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R ﬁiﬁﬁ:gn of the 90th, Xee lins held at 5.00 p.m.
on Tuesday, 6th January 1976, in the
I.eader's Reom at the House of Commons

- Presentt . . re. Thatehey  (u the Chair)

Mr, Whitelaw, Sir Keith Joseph
¥r, Maudling, Sir Geoffrey Howe
Lord-Carrington, Mr. Payton
¥r. Heselbine, Mr. Raison

Mr. Maude, Mrs Bachanan-Smith
My, Negve, Mr, Younger

Mr, Fowler, Mr, Jopling

Lord Thorneyceroft

B Hr- .Athna

In attendance: Bn- Hichaal Havera, Mr. Butler
Mr. Patten, Mr. Ridley
¥y, Wolfers, Mr., Wynn
; Mr, Lﬂichalaon

. - L
Apologieat - I..ord Hailsham, lﬁr. Gilmour
3 . oMee--Prior, Mr. Jenkin
o o ¥py 3%, John=Stevas
Mr, Edwards,.Mre. Oppenheim

(The business for tue week 32-10%h Jainery wes tisted
in the mimtes of the Sgth meeting.)

Matterg Aﬂeigs on Business : :
T
. Mr. l{ilruy—Si]k harl pu.t down a: Pr:.vate Memver's Motion
for Friday, 16th Janusry, bto. meke Fobacco a medicine and there-

fore subject to megicinel cpntrol,. It .was thought that

Dr. Owen, the Minister reeponsible, might he sympathetic to
+he Metion. It was egreed that we should apesk againet it,
not least because of ite implicationa for Government control
of induetry’ and for the borrowi requirement, but that, as
meny Members were not: likely to.be pressnt that day, we
should. tell the' Government that it was primarily their res-
ponaibility either +to +talk the Mo‘l::l.on out or to muster enough
pupport to defest it. . .

Debate on Horthern irelami: Janua 121;11 1076

¥r. Neave introduced his paper {LCC/T6/05), He was
seeing Mr. Rees oxn Thursday, 8th Jenuary tec discover what
the Governmext'e approach would be, bui it wee thought likely
that the Government would pz-nposa the .recall of the Convention
1o reconsider vericus pointa. He proposed that we should
adept Short-term Opticn 3 en ,pase 2 of his paper: vis, that
wa shoilld accept sectiona of the repert and suppert the recall
of the Comvention.. . We cowld point out that we were not
oppesad to the raatqre.tion of the offige ¢f Governor and of
the Nowthern:Ireland Privy.Council, but perhape a batter
title for the foymer would be NQueen's Repreaentptive'
This would be an independent figure who would appoint “the



Chief Exeocutive rather than the Secretary of State doing so.
We might elac say hat we wers ot npposed 1:0 a Bill of Righta.

There was & mll d.:.scusamn. “Hr. Neave'a approach was
agreed and -the follow:.ng po:.nts, relevan‘t t0 Monday's debate,
ware aleo agreed:

a) Although it wes thought thet all the Worthern Ireland
parties wanted the Assembly to control the police, we should
avoid eny odmmitment on ‘thimMseue without seeming to turn i%
dowa out of hand.

b) We should raf ratd’ 'the Griticiems of the Government's
ettitude to Betmrity”whmnh Ml Neave - speaking for the

Shadow Cabipet ~’had freguently. made.in the past, and we should
presa for immedtata’azdwigomua méasures to restore military,
police and civili,a:a mo la m.South Armagh.

