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COAL DISPUTE

NMrs Margaret Thatcher, the Prime
Minister. insisted three times in
exchanges with Mr Neil Xinnock,
leader of the Opposition. that the
agreement  made  between  the
Natiorial Association of Colliery

Overmen, Deputies and Shclfms
and the National Coal Board last
October had not been put in

jeopardy.

Mr Kinnock was cqually insistent,
during question time in  the

light of the joint statement from the
urions that the conditions de-
manded of the NUM by the NCB
cffectively negate the agreement
reached between Nacods and the
NCB, will she strongly advise the
board 1o return 1o full negotiations

so that there can be a seitlement of

the strike? -

Mrs Thatcher: The board met
acods earlier this week and made

clear that the. board will honour the

agreement with Nacods in full. It is

a great pity that this morning

Nacods was not able to persuadc the

to accept the cods
Commons that Mrs Thatcher was agreement or |he si“g,c Acas
rassly or misrep-
Yesenting the morning's meeting

between Nacods and the NUM. She
should make a serious cffort to get
negotiations restarted. he said.

The Prime Minister’s retort was
that the NUM should accept the
agrecment between Nacods and thed
NCB. She later added that an
agreement between wo bodies held
and was reaflirmed and could never

be upset. except by further
agreement between  those  two
bodics.

Mr Gerald Howarth (Cannock and
Burniwood. C) who began ex-
changes on the coal dispute. asked:
The Prime Minister will have heard
that more working miners have
been stonied by pickets as they went
1o work. In view of the critical part
played by violence and intimidation
n prolonging the dispute will she set
up an Inquiry to examine the
organization and  financing  of
picketing and  violence in  the
dispute?

Mrs Thatcher: The Home Secretary
hass been undertaking a review of
the Public Order Act which will take

account ol expericnees on the picket
line. | agree that the strike has been
prolonged by violence and intimi-
dation. The review is nearing
completion and | hope we will soon
be in 2 position w0 make an
announcement.

My Kinnock: Mrs Thatcher has
repeatedly demanded that the NUM
aceept the Nacods agreement. [n the

Mr Khmm:k She is euher grossly
misinterpreting or. grassly misrep-
resenting the events of this moming
- the discussion and agreement
between the exccutives of the NUM
4 and Nacads. She has before her the
Joml statement by those unions.

she not now make a serious
clTurl 10 gel negotiations restarted
for a settlement and start to act like
a responsible  Prime  Minister
instead of seeking further to impede
negotiations and being a wrecker
who wants conquest at any cost?
(Labour cheers.)
Mrs Thatcher: That is absolute
nonsense. The board will honour
the agreement with Nacods in full.
May 1 stress that again and again?
(Labour i interruptions.)

That is not in doubt and if the
NUM will also accept the Nacods
agreement and the spiriT of the
Nacods agreement, the coal strike
could be o

1 urge Me Kinnock to urge the
NUM 10 accept the Nacods
agrecment.

Mr Kinnock: She has used cxactly
the words she used Jast week. 1 urge
her. because the circumstances are
significantly ~ changed by  this
morning’s ncgotiations. discussions
and agreement between the two
unions. 1o use the power she knows
she has. to go 1o the board and
advisc them 1o resume negotiations.

Nacods has agreed that con-

ditions  being  demanded of the

NUM by the NCB wuum

negate. the . agreement

bct‘\v%cn Nacuds ind- the
0]

reached
NCB in

. question - as haralca

can _be. referred -

Dagés she Tiof o1 lhal thc
whale basis of the

hen be subject

Jeopirdy because of her mterfcrence
and’ because of the way she has
soughl 1o prolong the dispute?-
as a charice .to secure

nl:golm'lons and a sememem. Why
does she not take i

Mrs Thatcher: Hc is trymg 10 make
out that. ‘an agreement frecly,
negotidted between: the, NCB and
Nacods is in jeopardy: It is not.

Me KinnocK 2t this poiat’ throw a
piect of paper across the-table of the

House™"to +Mrs:- Thmchcr She
appeared to ignore
Mirs Thatcher: s not. and.nothing

he says:caiy put a freely negotiated

agreement between thetwo sides in

copardy..s That agreement  with
Nacuds is not in jeo, v
The NCB met Nacods earlier this
week to rea(ﬁrm yet again that that
agreement will be honoured in full.
y does Mr Kinnock not urge

the NUM to accept that agreement? ..,

1t will honoured by the NCB in full,
regardicss of the impression Mr
Kinnack is trying to give.

Dr David Owen. leader of the Social
Democrats: The Nacods settlement
allows for an independent review
procedure. That still atlows the NCB
10 go ahead and close pits against
the  advice of the independent
review procedure, Equally here is no
commitment on Naceds part to
have to accept this review pro-
cedure. and they can take strike
action.

The same would apply to the
NUM if they signed the Nacods
agrcement. They are not bound 1o
accept the advice of the independent
review procedure. What is vital is
that the NCB's right to manage
should not be interfered with.

