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) lW'l'E OF A Hi~Errnm BET\ifEEN THE SBCRii:TARY OF S'N/I'E , THE ALLIAl'ICE PLF!.l'Y , rpIlE SOC 1AL 

mi NOCRA.TIC AND L.\BOUR PAllTY ArID THE ULSTlm mH ONI ST PAR'l'Y A'J: S'rOR.l';J:ON'r CAS'rIJt; ON 
lrJE.DNf~.3DAY 21 NOVE;r.mE,.f( 1973 A'l' 11 AN 
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SDLP: 

Ulster Unionist 
-Part,,[: ---

Hr J T A HOHard-Drake 
HI' D J ':I'revelyan. 
}ill' K NcDo1'!all 
Nr 11 H S Reid 
He J If Allan 
lib:' N C Abbott 

The Secretary of state 
HI' \01 van Straubenzee 
r,ir D HO,'lell 
Nr 11' Cooper 

1·11' 0 J Napier 
Nr R G Cooper 
Nr J B C Glass 

HI' G J?itt 
I·ir I A Cooper 
HI' P J Devlin 
HI' J IIume 
Mr E K HeGrady 

Mr A B D Faulkner 
I-ll' J L · Ban er 
HI' R II Bradford 
Nr R V Kirk (aft ernoon only) 
j'1r IV B HelYor (evening only) 
~1r L J 1·10rrel1 

.," 

Also Present 

.After l 12m 

Sir David Holden 
Mr K P Bloomfield 

JI1iss D FEE Hiott:) 
Hr D J GOv:an ) 
Mr D J :F'a.r3~ington ) 

SeGrotariat 

1. The SecretarL of State said tha.t he had held individual talks with the throe 

delegations, and that the pa per "i'Thich had been distributed (Annex A) ha d been 'TritteD. 

in the light of these discul')s ions . . It did not inchlde D. rlJ' reference to the allocation 

of departments and he suggested that the meeting should come back to thif:l later in the 

day. The first job v.ras to look at the paper and decide "Thether it ,,;as accepta ble. 

2. HI' Faul~ said that the paper was similar in substance to the dO~lunent 

discus sed on the previous Honday, and 8,lthoug.~ a nu..;:.Ilber of ~-lords had been changed 

here and there, the substanco v;as basically the sn.me~ He asked the Secretary of ~)tate 

to ela borate on a number of points:-

(a) I'lhat arrangements "lOuld the Secretary of state ;nElke for Chr istmas pClrole ; 

hOI" many deta inees would he release 'lmCler his statutory pOT/lers'? 

.The$!?<22-:.~tar:L .. 2:f state re~')l.ied that he int ended to introdu(.; e a nevr policy 

by D'taking his si;cd;utory pmmrs to r e l ea8e seJ.ected detainee::;. These relea ses 

were not being attached t o the forraation. of an Executive , but Uloy ;.roulct 0e 
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associated ,'lith the Christmas turkey. He could not say precisely 

how: many men would be released but the number was unlikely to be 

above 100 at this stage. 

(b) On the C ouneil of Ireland Nr Faullmer asked ,{hat was meant by 

"harmonisation" in paragraph l(c) and I-h' Brad.ford and Nr Baxter 

wondered whether the term should be interpreted in the EEC sense:­

ie preparing the "ray for the u.nification of North and South. 

The Secretary of State explained that, in his opinion, the Council of 

Ireland should examine the harmonisation of the law in the North and 

South in relation to trade and to professional bodies. For instance, 

there was one society of Chartered Accountants in the "\"I"hole of Ireland 

but the laws governing this body were different in the North and South. 

Similarly the 113.1'[ in relation to industrial training m.ight also be 

brought into line. 

3. r,1r Hume pointed out that the second sentence of paragraph I quoted part of 
« 

paragraph 112 of the White Paper - "the question of the- acceptance of the st-<."l.t.U8 

of Northern Irelandll - but did not go on to quote the reference to the possibility 

of subsequent change. The Secretary of State explained that he h''l.d to be careful 

what he put in the statement vlithout reference to Dublin, and he agreed that the 

words after "White Paper" should be omitted to avoid any possible bias. 

4. I1r Faulkner asked what ,'las meant by "advances in the 1'lhole la1'l and order 

field" on paragraph 3, apart from the discussion of a common law enforcement area. 

