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Foreign &
Commonwealth

Office

24 November 1992 London SWI1A 2AH

LW 5411@»0'/\/

Letter from Chancellor Vranitzky to the Prime Minister

I enclose a draft letter of reply from the Prime
Minister to the Austrian Chancellor's invitation to attend
a proposed Council of Europe Summit in October next year.

In May President Mitterrand proposed, in a speech in
Strasbourg, that there should be biennial Council of
Europe summits (alternating with those of the CSCE). This
was linked to French ideas for a Confederation in Europe.
It was suggested that the first such meeting should be
held in London during our Chairmanship of the Committee of
Ministers of the Council of Europe which ends next May.

We opposed this, not least on cost grounds, and because
there was nothing of substance to discuss.

The Austrians have now taken over the initiative and
appear determined to host the summit during their
Chairmanship which runs from May to November next year.

The Foreign Secretary believes that there is a
surfeit of summitry. The proposed summit is still
searching for an agenda. 7The points put fcrward by the
Austrian Chancellor deserve consideration, but not, he
feels, by Heads of Government. Nor is the Austrian
Chancellor correct when he asserts in his letter that
Foreign Ministers accepted the Austrian offer in September
at their meeting in Istanbul. There were dissenting views
(ours included) at the Istanbul meeting which were not
reflected in the Chairman's written conclusions.

Nevertheless, there is an air of resigned expectation
in Strasbourg that the summit will go ahead, with only a
very small minority, led by ourselves, still opposed. Our




policy has been to use our time as Chairman of the
Committee of Ministers to make contingency plans for the
summit in good faith, and ensuring that the agenda has
relevant items for discussion. At the same time, we are
working for general acceptance that any final decision on
the summit should not be taken before Foreign Ministers
consider it at their meeting in May 1993.

The dates of 8-9 October, which coincide with the end
of the Conservative Party Conference, have been suggested.
Clearly the Prime Minister could not attend if those dates
were confirmed.

6261434{ﬁrLo¢; Y?Hailéo

(C N R Prentice)
Private Secretary

J S Wall Esqg
10 Downing Street




Draft letter from the Prime Minister to
Chancellor Vranitzky

Thank you for your letter of earlier this month, about
Austria's generous offer to host a Council of Europe Summit

meeting next year.y

I have read your letter with great interest. The
Foreign Office/ Minister, Tristan Garel-Jones, has told
Council of Europe Ministers that the UK agrees with many of
the pointsAiou make. I suggest that we should ask Foreign
Ministersﬁ%o take a final decision on the proposed summit

at their;heeting in May next year, in the light of

prepar@tory work accomplished by then. In the meantime, as

Chairyén of the Committee of Ministers, we will take

forwa%d in good faith the planning for the summit.
\),,f
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Letter from Chancellor Vranitzky to the Prime Minister

The Prime Minister might wish to be aware of the
attached letter which we have just received from
Chancellor Vranitzky about a proposed Council of Europe
summit meeting.

The subject will be discussed in Strasbourg on
5 November at a Ministerial meeting. ConErasy Lo
Chancellor Vranitzky's letter, no final decision on the
principle or the dates of a Summit has been taken. We
will submit a reply shortly taking into account the
results of the meeting.

i T R P

KZ$Mi4%Th41 rzhd*vic.

(C N R Prentice)
Private Secretary

J S Wall Esg CMG LVO
10 Downing Street




public of Austria
FEDERAL CHANCELLOR

.
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Deon fpime Aeducipben,

In his declaration before the Council of Europe’s Parliamentary
Assembly the President of the French Republic, Francois
Mitterrand, had suggested on May 4th to hold a Council of
Europe summit conference i.e. a meeting of the Heads of States

Viennra,

and Governments of all Council of Europe member countries. As
Austria will hold the chair of the Council of Europe in the
period between May 1993 and November 1993, and thus would
become the host for such a conference, we have given very
careful consideration to this suggestion and have decided on a
positive response. At their extraordinary meeting in Istanbul
on September 11th, the foreign ministers of the Member States
have decided to accept the Austrian offer to host the summit,.
Accordingly, the Council of Europe summit will take place in
Vienna on October 8th/9th of 1993. I would ask you to kindly
mark the date on your agenda. A more formal invitation will be
sent at a later date.

In taking up the initiative of President Mitterrand we were
prompted by the following motives:

a) There certainly exists a multitude of European organizations
with overlapping tasks and membership; by far the most
important one being the European Community.

His Excellency

The Right Honourable

John MAJOR, MP

Prime Minister of the

United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland

London




I am convinced that the European Community will accept new
member countries and at the same time will continue to deepen
its cooperation. Nonetheless, not all European nations will be
in a position to become members in the near future. This is
especially true for the young democracies of East/Central
Europe. But in these nations too, a sense of European identity
and European destiny has to be strengthened. This can be done
by the Council of Europe. It is the natural European forum of
genuine democracies and thus the pPlace where these democracies
can participate, as of yet, in the process of European
cooperation as full and equal members.

b) The functions and tasks of the Council of Europe have been
affected by the increasing scope of the activities of the
European Community as well as by the increasing cooperation and
the partial institutionalisation of the CSCE and by some
activities of the Economic Commission for Europe and the OECD.
It thus would seem worthwhile to take stock and to make a
¢onscious effort to assign to the Council of Europe a clearly
defined place in this "new Eurcpean architscture”,

¢) We are witnessing a rapid expansion of memberships to the
Council of Europe. Four formerly communist countries have
acceded. Other applications are pending and, beyond that, the
Council of Europe has also expanded cooperation with those

democracies of East/Central Europe that have not yet become
full members.,

Evidently, this expansion must ultimately entail a certain
change in the organizational set-up and in the procedures of
the Council of Europe. Some reforms seem inevitable.




This particularly concerns necessary reforms of procedures in
the realm of human rights. Already now the system is
overburdened. The situation would further deteriorate with the
accession of new member states.

I believe that the summit could and should also give certain
political impulses to the Council of Europe. It could enhance
the political weight of the organization. It could for instance
point to the necessity of finding legal safeguards for the
rights of ethnical groups and minorities. It could express
itself on the problem of east/west migration. It could - and in
this I am rather tentative - also assign a few new selected
tasks to the Council of Europe, possibly for instance, in the
field of environment. A multitude of European organizations are
already engaged in this task. I do, however, believe that some
issues are not yet fully covered by the existing intra-European
cooperation; and I therefore could imagine that the Council of
Europe assumes a certain function in this field.

It results from the above that our meeting in October of 1993
has to be well prepared. Taking my cue from other sunmits, I
therefore propose that you designate one of your personal aides
to be responsible for participating in these preparations.
These personal aides ("sherpas") should be  joined by our
ambassadors in Strasbourg and their first meeting should occur
better sooner than later. The exact date and venue of this
first meeting will be communicated to you via diplomatic
channels within the next weeks.

With my best personal regards,

Yours sincerely,
e

/M/_ /.oo“.h.'/
Franz Vranitzky
Federal Chancellor




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

THE PRIME MINISTER 15 March 1992

Thank you for your letter of 9 March.

I fully take your point about the importance of securing
the United Kingdom's position when it comes to chairmanships and
other positions within the council of Europe/WEU for the 1992-93
Session. As you may be aware, things have moved on since we
announced on Wednesday that the State Opening would be on 6 May.
Since that makes it impossible to announce by means of a Written
Answer in the new Parliament the United Kingdom Delegation to be

ppoin ] ¢ the G al Election, a Question is bein
answered on Monday recording that the make up of the new
Delegation will be announced at the end of April and reported to
Parliament as soon as practicable thereafter. The House
authorities have confirmed that this provides adequate cover for
members of the new United Kingdom Delegation to attend the
Session starting on 4 May and present their credentials in the

“usual way.

I am glad to be able to reassure you that your concerns

have already been taken on board in this way.

