SECRET AND PERSONAL e |
oy, 1o
W) foven

Ref. A084/3109 [J [,4: Vi g_o\

PRIME MINISTER (v-( Yo ‘MNML:?

' oY .

v /KA

Anglo-Irish Relations: Northern Ireland

The Irish Ambassador came to see me this afternoon. He left
e

with me the attached personal letter from the Taoiseach to you.

He also left with me an aide memoire to which he spoke during the

s -

course of our meeting; I also attach a copy of the aide memoire.

A In handing these documents over, the Irish Ambassador
stressed that the observations which the Taoiseach had felt
obliged to make reflected the seriousness of the political
position in which he found himself at home. The Ambassador

stressed that the Taoiseach had been reasonably content with the
meeting at Chequers and the communique which was agreed at the

end of the meeting. In his initial press conference he had sought
to stick closely to the line reflected in the communique and
agreed between him and the Prime Minister at Chequers. Three
subsequent developments had, however, made his position very
difficult at home:

(1) The Prime Minister's apparent dismissal of the phenomenon_gf

"alienation" of the minority community in Northern Ireland

., '
in her press conference.

The Prime Minister's apparent rejection of the whole of the
pr——————

Forum Report (not just of the three '"options') in her press

-—— ¥

conference.

The Secretary of State for Northern Ireland's subsequent
press conference in Belfast, in which he disclosed some of
the details discussed at Chequers - notably the idea of a
Jgint Security Commission - and appeared to dismiss anything

__“-

going beyond that.
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The result, in Dublin, had been to play into the hands of the

—————

Leader of the Opposition, who had made the most of his

opportunity in and outside the Dail to claim that the outcome of
———— o .

the Summit and the subsequent comments justified all that he had

said about the impossibility of dealing with the British and the

unreality of the Taoiseach's approach.

5% As regards the Forum Report, the Taoiseach has constantly
sought to divert attention from the three '"models'" towards the end

of the Report - the unitary state, the federal state and joint

authority - to the statement of realities and requirements at the
end of Chapter 4 and the beginning of Chapter 5 of the Report.
It is these paragraphs of the Report to which he refers in the

fifth paragraph of his message: for ease of reference I am

attaching a copy of the relevant paragraphs.

e

4, The Ambassador also referred to the very bad press which the
Taoiseach had got in Dublin, and left with me the attached copies
of leading articles: I am afraid not very legible in their

present form.

5 What the Taoiseach's message and aide memoire 1is seeking 1s
not entirely clear. He appears, however, to be hoping that you
will be able to find an early opportunity of making a public
statement which makes it clear that, though the three '"models"
are unacceptable, the sections of the Forum Report on realities

—

and requ1rements constitute a basis for further useful discussion

between the British and Irlsh Governments and are consistent with

the position taken up in the communique from Chequers.

~.'.'|-|-.‘--""'--'..---——

0. The aide memoire suggests that the Irish Government are also
looking for an up-to-date statement of the British position, 1in
the light of the Chequers meeting and what has happened

subsequently, as a basis on which the Irish Government can review

their own policy on Northern Ireland.
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7 I shall be discussing this as a matter of urgency with the
Foreign and Commonwealth Office and the Northern Ireland Office

and will submit early advice as to how we might respond to these

approaches. My immediate inclination is to suggest that we

should, as a matter of urgency, prepare for ourselves an up-to-
date statement of the British position, for you to discuss with
the Secretaries of State. Once such a statement was agreed, we
should have to consider how best to convey the position to the
Irish Government: whether in some kind of aide memoire through
diplomatic channels, or in a personal message from you to the
Taoiseach, or in a further meeting of the Armstrong/Nally group.

8. I am sending copies of this minute to the Secretaries of
State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs and Northern Ireland.

ROBERT ARMSTRONG

22 November 1984
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Text of letter to the Prime Minister from the Taoiseach

SECRET AND PERSONAL

22nd November 1984

Dear Margaret

I appreciate very much the fact that in your Press Conference you
sought to make the points which it was understood between us you
would make with a view to avoiding any embarrassment for my
position. You will have noted that in my own presentation, both
at my Press Conference and in the Dail, I was extremely careful
to avoid creating any difficulty for your position.

Two very serious problems have emerged, however, and have created
a sense of resentment on the part of public opinion in this State
and, particularly, on the part of nationalists in Northern Ireland.

