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The Rt Hon Nigel Lawson MP
HM Treasury

Parliament Street

LONDON

SW1l 3AG

lﬁhﬁmr \x Pq,»uu
SHIPBUILDING

comments of 30 March/on

You cc nied to o
23 Mar

Chanhellmr of the Duchy of Lancaster of
2150 now seen a opy. I understand that at _hL
on 31 March my proposal to include an EZ 1n the
remedial measures for Sunderland in response
redundancies was given approval. Our official
detailed case.
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1 agree with your argument

chould e even-hnanded between

falt that there was a strong wml

good tecnnical case for a aunde--and

we should look to fund the remadial m

provision. fully accept this in zrel:

éxpenditure within the oroposed wene,

arﬂaosal would be drawn from the
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0i-212 3434
My ref:

Your ref:
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