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MEETINC WITH UIM STEINBERG: US REACTION TO AIDE KEMOIRC ON MEETINGS
WITH SEIN FEIN

1. 1 called on Jin Steindsrg whis evaning. Hary Ann Peters
sat in.

2. Steinberg said that the U§ were ‘very positive’ about the

propozed initiative to get the talke mov ng. He had only two
tacticel questions:

a) On the mention of € waqks. Yas it tactically wirze to say this
§0 starkly? From the Unionist point of viay it might be seen as a
provocation. From Sein FPain’s point of view it might alec be
difficult, since they are asking for Armadistna access to the talks
once a cease-fire is declared. Wasz there ROt a case for aseuring
them of six weeks in private, while settiing on a public
formuiation which would enadble tham to argee that things were
poving immediately? There wvas halpful stuff in the aide memoire
about things which ¥Quld happen as scon as a cesse-fire vas
declared (ie. Ministerial meetings, other meetings in Castle
buildirge, and accesa to an offica). Explicit reference to “six
weeks" would take the spotlight off these concessions. It would
inevitably be the main focus of press attention, perhaps
unhelpfully. (I see now from John Holmes’ Rext Steps letter, just
In, that Mary Ann Peterz made a similar point to him. But they are
still worrying at it - 3nd I see some force in their argument.) .

b) Decommissjioping. Steinbery wag worried that the whole
initiative could shipvreck on the issue of dacommissioning if this

had not been resolved with the Irish in advance. I aaid that we

were doing our best but that it was difficult to tie-: %the Irish '
down while they were absorbed in coalitiom-buildaing. We believed ‘
that we were now clogse to agreemsnt with ouwblin. We were now

bringing Trimble, too, into the picture on decommissioning, and

hoped he could sign up to the latest approach, (I explained to Jim
Steinberg, incidentially, the changa to the aide memoire baing
suggeated Dy the Irish, referring to " the compromise approach to
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decoumissioning suggested by Mitchell® xather than “parallel
decommissioning as recouménded......").

3. What, asked Steinberg, did we now want tha US to @07 1
suggested three things:

- First they could weigh in behind ths British initiative, putting
maximum pressure on Sein Fein.. BSein Fein needed to be pursuvaded
that we were serious about bringing them in or pr ing without
them. We were bending e&s far &s wa posaibly could to accomodate
them, and perhapg further than was politically wisae, vis-a-vig the
Unionists. If thig aid not dring a cease~fire the US would know
that no cease-fire had been on offor sincs February iast year, and
that Sein Fein’s packaging as a * pnrtx of peacs” was & shas. Jim
Steinberg said that the US would certainly exext all the pressure
they could. He had already spoken psracnslily to Sain Pein to pase
on the message which ths President had promised the Prinme Hinister
that the US would deliver. He assured ms that he had done =0 in
stark terms. Sein Pein, he seid, had tahon it on the chin, not
seeking to defend themselves or to axcuso the latest IRA violence.

- Second I suggested that the US might dangle 2 carrat of thelr
own. They could assura Sain Feim that if a ceass-fize was
declared its leaders would be able to vinit the US, svien bafore
the multi-party talke resumed with Sain Pein at the tabie.

~ Third I said wve would appreciate help and advice an managing
opinion on the Hill. The Administration’s cwm public yeaction to
the PX’s statement would help shape Congressionsl thimking. The
secretary of State was also thimking of key
Congressmen. Whom should she call, ané when? Stelobery otrIongly
advised that any such calls should be 3ade the Prine
Minister spoke (though it could be very shertly fere, to raduce
the risk of leaks). A short call ahead of the statement would gain
ten times more credit than & loRg one arter the event, He
suggested calls to Kennedy, Dodd, Gilman, and Ring. 1If the
Secretary of State could not hareolf maks these calls mke night
give the Ambassador guthority to maks thau on her behalf.
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