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Coaaun1ty Policies and Actions 1n the l1ght of 
th, Anglo•Iriah Agr111tnt 

-

Background Hote for •teting of 1ntfre,ttd Cabinets -
Thursday 6 N1rch 1916 

Introduction 

The~ovtrnments of tht United Kingdom and ;;I' Ireland h1v1 not yet 
finaCistd their 1ppro1ch to the Commi111on or an teonom1e and 
social mtasure in support of the An;lo-Irish Agreement. In the 
absence of any s1ac1fic proposal, this nott eQnfinu itself to 
setting out the economic and social background, ' aat ind present 
Community 1ffort1, and to outlining the options, conditions and 
modalities of• Commission response. 

Northern Ireland• econoaic and 1oc11l a1tuit1 

Northern Ireland 1s a peripheral region of the Commun1t·1. where 
s o e 1 1 l a n d e c o n o m 1 e c o n d i t 1 o n s a r e · r t l a t i v e l y l t ss p r o 1 ·P. tr o u $ 
than in many other regions and where unemployment is partic~~arly 
high. It had• position of 56.9 on the synthetic index (197 ·83) 
(EUR 12 • 100). GDP per head has inerelsed Cat i~75 rTces from 
2440 ECU in 1979 to 2767 in 1983. This represents an ncreet, of 
1lmost 3X per year over the period. 

I 

Agriculture eon~ributes 6X to GDP and employs 10% of the 
workforce. Community member.ship has led to a eontraetion in 
intensive l1vtstock rurini and an expansion 1n beef and dairy 
production. Farm incomes have fallen from around £125 million in 
1984 to £85 million in 1985, with the application of Community 
milk quotas accounting for some £13 million of the loss in 
in-come • 

The contribution of manufacturing industry to GDP has fallen from 
4ZX in 1971 to 30% in 1981. The level of output peaked in 1975 
and in 1984 was still slightly lower. · 

Services now contribute over 62X to GNP, having risen from 52% in 
1975. Over 1,x of totel GNP is accounted for by public current 
expenditure. 
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i: 10% of GNP 1s ,tpre,entod bt 

;: .. unitt~ Kingdom exehe~uer 

' 

The numbers employed in agriculture havt remained retat1vely 

1t1blt CS7 000 in 197S, S4 000 1n 1981>. In manufacturing 

industry, 170 000 wert empl2.t!.? in 1974; the f1gurt 1s now 

100 000 of which over 15 OOo-i"'Fe directly dependent on public 

subsidy. Tht level of tmploymtnt in 1ervice1 h11 increased from 

296 000 in 1975 to 328 000 in 1981, rht greater part of this! Tt,..,,tC. 

1rt c r ease h.os b tt n 1 n t I, t pub L 1 c u c tor [w 1 th, 1 n p tr t ; cu l ar, th t "',., l""-

n u III b e r a • m p L o y • d 1 n u c u r 1 t y 1 n c r ea s 1 "g fr om I t o I . J ,.JI 1t-.~ 

. ir ....L< c. <~~ 

With little inert••• in the size of the labour force (reflecting 

Lower population growth 1nd high emigration rates) the .~J..1.i_ne in 

em p lo y mt n t i n the III In Ufa et u r i n g i n du at r y h u b Un re'~ d 1 n 

the unemployment figures. With, traditionally, • h1ghtr rate of 

unemploymtnt t~an tht UK, the numbers unemployed hive gont from 

38 000 or 6X in 19?5 to 63 000 in 1979, with a current tot1l of 

120 000 or 21.7%. Over 38% of the malt unemployed have now been 

out of work for more than two years; over 58X for mort than ont 

year. Thtlf a11erag11 tncompass widt variation,, with 

unemployment in tht Weit of the area 1lmo1t tw1ct 11 high 11 1n 

the East, with unemployment in the 16·19 age group running at 40X 

(Jnd with iub1tant1ally higher ltvel1 of unemployment amon; the 

n at 1 on a l 1 st community than the uni on ii t comm u n 1 t y ·J /~ ~ -· '-"' .:.,.4t. 
.,,:,.. '" ~,..,t~ 

