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INTER-DEPA..RTM:ENTA.L UNIT ON NOETHEHN ll~E JJil\TD - -----·---------- ------------------·---
POLICY ON NORTHE:RN JT-\,E LA~TI 

DJ.SCUSSION PAPEH NO. 5. 

!i~oti.ated Hepar~~i.tion of Northern Irelan~l 

A. ORIGIN OF Pl~.PEH 

1. At their meGting on 18th July, 1974, the Government decided that the 

Inter -Departmenta-l Unit on Northern Ireland should undertake detaUed 

stuches of the i mpli.cati.ons of negotiated independence for Northern Ireland 

and of negotia ted repartition . This paper dea ls with negotia ted repartitior.. 

Neg·oti.ated 'independence is cons-idered in Discus s ion Paper No. 4 . 

B . DEFINITION 

2. Negotiated repar'li.tion is interpreted as meaning the di:J·i.sion of the presc·wt 

area of Northern Ireland as a r esult of negotiations, Vilith one pa rt of the 

divided area being integrated with the RepubHc and the r ema'i.ning a r ea bein~: 

constituted as an independent state of Northern Irela11d or continuina as P'="'-l't 
"' -

of the United Kingdom . 

3 ~ Tl1.erc see1n s l-ittle lJOsslbtlit~{; on p:eese11t iJ1clication.s , becau~se of the lack. 

of t rust between the two communities , that rena.rtition could ernerae as an 
c ~ 

agreed settlement without the prelude of large scale 1ri.olence. H.eparti ti.on 

seems more likely to be adopted as a solution followi.n<,:;- la rge -sca b inter­

communa l violence in the wake of British discmgagement. It seems li.l:cly 

that such a dis engag·ement would be tota l and, the:rc=;forc, that the re~i.dval 

area would constitute an independent state -- although there are oU1er P?.ssib:t.c 

forms of s ta tus such as thos e of the Is le of Man anci of the ChaEnel Is l:=tnds . 

It is concGivable , however > that repa rti.tion could come about, fol1.0wing 

negotia tions, with the agTeernent of all the major pa rti.es concerned, agains t 

a background without es cala ti.on of violence beyond its cur rent level. In 

this case, the r esidua l area cou.ld either be cons tituted as an independent 

sta te or continue as part oJ the United JG.ngdom. we have had regard, in 

our examination of negotiated r epartition to both these ways in which i t could 

come about. 

C. A'I'TIT1JDES TO NEGOTIATED REPAH.TITJ:Ol--T 

Support for neqoUated repar tition 
... ~-~ 

4. Attitudes to neg·otiated rep':lrtit-ion as a possible outcome to the Northern. 

Ire land problem have not, in general, been made explicit. No r eference 

has been madG to it by r epresentatives of the British Gover nment in any of 
di.scus::.-::ions helr1 over the la~;t year. 
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INTER-DEPlillTMENTr'\L UNIT ON NORTHEI~N Il"\,E LA J\Tl) 
-----.--.---.--"-"---,----------~--,---.----

POLICY ON NOETIiERN TB-ELA.ND 

DISCUSSION PAPER NO. 5. 

!ye<]Otiated Repartition of Northern. Irelan~! 

A . ORIGIN OF PL\.:PER 

1. At their meet i.ng on 18th J uly, 1974, the Government decided that the 

Inter-Departmenta l Unit on Northern Ire land should undertake detaHcd 

s tudi.es of th(! i mpl:icabons of negotiated independence for Northern Ireland 

and 0:[ negotia ted repartition. This papel' dea ls with negotiated repartition . 

Negotiated independence is considered in Discus s ion Paper No. ·1 . 

B. DEFINITION 

2. Negob ated repartition is interpreted as meaning the di.'J"ision of the pre:::: ed: 

area of Northern Ireland as a result of neqotiatLons , wi.th one part of the 

divided area being integrated with the RepLlblic and the r emainirllj a rea bein~f 

constituted as an Independent. ::::tate of Northern Irela;ld or continuing as pO!.l't 

of the United Ki.ngdom. 

3" There SeelTIS little possi bility'; on present indications , becai].se of the lack 

of trust between the two communiti.es , that repartition could emerge as an 

agreed settlement without the prelude of large scale violence . RepartiUon 

seen)s more likely to be adopted as a solution following large -seal;:! int,,1'­

communal violence in the wake of BriUsh discmgagement. It se8ms liJ:cly 

that such a disenrJagement would be tota l. and, then:;Ioro , that the re~i.dual 

area would cons titute an independent state -. a lthough there are otllor po.sSib~c 

forms o[ s tatus s ueh as those of the I:::: le of Man and of the Chan.nel Is lands , 

It is concetvable, howover, that ropa rtitiol1 could come aboClt , fol1G wing 

negotiations, wi th the agreement of all the major pa rties concerned, against 

a background without escalation of violence beyond its current level. In 

this case, the r esidua l area co uld either be constituted as an independent 

state or continue as par t of the United Kingdom. We have had regard, in 

our examination of negotiated r epartiti.on to both these ways i.n which it could 

come about. 

C . ATTITTJDES T O NEGOTIATED REPARTITION 

Support for neqotLated repartition 
.. ~-~--

4 . Attitudes to neg otiated rep'HUt-ion as a possi.ble outcomo to the Northern 

Ireland problem have not, in general, been made explicit. No reference 

has bc;en made to it by representatives ofU1e Briiish GoVer nrllcnt in any 01 
di.scuc;::.~ i.ons held over the 12o,; t year. 



5. It is conceivable that where they ,,;l.rere unable to obtain their fi.rst prefcrenc:;::.s 

and whore 1.t appeared mlli.l-cely that Ca tholic aqroomont could be expected to 

an independcut sLate covering an the present territory of Northern Ireland, 

some loyaHsts might favour repartiti.on as a :form o:f settlement whi.ch wonld 

give them an opportLmity of exorcisi.ng :full control. 

6. 'The SDLP has deClared, as pa rty policy, its opposition to any repartition buJ 

there are differences within the party in the degree of hostiJ.i.ty to tl1e ·i.dea. 

Some elements , representing· areas in the west of Northern Ireland, are 

prepa red to accept repartiti.on as an outcome in some circumstances . 

Members and leacle~r:s of the party in the eas t of the area could be expected to 

oppose i t. Where thi.s fo:'m of settlement was proposed in negoti.aUons 

followi.ng violence or where, in discussions conducted in a peaceful atmosp~1e1·, 

it seemed the least dangerous opUon avaUable for Ca tholics in areas Ji.kely to 

be integrated with the Republic , differences wahin the pa rty could become 

acute . 

7. It seems very likely that the IT\-A - or at least some elements \Jili.thin. it - ViJcmlc~ 

not accept repartition as a 1egi.timato cons ti.Luti.o:1.a l settlGment. If i.t came 

about as a res ult of nogoUations in the wak~ of civil war in Northern IrclD-"1d, 

however, they might not a.:::ti.vely resis t ·it for some time, for lack of cap&.biliL:· 

to do so. 'The extent to which they could mount a ca mpaign of violence, 

dcsi.g·ned to vvreck any repartition settlement, either at the outset or after 

some time, would depend to a large extent on the attitude of the minority in t>.: 

r esidual Northern Ire;land area. 

8 . We considGr it unli.kely that the British Government would favour a fo_rm of 

neootia ted r eparti.ti.on in which the ar ea not ceded to the EGpublic would 
v . .· 

r emain pc:trt of the UnHed Kingdom. They would pr obably seG an area li.ke 

this , includi.ng the Belfas t area, as containing the seeds of fur ther violence 

unless there was a very large population movement whicb would be unlikely 

t o take place voluntarily i.f the area were to r emai.n U11der Wes tminster 

juris di.ction. 

LGqal and oconsti.tutional aspeds 

constituted 
9 . If the res idual area werejJ.s an independent s tate, the outline o.f legal and 

constitutional aspects given in Discussion Paper No. 4, i.n r ela t:i.on to 

- ? .... -

5. It is conceivable that where they W'ere unable to obtain their fi.rst preferenc::;.,> 

and where it appeared unJi),ely that Catholic agreement could be expected to 

an i.ndep(mdent s Late cov(: ring all the present territory of Northern Ireland, 

some 10yaH,;ts mi.ght favour repclrtiti.on as a form of s ettlement whi.ch would 

give them an opportuni.ty of exorcis i.ng full control. 

6. The SDLP has declar(~d , as party policy, its oppos ition to any repartLti.on bLlt 

thero are differences within Ul.e party in the degree of hostility to the idea. 

Some elements, representing· areas i.n the we:3t of Northern Ireland, are 

prepared to accept reparti.tion as an outcome in some circumstances . 
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acute . 

7. It seems very likely that the lI-<A - or at least some elernents wi.thin it - WO L1le.: 

not accept repartition a~; a leg-iJima te cons iHutioC}a l settlement. If it came 

a bout as a result of negotiations in the wake of ci.vE war in Northern Irelo.nd., 

however, they might not adi.ve ly res is t it :[01' some time, for lack of capabili~:' 

to d o so . The extent to which they could mount a campaign of vi.olence, 

deSigned to wreck any reparU.tion settlement, eUher at the outset or aHer 

some time , would depend to a large extent on the attitude of the minority in t~jC 

residual Northern Ireland area . 

8 . We consider i.t unlikely that che Bri.tish Government would favour a fO,rm of 

negotia ted repadi.ti.on in whi.ch the area not ceded to the I-\,epublic would .. 

r emain part of the United Kingdom. They woe,ld probably see an area like 

this , i.ncluding thG Belias t area, as coni:2.ining the seeds of furthe:c violence 

unless there was a very larg () population mo vement whicb would be unlikely 

to take pla ce voluntarily i.f the area we:::-e to remaj.n under Wes tmi.nste r 

jurisdi.ction. 

V ooal and ocons ti.tuti.ona l aSDed s 
, ) _.. -.-~--

constituted 
9 . If the resi.duaL area were jas an independent s ta te , the outline of legal and 

cons titutional aspects given in Discussion Paper No. 4, i.n rela tion to 
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negoti.atod "independence for the full six counties , would apply generally. 

I.f the res i.dual area r emained I.J:J.rt of the United Ki.ngdom with ~~_facto 

acceptance by us , the le(jal and cons titutional pos ition vvould !Je the .~:;a me cts 

that at present appJyi.ng in relation to Northern Ireland as a whole. Howe-_,8:. 

agreement in negotiations on a repartition of this sort might be cond:iti.ona l 

on the Gover nment here agn:~e i.ng to promote amendments to the Cons ti.tuho:~ 

in r elation to the status of Northe:cn Ireland~ although the Sunnin9da le 

declaration might suificc. 

10. The likely degr ee of domestic support wi.thi.n the Republic for ne(pti.ated 

11. 

repartition i s a matter for poHti.cal assessment. However 1 t11e follo\:vinq 

cons ideraticm v;ould pr0bably be elements in any pubhc discussion of the 

matter :-~ 

• a view that repa rt:i.Eon vJou.ld bring the coLmtry nearer to eventual 
uniiy tha n i.ndepende.:J.c:e foT the full s ix count ies 8.rea. ( 0~1e 
grmmd for Lh"is m·J.ght be a belief that the r esidual area would be 
too small to be econorni.caJ.ly viable - the v3..lidity of this view is 
questi.onable as the r esidua l area could well be economic2...lly 
stronger than the s ix counties area as a whole . The 
pr incipal dcte:cmi.n8..nts of viabHi.ty are Ukely to he the genesis of 
the residual s t2.te and the degree of consensus and sta!JUi.ty 
wHhiJ1 H). 

a view that, i.f the residua l area rema~_ned a pa r t of the Untied 
Kingdom1 the ·partiti.on cf IrelanJ. as a whole would be cemented, 
on the qround that Lhe res idnal area would have a mor e homogcn­
eow3 population, with a larger populati.on of Protes tant ru1i.on:l.sts , 
especia lly H there wore sigr;_ifiu:mt population movement ; 

concern a t the eHects on those involved and the s Ltbs tanttal cos ts 
to the Republic if there were widespread movc:ment of populaUon 
and fi.nancial a id were to be gi ven to those affected ; 

what had happened dn:ri rHJ a period of widespread inter--commuria l 
violence, where th-LS preceded any r epartition . 

D . GUAR-ANTEES FOR MIJ\JOl\.ITY 

What is said on this s ub ject in Discussion Paper No. 4 in rela tion to 
r es idual area was cons tituted as a n independent stale . 

negotiated independence for the full s i.x counti.es areet w~mld apply where U: c-: 1 

However, wher e negoti.ations took pla cG in the wake of la rg·e -scale violence 

they would be heavily infl llenced by the rela tive mi.litary s trengths and 

successes of the contending pa r ties .· However , it cc.E probably be ass urned 

tha t if the loyalis ts were able to mainta in their positi.on in the res idual are2. 

they would not be di.s posed to give muc:h in the way of g·ua rantees to the 

minority community . The other parties to the negotiati.ons might be 

able , nevertheloss , to secure certa in. mi.ni.mum gua r antees i n the are8. of 

human and civi.l r ights . Thc;rc would be litUe prospect, bov;eve r> of 

r eserving minimum percentag-es of places i.n ·institutions of s tate for t he 

minority or of socu:ring pov;cr-sh.ari.ng i.n GCJvernmenL 
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negoti.ated i.ndependence for the full six counties , would apply generally . 

If the residual area r ernained 1:J::Lrt of the Un ited Kingdom with 0e}acto 

acceptance by us , thE~ le<;Jal and constitutional. position wOllld IJe the same as 

that at present applyi.ng i.n relation to Northern Ireland as a whole. 

agreement in negotiations on a repartiti on of this sort might be conditional 

on the Government here agr(~eing to promote amendmcmts to the ConsUtutio,. 

in relation to the status of Northe:m Ireland f although the Sunningdale 

declaration might sufficG. 

10. The likely degree of domestic support withi.n the Republic for negotiated 

11. 

reparti.Uon is a matter for political assessment. However, the fol1owing 

consideratict13 VJo uld probably be elements in any public discussion of the 

matter :·· 

• a view that reparti.ti.on woald bring the cOLmtry nearcr to eventual 
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too small to be ecollomi.caJ1y viable - the v3.lidity of this view is 
questionable as the reSidual area could well be economi. cC'vlly 
stronger than the S·j.x counties area as a whole . T'h.c 
pr incipal dotecmi.nants of viability are likely to he the genesis of 
the residual sLate and the degree of consen.sus and sta lJility 
wi tll in Lt) . 

a view that, if the residllal area l'ema~.ned a part of the United 
KiflCJclom, the partition cf IrelanJ. as a whole would be cemented, 
on the qround that Lllc res idnal area would have a more homogen­
eous populahon, with::L larger population of Protestant lmion-i.sU:: , 
especially if there woro sigr;:~fical1t populah'Jl1 movemont ; 

concern at the eHects on those invol\l,,=~d and the SLlbs tantial cos i.s 
to the Reput-lic if there were widespread movement of pClpulaUon 
and fi.nanci.al aid were to be given to those affected ; 

what had happened dnri rliJ a periCld of widespread inte r··communal 
violence, whej~e thi.s preceded any r eparUtion . 

D. GUARANTEES F·OR MINorUTY 

What is said on this sub je ct in Di.scuss i.on Paper N,:J. 4 in rela tion to 
r es i.dual area was consti.tuted as an indenendent s tale . 

negotLated independencc for the full s ix counties are~t w~!Uld apply where t;:2 / 

However , where negotia tions took pla ce in the wake of la rg e -scale violence 

they would be heavily influenced by the rela tive mi.lhary s trengths and 

successes of the contendi.ng par tIes .' Howeve r , it c:2.1"'. probably be ass umed 

that if the loyalists were able to maintain thei.r pos ition i.n the J'es idual are2. 

they Vlould not I)e disposed [-.0 give much in the way of gua rantees to the 

minority commu.nity. The other parties to the nC;:Jotiations might be 

able , nevertheless , to secure cer tain rni.i1i.mum guarantees i.n the are8- 0::: 

hum::Ll1 and c:ivi.l r ights. There would be litHe prospect, however, of 

r eserving mi.ni.rnum percentaqes of places in i.nstitllti.ons of state for the 

minurity or of ;:;ccurini] pClv}or-sharing in Government. 
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12 . This would al~->o probably be tho po:::>ition in ille unlH;:ely event that ·i.ndepot'.d­

ence for the resi.dual area was negotiated without vi.olence . One of the JY:2..i.L 

aurac:ti..ons of such a solution for ihe loyalists would be the prospect of bsi::~l 

masters in their own house . They would take the view thai the reduced 

proportion of the minority in the r esi.dual area would not entHJc them to any 

special insUtuti.onal or entrenched guar·antees and that the nonnal "British 

stamJ.a.i·ds " should apply. 

13 . However , ~lJe Eepublic and Bri.tai.n would have stronCJ levers i.n their hancJ.s_, 

i.n tho financi.al support or lack of it to be gi.ven to the new area by Erit::'l..ir:., 

i.n the veto on i.ts mcmbersrri.p of the EEC and in the general attitude, wl·.etnc~· 

friendly or host.i.le , to be accorded to tlle now s-Late . 

could be seen by the loyah sts as parti.cularly i mportant in r<.=-;lation to borc.Je1· 

security. Acceptable guarantees might also coi-n rrJend themselves to ti1e _ 

loyahsts as a method of r educing· the potentl.al for intc:cnZ1.1J.y p1·omoted 

violence in the now state . 

14. U the residual area i.n a r Epartition were to remai.n par-~ of. the United Kin<Jdo:-: 

it would be a rnatte:r for tho Government and Parhawent at Wastmin::-;ter to 

cmsu_re that abuses would be avotd.ed in relati.on to S).lch mailers a:s lmman 

ar')d d vil r ights , discrimination in employment and so on , If the ctrea \!12--':, 

fully integrated, the same laws would apply as in the ra:c1ainder o£ the 

UnHed Kingdont and even H i:L were to ]Jave a form o£ devolvc!d govornn1en~ 

witl1 a lOCJ"islaturc and executive of i.ts own, the wcsl:rni_ns t.er Gove:enmen-~ 

would presumably retain overriding authorHy and powers wh'i.ch could bo 

used, if requi red, to safeguard minority r ights . 

E . EEC ASPECT 

15 , If the residual Northern Irela nd remained a part of the United Kingdom, 'i.t 

would be with in the EEC . If it bec:lme independent, the points about ii.s 

n~l:ltions with the Cornmu.ni.t y sei. out in Discussion PapE:~r No. 4 in rolaEon 

to an independent state covering the full s ix counties are8.. would re1w1:i.n 

valid. Tho smalle r area and popula tion of a res idual Northern I:celand, 2,s 

compar ed wi.th the full s ix counti.er> .area, would sca:rcoly affect the Commun-

ity 's a ttitv_de to the new st'lte one w':ly or the other . The res idual area 

would have a population of over 1, 000, 000 as compared with Lu.'Cembourq· 's 

popula tion of les::; than 350, 000 . This country, the UK and the other memhc~· 
states would have a ve to on the area 's membe:!:·ship of the CommLmi.ty . 

F . DELINEATION 'OF' NEW :BOEDER 

Pos~;ible principles of delineati.cm 

16. 'Tho deli.ne<-tU on of the border in any reparFU.on of Northern Irelar:.d wc)u1~..~. 
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loyaHsts as a method of reducing the potential for i.nte:cnaUy pl'omotod 

violence in the new s tate . 
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it would be a matte l' for the Government a:nd Parliawent at. Wcstmi.nste r to 

ensur e that abuses would be avoided i.n relai.i.on to s~lch matters as hu.man 

and ci.vil r ights , discri.mina ti.on i.n employment and so on , If the Circa Vis..~; 

fully i.ntegrated, the same la ws would apply as in the r Cr::1ainder of the 

Uni.ied Kingdom and evon H i.L were to have a for m of devo l'JccJ. gOilornment 

witl, a legis la ture and executi.ve o:f i.ts OVJl1, the WC~~ cmi.ns t.er Government 

would presumably r etain overriding authori.ty and powers wh·i.ch could be 

nsed, if requi.recl, to safeguard minority rights . 

E. EEC N3PECT 

15, If the res idual Northern Irela nd remained a pa rt of the United Kin( dom, i t 

would be wi.thi.n the EEC . If it became i.ndcpondellt , the poi.nts about its 

r e la tions with the Com muni.ty set out in Discuss ion Pap~~ r No . 4. in ]~olaEon 

to an independent s tc'lte covering the full six cQunUes area wo uld r errn;i.n 

valid . The smalle r area and popula ti.on of a res idual Northern li.'eland, 2,S 

compared with the full s ix countier; .area, would sca:rcoly affect t e Commun-

ity 's attHv.de to the new st'lte one way or the other . The r esidual a r ea 

would have a population of over 1, 000, 000 a s ,.::ompa red with LU-,'{8mboul'q 's 

population of. less than 350, 000 . This country, the UK and the other membor 
states would have a veto on the area 's membe:!:'shi.p of the CommLmi.t,\' . 

F . DELINEATION '01" NEW BOEDER 

Possibl.e principles of delinea tion 

16. The deli.nc:8.U on of the iJorder i.n any TeparEtion of NorLllcrn Ireland \vc)ul\~j 
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be clos ely related , as in the ca:;e of guar::,ntoes for the mtnori_ty, to the 

possible 9enes.is of this fm'm of setUement. W11ere .it camo about as a 

r esull of negotia tions follo'vvi.n<;r wi.despread fi.g·hting, it migll t be strong1y 

influenced by the location oi areas held by the dHferent pa rties at the time of a 

ceasefi.ro whi.ch wouJd depend, in turn, on the relative military s uccess of the 

contending par ties rather tha n on the political aspirations of the inhabitants of 

the various areas . 

17 . Nevertheless , i.t is likely that in any subsequent negotiations the parties 

involved would t'lke i.nto account the des i rability of drawi.rlg a border in such a 

way that the newly defined areas would be as secure as possible from attack 

from both outs ide and within . This would depend to s ome degree on the extent 

to which a border respected the wishes of the majority of the inhabitants of 

different areas. These wis hes could be ascertai ned by a plebiscite . 

would raise various, possibly contentious issues such as the appropriate u .. n~.ts 

of area, whether a s imple majority of those voting· in each are8, should be taken 

as 'indicative of the wishes of the people of the area, OlJpCls ing wishes CJn the 

p3.rt of majorities in contiguov.s areas and other i. s~.:;ues faced by the Eouncla1-y 

Commission whi.ch reported in 1925 . Other matters taken into account by 

that Commission such as drainage ~asi..ns , economic links and hinterlands . 

the lines of railways, etc . would be of reduced importance in an era of :(:reo 

trade and cross -bo1·der arra ng·cments . 

18 . Whatever mi..g·ht be tho wi.shes of the inhabitants of various a r eas, as they might 

be deter mined by a plebiscite, the Unit was compelled to work on exis ting clat?~ 

and on the general assumption that Catholics would wish tll8ir area to be joined 

with the Republic and Protos tants would prefer whatever aUerna.tive was .· 

availa ble . E ven this assnmpti.on is queAionabl8 . In a sample s urvey, 

carried out for ITN some ti.me ag·o, some 52% of Cathclics were shown as bei11g 

in :[a.vour of remaining· in the United Kingdom. However, in the absence of a 

fi r m bas is for any a lterna tive assumption we have used r 8ligi.ous affiliation a.s 

a bas is for determining the lines a repartition mig·ht follow. On this basis , 

we arrived at a maximum and a minimum possible area for transfer to this 

state and corres ponding· r es·;.dual areas which would form the territory of the 

new s tate . A fuller discu .. ssion of principles of delineating· frontiers and of 

the approach used by the Unit for this s tudy is contained in Appendix 1 . 

Dclineati.on o:E possi ble borders by Uni..t 

19. Tho following is a s ummary of the assi.gnment of units of area, with ostimai.o;; 

of the population involved in 1971 -
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17. Nevertheless , it is likely that in any subsequent negotiations the parties 

involved would t'lke into accow1t the des i rabi.lity of drawi.ng a border in such a 

way that the newly defined areas would be as secure as possible from attack 

from both outs ide and within . This would depend to s ome degree on the extent 
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18. Whatever might be the wishes of the i.nhabitants of vario'J.S n.reas , as they might 

be determined by a plebiscite , the Unit was compelled to work on exi.sting date>. 

and on the general assumption that Catholics would wish th8i.r area to be joined 

with the Republic and Protes tants would prefer whatever aUern8.tive was .' 

avai.lable . Even this assnmption is ques tionable . In a sample survey, 

carried out for ITN some time ago , some 52% of Cathclics were shown as being 

in favour of remaining in the United Kingdom. However , in the absence of a 

firm basis for any a lternative assumption we have used r8ligious affiliation as 

a basis for determining the lines a repartition mig ht follow. On this bas is , 

we arrived at a maxi mum and a mi nimum possible area for transfer to this 

state and corres ponding res·;.dual areas which would form the territory of the 

new s tate . A. funer discu.ssion of principles of delineatin(J frontiers and of 

the approach used by the Unit for this s tudy is contained in Appendix 1 . 

Dolineati.on of possible borders by Uni.t 

Hi. The following is a summary of the ass ignment of units of area, wi th e::;timai.8f; 

of the population involved in 1971 -



Minimum area 
for transfo:c to 
RepliT)li. c : -

- 6 .. 

Ferm:::m:1gh 

Tyrone 

Derry 

Armagh 

Down 

All 

Strabane H . D. and U. D . , Om2.\] Il 
R . D. and U. D . and Casiledcn, R:J.: 

, ) 

Den·y Co . Borou.gll and Derry U. D. 

Newry No. 2 R . D. and half of the 
total population in the combined 
dis tricts of Keady U. D . and Arrr_:::.~ 

U.D. and R . D . 

Newry U.D. and No. 1 R . D . 
Wa rren point, Kllkeel and Newcasilf. 
U. D. s and South Down R . D. 

This area consis ts of about 40% of the land c;~rea of Northern Ireland. 

Total estim<ltod popnla tion: 323, 000 made np of 205, 000 Ca tholi cs and 
118, 000 non -CathCJli.cs . 

