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UP REQUEST FOR A MEETING WITH THE P
RIME MINISTER

UDP AND P

A joint delegation of the PUP and the UDP c
ame to see the Minister

in Castle Buildings today at 2.15 pm. Present were Mr Ervine and Mr
You

McDonald of the pPUP, Mr McMichael and Mr John White of the 
UDP.

and I were also present.

d come specifically to put forwar
d a request

bly within the next 2-2% week
s. I

tary of State with a
2 The delegation ha

to meet the Prime Minister 
prefera

if you could supply pS/Se
cre

should be grateful They said they wanted to

draft letter to No 10 for t
his purpose.

cover the following is
sues:

(a) Security Policy

in the light of the renewed 
IRA

McMichael explained t
hat

hat a strong security polic
y

eved t

he Minister as to what the
y

Gary

ivity the delegation be
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When pressed by t

Mr White explained that on on
ly two

been charged and convicted wi
th

act

was needed.

thought should be do
ne

occasions had individu
als
He thought that this could be 

expanded.
directing terrorism

.

Both David Ervine and Gary McMichael 
talked of a perceived
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slackening of the security force grip on the situation in

particular the gap in intelligence. They warned that in the

1970s when the Loyalist paramilitaries came to the fore, the

reason that they had done so was that the Government seemed

unable to deal effectively with IRA terrorism.

(b) Consent

During their meeting they would urge the Prime Minister to

reaffirm the Government’s commitment to the principle of

consent. Michael Ancram confirmed that the Government would

have no difficulty with this. With regard to the Negotiations,

sufficient consensus apg}ied and whatever was agreed would be

subject to the triple lock.

(c) Articles 2 and 3

During the negotiations the Government would need to put

pressure on the Irish government to make changes to Articlesy?

and 3 of their Constitution. The Minister confirmed that, as

the Framework Document showed, the Irish government have said

that they will change Articles 2 and 3 to be consistent with

what is agreed in the Negotiations. Mr Ervine stressed that as

Her Majesty’s Government is a participant in the Negotiations

also it should look to giving a commitment in Strand Three to

ensure that these changes are made.

(d) Substantive Negotiations

The delegation wanted to reinforce that the UDP and the PUP

should not be left out of substantive negotiations. Some

parties had been saying that it would be necessary for them to

do some initial decommissioning before entering substantive

negotiations in order to set the precedent for Sinn Fein.

Michael Ancram explained that what the Government was looking

for was a commitment from all parties to work constructively to

implement agreements on decommissioning. He asked the
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delegation how they felt about mutual decommissioning. David

Ervine said that to him the theory seemed sound enough.

Loyalists had always been reactive. If there was movement on

the political side they could react to it. Michael Ancram

stated that he certainly could see the UDP/PUP playing a part

in substantive Negotiations. Her Majesty’s Government would be

putting forward, during the decommissioning debate, what

precisely commitment would mean.

Other Matters

The delegation made other points during their meeting with the

Minister. :
L]

Al Business Committee and decommissioning

Talking about the idea floated at the plenary yesterday that

the question of how the address to decommissioning would

proceed should be referred to the Business Committee Mr Ervine

said he was dubious, although he accepted it could well be his

paranoia.that anything put forward by the UKUP or DUP would be

unacceptable. You explained that it had worked well during the

1992 Talks.

2 Prisoners

They mentioned, as before, the issue of prisoners and

specifically Andrew Hunter’s comments and the media hype

surrounding it. This led to high hopes on the part of the

prisoners and if it did not deliver the parties got the blame.

This had been reinforced by the Shadow Secretary. They

wondered if this was some policy option being floated by
 Mr

Hunter. The Minister explained that prisoners was not a matter

for him but he suspected that the Secretary of State ma
y have

He undertook to pass on their comments.spoken to Mr Hunter.
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38 Personal Protection

Mr Ervine stated that various people had need of urgent

personal protection. The Minister assured him that this was

being looked at as a matter of urgency.

4. MrErvine also explained that certain release papers were being

delayed. The reason given to him was that the Secretary of

State was busy. (Latest from Mr Kyle is that release papers

are expected but not yet received by the Secretary of State’s

Office.)

(SIGNED) .

ANGELA DULLAGHAN

PS/Michael Ancram
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