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w g
JARY : : :
AFFAIRS L. The Cabinet were informed of the business to be taken in the House

c;€§§;§'C0mmons in the week beginning 21 October 1985 following the Summer

Journment, The House of Commons would also sit in the week beginning

<§§2 October and it was expected that the new Session would be opened on
nesday 6 November.

Viey Body agg INISTER said that the Cabinet would wish to thank the Chief
Prey Ch;g £ efforts in connection with the debate on the draft Lord
Rehtous Cab =6 alary Order 1985 on 23 July. There was no doubt that
Cofaeonce inet ken the right decisions on the report of the Top Salaries

n . t i : :
'Clusiong © which th ad given rise.

C H .
CJSS) 25¢th Review Bod qgfﬁkn if they had not fully foreseen the volume of protest
h

| THE LoRD PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL said that the draft Order was to be

ebated in the House Sf Lords on Monday 29 July.

atemen t.
e X T .

B}ﬁamPCOn a“E SECRETARY OF STATE E ENVIRONMENT said that he understood that
Pass Statement was to be ma day about the Government's intention to

é:;;:duce a Confirmation
ba fimPton By-pass, He agre
= ercely contested by con

POstpone a statement for th

r the southern route for the proposed

h the underlying decision but it would
ion interests, and it might be better
being.

T*;E (S)iCRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANS aid that debate about a by-pass
SEE 3 ihampton.had been g?ing on fb e 20 years. If a'dec131on was
5 ba en now in favour of the soug é?éiépte 1t_was his judgment that
e thY‘Pass for Okehampton was un}1ke uéﬁg)be built much before the end
o € century, The by-pass was 1m?or X the.local economy; there
majoiﬁeat pressure locally for the 1ssue decided, and a large
e 1ty of those Conservative bgckbenche o had expressed a view
Contr;n faYour of the southern 11ne: The ouncemnt woulq be

versial, and the subsequent Bill would no doubt be vigorously

) : 5
dzﬁzsed by conservation interests; but he saw nothing to be gained from
y.

:gerEIME MINIS?ER, summing up a brief discussion,

detn dthat action on a by-pass for Okehampton shoul be further

and yed, tbat the proposed statément should be made D the Recess,
a Confirmation Bill introduced subsequently.’ The

e uld be a
avernmer'lt Bill, subject to whipping. It would, howeve »<§%§§§k31Y to
€ a difficult passage, particularly in the House of Lords}

: é@
A

hat the Cabinet

7=\

CONFIDENTIAL




C;f?: to proceed in accordance with the Prime Minister's

CONFIDENTIAL

The Cabinet -
1, Invited the Secretary of State for Transport

summing up of the discussion.

TH%RY OF STATE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT said that he would be

ALy that afternoon the main decisions.o? the rate §upport grant

: em§5f§¥or England for 1986-87. The decision to abolish targets and

ed penalities responded to pressure over several years,

Government supporters in the shire counties and

S authorities, apd should be widely w§1comed. He w091d be

deCiS§151ng, owever, tﬁa? 1t‘had only bgen possible to Fake this
eXpen;?n because rate limitation was av§1}ab1e to restrain the

nonethlture of the hi h—sp?ndlng authorities and that the settlement was

eless a tou using block grant pressures.

fﬁE PRIME MINISTER, g up a brief discussion, said that it was
abg?ytént to put ove Jythese points sFrgngly: The.fact that the
= 1tion of targets was ay many authorities, including Government
PPOrters, had been preg -a~for for some time should not be
woul;emphasised. The setgialew
Sy have a particu}arly se
e UndeF ConservaFlve con
o POssible to bring the le
L control, The precise eff

h :
dzw?ver> depend on the details o
¢ided until later that year.

cver would not be universally popular; it
effect on some councils which had only
recent years and where it had not yet
previous high-spending completely
these and other cases would,

%ettlement which would not be
The Cabinet - C§§§>

2., _ Invited the Secretary of Statiié?? he
Environment to be guided by the Pri ister's

