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TARY
S sh Ty PRIME MINISTER said that the Cabinet would wish to.congratulate

Fhe Chancellor of the Exchequer on the presentation of his Budget, both
én and outside the House of Commons. The Cabinet were informed of the
C;;i USiness to be taken in the House of Commons during the following week.

ORD PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL said that the Opposition in the House
ds had succeeded in adding a new clause to the Telecommunications
{ch altered the position on telephone interceptions. This was
table, and he was making strenuous efforts to reverse it. In
© so, however, he would have to promise that the Government
forward its own legislation on the subject next Session.

Cabji :
abinet <g;gg,lready agreed that such a Bill should have a place in the
e

ction of the programme; it would now become an essential

The Cabinet -

Took note, @

AR @

H:‘:‘IRS 2

b Goverr'c TOREIGN AND CQMSOXNEALTH SECRETARY said that in 1979 the Libyan
Yy theeﬁnmEnt had turned thpi¥\Bmbassies abroad into "People's Bureaux",

The €ads of which had sub ntly been legitimised as Charges d'Affaires.

d recently been taken over by a
cen ¢ o) happen?d in Athens) and t@is had
Commy ?llo?Ed by an.outbreak ror?st violence among the Libyan _
by thnlty in the United Kingdo rnings had been issued to the public
hag -y Metropolita}n Police befo incident on 10 March and the?e
e ;en further incidents on 11 &4 March. Strong representations had
th ade to the Libyan authoritiesC¥ophpin London and Tripoli to remind

e T : :
2 that the use of British territo ;;’ foreign groups for acts of

Utlonary committee (as

e
zgiezce was totally unacceptab1§, tha driher terrorist incidents would
expectezerlous-effect on Agg%c-leyan r=1ffpoqs, gnd thét the Government
iSSuad E@é leyan'author}tles.to‘do eva thlgg in the}r‘power to .
Libyansehleyan residents in Britain from comm1t§1ng criminal acts., Nine

Datrey ad Subseqyently been grrested. It was important to handle the

3 10 a way which showed firmness towards QZE:Sjbyans without

ine : : ; ; ; i
at ;Easlng the risk of Libyan reprisals agains ex)Majesty's Embassy

therzlpoli and the 8,000 British citizens resid ibya. Although
to Libhad been no Libyan reprisals so far, a Brit éiig iness visitor
that Y& had been detained on 13 March. It had al2o be borne in mind

the o Our foreign Embassies in Tripoli had been atta d burned in
®Urse of the past year.

THE
the EOME.SECRETARY said that he was acting in close cons

Bl ﬁrElgn and Commonwealth Office. Of the nine Libyans d,
impri ad been charged with serious offences and, if convicte 1d be
al Soned, Deportation orders had been issued against the ot ive,

0 ; ; y 7
£ vhom had waived their right to make representations aga
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giportation and would probably leave the country together. His public
: at?ment about the deportations had reiterated the points which the
°Télgn and Commonwealth Secretary had made to the Libyan authorities.

d by the Cabinet on 13 March. The major Iranian offensive was
\aited. A meeting of Foreign Ministers of the countries of the
sup e, which had c?ncl?ded the previous day, had expressed re?ewed
£6 EE ox Iraq, §nd this might lead to pressure on WesFern countries
unfourtrar:le with Irax}. There had ber:;n some moderation of 1.:he
Chemin eg nian accusations that the U?lted Klvgdom had supp11e§
Examic§1 apons to Iraq: a group of United Nations experts was in Iran
ranizlng e evidence that chemical weapons hgd been used against
OndOnn forces, and three wounded Iran}an sold1er§ had been sent to

for treatmeat. Although not quite conclusive, the available

evi \
b§139nce tended ypnfirm that chemical weapons had in fact been used
raq'

Forej =77
€0 and Common{fé
farly the followins @'

dUthoritieg about éed’¢»

the Cabinet on 13 March, the Minister of State,
Office (Mr Luce) would be visiting Washington
for political discussions with the United States
pfents in the Gulf.

gSEiiEC$ETARY.OF STATE 'l‘4;§ ENCE said that, %n accordance with the

o ®t s decision on 13 MEFCA) a Royal Navy Mine Counter Measures force,
Prising four naval vess:{’l d a support ship taken up from trade,
€én placed at a higher ‘;qs\Pf readiness and two of the vessels

°n their way to the Medf n.