Maxi.n:um a rea 
for tram.;fer to 
~cyublic : --

This cons i.st.s of tho JVJ.inirnum Area and tlto follO\'JL'1·?· 
distl'ict.s in Derr y, Tyrone and Armagh: 

Derry 

Tyrone 

Armagh 

Limavady U. D . and R . D . , Coler ·­
aino R . D . and Magherafelt R . D. 

DLmgannon R . D. and U. D . , CCJo]c · 
town R . D . and U. D . and Clogl!e1· 
R . D. 

·The remaining half of tho popu.];:.,.ti.o 
of tho combined di~; tr"ic:ts of Keact·· 
U. D. and Armagh U. D. and R . D. 

These additi.onal districts had a total es timated populati.on of 163 , 000, made. 

up of 80, OJO Catholics , and 83 , 000 non -Catholics . The total es timated 

population o£ the maxi mum <:.trea in 19'71 was ther efore 185, 000, made up of 

284, 000 CathohcP and 201,000 non- Ca Uwli.cs . 

of about two - thirds o:C the land area of Northern ll·cland . 

i ma tely the "line o:C the Bann 11
• 

Residual l':..re9.. 

It is approx-

The area of l\Jorthern Ireland remaining· if one a:::;s tJ.mes the maxi mum area 
above were added to the Republic cons is ts of a ll Co. Antri m, including 
Belfast Co . Borough, mos t of Co. Down, north-cast Co . Armagh and 
Colcrai.ne M . B. and PCJrtstc wart U. D . in Co . Der ry. The area had a 
total es timated po"t .. mla tion in 19'71 of 1, 069, 000 made up of 340, 000 
Ca tholics and 729 : 000 non-Catholics . 

In the case where only the mi.nimulJ.l area was t ransferr ed to the EepubJi.c; 
the popnla ti.on of the rema i.ni ng Northern Ireland a rea would be the aggre~3.:t.f .. 
of the :Ci gur cs gi.von above for the r es idual area and "additi onal dis t r icts 11

, 

20 . It will be noted that the Ca thoJic minority populati on in the residual aroa 

would exceed th() P r otesLa!lt n:tixiority population i n the m.axi mu.n1 area by 

about 140, 000 . If , in any plebiscite tCJ determine the wishes of the 

ma jority of the i.nhabitants of various area s as b which s ide of any 

Mini.mum area 
for transfer Lo 
Repu[:;ITC::---
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Ferman::1gh 

Tyrone 

Derry 

Ar magh 

Down 

All 

SU:abane R. D. and U. D ., Orn2..CliJ 
RD . and U. D. and CasUederi) RI:: 

Deny Co . Borough and Deny U. D. 

Newry No. 2 R D. and half of the 
total popul.ation in the combi.nGd 
districts of Keady U. D. and Arrr.::.; 
U . D . and RD . 

NelNr U .D . and No . 1 RD . 
Warrenpoint, Kllkeel and Newcastl E­
U. D. s and South Dovm RD . 

Thi.s area consi.sts of about 40% of the land area of Northern II·eland. 

Total estim<1ted popul.a tion : 323 , 000 made np of 205, 000 Catholi.cs and 
118, 000 non-CathQli.cs . 

JV[axi rr::ul11 area 
br tr<1nsferLo 
~~ublic: : --

Thi.s consists of the Minimum Area and the followinG 
districts in Derr y, Tyrone and Armagh: v 

Dorry 

Tyrone 

Armagh 

Limavady LT. D. and R . D. , Coler­
aino R . D . and Magherafelt R.D . 

Dungannon R . D. and U . D. , Cook;:; · 
town R . D. and U. D . and CloghcOl' 
RD . 

. The remaini.ng halE of the:; popnJ.8.tia 
of the combined di.stridE; of Keacl'.'" 
U. D. and Armagh U. D. and R . D. 

These additi.onal cli.stl:i.cts had a total estimated populati.on of 163 , 000, mad': 

up of 80, 000 Catholics , and 83 , 000 non-Catholics. The total estimated 

population of tho maximum area in 1971 was therefore 185, 000, made up 0: 
284,000 Catl1oJ.ic:s and 201 , 000 non-CaUJOJ.ics . 

of about two -thi rd;:; of the land area of Northern 11'clo.no. , It is approx-

i mately the "line o[ tho B2'.n11 ". 

Resi.dual 1\.re3. 

The area of 1')"orLhorn Ireland r emaini.ng if one aSSumes the maxi mum area 
a bove wore added to the Republic: consists of all Co . Antrim, including 
Belfast Co . Borough , mos t of Co, Down, north -east Co , Armagh and 
Color ai.ne M. B . and Portst8wart U.D . i.n Co , DGrry . The area had a 
tot2.l es timated pOI"lllla tion in 1971 of 1, 069, 000 made up of 340, 000 
Catholi cs a nd 729 : 000 nOll -Catholics . 

In the case where only the mi.nimu1Jl area was transfer r ed to the EepubHc, 
the popula tion of the remaini ng Northern 11'810 nd clroa would bo the aggroCr'1:t·f 
of t.he figur es gi.von above for the rcs·i.dual area and "additional dis t r ict.,:: ". 

20. It will be noted that the CathoJic minority population in the res idual aroa 

woul.d exceed the P r otestant winor Uy population i.n tho maxi rnurn are3. by 

a bout HO, 000 . If , in any pleb i.scite to determi.ne the wishes 01 the 

majority of the i.nhabi.tants of various areas as b which s ide of 2.1"]Y 
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repartition line, they would like their areas to be located, Catholics voted 

for integra tion with the Republic and Protes tants for wha tever other a lter­

native was available, the di.fference of 140, 000 jus t mentioned would emerge 

in the result of the plebi.scite . If this ha ppened, it would be a further 

arg·ument, in addition to ,the fact that almost a ll of the individual units of 
' 

area within the "maximum area 11 seem to 11ave CathoHc ma.jorities (see 
'' 

Appendix 1), in favour of a divis ion which would give the 11 maximum area 11 

to the Republic and the smaller residual area to the r e maining Northern 

Ire land area . The 201 , 000 non- Catholics in the maxi mum area would 
' 

more than double the non- Catholic population of the Republic . ![ 
' · 

' ' 
I . 

' I , I 
'I . I I ' ! f 

G. FINANCIAL AND ECONOMIC ASPECTS 
I •' 

I ' 
I I 

Introduction /: I . 

I' ,(: 

l t' 
r, I; 

i' ·. 

I il • 
·' i 

' I 
I 

'I 

21 . Firs tly, we present es timates of the financial cos ts-1ikely to arise in a 

repartition settlement, on the basis that the public authorities - whether 

I ' 
;~ I 

' I 
I ' 

I I 

·I 

in Britain, ~he Republic or a residual Northern Ireland state - would pay 

most or all of the cos ts rather than simply let them fall on the individua ls, 

families and private interests affected. How the cos ts might be apportioned 

in practice between public· authorities and those directly affected has not 

been considered. Secondly, we assess the economic viability of the 

residua l Northern Ireland area on the basis that (i) it would become 

independent, (ii) it would remain part of the United Kingdom. Thirdly, 

we assess the economic impact of repartition on the Republic, taking· into 

account both the possi ble direct financial cos ts involved and the wider 

economic implications of taking· over a substantial new area and population 

with its resources and needs . 
I I ' I • . 

• I ! . I : : ' 

'' 
ol ' ' 

22 . It cannot be put too s trongly that the cost estimates following· (which may 

gi.ve a spurious impression of precision), a r e based on a series of arbitrary 

assumptions . The justification for the exercise is to provide some rang·e 

of orders of magnitude, howeve r tentative, on the bas is that some guess is 
• ., t 

better tha n none . It mus t als o be emphas is ed that, except for es timates of 
, ' • . • ! • ~ ~ ' J ' ~ ' : ' I ' 1 i . I 1 I ~ 1 l : 1 

t t • ~ i: . I I ~ • ,: ' I 9 • ! f I : I l ·I I I I I I I t 1 ) I • I ; • I . 

the cos t oJ bui.ldi.ng new h6t1ses for per s ons entering or lE!a"Ji ncJ tho cnlargfXl : 
.: cos ts · · ' '· 1 · • • 

Republic, the estimates a re essentially of the shor t - terr.n/that could be 

quanti.fi.ed . Other cosh.~ e. ~r . of creating iobs for thos e displaced, would . 
j 

a rise in the long·er term . A more dei..aiJed note on the estima tes of cor~i:s 'ls 

contained i_n Appendix 3 . The followirHJ i.:::; a s ummary of the rna in rcsuh.s . 
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repartition line, they would like their areas to be located, Catholics voted 

for integration with the Republic and Protestants for wha tever other a lter ­

native wa.s available , the di.fference of 140,000 )ust rl1entioned would emerge 

in the result of the plebiscite . If this happened, it would be a further 

argument, in addition to the fact that almost a ll of the individual units of 
, 

area within the "maximum area" seem to llave CathoHc majorities (see 
I 

Appendix 1), in favour of a division which would gtve the "maximum area" 

to the Republic and the smaller r esidual area to the r emaining N8rthern 

Ireland area . The 201 ,000 non-Catholics in the maximum area would 
, 

more than double the non-Catholic population of the Republic. 
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I Introduction 
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r: I 
I , 

I 

21 . Firs tly, we present es timates of the financial costs-1ikely to arise in a 

repartition settlement, on the basis that the public authorities - whether 

Ji . , 
, 
, I 

I ' 
, ' I 

in Britain, the Republic or a residual Northern Ireland state - would pay 

most or all of the costs rather than s imply let them fall on the individuals, 

families and priva te interests affected . How the costs might be appo rtioned 

in practice between public authorities and those directly affected has not 

been considered. Secondly, we a.ssess the economic viability of the 

residual Northern Ireland area on the basis that (i) it would become 

independent, (ii) it would remain part of the United Kingdom. Thirdly, 

we assess the economic impact of re partition on the Republic, taking into 

account both the possi ble direct financial costs involved and the wider 

economic implications of taking over a substantial new area and population 

with its resources and needs . 
" 
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,t : 
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, , 
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22 . It cannot be put too strongly that the cost estimates following (which may 

gi.ve a spurious impreSSion of precision), are based on a series of arbitrary 

assumptions . The jus tification for the exercise is to provide some range 

of orders of magnitude , however tentative , on the basis that some guess is 
" , 

better than none . It mus t also be emphasi.s ed that, except for estirnates of 
. "', j, :.! I ' . '/', \ i ' .1 ' I I, f ,"! : ( 

( I ~i ~ \~ I ',. ~ ," i ' , i I ': I I 'I ! l I : I' \' ( I' I, !' , . 

the cos t. of buiJdi.n~r new h611;~es for persons enterin,] or lE!a ~Jj,ng the onlarged : 
: t ' I , cos s 

Republic, t.he estimates a re essentially of the short - term/that could be 

quantified. 
~ , , 

Oth~r cost's e . S:. of creating jobs fo r those displaced, would , 
i 

a rise in the longer term . A l'I10r8 det-ai.led note on the estimates of cor;ts i~. 

ta ' ed " Ay'pe'ldl' y 3 T )·!<?,. j".ollowin(." i ,':; a summary of the main ro~)uh.s . con' ,l D Ut. l-' , - , .• , . . .J 
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23 . Four reportition cases were C(u ~, idered : 

Caf)e 1: Minimum Areo transferr ed to the Republic with 25% · 

populat i on moveme nt either way and with 25% of their 

house s d amaged. This vwul d involve a t otal movement 

of 134,000 persons, made up of 29,000 Prot estants and 

105,000 Cathol ics. 

Th is would cost £231 million, made up as follmvs: -

( a ) ijesett l ement allowances - £35 million . 

(b ) Compe nsat ion for owners Of private houses, l and 
and industrial and commercia l pro perty -£GO mi1licti 

(c ) Provision of accommodation and subsistence for 
families .a'Nait ir.g housing -~ £ 126 m.i.llion. 

Total £231 rnillion.o 

Case II : As in Case l. but with 60% popul ~t ion mo vement and with 

5Cf/o of their houses damaged. . This wo uld invol\te a 

t otal movement of 322 9 000.persons, mad e up of 70, 000 

Prot es tants and 252, 000 Catholics .. 
l 

This would cost £652 million, made up as fo llows : -

(a ) Resett l ement al lowances - £83 mi ll ion. 

(b) Compensat i on f or owners of private houses , l and 
and industr ia l and commercial as sets - £ 128 mi l lion. 

(c) Prov j.sion of accommodation and subs i ste nce f or 
fa milies awaiting hous ing - £341 million. 

Total £652 mill io n. .· 

Case III: Maxi:.lUm Are a transferred -L0 the Republic with 25% 

popul ation moveme nt eit her way and with 25% of their 

house s damagedo This would involve a total moveme nt 

o f 135 ,000 persons , made up of 50,000 Protest ant s and 

85 ~000 Cathol i cs . 

This would cos t £226' mill ion, made up as follows :·· 

( a ) Resettleme nt allowances £36 ~il lio n. 

(b ) Compensation fo r owners of privat e house s , l and 
and industri a l and co mmercial assets -£:7 8 million. 

(c ) Provis ion of accommodation a nd subs i stence for· 
fami l ies awaiting hou sing - £ 1!3 million. 

Total £226 mi llion. 
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2. . Four repl1rtition cases were cO.i:, idered : 

Ca?e 1: Minimum Area tr ans f err ed to the Republic with 25 ?& 

population moveme nt either way and with 25% of their 

house s d amaged. This wou l d involve a tot al moveme nt 

of 134 ,000 persons , made up of 29,000 Protestants and 

105,000 Catholics. 

This wo uld co s t £231 million, made up as follmvs:-

( a ) ijesettlement allowances - £35 million . 

(b ) Compe nsation for owners Of private houses , l and 
and industria l and co mmercial property -£GO milli c,i 

(c ) Provi s ion of accommodation and subsistence for 
f amilies .await ir:g housing - £ 126 mi.llion. 

Tota l £231 miLlion. 

Case 11: As in Case 1. but with 60% popul ?tion movement and with 

5C1/o of th eir hOUSGS damaged. . This wo uld i nvolve a 

tot al movement of 3 22~0Q.').pe rsons, made up of 70, OJO 

Prot es tant s and 252,000 Catholics. 

Thi s would cost £652 rT. illion, made up as fo llows:.-

(a ) Resett l ement allowa nces - £83 million. 

(b) Compensatio n for owners of private houses , l and 
and industria l and co mmercia l as se ts - £ 128 million. 

(c) Provj.sion of accommoda tion and subs i ste nce for 
fa milies awaiting hous ing - £341 mi llion. 

Total £65 2 mill io i). 

Case Ill: Maxi~um Area transferred i0 the Republic with 25% 

popUlation mov eme nt eit her way and with 25% of their 

hous es damaged. This would involve a tot al moveme nt 

of 135»000 persons, made up of 50,000 Protesta nts and 

85~000 Catholics. 

This would cost £ 226 mi llion, made up as follows :·­

( a) Resettleme nt allowances - £36 r.Ji llion. 

(b ) Compensation for owners of private houses, l and 
and ind us trial a nd co mmercial assets - £78 million. 

(c ) Provi s ion of accommodation and subs iste nce for 
families awai t ing housing - £113 mil lion. 

Total £ 226 million. 
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Case IV: As in Case III but with 600/o population movement and 

with 50% . ~f their houses damaged. This would 

involve a total movement of 324,000 persons, with 

120,000 Protestants and 204,000 Catholics. 
l': .. 

, • i I .. \ 

This would cost J58l million, made up as follows:-

(a) Resettlement allowances - £85 million. 
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(b) 
H C•l: i 

Compensation for owners of private houses, land ·r. !?\ 
and industrial and commercial assets - £182 million ~t' ij'. 

. i :fd~·' 
(c) Provision of accommodation and subsistence for 'j; ·~ > 

families awaiting housing - £314 million. 1 rd.;! 
Total £581 million. . '_,· 

· The number of Catholics moving is greater in all four cases. 

\ li 1 ' 
. #.·~" ~ ; #H' ,_, ~ r< 
.i!:' I 

- ·~ ,' .• 1\ .;.! . t''. t 

; If i ~ 
:ln. 11 

The estimated cost in each case is the total cost of inter-area ' I ;l 
1 ~ · f' 

transfers and resettlement, irrespect~ye of where the burden 

ultimately may ·falle 

Cost of Providing New Housino 

. 
•' 

Though this - because of the time l ag involved 

') 
. I 

I 

belongs to a 

later integration phase; rather than to the initi~l phase of 

negotiated movement and resettlement (see Appendix 2) it can 

be adde d to the figures in cases I to IV to give the minimum 

(i.e. on the basis of the as s umptions used in this exercise) 

cost of negotiated repartition for each case. As mentioned 

above, it was assumed that half of the existing house property 

would be destroyed or damaged beyond repair in cases II and IV 
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and a quarter in cases I and III. The estimated costs 
)· 

for new 

housing set out below are net of the compensation pa id by the 

authoriU£s to private house owners under item (b) "in each of 

the four cases (i.e. there is no double-counting). The cost 

o f cons tructing the new housing and the overall tota~ are as 

follows : 

C<?_~e Il: 

.i! 
; :. ': ~ ,, 

£231 m. 

£652 m. 

Case I II :£226 ffi o 

ra s.g_J~L: £5 81 m,. 
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= .£352 m .. 

£893 m. 

= £ 295 rn. 

£ ff73 m. 
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Case IV: As in Case III but with 60% population movement and 

with 50% ~ f their houses damaged. This would 

involve a total movement of 324,000 persons, with 

120,000 Protestants and 204,000 Catholics. 
" : , ,: I,' " 

This would cost £381 million, made up as follows:-
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(a) 

(b) 

; , ;,i ',' "J' 
<' j:t~ f ; 

, ft r'", ; 
Compensation for owners of private houses, land ,(~ /: 
and industrial and commercial assets - £182 mi.llion ~~' i{' 

, , 'tJ' I 

Resettlement allowances - £85 mil lion. 

, i" fi .: 
Provision of accommodation and subsistence for 'I'i I:,", 
famili es awaiting housing - £314 million. i Jif:)~ 

(c) 

Total £581 million. 
, , , 

, i' , 

The number of Catholics moving is greater in all four cases. 

The estimated cost in each case i s the total cost of inter-area 

transfers and resettlement, irrespect~ye of where the burden 

ultimately may fall. 
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Cost of Providing New Housino " 

Though this - because of the time lag involved belongs to a 

later integration phase; rather than to the initi~l phase o f 

negotiated movement and resettlement (see Appendix 2) it can 

be added to the figures in cases I to IV to give the minimum 

(i.e. on the basis of the assumptions used in this exercise) 

cost of negotiated repartition for each case. As mentioned 

above, it was assumed that half of the existing house property 

would be destroyed or damaged beyond repair in cases 11 and IV 

and a quarter in cases I and Ill. The estimated costs for new 

housing set out below are net of the compensation paid by the 

authoritiBs to private house owners under item (b) 'in each of 

the four cases (i.e. there is no double-counting ). The cost 

o f co nstructing the new housing and the ove rall tota~ are as 

follows: " . , 
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Ca se III :£226 m. + , £69 m. = £295 m. 
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26. The question a:riscs as to h o\'1 the costs discussed above and oth 2:. 

costs of repartit ion would bo fin anced. Wh erP. the r c=s idu al 2 r·.::~ 

was to be fully integrated into the U. K. , the Govc=rnmcnt her e 

would presumably adopt the position t hat the U.K. s hould bear t:-:: 

tot al cost r on the ground s th at U.K .. or ex --U.Ko citizens and 

reside nt s were invo l ved . Where popul ation movc-merrt occurr-ed 

initially as a re s ult of viol ence , those v;lw wer·e compel l ed t.o 

move might have a c ~se for compens at ion fr om the British 
/ 

' Governme nt underexisting l egi s l ation in force in NorthErn 

IreJ. and. Th is would probably not be true wh ere population 

moveme nt took pl cce followin g agreement to redr aw the frontie=. 

The British authorit i es might well res i s t the argument that th~y 

should bear the full cost s involved in t his case , having r egard 
. 

to the potC?ntic:tl s ums i nvolved s the transfel'. of subs tanti al 
.· 

territory, in frastructure , product ive r e sources , property 

generally, populat ion and taxable capacity; to the Republic~ 

They might argue? th at these trans f ers should e n a bl~ us to fin anc 

much of the cos t s . It should be noted th at, in the abse nc e of 

relev ant provisions in a t rC?aty or agrC?eme ntt r e l at ing to · 

repart ition, we would have? no basis in law for any clai m th at 

the Brit is h Gover nme nt should bear all or any of the cos ts 

f alling on our Exchequer as a result of repartition. It i s , o: 
course? , poss ibl e th at if it were nC?ccssary to secure a 

sett l eme nt, the Britis h GovcrnmC?n t mi~J ht be reody, r e luct ant.lys 

to bear the full cost in t he hope of s olving t h e problem and 

reduc i ng future? expe nditure . · The? f act thct its agrc c;nc= nt 
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tot al cost , on the grounds that U,K . or ex -·U.K. c itizen s and 
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init ially as a re s ult of violenc e , tho s e who were compelled to 
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~hould bea r the full costs involved in this case, havin g r egard 
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to tJle potential s ums involved , the t ransfer of substa nt ial 

territory, infrastruct ure , productive resourc es , property 

generally, popUl ation and taxable capacity ; to the Republic~ 

They migJlt argue t ha t these transfers should enabla us to fin ane 

much of th e cos t s. It should be noted that, in the abse nce of 

relev ant provisions in a tre aty or agreement, rel ating to . 

repartition, we would have no basis in law for any cl aim th at 

the Britis h Governme nt should bear ClI I or any of the costs 

fallin g on our Excheq uer as a result o f repartition. It i s , o ~ 

course , poss ibl e th at if it wer e n eccssa~y to secure a 

settlement, the British Government mi ~l ht be r eady, r el uct antly, 

to bea r the full cost in the hope of so lv i ng the problem and 

reduc ing fu ture expe nditure . The f(lct th ut its agrecrne nt 
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would be necessary for a negotiated r epartition settlement 

would give the Government considerable leverage in this matter 
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matter would obvious ly be the sub]ect of negotiations which 
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could have a whole range of outcomes. 

settlement could be that the costs would be borne by the U.K. 
. : , ! I 

and by the Republic in the same proportions as the Gross 
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95.9 : 4.1. On this basis, the Republic's share of the costs !• , .. 1
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(total expenditure in range £295 million to £893 million) i:l : ,'!i 
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It would also 1:: ~ 
have to bear its share of other costs which it has not been •! · ·;~ 

could range from £ 12 million to £36 million. 
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practicable to quantify. 
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Another basis for a division of costs that might be put forward ·~·~· '·· · 

would be that the Republic should fin ance any costs falling on 

its Exchequer as a result of the move ments of Catholics into 

and Protestants out of its terri tory, as enlarged by the 

settlement, and that the U.K. should finance costs to its 

Exchequer as a result of Catholics moving out of and 

Protestants into the area to remain in the U.K. 

in the case of a Protestant moving from Co. Ferrnanagh to 

Co. Antrim, . the Re public would pay for his compens ation for 

house and land and commercial property, if any, and perhaps 

for his resettlement allowance whereas the U.K. would de fr ay 

the cos t s of his accommodation and subs i s tence while awaiting 

rehousing, and the costs of resett l ing him in the medium to 
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settlement could be that the costs would be borne by the U.K. 
, ,I • ! I 

and by the Republic in the same proportions as the Gross , , : I , 
National Product (GNP) of the U.K. and the Republic. On the 

basis of 
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: , 1973 figures, the proportion would be 
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95.9 : 4.1. On this basis, the Republic's share of the costs 

(total expenditure in range £295 million to £893 million) 

could range from £ 12 million to £36 million. It would also 

have to bear its share of other costs which it has not been 

practicable to quantify. (0 : 1 
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Another basis for a division of costs that might be put forward 

would be that the RePl!blic should finance any costs falling on 

its Exchequer as a result of the movements of Catholics into 

and Protestants out of its territory, as enlarged by the 

settlement, and that the U.K. should finance costs to its 

Exchequer as a result of Catholics moving out of and 

Protestants into the area to remain in the U.K. For example, 

in the case of a Protestant moving from Co. Fermanagh to 

Co. Antrim, the Republic would pay for his compensation for 

house and land and commercial property, if any, and perhaps 

for his resettlement allowance whereas the U.K. would defraY 

his 

the costs of his accommodation and subsistence while awaiting 

rehousing, and the costs of resettJ. ing him in the medium to 
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Where the res idual area of the North was to become independent, ~ ~ 

three parties would be involved •. 
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The administration of the · ~ y 
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new state might make common cause with t he Republic in holding 
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that the British Government should bear all the costs involved. t'.~ 
; . f 
r .: i-One factor likely to make Britain receptive to this view would 

be that a settlement on these lines would involve a complete 

cessation ·of its expend iture on Northern Ireland at a future 
' 

date. At the other extreme, it might take the view that as 
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the problem was now solely one of disagreement among Irish :~ 
. \': 

people, the two Irish states should bear all the costs involved$:!: 

Another possibility would be a sharing of costs between all 

three parties and yet another is a division betwee n the U. K. 

and the Republic. This could be on any one of the bases 
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respective burdens would affected " by be 
, " ~. . .. ... .. 

whether the minimum or maximum area were transferred to the 

!
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J I !·~l 

.' ;:f,J rj. :'- It is likely that .:the residu3l 1'1:, 
- - ' .. ··e ·' ,! ,:~ i Republic. 

Northern Ireland state would favour a basis where it bore all \ 1:\ 
, I" i;' 

costs involved in Protestant movement a nd the Republic was 
., /1 

;­
ri, ," 

responsible for all " costl~ ; inv?l~~d ;in mov~me ~\ f~ ;Cat~ol~c5· 1'1' I, :d' 
If a sett l ement on the l:la~ is o f r! E'goti at ed repa:i:t.ltion w~r'e ,'~velr:t 

,,' • I lV :~ 
"I'j 
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to appear J.ikely, the s e is s ues woul d require further study. 
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relation · to an independent state with the full Six Counties 
... . .. .. . . ······ · ·-· . -····- · -- ·-- ·~· -··- ··----- .. ·· -·---- ···--· ··-- ··~·-··-··--·--"' 

territory, would be relevant, subject to necessary 

·modi f i cations aris ing from the smaller area i nvolved. 

