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original game plan for the Talks (essentlally aimed at one-sided
constitutional change to meet unionist positions, in return for
internal arrangements and a low key North South body) will not
work. Any paper tabled by the British on this basis would not
advance matters.

The second message should be that only the prospect of a much
deeper balance between the two aspirations, on the lines set out
in the Government Programme, is likely to prove wviable as a basis
for future arrangements. Since it is clear from recent unicnist
statements, including Paisley and Melyneaux at the weekend, that
the unionists will not veolunteer any movement in this direction,
it is incumbent on the two Governments to take matters in hand on
a basis to be agreed between them. If they do not, the preospects
for Talks are pocor and the alternative must be an energetic and
if possible intensified working of the Anglo-Irish Agreement.

Presentation of Summit outcome

The third point for discussion would be the presentation of the
outcome of the Summit by the two Governments. On Northern
Ireland it would presumably be a continuing commitment by the
Governments to the process of political dialogue. While
continuing contacts as far as possible with the Parties, both
Governments must recognise that the current unionist position
makes this a somewhat unconvinecing position in terms of
relaunching Talks. The presentation should therefore contain
note that the two Governments will be continuing discussions
between themselves on how best to make proqress T'{ji-.*.ﬂrn::ls a
solution. The British have hitherto been reluctant to go down
this road (which they say ralses unionist mEmar;es of the process
leading to the Acreement) but they will find it more difficult to
refuse to do so where the unionist, and particularly the DUP
position, leaves the prospect for reviving Talks with unionist
cooperation on the earlier terms of reference rather lacking in
credibility.
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n speaking notes along these lines,
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The report ¢f the Liaison Group of Friday last will follow, but
egsentially it developed the ideas set out above and drew out
British :“1ﬂ?iﬂﬁ somewhat on the proposed paper. It did not
therefore introduce any new element into the situation wich would
need to b& submitted to the Tacoisach before tomorrow' s meeting

sincerely,
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Sean O hUiginh
Assigtant Secretary
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