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HOTE OF A NEETING WITYR DR PAISLEY ON 10 JULY 1984

'resent: Secretary of State, Dr Faisley, Mr Merifield, Nr Reeve,
Mr Sandiford

t» Dr Paisley bepan by expressing hig s*rnng nppoasition te =ri-
partite talks. He =aid that the DUP would be very ready to
participate in talks with the other parties in Northerrn Yrelard,
B an attempl to devise workable arrangcnents within Nerthern

.reland. And the Northern lreland parties aould obviously have
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0 meel with the UK Government. Bu: Nr- Paisley had been cuncerned
hy 2 passage in the Secretary of Sta“ec’'s speech in the debate on

he report of the New !reland Forum, w~hen the Secretary of Szacze

had said that the lovernment would wish To have talks with all the
parties in Northern Ireland and with the rish Government. The
DUP view was that the frish GCovernmenz had no locus o participate
.» devising arrangements for Northern lreland. Dr Paisley said
“hat he had been assored by the Prime Minister of the UK tha~

:he solution of the problens of Northern Treland would have to

be found within Korthern Ireland, ancd he added that he had written

10 the PR that dsy to ask for confirmation of <hat assurance.
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2. Dr Paisley said that he wished 1o talk 12 the SDLP, in order

t> persuade then to joln in the work cf the Assewbly, which

ineluded the work of the Report Commit:ice in A=vising propossls

fa} the future Government o} Norlhern Yreland. He was vary ready

t> hear the views of the SDLP, or any other party, on how a solution
might be found within NKorthern Ireland. B8ut he was adamant that

the Forum Report itself could no¥ be discussed by the DUP. &All

three oprtions in the Forum Report involved snme transfer cf sdvertzgnty.

and that was not negotiable.

3. The Secretary of Stnte confirsed rhat a solution had to be
fsund within Northern Ireland, and thaz there could be no change
ia the constitution of Northern lIreland without the ceonsent of the

majority. He added that, es he had explained in the Forum Debate,

the UK Government would be having discussions with the Covernment
of the Republic, 2t the zame Time as any discussions touk place
aiong the parties in Northern Ireland, but all discussions wculd be
with a view to finding a solution wiThin Northern Ireland. ©Qne
reason for discussion with the Irish Government was to explcre how
re=ady they might be to convey to the SDLP that a solution hasd

td> be found within Narthern Ireland. The Secrelary of State

added that the concessions which the SDLP could be expected ToO

need would include some for= of Trish diacnsion {(short of change
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in sovereignty) and scme arrsngenents ‘even if they dié nor amdunt
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t> powersharing) to give the representatives of the minority

s v

community some vofce in the government of Northera Ireland.

4. Dr Paisley said that, while he alght not welcome @iscussions

l between the two sovercipn Coveranments, he could not object to Them

' if they did not involve proposals for constirutional change. He

' thought, however, that aay progress fron ~alks among the political

l parties in Northern Ireland could only come {f both London and

_ Dublin refrained from applying pressure. Dr Paisley read {ro= 2
statement on the DUP view
of the proper scope for any talks, This starement expresased vigorous
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(pposition te any interference by the Irish Government, or ‘'tri-

ipartite treachery'. It also denounced the Forum Report. It

"hen went on, however, to plead the need for all the parties to
.dernl themselves to the.unﬂy common areas of concern.

‘““"v The Seacretary of State sought to pearsuade Dr Paisley that

{8 statement was unnecestarily rhetorical, o a degree which would
.eter the SDLP from taking part in talkxs. DUr Paisley expressed
"he belief that the SDLP would not be deterred, and said thatr he

A% NOo reason to alter the statement.

