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r Prime Minister, !
i

{
i

e briefly yesterday. | I read it thrbugh guickly once an
ave not had the chance to read it agaln or study it.
ertheless it was immMediately apparent to me that Papej

nly saw the Paper given to the Irish government ind Ma

fered significantly from the impression created by th
efing you gave me and two colleagués on Thursday. Thq
ferences concerned first, two points where there was
ect conflict between the briefing and the Paper anq

ondly, matters omitted from the briefing. - |
|
t

irect conflicts

the
Fej
is;
(i
you
be

se are not necessarily the only two differences; but theJ

ediately apparent to me even hough
id not have with me my notes of that briefing. I was notl
a position to make notes of the Paper and $0 my
erences to it today are from memory.: i !

the briefing you sajid that there would be an eipresg
tement that the requirements of the legislation would
e to be met. You tﬁtn set out those requirements as an
quivocal restoration pf the cease-fire and establishing a
itment to exclusivély peaceful means, and showing a
lingness to abide by the democratic process. A [
: i ;

there is no express restatement of these reéuirej

hen I mentioned this to Ancram hae

erred to a passing reference to paragraphs 8 and 9 éf thd
te Paper and claimed| that this read into the paper all
This attempted rescue is clearly unsus-

is an expres

to talksi!is an

quivocal restoration}of the cease-~-fire. The result is
t HMG's position is npw virtually the same as that ¢f thé
sh, namely that a dease-fire and subscription to th

chell principles suffices. f

second difference|concerns the first stage of th
lcess to follow a cease-fire, namely meetings with the NI
official/ministerial [level. In the briefing we were told
.se contacts would be to test the intentions of Sin
n/IRA. 1In the Paper however, the purpose of the contact
twofold, (i) testing [the assurances of Sinn Fein/IRA an
) establishing confidence building measures. Last inight
| said that the confidence building measures would have ta

established by Sinn Fein/IRA. This may very well bﬁ your

i

f
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int
sSO.

suggests a two way
penyltimate paragraph of jthe Paper.

b

sta
wit
ter
bee
I w
tha
th
phr

Mat!

The| greater part of the Paper
taérs. Last Thursday 1 hdverte

ha
H

in

Th

onel dealing with the co ‘tent of the talks.
that part of the paper was very brief and largely con

of |the assertion that it was merely a

prigious positions, bu
beﬂ

ntion. The difficulty 1is that the paper does nos say
Rather it hints at jthe opposite. ‘The twofold purpose
street - a point made explicit in the
This is then reinforced

he fact that Sinn Fein/IRA are in all.thgir current
ements demanding so- alled confidence bulld1gg measures
regard to prisons a d the police. The public wil)l in-
ret the Paper as offering a trade-off. Had the-phrése
mentioned on Thursday we would have sO 1n§erpretgd it.
uld find it very difficult to regard the withholdifhg of
phrase as anything|other than deliberate, and 1! know
were I to advance|{publicly the explanation of the
se you gave me last gight, 1 would be met with derision.

ers omitted

deals with the conduct ok the!
d to the point that while we!
d a credible ceasefire,
fferent statement,
Your summary of
sisted
restatement of exist-
Much of the paper is indéeed a restatemeht of;
the content does differ as hoted
& )

w and the tone has a}so changed. '
|

re is frequent referepce to confidence building measures,!
indicative timeframe fis eagerly embraced and the lgadin
e of the government|is asserted. . Thege are also the
tral demands that Sinn Fein/IRA is currently making.!
ding it it seemed to jne to be a return to the pre-enptor
roach that marred the NIO letter of 6 June and led to th%

gthy procedural exchapges at Stormont. ,
_ |

sought a statement hich define C
and the Irish Govt were seeking a di

policy.

ould believe that Hume and the Irish would be encourage
the Paper and I expect that they will try to extract fur
r changes. 1 assyme that Sinn Fein/IRA have! also
eived the Paper and that their curreént warning of letha
sequences are designed to reinforce the 1ris

ernment's diplomacy.
{

clusion H

ind the whole proces$ to intensely disappointing. . thes
hanges began with a request by us for a definition of
uine ceasefire. This we believed would make to easier t
1 with decommiseionifg. At first you agreed that jafte
Lisburn and other Hombs, the hurdles would havelto b
sed. We have endéd up with a weak statemernt! of
gefire, to which has|been added many matters designed t
as inducements to Sinn Fein/IRA. :
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At pne early state gou 2 nie
certain papers. It has now been . k

any decfif%n to show me|the papers other than just before
publication. During the |last few weeks the Irish Goverpment
and| Mr Hume have been iq close contaqt~and anytthg s‘ared
with them will have gone to Sinn Feiln. Journa11stsih§ve
tol the Paper given to Hume was!with

tuallly occurred resulted
ings we were generally |giv
papers. John Holmes and Ro
complaints about the inadequacy of ] 2 2
teered. The result was|that on Monday morning the enemies

of
An
in

As
an
of
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" t i wouid be
r Hume made his approach, I was assured tha _
all the relevanri’:p ptper's. Indeeg; g “ﬁlse dtot%:)d pti‘h ‘; :it

i vernment dec oceed,
only on that basis hat Go umed that T had |seen
d to me that there was

s that evening. On _ X

d meetings. Most, if not all of the meetings that ac-
from my requests. At those

en only vague language and no

bert Cranborne can tell of my

the information vblun-

believe
me that they belil #the other hand we were rarel%lof-

he Union had all the|information available to them while
am was refusing my requests for information - a clearly
olerable situation.

"
I said to you last njght, I do not think there has been
I have been put in a position

genuine consultation and ! :
being contaminated by a process over which I had ng dis-
bviously this creates problems for the

able influence. O

ure. ! ‘
: |

i11 study the paper when I receive a copy. My imprgssioﬁ

ter with it is that it i

m yesterday's brief] encoun . ‘
As I said to you last nighg. YO
iu are

roughly unsatisfactory.
e ended up accepting the Sinn Fein/IRA agenda: y

eady offering them mogt if not all their demands.

that you had the choice betweén 853
nothing, ie pressing on with italk
or giving a higher priority td Simn

t Thursday, we said
something or 100% of
th the present parties
n/IRA.
is very disappoint that you appear to prefer the 1a§ter.
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