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b
“HI L, The Cabinet were informed of the business to be taken in the
House of Commons during the following week. Parliament would be
c;jp Prorogued on Wednesday 31 October and the new Session would be opened
<:::>by The Queen on Tuesday 6 November.

Boys
Cg%f.e ang é ’ . :
hm““l ME SECRETARX said that during the Police and Criminal
aulﬂme Effdeéfce Bill's passage through the House of Lords three amendments
ha carried against the Government. Their effect was to restrict

th? P to stop and search to policemen in uniform, to disqualify
evid om confessions obtained improperly, and to make racial
discr n a specific disciplinary offence. The last two had been
moved by¢(¥ord Scarman. It was essential to reverse the first of

these ameWdments and to substitute a Government amendment for the
Second during the remaining stages of the Bill in the House of Commons.
On the third, the amendment had been opposed by the Government solely

{nary matter in the police. Because of this and
iying changes on the first two points, he and
cipally concerned had concluded that there
pverse or alter this amendment. Such a
course would be to sofi¢Z&dent controversial with the Government's

was likely, in the context of the achieve-
o be acceptable to the associations

THE LORD PRESIDENT OF THE CO aid that it had require great
effort to secure as satisfact utcome in the House of Lords as
had so far been achieved. The ds, the Bishops and cross-bench
Peers as well as the political p He§g§§a11 held strong views. Every
effort would be made when the Bill%%

the following week to secure their
amendments but to try to secure revers
unlikely to be successful and could we
He therefore supported the course of ac
SEcretary.

ed to the House of Lords
nt on the first two

the third amendment was
e counter-productive.

n proposed by the Home

THE‘PRIME MINISTER, summing up a brief discuss
decision not to seek to reverse or amend the t amendment, as well
as the other two, would be controversial; ther inevitably be
Considerable concern that the effect of the amendpenrt/ would be to

?ﬂ“said that the

The Cabinet -

Took note. /@
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W?q of €Xplogf€W.with him there, and these had been retained by the police. The
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Search of the grounds of the French Ambassador's residence on Tuesday
3 October, in preparation for the State Visit by the President of the
ench Republic, President Mitterrand, two small containers of high
osive had been discovered. It had emerged that these were placed
by a French security officer who was in London in connection with
sident's visit, apparently to test the efficacy of British security
. The officer had been interviewed by police at the Grosvenor

1 where he was staying. He had been found to have more

@% 2. THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that during a police

een further questioned at West End Central Police Station and
d. The police had subsequently decided not to bring any

him. It appeared that he had avoided airport security
ravelling from Paris by revealing his status as a security
ers of Parliament and others had expressed grave concern
OVer what had happened. So far the French Government had made no official
Statement., He had spoken to the French Minister for European Affairs,
‘Onsieur Dumas, afpGt))

18sue of a suitablia

In discussion it was
UNacceptable. It was

€vents had occurred or
Visit,

I that the episode was inexplicable and
fipgrPant to establish urgently that no similar
X\‘ ely to occur during President Mitterrand's
In particular assWTdhgep should be sought regarding security at
Buckingham Palace. The pol)#’pﬂarennaturally extremely annoyed at what
ad occurred. The matter wo ) gvitably be raised in Parliament at
Fime Minister's Questions or ‘¢<5\Fr ways. The failure of the French
Covernment to explain, let alona\=-- pgise for, what had occurred was
dStonishing, and made it difficu 3’3? the British Government to comment
:;t?OUt appearing critical of the Fff during President Mitterrand's
S1t. At the very least the Frenc d send the officer concerned
Govk to France and conduct an inqu? 4 was, howeve;,_the French
muCErnment who had got themselves into icult position and there was
to be said for reacting calmly.

:EE P?IME MINISTER, summing up the discus;ggf? said that the Cabinet were
By Onished at what had occurred. It was essential to ensure that security

fangements had not been infringed in other ways. _The British
aoverHQEHt's reaction to the episode must depend f-*yether the French
Pologised and on what action they were prepared kg

The Cabinet -

1. Took note. %

t

| h&frica /
- THE Fo N

h ¢ <

Mo REIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that the continul.

Crea: leaders of Opposition parties in the British Consulate i

i ed further difficulties with the South African Government.