A copy of this letter goes to John MacGregor.

|
f

Sir Geoffrey Finsberg, M.B.E., J.P., M.P.
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SIR GEOFFREY FINSBERG, M.B.E,, J.P.,, M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

The Rt. Hon. John Major M.P. 9th March 1992
10 Downing Street
London S8Wl.

Do bl

I am sorry to have to trouble you at this busy time but
you are the only person who can decide this issue.

Under the rules of the C of E,credentials of members for

each country have to be rresented annually to the May meeting
- in this case before 4th May. It is quite clear from all
past experience that a new delegation formed after a General
Election would not be ready to be announced in time.

If this is not done, the term of office of the current delegation
expires and nobody from the U,K., will be allowed to particirate
in C of E or W.E.U. meetings until a fresh delegation is
arrointed.

I have suggested - and this has the support and agreement

of Peter Hardy who leads the Labour M.P.s on the delegation

= that you anwer a written PQ during this present week appointing
the current delegation for the coming session. This would
remain in operation only until the House 18 ready to announce
the names of a new delegation and the opportunites for this
would be in time for Assembly meetings on 29th June or 30th
Sertember. The rules of both the C of E and our Parliament
rermit existing delegates (even if no longer M.P.s8) to serve
for six months or until a new delegation is appointed.

For some reason, however, this proposal has been rejected

and I have been told that no action is to be taken.

If this decision is unaltered the following will result:-
1) There will be no British representation at the C of E

2) There will be no British representation at WEU which
I think Douglas Hurd and you realise is vital at this
time,

I will not even be able to attend the May assembly to
hand over the Presidency and, gperhags, to be thanked!
(this is of course a personal matter which comes well
down the order of priorities!)




:

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

I think you know how hard I have tried to build up British
prestige and influence in both these organisations and our
absence would be taken as a sign that we were falling back
into our old ways.

o
Yours iﬁpaéiely.
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PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE

WHITEHALL, LONDON SWI1A 2AT

13 March 1992

COUNCIL OF EUROPE DELEGATION

We spoke earlier today about the letter of 9 March from Sir
Geoffrey Finsberg to the Prime Minister urging that this
Delegation be reappointed in time for the opening of the 1992-93
Session of the Council of Europe/WEU, on 4 May.

Sir Geoffrey Finsberg had previously approached both the Lord
President and the Chief Whip about this. The Business Managers'
original view had been that it would be preferable to delay the
appointment of the Delegation until the beginning of the new
Parliament, when it would be possible to take a fresh look at its
composition. Although the timing would have been tight, it would
still have been possible to have a Written Answer announcing the

new Delegation in time for them to travel to the meeting on
4 May. Sir Geoffrey Finsberg and the House authorities were
aware of this, and remained concerned 1lest the necessary
decisions were not in fact taken in time. Hence Sir Geoffrey's
letter to the Prime Minister.

However the announcement of the General Election coupled with the
announcement that the State Opening will be on 6 May has changed
the position. Because Questions cannot be tabled until after the
First Session of the new Parliament has been opened with the
Queen's speech, it would simply not be possible to follow the
original plan in time for a Delegation tc attend the Session on
4 May. The UK would therefore have lost any chance to secure
chairmanships and rapporteurships.

The House authorities accordingly suggested that we reappoint now
only those Members of the Delegation who were standing again at
the Election. The Business Managers felt that this would
constrain Ministers' choices about the Delegation, on which they
would still wish to take a view after the Election. 1Instead,
they have agreed that an arranged Question should be answered on
Monday indicating that the Prime Minister will announce the
appointment of the Delegation around the end of April and report
it to Parliament as soon as practicable thereafter (ie, by a
Written Answer once the new Session is underway). The House
authorities have confirmed that this approach will provide
adequate authority for Members of the UK Delegation to attend the
session on 4 May, and thus our position in bidding for
chairmanships etc is preserved.




It is probable that individual Members of the current Delegation,
who have been enquiring of the House authorities, already know
that this is the way we are proceeding. I enclose a draft reply

from the Prime Minister to Sir Geoffrey Finsberg which explains
the position to him.

I am copying this letter and the enclosures to Murdo Maclean and
to Tim Hitchens (FCO).

T J SUTTON
Principal Private Secretary

J S Wall Esq LVO
PS/Prime Minister
10 Downing Street
LONDON SW1




DRAFT LETTER FROM PRIME MINISTER TO SIR GEOFFREY FINSBERG MP
Thank you for your letter of 9 March.
I fully take yqur point about the importance of securing the UK's

position when it comes to chairmanships and other positions

within the Council of Europe/WEU for the 1992-93 Session. As you

2 3 (%
may be aware, things have moved on since I announced on Wednesday

that the State Opening would be on 6 May. Since that makes it
impossible to announce by means of a Written Answer in the new
Parliament the UK Delegation to be appointed after the General
Election, a Question is being answered on Monday recording that
the make up of the new Delegation will be announced at the end
of April and reported to Parliament as soon as practicable
thereafter. The House authorities have confirmed that this
provides adequate cover for members of the new UK Delegation to
attend the Session starting on 4 May and present their

credentials in the usual way.

I am glad to be able to reassure you that your concerns have

already been taken on board in this way.

A copy of this letter goes to John MacGregor.




MONDAY 16 MARCH 1992 WRITTEN

HOUSBE OF COMMONS

MR DAVID HARRIS: To ask the Lord President of the Council, what
are his plans for the appointment of the Delegation for the

1992-93 session of the Council of Europe/Western European
Union.

Mr John MacGregor

My rt hon Friend the Prime Minister will be making the
appointments to the Delegation at the end of April and will
announce them to the House as soon as practicable
thereafter.

LORD PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL




Government Chief Whip
12 Downing Street, London SW1A 2AA

9 March 1992

COUNCIL OF EUROPE/WEU DELEGATION

Thank you for your letter of 6 March to Murdo Maclean drawing
attention to the misinterpretation of the procedures in respect of
the 6 month "rule". We were fully aware of this misinterpretation and
on receipt of Tim Hitchen's letter of 21 February clarified the
position in conversation with him. This clarification did not affect
Mr Tristan Garel-Jones' position on this issue, which we confirmed

with him as recently as last Friday.

I am copying this letter to William Chapman (No.10), Tim Hitchens
(FCO) and Douglas Slater (Lords Whips).

//414/1 o e
R L ALDERTON
Assistant Private Secretary

Tim Sutton Esq
PPS/Lord President
Privy Council Office
68 Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 2AT




SIR GEOFFREY FINSBERG, M.B.E., J.P., M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

The Rt. Hon. John Major M.P. 9th March 1992
10 Downing Street
London SWI1.

’ff‘éafoFDAM\

I am sorry to have to trouble you at this busy time but
you are the only rerson who can decide this issue.

Under the rules of the C of E,credentials of members for

each country have to be presented annually to the May meeting
- in this case before 4th May. It is quite clear from all
past experience that a new delegation formed after a General
Election would not be ready to be announced in time.

If this is not done, the term of office of the current delegation
expires and nobody from the U.K. will be allowed to participate
in C of E or W.E.U. meetings until a fresh delegation is
arrointed.

I have suggested - and this has the support and agreement

of Peter Hardy who leads the Labour M.P.s on the delegation

- that you anwer a written PQ during this present week appointing
the current delegation for the coming session. This would
remain in oreration only until the House is ready to announce
the names of a new delegation and the opportunites for this
would be in time for Assembly meetings on 29th June or 30th
Sertember. The rules of both the C of E and our Parliament
rermit existing delegates (even if no longer M.P.s) to serve
for six months or until a new delegation is aggointed.

For some reason, however, this proposal has been rejected

and I have been told that no action is to be taken.

If this decision is unaltered the following will result:-
1) There will be no British representation at the C of E
2) There will be no British representation at WEU which

I think Douglas Hurd and you realise is vital at this
time.

