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PERSONAL & SECRET

NORTHERN IRELAND

Taoiseach,

Sean O hUiginn and I met Cabinot Secrotery Butler Northern
the

Icsland secretary chilcor and Quencin Thomss in Cabinet
GEtice in London "toda The meeting lasted slightly over an

said that their Ministers, following
iscussions, had concluded that they jus:

mionist opinion made a
language impossible e green

they could take because the
Unionists would ot wear 1t

At the same time, Butlor was at great pains to say that the

process was not at an end.  They see tho desire for peace about
wer g furiously on some other approach - ab

ich they were totally vague.  They had just received the

esiastical language" and would obviously be considering it

said that tine vas now so shoze ‘o would be

ossary, notice or shorter for further

elaboration. | The 2nd/3rd Decenber was fast approachin

After I had made an introductory statement, emphasising
importance of the process, and the necessity £or a ghsSt decision
Soon, Butler said that they had just received the scclesiastica
anendnents and had not time to consider them fully. They had,
Hovevez, cons'to the conclusion, folloving ssrious Considoration

at < © get to © A

wouldn't wear it. Unionist violence would take up from where
the IRA violence stopped

They said the Taoiseach had been immensely helpful and his help

< just was not on
Hune/Adans was just anathema




ROINN AN TAOISIGH e

Cimbir.

PERSONAL & SECRET

connecting up Hume/Adams
process. They
£ a

rd
emphasised, were not to say 'forget the process

then questioned how mich weight should be attached
Acchbishop zemess views or. inflsence: claded, by
Ehasising ‘again, that their position was that Jomn Hume ha
The ‘process had become tainted fataily.

We emphasised very stzongly the inpuc from paragraphs ¢
{ts"Source and ‘sald that our information was that Molyneaux rau
Tnatcated thaty whilehe souid ack Gpgoes h vowld ot ‘support -

he would "passively accept’ the approach. We said th h
should check, themselves, with their source.
After a ver: heated discussion - when our

Vitaily important that it muum el made 50 that
could seriously consider
2 tho" Taninance of 2nd/3rd Daceber.

Mr. O huiginn has a fuller note on the whole discussion.

Dermot Nally,
10 Novenber, 19!

c.c. Secrotary borr and Assistant Secretary O‘hUiginn,
Departnent of Foroion Atfaire
ary to the Government, Mr. Frank Murray.
Dr. Martin Mansergh.




Mesting in the Cabinet Office. London.

10th Novembez. 1993

ish side. He said Quentin Thomas had

with the more recent amendments

Ke personally had not had

as textual matters went

Chilcot and Nr. Thomas.

Mr. Nally suggested the meeting might concentrate on the

cent additions. The initial text was not much

but the latest additions balanced the original

he last Butler-Nally meet:
Taoiseach's formal assurances on each of the points

involved. He emphasised there was no doubt in the

aoiseach’s mind about either the question of a

time limit or quali ons on consent. The Taoiseach had
nade that clear publicly. He felt, in general, the new
adastions should not cause problems for the Republican

people. Paragraph ¢ remained the key.

L int

In a gen Auction Nally stressed that this was cthe

best chance for a very long time to put an end to the fi

absurdity of

olence. Thers would be high expectations

vested in the Pri:

e Minister's mesting on the 2/3 December.
to the

If that mesting did not produce something adequat

occasion, there would be a sense of anti-climax and only the




oula gain

nad been an

had failed to

or both

that what was nesded from the present mesting

tion that the proposal was "on' in

Once that was established the draf!

adaressed. He recalled that in his

no Sunmits had required a lot of

preparation. The next Summit was a mere three wesks away

was momentous in its potential for progress or damage.

= that reason full preparation was necessary and a firm

needed of the British attitude to the

Nally added that the Taoiseach had a strong senmse from his

wide range of contacts in Northern Ireland, including from

contacts in the majo
scolesiast:

vould be making that known.

ould be a mistake to view the IRA as

Nally added that

being on its knees. was an abhorrent organisation,

©

it could not be said that its resources had been exhausted

He stressed that time was not on our side. He ook issue

with Mayhew s notion that the December meeting was not a
Geadline and that there could be thres months for the

o B

s a final point he said that he understood ish need

%o distance themselves from the Hume-Adams label. They
Lves from

should be careful however not to distance thems

Hume. It was very important to keep Hume "on side’ so th




ned slements of aven

helpful about

sutler said the Taciseach had been immensel!

the joint statement in Brussele. However the experience

they had subsequently of the public statementsof the

untonists, and

them, had not dispelled their

with Hume-Adams was anathema to the Unionists. They had now

connected up the activities of the Taciseach with Hume-

Adans.

sh were now in the position of wanting

but despairing

dissociating it from what the unionists saw as its
provenance. Developrents of recent days had not countered,

rather intensified, that conclusion of Mimisters.

ish instinct was not to say

bilities. They

this vas the most likely route to progress

position was the same as when ho himself had travelled &

Hure had blown it.