Available data do not permit an analysis for this ar.ea 

in the detail g'iven in Discuss ion Paper No . 4. What can be 

done i s to give certain indications of the relative wealth I f ~ I 

\ ,. 
and income of the areas of Northern Ireland tl~ might constitut f 

' f ' . t' :1 J lh 

the minimum area for transfer to the Republic, the maximum .;li !~: 

i' t ·~; 

transferred area and the r esidual Northern Ireland area. 

These are given below. 

Though there is seemingly a study being carried out in the 

Department of Economics in Queen's University, Belfast on 

estimates of county incomes in North.e_rn Ireland, it appears 

~ ·, ~! , 

'f . ,, . 
. I • 

.!i : r( 
lt 
; ~ . 
~ :r . ; ,, 

that no published material is as yet available similar to that i 

il 
published by the ESRI for counties in the Republic o However, ·t 

!~ 

some guidance is provided by Table 71 of the "Survey of Person aJ ~,a.~ . . 

Incomes , 1969-70 11 , produced by the U. K. Inland Revenue. This 

lists the personal income totals for each count y derived from 

the s urvey. The table following shows the total net personal 

income for Northern Irel and and for each of the individual ~ix 

I 
' ~ . 
' ' 
~ ...... $, 

.~ . 
~ 

counties toge t her with estimates of the average person al income : 

per head of the population, on the b~ of the 1971 Census of 

Popul ~tion figures:-

· ... . £m. Aver aqe income 
QQ.Lb§~ 

.. £ 
Northern Ireland 547 360 

~ 

Antrim . 257 ~3 484 

Down 158.6 325 

Armagh 42.1 317 

Fermanagh 10~4 208 

Derry 46.5 258 
: · 

Tyrone 32., .1. 232 

(H al f of t he popul ation of Bel fast i~; in clud ed in Co o Down and 

hal f in Co ~ Antrim for the purposes o f the calculat ion of 

average person~! income per head.) 

j 

I· I 

l l 
t • ' f 
I · 
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I 
I 

l J 
I . 
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I 
I 

l· 
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relat i on to an indepe nde nt state with the full Six Counties 
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territory , would be relevant, subject to necessary 

'modi f ic ations aris ing from the smal l er ar ea involved. 

Availa ble data do not permit an ana lysis for this area 

in the de ta il given in Discuss ion p ape r No. 4 . What can be 

done i s to give certain indications of the re l ative wealth 

and income of the areas of Northern 

the minimum area for tran sfer to the Republic, the maximum 

transferred ar ea and the r esidu al Northern Ire land area. 

These are given be low. 

32. Though t here is seemingly a study being carried out in the 

Departme nt of Economics in Queen's University, Belfast on 

estimates of county incomes in North.e.rn Ireland, it appears 

that no published material is as yet available similar to that 

publi shed by the ESRI for counties in the Republic. However, 
!~ 

some guidance is provided by Table 71 of the "Survey of Person a J ~._ . . 

Incomes , 196 9-70 11
, produced by the U. K. Inland Reve nue. This 

, , lists the persona l income totals for each county de rived from 

the s urvey. The t able following shows the total net personal ~-."" 
,~ 

. ~ 
income for Northern Irel and and for each of the individual~ix ! 

1 
counties together with estimates of the aver age pers onal income : 

per head of the population, on the basis of the 197 1 Census of 
i 

Popu1 9tion fig ures :-

..... £01. Aver age income 
~b.£.ad 

. £ 
Northern Ireland 547 360 

Antrim 257.3 484 

Down 158.6 325 

Armagh 42.1 317 

Ferma nagh 10.4 208 

Derry 116.5 258 
I 

Tyrone 32.1 232 I.f 
r' . 
i' 

(Hal f of the popu l at i on of Be lfas t is include d i n Co . Down and ! 

hal f in Co. Antrim fo r the purposes o f th e calc ula tion of 

average person al income per head. ) 

• r , 



- 14 .. 

3Q It i s c le or th at the portio ;1 of Northern Ire 1 and inc 1 ucled in 
v , 

either the rnird.murn or maximum transferr c: d ar-eas i s. consider ably 

poorer than the r e sidual are a that vvo uld comprise t h e small e:;~ 

Northern Ire l and state. Further indic ations of thi s are given 

:in Appc:ndix 3o Part of this disparity i n wc:a lth and incom2 

i s of cours e: due t o the advers e influenc e of the border and 

t o the rnon-; intensive development of-the region around Belfast, 

relative to the outlying parts of Northern Ire l and. In a 

r epartition situation the border would be s hifted fur ther e ast 

and north, This should benefit the forme~ border are as bu~ 

might on th e oth er hand adverse ly affect the areas on both sid2! 

o f t he new border unless EEC developme nLs s ucceeded in brin g i~g 

about clos er economic integration betwee n the new Northern 

Ireland state and t he rc-~mainder of · the· island ~ 

34 .. 1he picture is fu r th c: r complic ated by the extent of poss ible 

populat ion transfer-s bet wec: n the t.r ansfcrred area C:Jnd the 

remainder of Norther n Ir·cland. On the basis of our population 
' 

e stimates about four time s as many Catho l ics might l eave the 

new Northern Ire l and , in case s I and II$ as Protestants would 

le cNe the t.rafl s f crred are os (the minimum area i n thes0 two 

in stances )~ On the same basis, the numbers of Catholics and 

Protestants moving each WJ Y t in cases I I I and IV \·Vhich r~fc: r t o 

the ma~imum tr ans ferred area might be in the ratio 3 : 2e I·t 

is i mpossibl e to predi ct how thi s would affect the re lative 

di spa r ities of income betwee n the r esidua l ar ea and the miniffiu~ 

or maximum area;, e spec ially if repartition were;: to occur i n 

or foll owing a situation of wi despread interc ommunal conflict 

involv ing s ubstant i al propGr ty damagee 

35. Neverthel ess , l eaving as ide th is l atter c ons ideratio n~ the 

i ndications are thaty other things being equal , a n ind epe nde nt 

Northern Irel and consisting of the residua l area , as defin ed in 

paragroph 19 would be more viable economically tha n an 

' indepe ndent st at e ~ compr ising the entire six -county. : are a. 

Th e state ' s viability would stil l , of course , depend great l y 

on the size of arw British l aunching s ubs idy, on th e natur e c: 

- 1!L .-

3" It i s clear that the portion of No:cthcrn Ireland included in 
v . 

- --.. .. - .. --
eithe r the minimum or maximum tr ansferrGd areas i s con sidGr a bly 

poorer than the residual are a that 'vvould comprise the smaller 

Northern Ireland s t ate . FurthGr indications of this are give rl 

in i\ ppe nd ix 3 . Part of this disparity in we alth and i nco me 

i s of course due to the adverse influence of the border and 

t o the more intens ive deve lopmentofth2 region around Belfast, 

relative to the outlying parts of Northe r n Irel and. In a 

repartitio n situation the border would be shi fted further east 

and north " This should benefit the formei border area s bu~ 

might on the oth er hand adversely affect the areas on bot l~ side! 

o f t he new border unless EEC developme nLs s ucC0eded in bringin g 

a bo ut closer economic int egratio n betwee n the new Northern 

Ireland state and the TPnlainder o f · th ~ island . 

34 . I he picture is fu r ther cOI~plicated by the extent of poss ible 

popul atio n transfers betv.rse n the t.ransforred area and the 

remainder of Norther n Ireland. On the basi s of our populatio n , 

e stimates about four t.ime s as many Catho l ics might l eave the 

new Northerrl Ireland, i n cases I and 11, as Protestants would 

l edve the trans f erred areas (the mi nimum area in t hese tviO 

in st ances ) . On the same basis , th e number s of Catholics and 

Prote stants moving each Wc) )', in cases III and I V \'<'hich refe r t o 

the ma~imum tr ans ferred area mi ght be in the rat i o 3 : 2 . I t 

is irnV.Jssible to predict how t his would affect the relat i ve 

di sparit i es of income betwee n t he residua l area and t he mi ni ffium 

or maxi mum area;, espec i ally if repartitio n werr;: to oc cur ill 

or f ol l owing a s i tuat ion of wi despread intercommunal co nfl ict 

invol ving substa ntia l prope rty damage. 

~l 5. Nevertheless , l eaving as i de t his l at ter c onS ideration , t he 

indications are t hat, other t hings being equal, a n i ndepende nt 

Norther n Ireland ccnsisting of the residua l area , as de fined in 

H) woul d be more viab l e economical.ly tha n an 

' i ndepende nt s t ate, compr i sing t he ent i re Six-county ; area. 

The state ' s viability would stil l , of course , depend gre atl y 

on the size of ar;y British launch ing subs idy, on the natur e c~ 
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i ts t r ading and other economic relotion s hips with Dritain ond 

the Re publ ic, including its relations wit h the EEC and on the 

clim<~te - whether of peace or of viol ence - in which it 

starte d to operate o 

36; Many matters would arise , which would require further detailed 

studyo The following are some exampl es:-

(1) the r es idual s t ate might not produce all its 
require!T'r2 nts of normal food i te!l1s in which 
·Northern · I r el and is now self-sufficient ; 

(2 ) much of the water supply for Be lf~st comes from the 
Mourn e Mount ain area mffi t of which might be 
transferred to the Republic or from Lough Neag h over 
w}f ich a n enl arged Republic, where i t. took over the 
max im'..Jlll are o! we uld have parti al control; me re 
ge ner al l y l ar-ge· part,s of existing s yste1ns of 
in fr 0s tructur-e - water~ seweJ.:-age, powc:r etc. - would 
be d ivided and might require arrangement s for jo int 
operation; · · 

(3) th f= new s t ate might have difficulty in l aunching 
c urrency; 

its 0 
.. . .. . 

·37. Vt11ere the :r-esid ual areo \vas fuJ ly intc:grat.ed into t he Unit c: d 

Kingdom, the question of its v i ability wo uld not arise in the 

s ame ways although it might arise in t he context o f oev ol uticn 

arrangeme nts within the U.K. generally~ In general, however, 

i ts economic hea l t h vwuld be close l y t i ed up with that of the 
o f the !J niversity of Lanc c:::.t · 

U~K. generally. It is wor th me nt ioning thvt Prc fessor Carter:· 

has point ed cut that Northern Ire Lmd might do better under a 
~ . 

county council type of int egration than as ~n inde pendent State 

since inte~ona l t ra nsfers are i nva r i ably more ge nerous than 
' 

internatio nal transfers~ 

38. The economic effects of r epartition on the Republic woul d d e pe ~ 

;firstly on , the vrno unt o f populati on rnoveme nt c Eve n . 

if the Republ ic did not become directly involved in 

any intercommun ~ l v i olence which could occ ur as a 

pre lude · to r ep()rtitlo n, the potent i al cost to the 
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i ts trading and other economic r elations hips \vith Britain and 

the Hepublic, incl uding it s relations 'NHh the EEC ,lnd on the 

cl i m2te - wh et her of peace or of viol ence - in which it 

s tarted to operate . 

36 ; Ma ny matters would arise, which would r eq uire further detailed 

study. The foll~w ing are some examples:-

(1) the r es id ual state might not produce all it s 
r equirem2 nts of norma l food ite~l1 s i n whi ch 
Norther n Irel and is now self-sufficient ; 

( 2 ) mu ch of the wat er supply f or Belfas t comes fr om th e 
Mourn e Mount ain area mCE t of which migh t be 
t ran sferred to t tle Republ ic or from Lough Neagh oval' 
wh ich an enl arged nepublic, wh ere it took over th e 
m a xj. m~lll ;:1reo, wo uld have parti al contro l; me re 
ge nera lly l arge par1: s of existi'l9 syste l% of 
in fr as tructure - water , sewerage, power etc. - wOllld 
be divid ed and might r equire an'angem0 nts for j oint 
operation; . . 

(3;) the new state might have difficul t y in launching i ts 0 ' ·' " . 
c urr ency.' 

" . . - , 

'3'7 . 1'\11e1'e the resid ual area was fully integrated into the Unit ed 

Kingdom, the question of :its vi ability wo uld not arise i.n t he 

same way • although it might arise in the conte xt of DGvolution 

arrange ments within the U. K. genera lly. In ge neral, however. 

its econorr.ic hea lth Ho uld be 

U,K. genera lly. It is wor th 

cl.osely t ied up with th at af t he 
of the li nivers ity of Lanc2::. t· 

me ntioning tha·t Profes sor Carter! 

has point ed c ut th at Northern 1re1.:1I1d might do better und er a 
,:-

county counci l type of int egrat ion th an as cn ind e pend ent State 

s ince inteI'Egi.onal t ransfers are invar i ably mo re generous t ha n 

intern atio nal transfers • 

. ' .i: . Ec onomic effe cts oE neoott.2ted rerl ~lrtitio n on R.e illdblj..£ 

38. The economi c effects of r epart itiofl on 'che Republic would de pe r,·; 

Sirstly on . the amo unt of popul ation moveme nt . Eve n . 

if the Republi c did not become di rectly involved in 

any i ntercommun a l v io l ence which could occur as a 

pr e lude ' to rep artition, the potenti al cost to t he 
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Exchoqu<:r of l arge-se al~ populutioi! movect2nt , consequent on ~.tl'. 

viol ence, co uld be crus hing, especia lly jf the Brit i s h 

Gnvernme n·t and any Northern adminis tration refused to bear any 

part of costs falling on this part 6f the country. J·f: wi li be 

recalled th at up to 250 , 000 Catholics might move into the 

enlorged Re public fr om the r esidual area and this could cos t 

£S}OO million if the Republic had to bear t he full coste: the 
i 'tE!mS which have bee n quant i f i ed . · ~ . 

40.·. The adverse effe cts in the longer-term, in retarding for eign 

inv~stment and economic development generally, could be dras~ ic 

and long continued , even if repartition led to a cessatio n of 

violence in the North. If it did not have this res ult, the 

adverse effects could be even more severe . The effects of 

repart ition wo uld also depe nd on the futu re status of ·the 

residual area and the nature of any Br"itish economic support 

for its launching - since these f act.ors would largely 

determine its esonomic circumstances. ~ repartition negot iated 

in circumstances of peace would be most significant in bringing 

large now territory, population, productive resourc es , tax able 

capacity, liabilities for public spending on social services , 

infrastructure, job promotion and administration, and so on, 

into the Republic. Many questions -would arise -would any 

attempt be made to maintain payme nt of social welfare bene fits 

at the Northern Ireland rates where thes e were higher or would 

the raies be assimilated with those in the Republic? What of 

the fre e health services - would the arrangements in force in 

the Republic be introduced? Simnarly for higher education 

grants and the full range of social services, in the widest 

sense, and state transfers to families and individuals. Would 

former public servants in the Northern Ireland Civil Service, ~ n 
and British national ised bodies 

Westminster De partments/such as the Post Office, in local 

authority service and in other public bodies retain their sc ale s 

of wages and salaries or would they have to accept the scales 

appropriate to their grades in the Republic? .. 
. -· . . 

.......... ·--~--v-----..._-... _ -~- -·-,.,.~~--~-~--_.,..----~ --·- ------~--~- ............. ~·-- ··---..... ·-~ ... _ .. ---·---·---... 
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ExchocP:EI' of l c!rg2-::;c al(! populcJtio r. move r-:ent , con sequent. on ~,ll (. 

v io l e !lCe , could be cr ushing , es pecia lly jf the British 

Gnvernmc nt and any Norther n administration refus ed to bear an y 

par t of costs fa ll ing on this part cif the country. It wili b2 

rec alled th at up to 250,00 0 Catho lics might move into the 

enlarged Republic fr om the r esid ual area and this COll].d cost 

£SlOO million if the Republic had to bear the full coste : the 
f tpms which have be e n quant i f i ed . . ". 

40. The adverse effects in the longer-t erm , in r etarding for e ign 

inv~stme nt and economic develo pme nt genera lly, could be dras t ic 

and l ong continued , even if r epartition led - to a ce ssatio n of 

violence in the North. If it d id not have this re s ult, the 

adverse effects could be eve n more s evere . The ef~e cts of 

re par t ition \VQuld also depe nd on th e fu t ure status of the 

residual area and the nature of any Brit ish economic support 

for its launching - since these f act.ors would largely 

determine its economic circumstances . ~ repart ition negotiated 

in circumsta nc es of peace would be most significant in br inging 

large new terr itory, population, productive resources, tax able 

capacity, li abilities for public spending on social services , 

infrastructure, job promot ion and administration, and so on, 

into the Republic. Many questions would arise - would any 

attempt be made to maintain payme nt of social welfare be nefits 

at the Northern Ireland rates where thes e were higher or would 

the raies be assimilated with those in the Republic? What 0 f 

the free health services - would the arrange me nts in force in 

the Republic be introduced? Simnarly for higher education 

grants and the full range of social services, in the widest 

sense, and state transfers to families and individuals. Would 

former public servants in the Northern Irel and Civil Service, 1~ 
and British nationalised bodies 

Westminster Departments/such as the Post Office, in local 

authority service and in other public bodies retain their sc ale s 

of wages and salaries or would they have to accept the scales 

appropriate to their grades in the Republic? 

......... _----.......,._ ._----.....---- --.... ------,.......-.._---- ---.- -.-~-------~-
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41.. · Publi shed data do not permit () quanti fied assess ment of the : ''; " '' l 
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increment to national product and demand, consumer demand or . 
I i I t 

industrial and agricultural output th~would be involved in the 
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integration of the maximum area into the He public~ However, it :~;~~··.~ 
' I' I . I, ;I I ;ji •''• !'' ·'·' , 1 ; t, l ' 

would seem that the principal economic: resources of the area are ' 
1

; ')~,·~,··, 

the rich agricultural l and in' ~he F~yle/~o,~rrye drainage bas i n, ·. j: iJ) .. j 
' ' . . i . I. : ~. 

li I ,I u 
the textile industry in Derry and T~~o~ne (ma~~ly shirt mak~ng bu·f[:, -j' \ tl-:·: 
including the newcourtaulds r, lant a. nd other yarn spinning plants '·.· 1AI)··.· I· ··i'i I t .'·p ( :1 . ~ : 

the industries in the Maydown and Springtown Industrial estates i' It;,.!;· 
. • I •\ l•t ~ .l 

at Derry, especially DuPont (synthet ic fibres) and Britis h [:;(.!( ! ,' , , :. . } ~~ ~~ r 
Oxyge n, the Hoechst plant at L:Lrnavady! l(synti)etic fibres) , the ! 1··.j,r,1~.! 

and the Mourne Mo untains area ;·ll 1r \1'1 I 4' 
tourism potential of Co. Ferrnanagh, mainly the Erne waterway,/a nd 11; ~ 

. . ;, ~ 

the electricity power station at Coolkeeragh on Lough Foy~e 

(360 MV, oil-fired). The area has· a .g.ood network of ro ads, · 

hospitals, schools etc. In any negotiations on a repartition, 

it would clearly be vital to secure reliable data on the output 

and resources of the area and on its taxable capacity and the 

h ~~ 
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exte nt of public expendit'ure in it on each of the main areas of (','!; ;:· 
t• . ,. 
,~ .~: 'j··· 1' : t 

For a useful comparison of costs and benefits, · . .' 1~·; .11p 1 public activity. 
I ~ r .... l, .. ·j ~ 

it would in fact be essential to h ave information not only on ~ ~ ·:~ !}: 1 j'i 
l .f 'i ~ I ~ ! 
, I '' i•l ; p ') 
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the capital v alue of the c355EfL..S in the ·trans ferred area but also a 
~ ,. I 

comparison of taxation yields and public expenditure in the area . ;<:,' ' 
,I ~ , I ~ I , 

This information is not at present available in any accessible 
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information, it is not possible to give any simple ~an swer to the :: ·.;-· .. 
,, ' "~" t ~ : j' 

question as to whether a negotiated repartition would bring a net '· · 
1 ~ • ' I 

economic gain or a loss to the Republic. However , it is 
p . : 
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t i I: j, tl 
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probably fair to say that if it c ame about without violence and ; '::: .1 
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would not impose any e xc esiiye burden on th~. Republic , 
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Equally, it seems unlikely that it would bring any significant 

economic advantage as the income and output, resources and 

productive capacity of the area are probably comparable, in 

relative terms, with those of the Republic, as presently 

constituted. 

43. If, however, repa~tition came about in the wake of violence and 

involved substantial population movement, it could impose a 

tremendous ~conomic burden. It might be, however, that in 

the situation contemplated, much of this burden would fall on 

the Republic in any case (unless it closed the border on refugees 

from the North). Moreover if a negotiated repartition led to 

or ensured the continuance of a ceasefire in a large-scale 

inter-communal conflict it could well avoid substantial 

expenditure that might otherwise have to be incurred. 

COi'CLUSIONS 

44. There seems little possi~ility that negotiated repartition could 

emerge as an agreed settlement from negotiations without the 

prelude of large-scale violence. It is more likely as an 

outcome of negotiations following violence if Britain withdraws 

from Northern Irel~nd. However, it is just conceivable that 
could 

it;come about peacefully and by agreement. 

45. It seems likely, hc,wever repartj_tion came about, that a British 

disengagement would be total and that the residual Northern 

Ireland area n~t integrated with the Republic would be constituted 

as an independent state. 

46. In a negotiated repartition, the new border would probably be 

delineated by reference to the wishes of the majority of the 

inhabitants of various areas, perha ps as determined in the 

light of the results of a plebiscite. If Catholics opted to 

join the Republic and Protesta nts for whatever other alternative 

was available, the new border might leave all of Co. Antrim, 

Co. Down excluding South Down, north-east Co. Armagh and a 
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small area in Co. Derry around Coleraine in the residual Northern 

Ireland area, with the remainder of Northern Ireland added to 

the Republic. This division is based on the assumption that 

Catholics as distributed throughout Northern Ireland at the time 

of the 1971 Census would wish to join the Republic ~ which might 

well be true if repartition were an issue. It should be noted, 

however, that a public opinion poll conducted last year indicated 

that at that time 52% of the Catholic population then surveyed 

wished Northern Ireland tc remain part of the United Kingdom. 

47. If repartition came about in the wake of violence on a civil 

war scale in the North, over 300,000 people might change 

residence and the cost of relief, compensation and rehousing 

of Catholics moving into the (enlarged) Republic could range 

up to £600-£800 million. (The adverse effects in the longer 

term of violence on this scale, in retarding foreign investment 

and economic development, could be severe, if not overwhelming, 

and long conti~ued, even if repartition led to a cessation of 

violence in the North). 

48. There is insufficient information available for a reliable 

assessment of whether a peaceful, agreed repartition would bring 

a net economic gain or loss to the Republic. However, if it 

came about without ~ubstantial population movement and if the 

British bore a fair share of any costs, it might neither impose 

any excessive burden nor bring any significa nt economic benefit 

in the medium to long-term. In the short term there would be 

some saving in expenditure on security and in the climate for 

tourism and investment. 

~9. Other things being equal, an independent Northern Ireland 

consisting of a residual area in North-East Ulster, would be 

m~re viable economically than an independent state comprising 

the full six counties area . The state's viability would 

still, of course, depend grea tly on the size of any British 
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subvention, on the nature of its trading and other economic 

relationships with Britain, the Republic and other EEC countries 

and, above all, on the circumstances - whether of peace of of 

violence - in which it started to operate. In all circumstances, 

it would probably experience a serious reduction in ~ts standard 

of living, at least initially. 

50. Where the residual area remained a part of the United Kingdom, 

the question of its econom1c viability would not arise. If 

repartition of this sort came about by agreemerit, the economic 

impact on the Republic could range from neutral to beneficial 

depending on further developments in the residual area. 

51. As in the case of .independence for the entire six counties 

area, the matter of immediate concern to the Republic where 

the residual area was to become independent would, subject to 

the security of the Stat~ here and its citizens, be the 

welfare of the people of Northern Ireland and particularly 

of the minority. Strong internal and external guarantees 

would be desirable to safeguard civil rights, and particularly 

the position of the . minority. However, because of the reduced 

but still sizable proportion of the minority the Loyalists 

might be less willing to agree to - or, if they did agree 

to operate - such guarantees. The Republic and Britain would 

have strong levers in their hands to obtain agreement to the 

establishment and enforcement of guarantees. These would 

include their veto on the area's membership of the EEC, 

the potential influence of the Republic on border security and 

the British attitude to any finanacial subvention for the 

new sta te. 

52. On balance, it appears to us that a negotiated repartition 

which came about with the agreement of all the major parties 

involved without any esca lation of violence beyond its 

I 
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I 
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APPEJ\fDlX 1 . 

·' ') 

··~ .- DeJineaUul' of new uorder in 2~ neq:Jtiated re -p:lrtiti.on 
"--------- ·---

1. As stated i.n the text of the Paper, the Unit, in examining the delineation of t!l.e 

new border in a nc.:;gotiJ,ted re-partition worked on existing data and on the gere ~·:::. ~ 

assumption that Catholi.cs would wi.sh a r eas in which they were a majority to to 

joined wHh the Republic and P r otestants would prefer whate·.~er aiternaUve w'J..s 

ava ilable . .. Two sets of data were used . The first sou:cce was the inform?-~ : ::;~-

on the distribution o£ the two broad religious gToups shown irl the 1971 Cens us oi 

Population. The second source was figures of the number of Catholics in ef~_c;·" 

Cathoh c paris h in Northern Irc;land, derived Jron1 censuses conducted by U1e 

Cathoh c Church authorities in various years in the; pe1·iod 197/ -1 97~. Excec.: 
BelTast area which fal l s in'to 

l..n the Grec:.i:.er / the Diocese of DO\\ffi and Connor , the inforr11aUon received a lso 

included es tima tes of the Protestant population of each parish . 

