cardinal Hume plans to
announce the dates for the Visit on Maundy
Thursday, 16 April.

Of course this is very much a matter for
him, and perhaps Maundy Thursday has been chosen
deliberately. I only write to say, however, that
our Press Office point out that Maundy Thursday
could hardly be a worse day, in normal public
relations terms, for a major announcement, not
least because there are no papers on the following
day, Good Friday.

I expect that the choice of day is deliberate,
and that Cardinal Hume is well aware of this
consideration., No doubt you will decide whether
or not to mention the matter to somebody on the
Cardinal's staff.

& von
a8 Perg

Miss E B Chaplin
Foreign and Commonwealth Office
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWIA 2AH

31 March 1981

Colin Peterson Esq 4 ﬁ$y‘14(§2::hﬂ
No 10 Downing Street ;
LONDON SW1 re ¥t
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PAPAL VISIT TO THE UK 1982

You may like to know that we have heard from
Sir Mark Heath that Cardinal Hume told him
he expected to announce the dates for the
forthcoming Papal Visit on the Thursday
before Easter, that is 16 April.

Yot o
By enda

Miss E B Chaplin
Protocol and Conference
Department

ce:

Mr Phillips, Home Office

Mr de Dene , Home Office

PS

PS/PUS

WED

Lord Nichlas Gordon Lennox

Mr Tyrer, Information Dept

News Dept

RESTRICTED




Cabinet / Cabinet Committee Document

The following document, which was enclosed on this file, has been
removed and destroyed. Such documents are the responsibility of the
Cabinet Office. When released they are available in the appropriate
CAB (CABINET OFFICE) CLASSES.

Reference: cc Cg() B~ Gl 5, Minmte |

Date: 26 Mayel. (A8

Signed %@W Date 2.0 OCfoBer &0l

PREM Records Team
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The Pope's Visit

Sir Noel Short telephoned me today to

say that the Speaker was strongly opposed

to the idea of an address by the Pope to

[ -k

both Houses of Parliament as this would be

highly provocative.
T o —m——s

I told Sir Noel that the Prime Minister
took the same view.

Cvp,

24 March 1981
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The Pope's Visit

I attach a minute Sir Robert Armstrong
has sent me.

He advises that the Prime Minister should
tell the Lord Chancellor that she does not
favour the idea of the Pope addressing both
Houses of Parliament. As you know, I wholly
agree.

CVP

23 March 1981
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Visit of Pope
: J revenf -
Possible Address to both Houses of Parliament

Cor praniry cril

I would advise in the strongest possible terms against this qut‘

proposal. ! L" _@'_’/“-.

. 2 W aldm bew
It would, surely, be highly controversial. There will be some

controversy anyway over thé"ﬁbpe's visit, but it is reasonable to

hope that, as it is now planned, it will be a happy and fruitfu1¢-‘$
visit. Include the pomp and ceremony (and symbolism) of an addre§§‘~-°"
by the Pope to both Houses of Parliament, and the visit will be ”“—'
plunged in controversy. We can, surely, be virtually certain that

tﬁis sort of thing is not what the Pope wants to do on a pastoral

visit; Cardinal Hume and the wiser Roman Catholics would, I suspect,

be strongly opposed, and the other Churches would find it very
difficult to take, and the sort of gesture which would undo the
atmosphere in which they hope to have their talks with the Pope on

Christian unity questions. 01,13. {Zov*QP‘ L, :
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Ref: A04518

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

MR, PETERSON

The Pope's Visit to the United Kingdom

The Lord Chancellor sent me a copy of his minute of 18th March about
e ) et A
the possibility that the Pope should be asked to address Members of the two
Houses of Parliament in Westminster Hall,

25 The Pope's visit is to be a pastoral visit to the Roman Catholic Church

in this country., I think that we need to think very carefully indeed about including

in the schedule occasions which are normally associated with State Visits of

Heads of State of foreign countries and official visits by distinguished political

leaders. So far as I know, the Pope did not address the French Assembly or
the Irish Dail on his visits to those countries, where of course the Roman
Catholic church is the predominant faith, It would look very odd if the Pope
were to address Members of the two Houses of Parliament in a country which
has an established church of which he is not the Head.

