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Magr.er, Simon Hare. Brendan Callaghan. 

~fr Fmpcv said that the UUP was proposing the establishment of a working group, which 

v.ould consist of all participants in the Plc:m.ry. The group would consider mechanisms 

requin:d lO enable progress to be made on decommissioning and would report back to the 

~es11rr.c:d Opening Plenary at the beginnir.g of September. Following a~reement on the report, 

.:·c Ple:rnry w,')uld proceed to the launch of the three Strands. The working group would then 

..:cntinue as a liaison arrangement. as the sub-committee proposed by the rv.ro Governments on 

T!1e dccom.r:-:issionin!? strand had to be put up front because there was nothing in place at the 

momC?nt. '.'Joth.ing was happening on lC?gislation. for example. Their difficulty with the 

:igenda proposed by the two Governments for the Opening Plenary was not with wording, but 

:hat Ulere would be a d1scr::par.cy between the different participants as to the mearung of what 

;i.aa bee:, agreed on eg. mechanisms for decommiss10ning. They did not want the Plcna.ry to 

~~:: c>r. ::1 nae note, .,.;,h an implosion of disagreement. The original proposal by the two 

C:ove!":"~·nenrs on 6 .!•me for an agenda for tl:e Opening Plena.ry had been that 

.::!::c,rr.::::ssionmg wouid be discussed in paraiiel with the three Strands. The UUP saw this as 

:::e:).."1..:::~ !:! ~ffect that ,.vheo L>ie three Strands got down to real business, consideration of 

Jecol1'.r.:1ss1onir.g would only be sraning. They had a political worry that if the IRA ceasefire 

,,as r:::nstatec:. S:nn Fein wouid be at the table in September. but there would be no 

:e.psl.::iGn or other arr.:nt!eme:m in pl.lee :o cover decommissioning. There was no chance of 

!-;-i;::s;ar.~n i,eiore Christmas. Ii nothing was in place when :iinn Fein joined the talks. they 

•=•: ~td ~:m~ty :,r0cr;isunace ron the issue. To see ,._dams at the table in advance of semm~ up 

:necn:1msms ·.vo,dd be 11ke the residents of the Garvaghy Road deciding on what others could 

!r. the:r view. participants hao to come lO a decision before the end of the Plenary meeting on. 

inter alia. what aecomm1ss1orung mea.nL how 1t was going to be achieved, the terms oi 



refe~ence c,f t.lie working group and what the n:m11 of the lntemauonal Body would be. To 

th.is ~ added venfic3uon that undertakings given on decommissioning were being 

honoured (what the ~ttomey-Qs;neral called quality assurance). They wanted work on these 

issues cornm1ssioned next week. •Such a programme of work could not be done 10 a iew 

days. The report to the Opening Plenary would put flesh on the: skeleton suggested by che 

rwo Governments. This was a minimalist position. A maximalist position would demand the 

..crual 9roduction of draft legislation. etc. 

The o\nome"-General said chat what was being suggested was a very substanual body of 

•,1,ork What the liUP were suggesting was a front loading of decornmissiorung, that primacy 

should be given to work on decorrunissioning and that it should be done before work started 

i,1 tlie three Strands. 

~ s:?id they had alre!!dy s9oken to the two loyalist panics on their proposals. The 

neetmgs had not been nega11ve. They had assw-ed the two parties that the UUP were not out 

co cause them difficulties. The UUP accepted that it would be impossible for the two parties 

ro hand up arms before the IRA had also done so. The mutuality provisions in the Mttchell 

Rcpor. prorected che two parties, since chose provisions meant that parties in the talks would 

:-,Cl have to do any decomrnissiorung unl!I all re!cv:int parties were in the talks. The UUP 

wanted to ha\·e furth~r discussions with the two parties, who were meeting their principals 

1ha, cve'.1.1::f:. 

Mr Oh( 1igjnn said it was difficult to see how there could be a credible decornmissiorung 

;-,,.:,c~ss ·.vhen Sir.n F~in were not participating in the talks. The loyalists were not •Nilling ro 

.. :.ke ;J::It L'i wr.:u the (.;LP were pro9osing. If Llie public saw such a huge contrivance bemg 

.:,:,nstr.!c:ed with regard to decommissioning i, would sunply not find it credible. Mr !:mpev 

saia tJm they were not expecting t.he impossible and accepted that there was a large element 

;:' lhe .:caaemic in die exercise. However. there was an expectation among their electarate 

:,~,: r,ro~ess ;:,~ mis would be made. Their mouve W1iS to ensw-e th[lt dcconumsstoning did 

1·.o: c::corne :;, .:onsrant issue m the po 1t1ca.l process. with people asking each week what was 

.\Ir (iil:~son sJ.1d that I.he c:!ecomrmss1oning "strand" currently did not have an agenaa. unli!<c 

:he three Stranas. The question was what level of paniculancy lil word~ approved 

of) the L-CP required. 



SECURE-fX :RANSM 1:::;:::; ION 

'v1r Tavlor said that in their opinion the Dl:P had changed its position on decommissioning. 

Whereas previously they had insisted that there would have to be total decommiss1oning 

before politic:i.l talks commenced. they were now willing to join in talks if a framework for 

decomm1ssiorung was set up. ~ said that the DliP attitude was not unreasonable. 

~Ir O bl liginn said that it was his view that the IJUP were the unionist party making the 

strongest demands on decommissioning. ~ said that to achieve sufficient consensus 

0n the VU P proposals. it would he necessary to get the agreement of the DUP. since the 

loyalist parties would not .1ccept ii. 

~ said that they would conunue their discussions with the British Government. 

They had no problem in speaking to the Irish side again. 
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