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3. As regards the Irish amendments:-

i.  the amendment to para 5 arises from discussion with
the Unionist clergyman (presumably Magee) who had
suggested a list of fundamental rights ramillar to the
Protestant community, which might appeal to those in
the North. Unfortunately Mansergh had left the list
in Dublin! At any rate, this amendment was simply a

desire to help.

the amendments to para 10 were designed, according to

Mangergh, not to brand the IRA too starkly as the only
Mansergh suggested

iil

people giving up violence.
dropping "in due course" in the third sentence but,

when I said that this would not be acceptable, he did

not press the idea.

iii. Mansergh dictated a new final paragraph, which

incorporates the idea of talks and which I have added

to the version below.

I am arranging for the Northern Ireland Office to give you advice

on the Irish amendments.

I passed on to Mansergh the remark made by Mr Molyaeaux to

4.
if it were

Mr Ancram that the Convention might be more acceptable
Mansergh, after expressing his

re-titled a “"Forum".
talk about
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Mansergh thought that the Irish might have
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increase the chances of a cessation of violence. I said that we
had a terrible Parliamentary week next week but the Prime

Minister still had an open mind both about timing in the week and

between morning and afternoon. This should be discussed between

the Prime Minister and the Taoiseach tomorrow, as should the
timing of the Irish Government’s announcement of a Convention (or

Forum) : his remarks suggested that we should open the bidding by

asking for quite a long délay. Mansergh sald that the Irish were

thinking of leaving three or four days before the Taoiseach

reported to the Dail, which he might leave until Tuesday 21

December.

6 Finally, Mansergh said that the Irish had had a talk with

=Y

Hume, which had gone very well, and they thought that there was

a good prospect that Hume would be supportive. Al TS a Ty,

[=)

Mansergh sounded pratty chirpy.

e I am copying this minute and the attachment to John Sawers
(Foreign and Commonwealth Office} and Jonathan Stephens (Northern

Ireland Office).

ROBIN BUTLER

- 9 December 1993



