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CONCLUSIONS of a Meeting of the Cabinet
held at 10 Downing Street on

THURSDAY 5 APRIL 1984
at 9.30 am

P RESENT
The”RY)Hon Margaret Thatcher MP
(:::i;ime Minister
c ! The Rt Hon Lord Hailsham
the Council Lord Chancellor (Items 3-5)
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REs e dwards MP - The Rt Hon Patrick Jenkin MP
Secretary of State for the Environment

The Rt Hon Norman \Rgw MP
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The Rt Hon Lord Cockfi
Chancellor of the Duchy caster
Star MP The Rt Hon Michael Jopling ‘y"
€ for Empl oyment Minister of Agriculture, is and Food
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tary QC Mp The Rt Hon Nicholas Ridley MP
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THE FOLLOWING WERE ALSO PRESENT

v s The Rt Hon Earl of Gowrie
@- €Cretary, Treasury Minister of State, Privy Council Office

(Item 5)
:© Mr John Gummer MP

- Minister of State, Department of Employment
Sé é SECRETARIAT
Sir Robert Armstrong
Mr P L Gregson (Items 4 and 5)
/ Mr A D S Goodall (Items 2 and 3)
Mr Williamson (Items 2 and 3)

A
DR
Mr M S Buckley (Items 4 and 5)
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Mr S Brearley (Items 1 and 5)
Mr R Watson (Item 1)
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1. The Cabinet were informed of the business to be taken in the House

°f.00mmons in the following week and in the first week after the Easter
Adj ournment,

THE LORD PRIVY SEAL said that it seemed likely that the Speaker would

ke during the following week. It was suggested that, if he did so,

<;§> allow an application under Standing Order 10 for a debate on the miners'
Cstri

fiky
W)
kg, oC
L

< tmen ¢ s

€ debate would be likely to concentrate on the actions of the police
her than the substantive issues.

RD PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL said that, by convention, the House
\s did not divide on Second Readings of Manifesto Bills.
ss, the official Opposition had been under some pressure to vote

:ga %‘e Second Reading of the Rates Bill which was to take place on
{)Onda il. They had, however, decided to abide by the convention
Ut to wn a reasoned amendment on which there would be a vote.
EVEn thi

as a most unusual procedure where a Manifesto Bill was
foncerned)\and he had decided that the amendment must be treated with the
Utmost seriousness. In consequence. 2 three-line Whip was being issued

£ Government supporters. It was essential for the Government to secure
a Convincing ma

The Cabinet @
1.  Took note.%

.E};E,PRIPE MINISTER said t @ was concerned about delays in making
inftllor Public appointments. A‘;‘ had been too many cases where the
€rval between the announceReny™

€ subsequent identification :

loski_‘PPOintment was unacceptably
= 'ng for the right person, bu
. 2Breeing salary and other condi

Part of the time was taken in

Ruch time then seemed to be taken

i o 3 appoin?ment. On occasion

. Viduals had been lost because of s at this stage. There was
h“FEd to speed up both parts of the ess. Colleagues should ensure
onit'thelmaking of appointments was pr sed as quickly as Pos§iPle '
hadeban 1§itial announcement had been made. When a suitable individual
Condieen identified, the aim should be to reach agreement on terms and

tions of employment within three weeks.

The Cabinet - @
2. Took note, and invited Ministers makin T
Public appointments to be guided accordingly. @
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Moct THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that the Unofficial
.eme

.€rs of the Hong Kong Executive Council were in London for talks with

Tltish Ministers and would be seeing the Prime Minister and himself., He

would be going to Peking for talks with the Chinese Government about the

e ,utuf? of Hong Kong on 14 April and would be visiting Hong Kong

; : 1mm&dlately afterwards. He would report to the Cabinet on his return.
Q)

tle EHE \ AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that the British hostages

&35 raptur Ty )the Union for the Total Independence of Angola (UNITA) had
hm“%: aeachEd Lz>destination at a UNITA base in southern Angola on 30 March
Fuu%%h n: Were orted to be in good health. The UNITA leader, Dr Savimbi, had
WQ"?HS, Publicly s¥ted that contact with the British Government would be a

