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I attended a meeting this morning between the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs and Messrs Hume and Currie . 
Mr . Donlon, Department of Foreign Affairs was also 
present. 

2 . Messrs Hume and Currie had come to Dublin at the 
invitation of the leader of the Opposition, who 
wished to discuss matters with them following recent 
speeches and statements by Mr. O'Kennedy. It is 
the practice of the SDLP whenever they see members 
of the Government here, to seek interviews with the 
corresponding members of t~position. Similarly, 
when they see any oppositior, they wish also to see 
members of the Government. For this r eason, they 
had s ought the present meeting. 

3 . On the immediate issue, they said that their impression 
was that the Press had greatly exaggerated the 
difference s in the opposition on the questions raised 
in the O'Kennedy speeches. There was no deviation 
from the line which had been held by the leader of 
the Opposition and any apparent stra~ing from this 
line had been accidental. Mr. O'Kennedy was, they 
said, now fully aware of the nature of this line, and 
of the SDLP's views on it. 

4. Some general discussion took place on the prospects 
for the Conve ntion . The SDLP membe rs said tha t the 
report would be prepared by the Loyalists - not by the 
Convention Secretariat; and that, at present, it 
seemed that there would be no opportunity for 
incorporating their views in the report, as it was 
submitted to Westminister. For this reason, they 
were producing a separate doc ument - a glossy one -
setting out their own aims and would ensure that this 
document got maximum publici t y. 

5. Mr . Craig would vote with the Loyalists on the report. 
The SDLP, Faulkner Unionists and Allia nce would 
vote together B~ainst it. This would mean tha t the 
British would;presented with a situation where one 
side voted foT the document and the other side, ~ 
reasonably big minority, voted against it . There 
woul d be no question of particular aspects of proposals 
being accepted unanimously. For example, the report 
would not just show tota l acceptance of the proposition 
tha t there should be devolved Government in Norther n 
Ireland. This would mean that the British could 
not pick out certain elements in the report and say 
that there had be en agreement on them - and then 
refer the agreed parts, back to the Conve ntion to work 
out in more detail. They would simply have the option 
of accepting or rejecting the report. On this 
strategy, they could only reject it. 

6 . The SDLP members said that this rejection must be as 
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I attended a meeting this morning between the Minister 
for Foreign Af f airs and Messrs Hume and Currie. 
Mr. Donlon, Department of Foreign Affairs was also 
present. 

2. Messrs HUme and Currie had come to Dublin at the 
i nvita tion of the leader of the Opposition, who 
wished to discuss matters with them following recent 
speeches and statements by Mr. O'Kennedy. It is 
the practice of the SDLP whenever they see members 
of the Government here, to seek interviews with the 
corresponding members of t~position. Similarly, 
when they see any oppositior, they wish al s o to see 
members of the Government. For this r ea s on, they 
had s ought the pre sent meeting. 

3. On t he immediate is s ue, they said that t heir impression 
wa s that the Press had greatly exaggerated the 
difference s in the opposition on the questions raised 
in the O'Kennedy speeches. There was no deviation 
fr om the li ne which had been held by t he leader of 
t he Opposition and any appare nt stra~ing from this 
line had been accidental. Mr. O' Kennedy was, they 
said, now fully aware of the natur e of this line, and 
of the SDLP's views on it. 

4. Some ge neral discussion took place on the pros pects 
f or the Convention. The SDL P membe rs said tha t the 
report would be prepared by the Loyalists - not by the 
Conve ntion Secretariat; and that, at pres ent, it 
seemed that there would be no opportunity for 
incorporating their views in the report, as it was 
submitted to We stminister. For this rea son, they 
were producing a separate document - a glossy one -
setting out their own aims and would ensure that this 
document got maximum publicity. 

5. Mr. Craig would vote with the Loyalists on the report. 
The SDLP, Faulkner Unionists and Alliance would 
v ot e together B~ainst it. This would mea n tha t the 
British would/ presented with a situation where one 
side voted fOT the document and the other side, ~ 
reasonably big minority, voted against it. There 
woul d be no question of particular aspects of proposals 
being accepted unanimously. For example, the report 
would not just show tota l acce ptance of the proposition 
that there should be devolved Government in Northern 
Irela nd. This would mean that the British could 
not pick out certain elements in the report and say 
tha t there had be en agreement on them - and then 
refer the agreed parts, back to the Conve ntion to work 
out in more detail. They would simply have the opti on 
of acce pti ng or r e jecting the report. On this 
s t rategy, they could only reject it. 

