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ADI#HS INITIATIV

|
k- POSSIBLE PHONE CALL FROM

jste and Irish officials 1in

discussions with the Tana

As ygu Know,
Belfdst [this week have established the Irish Government’s reaction
to the Jext you fentkTeahon last week. The key points are:

re is a serious

the Irish Government is convinced the

prospect of an IRA ceasefire, although they cannot given

any guarantees;

- they assess that setting a delay period of three months

Y would kill off any such prospect and would be interpreted

by Sinn Féin as a formal‘si%nal of rejection;

the Irish side could not support the\teﬁg we had given
: : s
them, in particular the three mbnth,?eriod: their advice

is that it would be better to do nothing than send a text

of this kind.
\

The Srcr tary of State and Michael;aLcramargued strongly that three
mont i was the minimum realistic period and ofqered the only basis
on whiich|we could offer a positive response tolHume. This was not
we could negotiate on, although we recognised the

ty that the two Prime Ministers might‘want to have a word.

| |
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We h}ve no clear word yet of any US response, but we need to decide

how !O respond to the Irish position, particularly in the light of a

| .
possible phone call from the Taoiseach.

Procded without Irish support?

We cduld simply tablg our own text as it stands with Hume and

procged to publication. We have to be wary that Hume/Adams, and
! this |{Irish reﬁponse, is all part of a "talk peace-wage war"

stratleqy. We /could expect widespread support at Westminster and
amond unionists for the need for at least a three month delay in

whici to assess whether any ceasefirF yas indeed unequivocal. But,
|

agajnst that:’

1= we have the firm Irish asqessment that it would lead Sinn

Féin to conclude that we have rejected the initiative. We
enge that assessment - indeed,

have| no reason to chall
g we know about the state of republican opinion

that it will in any event be extremely hard for

everythin

( " suggestb
Adams to secure suﬂport for a ceasefire;

more importantly, if we published the text we now have to
expect that the Irish Government would make clear that

|
| ‘ they did not support it, The Americans might well line up

with them. That would make it easier for Sinn Féin to

reject it, for nationalists generally to blame the British
Government for further intransigence and shifting of the

goal posts, and

even if Sinn Fein are not serious about|a ceasefire, to
publish a text which the Irish (and posgibly US)
Governments will not support hoﬁld enable the Irish and
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response, but We need to decide

We have no clear word yet of any US
the light of a

how %o respond to the Irish position, particularly 1n

possible phone call from the Taoiseach.

Proc:ed ithout Irish support?

We cquld simply tabl% our own text as 1t ctands with Hume and
procded to publication. We have to be wary that Hume/Adams, and

this |Irish reﬁponse, is all part of a vtalk peace-wage war"
stratleqy. We lcould expect widespreqd support at Westminster and
amond unioniste for the need for at least a three month delay 1n

whic‘ to assess whether any ceasefirF yas indeed unequivocal. But,

agap st that:)

essment that it would lead Sinn

i we have the firm Irish as
Jave rejected the initiative. We

Féin to conclude that we
no reason to challenge that assessment - indeed,

have }
everything we know about the state of republican opinion

suggest% that it will in any event be extremely hard for

Adams to secure support for a ceasefire;

i more importantly, if we published the text we now have to
expect that the Irish Government would make clear that
| A
they did not support it. The Americans might well line up
‘ with them. That would make it easier for Sinn Féin to
|

reject it, for nationalists generally to blame the British

Government for further intransigence and shifting of the

goal posts, and

even if Sinn Fein are not serious abqut|a ceasefire, to
publish a text which the Irish (and posgibly US)
Governments will not support would enable the Irish and
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14 have been & ceasefire 1f it

others to claim there cou
&0 taking pressure off

were not for the British position,

' Sinn Fein;

l L] ’
all of this would make it extre ely diff cult to persuade
th the ne otiations on the

Hume and the SDLP to proceed wi
basis that Sinn Féin were definitely not going to

The talks would Tup the risk of stalling,

s for the loyalift cea

|

In short, this risks giving us the worst of both worlds: no
but no Irish oerDLP support for making progress without

|
participate.
“ with consequence

gefire.

ceasqfire,

SinnIFéin. |

A delay of 23 months?

| |

our] dojective remains to nake progress 1in the talks, with or without
|

Sinn [Féin. But we need both unionists and nationalists support to

achigve that. as nationalists are concerned, Hume'’s support

him that we have made a reasonable response

As far

deperids upon hersuadine

to hw_l'nitiaﬁigg.