Conéltion for their release, and had sent a message through Lord Chalfont

::k;?g for a British emissary. The UNITA rep?esentativg in Lo?d?n had

Go? irmed to the ign and Commonwealth Office that, if a British
'€Inment emisskky tere sent to the UNITA base in southern Angola to meet

T Savimbi, the ho @ would be released immediately without conditions.
€ hag accordingly i;‘,- Sir James Scott-Hopkins MP (who had visited

UNFT% in 1983 as a megp
Titish Government's er
i; ??Uld'be made clear ¢ : : :
wiEhlcatlons for the Britigh &o ?rnment's policy of refusing to negotiate
Brit_hostage—takers abQuF - -ons'for re1§a§e. The §afety of_the
A AlSh personnel remaining diamond mining and oil ?roduCLng areas
e Ngola continued to be a ca some concern. Her Majesty's

sited the areas concerned and the

@Ssador in Angola had recen
segolﬁn Government was being pre
€Urity arrangements there.

1

u';?inh gﬁ FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY ££## that there had been little

E?m; e0und activity in the Iran/Iraq war duriqg the previous week. There had

k?)l? . ®R 2 furcher Iraqi attack against an Iranian convoy on 28 March in which

ttLHan‘ = Teek and an Iranian vessel had been hit. There was no unusual activity

“%&2“5, Onshe Straits of Hormuz. A team of American o ials would.be visiting
takeon on 9 April to fol}o? up the tglks on conffingéncy planning which had
Miuin Place during the visit to Washington on 1 March by the

eenSter of State, Fgreign and Commonwealth Offic

. taken by the United States to ban the export o

weap;an and Iraq whlc? glght be used in the manufactiy,

cErta?S' and the possibility of parallel action by the
in other European Governments was under discussion.

uce. Action had
umber of chemicals
chemical

EEEHFOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTE SECRETARY said that four South @
arm arrested in London on 29 March charged with breaches of t

€mbargo against South Africa. Three United Kingdom citizen
D arrested, Further charges were likely to be preferred. The

| L3
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( ; : 5 ; : :
wonsultatmns in connectilon with the arrests was an over-reaction which
s more likely to embarrass South Africa than the United Kingdom. It

S€emed that there had been a long pattern of supply of components for

African Government's decision to recall their Ambassador in London for
@ antj

y Br “Wissile missiles and ordnance to South Africa by at least two
@ 'tish companies. Although South African Government agencies were likely

t i . . .
4 }}a"e been involved, there was no evidence to implicate the South
@%an Embasey in London.

Pr ; : :
wa: § new proposal for a treaty banning chemical weapons worldwide

fhe 3 ded to constitutze a f.:omprehensive Western offe:_'.. It had bEEI?
Withs "‘? o? consultation with Allied Governments and did not conflict
Stateth 3 ...ls'n Government's propo§al, put forwax"d by the Minister of
ey F&eign and Commonwealth Office, Mr Luce, in Geneva on

ebruay

Rontae e for an agreement on clfallenge i{zs?ection in cases of‘suspected

effortmllance.. It was also intended to facilitate the President's '

own chs to obtaip-£funds frc‘nm'Congr@s to strengthen the United State§

the v €mical wefpony) capability, .whlch was needed as a deterrent against
€Ty much 1 viet chemical arsenal.

LEC
.tEs @ A i
IGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY said that the United States
e 1
T

Ty ; g
exE SECRETARY OF STAT EFENCE said that the current Soviet naval

e . e : S ; g
5 felse in northern wa¥ers gas similar in principle to previous exercises
€ same kind, but was

Were ¢p, : s(f7aR unprecedented scale. The'indications
askeq fat Western 1ntel].1 ¢d been slow to detect this and he had
e PUbl?r a full and detallrr_. Meanwhile, it would be desirable

1C statements to avoid{fdrpsing attention on any possible short-

Comj : ; : g : $1E
Ngs in Western intelligence might be identified.

v

e .