The first relates to the New Ireland Forum Report. At all times we
have tried to avoid damaging Anglo-Irish relations in working to
secure a report which, far from creating any difficulties in our
relations, would rather create common ground. We have in our
contacts with your authorities repeatedly pointed to the Realities
and Requirements set out in the Forum Report (Paras 1 and 2 of
Chapter 5) as containing the essence of the Report, we have
repeatedly explained that the Requirements (para. 2) constitute its
only proposals, and we have pointed out that the three illustrative
models contained in the Report are not proposals.

The fact that in your Press Conference you referred to this part only
of the Forum Report, and in the most dismissive terms, ignoring the
actual proposals in the Report, and ignoring our stated willingness
to discuss "other views", created a strongly negative reaction on

the part of nationalists in Ireland, North and South, and has also
contributed to the very misunderstanding of the Report itself which
the Government here have worked so hard and as long to eliminate -
starting on the day it was published.

I attach for your information a list of the 'Requirements' as set
out in the Forum Report. These Requirements are, I believe,
highly consistent with the positions that our two Governments share
on the problem of Northern Ireland.

It would be a tragedy if, through a misunderstanding, an impression
were maintained that you totally rejected the essence of the Forum
Report which is contained in these paragraphs. The effect of that
would be that people here would feel that there was no appreciation
of the fact that a major and successful effort had been made to face




the difficult reality of unionism and to acknowledge the rights of
unionists. Should that position remain uncorrected, it would
contribute to the recurring feeling on the part of nationalists in
Treland that no effort on our part to work towards peace and
stability will ever be appreciated. That such a sad state of
affairs has, alas, been created is evident from the triumphalist
tone both of unionist politicians and the unionist press in their

reaction to our meeting.

In the interests of our relations, and of creating an atmosphere
conducive to progress, I ask you to find an early opportunity to
facknowledge that the central core of the Forum Report does involve
| very considerable progress and is by and large consistent with our

(shared appreciation as reflected in our joint communique.

The second serious difficulty stems from your dismissal of the
reality of alienation as a major problem affecting the minority
community in Northern Ireland. Alienation as it now presents
itself is not a problem which has always existed. People here
are, furthermore, greatly confused by the fact that both Jim Prior
and Douglas Hurd have publicly accepted that this specific problem
exists. You say that you dislike the word: we, of course, do not
set any particular store by that specific word. Any alternative
word or words which describe the reality whereby many thousands of
people are estranged in a fundamental way from the whole system of
authority, security and justice in Northern Ireland would serve.
It would be extremely helpful in the difficult situation that has
now arisen were you to acknowledge the existence of this problem,
as your apparent denial“of its existénce has in the minds of all
people of goodwill in this State - and they are very numerous as
the recent poll showed - undermined the sense that had been
developing of common ground between our Governments and has thus
suggested to our public opinion that there is little or no point in
the Irish Government making any effort to find a common approach
with yours.

Yours sincerely

Garret FitzGerald

The Rt Hon Margaret Thatcher MP
Prime Minister

No.1l0 Downing Street

London SW1




AIDE MEMOIRE

For use by Ambassador Dorr in speaking to Sir Robert Armstrong,
Secretary to the Cabinet .

It may not be understood in Britain how profoundly the Anglo-Irish
relationship has been altered for the worse, in a manner that may
be very difficult indeed to recover, by two aspects of the Prime
Minister's presentation of the results of the Chequers Meeting at
her Press Conference. The positive tone with which the Prime
Minister opened the Press Conference, along the lines that had been
indicated at Chequers, and indeed other positive references at
various points in reply to questions, have in Ireland been totally
overshadowed and obscured by two other features of the Press

Conference:

First, the manner in which the Prime Minister appeared
to dismiss the problem of the alienation of a large part
of the people of Northern Ireland from the political,
security and judicial systems there.

Second, the tone with which the three 'options' mooted
in the Forum Report were dismissed.

So far as the first point is concerned, we have, throughout, understood
that it has been the appreciation on the British side of the profundity
of this alienation, and the dangers it carries for the stability not
only of Northern Ireland but of the whole island - and of the
consequences of this for Britain itself - that has lain behind the
sense of urgency with which the British side, as well as the Irish side,
have tackled the problem of finding a way forward in Northern Ireland.
The Taoiseach, both in November, 1983 and at this recent meeting has
laid the strongest possible emphasis on this aspect, and has explained
that it is because of the threats that it poses that he and his
Government have been willing to contemplate the most fundamental
decisions, never hitherto considered by an Irish Government.