Sl I also have it much in mind that, if there were to be such an occasion
it would be impossible to exclude Mr. Paisley, as a Member of Parliament,
and he would be almost bound to come and make a nuisance of himself,

4. My private information is that both the Cardinal Archbishop of Westminster
and the Duke of Norfolk do not favour the idea.

5% Isuggest that the Prime Minister should tell the Lord Chancellor that
she does not favour the idea of the Pope addressing Members of both Houses of

Parliament and that he should discourage this suggestion.

(Robert Armstrong)

20th March 1981

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL




20 March 1981

The Pope's Visit to the
United Kingdom

The Prime Minister has now seen your minute
to me of 12 March about the proposal that the
Pope should be offered the use of a helicopter
of The Queen's Flight from London to Cardiff
and back on the first day of his visit.

The Prime Minister agrees this proposal
on the understanding, of course, that the
helicopter would be provided for the Pope's
personal use, and that his entourage would
travel to Cardiff at their own expense. Generally,
The Prime Minister feels that the possible claims
on public funds which the Pope's visit might
involve need to be watched very carefully indeed.

g i, R
¢ | D R CMNL
Ao \v o & i AININILN

Sir Robert Armstrong, X.CiB.:;-C.V.0,
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PAPAL VISIT 1982: SITE TFOR A MASS ON 28 MAY

1. Your minute to Mr du Boulay of 12 March. Choosing the
site for the Mass raises all sorts of problems and at this
stage the Home Secretary and the Secretary of State for the
Environment will have to weigh the pros and cons of Epsom
and Richmond Park. The police have already carried out an
in-depth investigation into the alternative locations and
so far nothing better than Epsom and Richmond Park have
appeared. The matter will have to be resolved by Ministers
and may indeed have to go to Cabinet.

18 March 1981 Miss E B Chaplin
Protocol and Conference Department
G
”Mr Peterson, No 10
Mr du Boulay
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Mr du Bow¥dy, LCD
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PAPAL VISIT 1982: SITE FOR A MASS 'ON 28 MAY

1. Miss Chaplin copied her minute of 5 March about the meeting
she attended that day at New Scotland Yard to discuss sites

for the lMass on the first day to WED. We are not sure that

the police preference for the metropolitan region should
necessarily be an overiding factor. DBoth Epsom and Richmond Park
have serious disadvantages (incidentally, I should have thought
that at least on environmental grounds, it should be argued that
damage to Richmond would be more serious than damage to Epsom)
and I wonder if the case for holding a Mass in an open area
further outside London should not over-rule any.difficulties

that this might cause between various police authorities.
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P W I Vereker
Western kuropean Department
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12 March 1981
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From:
THE RT. HON. LORD HAILSHAM OF ST. MARYLEBONE, C.H., F.R.S., D.C.L.

HoOUSE OF LORDS,
SW1A OPW

CONFIDENTIAL

Prime Minister

Visit of the Pope

I have received from two peers, the Earl of Bessborough
and Lord Ingleby, a suggestion that during the coming papal
visit the Pope should be asked to address members of the two
Houses of Parliament. This suggestion is likely to get a
good measure of support since I doubt whether they are alone.

I emphasised to both that, if made, this would have to be
a political decision receiving support at least from the three
main parties, that it might well be made the occasion for some
self-advertising demonstrations by extreme Protestant groups
inside and outside Parliament, and that in any case I thought
it would be necessary to make the necessary consultations, and
to study the precedents applying to joint meetings.

Both peers having independently consulted the Clerk of the
Parliaments, I requested him to prepare without prejudice a list
of the precedents and offer advice about the appropriate drill.

He has complied with my request in a note to my Private Secretary,
a copy of which I append.