Ireland - tconoaic and aoc11L 11tuat1on 
{., ,., " 

There are more similarities than points of difftrenct betwten the 

economy of Ireland and th~ economy of Northern Irtland. Economic 

and social conditons are atao significantly Lesa prosperous than 

1n many othtr rtiions with a valut of 60.4 on the aynthttic indtx / 

C1979·83 EUR 12 • 100>. GOP per head hes fallen from 2057 E~U 1 ? 

197Q to i994 ecu in 1983 ca decline of about .75% per yur). (_· I 
JI; •~~,Y '\jf,.,•· ""(f~,N \o•A 

t, ,Qe, 

Agriculture contributes bout iox of GDP and employs 17X of thT 

workforce. The uctor i undergoing ' particular difficulties at 

the present time due to weather conditions and to price 

restrictions and Quotas, es eeially in betf and dairy product,. 

The contribution of manufacturin; to GDP hat fallen slightly from 

35.3% in 1971 to 33.1% in i981 whilt that of urvicts hes 

increased from 49X t~ 56%, 

Public opendit1.frt rtpreunts over 53X of GNP while ucheQutr 

foreign bonowing ii running at U of GOP with the a:eumulated 

external government debt 0111r 40% of GNP. 

The number fn employment in 19riculturt has declinad from 238 000 

1n 1975 to 196 000 in 1982; the number, in industry havt 

1nereesed from 337 000 to 352 000 and in a1rvict1 from 498 000 to 

S98 000. Dt1pite the ovtrall increase in tht total at work (from 

1 073 000 to 1 146 000> the r1pid growth 1n the Labour fore• 011tr 
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upechlly for young pto,:,le, 1a very high • . Other than tn tht 
field of houa1no and of agriculture, thtre 1a no obvioua scopt 
for further conventional economic dtvtlopment me11ure1. 

As regards . Ireland, tht abaorption of resources by ucur1ty 
measures has 1lowed down 1tl badly nttdtd . 1nfr11tructurt 
development progremme • particularly II rtgarda ro..ada, some of 
W h i c h c O n st it u te t h e m a i n N O r t h • S o U t h U ti ( D u b li n· t o 8 e l ft It , 
D u b l i n t o O e r r y > • Th t b o r d e r c o u n t i ea o f t h MO u t h a n d o f t h t 
North have •ufhrtd in tt·t-ir development~tctuij· of the 
constraints 1nd di1econom1es imposed by the border and havt 
hiijher untmploy111ent ratu Cin some cues up to 70% ;her> and 
lower 1ncomu Cup to zo,: below the overall average) than the 
relevant· avtrtijts 1n the areas to which they belong. This has 
bun reco'1nhtd in the non-Quota ·cross•bordtr uct1on of the 
ER D F. 

The record of Co11unity Intervention 

Tht European Community, and 1n part i cular the Comm1u1on, hU 
consistently 1hown an ewareness of, and given sympathetic 
trtatment to Northern Ireland, primarily becauat of its 
di11dvantagtd economic ind social situation, but alto btcaust of 
its particul•~~~o~unal, security and politic•l problem,. Al its 
c om p r e h e n s 1 v e ·~mu n i c a t i o n c on c e r n i n g t h e i mp a c t o f C om m u n it y 
policy actions in Northern Ireland CCOM(84)613) mak11 cL11r, 
Northern Ir-eland receives aid from all the relevant Community 
Funds or instruments designated to promott economic dtvtlopment. 
In addition, in view of its special social and economic 
situation, Northtrn Ireland is both accordtd priority and higher 
rates of aid within these funds. For example, Northern Ireland 
11 one of tht Absolute Priority Regions in tht European Soehl 
Fund; this entails• SSX inttrvention rate (instead of the normal 
SOX rat t) 1 n d le u demand i n g re qui r u e·n ts for prior 1 t y t r tit mt n t 
under the~ i!Uidelines. Northern Ireland also benefits from• 
large number of spec:ific actions. Theu sptc1fic actions have 
included: 

,. 
- Since 1981, the Regional Fund C~gulation 2619/80) ha, 
supported a programme to improve 'economic and 1ocial 
conditions in the border area of Northern Ireland and the 
Republic of Ireland Cchapttr S10). This programme was 
renewed for a further fivt•ytar period in 198S and 
involves support totalling 48 ~ECU. 

