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DISCUSSI ON \4T.TH SF.£H£'TAiW OF S'l'ATE FOR NOi<THERN I REI,AND 
~ .____..... ------ • .-- • • •• '!' "'l 110-... __ 

The cent}·al point of this discussion will l~ccesaar:i.ly bG the 

l ikely reaction of the U~K o Government to the UUUC Convention 

Repor l;. 

I n discussions at official level \'lith Frank Cooper , Permanent 

Undersecr eta ry of the Northeru I rel and Offi ce , in DL~blin on 

30th Octoben:•, the i mpr es sion was rece:i.ve d t hat this .. 

r eaction might fall short of a rejection of the UUUC Report o.nd 

might ins tt~ad take the form of seeking clarif:Lcatiou of specific 

points or asking the Convention to consia~r specific propos itions 

put t o them by the U.K. Governmen t , 

There me.:y \·rell be merits in a "soft" respons0 to the UUUC Report~ 

An &ggresaive or provoca tive British rejecti on wonld strengthen 

Paisley's "!1..and and make the situation mer~ d:i. fficul t for Cra.ig 

anO. those who support him. Bore overt action by the British \-!hich 

required an early reaction from. the Co!'l.ven tion, befor e time has 

been allowed for the poli tic:al situation in Nor thern Il•eland to 

evolve, hopefully in Cr aig 's favou:r , couJ.d. precipitate a definitive 

:re j ect.ion of a:n::~ compr-o[jisa in -the Con.vvnt:i.on. 

On the o t her hand a Britis h r eaction v1hich did. E.£:!i_ rejec t the 

central propvsitivn of the UU1JC Report., ru'l d mai ntain a firm 

position on \:he need f or po\'ler-sharing i01 government, could weaken 

Craig's position by fe~ding the illusion fos toe:red by Paisley 

that the Britis h Government could b.o brought round to accept 
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the' kind of proposa l s that are contained in the UUUC Report. 

It i s clear that t he way in which the Britis h Government responds 

to the Convention Report - not merely t he lvording us ed but also 

the tone of their response - \viJ.l be ex trernely important. 

This situation contains dangers from our point of view. Given 

the disillus ionment of the Northern Irel and Office civil servants 

vlith Convention poli t ics and their seemi ng despair of any 

constrticti ,re outcome from dealings with the existirig· poli. ticians , 

there is a clear danger that a "soft" British response, r epresented 

to us, as being designed not to provoke a counter-productive reaction 

amongst the Loyalists , would in fact turn out to be t ho begi~~ing 
effecti·v-e 

of a ma jor shift in British policy , including the/abandorunent of 

efforts to find a solution along the lines of t he Cra5.e; compromise. 

In other. : words v.•e are probably a t a turning point at present and 

failure on our part to ensure tha t the British do genuinely get 

this whole issue back to the politicians in a form in \oihich they 

can discuss it constructively, could prove f a t al. 

In these circumstances it is a ma tter for cons ideration whether 

we should not at this point assert ourselves, even to the point of 

warning tha.t should t he British reaction not include an effective 

rejection of the UUUC proposals, howe ver courteously framed, we 

\~ould not be in the position to continue our support for British 

policy. 
, . 

'.. j 
·' 

The r ecent Fia.nna Fa il decision to change policy \vi th r egard to 

Northe r n I reland would tend to strengthen our hand to some degree 

i n ·~hiG matter by giving a ddition&.l credibility to a strong stand 
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on our po.rt. , which could be seen by the Bri U.sh Governuien t af.l a 

.•· 
necessary a c t o_[ self-protection by us , and the effectiv(-1 ending 

of b i par·tisansh5.p here must also have t he effec t of mf!.ld.ng them 

feel even more dependent on this Gov·erl1D:lent,aa dis+.inct from thG 

Opposition, tb.a.n they may havo felt hitherto. 

On the other hand, the playing of this 11co.rd11
, should it fail, 

could leave the situa tion a good deal worse ~ A publ :i.c a1·mov.ncemen~ 

on our pe.rt that we could no longer support Briti s h policy would~ 
effectively 

for example/make it impossibl e for t he SDIP t o corilinne negotiat5. ns 

in Northern Ireland., It would also put us under great pressure here 

as to uha t a lternative action we proposed to take .. And , finally, 

it would groa tly weal~en our ability to continue crt-~di.bly to pr<H33 

the British Go,rernmen.t to remain in North.ern Ireland unt :l.l a 

, solution i s fou.nd. 

The compl exity of the . issues :i.nvol v<::ct - t he impor.tC!,nce of t he tone ns 

\-! e 11 a s t he content of the British r esponse 1 t he da ngers 

tha t could flm• from an overt divergence be t ween ouraelves and 

the British Government at present, together with 1 on t he other 

handf thA very great danger to us if thG Br.i tish Goverr..ment does 

not, in fact, s t <;md f:i.rm on this iss ue ~ . t.cgether ~ rrake it VfJry 

im::_:~orta.Ht tha t the action we t ake a t this time should be Yery 

carefully judged and measured.-

In the s a circumstances :i. t i s propos -:,d that the line to be :.taken 

i n the mee ting wHh 1'-iE/rlyn Ree.s sh~uld be fLrs t of nll to tease 
! _,_ l 

out British in t en tion.:l with r egard to the UUUC Report 1 ~md seconc\~.y ~ 

to ind:i.c.ate the rea.son:-3 'v<hy the ir r·cac tion to it mtus ·c nec~ssar:i.ly 
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and as necessarily determining our fu i"Ure a tti tv. de. 

In the light of the general tenor of this diGcussion vii th Rees, t he 

Government will, '"ish to consider 'fthat further action, if any, 

it ·· ·might ·. t ake to pr ess our views on the British Government -

either by way of written communication from the Taoiseach to the 

Br:i.t.ish Prime Minister, by vtay of a further Ninisterial meeting 

or meeting between the 'l'aoiseach and the Prime Minister, or b:r 

way of further official discussionso 
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