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\)‘1::) Thank you for your mirmites of 10 and 13
\zg_o) ember. I have the following comments:

(a)

{b)

(e)

(a)

A two-stage resettlement (involving

use of Paros Banhos and
Salamon) should be avoided, if possi-
ble, sven if only for the sake of
sigplicity end presentation., Two-
staging ie not in itself mesumq
cbjectionable (as stated in Trumen's
mimite of 13 Rovember), The Ilois
are migrant labourers and I do not
think would greatly mind moving from
one islend to the other; nor is
there any reascn why it should be
costly; but it would lay HMOC open to
eriticism.

It is correct that the A4d Talke are
long since concluded, snd we camnot
expect any furiher visits by Mauritian
Hinisters competent to discuss re-
sstilement until the summer, 1 agree
that it would be risky to invite a
Minister to London espscially for re-
settlement negotiations, especially as
we hope to kssp them in & low key., It
would be best, therefore, for us to
send a team to Mauritius,

The key to the whole resettlement pro-
blem is Agalega. Only after the poten-
tlalities of Agalega have been

examined ean the magnitude of the re-
settlement problem be determinsd. Thers
is, therefore, no point in opening talks
with the Mauritians before we ean do s0
with ¥oulinié, If, as you suggest, we
could take Moulini into our eonfidence
before the all clear is given, there
would be & saving of valuable time.

lir. Kennedy of the Treasury said in July
that there was no need to tsckle in ad-
vange the gusstion of where the money
should come from. Basically it should
come from the £10 million BI,0.7. allo-
cetion, but if this were insufficient,
consideration would be given to

the money when the amount nesded is
known., I tske the Chancellor's minute
to mean that the Treassury smst be eonsul-
ted before any financial commitment is
made to the lMsuritius Govermment over the
cost of resettlement, but that we don't
have to go to the Treasury until dis-
cuseions have shown the amount likely to
be needed,
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