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,ARL§222%%§§§ 1. The Cabinet were informed of the business to be taken in the House

AFFAIRS of Commons in the following week.

D

Debate oON ORD PRIVY SEAL said that a large part of the debate on 27 February
the Reports ain Reports of the Select Committee on Procedure would be
»f the House c e d with the proposals to timetable automatically the Committee

s

»f Commons Sta 11 Bills which seemed likely to take more than 25 hours in

rocedure Comm1 5 The arrangements would be supervised by a new Select

ommittee Comm1 which would estimate the time likely to be taken and invoke
the new dure if it seemed likely to be more than 25 hours. This
would cofgiderably hamper the Government's control of legislation in the
House of ons and have serious repercussions in the House of Lords.

1t was possible that the recommendation would secure support from
backbenchers on both sides of the House, however, since they would
regard it as be; hore efficient and less burdensome for backbenchers
than the presen ¢ edures. It would be necessary for Ministers to be

present to vote O 5 occasion.
The Cabinet - @
1. Took note, <§§§E§>
Disposal of THE LORD PRESIDENT OF THE CO aid that Cabinet had last week
Radioactive discussed the problems posed b overnment's existing policy for the
aste disposal of radioactive waste. ad decided that the Home and

Social Affairs Committee (H) shou]
Previous made by the Secretary of State for
Reference: low level and short-lived intermedi
C(86) 6th galleries. This the Committee had no
onclusions, that even a feasibility study into thi ew proposal was appropriate.
lnute 5 It was clear that the new system would considerably more expensive
than the existing methods of waste disposal, by a factor varying between
four and eight times. It was the strong view of the Secretary of State
for Energy, supported by the Attornmey General at, if action was taken
on these lines, the almost inevitable result 10013 be a reopening of the
inquiry into a pressurised water reactor at S1zew and delay to the
s would have had

inquiry about the reprocessing plant at Dounrea 2%
"?re majority of the

sider further a new suggestion
nvironment for the disposal of
loactive waste 1in under-sea
, but were not able to agree

an adverse impact on the British nuclear industry.
Committee had, therefore, concluded that a feasib1i
under-sea disposal should not be undertaken and that~ Qg
proposal, to go ahead with exploratory drilling on four
preferable. When the geological exploration had been
results assessed, a decision would need to be taken.abou
the sites should be put to a public inquiry. They were no
run the risk of damage to the nuclear industry by aas furt
was his personal view that the statement which announced the

d ¢ RE
ical
explorations on the four sites could minimise the political §>
1 <;;;>

was
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It could also emphasise the very full consideration of all the aspects
which would be taken into account before a site was chosen. He -
(ﬁ§§> ecognised that this would present the Government with a very difficult
o-year period but felt that 1t was necessary to accept this now as the
tenable course of action.

<§ié;9§ difficulties by emphasising the exploratory nature of the test drilling.

fallowing points were made in discussion -

<¢£§§> There was a need for greater public awareness of the low level
isk involved in the type of facility which was being proposed.

vel waste contained very low levels of radioactivity and the

ion given by the type of facility proposed was more than

e. An educazion campaign mounted by the nuclear industry

emphasise these points.

b. The fear of radioactivity could not easily be overcome by

public edu hon. The fears aroused were easily and
considerah@éjﬁ?ayed upon by those who were opposed to nuclear
power, 1n fediaz and elsewhere. There was some danger that any
attempt to m serious education campaign would be used by the
opponents of clear industry to increase the publicity against
it., If 1t werée g ble to wait - which it might well not be -
there could be s&ze’aQyantage in not starting a new campaign before
the receipt of the t of the Sizewell inquiry. The current
situation at Sellafj as also unhelpful. There was some reason

§taff who were sympathetic to Greenpeace
edia of developments there.

tage in announcing the geological
exploration of one site onlpgk sance this would reduce opposition,
There would, however, be a isk that the site explored and
subsequently taken fo a publ iry would not be regarded as the
most suitable. The history of ting to proceed on a single
site basis for controversial_fd§E§§§€ s showed that they almost
invariably led to a series of re s with consequential delay.
In addition, the single site woul ave to be Elstow; this would
break assurances, given to local Members of Parliament and
residents, that othar sites would be considered.

