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• CONFIDENTIAL 

DRAFT 

1. Th 

ov I" lunch 

T oieeach met Hr. John Hu H.E.P. for n hour nd a h lf 

t Govern ent Building on 17 F bru ry 1983. Hume 

h d requ sted 

Dublin with 

a New Ire1 nd. 

etings with ach of the main party lead rs 1n 

view to adv ncing his propos 1 for Council for 

He had lready seen Mr. C.J. Haughey, T.D. and 

w going on to e e th T n'iste immediately after th lunch. 

2. Hume b n by talking briefly bout two recent contacts 

with the Briti h. He h d 1 d n SDLP del g tion to a meeting 

with the NI S Cl" tary of St te t Stormont on 7 February. Prior 

h d sked for the tin to di cu s sp ct of the NI econo ic 

situation. When th SDLP beg n to offer comm nte on thes 

m tters, Prior re ponded by berating them for not participating 

in th NI A sembly. Th tmo pher w s so bitter th t Hum 

thou ht of w lking th d 1 g tion out of the meeting but he had 

refr 1n d fro do in so b c us h felt th t Prior w s i ply 

in very bad form nd w s behaving out of ch racter. Prior had, 

however, t ken the sam l1ne on TV interview 1 ter the s me day 

nd it i8 c1e I" that ther is good deal of bitterness in Prior's 

I" lat10nship with the SDLP. Hu.e is on better term with Lore 

Qowrie with whom he h d spoken by telephone to-day bout sav1ng 

the Beleek factory. In the cours of the conversation, Gowrie 

s id that Hr • Thatch r's r latlonship with th right wing Tories 

such as Powell nd Gow had d trior ted recently for reasons 
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unconnected with Ireland. The deterioration might have the 

unexpected side effect of at least making opinions on Ireland, 

other than those of th Tory right wing, heard in 10 Downing Street. 

3. The Taoiseach opened the main discussion by referring to 

some aspects of the nomination of Br!d Rogers to the Senate. 

Press reports indicating that Hume would have preferred another 

candidate and suggesting that there had been no consultation 

with him were most unhelpful as were Ma110n's comments that in 

his case the then Taoiseach had in fact obtained Hume's 

approval before nominating him. Hume replied by detailing his 

contacts with the media in relation to the Rogers nomination. 

He did not, however, reject the validity of the Taoiseach's 

criticism. Later on in the conversation he agreed that he would 

seek an opportunity publicly to welcome all three Northern Ireland 

nominations and specifically to indicate approval of the Rogers 

nomination. 

4. Hume gave an analysis of the background to the SDLP's 

propos 1 for a Council for a New Ireland. They had nothing 

to show for their activities since the collapse of the 

Sunningdale arrangements in 1974. They had clung to the 

power-sharing within NI principle for the rest of the seventies and 

had taken considerable political risks by so doing, especially 

in response to the Atkins initiative in 1978. There had, however, 

been no response from the unionists who were obviously determined 

to live with direct rule as long as the British were prepared to 

stick with it. One could not therefore expect any fresh 
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6. Th Taoise ch outlined the two m in difficulties which the 

proposal lnvolv d. ir tly, it would hardly help the 

reconciliation of the two Ir1sh tr dition to exclude one of 

tho traditions completely from a body set up to consider what 

form the new Ir land might t kef Secondly, unless 11 party 

gre ment could b reasonably nticipated in r lation to the 

for tion, functioning and r port of the Council, it would 

obviousl do mor harm than ood. Fine Gael and Labour would run 

th risk of bein un crupulou 1y wrong-footed here. The exercise 

might split th SOLP and open.naatlonalist disunity would give 

the Briti h and the unionists another excuse for doing nothing. 

7. Hum agreed that the Council would effectively exclude 

unionist politican though the unionist point of view might 

be pr sented by people such aa Senator Robb. In s tt1ng up the 

Council, it would, of course, be made clear that this was only the 

first at e in process which ight av ntually to achieve 

agre ment both with the unionist and with the British. The 

blueprint produc d by th Council would be a nationali t n goti ting 

docu ent. 

process. 

Unionists w re not ther fore being excluded from the 

In r ard to the s cond difficulty raised by the 

T oiseach, the ri ks of inter-party disagreement were obviously 

real and no one could predict th tin 1 outcome of the exercise 

with ny confid nc. There were risks for every party, includ1ng 

1anna F&il which could be isolated,if, for inst nce, Fine Ga I, 

L bour and the OLP opted for a condominium approach under which 

th British and Irish Governments would move towards exercising 

joint sovereignty over NI. This had been the SDLP proposal to 

Whitelaw's Darlington Conference in 1972 nd there were good reasons 
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for b 1i vin that it i ht now b n tt 1nab1 objectiv of 

policy. Hum said th t h would hay no difficulty 1n upporting 

th ~ondomin1u id a nd 1n bring1n the DLP w1th hi, v n if 

Fi nn 11 Jer u w*111n to upport it. 

8. Th r W B aom d1 cu 810n of eta1l9d p et of th 

propo 1. um m d 1t cle r th t h w not comm1tt d to 

th titl "Counc1l for N w Ir 1 nd", that h would f vour n 

ind p nd nt chair n, that th ch ir n should b b1 to appoint 

Cl" t riat nd th t that 

th politic 1 p rti s. 

cr t ri t should not ba dr wn from 

9. Th T ois ach 8 id that h would shortly r i the tt r 

in Govern nt and se k gr nt to ppro ch the le d r ot 

Fi nn '11 41th a v1e to ttin n agre~all-p ~ty r apon to 

th propos 1 within th n xt week or so. Hu aid that he 

would t 11 the pr 88 th t h h d t th T p rt of his 

round of talks with p rty 1 ad rs and that th T 01 ch h d 

indic t d th t th Gov rnm nt would hortly b con idering th 

propo 1. 

'n Don10n 

17 Febru ry 1983 
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