The secretary of State replied that the introduction of the co,nmon Imi enforcement 

area would have considerable ramifications. North and South might, for instance, 

go on to discuss the possibility of common courts and joint polica oparations in 

border areas. There could possibly be an agreement l.mder w'hich the police could. 

pursue criminals over the border". Nr Bradford s~icl that there was confusion a bout 

what precisely 'vas meant by a common law enforcement area. Did it si;nply mean that 

a person could be tried wherever he "ras arrested for an offence committed in any part 

of the country? Obviously common lal"[ enforcement overlapped vTi th extradition 

arrangements. The S~cretar;y of state said that thif:3 vra.s a complicated subject and 

that a conference of lavlYers ,'lould be needed" in order to clarify "lhat changes could 

be introduced. 

5. lir Faulkner asked for an assurance th.'1t the C ouneil of Irela nd would have no 

responsibility w'hatever for internal policing in the North and. South. The Secreta!:! 

5?f state said that HI·mls position on policing ,·;as clear, but it .. JaS inevitable tha t 

police rna tt t:;rs would be discussed in t he context of a possible common lm·[ 

enforcement area. Hr F8.ullme.E eA-plained that the Unionists \-JOuld be bappy for 
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machinery to be set up to enable the RUC and Garda to .. JOrk in close co-operation 

in border areas but tha.t they c011ld not tolerate any suggestion that thepolice 

force should be in any .. ray the responsibility of the Council of Ireland. 'rho 

secretary: of state ro-affirmed that there "laS no question of this. The role of 

the Council "Tould be to estal)lish improved means of co-operation. 

6. Hr Hume asked ,,,hether it 1'1a8 necessary for Hr Paisley and Hr cra:i:g and their 

fol101'18r8 to be invited to the preliminary Conference about the C ouneH of Irelande 

The Se_s.r_e.tary of stB;i2 explained that, in viow of paragraph 112 of the iilhite Paper, 

it would be very difficult not to invite the parties which l'lGre not prepared to 

co-operate in the formation of an Executive. Quite a:;'Jart frOID this, there ,·rould 

probably be less ~Tiolence by Protestant extremists if Dr Paisley and Hr Craig were 

invited to the talks. In the follow'ing discussion, the meeting accepte .. d that there 

would be -,.-iolence in allY case, and. that Dr- Paisley I'luu.ld. try tu rt rE:C k the talks 

whether or llot he came. 

7. HI' Hyme said that paragraph 112 of the White Paper referred to leaders of 

Northern Ireland opinion, not to party leaders, and there v7as no legal obligat'ion 

under the Constitution Act for the Secretary of state to invite to the 'l'riIA'1.rfite 

Conference the leaders of the parties l,ho were agaimd; poi'18r-sh£!ring. Dr Paisley 

and Hr Craig had in fact excluded themselves from talks, and representatives of the 

three parties who 1'1ere to make up the Ececutive w'ere the only Ass embly members who 

had any authority to speak for Northern Ireland in Tripartite talks. The 

Secrc:t!l2:'i <2,f state said that there was nothing in the Cou..<:;titution Act ",hich dictated 

hOH he should conduct the Tripartite Conference, and that the decision 'vlhether or 

not to invite Paisley and Craig .. JaS a matter of political judgment. 'tlhatever llaS 

agreed about the Conference 'iOuld have to be made lmovffi to the South. 

8. 1-1r Br?-dford said that an invitation to Dr Paisley and Hr Craig would enable them 

to compromise their attitude to power-sh3.ring. 'If they attended the Conference, they 

would implicitly ackno'\dedge the existence of the II Irish DjlUension". 

9. In reply to a;. question by Nr Hume, the Secretarx.of State said that there .. las 

no question of inviting the "unpledged" Unionists 1'7ho had consistently demonstrated 

that they regarded themselves as members of the Unionist Party. Mr~ Cooner 

disputed this and ''I'ondered ",hether the l1u.npledged Unionists" diel not qualify for 

an invitation as "representatives of public opinion". 

10. Hr Faullmer said that, in the view of the Unionist Party, it Nould be safer 

not to have a Conference about the Council of Ireland until an Executive lTas formed; 

in this "ray Dr Paisley and HI' Craig could be excluded. 
I 

11. Hr Hune said tha t the SDLP appreciated. this argument and were preparec':. to _ 
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agree to the formation of some sort of "provisional Executive tl before the 

Triparti te Conference. 22:.e SecretarL<?f state said that this might be helpful. 