Summing up of the discussion

2% : .
THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said @

reaar agreement
andc ed on 24 July between the Indian Prime Ministe Rajiv Gandhi,
the President of the Sikh Akali Dal Party, Sant nd Singh

a:g%z:al, to end che'cris%s %n the Punjab was a very
eader?ment.' Tbe major d1ff1cu1t¥ had been.to overcome
S s unw11}1ngness to engage }n c9mprom1se and thus
at8t:ement with the extremists 1n his parFy. Therg was a
action € agreement would be effective, despite the risk of
S to sabotage it,
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h SPOTts
nu“wWent a3 EIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that the Sikh Asian Games
Wuthe P t9 take place from 26 to 28 July at West Bromwich and other-
Kin ed h o in the Birmingham area. This year's games had been named 1in
gdon I:g?“ e two alleged assassins of the former Prime Minister of
ia,

approacheq
the matter
Serious in
Proposed th

;rllament for constitutencies in the area where the games would take
g.ac?, to the local thority there, and to the University of Aston in
1rm1ngham, where @

It i . (::}l e
B dlscusswn, the flng points were made:

CONFIDENTIAL

The Cabinet -

15 Took note.

Ae Foreign and Commonwealth Office and the Home Office about
had said that the naming of the games in this way was a
t to India. The Foreign and Commonwealth Secretary
a¥ approaches should urgently be made to the Members of

dira Gandhi. The Indian High Commission in London had

ockey tournament would take place.

a. The Governme A

the games. This wa
games for Mrs Gandhi
of approval for murder
Kingdom as well as in

no power under law to order cancellation of
regrettable, since the naming of the

ged assassins amounted to an expression

ould cause deep offence in the United

b, Given that the event
would be to use every possi
the naming of the games for
leaders of the Sikh community
that such naming of the games w
to British opinion., It was possi
lndirectly involved, such as the V
of Aston and the Chairman of Sandwel
dware that the persons for whom the g
fact the alleged assassins.

ot be banned, the right approach
egns to secure the withdrawal of
dhi's alleged assassins. The
be told in no uncertain terms
gnant to the Government and
t some of the people
ncellor of the University
strict Council, were not
es had been named were in

C.  The games had not so far attracted publ;

Government to secure the withdrawal of the
the alleged assassins could stimulate public
hand, it was in the Government's interest that
Sécure a change in the offensive naming of the g
PUblicity. Such publicity should help in particu show the
Indian Government that everything possible had bee <§Q§g§to secure
a change, .

G

. While the Indian Government understood the diffic
arising from the British legal system with regard, for in to

de?OFtation of Sikhs to India, it could not understand wh
British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) sometimes paid favou

attention in its broadcasts to the activities of Sikh dissid

3 /
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Sri Lanka

PreviOUS
ferencE_

tc :
: (85) 18¢;

CluS'
: lons
Hlnute 2
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the United Kingdom. The Government should therefore try to ensure
that the BBC did not pay great attention to the Sikh Asian Games.

‘Fﬁ\\ hgve influence in the matter, in order to secure the withdrawal of
;{' Mming of the games for Mrs Gandhi's alleged assassins, High level

2. ted the Home Secretary and the Secretary of
State * Education and Science to arrange for
agtion to be taken in accordance with the Prime
Minister's summing up of the discussion.

THE FOREIGN AND COMMONW
Governwent of Sri Lanka £
;?mwunlty had moved forwd
me:;ster of India, Mr Rajiv
dge to the President of
zzrtlcu)ation in the Samanala
€med to misinterpret Indian

SECRETARY said that talks between the

e political parties representing the Tamil
sonably well, with the help of the Prime
i. The Prime Minister had sent a

nka, Mr Jayewardene, about British

am project, President Jayewardene

Tami l for the current talks with the
o 1l parties as giving him a b g space. The United Kingdom

re0u1d help to keep up the pressu he President to seek early
Sults from the talks. <;£é§>

TH g : S
2 E FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY saféggiat violence was continulng

in . : .
South Africa, Since the declaration of e state of emergency on 20

J
w2i¥& Some 450 people had been detained. The South African Government

iy no doubt keep control of the situation, but re would be no
=5 8Tess regarding the problems of. the country un}€sy)the Government

so 3 3
The Ftook measures to deal with the complaints o
= i0r91gn Ministers of the ten member states of t
!
S8ued a strong statement on 22 July about the

ack majority.