T

rgoigiﬁﬁmn'm COMMONWEALTH SECRE

reSumesl}atlon talks between the par
o in Lausanne on 12 March. It w

Undey Y restructured Government which €

ged would be likely to be
Force ?;i“y Syrian influence. The Britid}) contingent to the Multinational
J

Week ang F) would be withdrawn to the United Kingdom within the next
Vernn formally disbanded. T?e Leban@s? GoYernment and the
notifieznts of the other countries participatip ! thg MNF ?ad been
coﬁordin: and efor?s were being made to meet rican w1§h to
Ol nev ate the timing of any announcements §bou MNF's disbandment.
Of the Eoyes had Peen made at Fhe United Ngtlons,
on 19 , Nited Nations International Force in Lebanox
Pril,

Were

aid that the national
o the Lebanese dispute had
early to assess progress,
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ngﬁiélp ?HE_FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that latest reports

; l°§;€S§ ndicated that the 17 Britons taken hostage by the Union for the Total

By e Independence of Angola (UNITA) were on a 1,000 kilometre march into

Con. gtkjﬁa SOuth eastern Angola. Representations for their release had been made

i ° UNITA by the International Committee of the Red Cross. For the moment
PAthought the right course for the Government was to continue to convey

\§he leader of UNITA, Dr Savimbi, through intermediaries, the harm

their action was doing to any sympathy for their cause in the

Kingdom. Meanwhile, Her Majesty's Ambassador in Angola had

d on the Angolan Government the need to make more effective

it ts for the protection of British nationals working in the
'rhe%{met 2
Took te.
.
l,;-?,ﬂi;lry
bl
an 3. THE CHANCELDOR THE EXCHEQUER said that the European Commission
e

haq asked 211 memb¢ ptes for an advance payment of own resources by

Ca; énd of March. ng;;’nmﬂmer states seemed likely to agree, but this
ude at a very awkwax@  in the discussions abo?t the United Kingdom's

furfit rgfunds. It wa.‘ﬁﬁﬁ‘tant for the United Kingdom not to become

ine €r 1solated by ref®€Mg’4o take the stePs necessary to provide.an

© Nce. Steps should tﬁngj!'ﬁ e be taken which would enable the United
Ngdom to comply, subject

T

®Iund problem, Compliance '4‘\Pe Commission's deadline would require

aOSuPpleEEntary Estimate to @‘ on 16 March. This would then be

wonildered by the Treasury and #f;' Service Select Committee, but it
Uld be made clear to them that agfeﬁ ate would be held until

28 : : . :
QOnor.29 March. The European Cou M s to discuss the United Kingdom's
tribution to the budget on 19 and arch and the European Parliament

V=

W :
I?s Lo discuss the United Kingdom's fund on 26 or 28 March.
SufE'e-OUtcome of these discussions was)¥arjpsfactory, there would be

1 Clent time to hold the debate and § a special Consolidated Fund

°n 29 or 30 March.

T
M?E_FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that the Council of Foreign
*Sters on 12 and 13 March had taken the techrice steps necessary

pieigfﬁpt the Regulations required for the 1983 ; but had been

rESerEted from adopting the Regulations themselvey rench and Italian

ore; es. Ig the Eurqpean Council reached pOllFlt Zgyeement, a special

thereg? Affairs Council could adopt t@e Eegulatlons ately

Undsafter' A proposal from the Commission to transf nece§sary

Neeq ¢ rom Chapter 100 of the budget would then be req > Thls'wculd

feasib? b? approved by the European Parliament and the Cq'p ; this was
€ 1n the time available. @

T

sggufglME M?NISTER said that so far our actions had been co nd they
Temain so until the conclusion of the European Council ssions.

>
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The French appeared to be using their reserve on the adoption of the
d?83 Budget Refund Regulation as a bargaining counter in the wider
PISCUSSions about future funding of the Community, despite

 an Anglo-French issue.

<<:23r95ident Mitterrand's assertion that he did not wish that to be seen

IGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY reported that in the Council of
(Foreign Affairs) on 12-13 March the discussion on budget
ige had shown that the French position was less robust than in the

M : roposals put forward by their Minister of Finance,
°n51eﬁf§§;§ors. It was still possible, however, that the United Kingdom
ge

c . : 3 ; ? :

aou%d atisfactory result on the strict financial guideline for

§§1°U1tu 1 spending. On the correction of the budget imbalance progress
Certaj

y been made on a mechanism which would be fair and lasting.
Ste argument was now being concentrated on the figures. Other member

ates were sugiigfﬁsg that the United Kingdom's relief under the system
0

s s : .
Uh?UId be about illion ecu. This would leave an unadjusted
Mted Kingdom n