Nevertheless, there would still be a need for preliminary talks before the main 

Tripartite Conferenc.e. In tho follo,dug discussion, it became clear that the 

tbJ.~eeparties- \iithin the tlprovisional Executive" would be free to put tl~{';Jir 01m 

separate vie,vs at the preliminary talks, but that the final Conference v-JQuld not 

be held until the Executive had been formed and all the members had agreed a 

common policy. 

12. 111' Hume argued that the hlo stages of the Conference could be run together. 

During the first part, the three parties \'I'ould put forvrard their own arg'Luuents, 

then when agreement had been reached between the three political parties, HMG 

and the Government of the Republic, vlestminster should take the necessQ.ry steps 

to constitute the Executive. Immediai;ely aftervfdrds the formal 'I'ripartite 

Conference could be held to put the rubber stamp on ,·,hat had been agreed~ The 

"lhole process need take no longer than a ueek. Thp. Secretary of state 

explained that this would be difficult, if only because the Prime Hinisters and 

, Foreign Secretaries of the United Kingdom and the Republic of Irc:!.and \'70uld net 

be able to devote the time needed to rea ching final agreement so soon. 

Furthermore, the Secretary of state had to be careful hOi" he presented the 

formation of an Execu.tive to Westminster. A fllll debate ivould be required before 

the necessary enabling measures were passed, and this could not be rushed or 

arranged at a moment's notice. 

13. In the course of the diSCUSSion, the meeting ug-.ceed that the prelimina ry 

talkB should be private, and that great care should be paid to dealing "lith the 

Press. It ,~s accepted that the Goverrunent of the Republic would have to agree 

to recognise Northern Ireland at the preliminary talks. 

14. IJ'he meeting agreed in general that preliminary talkB '<[QuId be needed before 

the formal Tripartite Conference would be held, but that, providing the Assembly 

representatives "lent as the "prOVisional Executive" Dr Paisley and 11r Craig should. 

be excluded. The Secretary of state's paper should state that the form3.l 

Tripartite Conference ''lOuld be held as soon as appropriate thereafter. The 

Secr~tar:;;r of state told t.he meeting that although he had agreed to hold wide­

ranging talks i'iith Dr Paisley about the Council of Ireland and other matters, he 

had never made any commitment that he should be invited to the Tripartite 

Conference or prelimiIL..9.ry discussions. The Secl'etary of state therefore a gre ed to 

arra nge to meet r epresentatives of the parties "Thieh oppos e d t he formation of an 

Executive to discuss the Council of Ireland and to ta ke note of their vie\vs before 

the first prelimina ry talks ~ This ,.,ould meet the r e quirements of pa.ragraphs 112 

and 113 of the \-Ihite Paper .. 

C
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) 15. I~r Hume then turned to the subject of detention, and asked that the last 

sentence of paragraph 5, 'which stated tha t those released vlOuld be required to 

give a suitable undertaking about their future conduct, should be omitted. 

The Secretary of state replied that he had in fact changed his ovm mind on this 

matter. lV-hen he ca me into office he had stopped the practice of requiring 

detainees to sign an undertaking before they were released, but that t he Police 

and Army were in favour of this practice and he now thought tp~t it sholud be 

reintroduced. In the follov:ing discussion, the Unionist dele~tion said that 

they were concerned that the Secretary of state should not authorise the r elea se 

of detainees who might return to violence. This could be very damaging to the 

Executive. 11r Bradforj. said that it lms rumoured that the I RA had instructed 

some detainees to give an undertaking in order to secure release so tha t they 

could r e turn to terrorist activites. HrHlliIl:e pointed out that a stigma" vras 

a ttached to II signing oneself outll and tha t many detainees ",ho 1'loulcl not 1'8 turn 

to violence vlould be deterred from seeking release if they had to sign an 

undertaking. Nr l'Iapier pointed out that the COIlJll1issioners often required detainees 

who Hore to be released to give an oral undertaking to keep the peace and that· this 

reQuirement was as absolute as the one proposed. l.fr Bradfor:~ said that many 

Protes tant detainees ,'lOuld be happy to sign an undertaking to secure r e lease . 

Summing UPt the Secret a ry of s tate said tha t it might be very he lpful to 

reintroduce this sys tem of requiring detainees to sign an undertaking; neverthe l ess ~ 

he accepted that this procedure should not be follO\Je d automa tica lly. 