¢) We should not preas “for a'lspacific inereame in the
number” of Northern Ireland MPs et Westminster; auch an
incrense might prejudice the outdome.of the next Geaeral
Election, We could only support an incremse in the number
¢of Northern ireland NPs it (- uoa‘.lﬂ:mn exacutive were established
in Worthern Irelend.” .

f .
4} We should not preaa fora sturn to detention, but should
urge Mr, Rees to use his exigting powers to detain people in
the intereete of -mecurity. ‘We-sheuld contrast the timing of
hig release of dstainess with.our proposals for release in
1973, ageinst the background:of a Btrengtb.enmg rather than
weakening security situstion, -

e) We phould draw atiention to our helpful attitude to fhe
Government on the Nérthern Irela,nd queaticn.

f£) We should seek to currect the prevalent impression that

the Conservative Government's adminisiretion of Northern

Ireland marked simply s further phase in the deterfioration ~ -~
of the pituation- theré;’: :Our record of polity end edministration
in Northern Irelapd wam better then Iabour'a; the situabion

was improving in- Afte 1973 andl 'tha-‘mprovemant was brought 1o

an encl by the euccess thqulstar Wurkera' strike.

% was undez-etooﬁ hat: Mr. Naa.ve and My, Wh].telaw, in
congultation Withs other- colledgues,:would -be ready to comment
on any deveiopments olfer the weelkend in ¥rse. Thatcher's
abgence’, * Thers ilight' have to be a” further meeting of the
Shadow’ Cabinet- on Monday if*there had been sny significant
developmenta likely to affect the debate, at the end of which
we did not =2t this stage propoee to vute.

iy -

Devolustion

There, had' been cha.ngea in the Governmént speskers .
proposed for the Tour-day debate. ' On Tuesday, 'L3th Januery,
M. Wilau; would open ‘and there would be n¢ wind-up; - on
Wednesdey) l4th"January, Mr. Short and Mr, Fowler would
apeak; won Thurseday, 15%h* ‘Jamuary, Mr., Dell gnd the-Lord
Advooate would ‘speak; ami' on Monday, 19tk January, M», Morris
and Mr. ‘Roms would speak, - ‘Tt wes :ggreed that our order of
apeaitera should be asm follows: - on Tuesday; Mrs. Thatcher;
on Wedresday, Mr. Buchenam—Smitk-and Sir ¥ichhel Havers; on
Thureday, Mr, ‘Biweidd edd M, Rifkind; -and on Mondey, .
Sir David Rénton end ‘Mr. Whitelaw. .
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It wae agraed that our ling for the debats should be
that we were committed tc an Assembly for Scotland but that
wa were opposed to -a meparate Bxecutive, Cur objections tc
the separate Executive were based on clear grounds, viz,, that
it detracted from the authority of the Westmineter Parliament,
while we would wish an essembly to fit into the proceedings
of thet Parliament; that it meant more government, more
costly governmant and more civil servante; and that it gave
many cpportunities for conflict between the UK Government
and the Scettish Executive. It was likely to lead to
further demands for eeparatism. On Wales, there wae a
fundamental disagresmeat with the Government in that we were
oppoBed to an Assembly,

We should base our pesition on the laat two manifestoes.
Wa should evoid commithing ourselves t¢ a referendum on the
ipeue of Boottish independence, es there were cndless problems
over the wording and the constiituency of such s referendum,.
We should not exprees suppert for propertional representation
{PR) for the Scottish Asscmbly, as it would compromids ouw
position ¢n PR at Weatminater. We might challenge Scottish
Tatiengliste to behave reapousibly in the proposed Scottish
Assembly snd mak them whether they woewld work constitutionally
within ite terms of reference.

Tt wes also agreed that this was not the issue for our
main stteck on the Govermment.

With regard to an amendment t¢ the Government's "take
note" Metion, it wes egreed that s decision should be made at
the Shadow Cabinet meeting cn Wednesday, l4th January, in the
light of what the Prime Miniater had said and of other speeches
in the two days of debata,

Iminipration

There was 2 discussion arising from the revelation that
the originally published cfficial figuras for 1973 had grsatly
undarestimated immigration. It wes agreed that we should draw
attention to the fact that Mr. Gilmour hed discovered the error
in the offieciel figures and had made a speech on 25th November,
which had besn cireulated o the press, in which he had noted
thie fact. It wes also sgreed that we would reed to consider
our appreach to this subject, which was likely to become more
important in the coming months,

The meeting closed at 7.00 p.m.
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