In 1981, Regulation 1942 provided special Community 
support of 43 MECU for the stimulation of agricultural 
dtvelopment in the Less-favoured areas of Ncrthern 
Ireland over ttn years. 

Most significantly, in 1983, Regulation 1737/83 was 
adopted conctrn1ng an exceptional three-y1ar1 Community 
measure for 100 MECU to promote urban renewal in Northern 
Ireland. Under• this Regulation, the Community 
contributes up to ?OX of the cost of investments in • 
wide range of infrastructure developMnts · Cinclucfing 
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~oua1ng)) the Regul1tion expressly requires that 
Community 1id be additional to the total volume 
national expenditure. This allocation came to an tnd 
1985, 

. ~4"9 
S1nct 1981, tht Commi11ion serv1ce1, together with the~••••~•~ 
authorities, have betn investigating tht feasibility, the 
precond1t1on1 for, tnd the implication• of, an overall integrated 
dtvtlopment plan for Northtrn Irtland, which would coordinate all 
structural measures. 

As regards Ireland, the Coml'tinity has, as 1n the cast of Northern 
Ireland, accorded priority end higher rates of a1d w1th1n 
existing Funds together with a number of specific action,. Most 
notably, at the time of the establishment of the EMS, additional 
funds bf I ECU were made avti lab le from 1979•1983 for 
infrastructure development in Ireland in order to facilitate tht 
adjustment of the economy to the constraint, of participation 1n 
the EMS, 

Annexu I an<$ Il give details of the trends 1n expenditure 11 
regards Community grants in favour of Northern Ireland. It w1ll 
be seen that overall expenditure has fallen from £112 million in 
1983 to £101 million in 1985 Cin current price,>; th1a .figure can 
be expected to fall 1ub1tanti1lly in 1986, due to the termination 
of the exceptional measure for Belfast. · 

Negotiations -,re under way for a Belfast Intt;rated progremmt 
which will qualify as • National Programme of Community interest, 
funding for which will come from the national quota sectors of 
the ERDF. Ohcu11ions are also taking place with tht EI8 in 
relation to the exploitation of the lignite finds at Crumlin, 
Finally, pre11ure for aid to agriculture can be 1nticir>1ted in 
the wake of the 1986 price package proposals. With the ending of 
tht special 111e11urt for Belfast, there is scope for further 
measure,, if only in order to maintain current ltvels of support 
in favour of the area. 

It will bt seen that Community structurel expenditure in Ireland 
has levelled off noticeably since 1983 with tht termination of 
the EMS inttreat subsidy, Provi1ional figures indicate a alight 
decrease in expenditure Cat current prices) in 1985. 

Tht Anglo-Irish Apreeaent 

Tha AIA w11 signtd by the Prime M1n1ster1 of the ,iovtrnments of 
the United Kingdom and Id... Ireland on 15 November 198S and has 
bten rtgiatertd with tht United Nations. Thl:'.:re haa been• strong 
,hostile ruction to the Agreement ~r 111 .,19.- icant 1ecttic,1'$ of the 