16. Hr Fa:ullmer explained that he had to leave shortly, and the three parties 

agreed that they had no further comments on the paper as it stood. The Secret ary of 

sta te was arranging for the paper to be redrafted to take account of all the point s 

which had been raised. The delegations agreed to reconvene at 2 pm to discus B the 

allocation of appointments, and the meeting adjourned at 12 .15 prr.. 

17. The meeting reconvened at 2.30 pm. 

18. t1r Na,Eier reminded the mee ting that all agreements behreen the three parties 

'vere dependent upon the final agreement that an Executive should be formed. 

Therefore, the Alliance Party could not at this stage either accept or r e ject the 

document that had been discussed during the morning. 

19. The Secreta~ of state had provided a revised ve r s ion of paragraphs 2 and 

12 (Annex B). Hr Faullmer said that ins t ead of referring specifically i n paragraph 

2 to paragraph 112 of t he i1hi te paper, the secretary of state should say tha t t he 

Conference uould discU5s 1v-ayS and means of preparing fo:c- a C ounc il of Ireland. This 

v[ould avoid cl rm'ling at t ention to the part of the ~'lhite Paper on ''ihich Dr Paisl<:~y 
, 

would base his claim that he had a right to be invit ed to the preliminaI'Y ta l ks • . 
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Mf Faulkner also suggested that the second reference to invitations to the 
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Preliminary Conference should be omitted. The se~tary of state agreed with both 

these proposals. NT Hume suggested that the Executive in eIilbryo should be referred 

to as the "Executive Designate". This ~~as aGreed. 1he Secretary of state said that 

these points would be taken into account 1'lhen the paper 1ias being redrafted. 
The final version, , .. hich 'vas agreed, is at Annex C. 

20. The Secretary of Sta.te said that the time had come to discuss the composition 

of the Executive. He had previously suggested that six Executive posts should be 

given to the Unionist Party, four to the S DLP and one to the Alliance party. An 

additional post - not on the Executive - would be given to the SDLP. 'fhis proposal 

had been uIlacceptable to the Alliance and SDLP delegations; he had held discussions 

"lith all three delegations on the previous day, and he would no\'l' like to hear their 

views. 

21. I'1r lJapier said that he c01)~d not accept the 6, 4, 1 proposals contained in 

paragraphs 3 and 4 of the paper tabled on the previous Honday. The Alliance Party 

adhered to the principle that the Executive posts should be divided bet1'leen the 

parties in relation to the relative strengths of the three parties. The SDLP hade 

19 Assembly rnem0 ers, and so did the Unioni s ts. The A lliance Party had 8. Againsl 

this background, an allocation of seats in ra.tio 5, 5 and 2 vTaS the only reasonable 

and fair solution. The Alliance Party in fact deserved slightly more than bro seats 

but they were . prepared to accept this solution. Nr Napier reminded the meeting that 

the Secretary of state had to be satisfied that the conditions of Section 2 (l)(b) 

were fulfilled before he could agree to the formation of an Executive. The Executive 

had to have the general support of the Assembly and also the general support of the 

electorate. The support of all members of the three parties , .. auld be required in order 

to satisfy the first condition, and an equal number of seats had to be given to the 

Unionist Party and the SDLP unless the Secretary of state thought that one party's 

supporters "Tere more equal than th~ others. Nr J'Jap'i~:r: also asked the Secreta ry of 

State ho"T the balance of an Executive ",ould be ''lOrked out after the ne1"r"t election. 

22. Hr Fitt said that, in the view of the SDLP, the number of appointments given to 

each party must reflect the balance bebreen the parties in the Assembly. He could only 

agree to the 5. 5, 2 formula. 

23. Mr Paulkner said that he had little to add to ,.,hat he had said. on Honday. As the 

Secretary of state had argued, the Executive must incorpora te an overall Unionist 

majority if it Has to be acceptable to the country. He pointed out that "rhile the 

Alliance Party had 8 Assembly members, and the SDLP 19, the Ulster Unioni s ts r~d 

19 members (or 20 if they won the impending bye-election) and in addition the support 

of a number of, other Assembly members. On the basis of the support in the country 
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) the Unionist Party could only accept the 6, 4, 1 solution. Nevertheless, it was 

reluctantly prepared to agree to an additional member of the SDLP being given an 

appointment outside the Executive. 

24. T.gE!_.§..gcreJ;.it.EL2.~Le_~.:§.l;~e s a id that aft e r the next election in 4 years' time the 

balance of the Exec u.tive vlOuld have to be renegotiated "dth the Secretary of state 

of the day. It was a futile exercis e to try and predict the circumstances of the 

next election. 

