T

ol /9 T S

CONFIDINTIAL

PS/S of S (LgB) - M c.t. PE/Mr, Scott (LaB) » N
P5/PUS (L&B) - M 7/3
| PL/Mr, Bloomjhelcd/- ~
e Mr, Stephens - M
. Mr, Chesterton
M-, Elliott - M
Mr, Belds

- y

DEALING WITR MK. KHAUGHEY - THE SECORD FHASE

At his mecting on 5 March the Secretary ¢i Statc askead for
a considered note of the minimun wording which we thouch
we could accept from Mr. Raughey i relation to Article 1
of the Anglo-Irish Agreenent,

The minimum wording which officials would suggest 1s:

“The Irish Government accepts tne angle-Irish
Acreement as a whole. The Irish Sovernment will
honour this internationail uncdertaking concloded by
its predecessor."

... The attached note suggests how this wordisg @igit be put to
Mr. Haughey. The note seeks to putl the xssoce in a way which
ensures that Mr, Haughey has the opticn ¢f choosing other wordinas
i¥f he prefers, but nevertheless indicares clegarly where we draw
our bottom line.

The attached note does not deal with the guestion of how this
messaqge should be delivered ¢o My. Haughey., Although vour minutie
of & March does not guite say this, my recollection 1s that the
Secretary of State concluded that it wouid be berter ngi to ask
the Ampassador to attempi to negotiate our wording in the very
short interval between now gnd the eleccion of the Taoiseac:h on

10 March. It would, howover, be possible fo take the matte:r
forward through the Ambassador after 10 Maroh; or it micht be
rore profitable to use our own channels through the Sacreteriat;
but the message would probably carry most weight if delivered by
the Secretary of State to the new co-chairnan (Whonm we assume will
be among the senior Ministers appeointed to the new Irish Governrnzc
on 10 March).
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CONTIDERTIAL

SPEAKING NOTE

1. Mr Haughey, when ne saw the \noossad>r on 3 March,
appeared tc se& RO problen in continuing to pperate the Agreemant
in all its parts.

2. But the public record rests on Mr. Haughey's earl:ier
statements which cast doubt on article ' and exrress oppositicn
to it. Xt will bc assumed {(not only by Unionists) that this isg

also the position of the new lrish Goverament, until that Govern-
ment clarifies publicly its acceprance of the wholc Agreement.

It is in our view essential t0 the contincation of business which
both Gavernment's desire that both Govaraments have, &né arce seoer

to have, a shared understanding of the Agqreement.

3. The Secretariat have thought that HHG wore looking for
1

o

a positive statement that the new Government accepts Articl
of the Agreement. That wocid, of course, be welcoms, but we can
understand that the Irash Government mignt find it difficult

to identify Article 1 s0 positively in this wav., We assune that
the lrish Government will prefer to use scme more aeneral wording,

foer instance, about accepting the Aareement as a wholoe.d

4. The minimum which we believe will indacate a credible

Irish commuitment to the Agreement s a sistenrsnt tharu:

- the Irish Covernment accepts the Angio-Irish Agreenment

as a whole; and

- the Irish Government will honcus 1his international under-

taking concluded by 1ts predecessor.

Ss We recognise that it woulld nor be inconsistent with thns

for the Irish Sovernment to reafl ecp its wieh to secure the unyity

of Ireland Ly agrssmsent and 1n »EnIe Lal o tharalinrte to emphasiga
Ehe incebrranés 12 =285 85 ADsis . TrE | 2 oones HEresmani.
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