OnBaEtENPt by the three to engage in political activity from the

tigh: ate, the regime governi?g their conditions and behaviour had “be

but éned in the hope that this might encourage their voluntary depaYtu
although the hunger strike by members of their families had come

2
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end, the three showed no disposition to leave. As a result, criticism by
the South African Government of the British Government's handling of the

¢ourt, in Coventry, on 22 October: the court had accordingly ordered
their bail, amounting to £400,000, should be forfeited. The South

C§§> ffair had increased. The four South African citizens facing charges
der United Kingdom customs and excise legislation had failed to appear

n Government had sought to demonstrate legal justification for its

r to return the four defendants to the United Kingdom; the court in
Co had, in fact, ruled that the South African diplomat, Mr Pelser,
who od surety for the four defendants had not been guilty of
Pé€rson igsconduct. The South African Ambassador had been summoned by
the Mip of State, Foreign and Commonwealth Office (Mr Rifkind), and

the Sout can Government had been urged to reconsider its position.
It seemed likely, however, that it would do so, and the outlook remained
uncertain. Warious means of bringing pressure to bear on the South
African Government to disgorge the four defendants had been considered
and.there had been._dgmands from Members of Parliament that the South
African Ambassad uld be withdrawn. However, the only realistic means
of €xXpressing th pgth of the British Government's disapproval of
South African condug bjild have been to expel Mr Pelser, and this option
hﬁd now been made 1-*:’£fsib1e by the court's personal exoneration of
h}m- Mr Pelser's expud¥&AbPwould in any case lead only to retaliation in
king by the South Afric4s rnment. The Foreign and Commonwealth
€Cretary said that his neligsion was that the overall interests of the
Nited Kingdom's relations ;ffﬁ outh Africa required that there should be
U0 punitive action by the B } Government. The Government's objective
Sl}ould continue to be to limr amage of the Durban episode to these
Wider interests; but the situak§ow ¥emained very difficult.

d that he had made an
previous day of increased
ifuation of drought and famine

a“FOUHcement in the House of Commons
hnlted Kingdom aid to Ethiopia, where th
ad become desperate. Exchanges in the e, following a Private Notice
Question on 22 October, had demonstrated tRe depth of Members' anxiety
that everything possible should be done to provide relief. This degree
°f public concern had been increased by recent reports on television. He
ad therefore decided that as much help as could iven from the aid
udget should be made available: he had directed he whole of the
Galance of national food aid allocated for 1984, ng to over
»000 tonnes, should go to Ethiopia and that a fur million should
€ made available for drought relief in Ethiopia and
Countries, It had to be recognised, however, that reli dgsures of this
°rder were wholly inadequate to the scale of the problem(AKy
dccording to one estimate, at least 60,000 tonnes of relie
uonth, Relief on this scale far exceeded the cargo capacity
Oircules aircraft available and the problem was compounded b
civ‘:'Oads in the region of Ethiopia worst affected and by the
ivll var in the country. There was so far.no evidence of thg
Ed32810n by the Ethiopian authorities of aid for whose distribu
ross and the Save the Children Fund were responsible, althoug

L clearly a risk of this. The United Kingdom should nevertheless C§§9
3 iié’.
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rovide all the help it could and urge the other members of the European
Oommunity to do the same. Colonel Mengistu's regime, which had just spent

C;;) Xtravagantly on the celebration of its own anniversary, appeared at last

o QT

be adopting a more constructive attitude. The Soviet Union, for its
L, was doing nothing whatsoever to help.

rief discussion it was pointed out that the revelation through

idion reports of the scale of the disaster in Ethiopia had inevitably
central political issue and that there was already evidence of

ition on the part of the Labour Party to make political capital

situation. Not least in view of the summer's record harvest

of agricultural surpluses in the European Community, there

public pressure for an adequate response to the situation

sh Government and any steps which might be taken should be

ive publicity. There was agreement that it would be important

to instigate a concerted and effective response from the European

C°mmunity and that _an appropriate message should be sent to the Irish

Presidency as so possible.

The Cabinet - @ '

2, Invited the ary of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affai e guided by the views of
the Cabinet as expr /'n the discussion.

@«

é/@»
/O
g@
A
%
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W@@ 3. THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that the

Council of Ministers (Foreign Affairs) on 22-23 October had
reached agreement on the Community's negotiating position with
ain and Portugal on some outstanding points, in particular on

hity ust:1:ial tariffs and olive oil. In line with the United Kingdom
Mot ctxve,lt.:he Community would be seeking a progressive increase
!ef:lous Spat_ush redt'lced du!:.y quota for cz::rs'and a §ul?stantia."L cut
tc{ar'a“c&. tariff applied to it. The negotiating position on fisheries

tﬂnci) 30th A‘le was not yet resolved.
' Ugy
Hlﬂutesgons ’

