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“Minutep of Fhe 1034 meeting held at 5.00 p.m.
.-op Wpdnasday, 24th Makch 1976, in the - - -

+ s R?.um‘gt 16 Hof

Lepde ; uep of Commons A (
7 Mye. Qha‘tg}fpr “{in ‘the Chair) - o

Mr. Whitelaw, Sir Keith Joweph
.Lord .Carrington, Lord Hallsham

¥r, Maudling,  Sir: Geoffrey Howe
ur. Prisr (item 2), Mr. Pym

¥r, Gilmour, Mr. Jemkin

.Mr. 8%, John-Steves, Mr, Heseltine
Mr. Reison, Mr. Maude

Mr. Buchanan-Smith, Mr. Edwards
Kr. Neaye, Mra. Oppenheim

Mr, Biffepn’

" Mr,; Atkine

Pre

In attendance: My, Hurd, Uol. Joynes-
: Nr, Fisholson

Apelogiess - - Hr. Peyion, lord

orneyeroft

Proposed Business for the Weel 20th Mepch — Bth April

Peouelf . fp e '
fo-On Yondsd, -a9th Merch, there would be & debate on the
Green -Faper on Direct Eledtiofis to the: Buropean AsBembly

(Cmud, Eo. 63993 (Mr.' Maudling; Mr! Hurd) followed by the
];l:.;ma):“.lninf ?tagea of the Rating (Caravan Sites) Bill (Mr. Roberts,
Jlir-Morzis). ;

e D - - v
.- . 0n Tupeday,. 30th MaFch Mr. ' Gow would seek leave to
introduee hie,Pariipmentery Comrimsioner. (imendment) Bill
under the 10 Himte Ratel” ~This would be followed by a Supply
iDay with mubject, te be decided snd the Remaining Stages of
the Fatal Acchdents, end Sudden Deaths Inquiry (Scotlend) Bill
{Mr. Rifkind) 504 of hhg Pamages (Scotlant) Bill (Mr. Rifkind}.

- On‘h‘edjnesd.ay. Slst March Mr, Doyden would seek leave to
intreduce his Elsctricity _?upply‘ Bill uader the 10 Hinuts
Rule. Thig would “e followed by a Debate on the Statement

- on’the Defence.Estimaten (Ur. Gilmou.r; and & Prayer an the
) ar . :

. the- 'I:J:_i.!aﬂix‘i_aeq Jev

;‘Fiduciary Netd. Tesu {(¥x. Tawson

" on Thursdey, ‘]:ajt‘ April there would be a Debate on the
Statement tn the Defence Estimates 'followed by a Motion on
pmept (qu?e.n: Irelend) Order {(Mr. Neava).

On Friday, 2nd April’thers’ would be Frivate Megbersa?
Motions, the Motione being thcse of Mr. Michael Neubert on
British Industry, Dr. Edmund Marshell on Local Government in

and Mr, Tomy Durant on Tax thresholds for widows,

Englend
- Low-paidr workers,. efc..

¥, 5thASFil there would be a’ Supply Day with

o) On Mond,
- aubject . to be dpcided.



2. Matters Arising on Businesg

igscussion on various points and it wes apgreed

i ¥ We would us Supely Dey on 30th March as &
secend &ay Lor debabing a?;ﬁ‘?me‘nt:\.oxia to' the Eurcpean
Assembly. i Peter Kitk woupd.be the third epesker in that
debate, opeaiing from the Pront ‘Bbrch, end ‘& decision on
whether Mr, Whitelsw phould &pe and if @o when, or whether
we shoul@ have no wind-ap speaisi Of Mobday, 29D March
would be nade.later :. .. e

RS
he. §hedow Cabinet would not vote in

13)  Memberg.af. % y
Pariieneftgry Comnissioner { smendment )

divieion on Mr. Gow's
Bill. P

11i)  We would
30th Marohsi- i

iv) 4 decision would'be “at the next meeting on
what subject to teke for the Supply Day on 5th April. Ameng
the subjecte which we might deba}p were Juvenile Crime and
the Children and Young Feracns &cty Fisheries (half day) and
Home (wnership in Sogflend .(p;;fgm‘ .

3.  Allipnoe of Cemtre/Right Perties in Burobe
BETov e Ui e .
Mr. Hurd intreduced him paper- (LOC/76/106). There was
a discussicn after which the paper wes garaed together with
the folbwing potmbs yop v o

2i1) 1% was-importent .that_the Irdependent Republicens
(the-supporters;of Pregident 'Giscard d*Estaing) ehould ally
- -;ith __tge-ﬂentre ghy-E@reups  apd ‘aot with--the’ Furopsan
1 L Tiberais. o) L N A

i) Wien we hed a clearer viaw of future éco:pemfinn,
we should 'try to.attragt to the Gentra/Right group and sway
from' the’ Emnpean-@;i.};g;-al blgck those “Liberal" Parties (like

: who.

he!Duteh: Iiberals re similar $6 us"in their outlcok,
LAY e beiiod, tha .
i upeief theiwaxd Mundop® for, G hing cooperation between
like=minded perties, and prefe: Yhe Word Tellience®. We

‘‘should oppase: any- question of .British Crnservative members of
tHé. Buropean 1izment. being ed to support’ policies
there which the Sha R

ST ¢

'd not a.greé with the

3 3. A
tabisy ot ‘mgrodd..

S F s s P s

iv) | In dealing with thy “confedsionsI™ (i.e. (Christian

 Democrat} Parties we should ‘stress ‘our record on ané concern

T Periaoctdl welfare, .and.the -d%ﬁt_inc‘ifiﬁn in outlook between ua
i qQ “4 j_ye.q N e MR

ire Cohmittee ghould have a further
the light of the debate on

. v
" diavussion’
B & & <
4, - Foreign A‘ffa:i.ra:; : 7
Mr, Maudling reported on the meeting ‘at’ the ‘Seviet
Febasgy. betwaen himeel? and certain of his colleagues and
Mr, Gromyko, and on the situstion in Fhodesis Tollowing the
istest etatement by Mr. {allaghen and Mr. Smith's reepcnse.
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There waz a discussion and it was egresd that:

i) In view of Mr, Smith's attitude there was little
we could do or say &t present. We ahould, however, examine
the possibility of suggesting an initiative which would show
our concern mbout this question such as setting up a
Commenwealth Sub-committes which might vieit Falisbury.

ii} A further discussion was reguired on our legel
responsibilities with regard to white and Asian Rhodesians,
whe might wish to come to DBritain, and & paper would be
prepared.

Alveraft and Shipbuilding Industries Bill

Y¥r, Heseltine reported on certein difficultiea which
mgiht erise as a result of our hitherto puccessful tactice in
the Stending Committee on this Bill. There was a discussion
and it was egreed that:

i) We sheould try to keep the Bill in Committee until
after Egster: one method of doihg so would be to teble a
mugber of reasonable new clauses,

ii}) If, as feared, prcblems arcse in the interim with
regard to epecific companies in either industry we should
emphazise that nationalisation was no solution, If neceseary
we could suggest thet the Government could use its powers
under the Industry Act 1972 to assist then,

43i1) We should conetantly make it clear that eny problem
or &isruption in these two industries was the result not of
our delaying tectics but of the Govermment's policy of
nationalisation, which had been so destructive of industrial
confidence.

iv) We were in favour of de-nationslising these industriss
1f they were nationaliesed and if it were &t all possible,

The meeting cloged at 6,12 p.m,
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