I will not even be able to attend the May assembly to
hand over the Presidency and, perhars, to be thanked!
(this is of course a personal matter which comes well
down the order of priorities!)




HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

I think yQu know how hard I have tried to build ur British
prestige and influence in both these organisations and our
absence would be taken as a sign that we were falling back

into our old ways.
JV&/

Yours %Epeé}ely,
N
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PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE

WHITEHALL, LONDON SWI1A 2AT

6 March 1992
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COUNCIL OF EUROPE/WEU DELEGATION

As you know we discussed this at a recent Business Managers'
meeting. I gather that pressure from Sir Geoffrey Finsberg
continues unabated.

Looking again at the papers, I think there is one point in Tim
Hitchen's letter to you of 21 February (copy attached for ease
of reference) which may be a slight misunderstanding.

The third paragraph of Tim's letter suggests that if it were not
possible to appoint the new delegation in time for a May session
of the Council of Europe, the rule about continuing the
delegation for 6 months would come into force. But in fact, as
I understand the position and as I interpret Ray Alderton's note
to you, the 6 months continuation runs within the sessional year
(which ends of course at the beginning of May) and would not
permit the existing delegation to continue beyond the end of the
sessional year.

What this means is that if we continue with the course we have
so far agreed, of leaving action until after the General
Election, it will be necessary to appoint the new delegation
within the very first days of the new Parliament if they are to
be able to present to the Council of Europe when it meets on 4
May their "credentials" so they can be approved as the delegation
for the coming session ("credentials" meaning the Written Answer
which confirms their appointment). The risk of a temporary gap
in any sort of sentation for the UK in the Council of
Europe/WEU must therefore be a real one, given the Minister of
State FCO's desire, mentioned in Tim Hitchen's letter, to go for
a more thorough overhaul of the delegation membership.

I am copying this letter to Tim Hitchens, Douglas Slater and
William Chapman.

- :
Faw S e J
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T J SUTTON
Principal Private Secretary

Murdo Maclean Esq
PS/Chief Whip

12 Downing Street
London SW1
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CoPiEe i T =" London SW1A 24H

Murdo Maclean Esq PO S Lo :
Private Secretary *_l
to the Chief whip

¥o 12 Dewning etrest
LONDON

EW1A

bee Mhds,

Thank you for your letter of 19 February about the Council of
Europe/WEU delegation.

I have spoken to the Minister, who is inclined to agree with
Ray Alderton’s reservations about S8ir Geoffrey Finsberg-’s
suggestions. Mr Garel-Jones’ aim would be to have the
delegation chosen after a general election, and as you may
know, he has some ideas for new members., _He would prefer not
to involve the ‘Chief Whip and Prime Minister with this issue
before the Genaral Election.

8ir Geoffrey Finsberg indicated in his letter to you of

18 February that unless the credentials of the delegation are
renewved before the May session of the Council of Europe his
group might become disenfranchised. I have made some
enquiries and it seems that, though in an.ideal world the new
team would be appointed very quickly after an election (in
time perhaps for the May session) it would be no disaster if
the rule about six month continuation of the delegation (Ray’s
para 2) came into force.

80 Mr Garel-Jones’ conclusion is that the answer to his
request should be a negative. He suggests the Chief Whip
himself should talk to 8ir Geoffrey if he needs further
explanation.

I am sending & copy of this r to #im Button (Lord
President’s Office), Douglas 8later (Lords Whips Office), and
to William Chapman (No 10).

Tt ee.

x.

Tim Hitchens
Private Secretary
to Tristan Garel-Jones




Government Chief Whip
12 Downing Street, London SW1A 2AA

From the Private Secretar)

26 February 1992

y
aﬁlaﬂ/jé;?fzij/

Thank you for your letter of 18 February about the Council of

Europe/Western European Union Delegation. I understand the Chief Whip

discussed this matter with you over the telephone and explained the

Governments position in respect of re-appointing the present UK
Delegation in advance of the coming General Election.

;jﬁaa«x-étu&u/
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Murdo Maclean

Sir Geoffrey Finsberg MBE JP MP
House of Commons

LONDON

SW1A OAA




Foreign &
Commonwealth
Office

21 February 1992
London SWIA 2AH
Murdo Maclean Esq

Private Secretary

to the Chief Whip

No 12 Downing Street

LONDON

swia '

beo Mucde ,

Thank you for your letter o{/;s/fg;ruary about the Council of
Europe/WEU delegation.

I have spoken to the Minister, who is inclined to agree with
Ray Alderton’s reservations about S8ir Geoffrey Finsberg’s
suggestions. Mr Garel-Jones’ aim would be to have the
delegation chosen after a general election, and as you may
know, he has some ideas for new members. He would prefer not
to involve the Chief Whip and Prime Minister with this issue
before the General Election.

8ir Geoffrey Finsberg indicated in his letter to you of

18 February that unless the credentials of the delegation are
renewed before the May session of the Council of Europe his
group might become disenfranchised. I have made some
enquiries and it seems that, though in an ideal world the new
team would be appointed very quickly after an election (in
time perhaps for the May session) it would be no disaster if
the rule about six month continuation of the delegation (Ray’s
para 2) came into force.

8o Mr Garel-Jones’ conclusion is that the answer to his
request should be a negative. He suggests the Chief Whip
himself should talk to 8ir Geoffrey if he needs further
explanation.

I am sending a copy of this letter to Tim Sutton (Lord
President’s Office), Douglas Slater (Lords Whips Office), and
to William Chapman (No 10).

mydb”,

i

Tim Hitchens
Private Secretary
to Tristan Garel-Jones




Government Chief Whip

12 Downing Street. London SW1A 2AA

19 February 1992

%( L/ 7&:1/( /

I enclose a copy of a note from Ray Alderton to me about the Council of
Europe/WEU Delegation.

As you will see from this and the attached letters, Sir Geoffrey
Finsberg is pushing strongly for the present Delegation to be appointed
within the next two weeks. In the circumstances I suspect the Chief
Whip will be very grateful for your Minister's advice as to how we
might best proceed. As you will see Sir Geoffrey would like to talk
to somebody if the answer is likely to be negative.

I should be very grateful if you could let me have an early reply.

I am sending a copy of this letter and enclosures to Tim Sutton (Lord
President's Office), Douglas Slater (Lords Whips Office), and to
William Chapman (No. 10) for information only at this stage.

gaxcr,z.oc%/
/
B e

/'
MURDO MACLEAN

Tim Hitchins Esq

Private Secretary

Foreign and Commonwealth Office
Downing Street

London SW1
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COUNCIL OF EUROPE/WEU DELEGATION

s
Ray

The UK Delegation to the Council of Europe/WEU is appointed annually
by the Prime Minister in advance of the May session of the Council of
Europe. The appointments continue for the whole sessional year, ie
until the following April, or until new appointments are made,
whichever is the sooner.

\
In 1987 a problem arose when the Election took place during a
plenary session. A Member of the Delegation (Paul Hawkins) was not
standing for re-election and when Parliament dissolved he was no
longer entitled to travel and subsistence expenses as a Member of the
Delegation. This caused some problems and so it was agreed that any
announced appointment would continue even if Parliament itself

was dissolved and following this agreement the present system

evolved. Following an Election therefore the appointees continue in

office until the end of the sessional year or until a new Delegation
is appointed, subject to a limit of 6 months for those Members not

re-elected to the UK Parliament.

It has now been suggested by Richard Lambert, the Delegation
Secretary (see attached letter) that it would be sensible to re-
appoint the present Delegation now to cover the new (1992/93)
session beginning in May. He suggests that doing this would remove
any pressure on an incoming administration to take speedy decisions
on a new Delegation with the result that whatever happened the UK
would be represented at the May session. The Leader of the
Delegation (Sir Geoffrey Finsberg) supports this view (letter
attached).

