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S~RE~T SIGNS IN IRISH IN WEST BELPAST 

I Attach Hr Molt'. letter or )1 January to RID. I would hav~ 

minuted you earlier but 1 only saw this at the end of last 
• 

2. The Immed~ate issue is what we should say to the Irish. 

N 

W~ c~n hardly say less than Hr Hur~ said In reply to Hr Hume l 5 

~ on 19 December when Hr Hume asked, inter HIia, if the 

Secretary of State would 9ive consideration to bringin9 forward 

le9i~letion to repeal section 19 of the Public Health and 

Local Government fHiscellaneoU5 Provision) Act (Northern Ireland, 

1949. In his reply, the Secretary of stale said -The Government 

have ~o plans to cbange the legislation in question. but we 

are 91Vin9 consideration to the issues raised by the hon Gentleman's 

question.~ I few ~ys earlier, on 13 December, the Secretary of 

State had a meetin9 to discuss -The Irish I~entity· at which 

Irish languAge and culture ~rc discussed. As paTagraph 11 of 

the record of that ~et:i.n9 records. -as part of the package. 

however. provision could be ~Ade to allow Atreet naoes ~nd road 

signs to be in Irish a5 Well as in En9iish. The Secretary of 

St~tc did not think ~ha~ inconsistency of practice across 

NOrthrrn Ir~land. vas a st.ronq relt50n against this propeaal. 

A more difficult question would b~ how to h~ndlc the case 

where the population of, say, Vest gelfa$t wished to have Irl.h 

street na.es Gnd the City Co~neil was asked to incur expenditure 

on t.hi... The arrangement might be that: the Council WAS 

obliged to AdOpt. doal-language signs where that was a majority 

rwl.h within an electoral unit.- bc~pite this discussion. DO 
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spec1f1C proposal~ for ~ction were agleed and, &5 noted ~bove, 

developments ~n this field wer~ ~t that t~~ seen in the 

cont~xt of a pAckage. Sut I wonder whether this line is still 
• • sustAinabl~ and whether, in line with the answer to Mr H~ 5 

l . 

PO. the Government does not need to demonstrate that it is in 

fact giving active cons~der~tion to thi ~nd related issues. 

1 f wc do wa.nt. t.o 91 ve SOt1U:! ~ncour Agement, then the JOe5$age back 

to the lriwh, while cautious, ~ight m«kc lt cle~r that we had 

the minorit¥'s concern on this point on board and \lr.l·C s,,"riously 

looking at the 19 .. 9 l~9islatl0n. 

). However, the t.one of t.he reply to the Irish JliUSt. self­

evidently be oon$istent with what we are actually doing on 

related fronts. One problem ~bout movinq on street signs -

and even th.ls woul.d be- difficult - is th3l it lIj.Jht. be 

difficult in practice to proceed in a ~eccmcal way. Has the 

t.ilDe come for a fairly \liide rangin9 st.udy of what could actually 

be done to ~et reasonable minority COncerns over the stat.us 

and use of the Irish language? ~his might well lead to some 
~ 

conclusions which would be unwelc~ to the ~nority. e9 that 

whil~ dual .treet signs would be reasonable, -easures comparable 

to the Welsh Language Act 1975. which gives parity of este~ 

and st.~tus ~o the minority lanquage in public admin.tration, 

ll\clvding t.he procOOdi.ngs of t.he courts, would not.. Alternatively, 

~t could be arqued that because the issues in this field were 

50 c~plex ~t was better to ~nock off the relatively ~asy on~s 

60 that at le4st the Government. was 5howing some willingness 

to move. S~tion 19 of the 1949 Act could be amended by Ordor 

in Council - indeed that would be the natural vehicle. The 

~dvantage of this i& that we would not. n~~d a Bill. but the 

d1sAdvantage is that there would have to be ~ Propos~l on which 

the Assembly would be consulted ~nd t.here must be a .ub.tantial 

risk th~t the Ass~mbly would be oppoaed to change. althoU9h 1 

au&pect that at least some unioni&t.. would be in favour (or 

would not wish to appear to be a9ainat). 
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4. One problem wi~h ~his Aind of Issue i5 tha~ ~he tLme ~s 

"not Ti9h~'; but vi 11 there ever be A r i9ht t.iDe? We cannot. 

go on hinting th~t the Cov~rnment ~s -giVIng con$idera~ionw 

to issues such as this when nothing in fact ~ver happens. 
~ 

Has the t.ime come to propOse to the Secretary of St~te th4t 

if wc do not. adop~ a plecerne~l approach it is very difficult 

to see how any changes, even modest and reasonable ones, can 

be made in. As t.hey say# the foresecbblc future? At least 

street a~9n6, as opposed toJsay, the -I" voters problem. can 

be de~lt with by Order in Council. 

~. It would be helpful to have advice in Lhc ne~t day or so 

on wh~t wc .hould ~&y to the Irish b5 our reply is now overdue. 

H C ABllOH 

25 February 1985 
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ftlt£ET SIGNS IN lRl SB IN WEST BELFAST c. ~ ~ 

~tber representAtion made ~o D~ by Daitbi O'Ceallaigb co~c~rna~ 

~a»pllcation by a builder to put up ~he names ia Irish of four 

ftouaes ie a cuI d~ s~c . olf the Shaw5 noad. The words are Cot. 

~.aaa. Lad the in~e.tion is ~o fix them to the wall ot the eAd 

bonae below wording ia Englisb, 

2. ~e builder bad applied to the Belfast City Cou~cil for 

.. rmts.toft to so name the houses but it had beeu refused under tb. 

~.~ of the 1949 Public Health and Loc~l Government Act. Secti08 

It. The City Council's letter had been couc~ iD • stroppy' 

*e~ •• but. O'Ceallai«b agreed tbe reply it$elf _as not a proper 

.ubJect for DF! represeata~ions. It w .. ~be Act itself, a direct 

responsibility of tbe Bri~1sh Government. about which the DrA 

_shed to speAk.(, ~ ,.~) 

3. 1 sbould be gratefui to bave culdance OD tbe rep17 to be ma4e 

to t.be OF'. 
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D Bolt. 
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