2 . The SE12,l1est units of area fm.· which par ticulars of reli.g'ious afiilia.t ions wer e 

ava ilable from the Census were Ur ban and Rural Districts and County and 

Municipa l EorouCJhS . Table 1 and Map 1 in the Annex show the information 

ava ilable from the Census resuJ.ts . 

It should be noted that a ve ry la rge percentage o:~ the 

overall popula tion (a pproximately 10%) did nc)t declare their religion. The fi.gureE­

are as follows :-

Co . Antrim 
(excl. Belfas t Co. Borough) 

Co . Arma~rh 

Co, Down 

Co, Fermanagh 

Co. Londonderry 

Co. Tyrone 

Belfas t County Em).igh 

Total 

30, 596 

12, 001 

25, 615 

4, 336 

18, 521 

14,925 

_1_6, 49Q 

1 42 ~ 511 

.· 

The number not statin(J r eligion in 1961 , . when a question cti religion was las t. 

asked in the Census , wm:e very -:-nuch smalle r , only 28, 000. Thus , while there 

may have been some growth in indiffe r ence in the interval, it is very likely that 

the r eticence on religious a££i1latior'1 i.n 1971 was attributable to s uch motives as 

fear and non- co-opera tion . 

3 . In addition to the nun1ber not decla ring any r eligion, it is estima ted thai. Census 

forms were not r eturEed at a ll in r espec t of ::;o-40, 000 Catholics , because of ti·ie 

protest stag·ed at the time ir: rela tion to the Census . 

I 
I 
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1. As stated in the text of the Paper , the Unit , in examining the delinea tion of th2 

new border in a negotia ted re-partition worked on exis ting data and on the gEer e:'::': 

assumption that Catholi.cs would \vi.sh areas in which they were a majority to be 

joined wi.Lh the Republic and P r otestants would prefer whateve r alterna tive was 

ava ilable . . Two sets of da ta v/ere us ed . The first SOUi'ce was the inial' rn2X :::~-

on the di.stribution of the two broad religi.ous groups shovm in the 1971 Cens us oi 

population. The second source was figures of the number of Catholics in ea ci', 

Catholic parish in Northern Ireland, derived Jror.n censuses c onducted by U"j'3 

Catholic Church a uthorities in various Veal's i.n the period 197/-1 97/,-. Excec: 
SeTfas t area wll i c;h fans in'to 

in the GreDter/the Diocese of Dovm and Connor , the infoYr,lation r eceived a lso 

induded esti.mates of the Protestant population of each parish . 

2. The s E19,llest uni.ts of area fm' whi(;h particulars of reli.g"iou3 afIilicdions were 

avai.lable from the Census were Urba n and Rural Districts and County and 

Municipa l Boroughs . Table 1 and Map 1 in the Annex show the i.nformati.on 

available from the Cens us res\lJ.ts . 

It should be noted that a very large percentage o~ 1. he 

overall population (appr oxi.mately 10%) did nc,t decla re the i r r eligi. on . The figur s :::-

are as iollows :-

Co. Antrim 
(excl. Belfast Co. Borough) 

Co. Arma~Th 

Co, Down 

Co, Fermana gh 

Co, Londonderry 

Co . Tyrone 

Belfas t Cou nty BOJFgh 

Total 

30, 596 

12,001 

25, 615 

4, 336 

18, 521 

14, 925 

\ 

.l.~~~.Q 
142, 511 

The number not stahnrJ r eligion in 1961 , . when Cl ques tion ct'i religion was last 

asked in the Census , W8l'e very ;nuch smalle r, only 28, 000, 'rims , while there 

may have been some growth in indifference in the interval, it i.s very likely that 

the r eticence on re ligious aI£~1iatiorl in 1971 was attri butable to such motives as 

fear and non - co-operati.on . 

3. In addi.tion to the number not declaring any reli.gion, it is es ti ma ted that Census 

form s were not r e turned at a ll in r espect of :;0-40, 000 Catholics , becaus e of thE: 

protest staged at the time in re la lion to the Census . 
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,1 . The following arc fig ures for tho numbers of Catholics in thG vari on:::; cii.8ce;·-::"-: 

supplied by the Catholic Church authorities :- . 

Dromore 

Derry 

Clog·her "-
oA,.,<. LO-t-<--<-~ 

Dowr;; (Belfast) 

Down and Connor 
(remainde r) 

A rmagh 

Total 

57, 077 

156, 195 

38, 531 

154, 257 

123,305 

95, 07~ 

624,414 

It will be noticed tl1at the diocesan lota l exceeds the official census total by 

However, if CY.'l2 recal1stha t 142,511 per sons did not declare t.hei.r 

r eligion and the trong likelihood that most ol these could be Catholics and U:at 

Census for ms wer e n8t returned for , perha ps, a furthe.c 30-40, 000 Catholics 

and i.f vr; a llow for some rounding up of total:..-:; in odd pari.shss here and there 

and fo r any rises in population s ince 1971, it. is quite pl8..us i. l)le to accept ths 

di.ocesan fig ur es as be ing reasonably accurate and 'JJO..ct!·"Iy of acceptance W1til 

more r efin8d and up to date fiCJurcs become available . 111, '--! i ~- ·JJa c• 11,...,~ p·""C: r • 1. !- 1,.., '""'l., .... - L ' . •. :> Vt... , :.._.,......,..._;) . L.. J.-... . 

to colla te the s ta tis tics for parishes with those for the administr ative units t:sc;C. 

in the Census results over a sufficiently wide a rea of Northern Ireland, further 

studies of the possi ble line of a border fo r a repartHiQn were based on the 

Census units, exr.ept for the examination described in paragraphs .15 -16 bel ov; ~ 

~oweve1\ the d'iocesan figures have been used to est.i.m.ate the r eligious dis~ri::,­

ution of tho.se who did not declare their r eJ.ig·ious aff iliation at the CerJ.sus - Se':) 

notes to Tab le 5 in the Annex . 

5. The almost untversal practice in defining· fr ontiers between sta tes is to·have 

continuous lines enfolding· solid areas without enclaves . There are some: se-t?.:._~ 

exc.epti.ons . The difficulty of proceeding in this way in No-rthe rn Irel8.r.c.:, \-Jl! i l ~ 

r especting· the wishes of ma jori.ties in tho Census units of a :cea . emer ges clea::"~: 

from Ta ble 1 and Map 1 in the AIDlex. The main problems cor1cern the large 

Ca tholic minority i.n Belfast and Li.sburn Rura l District (which includes ~on-:e 
. t., 

Eelfa~.J t subur bs ) ;:mct the various areas contiguous--.-~ the present border vv·it.h 

the Republic which have apparent Protestant ma jorities on the basis of Census 

data on per sons VJho decla red their r eligion. Exa mples a r e Castlederg Rur2.1. 

Distric t, Enniskillcri. Urban and Rural Districts and Strabcme Rura l District.* 

In general, most of the Ca tholic majority a r eas in Counties Tyrone and Derry 

are not conti~ruot.lS to the present border . 

6. Following the r ecent Cyprus conflict, proposals ha.ve been put forward for a 

solution involving separate Greek and Turkis h areas consisting of aggrega L'io:-1s 

'J , The) followillg' arc fi ures for tho numbers of Catholics in the vari O lt~; di :) ce;v~ 

supplied by the Catholic Church authorities ;--

Dromore 

Deny 

Cl.ogher 1'_ 
0 _4,. {. Ul{..l...-t.~ 

Dowr;J (Belfas t) 

Down and Connor 
(remainder ) 

A:nncl,ch 

Total 

57 , 077 

156,1 95 

38,531 

154.< 257 

123 , 305 

95,979 

624,414 

It will be noticed ti1at the diocesan total exceeds the offi c~al census total b:[ 

However, if CX'!2 recallslhat 142,511 persons did not decla re the i. r 

r eligion and the trong likelihood that most of these could be Catholics and t.hat 

Census forms were not returned for , perha ps, a further 30·-40, 000 Catholics 

and if w~] allow for some rounding up of totals in odd parishe:;; here and there 

and fo r any rises in population s ince 1971 , it. is quite pl8.us i i)l.e to accept the 

diocesan figures as being reasonably accurate and IlJorthy of acceptance until 

more refined and up to date figures become available , As it was not pos::;i l:le 

to collate the statistics for parishes with those for the administrat.iv8 units G.;:,0C. 

i.n the Census res ults over a sufficiently wide area of Northern Iroland , further 

studies of the possible line of a borde r for a reparUii ::m were based en the 

Census units , except fo r the examination descri bed i.n paragraphs . 15-1.6 below. 

H.owever, the diocesan fig ures have been used to esti.rnate the r eligi.ous distri ~­

uti on of those who did not declare their r eligious affiliation at the Census - S8':! 

notes to Tab le 5 in the Annex . 

5. The almost un'Lver sal practice in defining frontiers between states i.s tO 'have 

cont.inuous lines enfolding solid areas without enclaves . There are Some SlCl?c L 

exce ptions . The difficulty of proceeding in this way in No-rthE,rn Irel8.nl~ , \-ih i.l ~ 

r especting the wishes of majori.ties i.n the Cens us u:nits of a:cea . emerges cles.::'~: 

from Ta ble 1 and Map 1 in the Armex. The ma i.n problems concern the large 

Ca tholic minority in Belfast and Li.sburn Rura l Distl'ict (which includes sor£:e 
. I:;-

Belfas t subur bs) and the various areas contiguous 'f.-Wl the present border with 

the Republic which have apparent Protes tant majerities on the basis of Census 

da ta on per s ons Vlho declared their religion. E)(rJ.mples are Cas tlederg Rul's.] 

Distr ict, Enniskillen Urban and Rural Districl:)ancl Strab8.ne Rural District. * 
In general, most of the Catholic majority areas in Counties Tyrone and Derry 

are not contiguoLls to the present border . 

6. Following the r ecent Cyprus conflict, proposals have been put fo rward for a 

solution i.nvolving separate Greek and Turkish a rF.ClS consisting of a gregaLio:ls 
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of cantonments i.e. sroall serarate areas , including enclaves , with loc::.tl G:,·cc:: 

or TuTkish majorities. Such an approach could overcome the problems 

r eferred to in the previous paragraph . Hov;evcr , having rega:cd to Lhe fears Q:· 

the communities in the Nor th, i.t would seem unlikely to command support; ir: 

view of Us d1·awbacks from the security point of view . As compared with 

Cyprus , where r elatively powerful guarantors a r e involved, thG Irish Army is 

very sma ll while we are assuming the British to be withdrawing their army; 

moreover, there is no United Nations presence . Thus l the prospect of 

adequate guarantees is lacking·. Moreover, the Cyprus pr oposals are in UJe 

context of a s ingle, federal Go 1ernment for the whole is land, superimposed or: 

the separate cantona l administrations, whereas ·.;..,hat we a:J.~e consider ing is a 

r epartition in which the separate areas would come under separate sover eign 

Governments . 

7. For the present report, the app:::-oach adopted was to trac:e pcss ible lii1es of 

r~-parhtion which would defhle solid areas without CEcla:jss , broadly by 

r eference to poli.tical a llegiance; a.s indicated by rel'ig'ious s.ffiliation. We 

identified what seemed li kely to be the minimum area wl1icli might be i.ntegl'2.tsC. 

with the Republic and, also; a n1aximum area which WOLlld consis t of the 

minimum area pl_us_ o.dditional areas which would bring the frcmtie r of an 

independent Nor lhern Irel::tnd more or less to the line of the Eann in the Nc,rth 

and, very broactly, the MI rnoiorway in the South . Despit€) the existence oi 

~reas with apparent Protes tant majorities contigL:.ous to the present border, v;-?­

procecded by sweeping eastward £rom that lin.e on the basis U1at the inclusion 

of a substantial Protestant m1.nori.iy 'in any area. to be i!lcorpora ted into the 

Eepub1ic would be oifset by the inclusion of a subs tantia l Catholic majority in 

the remaining area of Northern Ireland - thi.s was , of course , before ailowi.ng 

fo r any popula tion movement ~hat might take place . ,· 

8~ · In this approa ch, the whole of an administrative uni.t (inclucting in the case cf 

some Eura l Districts, any Urb::tn Districts within their area) was assigned to 
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of cantonments Le. slOall separate areas , inclLld~ng enclaves , wiih local G ~' 08:: 

or Turkish majorities. Such an approach could overcome the pr8blems 

r eferred to i.n the previous paragraph . However , having regard to the fears 0: 
the communities in the North , i.t would seem unlikely to command support; ir:. 

view of its d) 'awbacks from the security point of view . As compared with 

Cyprus , where relatively powerful guarantors are involved, the Ir i.sh Army is 

very small while we are assuming the British lo be wit.hdrawing their army; 

moreover , there i.s LO United Nations presence . Thus, the prospec t of 

adequate guarantees is lacking . Moreover, the Cyprus proposals are i.n t:18 

context of a single, fedel'al Government for the whole island, superimposecl or:. 

the separate cantonal administrations, wher eas what we aloe conSidering i.s a 

r eoarLition in which the separate areas would come under separa te sovereign 

Governments . 

! . For the present report, the approach adopted VJas to tr3.r..:e pcss ible lines of 

re-partition which would defi:1e solid areas without er:cla:;cs , broadly by 

r eference to polHi.cal a llegiance, ,tS indicated by reli9io!.:8 affiliation. Wc 

identified what seemed li kely to be the minimum area vlll icli might be inte~rI'at':);: 

with the RepublLc and, a lso, a maximum area which would consi.st of the 

mini.mum area plus :ldditional ctreas which would bring the frcmtier of an 

indc;pendent NorLhern I1'81;:1.nd. more or less to thG Ene of the Eann in the North 

and, very broadly, the MI motorway in the South . Despit0 the existence o.t 

~reas with apparent Protestant majorities contigL:Ous to the present border, \'/8 

proceeded by sweeping eastVlard from that li l".e on the basis tM.t the inclusion 

of a substantial Protestant minorHy in any area to be incorporated into the 

E epublic would be oHset by the inclus ion of a subs tantia l Catholic majority in 

the r emai.ning area of Northern Ireland - thi.s was , of course, before ailowing 

for any popula tion movement ~hat mi.ght take place . 

8. In this approach, the whole of an administrative uni.t (iJ1clud~ng in the case of 

Some Eural Dis tricts , any Urban Districts within their area ) VJas assigned la 
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one or other sido of the postula ted frontier. 'I\vo t:xccptions ~iore n.ade . 

In the case of Armagh Eural District, an area with a Protestant n~ajorHy bL:~ 

whiclJ embraced within it the majority Catholic areas of Kead and. 1\ rm2.gh 

city (both Urban Di.~. tricts ), ha lf o:f the total population of the thr ee units 

combined was assigned. to each s ide of the f r onlier in the case where the mi.n~.~­

mum a r ea is added to the Repu!)lic. In the other case, involving a maximi.:.r.:-: 

area, the whole Eur8.l Distri.ct is included in the a rea to be incorporated wi. th 

the Republic . In the "mini mum case ", the bor der has her e been traced in a.r; 

arbitrary manner on Map 2 in the Ann e x. Secondly, Coleraine Rural Distri.::::~ 

is included i.n the maximum area +0 be joined to the Repubhc btlt the s trongly 

Protestant units of Portstewart U. D . and Cole r a ine Eorough have been as:::~ig::.e . 

to the r esidual Nor thern Ireland a r ea . 

9 . Ta ble 2 in the Annex :.::;hows the adminis tra tive units included in the minimum 

a r ea assumed to be annexed to the Republic, togetheY with their declared 

Catholic and Protestant~' populations a nd the _pe r:c.entc:vy; each constitutes of 

the total population . 'l'ablG 3 shows corresponding information for the 

additional units of a:c-ea assumod to be a dded to the mini.Hlli.m area to consti.LL::s 

tl1e maximum area that might be incor porate¢ into the Republic. Ta ble 1 

gives s i milar data fo.c the units , assumed to constitute the rninimum r esi.du2J. 
·, 

Nor thern Ireland a1;ea . Map 2 shows the three areas concer ned c.md traces 

the assumed fr ontier lines . 

10., The fo llowing is a summary of the assignment of units of a r ea, with particul:::.::.· ·-~ 

of the popula tion involved, as shown in the 1971 Censns r c;;sults : 

Minimum a rea : Fermanagh 

Tyrone 

Derry 

Armagh 

Dov.m 

All 

Strabane R . D . 2.1 td. U. D . , Omag·h R,. D . 
and U. D . and Castlede:rg· R . D. 

Der r y Co. Eorol.:.gb aud Derry U. D. 

Newry No . 2 R . D. and ha lf of the total 
popula tion in the combined dis tric ts of 
Keady U. D. and Armagh ·U. D. and E . D. 

Newry U. D. a nd No . 1 R . D., Warren­
point, Kil kec~l a::1.d Newcas tle U. D. s and. 
South Down E . D. 

*The fi.gnres for Protestants i.nvolve an ele ment of estimation as , for Rm·a l 2.::1d 
Urban Dis t r icts and Municipal Dorouglls num ber s are qiven in the Census on1:: 
for the thr ee main Protestant Yeligi.ons - Church oi Ireland, P res byteriJ.n and 
Methodi.st. The minor ity Protestant religi ons aro gTouped 1..vith non-Christi~:~s, 

people of no r e li ·ion and the s ignificant number s VJho did not state religion. 
A breo ldown of this comg.o:::;ite group i.s available only at cou ... 'l.ty level. Esti~:;:­
ates of the number s of members of the smaller Protestant denominations ir~ 
each administr ative uni t were ma.de by assuming· arbit r::..rily that they com:.;Li ~'.l:c. 

the so.me proportion of the composite grouping· as in the r elevant COLL.'l.ty or 
county borough a::-; a whole. 
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one or other side of the posLulated frontier . ~[\vo ~xceptions were mac e . 

In the case of Armagh ELl 0.1 District , an area with a ProtestanL majority bu:. 

which embraced witbin it the majority Catholic areas of Keild and 1\nn2.gh 

city (both Urban Dis tricts) , ha lf or the total population of the three units 

combined was assigned to each side of the fr on li.e r in the case where the mini·· 

mum a 1'e:1 is added to the Republic. In the other case , involving a maxi m,l::: 

area, the whole Rilr8J Distri.ct is included in the area to be incorporated wi th 

the Republic . In the "mini mum case" , the border has here been traced in 8.cl 

arbitrary manner on Map 2 in the Annex . Secondly, Coleraine Rural Distric~ 

is inclL,ded in the m:1ximum area +.') be joined to the Republic bu.t tbe stl'ongly 

P rotestant units of P or l.stewart U. D. and Coleraine Eorough have been as~~i Le . 

to th e residual Northe rn Irela nd area . 

9. Table 2 "in the Annex ;:;hows the a dministrative units 'tnclud8d in the mini mum 

area assumed to be annexed to the Republic , together wi.th thei r decla red 

Catholic and Protestant~' popula1.ioIls and the . percenta~Ji; e9.ch cons titutes of 

the tota l population . Ta bl.e 3 shows corresponding information for the 

addItional units of a:('e8. assumed tu be added to the Ellnirnlcn, area to consti tU~.8 

the maximum area that might be incorporated i.nto the RepublLc . Table 1 

gives s i. milar da ta fOl' the; units , ass umed to constitute the rninimum resi.d u2.1 
" 

Northern Ireland al;ea . Ma p 2 shows the three areas concerned 8.nd traces 

the as s umed frontier lines . 

10 . The following is a summary of the assignment of units of area, \-vith partic ul2.~·-:: 

of the population involved, as sftovm i n the 19'71 Census r(osults ; 

Mini mum a r ea : F ermanag h 

Ty rone 

Den y 

Armagh 

Dovm 

All 

Strabane R . D , and U. D. , Omagh n. D . 
a nd U. D, and Cas tlederg R . D. 

Derry Co. Eorough and Derry U. D. 

Newry No . 2 R . D. and ha lf of the total 
population in the combined districts of 
Keady U.D . and Ar magh ·U.D . and R.D . 

Newry U. D. and No . 1 R. D. , Warren­
point , Kil keel a:ld NewcasUe U. D. s 8.n6 
SCJLlth Down E . D. 

----- -----_.-
*The fiJ]llreS for Protestants i.nvolve an element of estimation as , for Rm'a l a:-1ct 
Urban Distric ts a nd MLlni C"iP2.l BoroughS numbers are '~iven in the Census onl:: 
for the three main Protestant r eligi Olls - Church of Ireland, Pres byteri J.n and 
Methodi.st. The minority P rotestant religi ons are: grouped with non-Chri ·ti2.'~s, 
people of no r eligion and the significant numbe r s v/ho did not state religi.on. 
A brcok50wn of this com~a::.; i.te group i.s available only at COUIlty level. EsE~:: '-
a tes of the numbers of members of the smaller Protesto.nt denom i.nations in 
each administra tive unit were made by assuming arbit ra ri.ly that they constE!l:c­
the S:1me proportion of the composite grouping as in the relevant COLlll ty or 
county baroUt]h as a whole , 
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Total recorded populalion : 308, ocv; 1.oade up of 167, 000 c1eclc-.:.r<:.d C2.. 1 i. oli~,~~ , 

112,000 declarecl Protestant::; and 29, CCC 
non-Christians or persons \'Jho did ~:~)~ 
state their religi.on 

Maxhnum area: This consis ts of the :rvfi.nimum Ar<:.a and th8 followLng dis~ric~ , 
in Derry, Tryone and Armagh: 

Derry 

Tyrone 

Armagh 

Li rnavady U. D. and R . D. , Coler2.im; 
R . D. and Magherafelt R . D., 

·Dungannon R. D. and U. D., Cookstm'm 
R . D. and U. D. and Cloghe r R . D. 

the remaining ha lf of the popula tion of tr_-:: 
combined districts of Keady U. D. and 
Armagh U. D. and E. D. 

These additional districts had a. total recorded populaLicm of 163, OCO, made u.p 

of 66, 000 declared Catholics , 7'7, 000 declared Protestants and 19, 000 non-

Christians or pe rsons wbo did not declare their r e ligi.on. The total 1·eco.!.·decl. 

population of the maximum area in 1971 was therefore 4'70, 000, made up of 

233, 000 declared Ca tholics, 190,000 declar~d Protestants and 47, 000 non··· 

Christians or persons who did not declare th 8ir religion. 

Residual Area 
-----~-

The r emaining· a rea of Northern Ireland consists of all Co . Antri n:, 

including Belid:st Co. Borough, most of Co. Dovm, north-east Co. 

Arma hand Coleraine M. B. and Portstewart U. D. in Co. Derry . 

The a r ea had a total recorded population of 1, 049, 000, m<::.de up o£ 

245, 000 decl<lrcd Catholics , 708, 000 declared Protestants and 

100, 000 non-Chris tians or persons who did not declare thsLc rehgior:. 

11. It can be seen from Table 2 in the Annex that even the minimum area for t r2.nsf.. 

to the Republic contains the following units of area with apparent Protesta:1t 

majorities :. Strabane, Castlederg and Ennis killen R . D. s c:md Ennis killen;· 

Newcastle and Kilkcel U. D. s . The mini mum area as a whole; howevP-r, h::-0. 

a majority of Catholics over Protestants of about 55, 000 i.n 1871 . Some of 

the individual units of area in the additional districts added to make uu the - ' 
maximum area had apparent Protestant majorities and these additional dist:.'i.ct.: 

combined ho..d a Protestant majcri.ty over Catholic::. o£ about .11 , 000. As a 

r esult, the maxi.mum area had a Catholic majority over Protestants of about 

44, 000. 

12. All o£ these figures r efe r of course to the numbers of decJared ProLesiants 2.:--.d 

Catholics . Reference has been made in paragraph 2 above, to thE-; evidence 

that the number of Ca!Jwli.cs (in 8.lletJiance if not in prac tice ) is seriously 

underestimaled in Lhe area as a whole . Es ti mates of tllc true di.str i.buticx: 
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Tota l recorded population : ' 08 , OCII) made up of IG7 , 000 declared C2. i}.oli"c , 
11 2, 000 decla red ProLestflnts and 28, CC C 
non-Christians or persons \'J ilo di.d ;:~)~ 
sta te their religion 

Maximum area : This cons ists of the Ivfinimum Area ar,d the followi.ng distric~ -­
in Derry, Tryone and Armagh : 

Derry 

Tyrone 

Armagh 

Limava dy U . D. and RD., Coler2.ine 
E . D. and Magherafelt E . D. , 

Dungannon RD . and U. D., CookStO\'i:1 
RD. and U. D. and Cloghe r RD . 

the rema ining half of the popula tiCln of tl-:", 
combined di.stri.cts of Keady D. D. and 
Armagh U. D. and E. D. 

These additional di.stricts had a tota l recorded populaLion of 163,000, made u9 

of 6G, 000 decla red CathoHcs , 77, 000 declared Protes tants (lEd 19 , 000 nOrl-

Christians or pe rsons who did not declare the i r r e ligion . The total l'ecol'ced 

population of the maximum area in 19 '71 was therefore 470, 000, lJ.'lac1e up of 

233, 000 declared Catholi.cs , 1DO, 000 declared Protestants and 47, 000 nClI1 ··· 

Christians or persons who did not declare th eir religion . 

E esidua l Area 

The r emaining area of Nor thern Ireland consIsts of all Co . Antrim, 

includi.ng BeUast Co. Borough, most of Cc' . Dov.1l1, north-e· st CC! . 

Armach and Coleraine M . B . and Portstewart U. D. i.n Co. Derry . 

The area ha d a total recorded population of 1,049 , 000, made up of 

245 , 000 dec lared Catholics , 708, 000 declared Protestants and 

100, 000 llon-Chr isti.ans or persons who did nOl declare thei.r l'eJi.gio~~. 