B omsribution (1982 figures? of about 1250 m%llion_ecu.
on. o a rF—'Sl:llt woul be acceptgble to.Parllament. In the discussion
refunergy items, wh Zh/%3d been linked with the United Kingdom's 1983
sat‘nd Regulations, i een possible to keep the energy package

e

*sfactorily togeth

ESEUPRIHE MINISTER said thég ‘ had the impression that progress had

a f .,Bade on constructing -thoa-ed financing system which would give
alrer sharing of the budg® f\gen, but that a wide gulf remained on

aSiasIHOunt of the relief neede

Un of the figures now being ¥

Ad;tEd Kingdom would not be able
¢d Tax ceiling.

e

eyward by other member states, the
ee to any increase in the Value

THE M1y ;

Cotine: ISTER OF AGRICULTURE, FISHERIES *Qif;OOD reborted that at the
€1l of Ministers (Agriculture) on 11-%¥8 March some progrees had been

e '
eseron milk and on monetary compensatory amounts. Because there were
19-20v;5’ these issues would be submitted to the ropean Council on

a

greed that there
onnes of milk this

Woul g rch. On milk the Council of Ministers
Year ... o quota/superlevy system above 98.2 mi
and above 97.2 million tonnes from next year

Deasure s _ : s was a tough

Vasg stilwhlch would reduce Community milk peructl e flgure,.however,
Membe, 1 well above the level of the Community's o nd for milk.

airy 1States would have a choice of applying the sys farm or

75 €vel., Milk in excess of the base quantity wouldp levy of

la Per cent of the target price of milk if applied at th
with zf !00 per cent if applied at the dairy. He had ope
in the361FUItur§1 and trade interests on how the system sho
unt{q afnltEd Kingdom. Because the system wou%d not be appl
Woul 4 ter the transitional year, some more finance was neede

€ Provided by a 1 per cent increase in the basic co-respo

or a
scussions
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EﬁrlOUS demands for exemptions or exclusions from the superlevy. There
n°u1d be no national exemptions, no levy on intensive production and
cﬁ%ﬁ © sSpecial provision for small farmers within the quota/superlevy

6%2;) levy. 1p the negotiations in Brussels he had been able to resist the

Ch?me- There would be a quantity of 0.6 million tonnes of milk
&ilable for special circumstances, although the United Kingdom had
tained for the present a reserve on this proposal. The Irish still
reserve on the scheme and would no doubt be seeking special
z €nt at the European Council on 19-20 March. 1In addition, he had
e

in accordance with the agreed policy, that, although there
reduction in the butter subsidy, the price of butter in the
dﬁﬂ;

ngdom would not rise as a consequence of the package to be
cxgéékussels.

T?e agre
difficy1es

woul
Unitg
dgree

nt on the quota/superlevy scheme would give rise to

& ' . with farming and Parliamentary opinion. The National

- ZEErs Union for England and Wales was proposing that there should be

o lfee year trangition, that there should be guarantees on the equitable

inzrlcatlgn of ystem in the Community, and that the 1 per cent

. dse in the ~Co-responsibility levy should be dropped. He would
Providing mater{f1 Ypr his colleagues in order to counter this

Critins
wo$;1Clsm' On mon ompensatory amounts, he had ensured that there
d be no reductio

S : ited Kingdom farm p¥ices as a ?esult of tbe

the %as in Ehe agri-mo arrangements. This was the issue to which

importrmers Unions in ted Klngéom'had attached.the greatest
ance. There was a move within the Community towards

ac : : N :
ngiptlng an agri-monetary 1i;,ement based on the German ideas. The
¢d Kingdom had maintained

on ty ngserve because of the potential effect
Ming = C?mmunity's budget and\Qeétaiase it would strengthen the Prime
Ster's bargaining position ‘ﬁ’! 2 European Council.

:ﬁedlzcussion it was pointed out gajgébere c?uld be some doubFs that
mEmbgrozafsuperlevy system would.b 2 ed with equgl rigour in all
& adminzzies’ altbough the Commissi of the view that.lt could'
the ered fairly. It was clear 1yW/a . §vent that t@e 1nFroduct10n
not ay quota/superlevy would be a tough ision. Communlty flnance was
allowiallable for a more relaxed approachyor a longer transition. Even
o agr?g for a decision on the quota/superlevy, Community expenditure
the buéculture in 1984 was already forgcast to run §ubstantlally above
i get and.nc extra ?unds were available. "‘T ght be argueq that
of arce“t rapid growth in the milk surplus wa¢ @,— the responsibility
Mers in other member states than in the Un 'ngdom. It was now

Ney hOWEVEr, that, after taking account of impo

Z . butter from
ang €a@land, the United Kingdom was more than self- jent for milk
in m?llk Products. Nonetheless, the political proble the cutback

e exlk Production should not be underestimated, and tJ‘Q ;
QOnCeacerbated if it were thought that the United Kingdo
€ any special arrangements for other member states %

Cone ! pducers
€Ssion for Ireland would be particularly sensitive.