h

d. One reason wh¥ opposition to any nug
strong was that there were very few adva to be gained from
agreeing to its esizblishment. In some oth ntries for example
France, financial advantages of some kind were 4 ovided for
inhabitants of the area in which a nuclear ¢ was sited.
This could take the form of cheaper electricity e duced property
taxation. Recent 2vents around Stansted and 1in PO tone had
shown how the finazcial advantages of development
people's attitudes. On the other hand, it was poil
fear of the effects of radiation was probably great
nuisance created brx aircraft or traffic, for example,

very good safety record of the nuclear industry. Grea
have to be taken iz considering any system of financial ent.

acility was so
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% THE PRIME MINISTER, summing up the discussion, said that this was a

difficult decision. It was necessary to maintain a range of sites so
<;§’> that the assessment could be seen to be valid when the final choice
<::::> reached a public inquiry. Although proceedings with a single site might
in some ways appear more attractive, it would be a risky option and
ould break assurances already given to local Members of Parliament and
esidents of Elstow. Further study should be given to the possibility
reating a climate favourable to nuclear industry developments by
ope\ form of financial inducement for those immediate affected. The
t agreed that the Secretary of State for the Environment should
2 statement to Parliament setting out his intention to introduce a
Sp evelopment Order approving the test drilling on the four sites

sugg by the Nuclear Industry Radioactive Waste Executive. The text
of th tatement should be cleared in advance with colleagues.

The Cabinet -

2. Invz the Secretary of State for the
Environmdnt {#o make a statement to Parliament
) 2 ]

as soon ble announcing that he would
shortly br ward a Special Development
Order appro fest drilling in relation to

Pit Closures THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR £R&Y said that the National Coal Board
(NCB) would today be issuifg 3 tement to the effect that they had not
accepted the recommendations\ e modified colliery review procedure
in relation to Bates CollieryY /} was the second colliery which had

been subject to the procedure. irst review, which had been

undertaken by a nominee of the N«gAo Union of Mineworkers, had
recommended that the pit should be 0 The nominee of the NCB, who

had undertaken the review of Bates 95;;?Ery, had recommended that some
£20 million should be invested in it,dégij%t recognising that even after
this it would still make a loss, althdg¢h it would be capable of
contributing to overheads and providingMenefits in the area of the
colliery. The NCB were not prepared to accept this recommendation and
therefore proposed to close the pit. Clearly this was an embarrassing
conclusion and would no doubt be used to clai t the modified

colliery review procedure was a sham. There s ,Vhowever, no
alternative to proceeding with the statement a agpasted by the NCB.

The Cabinet - : <§?§Z;>
3. Took note. C;Q§§>

Shops Bill THE HOME SECRETARY said that the Shops Bill had now passed \Xs ges in
the House of Lords and had survived the experience remarkabl It

.
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now approached its Second Reading in the House of Commons. It would be
most helpful if colleagues would use every opportunity over the weekend

terial to assist that process.

<§§€§§o put forward the case for the Bill. He would circulate briefing’

\blications
protection
Children
¢) Bill

iritish
eyland

Previous
teference:
C(86) 6th
onclusions,
lnute 1

Secré€rarynof State, Home Office (Mr Mellor), on television the previous

lscene ;izé%%§§%>MINISTER said that comments by the Parliamentary Under

ad given the impression that the Government were satisfied that
the prdﬂ;7? in Mr Winston Churchill's Obscene Publications (Protection
of Childgk tc) Bill to remove the exemption the broadcasting

authoriti currently enjoyed from prosecution under the OSscene
Publicatio Act 1959 was unnecessary because of the intermal control
the authorities exercised by virtue of their governing charter or
statute over standards. Her office had that morning 1n consequence
received a numbeg® oY\ complaints that the Government was giving
insufficient sup o the Bill. The Bill was one on which a number of

had voted for 1it a d Reading. There was increasing concern Over

the effects of violegfd television on crimes of violence and recent
television programmes (Of nnel 4 had cast doubt on the efficacy of the
broadcasting authoriti elines.

THE HOME SECRETARY said e Government had indicated general
sympathy with the intentio Churchill's Bill when iz had received
a Second Reading, but there ractical difficulties with some of his

specific proposals. Discussl re still in progress with Mr
Churchill about amendments whi(ﬁé%%gﬂd be made to ensure that his
intention was carried out more ck\vely. He believed tzat there was a
possibility of reaching agreementxjfgés ndertookx to keep colleagues

fully informed of developments.
The Cabinet - ;;
4. Took note.