11. It can be seen fr om Table 2i.n the Annex that even the mini.mum area for t ral:::r 

to the Eepublic contains the followi.ng units of area with apparent Protes ta~lt 

ma jori.ties :.. Strabane, CastJede r g and Enni.s killen R D. s cmd Ennis killen,' 

Newcas tle and Kilkeel U. D. s . T he mini mum area as a whole, however, had 

9~ majC!Yity of Catholics over P rotestants of about 55,000 i.n 1971. Some of 

the individual units of area in the additi.onal districts added to lpake up the 

maximum area had a pparent Protestant majorities and these addih O:1al clistl' i.cL: 

combined ha d a Protestant ma jc ri.t over Catholics of about .11 , 000. As a 

r esult , the maxi.mum area ha d a Catholi.c majority over Protestants of 2.bout 

44,000. 

12. All of these figures refer of course to the n mbers of declared Prolesta nts a:-.d 

Catholics. EeferencG has been ma de i.n paragraph 2 above, to the ev idence 

tha t the number of Ca!:hoHcs (in 2.l1e tJiance if not in practice ) i:::; seriously 

underestimated in the area as a \"llo18 . Estimate of the true dis tributiC!f: 
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of tho populatior1 by roli.c;ri.ous afiil't:lti.on, follor,;in? ad· nstin(~nts for he c2.le~1· 

invol ved in this underest'i.i.r~ation are sh01.vn i.n Table 5 in tho Ar.nex, to w!lic: ~ ::~.:,-

appended some notes on tho. derivation of the C'::..>ii.rnatos . Estimates made \'.Ii i.:. 

the assistance of the fi1:;rurcs supplied by the C3..thol.i.c authoriti.es indic:1to that, 

if one take:::-.; account of persons who d'Ld not declare any roli.lJion and of Catholic~ 

for whom no fo r m was returned, one should add fig·ur·es of 51, 000 and 10, 000, 

respectively, to arrive at the number of 11 born 11 Catholics and Prote~:;tants in 

the maximum 3.rea. T'lri.s would reinforce the position in thi.s area to gi.vc a 

ma jority of "born 11 Catholics over 11 born 11 Protestants of 85, 000. Si.~ni.lar 

esii.matc;s i.ndicate that 9G, 000 and 21, 000, rcspeci..i.vely, should be added Lo ~~-e 

figures in the residual are2. to get the n umbers of 11 born 11 CJ.tholi.cs and Protes-

· tants . This recluces the Protesta:rt exce:;s i.n this area by 75, 000. 

. 13 . It is r:ot possi ble to·.rnake estimates , with tho same; measure of confi.clcnce, o£ ;.::• 

effcds on app::trent local majorHtes of the factors making for understate cr1ent c-: 
Catholic numbers . This is because the figures .shown in the Annex for nur;:2~:.:: 

of Protestants in the various local ~tdmLnistrali.ve units involve an element of 

r:lrbitrary est.i.m~t.ion (sc;e forJtnc~~e to parag:raph 9.). However, it is clear, 

h~iving regard to t!1c percentages of the total population who did not declare 

:rcliqi.on, that i.f the 11 born 11 CathoHcs among these ·· and the Catholics for who:L 

no :forms v;erc returned - were addE;d to the numbers of declared Catholics, 

the apparent Prote0tant majorities in the following areCLs would arnost certa:.il.J· 

bc changed to Cath(JJ.ic. majoriti(~S :-

Newcastle U. D., Enni.sl:illen :rvr. 2., 

Dungannon U. D. a!l.d Dung-annon R. D . 

It emerg~;s '!hat this is also a. s lrong possibility ill n~Jalion to Enni.skillen R . D. , 

Clogher H. D., Strabane R . D . Zt.nd East DovJn E . D. 

14o These possi.bilHiss 'in .r'espcct o£ DLmgannon, Enniskillcn and Clogber a!l.d tlw 

Catholic majorities in Limavad , M.agherafelt and Cool~sLown R . D. s might 

s eem to sugg·est tliat the 2.ssumcd minimum and maximum areas :should i.n 13.ct 

coi.ncide . Eowever, if one combines Census figures for those who decla r ed 

r e ligion for (a ) Lim:::tvady U. D. ai.:d R . D. and (b) Coob.;town U. D. and R . D., 

s mall apparent Protc~;f.ant majoriti es em(~rgc . Thesr::> would, almost certe:.i nlf 

in the case of Li. mavady and prDbably in the ca~:>e of Cookslown, be ch2.nCJecl into 

Catholic majorities i.f one took 0.ccou.nt of undeclared Catholics or those not 

counted al an in the CP-ns us . However, having regaJ·d to the 8,rLUrary and 

uncerkin c;lements in the figure~_; fc:r these and other areas in the list of 
11additional clistricts 11 and ,_n the ii·1t(C)rests of presenting a range oi possible cc::- L:·: 

and effects, the Unit adhered to tbG assignmenL of md.Ls of area set o ut i.n 

t:x1.ragrarh lD aboveo 

-- 77 .-

of the population by religtoLls aflili.:lti.on, fo11o\'l lng adj llS l lncnts for he c2.te ~J·_ '~~ 

involved in t 1is unjerestimation are shown in Table 5 in the i\.rmex, to Wliic:: ,:. ,, -

appended som8 notes on t.he. derivat.ion of the (>c3limates . 

the assis tance of the figures supplied by the Catholic authorWes indiC:1Le that, 

if one takes accolmt of persons WllO di.d not declare any reli.eJion and of Catholic ::: 

for whom no fo rm was returned, one should add figures of 51 ,000 and 10, 000, 

respectively, to arrive at t.he number of "born" Catholics and Prote~3t2.nts in 

the maximum area. Thi.s would rei.nforce the position in this area to give a 

ma jority of "born " Catholics over "born " Protestants of 85, 000 . Si~ni.lal' 

estimates indicate that gC, 000 and 21,000, respeci.iv 1y, should be added Lo ~~.e 

figures i.n the residLlal are2. to get the numbers of "born" Catholics and Protes-

This r ecluCes the Protestmt excffiS i.n this area by 75, 000. 

13 . It i.s r:ot possible to .m'lke es timates , with the same measure of confidence, of ~ ;-.. -

effe~ts on apparent local major'it:.es of thE: factors making for understateGlcnt C': 
Catholic numbers . This i.s because th8 figures shown in the Annex for nUf;: 2e ~': 

of Protestants in the various local admi.nistra ive units involve an element of 

However, it is clea r, 

h~i\l ing regard to the percenta es of the total populaHon who did not decJare 

r E;liqi.on, that i.f the "born 11 Catholi.cs among these - a nd the Catholics for WhO:L 

no :forms were returned - were added to the nu.mbers of declared Catholics, 

the appared Protest.ant majorities in t.he fo11ov"i.ng arc:.lS would amost certa>11:,: 

be changed to Cathr.JJ.i c. majorities > 

B-«' l1 y~a"tl~' R D 1 1''''(-'''n IV' B c...;' ...... ' .... >.:>. I::! .>"\.. ., . t .... .l. JCA.. 1 , - ., Newcastle U.D., Enni.skillen M. E., 

Dunyannon U . D. aDd Dlll1ganl1on R. D. 

It emerge;s that this is also a sLrong possi.bi.lity in relaLion to Enniskil.len R . D. , 

(";Lo, her H.. D. , Stral)2.ne R. D. <tud 'Eas t Down 11 . D . 

14. These poss i.bili! i.8s i.n .res';)ect. of Dungannon, Enniskillcn and Clogber and the 

Ca tholic majorities in Lim~vad , M.aeJherafeH and Coo]~slown R. D. s might 

seem to su g'est tliat the 2.ssu)Jlcd minimum and maximum a rea.s .shouid in fact 

coi.ncide . Floweve1:, if one cornL'ines Census figures for those who declared 

r eligi.on for (a) Limavady U. D. and R. D. and (b) COoks lown U. D. and R. D. , 

small apparent Pl'otcst.a:1i m2t joril:i C:s emergE: . Thes(:' would, almost certai r) l~T 

in the case of Limavacly and prClbabiy in the case of CooksLown, be c:hanged into 

Ca tholic majorities if one took ;:;.ccolmt of undeclar ed Catholi.cs or those not 

counled at an in the Cf'mSUS . However, havin~r rega1'd to the ClrLHrary a.nd 

Lncerlain e lements i.n the f~g\lrc;j for these and other areas in the list of 

"additionai cI-istri.cts " and '.11 the ji-,t.e)rests of presenti.ng a. range of possibic cc: L:: 

and effects , the Uni t ad: ered to tbe assignment of L .. its of area set. out i.n 

l)<;'1.ragr aph 1 b above . 
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:J.. bJock of Uu:ec-? t'~2:cL;;;hes VJE::-::t of the l:3ann ar:d CQ:l.:i.guon:::; t~J u--,(~ rG:::i.dlc:•.l ~'-~'.:~. 

ea·.J. of which have ~t Frote;;_;t:~nt majority - Colera.iney Lir:·~a,_,ad.>' and I''i.L'C~. -

corLp0sed of 21 , CC0 

South of this lJlock, the El!.e of [Xl:cis: . .:> 

the Lovj(Jr E<1nn. :!:Iov,'cver, v.rcst of t.t1e Catholic majc>rii.y blocl~ on tlie \r.:c-s: 
, 
!)8.nk of Longh N:::c.vJh; there 'i. ~~ a block of five; 1-Ja:ci.~--:!iCS 1.'.ritl1 ?rotesLc::..r"t 

evGn on the eG.st, its case; for inclusion i n the:~ residnal c:tre<:. 71ould oe \-,.c:::.~:c::.' 

than the CoJE'raine- Liinavacly J.rczt . In the Soutb, U1l;1'G aro a fnrLbc.:r.fi.'JC; 

pa1·ishcs oi pa1·L::; of pa.r i.s; 1C;~3 , included in o t~r maximum area f or i l'llC9ralicln 

in to the=; H.epur.Ec , v;~ich have P rolestant majorHic:.:; and form a block cor:tir;r...:.:-:·r 

t o ihe r8s idual are~'- . Th12sc~ a r c LougLrJlll , Kilmo.t e, DL.lnga:mon, Moy and 

the pa:rL of 'I'<.lnd::n:ac;ce p~"..r i.sl:: not in Tandcragee 'Jruan Dislric,t. This blo:...:~" 

has 8. t ot;-:.1 pc.•put:.~ior1 on t hC: i.a.;.,; i s of the par ish ficJJrcs , of 38, COO pcopk 

cvrnp::Jscd of 26, 000 Protcst.o..nts cmd 12, 000 Cc-:..tholics . 

\1/~l'' ] ·J en '·'['' IY1 '"1. <' 01 .,....~l'l' c--h l"l'g'l.,, ,.... be• l' nC""'"' 'l1 ~Jy '70 or·o '1'-l~lo l'' "f L~..,.,.l , -- L .~.· ... _: ... ,.::J ..,) !:f.· .. _ .._, . ~· ~ ..... \..:0 , _; .a..l' · ... ,; \ i. , Ill , tl C...lt.,, LrJ \....-

, l r'l ('!'\() Pl'o1 r·ro1·-·n' · ,.,.,'C),') 1 lr'() ··'·=tLl·oll.CS 
..i.. I ' ;\,~. ·- . ~--·~ ... ,... !,.. . ;> "~.l..J. f.J•)' \.., U\.. \_...C... 1 - • T' " . '" . . l t f c- l, a e ,, l ' r , .. I .• .. ft,. Jl.· •. u o~ .c>UCi. r ---.l':Jr:l .• ··-~----

would be t:J i~·:.c:r::~·:.oe the Cc:.U1cdk minority i.n ll:-· then rc.··.idLlal aToa Lo over 

361, 000 Y/lilc· :rndn-~ LllO the~ ·p·co tc~~t(ln.t m1nori l··r ·i,·t the ma.1:.Lnnm arcs. to ?.L~J~l~ 
.J " 

I,' 

• , 1 J ; ') r, ,..., 
,;:1 1.1 . '_ -.. ; ',' •. , i: y 

• f J • ,,". ' ", 
I • '... I.' __ ' ....... .' , 

c.f ('1',;\ 11" r'C:Ll1.',"'l-:j lYt' 11" .... ~_\ ~ .. ~_'"' (llCl~ ("-~5 r f '. '~ ; :"":. , :: ( ___ . __ ~ ~ _ ,.,_,\. - --_.- _._-- ------ ---~------.----.----- _ --- _ 
'l~ C'c.~ "\ "') 1 " .! .-.l_ ~": _. L - 'J. (. ~-. ;'0~ 1\ 
l ... ·..) • . 'v\'Clt. ..... ClJ,. . ....ILJ. !.\..!,~ V.' lL..l '-"- , .Il __ .L _ .:.1.1..) 

p,)pulatioc;c'; of (,c:ch p:ll'i:ch. W·?; c:ou:cn1.latcd on p3.1·is!\,:;t, il l (::e i:i.cid ;.l l ~) J. :::.l 

rU l.'i'_l dbLricts (~J:)[nG CllltH"lci: g l'rba.n di.c>l.ri(;t~,), cchJed to th e; ~'.SSllL;2d 

In pc'1.J'ti.cular, wC) ezau i.c.'::l 

eas\: of \vhiciJ have et Protc:~,;t::·.n l: majority - Color-aine, LiL'12",ady and Yi.L:oc?, -

corLVlsed of 21, CC':: 

Prol e;:;U:mtG (;,ncl 11, 000 C3.ll;d i. c~~ . Soutb of 1.his block, the liE8 of pa:ris:1c." 

the Lov!or Eann . i-Iowcvcr; v/es t of the Catbolic majori.ty block on the V;08 :' . 
IXlnk 0: Lc'agh N"()~vJll) the r e h~ Cl block of five pa:cV ilcS I.'JHL ProtesLar,\ 

ma ' 'or itic::; . 

8V 811 on tho east, U:3 Cas(" br i,ncl.llsion in the residnal 2.res 7/QuId LIe WC:::":Cl' 

than the CoJ.el'cl:lno··Limavady arc" .. In the South, 1.1101'8 arc a fllrLbc.;r ·n·'le 

inte) ' 11", Dnn"t 1i e .... .. • 1... , ... J..: \,,-, t-' u ... 'J.... 1 VJsich have Protestan1. majoriLic:.=; a :l.d _orm a block eor.[t'JJ.o:',-

the p3.ri of To'Ed81'8.gee r~;,ri.sL Dot in '1'a11(1<.'1'8.90e ~ru3.n Districl·. Thi.s bloc:~: 

has 8. Loirel p(1 pul(~ Li.on on the: t.,:::.~,: i s of the parish fi lJures , of 38, 000 people 

C0UlIX\sed of 26,000 Proicst?,ni.s and 12,000 C:::.tholil:s . 

woal.d, on t he: b,13i" of p:'.rish Hg H:C'C.::" , be; ' nc 1'(>:-' "c; by '70, OGO, made ll]) of 

17, COO ProU: .sl'-'nLs :'.lid ~3 , UOO Calholics. 

( , 
, , 

j1r:r' .. 1 .... ·-\ ~(~~ ... l 
,. ' 



if it so wished, c.Gu1.d mrd.e a strong case for the ir:corporal.i.un of the ft.:~l 

maximum area "into the H.Jpubli.c. 

.· 

17. 

, 
~ -

a ro-p:.crtiticl sit1J.:'!.til'r~ )Catholics in the Norlh {).l,J the C,y.;ern.,.(;::L I CI'C, 

if it so wished, C'Gu'.d m2.l.e a strong case for the ir~cor )oralion of th fdl 

maximum al"Ca 'into U1C n'~pul)lic. 

" 
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CO . .ANTHTM 

Ba1lycas Llc U. D. 

B'' ll"c 12 l'O TJ D U· J.J' .L '- . • t 

Ball ynwna M. B. 

Ba!Jymoney U. D. 

Car:ric:k forgus M:. B. 

Larne M.B. 

U sburu M.B. 

Newtown~ bhoy U.D. 

p('rt" '1 r l ,.J "f) . . _ l Ju 1.. J _l ~ 

Wl1 i.Le::hc,l.d U.D. 

Antrir.o n. D. 

BallycasUc R. D. 

Ballymr .. .:rn. H . D . 

.. Ballymo:1cy E . D. 

I..arnc R .. D. 

Li.s burn 11, D. 

DeJfast CutmLy .Borough 

Total fc'r co1..mty 

C:O . ARJ\II/\GH --------·-- ·- ,/ 

Armag-h U. D. 

Cra;i~p,von U. D . 

Kc20J U.D. 

LurcJaH hti . D . 

l-'ol·tadcr,-ln !\1. l~L 

'J.'<lnc l'ag ·"'.:.· V .. L! . 

A T'rr " · '1 P D .... - dl<.;..t.Jl ~.'>J., - • 

Ne\'vTy No.2 E . D. 
n,cln~ o ... ) , .. ,-In F; -, J.. ,.~_ --1 ,_. ~! ,_. ~ " . lJ. 

TotaJ fr·, · r'·'l'int v ,_.. ,_; ... ~.... .) 

gensu~J of P_?puJ<:tti~n-~~71 _ 

EY Adr~~~~i_:.;.tr2-Ll~c Distri~ ts 

Decla red Roman Catholics 
--~ 

Num ber % of tolc.'l l - ---
pop tG1ion 

1~ ~63 51.6 
287 5.6 

3, 4'71 21. 3 
900 23 .6 

2,029 , 13 .3 
~1, 6~t1 ~- 25.6 
4, 856 18.1 

10, F)E;5 18.6 
-890 19.2 

-· L1.1l1 15. B -.· .J,. : .~ 

\ 

75 837 20.1 
3,'7?.4 46. 2 
5, 166 •15. 2 
4, 624 21.1 

4, 35? 19. 2 
27, D18 37. [~ 
91 1'1"0 .l, .r6 25.6 

' · 
1 r74 '/65 ...... ( ; . 24.6 

,.. 

I . 

' 
5, 909 50.7 
4, 389 34.6 
1, 691 ?9.0 

10, 518 44.3 
5 395 
' 24.6 

?.83 16. ·1 
9:806 36.7 

~ 9 1 'h ..L ' lJ ;) 67 .0 
%.44 8.3 

57,710 43.5 

Note:-- M.P. j . ~~~ I\f. unic: i p::.l BoTonQh 

Dec Jc:t r ed Pro Les t8.n Ls 

Number %of total 
pap~~Clti8:1 

1, 092 38. 2 

4, 555 88.5 

11 ,455 70.3 

. 2, GOO 68.3 

11, 6f>2 76.6 

11,998 66.2 

19 '718 
' 

73. 6 

40, 848 71 .1 

3,370 72. 'I 

L,' 8":l2 73.2 

28, 302 72. 5 

3, 818 47.4 
2C 13'.) ... .l, v 76.3 

15, ?28 71.9 

16, Jj00 72. 2 

38, 23 5 51.8 

22 6 cr:4 
.J J ' '-' v 63.6 

464., 784 65. 5 

4, 615 39.6 

7, 069 55.7 

282 13. 2 

10, 679 44.8 

14, 798 67 .5 

1, 283 74. 5 
11 r/011 '.r. , "1 55.1 

6,877 23.7 

2,386 80.9 

G2, 686 47.3 

CO.ANTHTM 

Ballycas lh; U. D. 

-0" 11"," '? I'C TJ D r~(,,;.. ) ...... J. I. • • 

Ballympna M. B. 

Ballymoney U. D. 

Can:'icl,fergus M. B. 

Lame M, B. 

Li.sburn M. B . 

Ne\VtoVJm~b!)Gy D.D . 

PC,,.,tl"J (' I "J n ,1.. w ... )~ ~,LI . 

Wll iLel1crJ.c1 lJ. D. 

Antrirnn,D. 

Ballyc2.sUe R. D, 

l .ame R .. D, 

Li.s bUl'l1 D" D. 

Belfast CvunLy Borou h 

Total JoY' co'..mty 

(;0 , ARMI\G H 

Arm2.C:p U. D. 

r ' r'-"' l' (1" \ --" 1 -U D ....... _v~ ... ....j" 1 · .... 1 • .' 

Lurg'an iA . D, 

'lane.: l ' <lg"' .~ . V, D. 

A rm2.g 11 g. D, 

Ne vry TO, 2 F~ , D. 

Total SO )' county 

genSl!~~ of r:?pulatio!:_~ 071_ 

bv il.drnini<tr2.li.v(; Distric ts 
- <-_ . - - -----------

Declared Roman Catholics Declcll'ed ProtesU".nLs 

-.' 

Number 

1 ~ ~6::l 

287 

3, 4'71 

900 

2,029 

:1, 641 

4, 856 

10, 665 

· 890 

4)~ 
\ 

7, 83'7 

3 '7? /[ , • . J_ 

G, lG6 

4, 624 

4, 357 

27, 918 

91 11')0 .L, .tU 

1 n tl '/ 6 h 
..... ( :i l ' i.) 

; . 

!), 909 

4, ~~8D 

1, 6D1 

10 hAS 
J . , 0 '.t ' 

5 395 , 
?83 

o 80 ' .. I : / 

19, 1(.15 

57,710 

~. 

, 

% of tal,l 
jJopul a Lion 

51.6 

5.6 

21 .3 

23 . 6 

- 13.3 

~. 25.6 

18. 1 

18.6 

3. 9 . 2 

15 . . 8 

20. 1 

46.2 

15.2 

21.1 

19 . 2 

37. El 

25 . 6 

24 . 6 

50.7 

34.6 

'79.0 

14, ~l 

24.6 

16. ·1 

36.7 

6'7 . 0 

8.3 

43.5 

Number % of total 
po~-ilati 0:1 

1, 092 38 . 2 

4, 555 88.5 

11 ,455 '7 0. 3 

. 2, GOO 138 . 3 

11, 6[)2 '7 6.6 

11 ,998 66.2 

19, '748 73. 6 

40, 848 '71 .1 

3,3'70 72. '1 

1'l' IfL 2 

28, 302 

3,818 

2 C\ , 133 

15, ~(28 

16, 100 

38, 235 

926 c r~ 4 
l -l , I-' <.J 

464., 784 

4, 61 5 

7, 069 

282 

10, 679 

14, 788 

1,283 

H r r(01 

6, 877 

2,386 

62, 681 

73. 2 

72 . 5 

417,4. 

'7 6. 3 

71. 9 

72. 2 

51. [5 

63,6 

65.5 

39.6 

55.7 

J.3. 2 

44 . 8 

67.5 

74. 5 

55.1 

23.7 

80.9 

47.3 



CO. DO'NN 

Banur idge u. D. 

Bangor M. I-3. 

DorHghc:.dce U. D. 

Downpatri.ck U. D. 

Dromo:rc U. D. 

Holywood U. D . 

KiH;r:el U.D. 

Ncwcasno U.D. 

New:r y U. D. 

Newiovm:::.;.n:s JVI. B. 

V\la:n·8npo'mt U. D .. 

p,.,nb;:iclg·..; R. D . 

:East D O)iTl R , D, 

Irillsborougll H. D. 

IIA:o i.r-a R. D. 

Ncvlry No. J. R .D. 

No:r th Dcw.;n R . D. 

South Do\n:: R .. D . 

'l'oU.:;.l for county 

CO. FEEM/\N r\ GH 

E mris ki.Jlc:n M. B. 

E nni :-..:; ki.llGn R . D . 

, . .,.V .1Jl"~t-r"1-· .,.., D D 
)_.... • -.,........,) \ ~~- .1. .[\ ,. •• 

Li.~u..3.skea R . D. 

'J.1ot:1l for c:mmty 

CO. DERR':: 
I - ~-----·-·--
! 
I 

I CuJ era:Lnc~ M . B . 

Dc:rry U. D . 

·r-."~ t--· I~ . . ~ · ' · u D -'~ '•.J .t d L 'V \~/c.:.. !. L • " 

Co}c~:tainc It. D. 

Li~Y\8.\rady R .. D . 

Iv::' .. ~, l- ,,,., .r,....lt ... .., l) 
':..·.~ ..... ~-c.; ... ' "" \., .. - • 

-.· 

·- 3 J_ .J 

. 
Dec:J~~~red. T:t~r~c-:.)1 C :.l ~} :sli c:s 

%of total 
Number i)oj_iu1.0-~Ll.on 

1,998 29.4 

2, D58. 8. 5 

188 5.1 

4,815 65.3 

366 15.8 

1,573 19.ri 

5?9 20.2 

2, 063 

8, 590 

1,?46 

2,892 

4,655 

4,009 

12, 825 
-· 

3, 0'97 

1, 619 

7> 996 

4, 763 

7,566 

74., 298 

2, 823 

7, 250 

4, 968 

8, 697 

23,738 

.., 2.10 V 1 I~ 

1, 796 

14:582 

1,098 

4,505 

8, 953 

15, 219 

' 

I 

'· 

44.8 

71.5 

11.3 

68.7 

24~8 

7.G 

42 . 5 

8.-8 

17. 6 

. 53 .1 

14.6 

55.5 

21. 1 

43.5 

42 .6 

4'7 . 4 

54.5 

47. 8 

22 . 0 

32. 4 

46.7 

22.0 

23 . 0 

48.5 

Number 

~9,005 

3,314 

?.,078 

1, 738 

·5, 713 

C) o r.::.5<)· Li 1 ..... , 

2, 186 

1, 967 

12,Gb8 

1, 021 

12,3 02 

43, 860 

14, 4'78--
(i 

28, 657 

6,94.0 

5, 70:1 

2G, 225 

5, 013 

208133 
I 

3, 093 

7,841 

4, 699 

6, 034 

21, 673 

10, 230 

31203 

13,547 

3 ~ 28G 

13' 267 

7 621 
' 14,670 

63 . 5 

82.8 

90.2 

28.2 

75.2 

71.7 

71. 7 

4.7.5 

1?.1 

81.3 

24.3 

65. 5· 

83.2 

48, 0 

81.? 

75.4 

38.1 

77. 5 

3G. 7 

67.4 

47.8 

46. 1 

44.8 

37.8 

43.1 

57.7 

43.3 

65.8 

G7 . G 

41.3 

co. DOWN 

J3a nulicige U.D. 

Bangor M. B. 

Dorngh2.dcc U. D. 

Downpatrkk U.D. 

Dromorc U. D. 

I-Iolywood U. D. 

KiU::0.el U. D. 

NcwcasUc U. D . 

Nevn y U. D. 

Newtownc'nis M. B. 

W21.rl·8np8'mt U. D ., 

Psnbr'i d CJ'~ R. D. 