25. Hr Devlin argued that hlO members of Nt Faulkner's party did not support pOHer­

sharing, and consequently his true strength in the Assembly was 17 members. .!~!E-N~p_ier 

vTaS convinced the balance between the parties in the Assembly "Tas the only bas is for 

allocating appointments vlithin the Executive. 

26. The Secr'etary of st~tc s3.id that he had alread:l stated the H}IG's 

under Section 2(1) (b) of the Constitution Act. An Executive must be "vfidely acc e p-[;edl! 

by the community, and he had no doubt that there must be an overall Unionist ma jor:U;y. 

He was convinced that HI' Faulkner had far ,dder support than had been exhibit ed a t 
../ 

the previ ous day's meeting of the Unionist Council. If he was not e iven a majorij;y , 

there was no chance of an Executive being formed. '1'he Secretary of s t a te said 

emphatically that that vIas his jUdgment. 

27. I'iI' lTapier asked hOv1 the Secretary of state judged how an Executive uould have 

general support in the country. The Secreta ry of state r eplied thttt he 1v"8.S in f act 

making a personal judgment, and that the only al ternati ve \18.S to hold some sor t of 

referendum. He said that the meeting should r emember t hat I1r Faullmer had only 

narrowly l'lOn the vote on the previous day and that he ha d to carry a large body of 

dissenters with him. HI' Devlin said that the Secretary of State sympathised with 

Hr Faulkner's position but he sh ou.ld not for get that Hr Devlin had consistently stated 

the SDLP position, "Thich was equally strong. 

28. The Secretary of s t a te said that power-sharing .. ;as completely new in Northern 

Ireland, and that Unionists were naturally suspicious . It was a nm'l concept, and 

alien to many people. Participa tion in Government 1vas a great adva nce for -the 

minority, and a great achic'!6ment for the SDIJP. It would be a pity if the leaders of 

the SDLP \'Tere to throw this a vray in an attempt to obtain a concession "'Thich no leade r 

of the Protesta nt community could grant - equal representation on the Executive . 

29. HI' Hurtle asked h o1'1 the Secre tary of sta te could. possibly a s s ess how much s uppor t 

t he Executive 1'fould lk'1.ve in the Assembly . The Socretary of s t ate r eplied. t hat it "ms 

es sent i a l t hat the Execut ive shoul d h:'1.v e t he s upport of a l l t he mellloers of the three 

pa rties in the Assembly , otheruise it lvould be sunk . lIe added t hEi.t tl'18 three pc!.l'-Gies 

Hould. a c quire ' more s uppor t as so on as the Executive hncl been f Ol1J1ecl. 

t 
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30. !vI r Fitt recogl1,i s ed tha t roll' Faulkner had problems 'uith the flunpledged" 

U,nionists and that he had survived by a narrow margin the previous day. The SDLP 

also had problems 11ith the suppor ters. Their Annual Conference y!aS at the end of 

the month and the r e ;vere already t wo actions on the Agenda:-

(a) seeking to prevent t he SDLP from entering into any p01·rcr-·sha r i ng I~ xecutive 

,vi th 1-11' Faullmer; a nd 

(b) seeking to prevent the SDLP from entering any Bxecutive vlhere they did not 

have equal represent:;>,tion with the Unioni s t party. 

The meeting should bear in mind that these motions could go agains t the SDLP 

JJeadership. JIll' F'aulkne r said it vTaS inevitable that party leaclers should be 

by many of the support er s of the other parties . Nevertheless, t he rnino:ri.,ty \Vas in 

fact for the first t:L-ne in 50 ye3.:!:'s being given a strong place in Government. 'l'his 

"ras reme,rkable, particularly vlhen 50 of the 78 seats in the Assembly were filled by 

Unionists of one shade or another. The Secretary of s t at e must observe the 

predominance of Unionists in Northern Ireland , and a Unionist majority ",as necessary 

and inevita ble uncleI' Section 2(1)(b) of the Constitution Act. 

31. Nr R Cooper questioned Illr Faulkner's fi gures about Unionists in the Assembly. 

He said that I'ir Faullmer had in the past said trJat !iII' Craig and his supporters 

1"ere not Unionists and i ndeed their political views l"ere in ma ny V18,Ys diametrically 

oppos ed to the Unionists ' views . It ,·[ould be nonsensical if Nr Paullmer 1'1ere giv en 

an overall majority ;uerely becaus e he had to deal l1ith a l arge party anti-factionw 

The SDli~ asked ."hat the Secretary of State's vie1-I lfOuld have been had they won a 

small number of seats and the officia l Republicans had 1'Ton a large number. In those 

circumstances "wuld he have insis ted tha t the SDLP should have had an overall ma jority? 

