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- • d al with this complex issue, we believe that we
Despite the short time we were given to e 

• • d • • ht to enable us to meet our remit.
have been able to obtain enough mforrnat1on an mstg 

In addition to asking us to provide an independent assessment of the decommissioning

issue, the Governments asked us to answer two specific questions:

• bi thod for full and verifiable (1) "to identify and advise on a swtable and accepta e me 

-
1 ·t ent on the part of those indecommissioning; and" (2) "to report whether there 1s a c ear comnu m 

possession of such arms to work constructively to achieve [their removal from the political

equation.]" 

We answer as follows: 

( 1) [Insert here language to respond to first question; draft to be provided by General de

Chastelain.] 

(2) We cannot answer the second question without reference to timing. That is because

we have concluded that there is a clear commitment on the part of those in possession of such 

arms to work constructively to achieve their removal from the political equation as part of the 

process of all-party negotiations but not as a prior condition to such negotiations.

We believe that a decommissioning of arms will not occur prior to all party negotiations.

That was the view of the vast majority of the organizations and individuals whose views we

received. It was the unanimous and vehemently expressed view of the representatives of the

political parties closely associated with the paramilitary organizations on both sides.2 Most

2 We did not communicate directly with paramilitary organizations. On the Loyalist side,the representatives of the political parties with whom we spoke represented to us that they werespeaking authoritatively on behalf of the paramilitary organizations on the issue of decommissioning of arms. On the Republican side, representatives of Sinn Fein answered "No"when asked if they were speaking authoritatively for the Irish Republican Army on the issue of
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