gy L7

“NOV-06

J0

L4.20 Sk VK] SLR
U. UrF. =+ SUSWH) PRIV, UFF NO. 799 Pbo
12.27 EFROM- 10 DOUNM INC $T C(CF)I 10+

10 DOWNING STREET

LONDON SWIA 2AA

5 Novcinber 1996

Erom the Privatc Sccreaary

Qees Podddy s

Following our discussion last night, | attach the revised text we plan 10
send to John Hume and subsequently 0 publish. As I said, we now wish 10
move fast and would like to give Hume the [ext as soon as possible.

Publicarion could follow shortly afterwards.

You will sec that we have adjusted the text we last received from flume
in various ways to ensure it continues 1o reflect our policies, but havc tricd 10
keep changes to 2 minimum. There is a peW paragraph on what would happen
after a ceasefirc, w replace the one discussed between us carlier. Your
concerns have been taken into account. 1 trust you will be able to support the

resuit.

In sending the text 10 John Hume, we would accompany it with a lcuter
explaining further our position, making clear again that the timing of Sin
Fein's cniry IRIO pegokiations in the event of 2 ceasefire is dependent on the
words uscd and the actions which follow. We are bound to takc time 10
evaluatc any new ceasefire - paragraph 8 of the Groundrulcs makes that clcar in
any casc.

You should be awarc that chis text is the product of much consideration
here and represeats just about the limits of what we arc prepared to say. given
our overall approach. and the present circumsiances. As we discusscd, the kind
of words Hume has suggested might be used by the IRA/Sinn Fein in the event
of a ceasefire, on the qucstion of “permanence”. do not seem (o us to change
the position. And therc is no indication of any move forward on othcr ISSUCS
such as paratlel decommissioning or the consent principlc. (
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