DubLs




nessage

Q huiaing sought formal mation that

be conveyed to the I that the Brussels

unmit had not changed

0 nUiging said that the ideas
initiative were simply too big

a
. The Taoiseach and the Irish

into success or failu
Government had worked very hard for success and we had hoped

re was failure there

h cooperation. If

o have Briti

here was a unique

would be serious ze
opportunity now, related to the sxperience of a p
an movement. If the opportuni

generation in the Repud
was missed there would be a mew cycle of violence which

would last another gemeration. If it was missed i
ous questions wo

that there would be leaks. Se.

uhich vas suppo:

by leading scclesiast:

the community. The question in the Prime
was not about rejecting that, but rather how
the best prospects of success. If a way

could be found of exploiting it that vas not provocative,
Unionists had got themselves "in a
nisters

that would be better.
stew on Hume-Adans. If there was no other routs,

would judge whether they should take that risk. The




The British w

The question

made by Irish

5. Chiloot and Thomas underl
the initiative was not in

but rather was complementa.
£ a cessation of violence wers

naing: AL

e the

ed Talke would remain, but as the

en be add:
Given basic

success of the Talks would

o move in any case very similar to th
on. If that was so, it made

o cast that in a form which secured a

The Taoiseach had put a major sffort into
His efforts should be built on to securs the

4 that the particular need and emphasis of
ther than the

n might mean peace on one side

other. He recalled that there was violence on both sides.
Nally enquired whether Molyneaux had seen the Declaration i
; forn. (Butler was evasive on this, possibly because o

ality of any Privy-Coun eting)

the confiden

urged the mesting again to focus on the problem of the
Texts would probably be published and people would
at a significant oppor: .

e

Summit.

be left with the impressio

for peace had been missed

look over the cliff of the
that the

18, Butler said he &id not want to
Summit’. The present position of Ministers wa
on was so shocking to Unionists that it would

joint Declar:
not do the trick. They would report the Irish views to




Ak in an agonised way

Ministers, who were

e mesting

ard was. He suggested €

what the best

might take a look at the text.

A briet aiscussion ensusd.  Nally pointed out

thought the Declaration would work. Nally stressed again
that the Declaration was different from Hume-Adams

o initiative was worthwhile
ish would

evelopment. The
emselves have an opportunity to check out at first hand
the matter were.

The prize on offer required political courage.

Chilcot accepted that the test had to be one raf
rudeing acquiescence’ for Unionists. He recal
when Mayhew had made his Coleraine speech, he had sh
azound and got grudging acquisescence, and amber and

lights. When there was an adverse reaction, the pecple
1luding Eanes ?) had reacted

concerned (presumably i

seorently.

Q huigion reverted to Nally's point on the imminence of the
Summit. The Taoiseach had undergome considerable risk to
ter from any political risks while he
1f he vas not in fact

protect the Prime Min
was travelling towards this goal.
e goal, that was a different matter.

travelling tovards
There was a danger of a major policy difference between the
w0 Governments, such as had not happensd since the Anglo-

Irish Agreement. If the potential for peace was not




There was some further discussion on the text. Nally

explained the various changes whi 4 been made. The

British side made clear that they would need United Kingdom

himself. The conversation reverted to whether ¢

Archbishop Eames best view of what should be said
was moze than a

There

nt in British comments th:

Archbishop

Eames was somewhat opportunistic and not entirely reliable

Nallv again said that the most that Unionists could be

Cooract 900 0 ‘Tl

laration. The fact that Archbishop

oth

were willing to do so was highly signif

Since the various comments made on the text seemed &
confirm that the Br

tish were not seriously contemplating
using it, the discussion again reverted to more general

issues.  The Irish side stressed the danger of a wide gap
in the views of the two Governments, the dangers that the

taries could be bemeficiaries of that, and the need

ation at the Summit.

The British side raised the question of the Talks process
They enquired whether the Irish side would, as indicated, be
putting forvard a paper. The Lrish side said the Governsent




here was no wish

sbout the conversations

tuation where one had disappeared off the

e other was left. The question of a pap

would have to be considersd afresh by the Irish Governme

e conclusions they would draw from

in the light of

Chilcot said that, to address the hypothesis that the
Declaration was not used for the Summit, it was worth

recalling that when the Prime Mi,

tor saw Hume, the lat

had not been fixated on any particular date in the calendar.

That was an ast

Provisionals kept coming back. There was of course the
anger of generational change and a new ruthless leadership
that had already

happened. That was getting more and more important for the

on the IRA side. On the loyalist side

British side, quite irrespective of alliances in tl
the Irish side had sarlier h

of Commons (vhic a would be

seen as the key factor)

Chilcot said Hume had not been hooked on the 3rd December.
British appreciation of the work the

of aiffioulty,
eaked out "some of the strain of managing Hume would be

down to the British side