(>;.sUcrcagh H. D. 

East Do-,vTl R. D. 

Hill c· boroucrll H. D. 
.) 

Il![o iI'~'l R. D. 

Ncvlry No. J. R. D. 

No): th Do'.vn R. D . 

South Dov,:r:,' R. D . 

'l'otD.l for county 

'orJ11is killen Nt. B . 

Enni~kill8n E . D. 

J-'''' , ; n'' '~ ' "'1---,,, R D ....... \I .L.J .l ..... ....> L. 'I t::.!- .. '. " 

Li~t(lSkea R . D . 

~ro tal for C:Olmt 

CO. DERR? 
j' -------
I 

~- :;l)i '>·r,:lC' · " U D ........ - __ co. \. ..... '. -J .. .. 

Deny U. D. 

P an-, le ','ia c· t U. D. 

CO.8:rainc Ft. D. 

Li~YIQ.'lacly R. D . 

Iv.:'. :-.1', c, r" r" lt -n 1) ;,. ........ _c:.: ... . ~ •• \,~_ .. 

· 
D" 'l"rerj Dr"~~'l 0 ,,"1 ~11' ,·," Dec}",rcd: ,:· ~tV."-"-' _..:::..r::.-_c. ..... -\.. . ..:. \...J~ . lt .• ; \..,..l .... __ •• oJ ... , ... , _______ ~_ 

Number 

1, 998 

2, 958 , 

188 

4, 815 

366 

1,573 

579 

2,063 

8, 590 

1, 716 

2, 892 

4, 65f, 

4,009 

12, 825 

3,0'9 7 

1,61 9 

7, 996 

4,76.3 

7,566 

'74, 293 

2 823 , 
7, 250 

4, 968 

8, 697 

23, 738 

3, 240 

1,79G 

14, 582 

4 505 , 
8,9f53 

15,21 9 

, 

% of ioial 
popul<?~Lion 

29.4 

8.5 

5.1 

65.3 

15.8 

19. rl 

20.2 

44. 8 

71. 5 

11. 3 
~ 

r 

68 .7 

24:8 

7.6 

42 . 5 

8.,8 

17. 6 

.53 . 4 

11.6 

55.5 

24.1 

43.5 

42 . 6 

4'7 . <1 

54.5 

47 . 8 

22.0 

32. 4 

46. '( 

22.0 

23 . 0 

48.5 

1" () I. .) . v' 

Number 

4 3· ') ') ., ~.t-I 

~9,005 

3,314 

?', 078 

1,738 

5,713 

2,058 

2, 186 

1,96'7 

12, 5tJ8 

1,021 

12,3 02 

43, 860 

14, 478~ 
(i 

? 8. .'O r:7 _ , Ov 

6, 940 

5,70;1 

25,225 

5,013 

208133 
I 

3, 093 

7, 841 

4, 699 

6, 031 

21 , 673 

10,230 

3,203 

13,547 

3,28G 

13,267 

7,621 

14, 670 

82 . 8 

90,2 

28, 2 

'75. 2 

71. '7 

71.7 

47. 5 

17.1 

81. 3 

24. 3 

65.5 

83 ,2 

48 . 0 

81. 7 

75. 4 

38. 1 

77. 5 

36.7 

67 .4 

47.8 

46.1 

44. 8 

37.8 

43.1 

69 ~ 3 

57.7 

43 . 3 

65 .8 

67. 0 

41. 3 



Derry County Dorough 

'l'otal for county 

CO. TYRON}~ ------·-

Dtmg:1nno:1 U. D. 

Omagh U.D. 

Sirabcme U. D. 

Ca.stlederg It. D . 

Clogher R . D. 

Cookstv .. vn R. D. 

:HJon n. D. 

CJn1a.gh R.D. 

StrabaEe R. D. 

Total for collnty 

Total for Northern Iret:~nd 

- ··-----·-----~ ----------

%of toU>J 
Num ber popuJaLi~2_ 

32,64? G3. 8 

82,040 49.4 

2, 288 34. t) 

3, 168 41 .7 

6, 148 53.6 

6 G9G 
' 

71.5 

3,747 45.0 
, 

4,179 44.1 
~· 

6, ,123 44.7 

11,1 53 43;0 

14, 260 . 51.3 

7, 308 12.6 .. 
\ 

f " '3''0 :X), ' I 4'!.3 

477, 821 31.5 

I 

' · 

' 

%of tct:.l 
Number l"':)Di ,j-::; ·"lcr~-
----- ~-.._~~-..:~-

13' [)83 26.5 

79, 416 41.0 

3,622 54. 5' 

3, 320 ' 113. 7 

4, 12,1 35.9 

1 706 
' 

18. 2 

4;129 49. 6 

4,474 47.2 

6,01D 42 .1 
1-< ')"I j;;, .1; d bv 43.9 

10 398. 
' . 

'37. 4 

8, 411,.,.. 49.0 
(! 

57 616 
~ 

41.? 

89.~ , 308 b8.9 

.· 

O DE'C)I-)'J ( ') C ' . ' _ \. -c~ contu . 

Deny County Eorough 

'fotal 101' county 

CO . TYRONE 

Dlmg::nmon U. D. 

Omagh V.D. 

Strabcme U. D. 

Castlcderg R. D. 

Clogher R. D. 

Cooks town R . D. 

,mon E . D. 

CJmagh R.D . 

8t r ab3.118 R. D . 

Total for county 

Total for N rthcrn Il'cl:l.nd 

--? 
-- . 1 _ -

- _._- -_._------_._-

% of loVd 
Num ber poplllauin 

82,647 63.8 

82, 040 49.4 

2,288 34. t) 

3,1 68 41. 7 

6, 148 53 .. 6 

C), 69 G 71. 5 

3,7-17 45 . 0 
, 

4,179 
~. 

44.1 

6, ,1 23 14.7 

11, 153 43.0 

lA, 26<) . 51.3 

7, 308 42.6 
.' 

\ 

er. ~j"(J )0,,, ( 4?3 

477, O21 31. 5 

/ 

,. 

" 

, 

% of tcL.l 
Numbor popul:\tio~!_ 

13 , [:i 33 26.5 

79, 416 11. ° 

:i, 622 54.5 

') 3?O \.), ..... .J {13. 7 

4, 12'1 35.9 

1,706 18.2 

4.< 129 49 . 6 

4,4'71 47 .2 

6,0·18 42.1 

l' q>~ >; .1 j \ .1 '..., ...., 
43. g. 

J ° 398 . - , . 37.4 

8, 411. .... 49.0 
III 

5'1 616 ! 41.'7 

8911,308 [)8.9 



'J.'/\ EJ JG 2, 

Ponnl:>-tion. t.-r rcErri.o-.·1, i ·,.l ad:t:inisL:·~_ti\:c i.!T!"lts inclucicci ir -· _. ______ ...:___..:.._ ___ :..._ ____ ·-------· -· 

, DceJ::yed Romc-2.n Cat~1o1ics 
·- · ---

Derry Cou11ty Borough 

Derry V~ D. 

Sire' banr;; R. D, 

St rab:.:tne U. D . 

CasUcderg R . D. 

Ir·JillE::.stvwn R . D. 

Enni0killcn R . D. 

E nrriski.llen Ivi. B. 

Li;:;;n3.kea R . D . 

Omagh R.D. 

Omagh U.D. 

Nc\;v:r:y U. D . 

1\.:v;ry No.1 R. D. 

Newry No.2 R . D. 

South Down R.D. 

Vlarrenpo~nt U. D. 

NC'wcastlc U. D. 

Kilkcel U. D . 

-· 

Ha lf of Arrnacrh R. D. l i\rmaqh 
J -

U. D. and Kc~J.cly V . D. co m.- . 

Numbc.~r 

32, G4. 7 

141 532 

7,308 

G, 690 

3 '14'7 s 

4, 968 

7, 2 [J') 

2, 823 

81 697 
11. ()'·o J , t.:.O 

f, , 118 

8 590 } .. 
?, 296 

19,445 
f7 5f"5 I ) ,) 

2, 892 

2 063 
' 

G79 

bined £/3 f}/vtv;-..~~:i-(-.1\ 7 [~. ?O'J 
(Sec I>ara)! 1:~/ of :rt?o():r{) · 

T ot.2.l minimum area lGG, 860 

,. 

Note :-- M. B. i s Municipal Borou.g·h 

~----

%of tot.al 
population 

63.8 

46. 7 

42.6 
T h 1.::> 

45. 0 

4.? . 4 

48 . 6 

43.5 

54.. 5 

51.3 

53'. 6 

'74.5 

53.4 

67. () 

55.5 

68.7 

4.4 . 8 

20. 2 

4.3. 0 

52 , !) 

Number 

13, 583 

13,G1? 

8,411 

1, 706 

4,129 

4 , 699 

7}841 

3, 098 

E\ 034 

10,~)98 

. 4, 124 

l' c ~., 
~~ J , } b I 

5p?01 

6 877 > 

5, 013 
~· 0')1 1 ' !...o 

2, 186 
r oq~ :i::i' l J ,) 

9, 800 

1 12~196 

%oftc:~l 
----·-· .... -
poo~;.l::::.:.: ·- :·~ 
·-L-----·---

26. ti 

13 . 3 

48 . 0 

18. 2 

49 . 6 

411, f) 

46. 1 

47~ 8 

37. 8 

37. 4 

35. 9 

17. 1 

38.1 

23.7 

36. 7 

2<1.3 

~ '1 ·"' :X .. .. -... 

71.7 

48. 4 

35. 3 

,Dcc l '~. 1:ccl Romc-c.{] Catholics 
~'---

Numbc~r % of total 
popu12-1wn 

Deny COU!lty Borough 

Derry U~ D. 

in' bane R . D, 

Sirai.Jane D. D. 

Cas Ucdcrg R. D. 

Enniskillcn R . D . 

E nnisktll.cm J\'1. B. 

Lisn2.kca _ '. D , 

OmaCJh R. D. 

OmaCJh D.D. 

NCW:qf D. D . 

{'ewr.\' No.1 R. D. 

NCW1·yNo . 2 R.D. 

'outh Down R. D. 

Wanenpo~nt D. D. 

N CVlcas ne D. D. 

Kill;:ccl D.D. 

-~ .' 

Half 01 Armaqh R. D., Armagh 
U. D. and Kc.:1.dy D. D. com- . 

32, G47 

14, 582 

7,308 

G,690 

3, '14:'7 

·1 963 , 
'1, 2C)i) 

2,823 

8,697 

1tJ, 260 

fi , l l18 

8 590 } 

'7, 296 

19 145 , 
7, 556 

2, 892 

2,063 

579 

bincd I,) / j/.'1"" ..... J..-(~ . 7 e. 70'.3 
(~'ec ParaZij. cf rrb{}Ql'Z ) . 

Tot;;.l minimum area. 166, 860 

NolG:- M. B. i s Municipal Borough 

63.8 

46. 7 

42. 6 

71. 5 

4El.O 

4'1.4 

48 . 6 

45 . 5 

54.5 

51. 3 

53'.6 

74.5 

53.4 

G7.0 

55.5 

68.7 

44.8 

20.2 

4.3. 0 

52. !5 
, 

Num ber 

13, 583 

13, 51'1 

8,411 

1,'106 

4, 12 ~3 

4. 699 , 
7,841 

3,098 

6 034 , 

10, 398 

. 4,1 21 

"l "C"'l" ,t) <jOt 

5,701 

6 877 , 
5, 013 

-- 0')1 1, ,~ 

2, 186 
<" O~· 8 L':, I J . 

9, 800 

11 2~ 196 

% of tc;'~l --_._. -
PO')' . le, . . , . 
. ~-'-!.--~~.' .. .-:..: 

26. fi 

13 . 3 

49 . 0 

18.2 

19 . 0 

4~ . f) 

46. 1 

47, 8 

3'1. B 

37. {1. 

35 . 9 

. 17. 1 

3 fJ . 1 

23 . 7 

36. '7 

24 . 3 
~'1 .... , '-

71.7 

48. 4 

35. 3 



' ·, . 
T/\ BLE 3 

Porm1::-:.Um~, by reHf.(on, i.n :::dr~·ti.nistr<lLivc ar·e:::..s, addi.t.i.o;:.:.l 
-·-- --·--·- -----.L--··--·------------· 
to _those ·i.n 111 tnirn um a2.·ca, <:Lss umc:cL lo be -~~d~~xl to m2 ke U~) 

a maximum ar<">a, r:.ssumecl to be inteqratecl \'Ji.th the ftep~1bli.c. ----·--· -~ .. ----- . ·-· 

DecJared Ronnn Catholics 

Limavsdy U. D. 

! :,---,,;<.'.·~yR . D. 

GC .L~;.. J:ai~le E. D . 

Maghe::.~afelt R . D. 

Clogher R . D . 

Dungannon U. D. 

Dung-annon R . D. 

Cookstov;n R. D. 

Cool;:stown U. D. 

H<'lf of Arm~tgh R. D., 
A rmagh U. D . and Kc2.c.J.y 
U. D. comb~>y.cd .1}/-•-t-Ju...;-L·~ 
(See·. p:Lr8.<~~ .... of 1ZBt:Pl•t) 1 · 

Total for actdional areas 

Number 

1; 796 

8, 953 

4 505 
' 15, 219 

4,1'79 

3 , 168 

11, 153 

6,423 

2,288 
..... 

8, '7 0~-3 

66i387 

'l 'ur.fLl tor maximum area 233, 34'i' 

. . 

· ' 
\ 

.% of total 
_population 

32.4 

48.5 

23 . 0_ 

43 . 9 

44.1 

41 ;:7 

4:3 }0 

41. 7 

34. p 

43.0 

40.8 

47.6 

( 

'· . 

' 

Declared Frotec·tant~ 

NLtmber 

3, 2~3 

7 624 
' 

·13, 267 

14,670 

4, 474 

3, 320 

11, 385 

6, Otl9 

,_ 3, G22 

· ,.< 
{. 

9,800 

77>414 

18\2,~1 0 

% of totE.l. 
popula·t~?-:_~ 

57. 7 

41. 3 

67.6 

4.2. 3 

4'7. 2 

43.7 

43.9 

42.1 

54 . 5 

48. 4 

47. 6 

38.7 

, 
" 

p()r~ti -:.(i cm, bV r8 li{!'.on , in ~ d !~-linis trati vC J.l'C:".,S, (lrld.iLiO;:,ccl 
-.-------.----~,----,---------

to ~hosc in nJlni rnUltl al.'ea, ass umc; d.to I e ~d£~d to m2ke uo 

a maxirnum area, 2.ssumccl to be in teql'atecl with the Repc1b li. c . ----_ ... ~------ . 

Declart:'c1 Ronnn Cat.holics 

Limavady U.D. 

Ma ghel'a fe lt R . D. 

Clo«her R. D . 

Dungaul10n U.D. 

Dung-annon R. D , 

Cooks town R. D. 

Coo l~ lown U. D . 

H,llf of Armilgil R. D., 
Armagh U. D. a nd. Ke2-cJ.y 
U. D. com bhl.od q;" --;"i!.-<v"L :": 
(See'. ~tr~l-~of 1l0Q~7t ) I· 

".. 

T ot.a l for 200.diona l a r eas 

Num e r 

1} 796 

8, 953 

4, 505 

15, 219 

4,1'79 

3, 1 CS 

11, 153 

6,423 

2,288 
'-

- . 
" , 

S '703 , 

66 38'7 , 

',i 'u f:.c1.1 ~or maxImum area 233 , 34 '7 

. . 

.' 
\ 

.% Of tota l 

.population 

32.4 

48 .5 

23.0. 
43 . ~ . 

44.1 

4L'7 

4310 

41.7 

3 4 . ~ 

43.0 

40.8 

47.6 

I 

' . 

, 

Declared Protes tanU~ 

NLlmber 

3, 2iJ3 

'7 624 , 
13, 267 

14,670 

4, 474 

3, 320 

11, 385 

6, 0[19 

, 3, G22 

{o 
. ".. 