Mrs Thatcher: Yes. The last
paragraph of the agrcement states: if
at the end of this process ~ the
colliery review procedure - the
matter is still in conflict and might

-réview: pro-
weight given to xis

full wi
; ﬁndmgs justas'would be the case i

any distinct closure proposal.
he Nacods'approach. was: give

ia evidence to thelseleet committee.
It was very-different’ to”the NUM
approach given to. the same ;clect
committee.

vidence mad: it
quite clear, on November; 257 1982,
that they still of cours

OSt

normally agree to closure orly-w
resgrves fo coal had’ been \vqrxed
ont;

In

B othicr

Foo Demand wrecked
position with Nacods

NCB. Dr Owen is correct. Nacods
can opposc all the way but in the
end they will accept the NCB's right
to manage. And of course they arc
perfectly. free 10 use the strike
weapon if they wish. (Loud Labour
interruptions).

The Opposition do not want 1o
hear the actual agreement and the
cvidence, The agreement cannot be
negated by things which are said
outside the agreement,

<
avas -the issue,
S "ﬁ 8v the NCB of 2

to be mami«
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s 10 private mdlvxd-
ual; .:)r democratic organizations.
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Why did she'and. her. fini
:onsuh with . Naceg! bcforc m y
ave approval 10 the
whlch mjumd g

can*
uspet except by fm::hcr
ngrccmtnt hetween

" iegislation beirig
next week 1o establish a
tatutory §

tory

“The pm\'lsmn whlch alluwcd

for_the interception of communi-
cations will not in any way seek or

A permit extension of the prcscnl

scope of interception, N
Byittan, the Home Secretary sand in
the Commons.

He was making a statement about
the “White ‘Paper on_interception
published today outlining the.main
features of -next_week's and
describing how cffect wilt be given
o that iegslation.

Bill. he said. would cover
m\cmcpuon of all forms of
A¢lécommunications in the” public
‘networks and the Post.

Mr Gerald Kxul‘man. chief Oppo-
n home affairs.

atd <elsewhere
l{mn betwedn ~these fwo
gmups\of people.

upset

ime

Mlms\cr was accused by Labour

MPs of having gravely misunder-

stood ' the* minérs' strike and of

deliberately irying 10 block
settlement.

Mr Peter Hardy (chlworlh Lab)
The Prime Minister during
stion time displayed a serious

|ack of adequate understanding of

the coal dispute and of the position
of the assgciation with which ! am
involved (Nacods)

The Prim: ster's misunder-
standing is so grave that it causes
further peril and protracted diffi-
culty. The dispute has now gone on
fong cnough to just
positive steps  to
ncgotiatéd  settlement
Mr Biifen Leader of the House, said

he would report these-views to Mrs

Thatcher. Mrs Thatcher's words
were well chosen and like everyone
in the Commons she wanted a
speedy resolution 1o this dispute.

sition
said ‘that he had senous misgivings'
about the proposals, which could

open the door wider to big brother

state.
In his stalement, Mr Brittan said
that the Bill would i

tikely 10 endangef Bm.ams econ-
omic well-being was wor

it could be used (he A ded) for

rtisan and” political purposes
described as in the national interest.
Mr Brittan said the Bill would
raerely put on-the statute book the
powers exercised by ,most demu~
cratic governments alrea

The tribunal would ccnslsl ot
legally qualified people who com:
manded the donfidénce ‘of Parlia-
ment and the coumiry. The
privatization. of British Tclccom
would make no difference.

The Secretary of ! State would have
10 judge what information shoull bé
intercepted and further protection
was provided by the independent
tribunal. R
Dr David Owen, Leader of the SDP,
asked the Home Secretary 1o look
again at what he had said about the

cxisting  stringent  conirols and
\imitations into the law.and. would
define the grounds on which a
Home Sccretary would be em-
powered to authoric interception.
Those were in -line with existing
practice and were narrower than the
grounds permitted by the European
Convention.

Those' would be a national
sécurity.” prevention and datection
of scrious crime and the safeguard-
ing of the economic well being of the
United Kingdom, In lhc latter casc.
interception would onl be permis-
sable to obtain information about
cvenis outside the country.

Unauthorized  interception (he
said) will be ‘made a Criminal
offence.

“The legistation (Mr Brittan said)
\nll also greatly increase the existing

safeguards. not only by creating the
new criminal offence but also by
providing a means of redress for

f an
ribunal. There was 2 strong reason
for the House to authorize .the
appointment of its members. At
Icast there should be a consuitation
mechanism among the parties. 1t
should, not be seen as par of
government patronage.
Mr Brittan undertook 1o consider
the point about the tribunal. In
practice it would not be difficult to
find a way of appointing people 10
the ribunal which would command
general confidence.
Mr John Wheeler (Westminster
North, C); While congratulating him
on proposals that are important for
civil liberties. will he' confirm that
the importam decisions 10 be made
in connection with this issue will be
made by him personally and not by
officials?
Mr Brittan: 1 can give that
confirmation. 1t has always been the

, case and:will continue 1o be the case
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