(
W::tss,.h,,. &u1P11tH:l:tT, il'I ,u,is ta, 8ot governments btlitve that 

._:. .w.,,!"~hoat1Lity 11 b!f,ed on I fond misconception of the 
Agrument which dots"f harm to the ionht position, and they 
btlitvt that, in the course of ti , public opinion throughou 
Northern Irtland will rall tow, 1 acceptance of the Agreement. 
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r,i rated their determination to impltmtnt the Agrument wh1eh 
h11 been endorsed by both Parl11ments, Both governments believe 
that the Agreement offers the mo1t appropriate framework for the 
achievement o'f luting puce and 1t1bil1ty 1n Northtrn Ireland, 
The agrttment sets out a number of principles and deelar1tion1 ~ 
, .. ~ ;CL a., notably recognising and respecting the 
identities of the two communities and the right of each to pursue 
its aspirations by peaceful and constitutional means. The 
Agreement also rejects any attempt to promote polit1cel 
objectivu by violence, and ruffirms the commitment of both 
governments to the full par~tpat1on of both communities in 
devolved governm1nt. It introduces a mechanism whereby the Irish 
sov,rnment puts forward views and proposals on certain matters 
relating to Northern Ireland whereby determined efforts are made 
to resolve. any differences. The Agreement involves no derogation 
from the sovertign1ty of both governments. 

The Agreem,nt is considered to bf. a significant breakthrough fn 
the Northern Ireland crisis. For the first t1me, the most 
hport1nt l)rotagQn1sts - the two sovereign governments - have 
embarked on a . longterm joint programme of reconstruction and 
reconc1l1.at1on. 11 the Agrument succttds fn fulfilling the 
politic•l obj,c;tivu which it hes set itself, there will be 
considerablt l)ro1pect1 for tht improvement of the ,conomic and 
1ochl situation, The goodwill and support for tht Agrttmtnt 
will ultimately bt translated into an increase in inward 
invuttnent and orders. I1 there 1s a decline in the level of 
violence, v1{uablt resources can be reallocated in the economy. 
The effective exploitation of economic potential can dep1nd 
crucially on peaceful conditions, on int,~nal political stability 
and.on maintaining advantages with resptt to those factors thet 
can be determined locally, ' 

Artic:le 10Ca) of the Agreement commits the two government, to: 

"cooperate to promote the •conomic and soci1L 
development of those arus of both parts of Irtland 
which h1v1 suffered most severely from the const~uencea 
of the instability of recent years, and to consider the 
possibility of securing 1nttrnat1onal support for this 
work". 

Already, the Agreement has borne economic fruits with the 
dec:h1on to set up an international Fund for reconstruction and 
reconc1L1ation in Ireland Cits terms of reference are annexed). 
Al of now, indications are that the Amer1c1n government will 
propou to Congrus a contribution of $SO million ptr year for 
five yur1 part of which will be available as credit and loans 
end part a, grants. 

The Co••un1ty .Rtspons• to date to tht Agret••~t 

The Commission ind tht other Community institutions, e1pac1ally 
the Parliament, hive a~ways recognised Northern Ireland •• a 
1peci1L c111 because of the objective aocial and economic 

' 
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,ondftions in the area, t1p1ci1lly aa regards unemploym;nt, and 
bec:auu of tht related political inatab1l1ty and violence. In 
1984, . Parl1l111tnt declared itl readinus "to uaume • gruter 
respon1ib1l1ty for tht economic and 1oci1l development of 
Northern Ireland, to the limit of the financial capacity and 
legal obligations of th, European Community". Tht European 

, Couunity 1nstitutiona have always upirtd to provide a wider 
horizon and I common ground on which reconciliation and dialogue 
between different· traditions 11 possible. Tht widespread 
acceptance of Community 1nst1tutiont throughout the spectrum o1 
political op1rdon in No'Jl"tlr•rn Ireland and the frtquency with 
which the Northern Ir1l1nd MEPs cooperate ind work together 
within the Community framework have shown tht special role which 
!h• Community can pl1y. 