9, 800 

77,414 

189,610 

% of t o1.2-l 
p?pulafi:i:.~ 

57. '7 

41. 3 

6'7 . 6 

4.2.3 

4'7.2 

43.7 

43. 9 

42.1 

54. 5 

48. 4 

47.6 

38. 7 



Northern Irc:Jc..:r:d arc:z· 2.S it WOJld bo CO! ;;[it:.:Ls·cl if rr::>:.;:i:nLP:1 ~'..J'C'l-------·--------------· -----···-----:---- ·----
~~~umcd v;~?;rc' ·j-~~~c~qr<Y.!ed 1:-rit h ~epublic. 

, 

Declared Eoman Cc-~tholi.cs DocJarec1 Prots:::;La:J.L~-:; 
-----··- --~-- - --·--------- ---

· Nmnber %of tot?~l Number % of tolflJ --- -----
E_opii1.8~}.6n __ popl~lation 

Ports to wart U.D. 1> 098 22 . 0 3,286 65.8 

P orlrush U. D. 890 19.2 3,370 72.7 

' f:0Jcraine l\11 . B. 3,240 22.0 10,230 f:\9. 3 ! 
I 

2: 800 
I Ba l1ymoney U. D. 900 23.-G 68.3 I 
i 

I Ballymoncy H. D. 11 G24 
' 

21. 1 15, 728 '71. 9 
! Ballycasllc U. D. i 1 r·n3 ~ u O 54.6 1 009 .1.' c. I.-I 38.2 
I Ballycastle H. D. 3,724 46· .. 2 3,818 47.4 

I Ballymena R . D. 5, 1o6 1 5.~2 25, 133 ?G. 8 
I 
I 

I Bc:<.llymena M. B. 3 .• 4.?1 21.3 11,455 70.3 
i Be1J lyclarc U. D. :287 5.6 4, 5G5 88.5 I 
I 
I /1nl.rim R. D. '7 8~ 7 . 20. 1 28: 302 ?2. 5 I 
I • ' \... I 

Larnc M. B. fl· C'!i4 2b. c:~ 11 o~r· 66.~ i "' ' u 1 . .. 
.J.. ' ·~· l.) I I 

I Larne R.D. L. ... , -17 19.2 16, 100 '72.2 I .f:f \..l \:.J I 

I Whitehead U. D, 41/1 15. 8 1, 912 73.2 
I 
i CarrickiGl'gus I\1. B. 2, 029 13 .3 11,G52 '76.6 
I 

I J\fR\\- toNnal~:_ .. sy U. D. 10, 6()5 18. 6 40, 8~S 71.1 
L;.:~uurn 11. D. 2'/, 918 3?.; 8. 38, ?.3:) 5L 8 

Li.sburn M . D. . 4, 856 J 8.'1 19, 7-1-8 ?3. 6 
Crai.gavon U. D. 4, 389 31.6 7, 069 55.7 
Porlado· m M. B. 5, 395 24.6 -· tj. '79Q .l ' . ~ 6'7 . '5 

Lurgan 1V1. B. 10, 5~~8 44·. 3 10 6'/9 
' 

44. 8 
_.· 

Moira R . D. 1, 619 1'7. 6 6, 940 ?5. 4 
'I'andra ee U.D. 283 -:tG. 4 1>283 74.5 
'l'andragee R. D. 244 8.3 2, 386 80. 9 
Dromorc U. D. 366 15. 8 1 .. 738 75. 2 
Banbrid ·e U. D. 1, 998 29. 4 4, :312 63. 5 
Banbr idCJO H. D. 4, 655 21. 8 . 12,302 65.G 

' 
Downpatrick U. D. 4, 815 65.3 2, 078 28.2 
Easi Dov,;n R . D. 12, 825 42.5 14, 478 48 . 0 
Hillsbm·o1.HJh R. D. 3,097 8. 8 28, 657 81.7 
North Dovm R . D. 4, 763 14.6 25, 225 77.5 
Nervlowna:cds M. B. l, 746 11.3 12 .. 558 81.3 

CasUere:o.crh R . D. 
,J 4;009 7. 6 43,860 83.2 

Holy\?OGd U. D. 1, 573 19.7 5, 713 '/L 7 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I , 
I 
i , 
I , 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I , 
i , 
I 

----.. ~ 

POT)'l'''''-,n i," rr~ l' )''''1 '1 ,..,,-11 Jli,oi,·h"lfl··'e "rl· !'· l'Y1C l" ,-1 ~-i in 1"-' . ' ( .... , to ,.- .' ___ .~L~~:~' _ ..................... l ...... -.~, l .J ._ ..... ,~,,-\ .... l j... #~ ~ ... .: 

Northern b (:j .!~d ,He:::, 2.S it \'/OJld C COl :.tit'..:Ls'cl if rr.'"!.xi'-'1U'~1 ':1",;:_ --------------
assumed \'181'(' i ntt~qr2.ted ',',Uh R·:;public. _._. .. ' ._--

Ports towart U.D . 

P l' lrus h V. D. 

(;nleraine M. R 

Ba l) ymol1ey V. D. 

Ballymon0y R. D. 

Ballyc~t.snc U. D. 

Rallycastle H.. D. 

Ballymena R. D. 

B2~llymeno.. 1V1. B. ' 

B(-l.) lyclare U. D. 

i'.nlr im R. D. 

Lame M. B. 

l.arne R. D. 

Whitehe:..t.d U. D , 

Carricklel'gus NI. B. 

JT .. ~\" oWl12.12:':Sy U. D. 

L~,;iJurn 11. D. 

Lisburn M. B. 

Cl'ai,c,,-m 'on U. D. 

Porlado In lVL B. 

Lurgan M. B. 

Moira R. D. 

Tandra ee V.D. 

'l'andragce R . D. 

Drornore U. D. 

13anbrid e U. D. 

Banbridcc n .D. 

Downpatr ick U. D. 

Eas L D~)\'in R. D. 

Hillsborough R. D. 

North Do,,:n R . D, 

NcvvLovma:cds M. 13. 

CasUerC:2.crh R. D. -
Holywood U. D. 

, 
Declared Eoman Calholi.cs ,--- -._--

. NUlYlbcr 

1, 088 

890 

3,240 

900 

1, G24 

1 G63 , 
Q 
v 724 

5, loo 

3 "rn " ':t. ' 

237 

'( S:i'7 ' 
., ~ I 

11, G14 ::.,' . .' 
\ 

(, n~-r? 
./; 1 \..) iJ I 

41,1 

2,029 

10, 6()5 

2'/, 918 

4; 856 

4 389 , 
~ :-'Or.; ... >, 0 .. 1..) 

10,5'::18 

1, 619 

283 

244 

366 

1,998 

4, 655 

4, 81S 

12, 825 

3,09'7 

4,763 

1,746 

1,009 

1,573 

~--

o/u of total 
po§Tci11on 

22.0 

19.2 

22 . 0 

23:G 

21.1 

54.6 

46' .. ~ 

15.!2 

21.3 

5.6 

20.1 

26.6 

19.2 

15. 8 

13.3 

18. 6 

37. 9 , 

J 8.-1 

31. 6 

24.6 

44.3 
,.' 

17.6 

16.4 

8.3 

15.8 

29. 4 

24.8 

65.3 

42.5 

8.8 

14.6 

11. 3 

'7 . 6 

19,7 

Dcc]ar8C~ Protc~; [c'-l.):.L:-:; 

Numbe r 

3,286 

3,370 

10,230 

2~GOO 

15,728 

1, 092 

3,818 

2 6, 1~~3 
11 M'b _ , :1:::> 

1,555 

28; 302 

11 o~-r' ..L , t..{-, b 

16,400 

1 912 , 
E, G52 

40, 8~S 

38, ?3:) 

19,748 

7, 069 

H,'79S 

10,6'19 

6,940 

1 283 } , 

2,386 

1 n3 R !- I ...... 

4} :312 

. 12,.302 , 

2,07.':3 

14, 478 

28, 55'7 

25,225 

12,558 

43 , 860 

5,713 

% of tol.".] 
!2.opl'1l6.Cicn 

65.8 

72.7 

69.3 

68.3 

71. 9 

38.2 

47.4 

'76.8 

'70.3 

88.5 

72.5 

66.2 

'72.2 

73. 2 

76. 6 

71.1 

51. El 

73 . G 

55 . '7 
67,'5 

44.8 

75.4 

74.5 

80. 9 

75. 2 

63. 5 

65 , S 

28.2 

48 .0 

81. '7 

7'7.5 

83.2 

'il,7 
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Dlngor M. Be 

Dona~rlnd8e U. D. 

Bclfc"l..St County Borov.gh 

T otEl.l for residual 
ar ea where mo.xi.mum 
'J'"'SU..-110'Cl a 1 '''~' ·i n+ncr& 1 C'ri C..: ~.JI L ~ .- .._,,_..,. ... ~.I....,._ i.J 1,. " ..1. 

Nnmbsr 

2 oc::g 
~~ y.J· 

188 

94 ;1" 0 
.J. ' · '-' 

wHh R8pubiic . 24t1, G'74 

Note:- M. B. is l'v1unicitl?..l Boroo.gl1 

.. 
I 

8.5 

5. 1 

. 25". 6 

23. 3 

·' 

( 

., 

" 

Dcc1~rc~:t1 "~J\·':0~·i·: .. ~. ~ .. 
·-----·-·---------- -

29,005 

3,314 

22G, 954 

704,'711 

82.8 

90.2 

G3. G 

67. 2 

I 
I 
I 

Don8.~rh8.dl?e U. D. 

Bclfc'..:~:t County Borough 

Tote1.1 ~or resid~lal 
area wl10re lJlaximum 
'~C'sur'1'Jcl c1l"V' -;nfoe-l'" L'C'-' C<.~ 'I .1 v ..... _ ..... ~ .... ............ .J c... .{1 

Nmnbc;I' 

r, 
-~ 

2,058 

188 
91 ,-1-:0 . , .,'-1 

with R8pubi~c . 244, G'74 

Note :- M. B. Is MLUli.ci.p3.1 BOl'OLl_1J11 

" -, 

. , 
I 

% of total 
.po!)ulation 

8. 5 

5. 1 

25',6 

23. 3 

.' 

I 

' . 

Doe] .. l'(:d "2 1'.,\1 r . ~ ..... 1 • 

. ----_._-- ---- ~ ---

29, 005 

3,311 

22G, 954 

704,71 1 

82 . 8 

90.2 

G3. G 

67.2 
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j 
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I 
J 
I 
I 
I 
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!~? -~ j Til.:~: 0!: ...:tr.~ l.S.'_rE..?~. -.I i.:_l~Jj -;__or- .. Q 0.lQ0::..~J2 (~ z~~-X."C9.) LS..Q 

I2~.?J·~~.J.1 .. l:!~.:h:.IL)Jl __ L~U .l_J?·Lr:Q.]j_g) r- us .. .n -f fil..Uii:).DJl~ 

[~~~=~~~-~~=-~~ =1 T~~-Dl ••. -c-;,tho~l~i~:-r hot;:~ ont:-
1

r-0Lh s~:-_ 
J l . --·------ ---· ·------ ------------- --- ---- ----

l I& lA:i.niP1\. 1rn t:t·rii"l~~f-. · ·~l~ed I · 
l ' area 1 322 , 680 205,200 ~~4~~ 

l 
,.-....,.-....,.. ........... · ................... 

II. Additional distri.ctc., 162, 57-9 7 9, 583 82 , de7 

I I I. ( I + I l) M.Jximum . I 
, t retnsferred arc~a I tl B5~259 284s 7 83 199 523 0.-<--:l 
1 

j I V, E2sidua.l ore;: 1 ~ 069~390 340,112 7 25r330 1 3,9t~S 

I V. (~ IIJ + I V) Total , I I N. I:cc J.cmcl 1 r5 54 s6-10 624 ; 895 921~ y 853 / -4~iJ92 
:-------·------·------- --- .__l_________ ------ -- ____ .............__ ________ , 

'1\Tf)·l· (' .­
!~ .. --_· ... ~ 

L H H'! t otol popul a·don shown . is gr_e. a-L c:1· thon trw offj_citll po _ouJ. c:tion 
-(: 

-.f isure by 3S,OJO, t he: cstim r::l't.c:d r. umbc:r o f Catholics fo r wham f orms we:c•:? 

not rctur-r.~c·cl to th o Census ot oJ. L Th is fig ure is etn arbi t r ary one h\1-L 

i~--; cclicvr.:~d to b E: a f a5-c est:i.. m.::.d:,c of t:hc number i nvoJved .. Within the 

tot:Jl~ 2()~00) \'.'e:c2 assiCJ nE"~cJ .t.c, th e> l.'esidual arcu and l 5 , 0CO to t he mini;~~u:-. 
( 

I r- 1 ·c. :r.- (:n1s·rc:rrcc arcg . 

· 2o Ot lwl's ( 1 ast co l umn al>ovo ) .. inc lud es membc::rs o f non- Chr i stian re ligicns 

a nr st at ed agr!ost j cs ond a Lb. C:> :Lst s 2 11d perso ns whD d cscribs d them~:e l v c~:; 
, .. 

a s 11u ndenornination,J l 1; , !! un att a c l!E~d te et c " 

' 
3 ,. The J.42 p5 l1 persons for whom no re l i g i o n \\'as s t atc·d v;cre d i v ide d i n 

the prc.por-t i o ns 1 L: 3 be t v;ccn C C~tho } i cs a nd Protest ant s . 

on t he f ollowing Gas is. Tlw d iocc' sa n figu:;.: cs for Cat holics re f err ed to 
' Ar pE·nJ .ix .L 

i n p a:c agra.h 3of/excc:edEd -L h::~ o { f~ciul figure~. for Catho Li.c s by 1~6 ~523. 

( Th e cvic2 nce ind i cat es t hot thel'e may h ave been r.o incro<Jse in t he 

Cathol ic po puL rLion s i ncG t l. e Cem:, us Vias t aken~ I f o ne accept s thes~ 

d} oces<Jil fi guTc:.> as cor rect and if o ne uss umc:s they conta i n 35 sCOO 

Ca-Lhol i c~' i n respect of whom r;o foTi11 wao::; r e t urned t o t he Cen ;-;us, this 

would l eave l.l.~rOOO pr::rsons n : gu;:dcd as .Catholics by t l 1e church 

1 
I 

, , -. .:: 1 

, . 

L~==-~~.~ a ~- .. -__ ~:~~-=}- T~,:L01 ~~-__ C,~.~hO~~i~' _ _ --r P.rot c :~unts ~r OLh 8;~ 
j -1 . -- --.----
1 l. /,linj,fnl' f/1 t l';:; ns lc'rrod I 
! ' area I 322~6BO 205, 200 ~;"~~; 
l '1 I • . ., r r--"---~f-''-~ Ado',L:·'l'.l· on ;> ' dlst~l - 'b' 20::-'9 -79 F""o I -- "" .. , C '; ::, 1. s';;-' I .• .)ov 82~C;°7 

L[1. (I + I n M,lXiI1lUDl 

t rolli ,;ferred arE,,:;. LjB5~259 284 s783 199 1 523 9~ 4 

IV, Re s idual arCQ 

\ ' , . 
, 

(= II I + IV) TO'l al 
N. Irel and 

----~-..----------- ---

"1 ()'j ', C' ,­
!!.. - '- ~ .':! 

l s °C,9,390 340,112 

924. 8~)3 

------- .-----

L 'T he cotol popuLrUon shown is Cjr~iltG l' than t he off i cill popuJ.c.::t.ion 

.fioJure by 35,0()0, the estimat c, d number of Catholics for whom forms were? 

not l'etul'I)(>cl to the Census vt 01 1. Th is fjgure i s <In arbitrary one hIt 

is l;cl.:i..ev « ~d to be a fa5.r est:i.mJte of i~hG number invc }ved . Within the 

t otal, 20,00J v:ere assign(:;d ,tc, the .::esidua l ilrGe) anc 15, 000 t o tho mini[;"u- , 
( 

t ransferred areij . 

. 2. OthQr~ (1 ast column alJove), incl.ud e s memb(?rs of non-Christian J.'(; l:i,gi.::;ns 

a n st at ed agr:o stjc s ilnd achoists il lld pel'so ns 1'/110 descr i bs d th emse lves 

" as \ ~ unrJellominDti0ni3l ';, l!u nc:tt ac ll E! C Il etc. 

, 

3 . Tho 142 1 511 pe r s ons fo r whom no relig i on was s t ao'cd wore div ide d in 

the pr oportions ll :3 be tvle en Crt.llohcs and Pro estants. This was derive~ 

on t e f ollowin bas is. l 'hl! d ioc0s a n fi9 U~cS for Catho lics rCLorred to 
I 

Appendix 1 
i n p 3:cagI'iJph 30(!excee E: th~ ofCcial fi9ure~:, f or Catho Li.cs by 1~6 ,523 . 

(The cvic 20ce ind i cate s th iJL t!';"'rE: may .. aye been no increiJse in the 

Catholic po puliJLion s in co the Cens us was t ake nl. I f one accept s th ese 

d:i ocesarl figuTes as cor rec t and if one ussumes they contcl:ln 35 s COO 

Ca-t.hol:lc~,; i n re s pe ct of v .. hom r:o fCl'm wa~; r e t urned to th(! Ce n ~~us, this 

would leave 11 , ,000 pErsons H:gOl'U 8 d as 'catholics by t lJ e chu::.'ch 

cn)"Lh()rjt:~ (:s who did not stDtr, t:.heir 1' e l igiou ::; affili aL,on on the i r Ce i l " ','" 
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'J'hcsc cstirut:.•s 

assurr:.:J that th:i.s proportion would hold 

tru0 for euch county. (o:c part of county L·hc.re C"J county was dj vidcd 
. 

between the wcJxirnuiu ai·,,,J and t.i1c residual· urea ) .. 
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ilt tlv 
hot stQLe t~c!r rGligion I 

C:',:'n£~ :s c: 

'J'iwse cStiDli.rL\!s a::.'\: .l'ou<jlL1.y in the 

pro i",c,}.'L j 0 n .1.1. 3. It v/a.s aSSUrT,S( tlwt tll:i.s proportion would hold 

true for eilch nunty (or part of county lilicre a county was divided 
. 

bctv\'een the f[lCJxirnuIlI (=J]:'t l C"1 and the residual' Drea) .. 
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:Csth, ::'..(~on vf co:=;[.:; Df nClfC~ i.<"'.t8<1 rC-'J''..l'Li~L'J .: 
--------~- ---··---------- · ... ~ --~~----=----·-·-

::;cU.lcrj~ent would be~ pcec:cded !Jy a de f'1c:.ro rc:-partHion :;itu?.licm viith 

com:;idcrablc vi.olcnce: and. ::;opJ.l2.ti.on movcu,cnt LJoU1 within No:.>:thcrn Irclc..::.::.~ 

al1 -1 1'n'o I. r, R)e,··· ' 11· c· . \.. L L;J~ . t );.tll.i. ,. 'l'his might grc:;1..tly influence:. the actual nee oUatcc1 

scttlc:;n·c:nl 'lDu v;ould ll<i\'e significant effect;:-; on the costs involved (e . c. 

because of p1:oparty ct.:.rrn.ge ::ln.d th'2 co:::;t of cu·ing for r efuqee:::; fo1· any 

lenn Lhy nc;ri od). ';J L ' 
0!'1 the o~Le1· hand, it is of course; pos~:;ible to llc.ve a 

nc~roti:::.ted r e -par'Liti on ·..;E.:ttlc:;ment v1hich would be preceded by little or JD 

violEmce. This COLtld i.Pdude a more orderly exchanc:e of popnl::.tion over, 

pG:chaps , a yeaj', wi.tll compensation ei.n p::ti.d to the owners G~ p:~·iv2.Le 

property pri.or to tlJeir doparLLll'8 2.nd with n. concerted ,a.ttempt to l imit or 

e'.rcn eliminate U:e 3.rr.ount o-f time people n;.ight l·,ave lo spend in ' tr;:;.nsH 

c<:.mps '. We have h2.d rc:g2.n1 to both these possible wa 'S in which re-p-.:' .. ::7.-

·LU on could come abc ul in the esti~TJC:i.lion of possible costs. 

2. '.f'hc cost c;.3 Li.rnatc;s 'Hc.·c:~ me:;. de on the ba.:.;~s that lhe public adhoritLes 

whetrH:;:r· in J3riLa in, the HepubEc or a resi.dn:ll Northern Ireland s tate .. 

·would p-:::.y mo:~~t or a.ll of the co::;Ls involved r a li10r them simply lel lllem Ia~ 1. 

This v.1oulcJ t.;:. 

• OH the lx:.s~s oi ]e'J<' 1 or Lwral o:,lig.:tUon o:r· in the hope than an i.nitin. l ouUc- y 

on e-jc:Je costs \·Jould ::;:1.rc rnoney i!'1 the long l'un, by contributing to a ce;-:;s­

aU on oi vi.olencc in NOJ·thcrn h e land and E1us pc~r ~ni.l Ull'J the Governmenl'it~ 

r educe their conLi.nuing outla:ys on security. For P.rilu.in, there v;ould L1e 

the addH~.or.Lc'l l financial attrn..cti.on - in the cn.se where the r es idua l area . 
became)ae pendent - UJ(J..c. di~:enc"D..r emcnt would allow them to e l imi.na Le, i2 i.lr'~ -:: 

a t once o:r over a t.JC~r'iod of ::,;·cars, the entire Iin::·mcia l burden of the ir 

involvement 'in Nortbe :cn Irr::: land . F or a res idua l Northern Ire land state , 

t he incc:.nti.ve to conlri.bute to the cos ts inv Jved might be the pros pe ct of 

making its popul::..1..Uon more homo~Jeneous throJ.gh porulation exch::tnges j 

thus cun :YHmling to lhe f ut11YC stability of the ne1.v state . 

3 . 'I~ 1e esti.m:JJes relate la:rqc lJl to a phase of nc;gotialcd movement and, \'JLc.r.c: 

possi ble, rcse Ltl0~1'J8rJ.i.. of pccple, probabJy over a period of a year, aHkJ ·..;:::: 

they a lso consider lhe hou['; ing requi r ements involved in the l2.ter ph8;::e i t1 

which tLose who wovc:d v.roL~ld !;ave to be i ntegr ated into the com munHis:-..: ; ,, 

t.eDt:-:~.i.i.vely . 

.. ~ ( ..... 

1. Th~~ Unit c~nsj_c1oY'ocl li)"t it is 1nos: liLcly ill' l any nc(]oilaied l"('-l""r:iliCl ' i 

::;ctt.lcr;~ent would b9 pl'E;ccded by a de fJ.c.ro l'('-p8.l'lition r·ilu_?.liclll w i th 

cons idcl'ablo vi.o 1<.: ne ( and. popuJ2cti.on movCUlcnt boll! withi.n Northern Irel8.:·,d 

am1 into t!lO Rcn"iilic. , 'fbi.s might grc1.tly influonce the actual ncc otiatcd 

scttlc[{I0ni ::md \'lould lIa\7e S"i:lifi.cant eifect;::; on ihE: costs i nvolved (e . q . 

because of pl.'Or()I'ty d:l.m~.ge and tlv:~ cost of c'.ring fOT refu.qee3 IOJ: any 

leTlr1L),y nerioci l. ';J l • 
Orl the oU'!Sl' haud, i.t is of COLll' (; possible to lr::.ve a 

negotiated re-par'Liti.on ':;cttIemenL which would be preceded by litHe or no 

violence. This cOLlld 1.Y,c:lude a more orderly exchanc::;e of populaLion over, 

perhaps , a year, with compensation be i.ng p'1.id to tlle owners of p~'iv2,Le 

property prior to their dep2.rLure and with n. conccTted.attempt to limit or 

euen elimin2.te U:e 3.rnoullt o[ Erne people might h;:-we to spend in 'tr;:;,nsil 

c-(~mps '. We hav':) h3.d re:g2.rd to both these p0ssi:Jle ways in which re-p:.':"> 

i.tion could come about in the esti::nci.tion of possible costs. 

2. 'The cost cs ti.mat(;s l,'lC-:::(~ mo,de on the lJa::;~s that the pub1i.c authori ties 

whe tber in J3riiain, the EepublLc or a r es i.d ual Northern Ire land s ta Le -

would p:::.y most Cl' 2.11 of the costs involved ralilcr theln sirn pl~r let Lhem fall 

on U'18 11ld:vidu'lls, f::.~niL8s c1.116 private interests affccted. 'This v/ould !~C; 

• vll th(' b3.S~S of le~F.' 1 01' c·lor2.1 obligation or' in t.he hopo than an initin.l outlP..y 

on 1bC38 costs would [;:11.'0 mon2 F in the Iona nm, by contri butina to a ce:1S-. ) .-; ~ 

a Uon of vi.olence in No)·thorn I1'eland and thus pc~r !Tll ling the Goverllrrl'::;llL~~.:: 

r educe their conLi.nuing outlays on security. For Britaill, there would 1,8 

the additional financia l o.ttc<l.cti.on .. in ihe co-se W:1cre the res idun.l area . 
became)'UependenL - tha',-- di:::.ellgagemcnt would a llow -them to eHmina te, 8i.l~.'~:' 

at once or over 3. r:)(~riod of years , the entire Iinancia l burden of t.heir 

involvement in Norti1cx'rJ Irr;~ land. For a res idua l Northern Ireland state , 

the incentive to coniri.bute to the costs involved might be the prospect of 

making its populali.on more homoqeneou:::; through population exchanges ) 

thus con i.J.'ii.mLing to the fubrc strtbili ty of the new Slate . 

3 . Th e estimates 1'et-Lie largely to a phase of llcgotialcd movement and, v/beY'c: 

possi ble , resetn(1~JJerli. of pccple, probably over a period of 8. year, a l lhy-<:::', 

t hoy also con.s Ldcr the housing r equirements involved in the later ph82e Lt 

whi.ch those who )I]C\jc'd IT/odd l--:avc to be integrated into the commllnities i:-, 

their nco\'! St3.ic of r(!:~ id8r:c;e. 

2.nJ i.ts requiremeni s allo,,! themselves to be morc ren.dily co::tecJ., ho-~"8 ' c.: 

t.el1i.ati.vely. 
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de 1::_~ ·t~) :i'8r;'tJ'Li:k:L c:-1..nd \'i8l.::ml:C :-'::.: :Jre c--:.; 1 1-~~\ ' . i~;r nc.:ll itO\'/ 1uli"1 it ··:/,'LUG __ 
----··· ,.._ .. _ 1.. ... 

be <:J.ncl b.~·N l.:.Jn<;; they wou.Jd :CGJ;18.in d i s placed . 

niqh~ was £2 . 65. · On the b::.::·ts of p1·ice i.ncreases since then UJL3 :[i~1 tu··:: ·.':-:;·.< 

have tc be incre~·scd to f3 . 50. Ji there were, say: 50, 000 rcfuqees t.:J r·"' 

£16m. Obviou:=:~ ly, if numbers of this m?.gnitudc or CJrGz::.tGr were to be c;? :·:<. 

"'or ~11Y le ·rq'1l\7 pPl''l.rJd l'.j. l'l'l'.LC''l1t b'=' neec~r,-,r-- .r,..," t 1~c G·CJ'·'C:t"~1I'"r>"''' 1 0 01 ; 11 1 "~ 1 C.l.. - 11 .: l __ J ._. 1.... : .L _ j ,..,... J _ - 0:,:>{.~.-._y .l.VJ. -ll ..- .A._ V . l J :I../JJ. L. t !... .L ... !. 

most of them em pri1J2.t e fa mi.lie ;::; . 

the a·.Je r a gc s ta y in transit c~ccorDmod3.tion for half oi the famiJ.·i.es \'Jho wo;:~;:i 

mc·vc wouJ.d be one year in the sttm~lion where fa1DHies o.rG Lo be r e llonse:! ;:-~ 

vacated hou':'ing·, 8.nd l\'.10 years in the s i.t uati.on whe1·c~ nev,- hons ing v;c.mld l'i:·:::·::: 

to be cons tructed. (It was assume:d that the other half of fami li.es rnov i~·<r 

would be catered for by reJativcs or by sha.L ed .hullSi..Dg ar::'all<Jements . ) 

4 . As regards property oam?"'JeJ His rea.li~Uc to a:.:.sur;::.s thc-Lt if vrLdesprc~:..d 

violence we1·e to occur th e properly damage_ couJd be cons Lc.ler<.l..ble. Jn cd.:;•:;:~ 

IT a 11d IIJJ it is assl~f!."l(~d that this \V'OiJ.ld be the c8.se and co:lscqucntl_'/ thr=tL 

l"'C l '' ll'"'"''::.: h>1].r of ·''he ..... J . . l.,.; nq C''u 1 r1 be. d'='Jn~g("',r' ho,rn] d re ·)·'1l· r· . ..) · (..,. L..)t_l ....-..._ .1 L.i. J li •. l\.IJ J.,J. ... ~U ~. \.,1, ..._, , _....,. d.. \C...{ !./"--" .) '-' 1 . [ ~ e 

UI it iB <:~s ;~umcd tha L less violence:: vvould occur or th?.t th(;J'e would be nou2 c·.: 

.all but tha t per.h;:J.ps a qu'lrter o:[ the house property i.Ech.J.d.cd \'Jcm1c1suffl~r 

damage woHld of course be co.a.sed to land and we de·:::ided to i.onore the c1 ~lt£_::. :_;(, 
·' ' 

to i ndus ~:l.'i al and corn m c t:cial a~ sets as in mos t cases tli8Sl~ vJould probab~y 
' 

escape the e fiE::cts o£ vtol8ncc more eas ily than l1ousr::s . 

. 5. The cost of provid:i.n;r lhe ne c:es sc<.ry extra L.ous i.ng V..lOLl.ld 11ormally ar i.se i n 2. 

sul:x;cquent phase of i.ntcgrati.on ·· becau::;e a major km~~ ing dc•;eloprfJOnt co~i.J ,:: 

t:'1ke fr01n about. H3 months tc G years to complete cci_-.len tha t th ;.:; neccss::try 

re~;ources in n1anpowe r and ma t.erials could be made availa ble v;i.thout seri·J .:.s 

se tbacks to normal ec0n0mic: and social requ~rowcnts . I:f, i.n the meanLir-r.:=-· . 

all the expected popul<=ttion movement had taken place: , t he cost of provi.di.nq . .. 
t r2!1::, i.L c:.~.ccornmodaU.on v;ouJ.d b (3 extrei11ely higrt . Th~s cos t can be con~; i ..:' -