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRADE AND INDUSTRY at there had been a
meeting earlier in the week in Detroit between rtaz‘.ives of
British Leyland (BL) and General Motors (GM) at w ’,Z had been agreed
to work for completion of the Salton deal within f1vg/fe.s5ix weeks., It
had been emphasised by GM that if the deal did not ge *dugh they might
well have to close down their Bedford truck operation. essions of
interest in acquiring parts of BL's commercial vehicle tion had
also been received from a number of other parties, who h asked to
indicate by 4 March whether they had a firm intention to offer
(including an indication on price) and to outline theilr ge
intentions for the business. There ws also the possibility
management buy-out proposals emerging in respect of Lanc Rover




e

handling had proved difficult over the past week and had been much
exacerbated by a number of leaks, including a breach of Lobby rules.
Delicate handling would be needed over the coming weeks; there was a

@clear risk of the GM deal falling through with no credible alternative

merging.
cﬁé%§§§sgscussion the following points were made -

The difficult handling problem in the coming week would not be
<:§§§5fined to the House of Commons. Strong opposition was being
c

Cizgégs§> Freight Rover and, separately, in respect of Leyland Bus. Parliamentary

ountered in the House of Lords and from outside Parliament. It
ost important that the Government's case for exploring the
ssibilities of a sale was made effectively.

b. Attention was being focussed on the Land Rover part of the
deal, which was the most emotive element, and the problems of
Leyland s had received little coverage. The employment
conseque of the various options had also become submerged; the
GM proposa ﬁ likely to prove the best solution from an

employment ”/uuhnu Although no explicit mention should be made
4. ord, it could be pointed out in general terms
@

of the risk
that the Saltogy 7 was not the only option available to GM in
dealing with t’gﬂgfs; ems of Bedford.

c. It was notabKé§§>

by some who, a few
even at the cost of ¢
themselves to assume
maintaining United Kign

opposition to the deal was being expressed
arlier, had opposed continued subsidy

. Critics could be challenged

taxpayer the financial risks of
ership of Land Rover Leyland.

d. United Kingdom opp081t58£2§p Salton and the ending of the
talks with Ford, risked provYokia@ a backlash against United Kingdom

investments in the United Stats On the other hand United States
multinationals were accustomed‘jg;?h opean political sensitivities,

and were unlikely to over-react.

THE PRIME MINISTER, summing up the disclssion said that the issue needed
to be handled most carefully in the coming weeks. She would set up a
small Group consisting of those Ministers cl
tactics and handling. In the light of devel a further
collective discussion would be arranged before—frhel decisions were

weekend,

The Cabinet -

5. Took note, with approval of the Prime <§;¢>
Minister's summing up of their discussion. SS




AFFAIRS
Iran/Iragq
War

Previous
Reference:
| CC(86) 6th
Conclusions,
i Minute 2

The
Philippines

Previous
Reference:
CC(86) 6th
Conclusions,
Minute 2

6. Invited the Secretary of State for Trade
and Industry to circulate a brief to Cabinet
colleagues for their use over the coming weekend,

FORE IGN CiZZ;QTHE MINISTER OF STATE, FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH OFFICE (BARONESS

ﬁ) said that Iranian forces still held the Iraqi port of Fao.
er fighting continued. Chemical weapons had been used by Iraq and

P by Iran. 1Iraq would probably be able to retake Fao but this
mi ke some time. The Iranian capture of Fao had no great military
signXf} ce. Iran was not immediately threatening Kuwait. The

occupafjon of Fao was a propaganda coup for Iran and a political setback
for Iraq. There was no evidence that Iran would launch a major
offensive elsewhere. The matter was being discussed in the United
Nations Security Council. It was unlikely that a resolution passed
there would Joad\Yo a cease-fire. Nevertheless the United Kingdom was
working for §\baMmnced resolution calling for an end to hostilities and

the observance ernatinal law, especially in relation to chemical

weapons. There bout 120 British citizens in the Basra area of
Iraq, but none in r Fao.

