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1. The final result of last Wednesday's Assembly elections is as 
follows:':" 

% First 
Prel'erence Vo<.tes Seats 

UUP 29.7 26 
DUP 23.0 21 
SDLP 18.8 14 
Alliance 9.3 10 
Sinn Fein 10.1 5 
Workers Party 2.7 0 
UUUP 1.7 0 
Others 4.7 2 

TOTAL 100.0 78 

Save for the elections to the European Parliament in 1979, tb e tll.rnout 
(60 .3%) was the lowest for a number of years - 6% down on the last 
general election and 4% lower than in the council elections of 198 • 
Over 70% of the electorate voted in the 1973 Assembly elections . fJ.'here 
were just over twenty thousand spoiled papers, or 3.2% of the vote s 

cast. 

Unionist Parties 

2. The two main unionist parties between them won just over 52% of 

the votes, almost exactly the same proportion of the total as in the 
May 1981 elections. However, the 52% split decisively in f a our of 
the Official Unionists, who finished with a 6% lead over their DUl' 
rivals and 5 more seats - an outcome which must be a considerable 

disappointment to I1r Paisley.' Of the 20 Belfast seats , the DUP 
managed to win only 4 compared to the UUP's 7. In East Belfast, they 

secured only two of the six seats despite polling over 40% of the 
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~irst preference votes; while in North Belfast the seat won by NT 
McQuade at the 1979 Westminster elections, the DUP took f ewer f i rst 

preferences than the UUP and had to be content with one seat . Even i n 
Mr Paisley's own constituency, North Antrim, the DUP share of the vote 
was much lower than expected and they had to wait until the elevent h 
count to be sure of their fourth seat. The UUP poll~d well thr oughout 
the Province and even took a seat in West Belfast where DUP councillor 
Billy Dickson was expected to do well following the recent att empt 
on his life by INLA. Their one disappointment was probabl y South Down 

where they had to split the four unionsit seats with the DUP. As usual , 
the UUP gained far more transfers than the DUP and were the only party 
to take at least one seat in all of the twelve constituencies. 

3. Two independent unionists were elected~ In North Down, J im 
Kilfedder confirmed his personal popularity by finishing top of the poll 
with a quarter of the first preferences and in North Belfast , f ormer 
Lord Mayor Frank Millar (Snr) scraped in with the help of t ransfers from 
other unionist candidates. On most matters their views lie closer to 
those of the UUP than the DUP. 

,+. The other small unionist parties were eliminated. Despite fi e l cl -j q P; 

13 candi dates, Mr Baird's UUUP took less than 2% of the first 
preferences. In Mid~Ulster, Westminster I'1P John Dunlop f ini "'he rl t \ve J f' (;h 

of the 14 candidates and was eliminated on the fourth count . Hi H 

chances of retaining the seat for the UUUP at the next genero.l n .I.I' : t i ()JJ 

are remote. The pup and ULDP (political counterpar t s of the l}1T/i' l ind 

lJDl\ respect ively) did equally badly. 

Nationalist Parties 

5. The unexpected feature of the elections was of course t l (~ 

pc rformance of Sinn Fein in winning 5 of the 78 As sembly sent s (mel 

polling some 10% of the first preference votes. Their vot-erT' i ' I' )" ~,; 

commi tted , disciplined and in some areas at l east us ed the :PH r~-r ~ i he] I 

cleverly . I n two constituencies (West Belfa st and li'e rmarltgll/E\o'I LI, 
Tyrone) they topped the poll and took more than a quarter of f :i. T I ~ l; 

preferences : in Londonderry, Martin McGuinness was elected. on l h I' !'j I ~ d; 

count while in North Belfast, Joe Austin failed by le ss than 2 CI! ) v ot rr; 

to win a sixth seat for his party. Allegations of massive perrwDt:ll.; i o ll 

(which certainly seems to have taken place) cannot adequat ely expl8in 
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( ,h e size of the Sinn Fein vote. The SDLP view, probably co r rect , i s i;hat 
( 

inn Fein brought out a new element of hard-line national ists who have 

previously boycotted 'elections, took over the support of such group s a s 

PD; won some lIP votes and, especially in Belfast and Londonderry, 

maxi mised their support among young voters frustrated by economic and 

), social conditions and angered by the constant harassment, as t hey s ee it 

" 

of the security forces. The existence of so considerable a Republican 

protest vote is disturbing. 

