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s Mr MALLY began the meeting by saying that the preparations for
the first peeting of the IGC were going well, The co—operation of
the pBorthern Ireland Office staff concerned with those preparations
and with the !nstallation of the Secretarlat building had been

"beyond and alove the call of duty”.

™ 2, Later in the meeting Mr LILLIS cchoed this sentieent, speaking
I'.a *";_-?!of the cfficlency and goodwlll of the RIO stalf.
EF Y - s T Mr RIDREW recalled that we had said that the first mecting of
l:.-‘d Q}rﬁ ey { the IGC could take place In Belfast, subject to the security gituation
:,;%G “« = § at the time. “\eﬁﬁﬁrgtcry of State for Northern Ireland would be
""‘Qa‘ T -‘_'_ reviewing the security on "thay. 9 peceuber. There were certaln

j € o = _:: concerns regarding pubilic order. The "grand committee® establied
i~ ‘;:‘}'l by Uniovnists in the Northern Ireland Assembly to review the Anglo-

£ § Irish Agreement would hold its first session on 1l December, a few

t5] hundred yards from the Intended location of the flrst meeting of the
[ o= ~ad There was some risk that the arrival of helicopters at Stormont .

1GC.
would make unicnists reallse that the IGC was wmeeting, and Lhat they

would organis: a big dcmonstration while the weeting proceeded.

Br King would immediately contact Mr Barry if he concluded that the

IGC should not meer in the intended premises. Mr LILLIS caid that a t
suggestion of this kind would cause coacern to the Irfish Government,

since it would be interpreted as showing that unionist reactlons to

the Agreesent could cause the two governments to change their

fntenticons in implementing 1t.

Reactions to the Rgreewent

Sir ROUEART APMNTRONG, susmarising reacticns to the Agreement,
said that they had been bad among unionisxts, The Unionist Parties
were united ool there was little sign s volce of =o>deration.
The reactions were so far concentrated in the constitutionsl arenx,
But irratlonality could play a role and a danjerous situstion could
arise sowe time in 1986. Oa the one hand there was talk asong svae
unjonists of the idea of withdrawal frow the unlon = Mr HALLY agreed
with this - and on the other there was the lLactor that Lic para- I
militarles zight hecoma activae. Various wowbers of the tritish team |
pointed ont ihat the maln issue noWw was to convince modera e unionists |
of the value of the Agreement. It was not «~-rely a questlon of
convincing them that the Agreement presented o risk to them but_also
of showing tliem that it could deliver berefits for thea. The main
field for this would be enhanced co-operation against terrorisa. Tt
would be helpful if the Irish Government woul!d encourage hr Rume and
the SOLP to respond more specifically to the Agreement.  Thelr
reactions so far, while uniformly positive, had involved only oral

support.
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LS The Irish agreed sbout the imporrance of delivering resules
in the field of security. On the SOLY, Rr DONLON said that

Hr Hume must be allowed to decide when to give o wore definite
reaction to the Agreement. Kt precent he was cngaged oa bullding
up support for It awongst the grass roots of tha SDLP,  But the
Irich Government were encouraging Hr Muma Lo sohe woves and (ndesd
the Taolseach had seen him that morning,

6. Mr LILLIS sugyested, as he several Liwes did during the
negotist fons before the hgreement, that Article ) should reasiure
unioaists about the actjons of future British Governments, 2:nd that
this was & point which MG could bring out mare clearly.

= M1 MALLY summed 0p this part of the discussion by saying that
the two governments should "ieplesent, ioplesent, igplement®™ and that
poth should try to reassure moderate unionist opinion,

Sentence Reviow

H. Mr RALLY ssid that the Taoiseach remsined keen that the British
Government should make use of the language on this subject whaich

Hr Brennen hed circulated during the negeotlations. Ky ARDRER '
explained that there was a flow of people receiving dates faor
release, most of thea people who had been very young when scnienced.
in response to further lrish arguaents, Wr JOREW sald that, if there
were a substantial period of guiet on the security front, this would
be taken into account, with the other factors, when each case of
possible relesse was being considered on it werits.  The Irish then
argued that a statement of policy, whether in Parliament or possibly
in & letter to a Church leader, wonld put pressure on families of
prisoners to influence the latter. 1f such 2 statezent could be
cedc-before the expected by-elections in Rorchern Ireland, this could
help the SDLP in competing with Sinn Fein for nationalist wvotes,

Mr ARDREW suguested that this subject would be ewinently suitable
for the 1GC. ;
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