::\ E?EtiECEETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE sai@ﬁ he had attended the meeting
“isati (NAT{)():' I‘Uc.‘.lear Planning Group of the N Atlantic Treaty Organisation

A s o Which had ended in Ankara the preMious day. General satisfaction
m:%s ang Peen registered with the progress made on the deployment of Cruise
DRI to 4. rShing IT missiles. Of the European countries which had agreed
b/ 11£. Re *Ployment on their territories, the United/fimidom, the Federal
I\:‘I . th Pub] L)

:tdlens Belgiulc of Germany and Italy had a_xl)r honoured\\the coun‘nitrnentg and
L reportm Was on course to do so. Ministers from ur countries had
exceptid Some a'i:')atement of public concern on the -.;,-4')‘ ent issue. The .
°n to this positive pattern was the Netherlag = and the Dutch

0;;2’;‘;‘; Minister, Mr de Ruiter, who was believed to k onally
to deployment, had been left in no doubt by hXe"NWAPRQ colleagues
Allias SE‘T_rious consequences for the Netherlands position o
o ;e 1f the Dutch Government were unable to ensure t
on 4 , °‘~fld go ahead. The 35th Anniversary of the establishr of NATO
PT1l 1984, had attracted regrettably little positive 104

€stern media.

The Cabinet =

Took note, . /
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ﬁffj%tated that at the meeting of the Council of Ministers (Finance) on

<§§§§Pb“dget imbalances but that the Finance Ministers expected to have

ith
e : ; ; : ;2; %
7% adjustments necessary. There was evidence that dairy farmers ég;j)

CONFIDENTIAL

3. THE FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY reported that, since the

;3St meeting of the Council of Ministers (Foreign Affairs), he had been
1“ close touch with the Commission. The Commission was exploring whether
t could now put forward a proposal on the budget imbalance. He would be

¢ : . 3 g ;

sonsultlng some of his colleagues later that day. In discussion it was

2 : A : : : .
April there had been no detailed discussion of the question of correcting

onsibility for carrying on the further work on budgetary discipline.

v
3

EHEMFIEIS R OF AGRICULTURE, FISHERIES AND FOOD reported that the Council
X ‘lnlsters (Agriculture) on 30-31 March had reached agreement on
SErlcultural prices and related measures. The milk quota/superlevy

€me would be PYoduced: the Community was producing about

og_of milk, of which it consumed about 88 million
(;rlevy scheme would probably lead to a reduction

The quota
°f about 5-6 milli

had pfnes. This would be painful for farmers. They
T had, however, cltice since the Commission's proposal of
Y 1983 that this wa ssary. The quantity for the Republic of

irzlénd had been set a
the Europegn Council. Thg
Neth epublic of IreLanq.

€rlands and the United

°F the Republic of Ireland.
Proposal

agreemEnt

el slightly lower than that discussed in
2as no provision for a further expansion for

aermans had given way and only the

'.-’vqg had remained opposed to the figure

had been no vote on this specific
because the package h treated as a whole. He had obtained
to an extra quota of ©

Hee Neégotiation on the beef varia¥b
Vari:: been fgced with a dema?d to
that le premium but had obtained a
s the United Kingdom did not oppose

on the package without the beef
uation of the scheme on condition
ackage as a whole. The

8§:§§u1tur§1 settlement had b?en cr%ti by fafmerg. In his view the
Price growing areas of the United Kingdox\could sustain the support
defeq cut, 1In t@e beef agd sheepmeat sector the position was fully
Pricei}ble’ partlculary_51nce the suckler cow subsidy and th§ guaranteed
difeg cr-'f"-:n:u::l_h::u:l beeg increased. Thgre were, ver, genuine
Shortiultles in the milk sector. He intended il dairy farmers have
then Y a statement on how the quota/superlevy :? would apply to