THE

measiRIME MINISTER, summing up the discussion, said that beca gh
T€S on milk were needed, no member state was likely to be™s 1ed,
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@i She foresaw considerable diffculties at the European Council on

O : 5 :
19-20 March, in particular when Ireland and possibly other member states
Presented requests for special treatment. In the meantime it was

/ lmpor‘fant that briefing should be made available quickly for backbenchers
nd Ministerial colleagues.

<§§§§ The Cabinet -
% Took note.
Cgi;%;lnvited the Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries

d to make available quickly briefing for
b nchers and Ministerial colleagues on the proposed
1l

mi ta/superlevy.

U

TR

b -..Rs in thTHE SECI-{ETA —QF STATE FOR ENERGY said that the industrial actior}

& Cog) iSsuee coal ind trwas related to both pay and pit closures. On neither
“%Ehy tobas did the N? Union of Min?workers (NUM) have a case which ought
XL e mand public . 'The N§tlona1 Coal Board (NCB) had last _
ﬁﬁl%s . :n offered an in ZofEe 1n ?aslc pay rates of 5.2 per cent, If this
t*hﬂme, high Ccepted, the aver.;j:h\fnlngs of face workers would be £65 a week
d;&]iu. hag Er than when the GoPExynt came into office. On closures, there
gf”uﬁmth over €en a reduction of 20 or about 10 per cent, in the workforce
n%e3 is, alte the_PaSt year but th been achieved largely by the offer of

pla TMative jobs at neighbo its and voluntary redundancy. In the

1S for the coming year whi
to fiigely Confi?ed to four r
works alternative jobs at nea
tetmso;ce over 50 years of age had
ae i ad been announced for miners
£2 m?l{Flng new investment into the ; .e1d§ at a rate of arouqd
natj ion a day. The NUM President “1;;?3 gill had taken the view that
T czna? ballot would not secure a magh y for 2 strike. ?hls had
COntinunflrmeé by the 1arge'nugber of pi ..wherg miners had wished to
the Cab? worklng at the_beglnnlng of thg eek, as bad bgen reported to
the num;net at ?ts previous meeting. Since then ?1cket1ng had reduged
d b €r of pits working to around 20 or 30.%@i§§§ets from Yorkshire
e

NCB had now announced closures would
Since it would now be difficult

s, and the proportion of the
'\umch reduced, generous redundancy
43# 'that age. Meanwhile the NCB

Kent ign b?DUght in?o Nottinghamshire, Derbysh d Lancashire, from
ScotlandLELCQStershlres from South Wales to Nor s and from
: to Northumberland. There was a risk tha allots being held
e(:Emzemcw:e moderate areas would be eithe¥ frgstra ugsatisfacFOry
Mighy ofgf low turnout. Tﬁe NCE was c0n51Qer1ng a s on that.1t
addresse er the NUM executives 1in areas which wished ot a list of
thOUgh =S and Oth?r facilities to enable a postal ballot
hag x elt Was unlikely that such'a? offgr woul@ be accep
of the N§ZQV10US‘day ?ecured an 1n3unctlonlagalnst the Yo
Presene 4, for picketing other than at their own places of w
i 1t seemed unlikely that the Yorkshire area would com

the NCB would apply to the court the following day fo

nc)t’
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48ainst the Yorkshire area's assets. The present assessment of endurance
¥as that power station coal stocks, together with oil burn, would last

ior Some six months; many industrial companies would however run out of
°al considerably earlier.