6 . Despite this, Mr Hume is efatisfied with the 14 sea ts won by the SDLP. 

Before the elections, he must have been concer ned t hat t h e deci oion to 

boycott the Assembly would be unpopular with many of hi s party ' s 
" " ~ "' , , '" • f .,oj J ~!I: ;" • • ' I . ~ . ~ 

traditional ' 8u'pp6rters. " In the' event, theie 'wa'§:"" l i t tl e 'evidcncn oJ ;).1)1.1,1' 
" I 

ab stentions and, at 18.8%, ( ~h~ party's 'l share of first, p references was 
..I ' • ' 

margip,ally higher, 'than in ei their the 1981 council elections 0 1" the 1979 , l 
', g enel al election. Mr Hume himself comfortably topped the poll "in 

Londonderry and the only' real disappointments from his p oi nt of view must 

have been the SDLP's poor showing in West Belfast and t h e loss to Sinn 

Fein of on e of the three nationalist sea ts in Armagh . Seamu rl l"[nllon ' n 
t ' l t '(' I;'\llll 'I n P I' ( ~ O IIl 'l1 n hn"l. n l-': e lll ll :1fll' lf ':r'(\ I1 n d li ll n III JI' 1,)liI ' III· , , 1 i 1,1, l , i " 1 "'I ' 

" ii, 11 I i \ \ \ ' , I \ ,, \ I · I 1\ I ' \ \ Li III 'l \ p C1 , ~ \ \ <:) II j . 1 \, \' I:j i r j \ \ I, I I II I • 1111\ C1 I " '" Ii " I i \ III .I' I 'I I I" I j I 

wL I.l do little to persu ade the ' green ' wing to abandon the" r bO,Jcol;l; 

plans , and the SF success will cause the moderate s t o look ove.r the-', r 

shoulder s. 

Alliance 

7. 'llhe Alliance Party's share of t h e vote is as high as they Cll l' J.d 

r en, onably have expected and, by picki ng up transfers fr( mr.u:;aJ:J j r:vo I, 

arty , they s ecured more seats t han anyone ( including themsolvnr.) prod ',e t;cd~ 

'l lh . r best performances were i n North and West Belfast , vJllere b e) i,h 

G. endinning and Maguire were elected without reaching the quot n.) r!ncl. t~ ' H)th 

Antrim , where t hey secured two of the eight s eats with less thcH) J ';!9~ n r' 
the f irst preferen ce vote. In South Belfast, the highly per~'on(l L'i. n(:~ (l 

campaign mounted by David Cook, who monopolised the Alliance 'VoL (' , 

probably cost t h em an eleventh seat. 

Workers Part1 

8 . Once aga i n, the Workers' Party emerged from an e l ectionwi t boul; 

signi f i cantly increasing its s hare of the vote. Only Seamus Lynch 
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\Nor th Belfast) and Mary McMahon (West Belfast) managed more than 5% 0 1' 

... irst preferences (some of them no doubt due to personation). None of 
their 12 candidates came close t o winning a seat and even Tom French, 
one of the party's three remaining councillors, finished well down t he 
pol l in Armagh where he was thought to have an out s i de chanc e . 

Summar;z 

9 . Save fo r the intervention of Sinn Fein, t he outcome of the elections 
is much as expected and the distribut ion of s eats inside the Assewbly 
shows a number of striking similarities to the party strengths in tbe 
Constitutional Convention of 1975. Then, as now, the var ious Ul1.ionist 
parties opposed to power-sharing won 49 seats with about 55% of first 
preferences. The Alliance Party has picked up two mor e s eats than in 

1975, with a slightly lower share of the vote. The SDLP have won 5% 
fewer first preferences than in 1975 and taken 3 fewe r seats. But this 
is not a new trend for them. 

· ,Jd--
rt DE S BLA.TI-IEmvrcK 
\~ ~ Political Affairs Division 

~25 October 1982 
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