Tht Com1111saion, through its Pres1dtnt, i11u1d a 1t1tem1nt on the 
day the Agreement was signed, congratulating tht two governments 
and ltrtuing the importance of the Agrument for the people of 
Northern Ireland, for the relationship between the peoples of two 
Community Member St1tt1 and for the overall Community. The 
preamble of·tht Treaty of Per11 waa evoked, end tht creation of 
tht Community wa, cited 11 proof that negotiation ltad1ng to new 
1tructure1 and procedure, capable of reconciling different 
ident1t1e1 and interests was the solution to difficult problems; 
violence wu ntvtr the 1n1wer. Tht President confirmed the 
continuation of the Commh11on's support for the economic and 
sochl dtvtlopment of Northern 1reland and for effective croas­
bordtr cooperation. · 1n his programme spp1ch to Parliament on 19 
~1bru1ry, tht Presidtnt said: 

"There art que1tions which art cldse to our h1art1. That, for 
example, of Northern Ireland. At the appropriate time, 
Commission will make a propo11l to show its attachment to the. 
promotion of peace and to economic and to the social development 
of Northern Ireland". 

Tht Europun P1rlhm1nt, on 9 Dtcuber 1985 •nnsri ·:~ endorsed 
the Agreement in• Resolution ~hich delc1red its belief that "the 
AIA ofhrs I unique opportunity to make progreu towards peace 
and reconciliation in Irel1nd 11 and "called upon the European 
Commission to examine ways and means by which the European 
Community could give practical .support to the Anglo-Irish 
Agrt,mtnt, 1n particular by contributing to a programme of 
economic development in Ireland". 

Optiona, aodalit1ts and conditions for• 
positive Coaaunity rt1pon11 

Although the SC1S h11 
the two governments, 
imminent end tht broad 
and ie1ue1 arising for 

not yet received any formal proposal from 
it 1s understood that its presentation is 
outlines cf the propo11l1, end tht options 
the ComMi11ion, cen be att out. 
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On the purely economic and technical LevtL, tht SCIS suggests 
that a positive Commission reaponst to a request for economic and 
social support is justifitd. the special measures, particularly 
the txctptional measure for Belfast and the EMS Intrutructure 
Subsidies have been suecustul in accomplishing the objectives 
set tor them, but much remains to be done. In recent years, 
there hu been a fal,L...::oH in the Level of structural aid to 
Northern Ireland and !reland, so that there is scopt, on an 
objective basis, tor furti'l'n-measures. Whilt not wishing to 
encourage a pltthora ot special musures throughout the 
Community, the exptrienct has betn that special measures which 
ert carefully dtveloptd and which art part of an overall 
integrated approach (such as the IMPs programme) can havt a mort.,IP 
substantial impact than the use · or intensification ot the 
conventional structural interventions, 

As regards, Northern "'fr.eland, the SCIS believes that as a 
complemtnt to the [!!';!1, oj;t.e~ i111~1et o~ tri:J Agreement 
considerablt seopt remains for urgent action in the area of 
reconciliation, social reconstruction and rt1nim1tion of areas 
11 n d o t comm u ,n.Lt.1 u • The ext en t o t v i o l t n c I ha s a l r Ill d y b • • n 
iterated. lJhtre is tvidtnct of a dangerous combination ot 
if e p • n a• n c y , on the st ate to II et h tr w 1 th II h~ h deg r u o t 
alienation, both inttrcommunal and 1rom the State,_J Tht reduction 
ot aL1entation and o1 mutual tension between tht communitfla fn 
Northern Ireland requires the planned and targe~e allocation of 
resourcts, and tht implementation of specific s tl programmes, 
Local ~ommunity•b11std employment measures, management 
development, and the promotion of local enterprise groups on a 
corss-Community basis. 