HE.HOME SECRETARY said that he had made a statement on television and

° the previous day making it clear that any miner who wished to work
)

d be able to do so; that any attempt to obstruct or intimidate a
2 who wished to do so was a breach of the criminal law; that a large
nu . ' . R . '
f pickets amounted of itself to intimidation; that the police
sower and the duty to stop large numbers of pickets from

:Ese“' and to disperse them; and that the police would have his full
Ofppo arrying out their duties to maintain law and order. Each

A th? c onstables in the areas affected had been similarly informed.
th:atlo? eporting centre had been set up in London to co-ordinate

i5 NaCt}Vl ies of the police force. 3,000 policemen had been deployed

- Ottinghamshire, many drawn from police forces throughout the country.

p;:vlatESt information was that no miner who wis@eq to.work was being
: énted from so by physical force or intimidation. The.number.
p°w21Ck€ts arredfed Mad increased. .The police were now exercising their
S IS to stop co _ar?ying flying pickets. It was however clear that
Dici mln§r$, altho }ling to work, were not prepared to cross

gs G y small numbers of pickets were present. There
0 eEeen a pa;ticularl aiE?UIt §ituation the previous night at
helq EOR Colliery where<a Qing plcket had died. A post-mortem was to be
A ater that day. The'dp_ ge believed that death was due to natural

Useg

A 3 &
i;hough Pickets had now bet
visge? in operation. The Chi{

'ting Nottinghamshire that %

In dlscussion, the following main were made -
a8.  Although the Yorkshire are£§§9 e NUM might seek to comply
With the injunction in form onlycggzﬁg claiming responsibility
for the picketing or by organisin sive demonstrations away
fr9m the immediate vicinity of the hits but in locations through
Which miners wishing to work had to pass, it was likely that the
Courts would frame the injunction so as to prevent this.

b. . The NCB might wish to consider seeking¢ similar injunctions
@gainst other NUM areas organising flying if the necessary
€Vidence was available.

T
NEE EEIME MINIS?ER, summing up the discussion, saidcggééj%
°Vernmsee¥ maximum Fe§r§ss ?rom the courts un?er the .
ang Ordent § responsibility in the matter'lay in the main
that ther. The Home Secretary would continue to assure
Secure € police wogld have the fu%l support Qf the Governm
with obactess.to pits er'tho§e miners who wished to work a
vag Strgctlon or intimidation. If, as seemgd 11331¥s.PUbI
Egn firmly to support vigorous action against intimidatio

Chy )
ef Onstables and their forces could be expected to take acc é;ébﬁthat.

v o

was for the
law. The

ce of law
onstables
action to
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nable Chief Constables to react with speed and flexibility; it was

p?rticﬁlarly desirable for the police to act before large numbers of

Pickets vere able to assemble. The Government should, however, continue

© avoid becoming involved in the substance of the dispute, which should
Séeén as being between a majority of miners who wished to work and a

N T1ty who were prepared to use violence and intimidation to prevent
happening. The Home Secretary would be making an oral statement
House of Commons, and the Attorney General would, in a written

b ntary Answer, be providing an up-to-date description of the law,
OF inal and civil, relating to picketing.

6Z§9 The Government should provide any assistance and advice which would

inet -
TDOk(g?f;.
i‘ The Cabinet/xonyidered a memorandum by the Secretary of State
(gr Education & ce and the Secretary of State for the Environment
En(ga) 10), a furt morandum by the Secretary of State for the
(CVlronment (Cc(84) nd a note by the Secretary of the Cabinet
(84) 12), on educa ™ London. The Cabinet's discussion and the

co ;
NClusions reached ar ded separately.

G

8,

>
%

“ebinet offjce

15 Marep 1984
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cory NO

LIMITED CIRCULATION ANNEX
CC(84) 11th Conclusions, Minute 5
Thursday 15 March 1984 at 10.00 am

:‘he Cabi{considered a memorandum by the Secretary of State

OY_Educa on and Science and the Secretary of State for the

fz’;lronment (C(84) 10), a further memorandum by the Secretary of State

Cab'the Environm (C(84) 11), and a note by the Secretary of the
inet (C(84) @on education in London.

THE SECRETARY OF YYATH
Convinceg that edug*'

of ' i in inner London should become the responsibility
Lonz new dlr?ctly-el gDauthority after the abolition of the Greater
i on Council (GLC). 84) 12 showed, it would not be appropriate
admake the new body a‘fa®ipg authority, as some members of the Cabinet
deveilc'l‘?m::atecl in previou /:,. ssionj but it would be possible to
Sk .°P the proposals in '(‘- ite Paper on Rates (Cmnd 9008) to