“ve The Sec¢cretary of State suggernted to Dr Paisley that, in any

alks with Mr Hume, he should seek to explore what the SDLP's
infeum requirements were, both as regards a greater voice in

‘he administration of Northern Yreland and as regards opperrunities
‘or the minority to express its Irish identity. Dr Paisley expresused
iis resdiness To do so0, but added that i1n his view Mr Hunme wishecd

6 abtain political advance pointing in the direction of a unirted
‘'reland, to which of course Dr Paisley was opposed. Dr Paisley

180 thought that Nr Hume would be in difficulty from the danger

wf being out-flanked by Sinn Fein. Finally, Or Paisley thought that
‘i HAume was too dependent on the dbelief that the Governren's of

‘he UK and the Republic of - lIreland could bdetween thex devise

und impose a sﬁlution pointing towards a united Ireland. In

tir Paisley's view, progress was unlikely until such time as Mr Houne
ealised that that was not so, and indeed unti]l he realised - as

+he DUP had already done - that formy of Covernment on the old
‘itormont mode) were no longer possible. On the other hend, Dr Pa:sley
‘hought that a form of administration involving committees, butlding
n the present arrangements, would be posxible and could give
significant scope for representatives of the minority teo exert
nfluence and authority. He would alsc msee it 8s quite ressonakl-
Lhat chairmen of such commjittiees shnuld discuss matters of mutual
.nterest with their opposite numbers in the Government of che

Aepublic.
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7. Or Paisley said that he would be having informa) discussicns
with Mr Hume in Strasbourg on 25 July. Dr Paisley recognised the
tensions within the SDLP, and said’ tha: the DUP alsc intended
to discuss matters with a cross-section of SDLP leaders, ‘even

-

their greenest of green’.

8. Dr Paisley also expressed rcadiness tn have discussicns wiTh

Mr Molynomux. But he thought that the Officisl Unionists were .

in some dimray‘. both generally and in the wake of their indiffevent
performance in the European Elections, and he was not sure how
actively Nr Molyneaux or his colleagues would wish to have

discussions with the CUP.

9. Dr Paisley said that he would also be hoving discussiens with
the Allisnce party, which like all other parties including +he DUP
bad now made a submission to the Report Comamittee. Dr Paisley
said that, not being & wemzbher of the Repor- Committee himself .

he had thought it right to allow that Conmittee Io keep » low
profile, and he was not familiar with the detail)l of their work.
He was sware - but asked that the infornation should not be
attributed to him - that the various parties had sent tc M- MHuce

copies of their submissionsto the Repor! Conmittee.

10. Dr Paisiey acknowledged that, to secure any agresement,

it would be necessary ta treat the representatives of the minori=s

Community generously. He would be ready for minority represectatives

to have a share of Chairmenships of Comnittces. He referred tc

the report cf the Constitutional_Convcntion. and to the White Faper
whichk had followed as a useful guarry for proponsals which could work.
He also commented that, in reality, much of the work on Northern
Ireland legislation was already done by the Committees of the
Assembly through their close study of and conments on draft
legislation. Although 0. Paisley did no* favour proposals which
vould make of the Assembly an upper rier of local Government, he

thought that it would be useful to look at the Macrary report
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aRain to see how its proposals might be adapred to suit present

and poszsible future arrangrments for “he Assembly. The Secretary
of State commented that he might himself wish to have sonc
discusaipn with Professor #s:mn~;. Dr Paisley and the Secretary

of State agreed that the current arrangements, involving Wesininsgter
Ministers, the Assembly and a combination of boards and local
authorities was very different from the landscape which McCrory

had considered, but Dr Paisley still Thought that some usefu!'
ndaptation of Mac-ury's proposals might be undertaken. For

the Asseadly, Dr Paisley did not exclude anme lore of blocking
mechanism or weighiedvoling machinery, by way of safeguards, in
addition to possible SDLP Chairmanships. What would not work

would be collective responsibility in an executive. Dr FPaisley
thought that ways could be found to agree on legislative fTuncricns
for the isae-bly, which could perhaps he combined with an

SofS power of veto over legislalion, iacluding entire Bills.

His view was that such a power, precisely because it was so
sweeping, would have to be used (if a* all} wizh great circuxspeczticn.
The political representatives of Northern Ireland would necessarily

have to act more responsibly if wmore respons:bility were given: te

ther. One might alsc comtemplate a snull nominated council *o
act as a filter or buffer between the Assembly and the SofS.

11. Tn tonclusion, the Secretary of S:ate thanked Dr Paisley for
his frank exposition of his views. He encouraged Dr Paisley 1o
use his current strong position to promote inforemal discussions
towards progress. The Secretary of Sia:c said that he would
probably try to have further discussions hinself with the palitizal

leaders of Rorthern Ireland in the second half of August.

G X SANDIFORD
W July 1984
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