Sa;_tOEether with information fr9m Fhe gdvisor es. An
arranlsfactory factor of the negotiation in BrusselgAfddibeen that the
: gements for the import of New Zealand butter had/ e

loﬂgitshort period only, as the Republic of Ireland h
€rm proposal. This would, however, be reconsidere
iﬁdd;SCUSSion it was recognised that t?e ﬁinister of'Ag?i
hag ©0od had conducted very well the difficult negotiations
Standein Qonfront?d. Tt was now important that the Governm?
o ehind the implementation of the package and take a firm
IS, The farming industry was resilient and would be able

'hich he

CONFIDENTIAL




A ' ; CONFIDENTIAL

EE) Particular, were already looking for ways in which they could restrain
Production to the level required without a corresponding drop in their
- Teéturns, It would be most advantageous, however, if any uncertainty about
the detailed operation of the milk gquota/superlevy scheme were removed
C§§§ as soon as possible. It was also pointed out that, where the United
C§§> Kingdom was opposed to a particular proposal such as the treatment of the
Republic of Ireland under the quota/superlevy scheme, there could be
I advantage in being able to register this opposition in a vote, even
n.the proposal was likely to be carried on a majority vote. In the
cular circumstances of this agricultural package, however, this had
en possible because it would have involved the loss of the beef

& premium.
C /
!.\"-‘.stl £ TR
by, CTS Ec OF THE EXCHEQUER reported that at the Council of Ministers
"anCe) (Flnance

2 April he had maintained the United Kingdom's reservation
°N the proppsal for innovation loans. The Council had decided to raise
th? duty free allowance in intra-Community travel to 280 ecu (about £165),
¥hich would be well received.

The Cabine@
Took note. @
S
NS %
£ *  THE SECRETARY OF STAT ENERGY reported to the Cabinet on the
pen .iatest position in the co stry dispute. The Cabinet's discussion
‘ﬁ%&i S Tecorded separately.
b« 6§ _
i.a‘:%lls
'.-CI'EZEHCQ.
p " } 1 y
By, 13th
iy, don /
e g S‘ ﬁ

Q
%
/@@
T
i
2

5
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3. The Cabinet considered the abolition of the Greater London Council

and the Metropolitan County Councils. The Cabinet's discussion and the
conclusions reached are recorded separately.

Cebinet office

3 April 198,
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@2 LIMITED CIRCULATION ANNEX

c§§> CC(84) 14th Conclusions, Minute 4
? Thursday 5 April 1984 at 9.30 am
ik
pitSSFCRET Y OF STATE FOR ENERGY said that work had now resumed at several
normain Lancashire and the Nottinghamshire pits were continuing to work
}!

despite a—recent instruction from the Nottinghamshire Area
( \a } onal Union of Mineworkers (NUM) that their members
e lines and a recommendation that their members should

lines. It was hoped that this instruction and

Shire 4 ‘;ﬁ l to secure support fl:om a meetirllg t?f Nottingham-

Collierrea Delegates aef that day.' The Natlonal.Assouatlon of

and iy ¥ Overmen, Depu d Shotfirers was holding a secret ballot

Vas hoped that tlife Pesmnlt, which would be known on 10 April, would

Slvely against strife ion. The meeting of the National

Cruc?e of the NUM, due f held at Sheffield on 12 April, would be

armtiglal lmportance; 14 o 3y members had now been mandated ?o.seek

ang demgal bal}ot. There woulg ;’W-ver be strong pressures from militants
e NStrations connected WIazﬁgﬁ meeting. Althougb the rail unions

Roviy, Ded the movement of coal e (e e, many coal trains were still

€ and substantial supplies o a

<5 : nd oil to power stations were
ing Daintained, /
TRE g -
rema,_.ECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRADE AND IN Y .expressed regret for a
s' strike at a luncheon of

the Pla(r??de the previous day about the @ ; . ict
incolal"flentary Press Gallery. This had received wide publicity and
intg NSlstent with the Government's wish to avoid being drawn publicly
diffic“‘i ‘f‘lspute. So far as the general effect on industry was concerned,
Migy tles had so far been confined to found q particularly in the
2 ; onsidering applications