I express no opinion at this stage as to the merits, but
consider that the time has now come to inform colleagues as to
what has transpired. R

I ought to add that Miles Norfolk came to my room at his
own request today and discussed the matter. Ie had been himself
approached by Ingleby but not by Bessborough. He was extremely
sensible and advised the %reatest caution. We both agreed that
any soundings which were en shou e extremely tentative.

It would be far better that nothing should bé done at all than
that something should be done and then go wrong.

I shall take no further step in the matter on my own
initiative unless and until I have been approached by colleagues.

: I am sending copies of this minute and the enclosure to
Willie Whjitelaw, Peter Carrington, Christopher Soames, Humphrey
Atkins and Francis Pym, to Mr. Speaker, and to Sir Robert Armstrong.

— o

J{wJLS:M.
18th March, 1981
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. PRIME MINISTER

The Pope's Visit in 1982

Sir Robert Armstrong, in his minute attached, asked if you
would think it reasonable that the Pope should be offered the use
of a helicopter of The Queen's Flight from London to Cardiff and
back. This would be the first day of the visit, and would follow

The Queen's lunch for the Pope at Buckingham Palace.

Mr Whitmore has discussed this with me, and we agree in
thinking that this would be a reasonable courtesy, and one which
no doubt would be greatly appreciated by the Pope and the Roman
Catholics. As Sir Robert says, it might also have the advantage
of avoiding minority demonstrations outside Buckingham Palace

PPN N
against the Pope's visit, although there could be demonstrations

when the Pope arrives.

It would have to be made clear to the Roman Catholics that
the rest of the Pope's entourage would have to make their way to

and from Cardiff at their own expense.

If you approve Sir Robert's pfoposal, we think it would be
right to let the Roman Catholics know straightaway as they no doubt
need an early decision for_their planning. But this may be only
the first of a number of claims on public funds arising from the

visit, and this will need to be watched very carefully indeed.
r\/kﬂr/‘f\.

17 March 1981




THE CLERK OF THE PARLIAMENTS
HOUSE OF LORDS SWIA OPW

MR. COLLON
LORD CHANCELLOR'S OFFICE

Address to Members of Both Houses of Parliament by the Pope

1k The Lord Chancellor has asked for advice in regard to

the suggestion made to him by Lord Bessborough and Lord Ingleby
that the Pope might be invited to address membersiof both Houses of
Parliament when he visits this country in May 1982.

2% Distinguished foreign visitors have in the past
addressed members of both Houses of Parliament. The most
recent instances are -
1939 23 Mar President Le Brun in Westminster Hall
(France)

1950 Mar President Auriol in the Royal Gallery
(France)

1960 Apr President De Gaulle in Westminster Hall
(France)

1966 Mr. U Thant in the Royal Gallery
(United Nations)

1967 Mr. Kosygin (USSR) in the Royal Gallery

1969 President Saragat in the Royal Gallery
(Italy)

1970 Herr Brandt in the Royal Gallery
- (West Germany)

1976 President Giscard in the Royal Gallery
d'Estaing (France)

3. It is clear that the initiative for each of those visits
came from the Government. No doubt they made consultations

through the "usual channels" and obtained permission of the

appropriate authorities for the use of Westminster Hall or the
Royal Gallery.




4. Permission has to be sought from The Queen through
~
the Lord Great Chamberlain for the use of the Royal Gallery.

Permission for the use of Westminster Hall is sought from the
Lord Great Chamberlain, the Lord Chancellor and the Speaker.

bl On these occasions the distinguished visitor addresses
members of both Houses but not the Houses as such. The only
Parliamentary procedures involved are those in connection with
the adjournment of both Houses so that members can take their
seats in Westminster Hall or the Royal Gallery. The visitor is
welcomed on his arrival by the Lord Great Chamberlain and then
the Leaders of the Houses are presented to him and after that
he is escorted to the dais, where the Lord Chancellor and the
Speaker are presented. There they welcome him not on behalf
of their respective Houses but in their personal capacities.
The visitor then makes his address and a reception may be given
afterwards. The address is not a sitting of either House and

therefore no record appears in Hansard or the Journal.