% (

“entj,,  THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that in the Council of
s Clnmt?rs (Foreign Affairs) there had been an attempt to reopen the
ks, OUg Ommunity's nego g position that the size of the European

cc[ztence- Development Fund pany the new Convention should be 7 billion
C%"‘) 33rq €Cu. It was import at Germany should be encouraged to maintain

" lusions the present positio
Rute 4 ’ ;

Y said that a substantive

P’e\.i gls°u§310n on budgetary disci d been avoided in the
b By F°“n¢11 of Ministers (Foreign A on 22-23 October. The
ct(aﬁence: rench Government had had interna rences on this question.

o1, 33rg Efforfs had been made, however, in ral contacts to achieve
l[iu%:slnns Satisfactory text, and he believe %these discussion were on
4

Course to reach a result. ﬁ

s EHE MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE, FISHERIES AND FOOD said that the
Mer"’us ouncil of Ministers (Agriculture) on 22-23 Octo ad rolled
tf(g,‘e“ce: d°rward the agricultural structure measures. e
%Qlu ?2111;1 aead}OCk on the proposed reform of the Community
8 . C“d 1t was possible that this would be submitted t
OUnCﬂ: in December. The United Kingdom had protest
§as price for Dutch horticulturists and about the Eurd
Omission's latest measures on butter exports.

The Cabinet -

Took note.
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4 THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR ENERGY reported to.the Cabinet
On the latest position in the coal industry dispute. The
Cabinet's discussion is recorded separately.

Cabinet offjice

25 October 1984
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LIMITED CIRCULATION ANNEX

Thursday 25 October 1984 at 10.30 am

/ﬁ% CC(84) 34th Conclusions, Minute 4

ATE FOR ENERGY said that the number of miners working
continued to ingp€ayp slowly. Of the total of 174 pits there were

: sresent compared with 63 at the beginning of the
00 tonnes of coal had been moved in the previous
) small increase in power station coal stocks
jmtional Coal Board (NCB) had announced the
aton, Area Director for North Yorkshire, as
; fairman. Contrary to the impression
8lven in some press reporpgg AR would be responsible for improving
the NCB's communications w 6 s workforce and the public and not for
the conduct of negotiations) he early part of the week there had
€en intensive discussions ‘{\ the NCB and the National Association
of Colliery Overmen, Deputies --&-ﬁ qtfirers (NACODS) under the aegis
of the Advisory, Conciliation and/#A¥fdtration Service (ACAS). He would
Cl%‘culate to members of the Cabin¥ 'es of the agreement reached,
"’h]_-Ch had now been published. It -( kilfully with a range of
POlnts of particular concern to NAC provided for the
lnc?rporation into the colliery review WYoggsdure of an independent
Téview body, but left intact the princi that it was for the NCB to
Mmake final decisions about closures. On\she basis of the agreement
the National Executive Committee of NACODS had unanimously decided to
€all off the strike due to start that morning. This was in spite of
Intense pressure from the National Union of Minewexkers (NUM) and from
the Trades Union Congress (TUC). The NUM woul eeting the NCB that
day for discussions at ACAS. The President of A (Mr Scargill)
ad however already made it clear that the agreemched with
NACODS was unacceptable to him and appeared to be ‘ud ljning his total
°PPosition to the closure of uneconomic pits. The
Unlikely to make any significant concessions to the Rk\>h they had
€en unwilling to grant to NACODS. The talks would proba herefore
€ unproductive and might not last long. The time limit
Payment of the fine of £200,000 imposed on the NUM for com
ad run out the previous day. It seemed inevitable that the¢Zs
would quickly proceed to make an order for the sequestration

NUM's agsets
?

appointment of Mr Michég
temporary Assistant to §
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off of the NACODS dispute was a serious blow to the NUM. The strategy
should continue to be one of ensuring that the NUM was isolated from
effective support from other unions. Any further initiatives, and the
andling of the media, should be considered in that context. The
ediate line to take should be to point out that one-third of NUM

ers had voted, by a two to one majority, not to strike and were at
that NACODS had reached a satisfactory understanding with the
only on the matters of particular concern to its members but

he fundamental issues in the dispute, and that the remaining
he mining industry, the British Association of Colliery

d remained at work throughout the dispute. By contrast, the
members who were on strike had been deprived of the

for a ballot. It would be deeply disturbing if the TUC

; fit to side with the NUM leadership and against those in the
industry who wished to continue working.

"R,
X
D
% _
2
X

Cﬁ@;%S THE PRIME MINISTER, summing up a brief discussion, said that the calling

~
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26 October 1984
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