5 ’
fficials have recognised|the case for a delay period of four

Irﬁi o)

weeks. My Secretary of State thinks that if we were prepared to
;. )

'a period of two and a half months, je until the talks are

|
n the New Year, this\weuld be an offer which would be

reconyened 1
for the Irish Government to resist., If they are prepared to

then that makes 1t easier to attract

accegp

harde

suppo%t such a delay period,
Hume’} support and,

make urogress without them.
| T

if Sinn Féin subsequently spurn the offer, to
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|
d of three |

liberatel
t the Irish and US

onths in NI 96(10), my
y jncorporated some

|
In r(commending a delay perio
SeLrttary of State said that this de

in the expectation tha
ropm this figure. NI

4q for some flexibility.

room| for ?anoeuvre
|

1d seek to bid us down f

Govei-ments wou
he nee

Comm_nteelwere therefore warnedfof t

But, %f the Prim% Minist%r agrees that we carn go down to two and a
seek to extract SOme price from the Irish

we should seek to establish that if
n Féin still spurn 1it, then
us in makin oagress _without

In other words we would seek to agree€ with the Irish

Government that Sinn Féin would be offered this last chance to join
otiations with a delay of 2% months but, otherwise,
This would help secure our objective

n or without sinn Féin.

half %ont.;, we should
side [flor this. In particular,

f we gq [back to Hume on this basis and S1n

the Inish Government will join with

sinn}Eéin.

— e

this (goundj of neg
1d proceed without them.

talks wit
{

‘ we w-i
of makling progress 1n he

ity tﬁat the Taoiseach will ring the Prime

Against the possibll
ints to make reflecting this broad

Minister, I attach some pi

approgch.

opy attached]recorded Hume’s suggestion

etter of‘21 october i
to the PrimejMinister explaining his

that he might write a letger

conviption that Adams wan ed to stop violence for good. In itself
L] = ] r
ve think this suggestion adds little: Hume would simply be putting

J
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[
’was cerious would be a

SUmEiEVIdEHCE rom Adams imself thatne
m le; from Adams to us or to

différent matter. A letter, for exa
Humelor some other third party stating h nt that the IRA

would respond to the sort of tej: we are ta
uneqy 1v cal restoration of a Ce€ efire world be of considerable

It woqld be much easier to ar ot ignore

uthorative statement (although, possible use
ake Adams extrem

is assessne
1king about with an

que hat we could n

£ course, the
aﬁy cautious) .

valu

such\an a
lght make of it could well m

|
+ reassurance from Adams himself 1s some

from Hume carry little
likely toO get into the

example, invite

An alternative to a direc

thlrJ party quarantees - guarantees
he Irish Government se m un
Bqt we could, for
r Adams was serious about

Although

co v‘ctlon and t

.:ugi\ess of offering guarantees.

tablish Vhethe

he US Government to es
us their assessment.

laining why we fplt we could n?t ignore the

de11|-r1ng a ceasefire and to offer
they [might not have more {O go on than us, 4 positive assessment
from fthe US Government that Adams w;s genuine could be a useful

defe lee point exp
approgach.

Finallly, there|is the possibility - which we have not ruled out 1in
n and officials. Obviously

publif - of a meeting between Sinn FEl
t 1t offers the most direct

that would requlre careful thought bu
elves whether Sinn Féin is for real.

means| of assessing for our
Were,| for example, sinn Félin to request a meeting in order to offer

a ceaseffire was a serious prosTect that is

we would want to! consider carefully.

| | l
Al; of these approaches cajrry difficulties, but each offers some

reass|rances that

something

means|of est
! ablishing some] confidence that Sinn Féin is for real.

o '
]
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|

‘ i ' or Hume 1f
Any lf them could be floated with the Irish GO ernmen?
g of Sinn Féin’s

31th|r asks us what could be done to convince U

: )
serigus intent.

A COJY goes to William Ehfman (FCO) and Jan Polley (Pslélr Robin

Butl:r).
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