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LETTER FROM THE TAOISEACH

Your minute of 8 September to Robin Butler asked me to provide a
draft reply to the Taoiseach’s Secret and Personal letter of

7 September to the Prime Minister.

I now attach a draft. This takes account of the meeting that
Robin Butler and I had with Dermot Nally and Sean O hUiginn on

10 September following the Intergovernmental Conference that day,
and further conversations over the weekend at the British Irish
Association Conference in Cambridge between my Secretary of State-
and myself and Martin Mansergh, the Taoiseach’s Special Adviser on
this subject. You will want to look at the draft again, I

suggest, in the light of the Prime Minister'’s meeting tomorrow

with John Hume.

I will use the occasion of this letter, if I may, to note the key
points of the meeting that Robin Butler and I had with Nally and
O hUiginn on 10 September. They were these:

(i) Robin Butler reported the Prime Minister’s wish to be
constructive in responding to the Taoiseach, but
emphasised our clear judgement that the present text
would not run as it stood. We would continue to
provide views on the key issues and difficulties and
suggestions on how the initiative might be made
acceptable. We were not able to suggest textual
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amendments at this stage. However, we suggested that
the Thomas/O hUiginn Liaison Group which was tasked at
the IGC to address a joint framework document for
political talks could usefully (in its margins)
consider wording for that purpose which might also be
relevant to the key difficulties in the Joint
Declaration text;

Nally said he had told the Taoiseach that the British
response had been constructive. The Taoiseach now
wished to come to a conclusion on whether the
initiative could go ahead since time was not on its
side. Nally then analysed the elements of the
position of the two Governments as he saw them;

Robin Butler pointed out the fundamental political
questions which remained unresolved, in particular
surrounding the British guarantee and the consent
principle, and the connected issue of
self-determination. The Prime Minister wished to
react positively but the present text did not meet
HMG’s needs, and if the initiative was to prosper
there must be changes in it. The work should not wait
for the next Summit, hence the British suggestion of
using the Heads of the Liaison Group for this purpose
over the next 4-6 weeks;

the meeting noted that John Hume would be raising the
question of his own talks with Adams. O hUiginn
reported that Hume was at the point of deciding
whether to wind up those talks and if so on what
basis, or press on. There might be a risk of Hume
announcing that he had reached agreement with Adams
and offering both Governments publicly the outcome of
that work (perhaps in the form of something close to
the 7th and superior though still unacceptable, text
of the JD);

Nally and O hUiginn emphasised the Taoiseach’s view
that peace was possible through this initiative, and
that substantive progress and settlement in the talks
process could only follow the achievement of peace
(and would be much helped by it). I said that HMG
believed that the talks process was the first
priority, as agreed by the Irish Government at the
Intergovernmental Conference earlier that day and
emphasised in the Joint Communiqué. But there was no
need to make a choice at this point. Our suggestion
was that work with the Irish Government on a joint
framework document could serve both the talks process
and the changes in the Joint Declaration text which
would be necessary before the latter could become
acceptable to HMG.
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