6 . The SDLP members said that this r e jection must be as 
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hard and as def•nitive as possible. It could be on 
the basis that the report rejected the Dararneters 
within which the Convention had been eslablished. 
If the rejection were not in strong and unambiguous 
terms, "all is lost". The Loyalists would simply 
go back to their old positions and the whole 
argument would start all over again~ o...+- b.e~ . 

7. The Loyalists were seeking an adjournment of the 
Convention - for no very clear reasons. It was 
indicated to the SDLP members that, on our information, 
the most likely outcome seemed to be that it would 
be continued, either actively, or in suspension, 
for six months after 7th November, and that, within 
this time, it would be asked to have another look 
at the problem it was being asked to solve. 

8. In reply to questions by the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, the SDLP members said that it would suit the 
purpose if the rejection of the report did not come 
too quickly from the British. It could, perhaps, 
wait a month or two. In reply to further questioning 
by the Minister as to whether the Craig proposals 
would be acceptable to them in the end, the SDLP 
members said that they would have to look with great 
care at -

( 1) 

(2) 

(3) 

the proposal for an emergency coalition, 
which was temporary in nature. There would 
have to be a temporary constitution, which 
would guarantee the continuance of this 
coalition for a reasona ble period. Ten 
yea rs was menti oned in this connection. 
The date could be mentioned in the Constitution 
and there would be provision, within the 
period, for working out of a more permanent 
basis. The SDLP could not agree to a 
situation where, at the end of the period of 
the temporary coalition, they would r evert 
to square one and once again find themselves 
faced with the problem of m@jorit~ Government, 
as it had been for the past fift~~ years; 

the proposal that the Head of Government had 
powers to hire and fire Ministers . There 
would have to be some form of ~pper~fastening 
on this. It could be the easiest thing in 
the world for a Prime Minister or someone in 
the party to manufacture an issue on which 
firing became essential. The situation in 
the North was dif f erent from that in a normal 
sta te where if a Prime Minister asked a 
Government(to resign, he might risk bringing 
down his Government. In the North, if this 
ha ppened, the likelihood was that the position 
of t he Prime Minister would not be weakened 
but consolidated. The Loyalists would be 
only too glad to join in a Government from 
which minority members had been expelled; 

t he question of responsibility for security . 
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hard and as def.nitive as possible. It could be on 
the basis that the report rejected the Darometers 
within which the Convention had been eslablished. 
If the rejection were not in strong and unambiguous 
terms, "all is lost". The Loyalists would simply 
go back to their old positions and the whole 
argument would start all over again ..... o...t b4"l.!t. 

7. The Loyalists were seeking an adjournment of the 
Convention - for no very clear reasons. It was 
indicated to the SDLP members that, on our information, 
the most likely outcome seemed to be that it would 
be continued, either actively, or in suspension, 
for six months after 7th November, and that, within 
this time, it would be asked to have another look 
at the problem it was being asked to solve. 

8. In reply to questions by the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, the SDLP members said that it would suit the 
purpose if the rejection of the report did not COme 
too quickly from the British. It could, perhaps, 
wait a month or two. In reply to further questioning 
by the Minister as to whether the Craig proposals 
would be acceptable to them in the end, the SDLP 
members said that they would have to look with great 
care at -

