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DUBLIN VISIT

1, Mr McNeill has done a note on our visit to Dublin (copy attached).

On my return to the office I am drawing out a few further points.

FORUM

25 The Forum is being given a high profile by the Dublin Government.
At some cost to Departmental work the Forum secretariat has been
polstered by secondments of quality administrators, the latest being
Mr Kirwan, AS in the Taoiseach's Department. Both Mr Kirwan and

Mr Lillis were at pains to explain that despite public appearances all
was going well behind the scenes, and they suggested that Mr Haughey

had modified his former ideas. Mr Lillis was especially optimistic

about the likely outcome and about Mr Hume's leverage within the

counsels of the Forum.

B But contrariwise Mr Mansergh, an adviser to Mr Haughey, told us
that the cuttiﬁq edge in Mr Haughey's speech reflected the philosophy
that "the Unionists won't move unless pushed". Hence the _injection
of Mr Haughey's "4th" option expounded on 30 May - the "Scottish
solution"(which supplemented the current possibilities of a Federal,
Confederal or Unitary Ireland). Mr Mansergh reminded us that the
Haughey speech at the Forum included specific proposals. In
elaborating on these Mr Mansergh suggested that within the YScots"
solution propounded by Mr Haughey there was no need for any Assembly,
in spite of murmurings even in Scotland for devolution. Within an all
Treland Dail Mr Mansergh thought there might be an interim 5 years
period with a Coalition Government of 20-24 members (including perhaps
half a dozen northerners of all parties) and some 70-80 Northern TDs.
The bilateral contacts with Westminster mentioned by Mr Haughey would
continue on the "Human Rights" or "Encounter" pattern, but NOT as
executive or defence bodies. This sounds rather unrealistic and it
was not clear whether Mr Mansergh was fully in touch with the thlnklng

of his leader.

4. The key issue for NIO seems to be that a Forum Report will create

two challenges:
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8. Perhaps I should add that in our discussions in Dublin we did
point to the strength of feeling in NI about the Assembly (and
devolution) and the unionist connection. The conservative manifesto

was noted.

SINN FEIN

9 All Government officials in Dublin were deeply concerned at the
possible demise of SDLP and the rise of Sinn Fein. The Irish
Ambassador to the EC had joined the British Ambassador in seeking a
ruling that EC officials etc shduld not meet Sinn Fein Assemblymen -
though the new dimension of a Sinn Fein MP would complicate the
problem. Incidentally Mr Lillis did not sound as though he would be

surprised if a Sinn Fein MP was admitted into Britain.

AIIC

10. Though he mentioned a desire for a Prime Ministerial Meeting
towards the end of the year Mr Lillis also suggested that officials
might be able to make progress before that. on such issues as cross
border economic co-operation, gas etc. It may be that these points

will be mentioned when the ROI write "soon" about the Encounter idea.

ROT OFFICIALS

11. I hope those we met will feel able to maintain contacts and call

on Stormont Castle when they are in Belfast.

A

A J MERIFIELD
9 June 1983
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