6. I understand that the Pope is coming to the United
Kingdom not on a State Visit but on a pastoral visit at the

invitation of the Roman Catholic hierarchy of England, Wales

and Scotland. His visit is, therefore, technically, a private
visit and not a State Visit, though I believe the Foreign Office
are making arrangements for it in consultation with the Roman
Catholic authorities. I believe that the Government have not
yet stated what their role in the visit will be but it is

likely to be limited, as the demands of the pastoral visit will
take up most of the Pope's time while he is in this country.




T It is clear from the precedents that the Government

take the initiative whenever a distinguished visitor is invited
to address members of both Houses in the Palace of Westminster
and I should, therefore, advise the Lord Chancellor to let the
Prime Minister know that he has been approached by two Peers
with the suggéstion that the Pope might address members of both
Houses in Westminster Hall or the Royal Gallery when he visits
this country in May 1982. Perhaps he might also send a copy
of his letter to the Foreign Secretary.

&,L: Bt usunen

et
PETER HENDERSON

16th March 1981
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The Pope's Visit

Please see Sir Robert Armstrong's minute, attached, about
making available to the Pope a helicopter of The Queen's flight
for one of his journeys during his visit next year.

I would support this in principle, and would agree that the
Cardiff journey seems much the most suitable.

You may feel that this could be submitted to the Prime Minister
straightaway, but two questions occur to me

(i) The Pope will have a numerous entourage, although
presumably only one or two of his party will be
with him at the Buckingham Palace lunch. Can we
safely assume that the rest of the entourage will

be travelling separately to Cardiff, and not at

the expense of public funds?

I have no doubt that, especially as the Roman
Catholics in this country are, apparently, so
short of money, there will be further requests

of one kind and another for public expenditure

in connection with the Pope's visit. Ought we

to advise the Prime Minister to ask for a fuller
report about the likely costs of the visit to
public funds before authorising this single item?

Would you like a word about this?

13 March 1981
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POPES VISIT 1982 - PARLIAMENTARY INVOLVEMENT

1. Mr Slater (tel no 219 5307) telephoned this morning from the
House of Lords to ask about the state of play on the Pope's Visit,
The purpose of his enquiry was tq&t the Lord Chancellor had been
thinking about the possibility of,Address to Parliament,

2. I explained to Mr Slater that the Pope's visit is pastoral
and at present HMG will be treating is as a private visit by

a Head of State. I also explained that the pastoral programme

is very crowded already and suggested that if the Lord Chancellor
wishes to pursue the idea of Parliamentary involvement he should
write to the Prime Minister.

gl

13 March 1981 Miss E B Chaplin

Protocol and Conference Department
(o]l
fﬁh‘PeS;ré;n, No 10
Lord Nicholas Gordon Lennox

Mr Fergusson

WED

Mr du Boulay, PCD

Mr Gordon, PCD

Mr Haydon Phillips, Home Office
Mrde Deney Home Office

Mr Newington, RID

CONFIDENTIAL
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Ref. A04440

MR. PETERSON

The Pope's Visit to the United Kingdom

I understand that you are representing the Prime Minister at official
meetings on the subject of the Pope's visit to the United Kingdom next year.

2, I also understand that the visit is a Pastoral visit to the Roman Catholic
Church in this country and not a State or Official Visit.

B I have recently received an approach from my predecessor, Lord Hunt of
Tanworth, who is concerned with the preparations being made by the Roman
Catholic Church in this country for the Pope's visit. He tells me that the costs
are likely to be very considerable, that they will have to be borne by the Roman
Catholic Church and community in this country, and that they will represent a
heavy burden for a church which has not the resources in this country that it has
in other countries. The purpose of his approach was to discover whether there
might be any possibility of a helicopter of The Queen's Flight being made
available to the Pope for one of the journeys which he will be obliged to make by
helicopter if he is to carry out the full programme envisaged for him.