The Taoiseach read and noted the words used by the Secretary of State
in the House of Commons on 2nd July last, when the Prime Minister was
sitting beside him and, as we understood it, was thus giving her

personal endorsement to her Minister's words, spoken on behalf of her

Government.

The Secretary of State then spoke of 'the need for assurance and
countering alienation', the character of which, as it affects a large
part of the nationalist population, he graphically described in terms
of the absence on their part of any sense of identification with many
aspects of Government or with those whose job it is to uphold law and
order; their resentment at the fact that there is so little scope for
the expression of their Irish identity; and their exclusion from the
effective exercise of political power. Following this authoritative
statement of the British Government's position, the Taoiseach felt he
was justified in recording in several speeches the fact that this
alienation had now been recognised by the British Government. After

/...




the Prime Minister's Press Conference reference to alienation, he has
now been accused of misleading the Irish people as to the British
Government's position.

Against this background the Taoiseach heard with a profound sense of
dismay - which he has publicly concealed at his Press Conference

and in Dail Eireann at great political cost - the Prime Minister
repudiate this factor of alienation in the words she used at her

Press Conference, where her remarks about the word 'alienation' were
not accompanied by anything to suggest that her objection to its use
was merely semantic, and that she recognised the reality of what had
been described so graphically to the Commons by her Secretary of State.

On the question of the Forum Report, the manner and tone in which the
Prime Minister dismissed the three options, unaccompanied even by a
reference to other parts of the Report such as the sections on
Realities and the Framework for a solution - which contrary to the
Prime Minister's statement in the Commons contains the only proposals
in the Report - or the reference in Par. 5.10 to a willingness of the
parties to take other views into account, has profoundly shocked the
whole of Irish opinion.

These two elements in her Press Conference left the Taoiseach with the
dilemma in his meeting with the Press and in a dozen radio and TV
interviews shortly afterwards, of either rebutting or challenging the
Prime Minister - a course which he unhesitatingly rejected - or of
appearing in the worst possible light as apparently accepting the
interpretation given by the Prime Minister. As is evident from the
overwhelming reaction of press and public and political opinion in
Ireland, the result of this has been a severe blow to the capacity of
our Government to make further progress with the Northern Ireland
issue, on which it had up to that point led public opinion so
courageously and so successfully.

I understand that at their Party meetings on 21 November, the Taoiseach
and the Tanaiste came under the most severe criticism from their
Parties, which have hitherto been totally supportive of their approach
to the Northern Ireland problem. Members whose bitter hostility to

the Provisional IRA is a by-word described the effect of what had
happened as being one of recruiting for the IRA, and, I understand,

one member told of being informed by a factory owner in Northern Ireland
of an approach by moderate anti-IRA Catholic members of his work-force -
the only such approach he has ever had - to say that unless there was
something positive behind all this that would emerge rapidly, they

could not bear to think of the extent to which it would have
strengthened the IRA. At the same time the morale of the SDLP, our
sole bulwark against Sinn Fein/IRA in the North, has been shattered.

In the light of these reactions, the reasons for which and the
significance of which may not be fully appreciated in London, the
Government have asked that an early opportunity be provided to it for
further consideration of its Northern Ireland policy. It would appear




that the situation that now exists has overnight transformed the very
favourable background to the talks illustrated by the public opinion
poll published last Thursday.

An urgent review, at official level, of the new situation thus created,
and of what possibilities may now remain for constructive action, now
seems necessary here in order to enable the Government review to be
carried out with, as a potentially crucial element, an assessment of
how in the British view, the situation that now exists can be improved.

Consideration of the impact of these developments on the internal
political balance within the Republic has been omitted from the above
account of the situation. This should not be construed as suggesting
that the impact has not been of major proportions.

Finally the Government has had no alternative but to criticise

publicly the selective revelation by the Secretary of State of some
proposals put by the British side in the discussions at Chequers,

which has raised serious questions about the possibility of such crucial
matters being discussed in confidence in future.




4.15 The solution to both the historic problem and the current
crisis of Northern Ireland and the continuing problem of relations
between Ireland and Britain necessarily requires new structures
that will accommodate together two sets of legitimate rights:

— the right of nationalists to effective political, symbolic and
administrative expression of their identity; and

— the right of unionists to effective political, symbolic and
administrative expression of their identity, their ethos and their
way of life.