The Secretary of s t a te refused to be dravm into hypothetical discussions. He sa::td 

that he 1<[ould onJ.y consider the situation as it was, and he 1-laS quite clear t hat 

Hr Faulkner must have an overall ma.joritYe 

32. In reply to a question from HI' Nanier, the Secretary of s t a te said that the • _..J< __ 

Executive's support in the Assembly 'VTOuld be decided by a vote of confidence, but 

obviously he could not demonstrate in a similar ,yay that the Unionist ma jority v:ould 

have the general support of the country, unless the ques tion w'as put to a referendum, 

1-Thich vlOuld be extremely undesirable. Neverthe less he \vas quite clear that an 

Executive Hllich did not incorporate an overall ma jority Vlould not command the suppo~t 

of the country. If he could not prove his point in a positiVE: manner , he wns quite 

clear tha t it Ims prove d negatively. 
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33. I~r Currie and Mr Devlin said that the meeting "Tas reaching an impasse, and 

Hr Devlin suggested~ that the taU".s w'ould be postponed li.'1.til the follo'iTing Nonday. 

Jilr Faulkn§!.E reminded the meeting of the danger of leaving the p01'1fer vacumm for very 

much longer. The Secreta ry of State said that the meeting should seek every possible 

,·ray to find a solution. The three delegations then asked the Secretary of State 

vlhether he h:'l.d any possible .. my out of the present co nfrontation. 

34. The Secretary of State replied that it would. be possible to create posts over 

a maximum of 12 laid do'\!m by the Constitution Act. This .. wuld probably require all 

amendment to the Act, which the Prime r.-l inister bad indicated he would be prepared 

to do as a ~'l.st resort if this 1vaS absolutely essential to the formation of an 

Executive. rill' Faul1mer expressed doubts about amending the C ollstitut:i.on Act since 

this \vould open the \'lay to demands for more radical changes in the constitution 

position. }lr Napier pointed out that there ''las a clear distinction bet1-wen changes 

of administrative detail, and changes of principle. If the maximum number of 

appointments lms increased., the principle of the _Act would be in no uay altered . 

35. The ~~cl'etary of State said that if the meeting could at,"l"ee on an Executive 

with more than 12 appointments, he ,,,as content to ask Parliament for the necessary 

amendment. He would have to specify the number of appointments to be made. 

36. At 4.30 pm the meeting adjourned -so that the Secretary of State could hold 

individual discussions ''lith the three parties. 

-----

9 

@ PRONI FIN/30/R/2/A/3 



E.R. 
\ CONTINUATION HINUTES OF INTER-PARTY TALKS HELD AT STOPJ'WN"T CASTLE ON 

21 Novr~HB8R 1973 

The meeting r econvene d at 7.00 pm. 

The Sec~etary of s tate said that a provisional agTeement had been reached on the 

nwnbers in an Executive , subject to the allocation of Departments beh,een the three 

parties. The Executive 1'Tould cons i s t of 6 Ulster Unionists, 4 SDLP members and 1 

Alliance Party member. He 'I';ould seek Parliamentary approval for another four 

posi hons , not being Hea ds of Departments. This would t hen e ive the fo lJmfing 

distr ibution amongs t the parties: 7 Ulster Unionists , 6 SDLP members and 2 Allianc e 

Party members . In addition there "wuld also be a Deputy Chief \vhip outside the 

administration who would be an Assembly Hember of the Alliance Party . (rhe entire . 
arrangement vias sub<iect to a greement on issues such as t he Council of Ireland. 

2. The Secret ary of State's understanding of the sitU3.tion vas confir.ned by a ll 

tl1..ree parties. 

3. The secretary._2f sta te then turned to t he a llocat ion of Departments . 

4. r,Ir Fitt said he wished to come to a n agreement a t once. He did not viish to take 

a Department himself, but the SDLP \1'ould be entitled t o demnd three ma jor 

Departments . 

5. 'rhe secretary of ~)tate said he was gratefu1 for HI' Fitt's generous gesture . 