Most of the11 activities of social reconstruction (including 
htalth, education and housing measures) fall outside the rang, of 
structural interventions dtveloped by the European Community 
btcause most Europun societies have only Limited use for them, 
yet, in relation to Northern Ireland,· success in these areas may 
be the key to succe,s in attracting inward invtstment, producin9 
a climate tor indige"nous economic development and removing ch, 
causea of tht ·~estruction and dislocation, 

As regards Ireland, there is a stronJ case to be mad, for support 

i~rt;:•ar::~r:~~:~n:r;fm;;;r::;;~::r~;: :r:~ ~~:n:~~~t d~~,~~~:·~~ 

I 

good North-South relations. This could includt, tor exa mple, 
roads where a number o1 routes which conatitut, tht chief North­
South axes <Dublin to Belfast, Dublin to Derry} require 
upgrading, The bor; eountits in tht South havt also sutf1rtd 

· in their development •cause of th, constraints and dfseconomiea 
-~...ct. ' im~std by tht border. This has betn recognised in the non-quot/I 

C fo SS ~ b o r d t r st c t i o n 1 t h e E R O F , U n f o r t u n a t t l y , b t C I U I t o t >tl 
Limitations on resourcta, tht Irish authorities wer, constraintd 
to ust the second "tranche" ot their !!RDF non-quota allocation 
for th, dtvelopmvnt of a ges piptline and, cons,quently, to scale 
down tht previous programme tor the dtv•lopm•nt ot tourism and 
craft industries 1n tht' Border region&. 

!. 
I 
I 
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It i• undtrsttood that the total package of meuures will be 
eo1ttd at C?SO MECU) over I five-yur period mid-1986 to mid- , 
1991. A Community intervention rate of 70% will bt sought, 70% 
of 1xp1nditure wf ll be alloceted to projects in Northern Ireland, 
30% to projects in Ir&lend, 10X will go to Joint projects. This 
division roughly mirrors tht 3:1 ratio of expenditure fores.en 
tor tht International Fund. Both administrations propou to 
initi1t1 projects immediately which would mike an entry into the 
1986 supplementary bud9et dosirable. 

--..,. 
O t1on, <which•• not bt autuall •xclusivt} 

Option Ont: Strengthen txistlng funding arrangements without additional rtsourcts, 

Advant1gts: No immediate budgetary consequences, 

Oitadvontag,s: There is no immediate, obvious improvement 
1tt1ino1ble in the Coordination of Structural Inttrventions in 
Northtrn Irtland, Greater coordination will occur primarily in 
the conttxt of Article 130 of tht Single European Act and it can 
bt argued that the coordination of structural inttrventions i n 
Northtrn Irtland is no better or worse than elsewher1, There is, 
however, conafdtrtblt scope for the pursuit of the coordination 
ot Community structur1t i nt1trventions with national or regional 
inttrvent1ons. this is especially tru1 1n the case of I devolved 
administration such as Northtrn ir.eland wh,r& the interplay 
bttw_ttn centr1l exchequer policy, Community 'interventions and 
;xptnditure on the ground is important. 

This in turn leads to the mort gentr1l fstut ot g1n1rat-in9 for 
the arta a mult1annual tconomic dtvelopm11nt plan within which 
tht specific role of the Fund and of Community measures could bt clearly identified. 

It is, as a politic11t reat1ty, unliktly that the n1tionet 
1dmfnistration would bt prtpared to tmbark on $UCh an t.xtrcise 
without the prospect pf additional funding. 

A mort genera( dis&dvantage is that· such an option would have a 
very low political profile and could well be reg1rdtd as 
fneonsistent with the Commission position until now. It is also 
based on I negative assessment of the wish of the mubera -ef th,'{' 
~ ~ • i L e ~ M"i 11 I s ~ to be a s soc i a t t d i n a c on c rt t e way w i th th• AH, 

Option T~o: Dirtct contribution to tht resources of tht International Find 

Advantages: A Community contribution would make tht Fund truly 
Tntern1tlonal and substantially strtngthtn the impact and profile 
of the Fund. It would b1t tht most direct m1n1festation of 
support for the Agreement (since tht Fund is • direct product of 
the Agreement), Tht Fund vf1n bt rtgarded as a flexible, 
innovativt instrument,' closely grtattd to the social and economic r1tquirement1 of the situation. 
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Pi1adv1ntagts: • Budgetary Implications 
Until now, Commission policy has bttn against pure subsidies,~ 

