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Hot e fl t tlH! l. 0 n c 1 u s i on () f c a c It par t i c u 1 u r s (' s s ion ~ 

con c 1 us i 011 S s hi) U 1 d be cl r iH! n i1 :, to tit (; f 0 1 1 0 \'/ I) P act i un t h .1 t 

can and s it 0 U 1 d b c: U: k c: 11 • 

Item 1: 

The Ta 0 i sea c h wi 1 lop e nth e con f r. r e It c c: VI i t h i n t rod u c t 0 l'y 

remarks on the purpose of the cunfel'C:TlCe. This vdll be 

'followed by initial contributions from particip ~ nts designed 

to ensure that all relevant issues utC brought into 

considetation in the subsequent structured discussion. 

Itrlll 2: Th e R 0 1 C 0 f the B lit i sh G () vc: r n 111 C' n t : --------_.- - - --_. -.- - - -'---

- Assess pr'esent I3ritish attitudes, objectives and tim~ '- scales 

(as wc sce them) in North e rn IrellllHI and tllc 'ii ' overall 

objectives in shot't and long-term in the field of /\nglo-

I r ish r c 1 a t ion s . H 0 vi m u c h s i g n i fie J n c eat t a c h est 0 d e f e i , C e 

considerations in the British mind? Try to id e nti fy what 

the British want of us. 

Isolate the critical differences betwee n British and Irish 

objectives. Can these differences be resolved or bridged and 

if so, how? 

Assess the possibility of change in current I3ritish attitude. 

Mrs. Thatcher, her pr6spects for survival, the British economy, 

n e x 1. c 1 r. c t ion, C' t c , A l' e t h 0 r e Cl 11 Y f act 0 r sat a 11 VI h i ChI-IOU 1 cl 

induce her to ' change her line/ s har e: Gur concenl'! \-10 U 1 d an 

alternative Tory l ei.ldcrship sigllificdnlly chJngc the pictul'0.? 
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- Assuliling (j Labour GO\'Cl' llIll: llt ill LUlldon , \·:hut wou ld .the 

p f Cl 5 P (> c t s I> (> ( 1I n cl (»~ F C.d 1 ~" 11 0 ;. 1 " ,~I, ! \ ( , ril' '?) CeItI S i d r: l' the 

p el' [" 0 Y'm i.\ nee () f P I' e v i 0 U s Le', b 0 U l' /\ d [;1 i n i s L I' a t i () n s . H 0 Vi 

i III po\' t (I n t i s the r '~ E C cl (J C U IJ1 e n ton Il 0 r t h r. I ' n 1 r e 1 c If dull d \'/1i a t 

d 'j f f e )' t: n c e \','0 u 1 d i t In a I, e 'i f the cl lj C U III en t \ I C I' e v cl 0 P t cd at the 

next anl1l1ill c(Jl ,f o l'cncc' (Oc.tobcr). 

- The Liberal/SDI' 1\1lial1ce:: i s it D serious threat to the 

est a b 1 ish e d O! (! j O)' par tie s J 

- Consider British public opinion a nd the role of the media and 

their potential for influ C'llc ing Government pol ·icy. 

I t e m 3: N 0 r the r n Ire 1 and , - P e 0 r. 1 e _.~ n d Par tie s. : 

- The Majority Opinion: describe its relative strengths and 

w e a k n e s s e s, a sex p res sed t. h l' 0 U Y 11 the v a r i 0 U s U n-i 0 n i s t P Cl r tie s . 

\~ hat are the d i f fer e nee s h P hi e e n t II e s e par tie 5 ? H 0 \., dot hey 

perceive us? What are the pro spe ct s for rapproachement inside 

Nor the r n Ire 1 and a 11 d b e hi e e n Not' t h Cl n d Sou t h ? vi hat i s the 

state of relations beh/een Unioni sts generally and tile Brit 'ish? 

- The Minority Opinion: assess its cUI'rent statc, constitutional 

·-.... · -- ~··--" - ,P0~~:~.::~ " VCI Si..i'; I;,::,, ' U'I';~; ~UI ;:>111. 'r: ,l: l ' UIt: ul ~;IE SDLP. I~here 

does the minority go from here? 

The British involvement in attemptin9 to devolve government in 

Northern Ireland ("internal options"). The failure of all 

atj:empts up to and including the Advisory Council proposal. 

Do the British really w~'ll devolved government there? 

di rect rul e to conti nLle i,ndefi ni tely? 

- Possible role of )'e fel'endu lIl, or other (\p proache s , in 

Or is 

est Cl b 1 i s h men t 0 f n e \'1 ins tit uti 0 n s b r 0 a d 1 y VI i t h i nth e p I' e s e n t 

context. 
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Item 4: ~J h Cl t C cdl lJ (~ cl n Ill: i 11 Lf le.: f\ (\ P U !) 'I i c ton l' () II1 0 1..e.: ·l) r 0 ~t t'r ,; S ---- ._----_.. ----. -- ._- ----- - - ---~--.... ..-- -- -- -,. . --. 