on in South

Afri : CTis ;
invoia' It had been implicit in the statement that c d economic
e vement in South Africa, rather than disengagement, useful

subs‘i‘:‘;:?for.change; the.Code of Conduct for European f¥fm
Desnice t;es in South Africa was a good example of what co
R e agregd statement-by th? ten EuroPean Gevernment
Withdray ?ced, without even informing Fhe United K1ngd9m, tha
Franse ha;ts Ambassador from Souty Africa and ban new 1nvestm§
Nations g 81§0 called‘for a meeting later that day of the Un%t
€curity Council, and had put forward a draft resolution w
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CONFIDENTIAL

C?é;) would call, though not in mandatory terms, for a ban on new investment

In South Africa, a ban on the import of Krugerrands, suspension of

eXport credit guarantees for South Africa, a ban on new contracts with

"f' Quth Africa in the civil nuclear field and a ban on the sale of

puters and software which could be used by the security forces in
JuAh erica. The Canadian Government appeared to be moving in the same

ir<?§ ion as France. There was a major risk that the African members of

o urity Council would seek to amend the French draft resolution to

ZZn anda?ory. The UniFed Kingdom Governmgnt sh9uld seek Fo avoid
M agaxns% South Afr1<-:a2 wh%ch wo?ld brlng_major economic loss to
2 s wh}le also av91d1ng isolation on this matter and the
Cgﬁsir? ?exng less cr%tical of apartheid than otheF Western
State:} h1§ Yould require gopt1nue§ close contact Ylth the United

: 3 the ition of the Administration was very similar to the
Brltish Go

Jhpias nment's posiFion, athough the pressures in the United
s gngr ss for sanctions agalvst §outh Afr%ca had greatly .
COUnciief. There wou}d be a majority in the.Unlted Nat10n§ Security
e or a reszéifé;n about s§nct10ns against South Africa; Fhe
ons were wh thet resolution would contain and whether, if the
o

gnlted_Kinngm ha ~ato it, she would do so alone or in company with
he United States, @

Ethiol-"ia %

T : Ae
Tey: FEE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTgﬂ?r RETARY said that the Minister of State,
ef10US . elgn and Commonwealth Of '13’ inister for Overseas Development) had
Erence; €0 1n Ethiopia from 16 to 19 He had discussed the Royal Air
F y

C HA
Cgsii) 25th Gzrce's airlift involving Herc ﬁ“\
M:. USlong Vernment and others concerned.\ &)
lnute 5 Ehe.alr_'lift until the end of 19857
aEZQOPIa had taken place more slow

maini Femaxned.ln?ccessi?le by road.

0usea12 the airlift until the end of

e tg Commons on 22 July. By tbe en

oot e Gover?megt about £21 million; s

lded £70 million in famine relief to opia.

rcraft fully with the Ethopian

rfri\build-up of road transport in
had been expected, and some
T overnment's decision to

ar had been announced in the
85 the airlift would have
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DefenCe
quipment
01lab°ration

PreviOUS
®ference,
CC(8s) 25th
C?nclusi

Oons
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States

trategic

nltiative

Hong ;%
! i ent on the Future
Previg C;ggsthe Sino-British Liaison Group, set up under the Agreem

e cjfjef Hong Kong of 1984, was taking place in London.

aood ,
9clusigng cedures.
Mlnute 3 )
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. : : ¢
THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that the first meeting o

The atmosphere was
: s :
Agreement had been reached rapidly on the Group's working

THE SEC OF STATE FOR DEFENCE said that the situation 1n the

five-powe A1ks about the project for a European FlghterdAlicr:ft (EFA)
feémained uf s it had been the previous week. .A great dea g il
discussion (&s taking place. The Feder§1 Repub%lc of ggzﬁanyntafrom

N€W proposal“for an aircraft specification marglna}ly i ezﬁe g
that sought by the United Kingdom. The French position 921 he =
Specification had tered considerably, but ther? was sti . goscerned
etween it and thg prity position among the five cantr;ei ;e garna
in the project, e etary of State for.Defence salidt ansu1t S
Keep his colleagues Jned of the discussions and wou co 5
a8 necessary, on the
Project Definition pha$€

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DERE

i 2
With the United States Secretar he fense, Mr Caspar Weinberger, on 2
July about British participatio

ftrategic Defence Initiative (§DI)
research, He had put forward a prozaf’ which was more compre?i::lve
than the Americans had seemed to expeef/ BPt the 1n1tla¥ Amer i
f€action had been fairly receptive, h nited Statesfsxde Yiid ety
CO“Sidering a British draft of the te reference for a ; 3 g;itish
€oncluded in October 1985, about the sco arrangements fo
Participation in SDI research.

