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* investment must go on and I do not believe 1t_can
oothat a) s1gn1f1cant tax incentive would improve our
.~ compete. Nor can there bgany serious quarrel with &
~encouraging intraregional industrial linkages
. Chamberlain/Phipps; spreading the risk by enco
. entry of many small to medium sized units rathi
. ones eg AVX, Hyster and GM; and promoting a mor
.~ diverse industrial structure through the devi _opmeﬁtﬁof&un1ts :
‘which are more firmly anchored because they

(o)

The Centra] Econom1c Service have commented separate1y on the{

can assist further as necessary. P Timit my comments here to
p01nts which bear on the handling of the documents '
(1). :They are in many reSpects amateurish and 1& wo
_ ‘expose ‘their illogicalities and other defects R
~debating points. I am quite sure, however, : 1d be
ccounter=productive. - Government would be reg de @

1 see considerable merit (un1ess there ar
"”-f_actors whfﬂch neutralize 1t) in avoiding an
ﬁgett1ng"'nto an adversary situation wit
| fmatters‘; For a start, stripped of their
“and ideological wrappings, it is difficult
“and substance of their policy recommendat1ons Distilling

" Everyon :
. would make to the political and security
- were substantially fewer people out of wo
5of mu1t1p1e deprivation. There seems no"need&to quarre w1th the

_improvement in the security situation which enables

_ Agribusiness or other industrial sector) have to be fu

~if unprofessional attempt to get to grips
. iworst, Government would be regarded as seekir
1 __ser1ousne55 of the problem. o

(2)

king advantage of its super1or resources

L

some of it -

ar as 1. know, is agreed on

The quest for 1ncrea51ng1y effective ways

scene not merely for their production facili

R & D and other services eg Goodyear.: Th g
of projects prepared to consider NI as
greater the ability deliberately to shape one's invi
yortfolio in these ways. Hence the critical need fo

generally perceived as an attractive location for 1ndu$tty and
those who will initially manage new proaects : :

A11 the p0551b111t1es of the existing 1ndustrﬁa1 basg %2& it
y

exploited. Inward and indigenous investment are complementary,

not exc1us1ve initiatives. L



(d) -,Con51stent.w1th V1ab111ty, a policy of 1ndus”,,a1 d$§ﬁ§§;1
‘makes social and economic sense. Industry. is now much more
_prepared to spread out on to green field sites. The Republic
‘has benefitted particularly from this hecaus 0 much of the
: ~ success of its development drive has been'so recent.. Towns
oo , a1l over the Republic have also benefitted from the upsﬂrge in
- .agricultural prosperity. (Inc1denta11y,;d sal in the Republic
- -was also encouraged by the fact that there not. so obvious ;
.an 1ndustr1a1 magnet as Belfast with 1ts; ong ¢
(part1cu1ar1y engineering) tradition.

(3) Dare i suggest that Government and SDLP nqed t | me
~‘on the state as entrepreneur - though a le mot Lerminology
~ would obviouslyibe preferable? The Learfan.and Americ ( )
~projects show the state directly (in Leai
- (through NIDA, in the case of American Mof
~opportunities and mobilising and virtually
'j1ngred1ents for a project. The point at w
~“short is in the assumption of operational .
. Government has accepted, however, a role whi
providing incentives and ensuring that they?
1persua51ve1y presented. It would seem
deny itself credit for the very act1ve pro
fact. contfnues to dascharge : '

() ol ance
L Eprac jcal-a d'operat1ona1 tenns, have-
obJect1ves and policies over a wide ran 2

_\ns1b111ty
| goes ‘far beyond
w1de1y"and_ i *

LR : e dand econom1c essentials and it is one of i ag;facto?s
i Tocally that this has been so. The crunch quant1ty of
frais ' resources which one devotes in total to the ach
agreed goa1s (ie the pace not the direction ofJeff
one places the emphasis (ie what are the priol ties
it particular time. This Teads us, of course, st
cawv,éﬂgx&4;},u5/ public expenditure debate and the optimum ces
ol ato t1me of national and narrowly reg10na1 c0n51dera
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