So long as the legitimate rights of both unionists and nationalists
are not accommodated together in new political structures
acceptable to both, that situation will continue to give rise to
conflict and instability. The starting point of genuine

reconciliation and dialogue is mutual recognition and acceptance
of the legitimate rights of both. The Forum is convinced that
dialogue which fully respects both traditions can overcome the
fears and divisions of the past and create an atmosphere in which
peace and stability can be achieved.

4.16 A settlement which recognises the legitimate rights of
nationalists and unionists must transcend the context of Northern
Ireland. Both London and Dublin have a responsibility to respond
to the continuing suffering of the people of Northern Ireland. This
requires priority atiention and urgent action to halt and reverse the
constant drift into more violence, anarchy and chaos. It requires a
common will to alleviate the plight of the people, both nationalists
and unionists. It requires a political framework within which
urgent efforts can be undertaken to resolve the underlying causes
of the problem. It requires a common determination to provide
conditions for peace, stability and justice so as to overcome the
inevitable and destructive reactions of extremists on both sides.
Both Governments, in co-operation with representatives of
democratic nationalist and unionist opinion in Northern Ireland,
must recognise and discharge their responsibilities.




CHAPTER 5

FRAMEWORK FOR A NEW IRELAND: PRESENT
REALITIES AND FUTURE REQUIREMENTS

5.1 The major realities identified in the Forum’s analysis of the
problem, as set out in earlier chapters, may be summarised as
follows:—

(1) Existing structures and practices in Northern Ireland have
failed to provide either peace, stability or reconciliation. The
failure to recognise and accommodate the identity of
Northern nationalists has resulted in deep and growing
alienation on their part from the system of political
authority.

The conflict of nationalist and unionist identities has been
concentrated within the narrow ground of Northern Ireland.
This has prevented constructive interaction between the two
traditions and fostered fears, suspicions and mis-
understandings.

One effect of the division of Ireland is that civil law and
administration in the South are seen, particularly by
unionists, as being unduly influenced by the majority ethos
on issues which Protestants consider to be a matter for
private conscience and there is a widespread perception that
the South in its laws, attitudes and values does not reflect a
regard for the ethos of Protestants. On the other hand,
Protestant values are seen to be reflected in the laws and
practices in the North.

The present formal position of the British Government,
namely the guarantee, contained in Section 1 of the Northern
Ireland Constitution Act, 1973, has in its practical
application had the effect of inhibiting the dialogue necessary
for political progress. It has had the additional effect of
removing the incentive which would otherwise exist on all
sides to seek a political solution.




The above factors have contributed to conflict and instability
with disastrous consequences involving violence and loss of
life on a large scale in Northern Ireland.

The absence of political consensus, together with the erosion
of the North’s economy and social fabric, threatens to make
irreversible the drift into more widespread civil conflict with
catastrophic consequences.

The resulting situation has inhibited and placed under strain
the development of normal relations between Britain and
Ireland.

The nationalist identity and ethos comprise a sense of
national Irish identity and a democratically founded wish to
have that identity institutionalised in a sovereign Ireland
united by consent.

The unionist identity and ethos comprise a sense of British-
ness, allied to their particular sense of Irishness and a set of
values comprising a Protestant ethos which they believe to be
under threat from a Catholic ethos, perceived as reflecting

different and often opposing values.

Irish nationalist attitudes have hitherto in their public
expression tended to underestimate the full dimension of the
unionist identity and ethos. On the other hand, unionist
attitudes and practices have denied the right of nationalists to
meaningful political expression of their identity and ethos.

The basic approach of British policy has created negative
consequences. It has shown a disregard of the identity and
ethos of nationalists. In effect, it has underwritten the
supremacy in Northern Ireland of the unionist identity.
Before there can be fundamental progress Britain must re-
assess its position and responsibility.

5.2 Having considered these realities, the Forum proposes the
following as necessary elements of a framework within which a
‘new Ireland could emerge:—

(1) A fundamental criterion of any new structures and
processes must be that they will provide lasting peace and
stability. —
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Attempts from any quarter to impose a particular solution
through violence must be rejected along with the
proponents of such methods. It must be recognised that the
new Ireland which the Forum seeks can come about only
through agreement and must have a democratic basis.

