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1. I had a mesting iz, Quentin Thomas in London on lst
September, 1993. The mesting had been suggested at the last
Nally-Butler meeting by Mr. Chilcot, possibly as a way
azound the expressed reluctance of Sir R Butler to embark

on any amendrent to the draft text without formal clearance

£rom the Prime Minister

2. T began by again urging the significance of what seemed to

be on offer - a cessation of violence on the part of the
Provisionals

return, not for their traditional demand of
British withdraval at a specified time, but for a change in
the temms of the Brit

sh involvement. I said we did not
underestimate the difficulties on the British side but a

rstoric change of this proportion could not be expacted to

as helpful as

realisti.

1s or brokess,
insights we had gained to define for the British where
openings to a cessation of violence might
British themselves would have to decide on their own account

whether they wanted to follow up these potential cpening

urged strongly they should look at the ov

all balance of

the text, some of which was very helpful, and not just the

area which was problematic for them.

3. T said that for the British "to join the persuaders” for
Irish unity would take all the tricks on the nationalist

side. They had repeatedly told us that this vas impossible




ne prese:

oula adv

One possible approach for them,

to see an aavantage rather

ristical corstical approach of

in relation to self-determination.

Ireland, subject to unionist agresment. The d

haracter of

gdom of Ireland vas unqusstionsd in
British theory up to the Act of Union and vas the basis of

various Home Rule A

5. The 1921 Treaty vas

gal terms on behalf of the whole island (Belfas

included among the exempted ports on the same basis

Berehaven) with an opt-out clause for Northern

Would it be possible for the

comstitutional basis (e.g. an opl

omething on the lines of collect cternination

merely reasserted the basic legal theory which had subsisted

1€ cthere were obsta

ing the form of agreement) and then to ensure on an

operational basis a level

playing field between

aspirations, removing obstacles to a

ment etc.




possible to obtain an

the Governments might then seize that

again for new

Robin Butler had had no instructions

ing the text on *political moveme:

or had he. (Note: The British have a bureaucrat

and where "political refers to the search

ona o al developments"
relate to the three- However it was clear

4 be enshrined for example i

ch the two Gover:

future

While "self-deterntnation

titutional balance

v implication, I assume, adapted

the noeds of paragraph 4 of the other draft. Ses

copy attached)

T said as an initiel reaction I found the first sentence an




actual word

to me that

seemed to subordinate the proce

rovement. e

unionists would nesd reassurance but

the form would have to be carefully considered.

Thonas.

and that for example a formal

constitution of a new Agreemen

aocunent would

Talks proces

Thoras accepted fully that a

essation,

would transforn the situation,

political developments' even
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although he had

Position. He accepted also my point that the parallels

intergovernnental initiative rather than &

violence. While it would

ay of politica
(an aspect T
theless explore
he possibility of a text or texts, covering the ki
oints of the text

discussed in the Butler-y
apable of being used as a

ally format, but
intergovernnental do
at the Talks process and covering constitutiona:

ment aimed

therselves have argued are for decision

betwesn the Governmen
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at the future status

od on the basis of consent,
g in Ireland.

accept that Nortaern

in accordance wich

prasent wishes of a

to com

wizh the other parts of Ireland,
e

d.

ackmouledge that a supsctantial
Irsland uish for a united
ght to pursue that aspiration

e and even-handed goverament

=ion on the advice and support of

ed] (and wish to develonl.]
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