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| 26 November iSFﬁ

|
Prime Minister 3
| a
tnly se.{the Paper given to the Ir%sh government and M
Hu I

e briefly yesterday I read it through quickly once an
I have not had the chance to read 1{;aga1n or study it

Nevertheless it was impediately apparent tc me that| Pape
differed significantly {from the impression created by th
briefing you gave me and two colleagues on ThursdayT Th
differences concerned first, two points where therewas

secondly, matters omitted from the briqfing.

|

Thesa are not necessarily the only two differences; bu the%

direct conflict between the briefidg and the Pap?r an
i
§

Pirect conflicts

were those that were immediately apparent to me even houg
I did not have with me my notes of that briefing. I w s no
in a position to make notes of the Paper and go m
references to it today are from memory’
,  At| the briefing you said that thereiwould be an e

// statement that the reguirements of tpe legiglation
have to be met. You tﬂen set out tho§e requirements ;as
unequivocal restoration of the cease- flpe;ﬂﬁé establishing

i commitment to exclusively peaceful means, and . i

PRt s o et wa lingness to abide by {the democratic process.

However, there is no express restatemént of these reguiret
ments in the paper. When I mentlonqd this to Aepcdam(h
referred to a passing rgference to paragraphs 8 and 9 of th
White Paper and clazmed that this read into the paper al
three requirements. This attempted rescue is clearly unsus
tainable as further u;}the same page| there is an expres
statement that the only precondition to entry to talkéTis
qu:vocal restoratzon of the cease-fire. The result i
th t HMG's position is now virtually the same as that of th
Irish, namely that a }ease -fire and!sabscr1pt10n to th%

Mi chell principles suffices. |

The second difference| concerns the (first stage o% th

process to follow a cease-fire, namely meetings with the NI
at|official/ministerial fleve}.. In the priefing we were tol
these contacts would be to test the intentions of Sin
Fein/IRA. In the Paper however, the purpose of the co tact
twofold, (i) testing;the assurances}of Sinn Fein/1
L///(1 ) establlshlng confidence building measures. Last 1gh
you said that the confidence building measures would have t
be|established by Sinn Fein/IRA, This may very well bT you
i
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‘an _|indicative timeframe Is eagerly embraced, and the leading
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intention. The difficulty is that the paper does nor say
50.| Rather it hints at{the opposite. ZThe twofold purpose
suggests a two way street - a point made explicit in the
penpltimate paragraph oféthe Paper. This is then reinforced
bYthe fact that Sinn Fein/IRA are, in all their cuyrent
statements ,demanding so-called confidence building measures
with regard to prisons and the police. EThe public will in-
terpret the Paper as ofﬁerinq a trade-off. Had the phrase
been mentioned on Thursday we would have so interpreted it.
I would find it very difficult to regard the withholdihg of
thqt phrase as anythingiother than deliberate, and I{ know
that were 1 to advance publicly the explanation of the

phrfse you gave me last nightib?'would Be met with deririon.

}

- i
Mat!ters omitted ' % |

talks. Aast Thursday | ?dverted to thel point that while we
had sought a statement which defined anredible ceaaeﬁire,
Hume and the Irish Govt were seeking a different statement,
one‘dealing with the content of the talks. Your summary of
that part of the paper was very brief #nd largely consisted
of khe assertion that it/ was merely a restatement of exist-
ing policy. Much of the paper is indéed a restatement of
previous positions, but the content does differ as poted
below and the tone has also changed. | L .

sures,

!
TheLgreater part of the Paper deals with the conduct of the

There is frequent reference to confidenée building mea
role of the government|!is asserted. |These are also the
central demands that Sinn Fein/IRA is8 currently making.
Reading it it seemed to me to be a return to the pre-emptory
approach that marred theINIO letter of 6 June and led to the
lengthy procedural exchanges at Stormon%.
I could believe that Hume and the Irish would be encouraged
by the Paper and I expect that they will try to extract; fur-
ther changes. I assume that Sinn Fein/IRA have {also
received the Paper and that their current warning of lethal
consequences are designed to reinforce the Irish
Government's diplomacy.

Coﬁclusinn i

I find the whole process to intensely disappointing. {these
exchanges began with a request by us foér a definitioniof a

genPine ceasefire. This{we believed would make to easier to
deal with decommissioning. At first ypu agreed that

l
|
|

after)
the Lisburn and other bombs, the hurdles would have to be
raised. We have ended up with a weak statement iof 4
ceasefire, to which has been added many matters designed to
act as inducements to Sinn Fein/IRA. 3
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After Hume made his approach, I was assured that I woylad bq
shagwn all the relevant papers. Indee% I was told that iﬁ
wag only on that basis that Government! decided to pr’ceedw
At jone early state your language assumed that I had| see
centain papers. It has now been denied|to me that theSe was
any decision to show me the papers other than just Hefore
publication. During the}last few weeks|the Irish Govéﬁnmenﬁ
and Mr Hume have been in close contact{ and anything share
with them will have gone to Sinn Fein. Journalists have
told me that they belie‘e the Paper giyen to Hume was: with
Adams that evening. On, the other hand we were rarely of-
fered meetings., Most, if not all of the meetings that ac-
tually occurred resulted from my requests. At thosé meet-
ings we were generallyj|given only vague language and no
papers. John Holmes and Robert Cranborne can tell bf mﬁ
complaintgs about the inadequacy of the information volun-
teered. The result was|that on Monday morning the enemies
of the Union had all thejinformation available to them !hile
Ancgam was refusing my requests for information - a ¢learly
intolerable situation.

As I said to you last night, I do not think there has! baen
any| genuine consultation. I will stu@y the paper when I
can. My first impression is that it is thoroughly unsatis-

factory. As I said to ygu last night, you have ended up ac-
cepking the Sinn Fein/I agenda. Laﬁt Thursday, we| said
that you had the choice petween 85% of something or 100% of
nothing, ie pressing on with talks with' the present parties
or giving a higher priority to Sinn Fein/IRA. It appears to
me that you have preferred the latter. ;

David Trimble
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