I have some reservations about the Delegation Secretary's
suggestion. To my mind no incoming Government would wish to inherit
a possibly unrepresented Delegation from its predecessor so we would
still be under pressure to appoint a new Delegation quickly. His
advice may also be coloured by the more personal wishes of some
Members of the Delegation. I would also be reluctant to bother the
Prime Minister with this issue unless we were in a position to offer

firm advice on future action.

I would welcome guidance on our next move(s).

192592
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OVERSEAS OFFICE
(EUROPEAN SECTION)
HOUSE OF COMMONS

LONDON SWIA 0AA

Telephone 071-219 3293

Fax 071-219 6832

10 February 1992

Dear Ly,

COUNCIL OF EUROPE/WEU DELEGATION

Recent speculation over the date of the General Election has brought to my attention
a possible lacuna in the UK representation to the Parliamentary Assemblies of the Council
of Europe and the Western European Union.

Following events arising out of previous Elections, the Administrative Guide, which
governs the workings of the Delegations, was revised in order to clarify the position of
Members of the Delegation with regard to expenses claims for attending meetings, and to
ensure that the UK maintained an adequate level of representation at such international
bodies. Paragraph 3 of the Guide explains that:

“"Members are entitled to claim allowable expenses from public funds in
accordance with the rules laid down in this Guide as soon as their name has
been recorded in the House of Commons Official Report as having been
appointed to the Delegations (unless a different entitlement date is specifically
given). Entitlement ends with the appointment of new Delegates in their
place. It continues through periods when Parliament is adjourned, prorogued
or even dissolved. A Delegate not re-elected to the House of Commons may,
subject to the Charters and Rules of the Assemblies themselves, continue to
attend Assembly meetings and claim expenses from public funds until a
replacement is formally announced. It should be notified that at present, all
three Assemblies place a limit of six months on ex-MPs remaining on national
delegations."

Unlike Select Committees, the Delegation does not cease to exist with the Dissolution,
nor remain in abeyance until re-nominated in the new Parliament. All those nominated to
the Delegation remain active and participating Members until such time as they are replaced
or, in the case of those defeated or retiring, for a maximum of six months after the Election.
Their expenses continue to be paid from public funds.

( A

N
Recycled Paper




However, under the rules of the Assemblies, Delegates’ mandates last for one year,
and must be renewed by their national Parliament immediately prior to the April/May Session
of the Council of Europe: hence the annual question to the Prime Minister asking him to
announce the names of the Members of the Delegation for the next Session of the Assembly.
If this is not done, the Council of Europe Assembly is unable to ratify the credentials of the
Delegation, or to inform the WEU Assembly of their acceptability. Consequently, the
Delegation would not be permitted to participate in Assembly activities until such time as its
credentials had been established and ratified.

It seems to me that if answering the PQ is left until the usual late March/early April
period, we may find ourselves caught up in the final weeks before a dissolution, when
people’s minds will be focused on other, more immediately pressing issues, or on the
dissolution itself. Equally, it seems unlikely that the nomination of a Delegation will be
treated as a matter of the most urgent priority in the new Parliament, regardless of the result.
Might I suggest therefore that the existing Delegation is re-nominated en bloc some time in
the first week of March for the duration of the 44th Ordinary Session of the Council of
Europe. They will then be able to continue their work up to the Election and beyond, with

| the retiring MPs and the Lords holding the fort during the Election campaign itself, until
such time as a new Delegation is nominated. Even in the worst possible case, when six
months after the Election, a new Delegation had still not been nominated, the existing
Delegation would be able to continue to work until the April 1993 Session, minus those
Members who had retired or been defeated.

I am sure you will understand the potential problem that I am laying before you, and
will appreciate that I have put forward what appears to me to be the most practical solution.
I have discussed it with Sir Geoffrey Finsberg, the Leader of the Delegation, who is fully
in agreement.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Yad) I3 Mf.ubl;_/

Loforod A Landerts

R A Lambert
Delegation Secretary

Ray Alderton Esq

Assistant Private Secretary
Government Chief Whips Office
House of Commons

London SWIA 0OAA
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

18th February, 1992
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e spoke about the Council of Europe/Western European Union
Delegation.

I would strongly urge that the present Delegation be re-appointed
within the next two weeks, with the exception that I know the
Chief Whip in the House of Lords wants - with their agreement -
to substitute Lord Dundee for the Earl of Kinnoull.

The statute governing the Council of Europe insists that credentials
are renewed each year and this would normally happen on 4th May, but
as, by past experience, there is no possibility of the DelegatlonLHrkn
being considered and appointed, I do not want the U.K. to be
disenfranchised.

The rules of the Council of Europe (accepted by the British Parliament)
state that the existing Delegation members remain after a General
Election, even if defeated, for a maximum of six months, and most
countries usually wait three to five months before appointing their
new Delegations.

If we do not do this, it will, amongst other things, make things
embarrassing for me, as President of the Council of Europe and senior
Vice-President of WEU. I have spoken to Peter Hardy, who leads the
Labour members on the Delegation, and he is in full agreement with my
recommendation.

If there is any difficulty, could I please talk to somebody.

M. Maclean, Esq.,
Government Chief Whip's Office
HOUSE OF COMMONS

Leader of the United Kingdom Delecation to the

Parliamentary Asscmblics of the Council of Furope and Western European Union
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

18th February, 1992

-Wg spoke bout the Council of Europe/Western European Union
Delegation.

I would strongly urge that the present Delegation be re-appointed
within the next two weeks, with the exception that I know the
Chief Whip in the House of Lords wants - with their agreement -
to substitute Lord Dundee for the Earl of Kinnoull.

The statute governing the Council of Europe insists that credentials
are renewed each year and this would normally happen on 4th May, but
as, by past experience, there is no possibility of the Delegationbﬁfbm
being considered and appointed, I do not want the U.K. to be
disenfranchised.

The rules of the Council of Europe (accepted by the British Parliament)
state that the existing Delegation members remain after a General
Election, even if defeated, for a maximum of six months, and most
countries usually wait three to five months before appointing their
new Delegations.

If we do not do this, it will, amongst other things, make things
embarrassing for me, as President of the Council of Europe and senior
Vice-President of WEU. I have spoken to Peter Hardy, who leads the
Labour members on the Delegation, and he is in full agreement with my
recommendation.

If there is any difficulty, could I please talk to somebody.

e 1A

M. Maclean, Esq.,

Government Chief Whip's Office,
HOUSE OF COMMONS

Leader of the United Kingdom Delegation to the
Parliamentary Assemblies of the Council of Europc and Western European Union




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary

5 November 1991

VISIT BY THE PRIME MINISTER TO THE
COUNCIL _OF EUROPE

Thank you for your letter of 1 November
about Sir Geoffrey Finsberg's invitation to
the Prime Minister to address the Council of
Europe in February 1992. In fact, because
of other commitments, the Prime Minister has
already decided to rule this out. I enclose
a copy of his letter to Sir Geoffrey.

J. S. WALL

Richard Gozney, Esq.
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

RESTRICTED
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWIA 2AH
1 November 1991

Y

\
7 i, v; .

"’ ‘ ,’ { 7 -
] AL 2 z - '

Visit by the Prime Minister to the
Council of Europe

Thank you for your letter of 22 October with a letter
from Sir Geoffrey Finsberg inviting the Prime Minister to
address the Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly in
February 1992.

Sir Geoffrey has written before in support of an
invitation from the departing President of the Assembly,
Anders Bjorck. I enclose copies of the correspondence.

If, as he expects, Sir Geoffrey becomes Assembly
President next February, his term of office may be short-
lived: he has announced that he will not stand for re-election
at the next general election. He cannot continue as
Assembly President if he does not belong to either House
of Parliament here. Unless he is elevated to the Lords
after the general election he cannot still be Assembly
President during UK Presidency of the Council of Europe's
Committee of Ministers, which runs from November 1992 to
May 1993.