He would only seek to n ominate Hr paulkner as Chief Executive with Hr Fitt as 

Deputy Chief Executive. Hr Napier vould also be included in the Execu~ive. He 

did not ",ish to put other mmes to specific posts at this time. 

6. Mr F~au1kner congratulat ed the Secretary of State on bringing the t a lks to such 

a successful conclusion. He said this was an his toric occasion, be ine; the first 

coa lition eovernment in Northern Irela nd. 'fhis final stage would have to be 

settled tonight . He agreed vIi th the other parties t hat t hey should settle the 

distribution of the Departments behreen parties 'vi thout p~ltting fonTa rd specific 

names. 

7. 1<1r Napier s a id that he would like the po s t of Legal Hember a nd Adviser on 

l,aw H.efo rm. 
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8. The S ecretarjr of State sugges ted tha t there should be a shor t adjournment for 

refreshments. The meeting adjourned for 20 minutes. 

9. Resuming the di s cus sion, the Se cretary of sta t e said tha t t here might be s ome 1 
difficulty in making ilLegal IIIemb er a nd Law Reform" an Executive pos t. The Nor thern 

Ireland Attorney-Gen eral "lOuld need to be cons ulted. 

10. Refe rring to t he propos ed Department of I1a.n pm'Ter Services, H!:J'l:an :i e r sai d t hat 

he woul d pr efer this to be an off ice out si de the Executive, held by 2n Alliance Pa.rty 

member. He s uggested l'1r Bob Cooper, S t..r De.vid Ho l de!} thought t ha t }lanpo~'8r (or 

Labour) vms an impor t ant Depa.rtment of S t a t e .. ji th many cruci a l r esponsibilities . 

Hr Napier s aid it '\ITou ld be a s epa r a te office for t he first time in Northern Ire l and : 

Hr Faulkner di s agreed. There had be ,m a l'Iinistry of I,abo1l.r up to 1966; Trade Unions 

were disappointed Hhen its functi ons \'lere t ransferred to Hea lth and Social Ser vi ces 

ai1d viould be equally disapPGinte d if Manpo1vor 't:[QS net c. full DepQrtment in the ne~': 

adminis tration. Mr Kirk said tha t he had b een the l as t Ivlinis t er of Labour an d agreed. 

wi th 11r It' aulkner t s vie,,!. Hr Napi er again said tha t he ,{Tould prefer i t to be 

outside t he Executive a nd. he want ed t he pos ition for Nr Bob Cooper of the Allin.nce 

Party. The Secretary of Stat~ and other pa r ties a gr eed to this. 

11. The Secret ary of S t aE asked ,·;ha t was meant by "Pla nning and Co-ordinat i on" 

in the office of the Executive. Sir David TIo~de!} s a id tha t there would be a 

considerable amount of inter-Departmenta l c o-ordination of s ome "ad hoc" tasks 

to perform such as the r elationship .. ii th the Economic Coun cil and the ne\1 body 

r epresenting the Construction Indu s try. Il'f r Hume aske d from vThich Departments 

thes e fun ctions would be t aken. 1'1r Kirk s aid the former ,vas from Commerce, the 

l a tter from F i nance . Nr Bloomfie ld said tha t the appointment of a "co-ordina tion" 

or "Head of Department vTi thout Portfolio" 1Vas v ery desirable . 

12. The Se cre t ary of St a te s a id tha t t he mee ting sh oul d n 01" consider t he 

allocation of ma jor Departments. Fina nc e s hould go to one ma j or pnr t y , Commel'ce 

to the oth er. Mr Faul kner s a id tha t it ,.Ta S difficult t o decide "'hich one to 

have. Br Fi tt s aid the SDI.P '\Ilould like to have the Depar t ment of Commerce. 

l>Tr Faullmer suggested tha t the discus sion r eturned to t h is l a t er a nd should n ow 

look a t the other Departments. 

13. The Secre t ary of St a te s ugges ted the following a lloca tions, ",hich 'l'Tere 

agr eed by a ll parties : Agriculture - Uni onists ; Educa t i on - Unionists; 

Hea lth and Socia l Services - SDLP j Hous ing , Loca l Gov ernment and P l anning - SDTL"P ; 

Envi r onment - Unionists . 

t . 
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). 14. Nr Faulkn~ suggested that since one pos t (Ha npovrer Services) had nov; been 

taken out of the Executive, COm1l1lUlity Relations and Information Services shou.ld be 

combined and made an Executive Department. 1'.11' 1~ Cooper thought Community Rela t ions -----
mi~ht be strengthened by the ad.dition of a r espons ibility f or r ecreation, art s 

etc and thus made into a viable Department. f'1r va n S traubenzee said that it mi ght 

be 'I.mv.rise t :) take r ecreation out of the Department of Educa tion but mn S eVl.18 and 