4. There are two such journeys which seem at first sight to be possible
candidates: the journey from London to Cardiff and back on the first day, and the
journey from London to Canterbury and back on the second day. -

5, If the idea were to be acceptable in principle, I think that it would be
easier in relation to the first day - the visit to Cardiff - than in relation to the
secondday - the visit to Canterbury, which will be a wholly ecclesiastical
(though ecumenical) affair. The Pope will be lunching informally at
Buckingham Palace on the first day, before his journey to Cardiff, and it would be
an entirely reasonable and justifiable courtesy to another Head of State that, in

order to facilitate his coming to have lunch with The Queen, she should offer him

the hospitality of The Queen's Flight for his journey to Cardiff (and back)., He

could then helicopter straight out of the garden at Buckingham Palace (into which
only The Queen's Flight can fly); that could save him a significant amount of time,
quite apart from the financial saving, There could also be security benefits: the
Pope's visit to Buckingham Palace could well give rise to demonstrations at the
Palace gates by extreme Protestant and Paisleyite groups - perhaps even by

Dr., Paisley himself.
i




6. I have ascertained that the Ministry of Defence:would be prepared to

provide a helicopter of The Queen's Flight for this purpose, and to bear the costs
oo Ll assane  dulefel and closed, Lo yendT,
wndes FOI EXErmphnad . ML\)@@M
20 0ch 62 Jolt

i I should be grateful if you would let me know whether the Prime Minister
would think it reasonable that the Pope should be offered the use of a helicopter o
The Queen's Flight from London to Cardiff and back. If she is content, the

formal approach to the Palace will be put through The Queen's Flight channels.

ROBERT ARMSTRONG

12th Mazrch, 1981
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Mr du Boulay, PCD

PAPAL VISIT 1982: SITE FOR A MASS ON 238 IMAY

1. Miss Chaplin copied her minute of 5 llarch about the meeting
che attended that day at New Scotland Yard to discuss sites

for the Mass on the first day to WED. We are not sure that

the police preference for the metropolitan region should

necessarily be an overiding factor. Both Epsom and Richmond Park

have serious disadvantages (incidentally, I should have thought
that at least on environmental grounds, it should be argued that
damage to Richmond would be more serious than damage to Epsom)
and I wonder if the case for holding a lMass in an open area
further outside London should not over-rule any difficulties

that this might cause between various police authorities.

P W M Vereker
Western European Department

12 Maxrch 1981
¥
cc: Mr Peterson, No 10
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Mr du Boulay
PAPAL VISIT 1982: SITE FOR A MASS ON 28 MAY

1. This morning I attended a meeting held by D A C Radley at

New Scotland Yard to discuss possible sites for the 1st day Mass.
Messrs Phillips and Hayden from the Home Office and Hobson and
Ashley (the latter Superintendent of Richmond Park) from DOE

were also present.

2. Dates: Mr Phillips said that for the purposes of choosing
the site it should be assumed that the dates of 28 May - 1 June

“

were firm, :

3. Choice of Site: Chief Inspector Harland, Metropolitan Police,
who was also present, has spent two months carrying out a recce

of all possible sites in the Metropolitan area: it was the concensus
of opinion that the Mass must take place within the Metropolitan
region and not within a provincial police area. Various sites
including Wanstead, Wormwood Scrubs, Sandown Park & Kempton Park

had been ruled out for various reasons and the only two possible
sites so far identified are Richmond Park and Epsom Racecourse:
neither are ideal, Hyde Park is too small.

4, The police say that a site capable of accommodating one million
people is required and this involves an area approximately one mile
by half-a-mile in size, Their recommendation would therefore be
for the area of Richmond Park shown on the attached map. Transport
facilities are far from ideal and Mr Hobso<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>