The Foreign Secretary continues to believe that it
would be more useful for the Prime Minister to address the
Assembly during the UK Presidency than before. This runs
the risk of offending Sir Geoffrey if he has, in the
meantime, left the British Parliament and the Parliamentary
Assembly. I enclose a draft reply to Sir Geoffrey which
leaves the question open; but if you consider that there is
little or no chance of the Prime Minister choosing a February
date, you may prefer to tell him now.

(R H T Gozney) ‘\\\\\)
Private Secretary

RESTRICTED

J S Wall Esqg
10 Downing Street
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FROM: Prime Minister

Sir Geoffrey Finsberg MBE JP MP

House of Commons

Thank you for your letter of 21 October inviting me to
address the Council of Europe next February.

I am delighted that you will shortly become President
of the Assembly; it will undoubtedly benefit under your

leadership.

However I am sorry I cannot commit myself to addressing
the Assembly next February. As you say, I have already
agreed in principle to come, but diary commitments

still preclude me from setting a firm time for the visit.

(DG3AAO)
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VISIT BY THE PRIME MINISTER TO STRASBOURG £ N

Thank you for your letter of 28 May about a visit by the
Prime Minister to Strasbourg.

The Prime Minister would like to be able to go this year to
the Council of Europe because he would like to respond positively
to the invitation from Sir Geoffrey Finsberg but he understands
the arguments in your letter. There is therefore no action to be
taken, at least for the time being.

The Prime Minister has noted the requirement to address the
Eurcpean Parliament at the end of our Presidency. I cannot begin
to describe the feelings with which he looks forward to this
event.

I am copying this letter to Sonia Phippard (Cabinet Office).

Christopher Prentice, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

CONFIDENTTAT,
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Visit by the Prime Minister to St?ffESEEE,/AQEE)

Thank you for your letter of 17 May about a possible
visit by the Prime Minister to Strasbourg in September.

London SWIA 2AH

Last December, when Mr Anders Bjorck, President of the
Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly, invited the
Prime Minister to address the Assembly in 1991, the
Foreign Secretary said that he did not see an address to the
Council of Europe Assembly as a priority for the
Prime Minister at any time this year.

The Foreign Secretary would still regard a visit by the
Prime HMinister to the Council of Europe during 1991 as a low
priority. The Council of Europe Assembly will be in session
on 23-24 September - but not the European Parliament. (They
use the same premises and are therefore never in session at
the same time.) A better timing for a Prime Ministerial visit
to the Council of Europe would be during the British
Presidency of the Council of Europe (from November 1992 -
April/May 1993). The Presidency will in future come around
only every thirteen to fourteen years, and we shall therefore
wish to mark this occasion properly, e.g. through a major
speech by the Prime Minister.

The programme of any visit might include an address to
the Parliamentary Assembly, followed by a short question and
answer session. Thereafter the President of the Assembly
would normally host a lunch in the Prime Minister’s honour.

As the Prime Minister will be due to address the European
Parliament in Strasbourg on either 16-17 December 1992 or in
January 1993, on the UK Presidency of the EC and on the
outcome of the European Council in Edinburgh, a visit to the
Council of Europe would probably be best timed for the
April/May 1993 session of the Assembly, which should also

coincide with a meeting of the Council of Europe Committee of
Ministers.

I am copying this letter to Sonia Phippard
(Cabinet Office).

Yo enes,
&f/Wfb]lkU %WWM

(C N R Prentice)
Private Secretary

J S Wall Esq
10 Downing Street RESTRICTED
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Thank you for your letter of 11 December about a possible

to the Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly.

I have indeed received the invitation from Mr. Bjorck and
have replied that I am happy to accept in principle. I hope you
and he will understand, however, if the timing of my visit is

left open.

Sir Geoffrey Finsberg, MBE, JP, MP.




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

THE PRIMF;MINIS']’ER 31 October 1991

I am writing to say that, sadly, I do not think I shall be
able to visit the Council of Europe next February. In the run-
up to the election there are tremendous demands on my time here
and you more than anyone will understand where the priorities

must lie.

I know this will be a disappointment to you, as it is to
me. But I have thought very carefully about it and hope you
will understand if I put off a visit until after the election.

I am writing separately to the President of the

Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe but I hope you

|
o Z:*’/ ,

will explain the position to him.

W\

Sir Geoffrey Finsberg, M.P.
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From the Private Secretary Nn \22 October 1991

I enclose a copy of a letter which the
Prime Minister has received from Sir Geoffrey
Finsberg inviting him to address a session of
the Parliamentary Assemblies of the Council
of Europe and WEU between 3 to 6 February
next year.

I should be grateful for your advice on
this invitation. Could this please reach me
by Monday 28 October.

,/’ -
|
/ v N

DOMINIC _MORRIS

Christopher Prentice Esq
Foreign and Commonwealth Office




SIR GEOFFREY FINSBERG, M.BE.,, J.P., M.P.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A 0AA

21st October, 1991

You Wild recall that, following your meeting with the Delegation,
you said you would, in principle, like to come and address a session
in Strasbourg.

I arranged for an invitation to be extended to you, but, so far, no
response has been received. One of my reasons for writing to you

at that time was that there would be a European Democrat from Sweden
presiding whilst you spoke - things have now changed!

If, as I hope, you will come between the 3rd and 6th February, there
will be a different President, because our Swedish colleague has become
Minister of Defence in Sweden. I, in fact, will be President!

I take over as Acting President, under an agreement with the other parties,
next month, and shall be formally elected to serve out the balance of
Mr. Bjorck's term at the opening of the session on 3rd February.

The combination of a British Conservative Prime Minister and a British
Conservative President cannot happen again for a minimum of 12 years, and
I do hope that you will say to those organising your diary not merely
that you would like to come, but that a date must be fixed.

The Rt. Hon. John Major, M.P.,
Prime Minister,

10 Downing Street,

London, S.W.1l.

Leader of the United Kingdom Delegation to the
Parliamentary Assemblies of the Council of Europe and Western European Union
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Dear Stephen,

Visit by the Prime Minister to
The Council of Europe

I enclose an invitation from the President of the
Council of Europe to the Prime Minister to visit
Strasbourg in February 1992.

We had recent correspondence on an earlier
invitation (my letter of 28 May and yours of 31 May,
copies enclosed). Our recommendation would still
be for a visit in April/May 1993 during the British
Presidency of the Council, but I note from your
letter of 31 May that the Prime Minister may wish
to go for an earlier date.

§%R~J3 CArL!‘

(C N R Prentice)
Private Secretary

Stephen Wall Esqg CMG LVO
10 Downing Street

COVERING CONFIDENTIAL
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Visit by the Prime Minister to St?ifffffgﬂxﬂéfé)

Thank you for your letter of 17 May about a possible
visit by the Prime Minister to Strasbourg in September.

London SWIA 2AH

Last December, when Mr Anders Bjorck, President of the
Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly, invited the
Prime Minister to address the Assembly in 1991, the
Foreign Secretary said that he did not see an address to the
Council of Europe Assembly as a priority for the
Prime Minister at any time this year.

The Foreign Secretary would still regard a visit by the
Prime Hinister to the Council of Europe during 1991 as a low
priority. The Council of Europe Assembly will be in session
on 23-24 September - but not the European Parliament. (They
use the same premises and are therefore never in session at
the same time.) A better timing for a Prime Ministerial visit
to the Council of Europe would be during the British
Presidency of the Council of Europe (from November 1992 -
April/May 1993). The Presidency will in future come around
only every thirteen to fourteen Years, and we shall therefore
wish to mark this occasion properly, e.g. through a major
speech by the Prime Minister.

The programme of any visit might include an address to
the Parliamentary Assembly, followed by a short question and
answer session. Thereafter the President of the Assembly
would normally host a lunch in the Prime Minister’s honour.

As the Prime Minister will be due to address the European
Parliament in Strasbourg on either 16-17 December 1992 or in
January 1993, on the UK Presidency of the EC and on the
outcome of the European Council in Edinburgh, a visit to the
Council of Europe would probably be best timed for the
April/May 1993 session of the Assembly, which should also
coincide with a meeting of the Council of Europe Committee of
Ministers. :

I am copying this letter to Sonia Phippard
(Cabinet Office).