8Nds, and to the steel industry. The NUM
ed with closure.
(w

-
hr

maj : A G
At ¢y, 31n supplies to the smaller foundries t
Titish Steel Corporation's plant at Raven

the B

ad arie 'a bitt.?r conflict_
ncErnezn between the Iron and Steel Trades Confed , which was

Plane that the loss of coal supplies would threatéh future of the

arjg,’ 20d the NUM and the transport unions. Problems eventually

€ . .ty . .
e maintaining production at several of the majo 1 works,

Particularly at Scunthorpe,
THE p
shoulglm MINISTER, summing up the discussion, said that th o
Comme Continue to maintain a low profile in the dispute. If srerial

vas unavoidable, this should be confined to reinforcing )&ints

Z

1
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evel of investment in economic pits, the offer of alternative
JObs wherever possible, and the provision of generous redundancy terms.

@ The Cabinet -
To .

Which the National Coal Board was putting across about the pay offer,
the high 1

Cabinet 0ffjce

6 4pri1 198,

2
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@2 LIMITED CIRCULATION ANNEX

CC(84) 14th Conclusions, Minute 5

V(’l‘hursday 5 April 1984 at 9.30 am

-.‘TER The Cabin
% fO'r the E

€t*considered a minute of 3 April from the Secretary of State
nVironment to the Prime Minister about the abolition of the Greater
and the Metropolitan County Councils (MCCs). They

p letter of 4 April from the Chief Secretary, Treasury
e for the Environment and a minute of 4 April from

s to the Prime Minister about the funding of the

N H

‘gC%' onEtigciiTABY'OF STATE E ENVIRONMENT said that the Ministerial Group

! o ,Abolition of the B&F y London Council and the Metropolitan County
ST i (MISC 95) had hel¢ ber of meetings under his chairma:}ship.

Y Sty Conceyy Ee ?f 3'Apr11 reporkg ‘Group's conclusions. It was mainly

gy i With issues on whic s important to announce the Government's
he abolition Paving Bill the

Reading was an opportunity which must

%1 the debate on abolition. These

abolition strategy and th t boards;

ii y P
i, education in inner London; (

i
1. the arts (and sport);

p ed to regain the initi
b Sioy Yere as follows -
‘8 5,

i'

iv,

voluntary bodies; @
Ve historic buildings in London. ©

L
my ” .

&n Eute also summarised the conclusions of MISC 9 e treatment of
residuar of services currently run by the GLC and the nd on certain
&ng wou] Matters which could not be dispersed to the b and districts

e metrd need to be dealt with by small residuary bodies i ondon and

Sa W Opolita 1 [ . . $

hmlted life n countiles; it was hoped that such bodies -@ ave only

CONFIDENTIAL 145
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THE
they _CRETARY OF STATE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT said that MISC 95 was unanimous

'Stie;;1?§§ necessa?y_to1stick to the strategy set out in the White Paper
and gy 1ing the C?t?es .(and 9063) : maximum devalution to the boroughs
Sett?lCtS; providing joint boards only for a limited number of services;
oulg bmg up no ?ther significant co:lm.ty—wid-e.bodi?s. The joint boards
14 € Set up directly by the abolition legislation; but the legislation
Provide that Ministers might by order change the geographical
of Operation. This would include the possibility of excluding one or
Stricts (who would take over ‘the function in question) and of

arryg 8 Jjoint boards entirely. To avoidlany impression that tht'e new
for ¢ z ts.were merely temporary, and to discourage too.many aPpllcatlons
Change » 1t should be made clear that the Government did not intend to
to Prove W arrangements until they had had a reasonable period in wl}lch
© Propos lves; and that the onus of proof would be on anyone wishing

ange, :

THE
MISnggRETARY OF FOR THE ENVIRONMENT said that the Cabinet had asked
bOdy = to considér ther it was desirable to set up a directly-elected

the py Tun educat .ﬁ inner London after the abolition of the GLC, on
autt, SMise that anylewph body would be a precepting, not a rating,
°rity. MISC 95 yeZefd