.., 11,i#inh11'att pPtUdtnt could ~• ethll~itl,.d.... Th• Commiasion 
h11 already gained considtrtble experitnct and hes a considertblt 
prtttnct in Northern irtland.' A straight contribution to the 
Fund would takt 1way horn tht distinctiv\ Community prtstnct .and 
d 1 mt n I ion t o the p rob L u ~ · ~ ..-, '14 "°'..; ~-.,,;.. t.....,. ... l~ -4..> 
~~ -. I'(.(. -€c:.......: ~ ~,. • r 1 1,• •• • -~v ·- a,._~ ""-}'......., ,-.. 

t I,:!: ~ ~ \..c ..,l.,i.._...... ' commtn 
X Community participation in tht Fund would require, as 
prtconditions, ntgotiat~""r ov&r the objectives, priorities and 
operation of th, Fund as well as guarantees of adeQu1t1 systems 
of 1inanci1L control and accountability in the management of tht 
Fund, 

A sub-option would be Communlty participation in &Laments of the 
Fund, for example, in iti venturi-capital activities. 

Opt1on l'hru: 

Make additional resourcts available for a specific Community 
Action. 

' Piudvantagu 

Sudg1t1ry Implications: 

likely to cover intervention areas which Member States would not 
consider as directly economic. 

Advantaiu 
f ------
LComrnunit rofil resulting trom a sptcific Community action. 
Would follow • precedent of the exceptional measure for Belfast 
which hes been regarded as successful, particularly as regards 
additionelity. would allow tht Commission, in collaboration with 
National authorities, to determine the areas of greatest nttd for 
support and tht mechanisms of support. Would be a Ltss direct 
ttproduct" of the AiA and, therefore, might be better received by 
the Un1onisJ community, The action could be used to movt 
administrations in the direction of a more integrated appraoch 
( I n e 11 r a t e d ~ e v e l op m t! n t P l a n i n N.o r t h a r n 1 r e L a n d , I n t e g r a t e d 
Operation in Ireland). 

"'odalit1u 

Option Two wo~Ld require e new budget Line end rtgulation. 
Option Thret would also r1quire a new budgtt Lint and regulation 
or, alternatfv1ly, use could be m~d• of budget line 5413, 
"1dd1tional support for Integrated Operations", it the proposals 
agrted could be dtemtd to fall in the Inttgrated Optrations 
category. 
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• 1 t on1 ommun ty rtsourcta are o bt m•dt 1v1il1blt 
and allocated to tht An9lo-Iri1h package, Community 1id should bt 
1ddition1L to tht total v0Lu111t of national public upendhure • ./ 
M1tch1n9 fund• could be pro~idtd by national public txche~utr1 or from tht rt1ourct1 of the International Fund. 

I 

2. In r1L1t1on to Northern Irtland, there 1hould be• commitment 
fro/ft the 1uthor1tiu tha,L '- longterm development ltrauil.. and 
programme bt worl<td out. · would lerve to na, --C-t an 
1nttgr1ttd approach by Community measures in tht year, ahtad tnd 
to tnablt a coherent ut of rolu and prioritiu for Local, 
national, commun1ty tnd inttrnational ~und mea1ure1. The 
produc~ion of such I longterm plan should not dtl1y a Commi111on 
rtiponst to the Specific proposal put forward it this 1t191. 

3. Sat1'flfactory roles should be defined and organiutionu links 
ahould i',X provided bttwun Community OPH1tion1 Ind OPtrationa financed by tht international Fund. 

4. . There should bt a subatanthl economic tmPloyment crution component in the Northern fr1Land measure. 

s. In relation to Irel1nd, the cross-border programme should bt an Inttirated COptr1tion) (Approach). 

6. The Community should be directly impLfe1ted in the tconomfe 
part of the · ovtrall developu,it strategy: its partfcular 
111tervention should be giv,n • ~ro1ile and a r1tfon1lt of direct rel,vanct to tconomfc dtvtlopment. 

,/ 
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