The Cabinet -

1. Took note. <€ffij>
THE MINISTER OF STATE, FOREI&%?%%%> MMONWEALTH OFFICE said that there

was an uneasy calm in Manila foll the declaration on 15 February by
the incumbent President, Mr FerdMa arcos, that he had won the recent
Presidential election. The offici 1t, which gave President Marcos
a majority of 1.5 million votes, ha tle credibility. President
Marcos showed no sign of giving up th sidency, although his

political standing had been seriously Y\minished. The defeated
opposition candidate for the Presidency, Mrs Corazon Aquino, had
launched a campaign of non-violent civil disobedience, which was backed
by the Roman Catholic church. It was not cleap-whether Mrs Aquino's
supporters would remain united in ‘the new si There was a risk
of violence provoked by radicals on the left olitical spectrum
or by hard-liners among the military. The Units ytes President's
special envoy, Mr Philip Habib, was in Manila a seen President
Marcos and Mrs Aquino. He was avoiding public comfef There was

aid to the

A\ The member
countries of the European Community had issued a statem

e ’
February expressing concern about the conduct of the el

In a short discussion about the question of United Kingdom
representation at the inauguration of President Marcos, due\%o e
place on 25 February, it was pointed out that the conduct o LONS
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Cizg%%§§> in many countries was open to criticism and the United Kingdom might not

wish to withhold official representation at the subsequent inaugurations
C§§§> in all such cases. On the other hand, the present case was very ]
O nusual, because the member countries of the European Community had
- tricised the conduct of the election. The attendance of an official

ish representative might seem strangely inconsistent with that

icism. One option under consideration among the European Community

‘o5 was attendance by representatives of their Embassies in Manila

el below that of Ambassador.

binet -
2.; vited the Foreign and Commonwealth Secretary

to Sonsider the question of British attendance at

the Yhauguration of President Marcos, in consulation

with other European Community countries and as appropriate

with the United States, taking into account the
statement(§iffre European Community countries on

14 Februa

THE MINISTER OF STAzg

forces in northern Chad,
attacked three towns SO

IGN AND COMMONWEALTH OFFICE said that rebel
h were backed by Libya, had recently
the 16th Parallel, the line which France
ss. At the request of the President of
d bombed the Libyan-built airstrip at
February. Libya had retaliated on
t N'Djamena. France had sent troops
& airport. It appeared that rebel
16th Parallel. The French Foreign

>

Chad

Chad, Mr Hissein Habre,
OQuady Doum in northern Chad
17 February by bombing the a1
and four Jaguar aircraft to L

troops had now withdrawn north o
Minister, Monsieur Roland Dumas, h itten to the Foreign and
Commonwealth Secretary on 16 Febru plaining why France had bombed

the airport at Ouady Doum. The Fore d Commonwealth Secretary in
his reply had expressed sympathy for French Government 1n a

difficult situation.

RICE said that a

b London until

1 a group of
better
delegation a

THE MINISTER OF STATE, FOREIGN AND COMMONWEA

Parliamentary delegation from Argentina was Vi

Previous 22 February. At the request of the South Atlan

Reference: Members of Parliament and others interested 1n p
CC(85) 24th relations with Argentina, the Government had of fert

Conclusions, meeting with the parliamentary Under Secretary of S
Minute 2 Commonwealth Office. It seemed likely that the delegd

;” oreign and
spawould refuse
this offer. . @ ould issue 2
statement saying that the oiIfer had been made but had Dbee ned down
by the visiting delegation. The statement would describ“ESN

missed opportunity and reaffirm the British position on ths ereignty

of the Falkland Islands. 2
7 %

Argentina
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rke 22§Q§§> THE MINISTER OF STATE, FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH OFFICE said that the

<§§§> current visit of the Prime Minister of Turkey, Mr Turgut Ozal, was going

<<:jzyery well. The Prime Minister had had a useful meeting with him.

}rcraft T TARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE said that the Head of Defence Export
ales toO Servi in the Ministry of Defence and the Defence Minister of Saudi
Arabia

,udi Arabia ince Sultan, had signed on 17 February a Memorandum of

Unde ng on the sale to Saudi Arabia of 72 Tormado aircraft, 30
revious Hawk aidv7af< and 30 PC-9 aircraft. The first four Tornado aircraft
-ference: would b ivered in March and a further two in April. Barter
c(85) 28th arrangemex} s concerning Saudi Arabian oil, in connection with the
onclusions, aircraft sales, were proceeding satisfactorily. The total value of the
inute 1 contract to the United Kingdom was £5 billion, and it could rise to

above £9 billio

The Cabine

g e
DG

hnternational THE SECRETARY OF STATE F E AND INDUSTRY said that the banks
'in Council involved in trying to solv risis of the Intermational Tin Council
(ITC) were beginning to bre s and some had resumed the sale of

Irevious tin. Earlier that week he h Mr Adam Ridley of Hambros Bank,

leference: Mr Peter Graham of the Standa ered Bank and Mr Ralph Kestenbaum
iC(86) 4th of the London Metal Exchange, w suggestad that the Government
lonclusions, should make an immediate 1nterest loan of £200 million to rescue
inute 4 the ITC, of which £120 million mig e _recoverable in due course from
| the Council. The Secretary of Stat Trade and Industry had replied

available. Unless colleagues dissente e proposed to confirm that the

that the Government was most unlikely ke such a large sum
h
Government would not do so.