L’ ded firmly in favour of a directly-elected

co erpEN\of an overwhelming majority of those who had

b:?g;geg on th? White O‘Q its accountability to the electorate would

shoLIld 2 question; and thelicity and ar._'ceptability c')f‘direct e]'Lectlons

Shouy g base the passage of olit.lon legislation. Initial elet;t:.ons

ccnstitue held on the basis % : rnmg two members for each Parliamentary
S ority of MISC 95 considered that they

Shoyy 4 €ncy in inner London.
to pe .take place in May 1985: re) would require appropriate provisions

elq 1:2531"12‘3 into the Paving B ng its passage. If elections were
legg th €T, there would be three d§ ent memberships during a period of

This wgan 12 months in the body res itle for education in inner London.
ot 4 uld be difficult to defend. Ig3fs elections to the new body could

n P . ¢ :
Woul 4 tany évent ¢oincide with the nex n borough elections, which

electioake Place in May 1986. It would @s ¥br consideration whether later
electiogs should take place in the same ox\different yvears as the borough
: 53

Cabine,r.’ DO decision was required on this yet. It was clear, as the
Cept's Previous decision had implied, that the new body must be a
;o Ling authority, MISC 95 recommended measu summarised in Annex B

and ¢, Tslnute’ to increase the amount of informdfi

woulg eno €nhance the accountability of the new ~--q of the proposals

Shoyy tall_an amendment to the Rates Bill in the ‘P of Lords; this

f the Dot give rise to difficulty. There should be Frppision for review

Sect 8Tangements for education in inner London on ‘tH¢
on 30 (g)

of the London Government Act 1963,

Thp
SE
supPOrfRETARY OF STATE FOR EDUCATION AND SCIENCE said tha rongly
Envimn;2 the proposals described by the Secretary of Stat

. ment,

e
decislo It was desirable that an announcement of the G nt's
Wou] 4 12 Should be made that afternoon. Otherwise there was that it
3k and be misrepresented by the opponents of abolition.
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\
]
v

;

ﬁé;> igaglzcuSsion of the dgte ?f first elections to a new body, it was argued
C<§§ Pavip m§§dments wou}d 1nev1tab%y be proposed during the passage ?f the
ij e 8 Bill to provide for a directly-elected body and for elections to be
0 May 1985, The Government could not well resist such amendments
.+t since it was impossible to argue in favour of a situation
ling the frequent changes of membership described by the Secretary of
for the Environment. Attempts to resist could well prolong debates

Bill. On the other hand, for the Government itself to propose

th ts providing for a new directly-elected body would greatly extend
irre of the Paving Bill. It would also make the Government seem
S and indecisive. It would make it impossible for the Government

the A 0 h§r-proposals of substance on the grounds that they should await

of thel 1t1°n Bill in the fo}lowing Session. The resulting extension

of othesc.. f debate on the Paving Bill could well jeopardise the passage
s ls before the Summer Recess.

—r
e

T
detag i RETARY OF @ FOR THE ENVIRONMENT said that Cand. 9063 and the more

WAy consultaQdyg~paper on the arts issued with it proposed that the
1ty of arts bo!’ hould look to the borough or district councils

rn:tilr funding; b "4--t tyere'should be central funding for a few bodies
egligig?al or 1ntern: ejre) %mportanc?. These proposals had recel?ed '
voulg £ € support: dely believed tyat the boroughs and districts
Mees gﬁ be an adequate ritute in this field for the GLC and the

tial; and the opponents of abolition were
rt of their campaign. MISC 95 was

Al proposals must be modified, and that
o) the arts through the Arts Council
@xygsion in place of the boroughs and
PAkthe e T@E G?oup had not, ho fo' been able to reach agreement

the 4 inancial implications.. He r ed it as essentizl to .say during

tuare ate on Second Reading of the ggﬁﬁk Bill that the Government were

.usin. € arts lobby was ¥f¥f
cleaE Ehe arts issue as a m&j
Wore 4t the Government's