The Cabinet -

3. Took note.

5

3. THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that th
inisterg (Foreign Affairs) on 22-23 July, following up

cil of
s arising

from the European Council in Milan, had now decided how ;haf{r e
intergovernmental conference was to be hanc?led. The con 'fé i
3t Foreign Minister level. The first megt1ng.wou1d befon o:“' 18
ater meetings would normally be set up 1m@edxate1¥ be orc;here 5
Meetings of the Council of Ministers (Foreign Affairs).

SWo Preparatory groups. Work on political co—operationlytglilb;i
Prepared’ as the United Kingdom had proposed, by the Politic

2N
/
6 ‘V(

AN
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‘€W round of trade negotif
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On the basis of the United Kingdom and Franco-German drafts. Other
1ssues would be dealt with by a separate group, which was expected to be
at official level. Precise proposals for treaty amendment were still
waited, It was satisfactory that the Luxembourg Foreign Minister,
sieur Poos, who would be the Chairman of the conference, was taking a
istic line and had handled the preparatory discussion well,

THE F

AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that he was satisfied with
tﬁe_dec tion on terrorism which had been made by the Council of
Ministe eign Affairs) on 22-23 July. This broadly followed the

United Kin <gfﬁ% own approach.

THE FOREIGN AND c-«f?*)EALTH SECRETARY said that the Council of
Ministers (Foreign\Affhirs) on 22-23 July had agreed the Community's
line for discussions 9 e General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
(GATT) on the future \o£7Zid Multi-Fibre Agreement on textiles. The
Council had accepted thk@ Agreement needed to be renewed but that
there should be progress{ \beralisation in the light of the proposed

. 2. in the GATT. On steel there were
Serious difficulties with t

‘/4"ted States over their imports of
Cértain steel products from mmunity. The United States were
Seeking to impose restrictio;\~= o agreement had been reached, nor
¥ould the United States give a <:<?blrtaking that they would not extend
festrictions to semi-finished /
In discussion it was pointed out th.¢§§§é>proposed United States'
festrictions on steel imports posed ep’xisks to trade, which would be
harmful botn to the United States them and to the United Kingdom.
The United States should be made aware / Af they were to take

TeStrictive action on imports of semi-fi 4 steel products, this
¥ould be damaging to the United Kingdom GoXgrnment.

®

4. THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRADE AND INDUSTRY sai

Seéemed likely at onme time that Qlivetti would withdraw

“Corn Computers, Following tough discussions, however,

#8reed to continue this support. A favourable reference b
tbls action would be helpful. In discussion the strong and
INe taken by the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry in
1Scussions with Olivetti was welcomed.

The Cabinet -

Took note,

it had
upport for
i had
ters to
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0; British Industry, to be published the following week, would probably

ra
ofBritiqgf%j>THE CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER said that a survey by the Confederation

OW some reduction in business orders and optimism. It should be
ed, however, that these surveys were subject to a seasonal pattern
thaF some downturn was not unexpected in a July survey. In
$8lon it was said that the next set of monthly United Kingdom trade
would be less good than those of the previous month. Not too
‘ﬂess should be put on a single month's results. Overall the
Laccount remained in surplus, and the trend was satisfactory.

‘@binet -

TookSnote.,

THE DUCHY OF LANCASTER said that he had reached
df Secretary, Treasury, that the cost of accepting
meu of tax would be met in future from the

5. THE CHANCE
d8reement with ¢t
Major works of ar
EGServ?. This deciss
he Uniteq Kingdom's al heritage, and would be seen as a better
hat art collections and works of national

Va : . 7 N
lue in thig country mlgs”’- scattered or sold overseas.

6. : .

P .The Cabinet considered a memora the Secretary of State for

Ireilgn and Commonwealth Affairs and earetary of State for Northern
and (C(85) 20) dated 23 July. Thei <§f§2ussion and the conclusions

The Cabinet -

Took note,

re
ached are recorded separately.