Yoa e,

(Ao fopbes R ;
(C N R Prentice)
Private Secretary

J S Wall Esqg
10 Downing Street RESTRICTED
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VISIT BY THE PRIME MINIST TO STRAbBOURG 1 {Ht

Thank you for your letter of 28 May about a visit by the A/V
Prime Minister to Strasbourg.

The Prime Minister would like to be able to go this year to
the Council of Europe because he would like to respond positively
to the invitation from Sir Geoffrey Finsberg but he understands
the arguments in your letter. There is therefore no action to be
taken, at least for the time being.

The Prime Minister has noted the requirement to address the
European Parliament at the end of our Presidency. I cannot begin
,z to describe the feelings with which he looks forward to this
event.

LS

I am copying this letter to Sonia Phippard (Cabinet Office).

S

B o

Christopher Prentice, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

CONFIDENTTAT,
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Strasbourg, 8 July 1991

May I refer to my letter of 11 December 1990 in which I
invited you to address the Parliamentary Assembly. In the meantime,
Sir Geoffrey Finsberg informed me that previous commitments prevent

you from visiting Strasbourg in September.

I hope, however, that you would be able to speak to us during
the 3rd part of the 43rd session which is scheduled to take place from
3 to 7 February 1992. Thursday 6 February 1992 would appear to be the
most suitable date, but we could adapt the Assembly's time-table to

suite your convenience.

_ Yours sincerely,

//1»1/\/\/\/\* \s U. \‘,‘

His Excellency Anders Bjorck |
Mr John MAJOR, P.C., M.

Prime Minister

10, Downing Street

GB - LONDON SW1A 2AA
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.PRIHE MINISTER

CONSERVATIVE DELEGATION TO THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE

After consultation with Sir Geoffrey Finsberg, the Chief Whip

proposes the following changes:

(i) John Wilkinson to stand down. He has been on the
delegation for ten years. More importantly, his voting
record has been appalling and the Chief Whip has

written to him separately about this.

James Hill wishes to stand down. He will be joining

the Chairman's Panel.

Donald Thompson to be added as a full member and to act
as group whip.

John Ward to be promoted from alternate to full member,
and to act as whip in charge of liaison with other

groups.

Andrew Rowe to become the new alternate. The Chief
Whip describes him as "decent" and as looking fer a
role. He accepts that he is unlikely to make
ministerial office. He has a reasonable majority

(15,000) and so can afford the 40 days a year away.

Content?

ANDREW TURNBULI

19 June 1990

c:\pps\europe (ecl)
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FM FCO

TO DESKBY 191400Z BONN

TELNO 718

OF 191258Z DECEMBER 88

INFO ROUTINE UKDEL STRASBOLIRG

COUNCIL OF EUROQPE

1. GRATEFUL IF YOU WOULD TAKE AN EARLY OPPORTUNITY TO DELIVER
THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO CHANCELLOR
KOHL:

BEGINS

DEAR HELMUT

WHEN WE MET IN RHODES, WE HAD A WORD ABOUT THE CHOICE OF A NEW
SECRETARY-GENERAL FOR THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE. AS YOU WILL
RECALL, THE PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY OF THE COUNCIL HAS TO ELECT
SOMEONE AT ITS MAY SESSION NEXT YEAR AND NOMINATIONS HAVE TO BE
RECEIVED BY 31 DECEMBER.

I AM CERTAIN THAT YOU AND WE WOULD WISH TO SEE INSTALLED IN
THAT PGST SOMEBODY WHO SHARED THE GENERAL AIMS OF OUR TWO
PARTIES FOR THE-COUNCIL:OF 'EUROPE. THESE AIMS:INCLUDBE ‘GREATER
SELECTIVITY: BETTER CONCENTRATION OF EFFORT AND SPEED OF
ACTION: THE OVERHAUL OF THE COUNCIL'S ORGANISATION METHODS AND
STAFFING: AND A POLICY OF ZERO REAL GROWTH IN ITS BUDGET.

NO BRITISH CANDIDATE IS LIKELY TO COME FORWARD, BUT I FEEL
CONFIDENT THAT OUR BRITISH DELEGATES TO THE ASSEMBLY WOULD BE
HAPPY TO SUPPORT ANY GERMAN CANDIDATE WHO WOULD UPHOLD THE
OBJECTIVES I HAVE MENTIONED. ONE OR TWO NAMES HAVE BEEN
SUGGESTED TO US AND I WILL ASK CHARLES POWELL TO PASS THESE ON
TO MR TELTSCHIK. I REALLY DO THINK IT: IMPORTANT THAT .THIS POST
SHOULD GO TO SOMEONE WHO THINKS ALONG THE SAME LINES AS YOU AND
1S

WITH EVERY GOOD WISH FOR CHRISTMAS AND THE NEW YEAR. YOURS
EVER MARGARET-

ENDS

2. SIGNED ORIGINAL FOLLOWS BY BAG.

PAGE 1
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

THE PRIME MINISTER SUJsng:T . 19 December 1988
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7)(,&\ Helmandt

When we met in Rhodes, we had a word about the choice of
a new Secretary-General for the Council of Europe. As you
will recall, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council has to
elect someone at its May session next year and nominations

nave to be received by 31 December.

I am certain that you and we would wish to see installed
in that post somebody who shared the general aims of our two
parties for the Council of Europe. These aims include
greater selectivity; better concentration of effort and speed
of action; the overhaul of the Council's organisation methods

and staffing; and a policy of zero real growth in its budget.

No British candidate is likely to come forward, but I
feel confident that our British delegates to the Assembly
would be happy to support any German candidate who would
uphold the objectives I have mentioned. One or two names
have been suggested to us and I will ask Charles Powell to
pass these on to Mr Teltschik. I really do think it
important that this post should go to someone who thinks

along the same lines as you and I.

(/)b(/( %é\m.(_,‘u-sk 40'

C‘HA':LN»M and LZ: NC-A 7’_‘“—

e
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His Excellency Dr Helmut Kohl
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19 December 1988

From the Private Secretary

COUNCIL OF EUROPE

I enclose a letter from the Prime Minister
to Chancellor Kohl about a new Secretary-
General for the Council of Europe. I should
be grateful if the text could be telegraphed
to Bonn for delivery to the Federal Chancellery
as soon as possible.

C. D. POWELL

Lyn Parker, Esq.
Foreign and Commonwealth Office
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CONFIDENTIAL

FM UKREP BRUSSELS

TO DESKBY 190900Z FCO

TELNO 3958

OF 171340Z DECEMBER 88

INFO IMMEDIATE OECD POSTS

INFO PRIORITY STRASBOURG, UKMIS NEW YORK, UKMIS GENEVA, UKDEL
INFO PRIORITY MOSCOW

FRAME GENERAL

UKREP TELNO 3941
COMMISSION PORTFOLIOS : COMMENT

SUMMARY
1. A CURATE'S EGG, AS USUAL. TWO BRITISH COMMISSIONERS GET
sl =
SUBSTANTTXI—EiRTFOLIOS. INSUFFICIENCY OF LOAVES AND FISHES TO GO
ROUND 17 COMMISSIONES LEADS AGAIN TO MANY AWKWARD DIVISIONS OF
RESPONSIBILITY. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR MESSAGES TO AND MEETINGS WITH
NEW APPOINTEES.