°rigin0f tbe problems and, in general they intended to add to the
ag itizi }lst some bodies of regional s j#icance and to channel further,
~10na

funds through the Arts Councit/ehd the Museums and Galleries

Slon. He would also wish to make a\dimilar statement about sport.
THEM
Vag nEEISTER FOR THE ARTS said that he agreed that an early announcement
of S ed. But no announcement which could no ™quantified in terms
pr0p°se§ would do any good: it would provoke fi anxieties. He

£33 niy ,thaF the Government should make available

eXpenditlon in central funding. This corresponded\%

UUorene € ON the arts of the GLC and the MCCs, less

”Ould y or D?rely local. He also believed that mode

Not Seei Tequired outside the areas of the GLC and the
2 decision on this at present.

THE

eprQEIEF SECRETARY, TREASURY said that he was concerned th
1°bbies rom abolition might be dissipated by concessions t
taXpaye and_transferring financial responsibility from ratepa

TS without corresponding reductions in local authority e¥ ure .,

present
part which was
{tional funding

ential
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aeliavoured a8 proposal, which he had put to MISC 95, that there should be
¥y
d

an to be determined by Ministers, on ratepayers in Greater London
Cfp S athe meétropolitan counties, the proceeds of which would be channelled
TtLs

bodies in those areas through the Arts Council and the Museums and

leries Commission.

SCussion, the following main points were made -

c§§%9 . The arts lobby was influential; and its fears were not
Obirely groundless. Experience in Scotland, where responsibility
nding the arts had recently been transferred to lower-tier
autlier
0

ities, suggested that the districts would take a narrow view
responsibilities and refuse to fund bodies of regional or
importance. It would certainly be necessary to make some

1 funds available.

natj
addit{qna

b. Reservations were expressed about the Chief Secretary,

TreasurY'S proposal for a Ministerially determined levy on London
Tatepayers,

st It was ear that a1l the bodies mentioned in Annex A

to the minute ril from the Minister for the Arts deserved
Céntra] funding. appeared to be of mainly local significance.
e It woudhe s

i??roach which the Ar
£ Matching from centrg
Uthoritjeg for certain &z

®hsured that there was s-\\ septance of local responsibility.

oy
: m g
take ;ORETARY OF STATE FOR THE ENVIKON

undeServEIaln thar there must be redu
Woul g pe Ng voluntary bodies after abold | :
V°1Untar neCF—'SSary to take'some-sPeCLal on t? preserve ?orthwhlle
minOrit > endanOQrs and, in part%cular, retain the confidence of

Y the Y communities. The Group intended to give further study to proposals

€Cong ome Secretary which were outlined in his minute of 3 April. On
ing R&adlng of the Paving Bill he proposed t that the Government
ended i

le for the longer term to develop the

said that the Government should
in expenditure on grants to
_But MISC 95 agreed that it

Volunta £O bFing forward proposals to meet the imate concerns of _

Whicp Y bodies; but that in London especially ad been over-spending

0 gay ie Government did not intend to validgte. d also be pelpful

n the ! general terms that the Government intende ke provision

Uhder ta.ollthH legislation for a system of collectiy,

Particulls System any borough or distr%ct would be abl

al oroar Voluntary body should be.jo%ntly funded. 1If e

ratea§% § or districts would be obl%g?d to contribute

Svieq € value, There would be a limit on Fhe total sum
R 0 this way; and it would probably be right to require

¥hat more than 50 per cent.

1
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ocal authority expenditure in this area, there was no doubt that many

CZZQ '.{HE HOME SECRETARY said that, although there should be a reduction in
«% éservin

th g voluntary bodies would face problems after abolition. Besides
Cjﬁ; € Proposals outlined by the Secretary of State for the Environment, it
\uld also probably be necessary to deal with the short-term problems of

I'thwhile Projects in a single borough or district facing a sudden

\\&Pse in funding after abolition. The proposals outlined by the

ary of State for the Environment could probably be developed so as to
rate a description of the projects that could be jointly funded
authorities: this would allow the courts to exercise better

spending in this area than had proved possible in the past.