6. As incEcs.tcd i.n fYll'C:.t.:Jraphs 18 - HJ the text of ihc Paper and in J\pp~::;.c!>;--: ~ ) 

the 'lJni.t cho::;o t:J consi der lv:o si.t<.F.J.~i.o.::1s i.nvolv i.n~T tl12 tran~~IGJ ' of pa:~· L~; ~f 

No1·tb c;r:'1 Ire]al!d to the Republic - the transfer of:::-:.. mi.nin1um an:~a :i.nd thr: 

de f~~v ·-c.J :r.'ct../l.J~L·Lli(};-l. c~nd ,,'i ()jc:nc:c c~~:: ~.)}~e C·-1.nr~~_'i: .. f~.~rt~ic.:ll r'.c\lJ lunq 1 t \'l'~"'Ll18 _ 
_____ ... ._~~_ L .. 

bo i:1.nc1 L:>w 10n9 tlley wOiLld rel(l8-in cl is placed. In 1972, the 111(J"xi.lf!u.rn 

W3 C f-, 30Q "11(' trle; c'n,:j- to tt-I" ]--';0-[,r' ''t-rne'Y1t 0]' l (~n\-\·ir,'-'- "'l"Lt:>r OllC> "OJ"l'NO '" r-'_C1Y' ~~O,J v, '-' w .t •. '-' ,,--,,,-,, ..... L. v _ '., .... ~J. _.....1. . , .. J,-" .L_~';:' ....... '.' .....,..... >.'.J ...... j ..... _ 

O-_n. t'Jle~ ")'-;-,, 'l"'_ (\1" P-"l' C· r , l'IV'l'e ~':=-e'- ' "1'11('" 'j-lc::n t'll' :" _Cl'CII't-"" ' -.-0- .-__ L __ ~ _ J .JJ t..:~. A\.,..._ u".) >J . ) . .. .... ~ L ,-, J..:::>.I.~,"'_'_ , . ... ,. 

havo to be incre:'sed to f3. 50. Ji tbere wore, S8.y', 50, 000 l'C:fl1gees to i- ': 

catCl'Oc1 (or and i f they v/ere ]cnkc"d after for , say, 3 ll1o;lths , this would ... , ...... ,--
~.,,) .) . 

£16m. Obvious ly, if numbers of this m8.gnituds or CJro2.ter wen~ to i)e ,~ 2 :'(' =_ 

for any lengthy period, i.t might b8 nocessilry lor the C:lvornmentlo biller 

most of them cm pri'J2.i.e famiJie;:;. We decided, hOI'!8ver, to assmne th2. t. 

the aVeraClC stay in trn.nsit clcc:ommod?tion for half of the fam ilies i.'/ho v/o;;;;:: ., 

move would be one ye2cl' in the si.lufltion where fal!1ilios 8.1'8 Lo be 1'o])o\)s,;:::; ;t. 

vacated hou ~'ing , Cl,Dd t\.,IO yeal'sin the s itL~ati.on whei'8 nev; housing wOLLld ;-;'''.--,:; 

to be constructed, (It was assume:d that the other half of £o.mDles rnov i xJ 

would be catered for by relatives or by sha _L edhuusing an'al!<j8menls , ) 

violonce WCl'8 lo occur: the properly damage couJd be considero.ble . In cd_:"Co-, 

IT atld lV , it is ass1.~m(Od that this \i,ioll.1d be t he cCl.se and cO:lsoqncntly Lh8.L 

perh?p::; half of the h:.msing could be damo.ged !)eyond repair . 

UI it i~3 cc;3 ;3Umcd that less violence would occur or th<1-1 t}Y;re vvould b8 no;~e C-.. 

.E1.11 but tha t porI-laps 2. qcnl'ter of the house property lr'.cL!.1.d8U \'follIds ufier 

daYnage due to the (~ff8clS oj' thei.r 8cc;upants moving, vandalism, etc, l':c 

to i ncllls~l'i8,l and COUln1o l 'cLal ac;sets a~.:; i n most cases tllCi38 would prob3.b~y 

escape the effects of v"l olsncc more easily t han liOllS8S . 

-5. The cos t of provictinq the n8cess8.1'y extr3. Lousi.ng WOlIId normally ari se in 2. 

subsequent pha:38 of i n i.cgr atie,n ,. be c:au::3e a ma jor km~-~ inc] dC'Je lopment c:ouk 

ta ke from about 18 months to G years to complete qiven that Lhe necessary 

r esourCes in manpower and materia ls could be made avaLl o.bl e VJ ithout selL),'_':' 

setbacks to normal eccmomic: ancl soc ial l' eqLl~ r8lflonts . 

all the; expected po['ul?_tion D1l'vemenL had taken place' , the cost of prov idirl\.! 

t r8!1SLL LtccommodaUon VJ(lu}_d 1>-3 extrei11e ly hiqrL Th~s cost can be com;ij-

e:rcd ['.s helonqi ncr to the nhG'osP of nOrt(jtlated movement. 
....) l: ';) 

Norther!l ll'e]:=Ll"1.c1 t o the RC::[lublic .. ti-18 tra n3fer of 8. minin,ulY! ar8Ct :'.nd the: 



fait!! of the re;.:.:r:::elivc ma ·o2'i.tics by the minoriEos cor:cerncd or in tte ,•J1E 

and 8.l_>i1iLJ.,, of anv P.xLernal Oil~trantors to cnfo:r c.e ob~:er,rance of auarZdT:(]0S. , , .J ~ 

Within 2- prospective mi~1ority, its members ' rcad~r~sss to cons~der mo·.ri~~~ 

to tnc oLllcr ~iido of tho new ~Jorder W01..lld dr-r18YJ.:i 0n such factors as the'd· 

occJ.p:.ltion and job pFOSt.<~cts , tl1e val ue of prcperl y the) ovmecl, their 2. '.~--

and J~~mily ci::·cumstc:nco.s . 

8, In general, wo con,;iderc-:d Unt tl!ere vvould bo o. s l rong natu.r:::tl reluct~un::: 

to mv/e to a new ew;i.L·cmncnt, espccta 1ly with ~he pr'x.pcct for rr:an.:; oi Jc:·-: 

de -l.'::>"" t) 0 . .l~O r·"" ' J'·lr.·.,, \ 'J' 8•''r.:> J'l"'11r.·t·-~ea' 0'' ·~°C''I'ed ~ :e11· 'li ,re>ll'h..-y·d '"'"' J''.J '""" ·'-' .. "'"',) • I. - .c~.~.~""" .._,_. - t_.~V l.·. . ~- ~J."'•'~' o..v._. ~--V • 

the Joyali:;Ls 'i·'! ()t.~ld ]Jav' C their way in a r c;s idual Lldc;x::r;.dent State, the 

evc:nlnJi.ty, \VO felt tha.t th e~ inherent attachment of n:any N'orlhern Irel.'1.nd. 
0 ''t'·llO)l' Cc i O t'r'~ '.:'iy(~':l 1'11 \1'''l. "l'J tl' 0 Y \T/r>J"e j·JQI'D a•1d r ·:o·jrcrl·-r; l' r r]-.-1- 0' r. OU~ .. ,n:~• ,. \_.c..t, . ,_~ .... l'-' ....... ,t_.~ .... ll!.C ,._ ,~,.-.. i.. " , ..... ,.,~ \. J_J \ j•.LL .. ·"-· ... \ . ~·' \.·· · 

by U 1r; prospect of livi.n\r U~"tcl.e:r a rO(Jirr"e w:1i...::h '/l•Juld not only be hc~;lilc ~ -~ 

their poHti.cal a~;;pirahons but which, they might expec.t, would discrirni. :.:::.~c: 

aqui n'.:;t tl-1E':~Il 011 ·l110' ~~,-.," L. lO. TJl:IC l 'l ] ar'E~ (.l11rl l'll' Ollt c··f l,,,...~-"q" {-;18 -frol'l.n'' "1" ----···'·· ._ ... "'"· J.. - ·1..,..,; · vV .. - #,, \J. J . • JJ ;,...t.._. .,_.,..... J 1., J l.J.. .1.-...J - I~) -... ).,,.,...._ . .. - .. 

expon:1iture 1.11h'icl! bcmUi t them . 'J.'bc likelihood that laJ:t;r:; nurnber:~; o.~ t.' ,~ ~-­

woLtJd rec.,_ct in th i s way wou 1.d be greaUy incrc~.sod, to the p8inl of bc:in~T :·. 

near certai.nty, if the 1''2-p: ~r Li.tion came about in l.he waLe of v.J i desrr·cJ.<i 

violence· wilh il.s af~erwalh Cli: bitterness and h;=Ltc: . 

9 . In i..h ·~ = la tter s itu;:U.i.on, fcr~r 1voul.d probably lead many Protestants io ntc.:-/ e 

from the are?.. i..o be i ncorporated i n:.o the R.epubJ.i.c . If, howeve r , the 

r e -p::ntition s·cttlernC!'1t were neqo~iate::l wi.Lhout any escalation o.f viole!lcc, 

it i s diHicuH to j ud o t o what extent the desi.l·e to mai nLain b~:ts ine s.:,: i.n:.cr-' .::­

whkh are la::g,;ly in tLeir hands, would out\';ci)1 Protr~:;tants ' une~·.sincs,:; 

about the ~ :c position in v n enl3."'<;fed H.epublic . 

rc~c~Jrc.-!"'d 2:; \'J(J'·- ~h"Jl11· 1 :' (fl"C"r"l1i..e--=-:c~ ·L·n t"'l" -:.-rn..,c· oi' r ·t· v ·J··, 1··L·,...,.h's d i e·· · "': ,. · ... ..,_ ;) .. . v ~... J.. L ._. .1.. J'"'"~ .f....i.. '-·t.-: ·-, !,.J.._......, ......... ~-.1 - · •••• \; .l. J 1.1. L..J 1. 1 ~ .~ ... .. 

institutions, and ~.o on, they might not move in ary gredt m<.mber;), 

7. 

t1J0 f .-1,('(11 Of '·..., .... )·i\ ~~-Jtl·C)rl l~'l'\ .C'l)~lr!1';"~ 111 , .~ '''':~'_1''''''.~1 fL; 1.;~tn C'~l·tll· ;~')'l j-" '\ .-, 
l ...... V. -,... t·\·l.t ,- j ...... '" ' ,' ..... _ ........... ,. ................ t .... -;.. ........... ' .. l ~.' - • . _ .... _. 

the gc!nc;JLs 01 I"(.-p"l..:~Liticlll] on any gUJTan:cc:s lor mi:1;'l'ilics that mirz!:t 

f orm p:1l'i of a s()ttlerr!8'J. 01 lllis kind ] on the rGli~uili.t:,r J'Cpose::G in the 'jv' ". 

faHh 01 thc r2Lr:cclivc m(;l."o"itics by the minoritic:; C()llCernc or in tl',e ','iiJ"L 

and allili.Ly of any p.>,it'rnal ~)i)~tranto:rs to enrOl cc oDc'crvance of guaran+.cs.3 . 

Within 2.. prospectivc mi;1ority] its lllembel's ' 1'2adinsss to cons~dcr mO·ji:.Cf 

to the OLlJCT side of the new ;JQl'der VJo'.lld dep8YJ.d on such factors ccS theLe 

OCC up:ltion and job PJ~osV8cLs ] (11e val ue of property the.). owned, their 2. :-. 

and f;:\.mi.ly circumst8.nccs. 

8 , I11 goneral, we cOE,;ide red that there wOllld be 0. s (rong natur:ll rell1ct::ln~:? 

to mcr:e to a nOliJ cn·'Ji.l'omncnt] espec'Lally with ~hc prr)spoct for rr:a y of J':L'-: 

a ne\)otLatcd ro· ·p:lrtit~')n "r;:~'l!1S most lib.;]y to C(\[f[e about on the basiS al2,' 
t.he loyali~,Ls v.'':H.:Jd ))' ,,'C' their Vl3.y in a l'c)sidual L;ld8 ;)e~deni Stato] [Le 

eveillL1.lit '] \Vc fell th2t tbe inherent attachmopt of ni::J.ny Norlhern Irel1.nd 

Catholics to the arc:8. i n wl!tch tbey were i)orn and l'c::'isoll miqht bc ou'"\·,· C'; ~': ~ 

by i ll'; Pl'OSp£'ct of livin~r unrler c', rOI)Ln,e 1N:1ich 'N')u.ld not only be ho,;Lilc ~ ::. 

their polHi.cal a~5piral'Lor's buL whi.c:l1, they might eXpE!ct ] would discrlm~l.:::'~c; 

ag·l.lllst them on (he ~"ccnorlli C planE: c'.1.lcl mi.ght cut l1C2.'lily the hrw!.> of ';:;,. ~ ~-. 

exporditu1'8 "!hich 0c!l1c.Iitti1ern. Tbe likelihood Ulat larQ'G numbers of L\,::: .. 

would 1'8ci.Ct in this v/ay \Voul~d be reai.ly incrc;c.sed] to t 18 p8int of bOiEI,! ~~. 

near ccrtai.nty] if the r'2-jx'.rti.tion came about in Lhe waLe oi widesp ·'·C:J.d 

vi.olence· \VUh H~~ aCennaLh e>i bittcrness and b:1te , 

9 . In thi s la.ttel· s i.tua tion, fCi~r would probably load many Prot.estants i8 n'l'! e 

f ro m the arc;!. to be inco.r )Jrated i.nto the R.epublic, U, however] tr.e 

r c -p:ntiti.on sottlemc;1t W8re negotiated wiLhout an T es ca,l ation of violence] 

'it h: dUficu ll to judge to what ex'cc;nt. the do:o:, iT8 to mainLain b:,[sinE.'s;':; i.nter-' 0 > 

vil rlch are la~.>9,"ly in their liallCl s ] v!Ould outwei~,!1 Protr,;; (ants ' llllE'2',S ~nOS,3 

about the ,1' p8sition i ll 8 n enl3.:'ged Republic. 

10. If despite (h8 viev:.r exp·C'cs;.;cc1 abov8 ] Catholicf' Vi8.:e to r;;ocure whc:,t they 

r egarded a:::; \'Jorth\'l hil~' guz'..rantoes in t~e arOJ.C; of Clvi11'ighls ] di.~·cr;.l',i.':::':.­

tion in. err;ployment~p.-'1'·LLr:ip8.tiollin political] 2riministlative and ju.::ci,d 

i.nstHuti.ons] and so 0)1, they might not move in any grcd Jllunbe:cs. 



a .l'"' •.:Jr'~ ....... ·_._l,-_.•l:•. , \J1'·r, ]··"'•1 ,~_). C'l'· ' r' ~h -'.t''r'JI''" tJ"'-l() 1•,:11.·0 '•t•:7titl·' ·' '-''' '''1! ·· \-.;: "-'-- . _ \ ..._.. ' ''· .... ll J .),........,\...-} -.. ..... ""·' • .._.., I L-.l. .......... .:. .\.~' l .......... · •·~'- .~o J <.-·'•.>l..-1. ... ~ l"'-~ 

11. t~ s indi.c::·.l_ed. ·i.n 1):.c Lc::d o.f thn Pa1Je •', U1c: Ul d.t c:.l1o,,e to coll:..>iclC.l' two ~:;i.t·.I:Jl.i.~)n~:i: 

(,_,) \'J11.'J'•·· 0 :-)c-;, 'lr f ';.., 1.)--o'c· ·{~-,...,},. lr····-,,~ lhP ""c ·1··•··:. t1·"3·r·1c--~,-., ,..l·~r--Q~ to 1l·1e J'\'0 ,...J' 11··J 'L l-. -:' 1 
O, 1 \: . '-' <:•'- .'0 v ~ll'· ' J. L ·• ~•~l-~·:> ~--·\, v ._.:_ '· ~D. - · • -'-'L~ - ~ l. •- . ·~[ U.L0 • • -

2 r; o,;, ()'f tl·l (') (';') t'·J· '011" (' ':' 1 ,,,., 'J r> l·l· (' ·c-~ l'(Y' j' ;> t~1 l. ~~ C· r'l i 'j' l t' h'' j"\f ''.J.' t l1 <0 1 '111 ( 1u· ) ' 11 '' e 1'8' l h'-" V.I.• {I 1. ~ v,f.... . . .. v ,_, .1. ..._..., J.'--~- ..., \.. •·"' . .... _~... , .. • .. . ....... ..... J.J. .._ -. '-' '<'- ... ,j. \.. vv .. ..... l v '-"' ·-

0 (.,\(l·j''On ·jJ t].-,,. !·JC·81• d•-·r •J' ..:Jn,1' J· n .,,e·i' 1 tl'On to tli -1° }10l 1 c: r:..-:; Of 1t..
1!'0 .Jc8['''J;LlJ'<-''-~ lldl() \ ';()•'1·1 C...l.- ~ .. ~ J... ' ... l- • -""• J ~ - .._ "- \..,.. \.,., l ~ '--' . l -~ \.. ... v .._,. ~ . • <. ~· ~ ~ l - · l . • -- • 1 - • v ' 

move, that h'J.li oi ih(. llor~sr::; w0uJd i)C dcs':.roy·c~)d or d8 .. rrJ8..~f(:ct beyond r2p~:ir in 

situ'J.tion (b) (vJJ-:i.c:ll \.;;o ~_ll:J. :tlmost cr:.J.·tainly be ~'..ssocL:·.ted \r:ith wide::;pre:::.d 

viole:mcc) and a qucLrt(~r ·i_n si.t:n .. tion (<:.:. ) (bec.aus'::! of tl1e p:Js::;Iui hty of some vioJ-

and Uv-:: ~:ssl·Ln pti:'m.s that eit!Jc.~· a mini J;1urn or a rnaxi.ro1 :n area v;it.llin Norur··: · _ 

Irel· ·,~,.;) (' .. L"" 1il~ he tr211c:f\:'1'J'('l 1 " t' hn RPpl''u''lJ' c C'o1 \T2 .eOU'' r • :l<'{C.• C.' fO P 1·118 C'·'t;L(r'"~!-icy· c: .. . .. v .!J ':; t., . ·, • .; ,._._._ . _ .. .._ Lv .. ....... :~· _ (. ..... _, J 1.., • _. \...... '-"' •...J............. .... "" ~-~ _ ... .... A .• , ... _ 

of cos ts , 

12. Jn es :_irn;t.J i nr~T co:::t:; tLc Uait decide'-~ to -.om~idc.t the following cost i tcn::.~-; in 

:rc L_,_ti~w. to the) p:::rsons v;\o n-:ove: 

of £1 1 000 pe:r :U'-nl.i.ly; 

(h) tbc cosr of ccYrrlpc=:l1::;aU.cm I or ov;:ncrs of priv2Jc hcn::::es, lan.d :.1.nd 'ind•tslr~::- ~-

anrl C·" ~rll'' "'J'C;r,j] D'l'fil"<•:rt · r \'/110 co·uld ,-,o't' t•o Y'Jl' ()'"il.··ir·u' \'ll- ~1- 1 V'P.t'1::'1CC>•rj0,..11' 
.. \.'\. ~- L. J • ....... • 1,. . .... . L '-" I J .. -- • • ~- ' "' ... .1- - t v 1--. • ,. "" J. oJ ,.......... ....... • ...... l.i. l-

i..herc ; and 

(c ) the provi:-~icn of accoJnmuc.i.:::.t ion and sub::-::i~~ lencc f vr f0..1Tlili.t->~; 2\.v<ti.tha-U te . ,., 

re -cdb~-l~·! vl' 0 1: tl:-; completion of house::;. 

i is r l'g2.rd:3 (c ), the b· >..~:; is of assessment used i s an aver;:;,ge \'r:ti.tinr; peri.od of :JLC: 

y ea;· , v:hcro f rlrnili.es a;:·e to [)e r c;seltled i n 1acated accommodation and of L\'Ju 

ye:-~.rs where ne·v bou:_; ~l'.g ·b:~s to Le const:,.uclecl ; as a lrcad indi.ca.ted, it is 

f urtb:;r assumed that half t~1e famULcs i.nvolvcd woul d be~ catered for by rela li.vv ­

or by rnco.ns of sh::tred bousinq <1.rr2~:1gement::; and therefore would not give ri.< •:; ~ · 

c:my co::;ts Lmr:lcr this bcc1di ng. 

P~l'O l;r· y.j u 1. 11 ' l·, ,;:. ~1'()' 1 ">' I 1'~ 11 ~)· i r~ ., J'' c! t ) thr-:· -rL.' C) T' Ll 1 Jll" ('>-- ---\.o .. 1 L .L'-'..,.... ..._ • • • • ~. ...... ,._ •-·· .... ( .... _ .,.....,. ,,._, ~ , . 1 .,.. . 

O f '~'-~,l'lll''l' · 1 r "' l',r''l ' ry~ l.l. · 1· "'T' 'J- "·"r"''":rCJ OJ~ fl'" · _._ .l._._, _ ~..:. - . 11 _ e_c.. · -!\... t.. .::'~ .t.!, t.J .1. '-' .. r ·-'.!. ........ ,..·.; t.. . .:. _ ~,., r. .. .:. 

considerc:_' 2.s hc']c.ncrb·. "-:(Jt ' :?1lv w·...,l1 Lo tho:~(~ f')::r.:.,.sr c:iUzen.::: of I·~ort:1s"'~l J:·(; 1 
... :···~ . ... ) -

" 

11. AE.'iJldic:c<,Lc(l,i.rl ti':3 tc;:d uf U~C Pell)""', tllc; Ulri.l 0:1O"e lo cOl!~)idcl' two ':;i.l'J9LL~)}l3· 

(a) V/lwr" ~5C::) v[ tLe Prote;, ·tanU.; l("'~ve the 2.rca t.r:J.n.:.;fo!.'Y'cQ to the I\.oPJbJic 2:, 1 

2G~i) of thc Catilolics ],C"":',/(; tLe al'C~:" rct::'.i.ncd in. thi~ NO.dh <'.nd (lJ) W;,Cl'O th,,;ru i.,: 

a simiJ"l.r pr;puJl.ti.on L O',!r!Jll~'nt but of the orde.l· of 60(;'0 'tn e~.dl i!lsi:->.nc9 , III 

aucF'_i.on, H ))~t;; /Jcell (leci d.cd in rc·i ··I.tion to the housns of U,E" f2.(J'Jllit';c; V}!l(') \'lO:'l'~ 

move, that h",.li of the hOl.1.~r;'3 w8uld be des:'ro,Y'ed or d2trYl2..IJ\:x1 beyond r8jJ:,.ir i.n 

sitLntic'm (b) (w]·:i.c:ll \'.IO~lU :tlmost certahll be ~'..3socidcd wLLh wide"prez.d 

violence) ar:d a quarter in sil.,ntion (~'.) (because of the P8S:3LiJility of some vLol-

and U1'; S.SSlll1lpti.:->l}S th2.t eii.!l~)l' <.t minimum or Cl maxiY!lu'l') area vlLthLn NorU,,':r _ 

Irc12.),d mIght be tr2xlsl'0JTcJ to t.he Ecpublic gave ::cJUI' cas,.::::; for the e:3tin~~,tio. 

of costs. 

12. Tn e2:_irr;;),iin~J cost..:; tllC Unit dccic1c-i to ":on.'"id('r tile following cost itom;.; in 

rel::;.b:m 1.e the p3r:'30nS w\o I:nOVe : 

of £1,000 pCI' f:'.l!li.ly ; 

a.nd eo:mJ,crcir!.l pro]')c;rL:;, \'Jho could not be plwJiCi.c:d with I'CplaC8rncnt 

rnopcl'iy in i:hc 111:x:.[' .I'~~c on aCCoLUlt of the ShOl.'U'.gS of houses, land, C<.:. 

there ; and 

(c ) the provi::.: i on of accornmo(.lation and sllb~,;i;.;~enco for fJ.mili.(-!:; awai.ti.:lt;r 'cLp 

re-ctll()~'J.~ !.0!' o~' Lk; completion of houses . 

1I.s reg?rds (c) , the l)':"2is of assessment used i.s an ?verage \1n-i.HnC} per i.od of () .c· 

year , whore farni lies 0.;_'0 to be r esettled i.n vacated accommod:iUon and of t \,!(j 

ye~iY's where new housiY'g [ J:_S tp rJe construc lec1 ; 2.S alrcad indi.cate:d, it i.::; 

f urther il.ssul:ned that half the fJ.m i llcs involved would I)(~ catered for by relaLL\:c" 

or by lYlCal.iS of shar,~d hc.\lLsiYJo;:J 8.l'ra:l,;}cmer'.ts and therefore would not give 1'1.",;; t· 

,my c:osts LmcleI' thi ~: he,:tdinq. 

1:-1. It W2.S 8.:' f;urn.ed th'll no p'1.j' l flcnl v!ollld be made b'y~ tLc Republic for lhcschool~;, 

As these wOte: paid fOF ,·:;t 



.,..., . .. '~ _) .. 
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adruin.i::.~tL·ative costs invoJ vcd in planning ar~d carrying :JUt the rc· ~.1-rtition 

settlc:n·)e:ll, whi.cl'~ as menticneC: above would cxterxl over a period of up to J'iv·c 

D<.:lfL.L'LhJent of lJJ..bour rescttlem8rct ass'isLanc.u sc:!1cme i.n the case of a fc)n:.L,/ 

of hu.:- return-i~1g her·? froc--1 England. 

.- , 

those which :irs U"l)()l)l'ohc;ndC;(: i n the estimate of £3 . 50 fer tLe cost ef c',J'j,_:~ I ' . • ~ 
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adnl l ni:C,Li'aLivp C()~;t::; invol\;erj in plannil1~l a),d carrying cmL the re p"~rtiti on 

s ettlc:me:lt, wll i c;l as menUcned Z1bove VJould extend over a period of up to ;[\,'0 

l'C;s'::ttlcment allowance i.s so me £ 150 higher than the ;:;,mow)i l)3yabJe Wlc1.Cr U-e 
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u.s reflectc~c3. in L:.nJ 

Tl1.;:-. -rl· CJ·J<'"'S hr:tc·e•1 "·· ............ v l . ........... ~...~ ........ .., ......... '- ..... 

t hC;: '.i3 '7 sals~ ucc1..:.rring ch1ri.1~g i.he pc1~iod A p:ril t.o Scl-Jterubur 1 D 72 <:' r: 

as foll o~:.rs : 
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the firms cn;ployi ng h2tween 250 ~md 500 people. 32 of the 40 fi.l'ms 1.: 

ilK ! fir;3t catr~cm ::.·v and ~~5 c£ the 50 :fi.rms i.n tllc: secon:l U'deqory are 
• ..J .. ' .... 
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1')-'" 1" 110\1'1"n Of '0 . >.' "')' " r> .,-. u_ . .:..t
J 
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AI'>Ollt i>;?~;(r;. of t.he C:~i1'7r'r). j-ot':J ne: p8r;:::':',n::i.li'll'~"11~e for NsrLLcDl 
2-

Ireknd rCJ:l~).T~d l::.J ir! p"I,l\jJ'2.~'~1 / of the text oi the Papsl' L)2LJ:!Js'~C' 
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mazi.Hlll1D tran:-:icrrc6 2,1'C,). 

1 ..... ,., .,' .. .. ... 

, tJ ' ., 1 ' ," ,. c r t· ( <' . ' (' 1 )' , . il l" 1n 'j8 1<l,CT, Lr:,c cr:C nCJli.l·" LV'''' l \.nnm j-_ £~:..J';trn , l S o\'er LWlCe y:), l(,r 

Tyror:e (\::832~) <"Le: l-i'.Jr:!l;:,ll::1,gb (£208 ). 

(3 ) The cl,\jel'~".9(; 1;.I'1.C(; pGI' Z,~~l'e of agricLl.1.ll'- ' ?,l 13.ni, a s renect(~d in bnJ 

sales bet-.'JCen ~I 9'(0 aJ:J 19'12 , Ls rr,11eb LiC}ber in Alltl'j:D , D:)i!m and 

The fignres b3.;;ed ;:':'_ 

the 1137 salss occl.:.rring cluri.Eg lhe period April to SClJtembu:c I D72 ::" ,l'J . 

-----_ .. _--- --- -------,--
County 

___ .. __ ._ ,~_·_. __ _____ . ~w. ___ ._. __________ • -------- --- -_._._--'._-,-. 
Down 

jI, ntrim 

'l'yrone 

Deny 

Ferm;:u:'l gh 

412 

:375 

28b 

168 

152 

107 
- - ----------,----- . --------------, .. -. 

Northern ll'(:; l. '.~, ll d 245 
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(5) 

the UK Grc8n PareI' on " Fil12.J1;28 a:.-:d the Econonl 11 lisLs all tIj;; 

f i,rms in Nor t lle ~'n Il'cl:ud emplo:,' inq n:ore th:m 500 Vmplc :1.!:d ')')c)~:,; L 8: 
the fi rms cJ1:ployi ng h8(wecn 250 8nd 500 peo[)lc, 32 of the 4D finns i e 

the fi r st catpgol'Y ilnd 35 cf. Lhe GO fi.J'nls i n U1C second c :ct.cgory are 

situ(j,ied in he resiciG:,li. ::.1 ( !8. , 
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'41 Jf-,,, ,) '1("1'" \. _ \._~""J,C_1, _ t- t.) . 
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(C) 

ht-i·J::- t.ri.'' l ·1nc.1 J<'rc i_c<1; t Do lJJ ::;.;tic 
'l'ran;. p;J J ·t 

---- ·--- ·-· ----------- -r-~::.:; ------------
"· 95() 

.'- .. ---·--··-----'----- ---·· - . 
/:.;C6J L&r.; 

Antril11 2, 1 21~ 127 

2E)8 585 305 

Down 420 2, 038 522 

F errrJ8.D2.qli 40 148 21 2 

:804 598 24'7 

Tyrc,ne 1~~ 6 ~ ~j8 370 

BE:l;as t Co . J3orough 1,284 2, 367 

Derry II 119 250 

-c;' l' J·la·J]·,; t.he <-JYP.rage Ul1°r·n,)lC'Y· '-rle·n• r a.•e t·1v 1cca l C)f£icP ::.1··e-:> ~·c,r· Jn'-r'? · .•. -:: .. · .l' . . _ ·' , v - . ....... • _ r __ . .,~. .. .L L L .J J • .J "" • • • ... \..... '" .., __ ·' • v ._) . . ... 

abcnlt ~-.. 4% i.n the rc::; idl1.~:.d s.rca o.s against about E. ~CJ{:; in the n::c.'.x i rnL'.:I. 

trC\nsfc~rred cu·c;a , 

... /'.., r 
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IndJ:~tl'~=l ' Ll1r1 Vrei.c'ht DOlJJ2.)UC l\glicu]tl ; ... ~ ' 
Tlran~port 
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/., 

AntrIn1 955 

Down 

Fer rn2.n2.qll 

Dorry 

Tyrone 

Belfast Co. Eorough 

DeITY 11 

2flfl 

40 

?,04 

1~l() 

1,284 

fI9 

--. t06 o-··----l-(~j:·;- -.-

2,121 427 

58 5 305 

2,038 522 

He 212 

598 24'7 
41 ' 0 ,)" 370 

2,3 67 

259 

- _ .. __ ... __ ..• _------_ ..• -_ .. _-_._._------- --_._-" -"._-- '_ .. _-.. -.. _... . . . -

(G) F i.nally, t.he average UnelT! p]oyment rate by }.ccal offi.u: o.rea ior 1. C' 73 ',' ''' .. ~ 

aiJcmt Ii. "t % i.ll the re::; i d;.:~-,J 3.rea 2S against about E. 2% in the m" .xi.nlll:~_ 

t r2,nSf8J'red area . 
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