Arts could be made part of Commun.i ty Rela h ons . r·ir Bloomf i e l .::l said C OmI.'l.Unity 

Relations ~m.s of grol'Ting i mportance in itself. The Secretary of state 

suggested that Information Servic es be ma.de · into a Department i'Tith Cornmlmity 

Relations outside the Execut ive. It '.'Tould be useful to have an information 

s ervice in. close t ouch Hith the Administration . This 1-raS a greed by a ll the 

pa rties. 

15. 111' l"i tt sa id the Executive was a compl etely ne .. T v enture \<li th collective 

responsibility. Each pa rty could undermine the proposals of the other . The 

Department of J!'ilJB.nce might be able to cut off funds for the progTa..'11meS of 

Departments controlled by members of the other pa rties. Hov/ever , in. the spir it 

of thi3 11e.f endeav our he thought Finance s hould go to the Unionists and Commerce 

to the SDU. 'rhey lvould. 1\fOrk in close co-operat ion. ~,....'.'i~9.retar..Y....£U.it~te said. 

both Departments ,-Tere v ery importa nt and \Vere at the heart of the l1hole conc ern. 

Neither could \'lork properly .,lithout help from each other, the Secreta ry of Sta te 

and HH Treasury . 'fhe Secretary of State 'ilOuld be of no use if he could not vlOrk 

in clos e conjunction with the Executive authorities. 

16. flIr Faullmer asked ."hat other posts l'l'ere to be filled first. Th~YE~ta21[ 

of state said that if the Unionists took Inf ormation Services and SnI,P Corrmnmity 

Re l a tions, this l eft Chief Whip, Planning a nd Co-ordination. P[r Devlin thought 

the Unionists should take the Chief Hhip post and asked ,·,hether this , q8.S in f a ct 

Leader of the House. The Secretary' of s tate s ali.d this 1'laS not the case; the 

Chief Executive 1'lould be l eader . Hr Faullmer agreed tlw.t the Unionis ts \<lould t aJce 

the Chief 'tlhip post and li! I,'itt agreed that the SDLP Houlcl t ake the Pl anning and 

Co-ordination office out s ide the Executive . 

.. 
17. '1'he discussion r e turne d to the FiX1-'lnce and. Commerce posts. The secretar~{ of 

St a t e said that he .wuld make the dec i si on if t he hlO parties conc erned 'l'Tere 

content. fIT Currie s a. id the SDLP particularly i'Tanted to have the COl!lll.erce pos t 

as they had a lready conceded one Executive post in these discussions . HO,1eYer , 

the SDLP I'Tould abide by the Secretary of s t a te I s decision. 

indicated his consent to the Secret ary of State ' s p ~oposa l. 

sai d he Hould give the Department of Comrnerce to t he SDLP . 

12 

HI' F'aulkn0:J;: 

The .s~£!et~ ot...State 

'Llhis ,'ra s agreedG 
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18. The Secretary of Sta~~ said he was very grateful for the attitude adopted 

by the parties in the last phase of the talks. The que3tion nov! arose of 

pu.blishing the details of the ag-.reement. He suggested a short statement saying 

agreement ha d been reached on an Executive-designate and tlJat details vTOuld be 

announced in the II OU3e of Commons the fol10vring day. He had t old the :Prime 

Hinister wbat had happened. Now there w·ould be talks on the Council of Irelc'1.nd 

to ,vhich the Executive- designate vould be asked ancl he would invite other parties 

(VUPP, DUP etc) to give their vieiJS to him privately. He .. TOuld make a general 

statement on the RUe r detention and the C01.L11cil; he hoped the consultations v;ould 

begin in early December and a date vTould be fixed for devolution of pm>Jers as soon 

as a clear understending had been reached. He hoped everyone would trust him to 

make clear tbat the agreement vras conditional on the outcome of talks ,",bout the 

Council. After his announcement in tbe House of Commons, names of those nominated 

as Heads of Departments could be produced by the parties. 

19. After a/?;reoing the short press statement, the meeting adjourned. Hr li'ith 

!llr Faulkner and r'lr napier personally thanked the Secretary of State for his 

efforts in bringing the tallm to a successful conclusion. 
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