(3) 

the proposal for an emergency coalition, 
which was temporary in nature. There would 
have to be a temporary constitution, which 
would guarantee the continuance of this 
coalition for a reasonable period. Ten 
years was mentioned in this connection. 
The date could be mentioned in the Constitution 
and there would be provision, within the 
period, for working out of a more permanent 
basis. The SDLP could not agree to a 
situation where, at the end of the period of 
the temporary coalition, they would r evert 
to square one and once again find themselves 
faced with the problem of majority Government, 
as it had been for the past fift~~ years; 

the proposal that the Head of Government had 
powers to hire and fire Ministers. There 
wou ld have to be some form of Joppervfastening 
on this. It could be the easiest thing in 
the world for a Prime Minister or someone in 
the party to manufacture an issue on which 
firing became essential. The situation in 
the North was different from that in a normal 
state where if a Prime Minister asked a 
Government(to resign, he might risk bringing 
down his Government. In the North, if this 
hap pened, the likelihood was that the position 
of the Prime Minister would not be weakened 
but consolidated. The Loyalists would be 
only too glad to join in a Government from 
which minority members had been expelled; 

the question of responsibility for security. 
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It was obvious that if the new Government 
was to be responsible for security, the 
British would not give them responsibility 
for the Army . There would , therefore , 
have to some alternative force . The nature 
and duties of this force would bea matter 
of great concer n. There was the obvious 
danger that it could be a reincarna t ion of 
the old B specials . Mr . Hume was quite 
firm on the principle that if they were in 
Government they would have to accept 
responsibility for security - and all that 
this entailed, and 

(4) the proposals for a Bill of Rights to apply 
to the United Kingdom generally. As the 
Loyalists saw thi s, it would be a written 
constitution which would depri l ve Westminister 
of the power of abolishing any devolved 
Government in Norther n Ireland . In other 
words, they were learning from the exi stence 
of a written constitution here . 

~ Mr. Hume said that he had be en speaking 
recently with t hree l eading UDA members -
Messrs McKee, McClure, and McKeague . 
There was strong anti British ~'feeling in 
their comments . They appeared to have lost 
all regard for t he British crown. Their 
line now seemed to favour independence -
they were quite strong on this . Mr. Hume 
said that the group were politically naive . 
On his informa t ion , they intended to speak 
soon with the Pr ovisionals . Mr . Hume also 
mentioned his feeling that;~Ne ba ck of Craig's 
mind also is the question bf independence 
for the North. 

9. Mr. Currie said that he had been instructed by his 
party to convey their concern to the Government here 
at the recent statements by the Minister for Defence 
that the Army would in no circumstances intervene i n 
Northern Ireland . The Minister for Foreign Affairs 
said that these sta tement s had not been made in any 
formal speech but in reply to questions. 

10. There was also general di scussion on the subject of 
maintaining a bipartisan policy here - and on the 
feelings of the leader of the opposition on the subject . 

17th October, 1975. 
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It was obvious that if the new Government 
was to be responsible for security , the 
British would not give them responsibility 
for the Army . There would, therefore, 
have to some alternative force. The nature 
and duties of this force would bea matter 
of great concern . There was the obvious 
danger that it could be a reincarnation of 
the old B specials. Mr . Hume was quite 
firm on the principle that if they were in 
Government they would have to accept 
responsibility for security - and all that 
this entailed, and 

(4) the proposals for a Bill of Rights to apply 
to the United Kingdom genera lly . As the 
Loyalists saw this, it would be a written 
constitution which would deprilve Westminister 
of the power of abolishing any devolved 
Government in Northern Ireland . In other 
words, they were learning f r om the existence 
of a written constitution here . 

~ Mr. Hume said that he had be en speaking 
rece nt ly with three leading UDA members -
Mess rs McKee, McClure, and McReague . 
There was strong anti British J""fe eling in 
their comments. They appeared to have lost 
all regard for the British crown. Their 
line now seemed to favour independence -
t hey were quite strong on this . Mr . Hume 
said that the group were politically naive . 
On his information, they intended to s peak 
soon with the Provisionals. Mr. Hume also 
mentioned his feeling that/t~e back of Craig's 
mind also is the question bf independence 
for the North. 

9. Mr. Curri e said that he had been instructed by his 
party to convey their concern to the Government here 
at t he r ecent statements by the Minister for Defence 
that the Army would in no c ircumstances intervene in 
Northern Ireland . The Minister for Foreign Affairs 
said that these sta tements had not been made in any 
formal speech but in reply to questions. 

10. There wa s also general discussion on the subject of 
maintaining a bipartisan policy here - and on the 
feelings of the leader of the opposition on the subject. 

17th October, 1975. 
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