= SE < OF STATE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT said that the GLC's Historic
dop’ ulld?“ES Ddyvision fulfilled a unique statutory role in relation to the
EieserVation and listing of historic buildings in London. It had a team
€Xperts which enjoyed a national and indeed international reputztion.
tﬁeormed opinion een unanimous in deploring its breakup. He had
g e?ggoye.agreed (it®/ the Historic Buildings and Monumegts Commission that
fin 1Vision shou ggizifansferred to them. He would discuss the
ancial consequen iAh the Chief Secretary, Treasurywitha view to
announe

of ing the Govern intentions during the debate on Second Reading
the Paving Bil].

EEE PRIME MINISTER, summin
©adly endorsed the pPTopo

he discussion, said that the Cabinet

‘o5 the minute of 3 April from the Secreta?y

in 3 ate for the Environment ver, although they agreed that education
fNer London should become sponsibility of a new directly-elected

tgdy, they did not agree that 1 d be right for the Government itself
at §r°P°SG amendments to the abo Paving Bill to that end. Initially,
o
o

Hﬁineait’-t?e Government's stance be that this was a matter for the
- a 0}1Flon Bill. 1If there was pressure during its passage
rECO§§9Vl51on§ to be %nserted %nto th g Bill, the matter could be
agrQEdldgred in the light of circumsta en prevalllng: The Cabinet

E S With the general approa?h to fun heé arts described Py the

Nece ary of State for the Environment. ey also agreed that it would be

ab] 8ary to make some additional funds available. They were not, however,
thai to decide how large the addition should be. Nor were they persuaded
€éntral funding would be appropriate for al e bodies listed in

Loggx 2 t? the minute of 4 April from the Minis r the Arts. The
c President of the Council should arrange a m of the Ministers
Ofcerneg

View i on 2 under his'chairma?ship, to resolve the ing issues with'a,
intent? maklng’a satisfactorily detailed announceme ‘ﬁf? the G?vernment s
abing,.n° during the debate on Second Reading of thé é,;’ g Bill. The
e § decision to make education in inner London t ons:LbJ.l:Lty
73 EdlrecFly—electeq body should be announced by tbe_Seca;g? of State
Y ElnnI.matlcm and Science later that day. The remaining § ns would
ad prOUnced by the Secretary of State for the'Env1ronment, ~
Shoy) OPosed, during the debate on Se§ond Reading of tpe Pav<*_
SeCret agree any expenditure implicatlons_beforehanq ?1th the \§
i Strérys Treasury, Until then, the Cabinet's decision should
1€t confidence. It would be important over the coming mon
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@@@Q

' erSent the abolition policy effectively: to that end all Ministers :
oncerned should formulate clear and concise statements of the Government's

%eneral Policy and particular decisions under it so that these could
e

used tellingly in public debate.
@ The Cabinet - :
g@h Approved the proposals in the minute of 3 April from

& Secretary of State for the Environment to the
~I3me Minister, subject to the points made in the Prime
ter's summing up.

2-_ ited the Secretary of State for Education and
gm? announce later that day the Cabinet's
eci1

n to make education in inner London the
Tesponwibility of a directly-elected body.

3. Invited the Lord President of the Council to arrange
for the Min‘ concerned to meet under his chairmanship
. to resolve he, tanding issues on the funding of the
- 8rts after the ition of the Greater London Council
and the Metrop County Councils.

4. / me of that meeting, and to
agreeing any financlications beforehand with the

Chief Secretary, Treagyr invited the Secretary of State
nce the Cabinet's decisions

for the Environment to
On matters other than eXues n in inner London during
the debate on Second -‘(‘;\-- the abolition Paving Bill.

Cabinet Offlce

© dpriy 1gq

CONFIDENTIAL