Cabinet offjce

25 July 1985

0
%,
D
%
2

| 2
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LIMITED CIRCULATION ANNEX

CC(85) 26th Conclusions, Minute 6

&hursday 25 July 1985 at 10.00 am

THE PRIME ER said that the talks at official level with the Irish
GOVernment, ised by the Cabinet in February 1984, had reached the
Stage where a agreement had been prepared. The state of play in
the talks was ed in the memorandum by the Foreign and
Commonwealth Secr and the Secretary of State for Northern Ireland
(C(85) 20) of 23 o which the draft agreement was appended.

THE SECRETARY OF STA » NORTHERN IRELAND, introducing the joint
Memorandum, said thatvthe core of the proposed agreement was that the
Irish Republic would have a consultative role in relation to a range of
Northern Ireland affairs, but decision-making would remain in British
hands, The United Kingdom Government would seek to use the machinery
Set up for consulting the Iris vernment in order to obtain much more
Systematic co-operation with ish Republic on security matters.
f:e m§in potential benefits o eement on the lines proposed were
at it should provide a prospe he one hand of greater
effectiveness in the fight agains rism and on the other hand of
Unfeeling attitudes of the nationa inority to the institutions of
g?Veerent in Northern Ireland and t ucing the reluctance of the
Minority to participate in political He judged that the agreement
Went about as far as it could be pruden o: not much further
iZ“CeS§ion should be made to the Irish G nt, for instance
Cogardlng the question of joint courts or 'r ing the Royal Ulster
4 NStabulary (RUC) or the Ulster Defence ReEiment (UDR). The unionist
eactfon to an agreement on the lines proposed would be very negative;
Ut his present judgment was that it should be manageable. I1f that
;udgment were to alter before the time came to sign an agreement, the
atter would have to be reconsidered. It was importag that opposition

;ﬁ an agreement should be channelled as far as poss into Parliament.
e first meeting of the Intergovernmental Commissi e established
y the_agreement should not be held until Parliament roved the
d8reement, An agreement on the lines proposed could b stantial
eneflt to Northern Ireland, especially through its long effects.
Ut it was not a solution to the problem of Northern Irel
r: only a step forward, and there was a risk that the inte
; actions to it, notably in the United States, could overest
mp°?tance. The Government should therefore present an agree
Public in modest terms.

SECRET
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THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that during the negotiations
;he arrangements sought by the Irish Government had been greatly scaled
own., The proposed agreement did not involve any kind of joint
\thority, On the other hand, it did include good features from the
tish point of view, notably concerning the status of Northern Ireland
tbe prospect of improved co-operation with the Irish Republic over
flty. He agreed that the first meeting of the Intergovernmental
Commission should take place only after Parliament had considered the
dgreement, He also agreed that it would be important to present the
dgreement modestly, so that it was not seen internationally as more
lMportant than it was. On the other hand, failure to achieve an

agreemen 1d have a serious effect on the United Kingdom's

;:ternat image. This applied especially in the United States,

4 €re sup r the Irish Northern Aid Committee (NORAID) could grow
gain,

In discussion llowing points were made -
a. The Of
Protests at
Mr Ian Paisley

Unionist Party would probably seek to focus its
o-Irish agreement in the Parliamentary channel.
Democratic Unionist Party might well try to
destroy an Anglo- agreement. To do so, he would need to unite
unionist opinion,®*which would nowadays be difficult. The most
dgngerous development would be industrial action, which Mr Paisley
might try to organise. He had failed with this method in the late
1970s, and the workforce today was less politicised and less likely
to react violently to an a ment., The Government had contingency
Plans for dealing with stigh and experience suggested that a
determined Government cou t strikes in Northern Ireland.

The later an agreement was in the year, the nearer the
Possible period for strikes to Christmas, and the harder
L1t would be for Mr Paisley to hem successfully. If,
however, (as was possible) unio actions to an Anglo-Irish
agreement were much stronger than tly foreseen, and the
Government came to the view that t tion would not be
containable, the agreement would ha reconsidered.

b, The question of joint courts was ticularly difficult., The
Government had made it absolutely clear to the Irish authorities
that we could not agree to the principle of establishing joint
courts; the furthest we could go was to agree that the new
Intergovernmental Commission should consider the possibility of
establishing joint courts. But the difficultie objections
that could be foreseen made it unlikely that su ideration
w°_Uld lead to the establishment of joint courts. ther
concession on this matter could be made to the Iri ere was
indeed g danger that if the agreement provided for c@ration of
the possibility of establishing joint courts, that co e an
Over-encouraging impression of the likelihood of the B
Government being able to agree to their establishment.

reference to joint courts in the agreement could be a spa
would ignite loyalist violence in reaction to an agreement.