- con c; tit uti 0 'I il I c h tl fI iJ c: S 

- lcgal and related chl3'loes 

- e con 0 mic c () l) P (, l' iJ. t 'j 0 n tIC' 11 e fie i n 1 to U: C' Nor t h 

- sec u r i t y coo P t~ t Cl. t i 0 11 

Item 5: /\ d Ct.cl i 'IC'c\ (lSSVSSIltCI1t of the ,Joint Stlldie~ Process: 

- Does this process in fact corre spond to Governmcnt objectives? 

- ([3earing in mind the current status of thc: llS papcrs, v'iz that 

the y a re \'J i t h 0 u t P re j u d ice to e i the)' si de) - con s i de r the 

achievements to date in the process. Consider each of the 

five areas of study, Dcvote ca reful attention to the 

Inst 'itutions Study, bF~ing the .p "i vot a l arC(l. /\s it is presently 

elaborated, should we hold onto the Anglo-Irish Council 

bel i c v i n 9 t h II tit might c v e n t u (I 1 1 y be a vehicle for con s ti t uti 0 n a 1 

change in Northern Ireland and how could it becomp such a 

vehicle? S h 0 r t 0 f con s tit uti 0 n a 1 c h a n g e, i s the not ion \,1 0 r t h 

preserving in the hope that British policy (or British Government) 

might change? liol'l can the Coullcil be presented as representing 

progress on the North/South issue without revealing our hopes 

in a manner that could alienate Unionist opinion - and if it 

can't, ho\'J can we prevent its being seen in a negative light 
-by our public opinion with its anti-British bias? Sllould the 

process be radically overhauled or even abandoned? And if 

a b i.l n d 0 11 (' d, h ()Iv? Does (lGandonment mean that some form of 

vac U U III Wall 1 d e x i ~ l i 11 /\ fI 9 1 0 - It, i ::' h r C' 1 c.\ L i 0 11 S) II n d h () vJ ,., 0 u 1 d t It a t 

vacuum be fil~ed? What alternatives exist to the Joint 
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i 111 P tl C t 0 f t hi s r I 0 C C S son U n i 0 r: i 5 L ~, '!' C c· n Uw y e f fee i. i vel y b e 

involved? Ho\,: Cdn they and l'eprc s('nt.1t~ ves of the Ininol"ity 

b e b r 0 u uht i n J:, ct \v h Cl \'~ 0 u 1 d rep)' e s c n t the m 0 n a n 1\ n SI 1 0 - I I" ish 

COLI n ci 'I 'j f t h l ' l'l' C () 11 tin II c' d lob C Ii 0 fl u r U I ern Ire 1 (; 11 cl [x Q c ut i v e ? 

Is then: v.lly \,, (]j' in v/hie!: Ulliun'ist opin'ion cOlJ1c! be re-orientated 

t 0 \'1 il r d s C ~) 1'1 fed e i (1 t 1 0 n by 1 h c C IJ1 2 r 9 c nee 0 f the con d 0 m i n i u fi1 

concept from th(! r1riti5 h ~,idc? 

Item 6: The Am erican Dimen sion : 

(Discussion might be based on the them e!) set out in Ambassador 

00n10n l 5 preliminary paper which is available to participants). 

- The EEC: the role of the COnJm 'ission in the Northern Ireland 

social and econ om ic fields and in the North-South context. 

The role of the Parl 'iament. I\re th e re any possibilities in 

the EPC framework? 

- The UN: does it have any role? If so, what? 

Bilaterally: assess the perception of Irish policy in selected 

countries, notably in France and the FRG (and some other European 

and Commonwealth States). 

- Against this background, consider the relative merits of any 

attempt to I.;nternationalise ll the NOl"th er n Ireland situation. 

Are there ways in which we might try to improve foreign 

underst anding of our positi on ? Should we, for in st ance, 

consider hilving a national l1e\~s agency or an overseas 

broadca s ting system (radiO)? 

1 

1 

'I 
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Item 8: Adoption of Conclusions: 

-- -----



• Ang10-Irish Policy Review Conference 

Iveagh House, Dublin 

24th-25th August 1981 

List of Participants 

An Taoiseach, Dr. G. FitzGerald, T.D. 

An Tanaiste, Mr. Michael Q'Leary T.D. 

/ 

-. 

Minister-Designat e for Foreign Affairs, Professor J. Dooge 

The Attorney-General, Mr. Peter Sutherland, S.C. 

Special Adviser to the Government, ~l~ Alexis FitzGerald 

The Secretary to the Government, Mr. Dermot Nal1y 

Department of the Taoiseach: Mr. W. Kirwan 
Mr. M. Lillis 
Mr. L. Hourican 

Department of Foreign Affairs: Mr. A. Q'Rourke, Secretary 
Ambassador Kennedy, London 
Ambassador Donlon, Washington 
Ambassador N. Dorr, United Nation ' 

Mr. D. Neligan 
Mr. S. Whelan 
Mr. M. Burkc 

(New York) 

Mr. D. Q' Ceallaigh, Embassy Londo l 

--- ----- --- -_.----- --~ 
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