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POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS 

1. PUS was g rate ful.·to you and to Mr Reeve fo r calling on him this 

mornlng. Thi s note summarises the conclusion s of the di s cussion. 

2. It was felt that there was a spectrum of p ossible po l it ical 

arrangements for Northern Ireland with compl ete power-sharing at one 

end and unfettered majority rule at the other. Any arrangement would 

occupy a point on this spectrum; if there was to be a strong Anglo

Irish dimension the emphasis might be more on direct rule to tempt 

the Unionists in and if the Anglo-Irish aspec t were to be played 

down the balance might have to swing more towar ds power-sharing to 

accommodate the SDLP. A common framework wi t h a strong 'participating' 

element migh-t be evolved which would encompass both var iant s and of 

which the boundaries would need to be define d before detailed 

negotiations could be entered into. 

3. One possibility would be to have an elec ted Assembly along the 

present lines from which functional committees for transferred 

matters could be chosen on a proportional basi s . Cha irma ns hip would 

also be held in proportion to party strengths in the Ass e mb ly and 

executive powers would rest with the chairma n -in-commit tee . The 

Secretary of S-tate and the UK Ministers coul d oversee th i s structure, 

with another UK Mini ster for security and fi n a ncial strategy_ There 

would be problems not least over lines of ac coun tabil ity a nd such a 

structure might be best instituted for a tr i al period. 

4. There would need to be an "appeals tribun a l" which would advise 

the Secretary of State on issues where deci s i on s could not be reached 

within the system; a formal procedure ~ould have to be evolved whereby 

the Assembly might be able to refer formal maj ority and minority Vlews 

for resolution. Such a tribunal might be on a SO/SO Unionist/ 

Nationalist basis: it was · noted that this might on recent indications 

be acceptable to the DUP. 

5 . The Assembly might have powers to initi ate 
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m - t pass through its stages at Stormont and then be ~ referred to 

Westminster fo r negative resolution. 

6. Mr Reeve wa s invited to draft a paper outlining such a model and 

illustrating it b y describing how the London derry name-ch a nge issue 

would have been processed. Mr Abbott's Divis i on would no doub t be 

able to aS6is t . The model's relationship to t he 1982 Ac t would need 

to be brought OU4 a s would the fact that the f ramework woul d have to 

be strong enough to cope with tensions and t e mporary walkouts. The 

paper shoula a lso draw on what the NI partie s might be p repared to 

commit themse lves to. 

7. It would be helpful if the paper could be circulated In draft 

form by the end o f next week. 

S A MARSH 
PS/PUS (B) 

11 July 1984 
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