Vide that the directly-e'1;%§?authority should issue a separate

:;i;tzmeﬂ'f to each ratepayer \‘; 5T L?ndon explair‘ling it{s I_mc;get
This Ett:l.ng out.the rate poun rlbut?ble to :.t's ac:tl\.u?les._
It wou;‘-‘ld require new powers to/be ke:; in the main Abolition Bill.
iSS\Jed d be possible to provide in tion a fuller stateq:ent to b?
oyl d in a separate eqvelope to even more perceptible. This
Cost more. It did not need t cided now.
E?zziiWere.three strong reasons for.in {é?g;g provision for d%rect
Currenzns :|.n_the ab?lltlon Pavmg’Blll t® be presented 1atf_r in the
e Session. Flrst,‘ such action would carry more conviction tl‘man
Caoe thannouncement of intent. .It would strengthen the Goverl'nment s
Cumbey at the GL('! I?ad few functions. Sec.o‘ndly s\would avoid
Pavip Sgr'ue transitional arrangements. Nlthout‘
threeg 111, the Inner London Education Authorit
be 3 éiparate memberships in 12 mont‘r}s: until Ma
C members and 13 borough appointees; betweed

A) would have
925, there would

Apriy 1985 and
198¢ 1986, all members would be borough appointees; om April
Veye onwards the members would be directly elected. NePep¥er, there

membeznly four GLC members for inmer ]._,ondon vho were als
rup S; so that from May 1985 to April 1986 the ILEA wo 2
e lyi borov..ngh ccn.‘:ncillors with no experif_nce of running edr —.-ﬂ-
respontFlg incentive to take an interest'ln it as they woulf‘:<; :
May Sibility for it in April 1986. Thirdly, direct electidde
: 5 would substantially ease the problems of transition £0jy ;

=

inne
Oadr London boroughs. There was already concern about the pro¥f

appoion the boroughs in 1985-86; removing the need for borough

Ntees to run the ILEA would make a big difference. /ﬁ
1 (
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CONFIDENTIAL

TEE LORD PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL said that to include provision for
dlrec? elections to the ILEA in the Paving Bill would entail hurried
draftlng. This was always dangerous. It would also extend the scope

through Parliament. There were contingent Bills which might, in

tain circumstances, have tobe added to the existing legislative
ramme at short notice. The upshot could be serious delay to other
rtant legislation and a large overspill at the end of the current

n. In his view, the advantages of making provision for direct

to the proposed new body in the Paving Bill did not justify

it would entail for the legislative programme. It would

o the Government to criticism on the grounds that it was

n the Paving Bill matters which prejudged substantial

®lement <§§§ats abolition proposals.
In discus on,. the following main points were made =

2. The iéiiﬁgation contained in C(84) 12 suggested that,

despite itf/ztlractions, there might be serious drawbacks
Lo the creks

education in @
to making it = ;
members of the
eéven on the basi

a directly-elected authority to run
London. It was clear that the objections
g authority were overwhelming; and some
i‘ﬁpﬁt considered that a precepting authority,
g€edxibed in paragraph 8 of C(84) 12 and
recommended by thé”Sec¥etary of State for the Environment,
would not be suffic'¢i;; accountable. It was also possible
that the creation of ctly—elected authority might make

it harder to change th-<?<?iisation of education in inner
London at a later stage {‘

2 v 9t should seem desirable.
Ministers needed more t‘.b,ff’ ich to assess the balance of

advantage . &
b.  On the other hand, it wa

Would be pressed very strongly
directly-elected body: this might
condition of securing the agreemen¢¢©f the House of Lords to
the abolition Paving Bill. Even if\Yegislative provision
Yere not made in the Paving Bill, an early statement of the

Government's intention to make it in the main Abolition Bill
Was essential. -

ed that the Government
ee to the creation of a
d be a necessary

C. A possible course would be to prepare

Vith a view to including them in the Paving \§3
R?aqing if that seemed desirable in the light ¢Z

lnlsterial consideration and Parliamentary devg
the other hand, there were arguments for limitin
and long title of the Paving Bill so as to minimise:j

le provisions
after Second

Tange of amendments which could be proposed.

CONFIDENTIAL




L
%
L

CONFIDENTIAL

THE PRIME MINISTER, summing up the discussion, said that the Cabinet
dgreed that the abolition Paving Bill to be presented later in the
Current Session should not include provision for the creation of a
irectly-elected authority to run education in inner London or for
lections to it. The Cabinet had reached no view on whether it
“1§ be desirable to create such a body. This should be further
Sidered, initially by the Ministerial Group on the Abolition of
Greater London Council and the Metropolitan County Councils
95). The Group's consideration should be based on the premise
new body would be a precepting, not a rating, authority.

<;§g>--binet -
To;;te, with approval, of the Prime Minister's

Su g up of their discussion.
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