Agreement means that the political arrangements for a new
and sovereign Ireland would have to be freely negotiated
and agreed to by the people of the North and by the people
of the South.

The validity of both the nationalist and unionist identities
in Ireland and the democratic rights of every citizen on this
island must be accepted; both of these id€émntities must have
“equally satisfactory, secure and durable, political, admini-
strative and symbolic expression and protection.

Lasting stability can be found only in the context of new
structures in which no tradition will be allowed to
dominate the other, in which there will be equal rights and
opportunities for all, and in which there will be provision
for formal and effective guarantees for the protection of
individual human rights and of the communal and cultural

rights of both nationalists and unionists.

Civil and religious liberties and rights must be guaranteed
and there can be no discrimination or preference in laws or
administrative practices, on grounds of religious belief or
affiliation; government and administration must be sen-
sitive to minority beliefs and attitudes and seek consensus.

New arrangements must provide structures and institutions
including security structures with which both nationalists
and unionists can identify on the basis of political
consensus; such arrangements must overcome alienation in
Northern Ireland and strengthen stability and security for
all the people of Ireland.

New arrangements must ensure the maintenance of
economic and social standards and facilitate, where appro-
priate, integrated economic development, North and
South. The macro-economic and financial implications are
dealt with in the study by DKM Economic Consultants
published with this Report, which is based on a range of
assumptions with regard to the availability of external
financial transfers.




The cultural and linguistic diversity of the people of all
traditions, North and South, must be preserved and
fostered as a source of enrichment and vitality.

Political action is urgently required to halt disillusionment
with democratic politics and the slide towards further
violence. Britain has a duty to respond now in order to
ensure that the people of Northern Ireland are not
condemned to yet another generation of violence and
sterility. The parties in the Forum by their participation in

its work have already committed themselves to join in a
process directed towards that end.
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“Insulting”

“GRATUITUOUSLY INSULTING" —
we now know the extent of the
Taoiseach's feelings when he heard or
saw Mrs. Thatoher's press conference
this week. He kept quiet for the
country’s sake, he said, but the com-
ments of Mr. Hurd seem to have been
the final straw as far as bis patience
was ooncerned.

We have to remember that Dr.
FitzGerald is a naturally courteous man,
slow t0 use personal comments about
anyone and by nature disposed to take
the optimistic view. The fact that after
a long close session of pers
with Mrs. Thatcher which be
will lead somewhere he sees fit to vell
the British Prime Minister what he
thinks of her public performance
volumes.

London may feign surprise over his
comments but those with some savvy
over there must know that a wide
chasm has now opened between London
and Dublin — and all because Mrs.
Thatcher and Mr. Hurd showed an
insensitivity to feelings here which is
almost incomprehensible. .

It bas been obvious from the en
of the talks that anger in tins country
was directed not so much at their
outcome but at the personal attitude of
Mrs. Thatcher when she spoke to
newsmen afterwards.

Compounding this anger has been
the impenetrable stance of Mr. Hurd
when was questioned. Either the
man does not understand the com-
plexities of the problem he has been

sent to oversee or he has simply

rrotted the comments made by Mrs.
hatcher in London. He got his answer
from the Tanaiste.

While offictals are meant to be
getting down to working out a way In
which the minority can become more
involved in decisions affecting their
lives in the North, British political
leaders have been throwing out the
window every potential solution offered
to them. . '

Does Mr. Hurd actually believe that
if his government throws in enough
police and soldiers and ves
security (to use that old phrase) then
after a time the problem will go away?
Worse still does Mrs. Thatcher believe
this? If she does then God help the
North. For London has learned nothing.

No Wonder every party in this
country has become infuriated. No
wonder the Taoiseach finally said what
he had to say. No wonder Mr. Barry
described the press conference as
“disgraceful”. The IRA have never had
such a success in their Mves before.




W/&F alling Back

s this® bt‘tbe new British mn.t,tri:e first
atcher’s “out... out... out” %oi :
Hurd’s laying down, on Irish soil, for s W
~ the Republic, the limits of interest it
- take in the affairs of N
of Mrlmggi"me.n ullalﬁ'c
e from
thcml:edonotknowelpvuhat'l

stronger words from the Irish Gover?cnt _
far been issued. :

. A thin time indeed for nationglism, the last few
days. Are the Unionists wise enough 6 inderstand that 8
. downfacing of Nationalists — gs they see the Cheque

.
.