SECRET
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Fhis point of view, it would be preferable to have no reference to
joint courts in the agreement. On the other hand, the Irish
Government, and the Taoiseach personally, attached great importance
to joint courts and had not yet been brought to agree that the

conclude the agreement if the British Government insisted on having
no reference in it to joint courts. It might be possible in the
Intergovernmental Commission to explore without commitment the
question of what actually constituted a joint or mixed court. The
wording on joint courts presently in the agreement might also be
reconsidered,

wording on the subject presently in the draft agreement was
sufficient., It was most improbable that the Irish Government would

efuse a unionist call for the recall of Parliament would
lling on to the street unionist reactions to an

agree d stimulating criticism more widely in Parliament. On
the oth , to recall Parliament early would pose ma jor
pProblems e business managers. It would be greatly

preferable efore, for the agreement to be signed at a time
when Parliaffie its normal course of business could debate it.
An Anglo-Iri it to sign an agreement might be fitted into the

Prime Minister y between 24 and 31 October 1985.

d. The difficul& delaying signature of an agreement until
9ctober was that rumour and speculation would proliferate, making
it difficult to hold the agreement together. This difficulty might
be reduced if an interim statement about the negotiations was made
by the Secretary of State@jorthern Ireland; but such a

S?atement could, unless Vv refully worded, send the wrong
Slgnals,

liament would no doubt denounce
s proposed as a sell-out to the
ish Foreign Minister would
and majority opinion in
ept this. The Irish

ess it was satisfied

€. The Opposition in the I
an Anglo-Irish agreement on th
British, But the Taoiseach and
Present the agreement as a step
the Irish Republic would be likely
Government would not sign the agree
that the Social Democratic and Labour (SDLP) in Northern
Ireland would endorse it. SDLP endors as also important from
the British point of view: the Irish Government's behaviour in the
Intergovernmental Commission would be greatly influenced by the
SDLP, and the Irish Government might even withdraw from the
Commission unless the SDLP was satisfied with the Commission's

Performance.
f: Any steps concerning the RUC or the UDR, whi United
Kingdom might take in the céntext of concluding an ent with

th Irish Republic, should be justified on their mer1t@Fan@ not on

Presentational grounds alone. Q
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o g. Paragraph 3 of the text for an agreement should be clarified:
the final clause - "as set out in this agreement' - should come
ﬁar11er in the paragraph, to follow more or less directly the word
; deal",

h, The risk of concluding an agreement on the lines proposed was
that the present situation of relative stability in Northern
Ireland might turn into one of conflict. On the other hand, the
Proposed agreement presented significant advantages, notably in the
security field, and on balance it seemed worth taking the risk
involved. The alternative of not proceeding with the agreement
would leave the Government with the depressing option of

mai ing direct rule, while trying to make it more palatable in
reland, and continuing the very expensive struggle
terrorism of the Provisional Irish Republican Army.

summing up the discussion, said that the Cabinet
e that the Government should seek to conclude an
proposed, subject to developments on the ground
SDLp provided that thgre was a good Prospect'that the
o wou%d.suppor d support the Irish Government 1in carrying out
.'€ Provisions of t ement. The wording concerning the question of
gzmt_courts in the pl;d agreement should be further considered in
4 e light of the discuSsion. The Cabinet should discuss the proposed
Pirigment again before it was signed. Signature should take place while
foz 1ame?t was sitting, so that the reactions of the unionists might be
ax “seé in the Parliamentary channel. Talks with the Irish Government

¢ official level should meanw@be pursued. Careful thought should be

agreement on th
10 Northern Irela

8lven to the public presentati an agreement.
The Cabinet -
Invited the Prime Minister, thé

Commonwealth Secretary and the
State for Northern Ireland:

a. to be guided accordingly 1 er
negotiations with the Irish Gove

b. to bring the proposed agreement back
for further consideration by the Cabinet
before it was signed.

26 July 1985

Cabinet offjice Q
QA
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