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It was clear U>m ,l„... ™” a bXspreari'.it V ” 1'”<S l’>' l!"‘ OtsillK-ison
envisaged. These may hr Slirfim.., U , ? . ., V,'s anion/.' *c members about what was 
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II was important to avoid any sense ol a "pan-nationalist front”.
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1 he work oJThe ('ommiitcc. and indeed the hoi urn generally, could not be divorced from, 
and needed to keep in step with., what was happening elsewhere. One might hope for 
sonic eonvr.ipence between such outside, developments and the Commit tcee‘s work. 
('<Hiscnsus on the kev issues was going to be difficult hoik in the 1 oruni and outside, but 
they bad to be •criou^l\ tackled What wis the position of the British Government?

Que* (ions had been miscd to which it was impossible to five answers at this time. What 
was involved was an incremental process - answers might become clearer ns we went 
alone. What was being vmbatked upon was, in a senses an update of the principles 
oHli’med in the New Ireland forum Rcpoit. Indeed, on a specific note, it wa$ suggested 
that member might m look at I he latter and consider the extent to which they were still 
k lev. mi.

i In*. diliiculHt s wojc coiny to cerjijc oji the issues of seir-didcrminauori. agreement and 
‘■orisrnL Should the Cojumim-c start with these. or should one begin with the "easier” 
r-Air . and mow pjo<ucs::’' cly to the "drtliculi"?

JniliiCfinahojniiKinnics inside the unCni.sdoy.-dki nadiiion

I lie assumption w.c that jepresentatives in the Committee would seriously engage in its 
v.orl: but ihcic was not going to be ](.)()% agreement, certainly at the outset. There was 
a need for confidence.-building (within the Committee), The experience of the New 
Ireland I 'liuin and other negotiations suggested that ope left the difficult elements 
until th-.- end

J hc-ir was a case. also for taking the icahtics first and, once those weie agreed, moving 
on to the principles. 'Morcovet. it \\w picierablc. if lhe < ’ommittce was to be workable, 
Hirn bl each I tlx J n si ;>nd olliei c:iih dialis < ;mic from the Secretariat (rather than

P. 2

X fresh look was needed at the concept of consensus within the context of sclf- 
dclcimunition. W)ial was jcquirrd Was a rolLscir;u<d)a.scd decision which everybody 
•. on id live with.

'' ' '2A1 (>I p/itc ipk'-s wiji involved' Would they be of a ncalch’a.ll/inotJierhoodf’ 
naliuc. io win J, eve.ylxJv < odd sin. np? )i S(). wjK,, w;), (be value such exe(cise 
which could he sii|R'rfki;i>‘' Went principles iimwiijilc? Reference was made to a 
• imilai npri”< Jp’cs" cxerNs. uTidcjiuken dining, the 1992 Talks Moreover, were not the 
mam priucipk. m an> c.isc already recently set out in the Joint Declaration and the 
I'ldincwml.; Doeuiucril,; W.r; then/ not a danycj that i)<c initiative, now being proposed 
might lead to a pulfim.’ back from the juincipies set out in those two documents?
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! here wa*. a cu-.e for taking blocks of related icalitics and principles together.
i )clegal if >)js should ivvx.w Hu ir initial papecs on ihu Nature of the Problem in light of 

• ul?sc<jucjil di'.i.ussif >i‘r. in the hoium.
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J he next meeting was fixed lor Friday 9 June5
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b’oRowiug this <h\xnr^io)h if was agreed that, as a next step, the Secretariat would 
produce a dull in advance- of the next meeting, fleshing oui the headings under the 
Realities section ol b/.■])(• 11 was agieed that Delegations could forward any views in 
this regard directly Io the Secretariat.

have c.-vei y j Mcpaiion tabling its own). As a first step, the Secretariat could flesh out the 
bcH(hngs listed in F?/|.)C/

runup run rc.n-.-L.
p. 3
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