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DAIL P Q'S GN PGSSIBLE DEFFNCE PACT,
1. ON 11 FEB MR HAUGHEY REPLIED TO TWO QUE STIONS IN THE DAIL
ABCUT POSSIBLE DEFENCE ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN THE U K ARD THE

RTPUBLIC .

2. DR NOE&L BROWNE ASKED: *’WHETHER THE QUESTION OF A DEFENCE PACT
BETWEEN !RtLAND AMD THE U K 1S CURRENTLY ON THE AGENDA

FOR Dﬂ CUSQEON BETWEEN BR!Tagd AND InISH AFEICIALS: AND WHETHER
THIS 1SSUE 1S LIKELY TO ARYSE wITHIN THE FORSEEADLE FUTURE'’.

; hFPORDIHG TO PREGS REPORTY, THE TAQISEACH TOLD DR BROWNME THAT

% HE WAS NOT I8 A PCS BTécN T0 CONF !RM OR DENY NEWSPAPER REPORTS

' H DEFENCE PACT WETH BRITAIN HAD BEEN 0§ SCUSSED DURING

L
-




H: T“\JG ) H‘ M -.h{q ‘Hﬁ“"CH‘"P ﬁ . Drct- 3“"‘} CYRIRSNL SN ARt it !

3. DR GARRET FITZGER ALD ASKED **' WHETHER ANY REFERENCE HAS .
SERN MADE IN DISCU SS!)NS BETWEEH HIMOMLF AND THE BRI*BQH PRIM&
fl'l STER, TO A PCSS {BLE D cFENCE RFLﬁTIOhQH!P BETWEEN | R!Tﬁ!N AND
IRELAKD??, MR HAUGHEY RfPLIFD THAT THE JOI“T STUDRES CON lﬁSlO“r?
BY MRS THATCHER AND HlM ELF IHCLUDmD POSSIBLE MEW !hﬁTiTUT!ONAL
STRUCTURES, CE:%Z ISHIP R} GHTS, SECURITY MATTERS, ECGNOMIP
COOPERATION AND MEAS SURES 10 iMPPOVL MUTUAL UNDERSTANDING. IT HED Skl
AGREED THAT THE DmTAILS OF THE TUD!F SHOULD BE THCATFD AS
CUHFIDtMTlAL FOR THE PRESENT. IF DETAJLS WERE GIVEﬂ IT WOULD
VITIATE THE VALUE OF THAT TYPE OF PERSONAL D1SCUSSION, DR FITZGERALD
THEN COMMENTED THAT THERE HAD DEEN PRESS REPORTS ABGUT THE
PFOSS lS!LlTY OF A DEFEMCE P’LATIONSHIP , AND THAT WAS A MATTER
WHICH SHOULD BE DESCUSSID FIRST lN THE HGUSEZ BEFORE BEING BROACHED
WATH A FORFlGh PR?MF MiNlaT“R - A FACT WHSCH THE TA0|Q€ACH HAD
MOT DEHIED. MR HAUGHEY COUNTERED THFS BY oAYlhu THAT DR FlTZGﬁRﬁLD
WAS MAKING AN AS GU"‘""“TIO“J WHICH HE WAS NOT I'*l A POSETI N TO CONFIRM

. CR DENY BECAUSE THIS WOULD BREACH THE CONFIDENTIALHTY OF THE
D'SCUSSQONS.

e THE DEBATE BECAME HEATED AS DR BROW*F AoKFD WHETHER IRELAND’S
TRADITIONAL PO!QCY OF NEUTRALITY WAS NOW N QUEoT!O” AS A RESULT

R ————— A —
OF THRE CLAUSE IH THE COMMUNIQUE MENTIONING °°' THE TGTALITY GF
htLATSONSHiP““’. MR HAUGHZY °AID THAT THERE WAS AN UNDERSTANDS hb
CH ALL S!DES OF THE HOUSE IHAF IN THE CONTEXT OF EUROPEAN POLﬂ §CAL

‘LFHUN |F SOME DEFENCE ARRANGEMENT WAS AGREED , IRELAND WOULD

FARITCIPATE 1M IT. ASKED BY DR BROWHE ABOUT DE VALSRA’S PROVISO
THAT IRELAND WOULD NOT ENTER INTO A DEFENCE PACT WITH BRITAIM
WHILE THE LATTER STILL OCCUPIED THE NORTH , MR HAUGHEY REPLIED
THAT IRELAND WAS STILL NOT ABLE TO JOI% N A T 0 BECAUSE OF V9
IMPLICATIORS FOR THE SEX COUNTY SITUATION, HE WENT ON TO SAY iN
TESPONGE TO A QGUESTION FROM MR CLUSKEY THAT ALTHOUGH §RELAND

WAS NOT A MEMBER OF A MILITARY ALLIANCE, IT WAS A MEMBER OF
OF THE £ E C, AND WAS NOT NFUTRAL ON MANY POLITICAL ISSUES ARIS{NG
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|
I8 THE CONTEXT OF INTERMATICHAL AFFAIRS,
h

5« WE W!LL SEND THE VrRBﬁTHW TEXT OF THESE EXCHAUGFQ 3Y BAG,
Wi £ THib B&LJHE“ AVAiLfﬁtf.
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