DETAIL
2. THE ALLOCATION OF PORTFOLIOS IN THE NEW COMMISSION SEEMS TO
HAVE GONE REMARKABLY SMOOTHLY, AND RAPIDLY, THE OUTCOME

CORRESPONDING EXACTLY TO THE DRAFT WHICH WAS AVAILABLE IN BRUSSELS
JUST BEFORE THE MEETING BEGAN IN THE ARDENNES. ONLY CARDOSO, THE
PORTUGUESE COMMISSIONER BEWAILED HIS LOT, AND HE WAS GIVEN SHORT
SHRIFT. i

3. IN THE LAST TWO WEEKS DELORS HAS BEEN GRADUALLY SLOTTING THE
PIECES INTO PLACE AND IT WAS CLEAR A FEW DAYS AGO THAT HIS ONLY REAL
REMAINING PROBLEM WAS WITH MARIN THE SPANISH VICE-PRESIDENT, WHO
HAD SET HIS HEART ON HAVING THE BUDGET AND WAS RESISTING DELORS'
CHOICE FOR HIM OF DEVﬁLOPMENINQID THERE WAS MUCH TALK OF AN
INTERVENTION ON HIS BEHALF BY THE SPANISH PRIME MINISTER WHO SAW
DELORS ON 12 DECEMBER. WHATEVER THE TRUTH OF THAT, DELORS HAS GOT
HIS WAY, THE DEVELOPMENT PILL BEING SWEETENED FOR MARIN BY THE
ADDITION OF THE FISHERIES PORTFOLIO.

4. THE TWO BRITISH COMMISSIONERS HAVE GOT SUBSTANTIAL PORTFOLIOS.
IN ADDITION TO COMPETITION POLICY WHICH HAS BEEN STEADILY GAINING IN
SIGNIFICANCE OVER RECENT Y YEARS AND IS SET TO CONTINUE TO DO SO IN
FUTURE, MR BRITTAN HAS RESPONSIBILITY FOR FINANCIAl SERVICES
(BANKING, INSURANCE ETC.): BUT CONSUMER POLICY WAS WHISKED AWAY FROM

PAGE 1
CONFIDENTIAL




CONFIDENTIAL .
075660

dIAN 6073

HIM AT THE LAST MOMENT TO MAKE UP WEIGHT FOR VAN MIERT'S PORTFOLIO.
MR MILLAN IS RESPONSIBLE NOT ONLY FOR THE MUCH EXPANDED REGIONAL
POLICY BUT ALSO FOR THE INTEGRATED MEDITERRANEAN PROGRAﬁMES AND FOR

OTHER INTEGRATED DEVELQEEEFT OPERATIONS: BUT UNFORTUNATELY HE WAS

NOT ABLE TO PRIZE RURAL DEVELOPMENT (THE NEW OBJECTIVE 5(B)) AWAY
FROM \AGRICULTURE.

5. THERE ARE A NUMBER OF OTHER PLUSES FOR US IN THE NEW
APPOINTMENTS. TRADE POLICY, WITH THE URUGUAY ROUND AT ITS HEART, IS
IN THE EXPERIENCED HANDS OF ANDRIESSEN. THE SINGLE MARKET PORTFOLIO,
ALBEIT A LITTLE TRUNCATED FROM THE ONE HELD BY LORD COCKFIELD,
TOGETHER WITH THE OLDER, RUSTBELT INDUSTRIES, GO TO BANGEMANN, AN
ECONOMIC (AS WELL AS A POLITICAL) LIBERAL WHO IS NOT LIKELY TO
FAVOUR OVER-REGULATORY AND INTERVENTIONIST POLICIES. THE BUDGET HAS
FALLEN TO SCHMIDHUBER WHOSE INTENSELY CAUTIOUS CONSERVATISM MAY
PROVE AN ASSET THERE, ALTHOUGH HIS ABSENCE OF CLOUT WITH HIS
COLLEAGUES WILL CERTAINLY NOT. THE LUXEMBOURGER, DONDELINGER SHOULD
BRING AN APPROACH TO BROADCASTING, CULTURE AND AUDIO-VISUAL WORK
MUCH CLOSER TO OUR THINKING THAN THAT OF HIS PREDECESSOR, RIPA. .THE
APPOINTMENT OF A SEPARATE COMMISSIONER FOR FISCAL QUESTIONS AND ONE
WITHOUT ANY VERY FIXED IDEAS ON HOW TO PROCEED, COULD REDUCE THE
TENSIONS IN THAT SECTOR.

6. THERE ARE HOWEVER A NUMBER OF LESS ENCOURAGING ASPECTS TO THE

APPOINTMENTS. IT IS BAD NEWS THAT THE NEED TO PACIFY MARIN HAS LED
TO A SPANIARD GETTING THE FISHERIES PORTFOLIO. HOWEVER GOOD
MACSHARRY'S RECENT TRACK RECORD AS A FINANCE MINISTER, THE
APPOINTMENT OF AN IRISHMAN TO_THE AGRICULTURAL PORTFOLIO IS HARDLY
LIKELY TO BOOST THE CAUSE OF CAP REFORM. THE CONCENTRATION OF
SPANIARDS IN THE THIRD WORLD JOBS MEANS THAT RELATIONS WITH LATIN
AMERICA WILL GET MUCH MORE ATTENTION: MARIN, WITHOUT A WORD OF
ENGLISH AND WITH A QUARRELSOME DISPOSITION, SEEMS UNLIKELY TO MAKE A
SUCCESS OF THE LOME RE-NEGOTIATION. THE APPOINTMENT OF RIPA TO
HANDLE ENVIRONMENT IS HARD TO TAKE SERIOUSLY. AND PUTTING PROBABLY
THE MOST LEFT-WING OF THE NEW COMMISSIONERS, MS PAPANDREOU, IN
SOCIAL AFFAIRS HARDLY BODES WELL FOR US (DELORS DID TRY FOR SOME

WEEKS TO IDENTIFY A NON-SOCIALIST FOR THAT JOB BUT FINALLY ABANDONED
THAT APPROACH WHEN MACSHARRY WAS NEEDED ELSEWHERE)

7. THE VERY NUMEROUS OVERLAPS BETWEEN OUR OWN DIVISION OF
MINISTERIAL RESPONSIBILITIES AND THOSE IN THE NEW COMMISSION MAKES
IT DIFFICULT TO PUT FORWARD DETAILED RECOMMENDATIONS FOR MESSAGES TO
THE NEW COMMISSIONERS. BUT, GENERALLY SPEAKING, I WOULD RECOMMEND
THAT MINISTERS WHO NORMALLY GO TO PARTICULAR COUNCILS SHOULD SEND
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MESSAGES TO THE COMMISSIONERS THEY WILL EXPECT TO MEET AT THEM (7O
EXISTING COMMISSIONERS WITH CHANGED JOBS AS WELL AS TO NEW ONES). IN
ADDITION I WOULD RECOMMEND MESSAGES FROM LORD YOUNG TO BANGEMANN AND
TO ANDRIESSEN: AND FROM YOURSELF TO ANDRIESSEN AND TO MATUTES.

8. MORE IMPORTANT THAN MESSAGES, I RECOMMEND THAT WE PUT IN HAND
A SYSTEMATIC EFFORT TO ENSURE THAT SUBSTANTIAL BILATERAL MEETINGS
BETWEEN EACH OF THE NEW COMMISSIONERS AND OUR OWN MINISTERS ARE
ORGANISED WITHIN THE FIRST QUARTER OF 1989. SUCH MEETINGS CAN EITHER
BE ARRANGED IN BRUSSELS, IN SOME CASES TACKED ON TO A COUNCIL
MEETING, OR BY INVITING THE NEW COMMISSIONERS TO LONDON (MORE
PRACTICAL WHEN THEIR RESPONSIBILITIES COVER MORE THAN ONE OF OUR OWN
MINISTERS). OTHER MEMBER STATES WILL NOT BE BACKWARD IN PRESSING
THEIR OWN POINTS OF VIEW ON THE NEWCOMERS AND WE CANNOT AFFORD TO DO
OTHERWISE.

9. RESIDENT CLERKD PLEASE ENSURE THIS TELEGRAM AND MY TUR ARE
AVAILABLE TO THOSE ATTENDING THE FAC ON 19 DECEMBER (PS/ S OF S,
PS/MRS CHALKER, KERR).

