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HUME/ADAMS: SELLING ANY TEXT TO THE UNIONISTS

If we do reach ultimately reach agreement with the Irish on a passage
on "entry conditions" for incorporation in the Hume/Adams text we
will inter alia need to consider how best to present the whole
package to Unionists. Realistically, of the three main Unionist
parties, we can expect nothing but trenchant criticism from the DUP
and UKUP and the height of our ambition is probably to secure
grudging acquiescence from the UUP. We must not, however, forget the
two Loyalist parties whose support for, or acquiescence in, the way

we intend to proceed could also be crucial.

238 As to the UUP we face an uphill task. They have made it clear
publicly and privately that they want the talks process to continue
without Sinn Fein and that they are looking for entry conditions to
be imposed which could never be met by Sinn Fein short of a total
transformation in the outlook of the Republican Movement. While they
have signalled a potential readiness to adjust their position on
decommissioning if the barrier to Sinn Fein entry was sufficiently
high, I have detected no readiness on their part or, indeed,
politically, any scope to move away from their paper of 30 September
in any other circumstances.
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HUME /ADAMS TEXT: SELLING POINTS FOR UNIONISTS

Hume /Adams

518 No negotiation. Simply a restatement of existing positions.
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role in relation to the Independent Commission when it is
established. [These proto-Commissioners could work with the
proposed committee and with the two Governments' technical
experts to make rapid progress on, for example, drawing up
possible decommissioning schemes, so that there is no further

delay on this score once the legislation is enacted.]
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