In a short discussion, the following points were made -

{ a. The Goverament had made major effo rescue the ITC but
| other European countries, notably the Fede public of Germany,
% France and the Netherlands, had refused to i)sipate adequately

| in the rescue arrangements. @
I
|

L b The Govermment had offered a contribution had exceeded
| by £50 million in the United Kingdom's rightful pr tion of the
rescue money. This offer had been very generous re could

be no question of increasing it. :
C» Of the ten largest broking firms concerned in th

. accounting together for over 90 per cent of the exposurg; two
| were British. But the collapse of the Council would havg ma |




COMMUNITY
AFFAIRS
Inter—
governmental
Conference

Previous
Reference:
CC(86) 6th
Conclusions,
Minute 3

Relations
with Turkey
and with

the European
Free Trade
Assoclation
Countries

- could be brought to agree.

secondary effects on the British economy. Other parts of the
London Metal Exchange might suffer. The tin mines in Cornwall
would have difficulty in selling sufficient amounts of tin at a
lower price.

d. If the ITC broke down, there would be a great deal of
litigation. Since the Council had been located in London, some

ingdom Government as being jointly and severally liable in the

/&tter.
ﬁ The efforts to mount a rescue of the ITC had passed through
ké?f?C&l stages before. But there was now a serious risk that

<ﬁi§;§?; litigants might choose to take proceedings against the United

se efforts would fail.
The Cabinet -

4. In ed\the Secrtary of State for Trade

o0 make clear to those concerned

that the to the Government to make an
interest-f of £200 million would not be
met,

3 THE MINISTER OF ST&Q%?E;% EIGN AND COMMONWEALTH OFFICE (BARONESS

YOUNG) said that, together he majority of member states, the
United Kingdom has signed bruary the Single European Act which
resulted from the Intergover ak Conference. It had been made clear
that the decision of most othe r states to sign did not pose
problems for Demmark. The Danisgé§§§§rnment expected that the
referendum in Denmark would be fadourdBle and, if so, they would sign on
1 March. The Italian Government, arliament had made signature
contingent on signature by all othesggéii r states and the Greek
Government would probably sign at tha e also. The procedures for
ratification would not begin until all\khese Governments had signed.

She was grateful to the Lord Privy Seal “for his agreement that the
necessary Bill should be introduced in the United Kingdom Parliament

during the present Session. (gi?i)

THE MINISTER OF STATE, FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH OF
had been two good results in the Council of Ministe eign Affairs)
on 17-18 February. There had been progress in re-es Nying better

relations between the Community and Turkey. Denmark had ed its

reserve on an outstanding aid commitment and there had move to

unblock a meeting of the Community's Association Council rkey.

The Greeks were still obstructive but there was some hope t ey
The Council had also agreed on

te for
the negotiations between the Community and countries in the E(§%§%§9

id that there
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Free Trade Association following the accession of Spain and Portugal to
the Community. The decision had been satisfactorily taken by a majority

/@ vote to overcome French and Irish objections on agriculture.

The Cabinet -

‘I é@ Took note.

} NORTHERN 4.<:§§;% ECRETARY OF STATE FOR NORTHERN IRELAND said that the
IRELAND Tao1l , Dr Garret FitzGerald, had on the previous day held useful
AFFAIRS meetil with the Prime Minister and himself. It was encouraging that

the Taoiseach, overruling his Attorney General, had announced that the

! previous Irish Republic would now sign the European convention on the Suppression
Reference: of Terrorism without waiting for legislation to pass through the Dail.

% cc(86) 4th

| Conclusions, THE PRIME MI 14 summing up a short discussion said that she would be

. Minute 6 seeing the lea the Ulster Unionist Party and the Democratic

bruary. It would be a critical meeting; the
eek to deliver an ultimatum that, unless the

Unionist Party
Unionist leaders

| Government abandone spended the Anglo-Irish Agreement, the

1 unionist community w sort to more extreme forms of oppostion to
the Agreement. Particu are would be taken in preparing the line
which she would take a eting.

| The Cabinet -

Took note.

%
' %

Cabinet Office

20 February 1986
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