HANNAY

ADVANCE
RESIDENT CLERK
PS/SOFS

PS/MRS CHALKER
KERR FCO
LAVELLE CAB
MAIN

FRAME GENERAL

DISTRIBUTION

MAIN 345

.FRAME GENERAL

ADDITIONAL

FRAME
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Department of Employment
Caxton House, Tothill Street, London SWI1H 9NF

' ' Telephone 01-273 . 5803 :
Telex 915564 Fax 01-273 5821

Secretary of State

Stephen Wall Esq
Private Secretary to the
Secretary of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs
Foreign and Commonwealth Office
Downing Street
LONDON
SW1A 2AL 16 Becon por /94K

COUNCIL OF EUROPE: EUROPEAN SOCIAL CHARTER (ESC): PROPOSED
DENUNCIATION OF ARTICLE 7(8) AND ARTICLE 8(4)(b)

Following consideration of responses to the consultative
document "Restrictions on Employment of Young People and the
Removal of Sex Discrimination in Legislation", which was
issued in December 1987, my Secretary of State is proposing to
abolish restrictions in the law affecting the employment
opportunities for women and young people. The relevant
repeals have been included in the Employment Bill which was
introduced to Parliament on 30 November.

The implementation of the relevant provisions of the proposed
Bill is, however, complicated by the fact that some of the
legislation due to be repealed provides the Government's main
means of complying with certain of our obligations under the
European Social Charter. The articles concerned are Article
T, paragraph 8, which provides that persons under 18 years of
age shall not be employed in night work, and Article 8,
paragraph 4(b) which prohibits the employment of women workers
in underground mining. Under the terms of Article 37 of the
European Social Charter, the next opportunity for the UK to
denounce the Charter or any part of it will occur on 26
February 1990, and prior notification of intention to denounce
is required by 26 August 1989 (see attached note on the ESC
and denunciation issues). It will therefore be necessary to
keep the relevant legislation in force until after the date

Employment Department - Training Agency
Health and Safety Executive - ACAS
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Secretary of State
for Employment

when the denunciation has formally taken effect, ie. until
after 26 February 1990. The repeal of the other legislation

to be repealed by the Employment Bill can, however, be
implemented when the Bill receives Royal Assent.

This will be the the second occasion on which the Government
has taken the opportunity of denouncing part of the Chapter.
Article 8(4)(a) was denounced on 26 February 1988 following
the review of legal restrictions on the hours of work of
women, the repeals of which were contained in the Sex
Discrimination Act 1986. On that occasion, Cabinet colleagues
were consulted prior to notification of the proposed
denunciation to the CBI and TUC. The Secretary of State
proposes, after the Bill has passed through the Committee
stage, that the CBI and TUC should also be informed of the
current proposals for denunciation. Following that he
proposes to write again to the Foreign Secretary to invite him
to initiate the necessary action to give notice of
denunciation to the Council of Europe before 26 August 1989.

I should be grateful to have, by 23 December any comments
which you and the other Private Secretaries to whom I am
copying this letter may have on this proposal.

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister's Private
Secretary, the Private Secretaries to other members of the
Cabinet and Sir Robin Butler's Private Secretary.

NV

LIZ SMITH
Private Secretary




Article 37 of the ESC allows any Contracting Party to denounce the ESC in
whole or in part at the end of a period of five years from the date on which
the ESC entered into force for that state, or at the end of any successive
period for two years and, in each case, after giving six months' notice to the
Secretary General of the Council of Europe. As far as the United Kingdom is
concerned, the Charter entered into force on 26 February 1965, so the first
date for denunciation was 26 February 1970 and thereafter the relevant dates
would be at the conclusion of successive periods of two years ie 1972, 1974

etc. The next available date for denunciation for the UK is therefore

26 February 1990, and the necessary six months' notice must accordingly be

given before 26 August 1989.




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

16 December 1988

Dw%aréu(

Secretary General of the Council of Europe

Thank you for your letter of 3 December about
Sir Geoffrey Finsberg’s approach to the Prime Minister.

If Madame Lalumiére runs, she is likely to attract
considerable support. But we understand that there may be a
second Socialist candidate, M. Roger Linster of Luxembourg.
This could split the Socialist vote.

Our Ministers do not know Herr Reddemann or Herr Lenzer
personally. I attach CVs. Our contacts suggest that
Reddemann is a hard line right-wing politician, a fighter and
a capable manager. He would no doubt assume a high profile.
He would probably be cautious about developing Council of
Europe links with Eastern Europe. Lenzer has less

parliamentary experience, but a greater interest in specific
issues. He has particular experience of technology and the

environment. He would probably be a less capable manager than
Reddemann.

Given a choice between the two, our contacts suggest that
the CDU would probably nominate Reddemann, the senior man.

I attach a draft letter from the Prime Minister to
Chancellor Kohl which has been prepared on the political net.
As you will see it does not suggest any specific German
candidate. This seems right given that the only ideas on the
subject so far have come from Sir Geoffrey Finsberg. But you
may well wish to ensure, again perhaps on the political net,
that Herr Reddemann’s name at least is registered with the

Chancellery.
TJM QA)QS, Q
et

(L Parker)
C D Powell Esq ?S Na&u'.kﬂ)\'m Lo o e (A Gj

10 Downing Street .
4 2 Becem (oet.
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Gerhard REDDEMANN
Representatlive - German - CDU/CSU

Born 22 Fehruary 1932 at Heiligenstadt. —

Afer secondary schoul education, studied

yournalism. From 1953 1o 1970 editor then

cditor-in-chief of various newspapers and

reviews. Currently free-lance journalist and

leader-writer for various daily and weekly

papers.  Editor of the journal of (he

CDU / CSU parliamentary group Jomed the

East German CDU in 1947, adviser of

youth matiers in 1949, Expelied from the

Pary n 1950, fled to the Federal Republic

1953-69, member of the German Council of

the Youth Union. Member of the Bundestag

since 1969 (North Rhine-Wesiphalia con-

wiwency). Chairman ol the comminee on

German domestic relaiions since 1973. From 1973 to 1976, Parliamentary Secretary of
the CDU/CSU group. Since 1977 spukesman of the CDU /CSU group for Council of
Europe and WEU affairs Member of the CDU Federal Committee and of the CDLU Sreer-
ing Commitiee for the Westphalia-Lippe region Member of the Administrative Hoaid of
\he Deutschland funk. Member of the Board of the Federal Inshitute of Political Educaiion

— Awarded the Order of Merit of the Federal Repubhc. = Married, two children
Catholic.

Represeniative (o the Council of Eutope Assembly since April 1977 Yice Presidunt ol
the Asscmhiz, from May (981 0 April 1083 and again since Apnl [U6 = Head af

the Gierman deleganon since ~\on| 1090

Address . Leterhaussirasse |, 400 uag:n |




Christian LE\'?M

Substitute - German - CDU/CSU

Rom ¥ February 1933 at Burg/ Dillkrais

(Hessen) Afier primary school, attended

Dillenburg Seccndary School. Abitur, 1954,

Studied modern languages and political

science at Marburg Umiversity. 1956-57,

German language assistant at Lycée Emils

Louber, Valence (Drome). First and Second

State Diplomas, 1959 and 1962. — Head of

CDU-panty Lahn-Dill and Cemral Hessen

Chairman of the Labn-Dill Diet. — Member

of the Bundesiag since 1969, spokesman of

CDU/CSU for science and technology. —

Married, three children Protestamt

Substitwie 10 the Council  of Europe &
Assembly since March 1973.* Cha}M,S‘w/Qw“‘gv CM Ma 87,
Address: Am Tiirmchen 1. D 6349 Burg / Dillkreis. el




DRAFT LETTER FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO CHANCELLOR KOHL

The Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe is due to
elect a new Secretary-General for the Council at its May ses