' “meeting — is not necessarily enti a good thing fi

- —— ‘ or
!.beirtcause? Certainly not something tH be overweening
.mu .’ . o - » s - : )

* % % .

- For among the consequences of the events of the
t few days are that old images and arguments have
been invoked to take on new life and once again become
- the stock-in-trade of political debate. Is it now clear
back to talk of colonialism, to planters and native Irish
Mrs Thatcher seems to see it in Klplmg‘eaque ight, when
,}he majority people of Ireland are “England’s oldest
00" o W
" In fact, what Irish nationalism has been trying to
say in the Forum — and elsewhere all down the years —
is that England’s nearest neighbour can be England’s
close friend, but not in a subservient role and not ecasily
while Ireland is split. .

The attitude of the Provisional IRA and other
subversives will be predictable, but the reaction from
moderate Nationalists in the North may be even further
despondency and a feclinguof isolation not only from the
‘Northern establishment but also from Dublin.

Politicians always have to pick ﬁp the pieces and get
on with the job. It seems that the North is now back to
about the year 1926. -
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m blunlly by Mrs. ‘l'lmcher on Monday, wu
und yesterday by Mr, Dou;lu Hurd.

The Northern Ireland Semury was even less
sccommodating to nationalist opinion than his Prime
Minister. Mrs. Thatcher rejected all three options from
the report of the New Ireland Forum. Mr. Hurd dedlared
that the Republic can have no say at all in the govern-
ance of the North

The Government will be pleased to learn however,
that “if from time to time, Ministers from the Republic
wish to put forward points of view to us sbout
Northern Ireland . . . we should be ready to discuss
that advice calmly with them."

And the SDLP must be delighted to know that Mr,
Hurd will have no objection if the party continues
to cherish an aspiration towards Irish unity—just as
long as it learns the political realities.

With a condescending swipe at the Dublin visits o!
Mr. John Hume, the Northern Secretary went on to
spell out hig version of those realities : that there must
be dialogue between the parties in the North and that
the Official Unionist document, The Way Forward,
might, with a few amendments, provide the blueprint
for future development.

There is a cose similarity between Mr, Hurd’s
remarks and a recent controversial speech in which the
Unionist leader, Mr. James Molyneaux, advised
nationalists to forget about Irish unity since it would
never come about in any of their lifetimes.

We warned then that British Government thlnki;\g
was moving dangeroualy close to that of the Unionists.
'mu:dt-mthofﬂntnminzhnmbeenoonfumdbr
H

Does Mr. Hurd know anything ebout even the
recent history of Northern Ireland ? Has he any
appreciation of grassroot unionist attitudes ?

If he does, he must know that it was the unionists,
with their sectanian policies and cultural apartheid,
who ensured that Northern Ireland could not function
as a political unit; that it was unionists who wrecked
the power-gsharing assembly; that umonists have never
accepied any form of institutionalised power-sharing;
that Jocal government powers were removed because
unionists could not be trusted to use them fairly and
that, at grassroots level, there has never been the
slightest indication of a change of heart on the part of
unionists.

Mr Hurd wants to turn back the clock and restore
some form of Stormont parliament. It cannot be done,
Too much has happened since the days of Stormont.
Northern Ireland will not be reformed by internal
tinkering—constitutional change is necessary. '

Mr. Hurd believes that too mych is being made of
natiopalist aliepation from the Northern system. Has
he no eyes to see? Ten years ago Sinn Fein was a
political non-entity. Today it is the fourth largest party
in the North and is pressing the SDLP for the lion's
share of the nationalist vote. That is the measure of
alienation and Mr. Hurd's latest remarks will ensure
that the process conunues.

It is now clear that Dr. FitzGerald was unwise to
participate in the Chequers summil and should
certainly have had no part in the charade of an agreed
communique which agreed nothing of any value to
oconstitutional Irish nationalism.

Yesterday the Tanaiste rebuked Mr. Hurd. The
rebuke should have come on Monday—from the
Taoiseach to Mrs. Thatcher.

Mr Hurd believes that the fight against terrorism
“depends to a considerable extent” on co-operation
with the Republic. Mrs. Thatcher takes the same view,

Our Government must make it clear 1o the British
that the fight against terrorism depends, first and
foremost, on realistic political progress

The Republic has, of course, ils own securily needs.
But these do not necessarily coincide with those of
Britain and the Taoiseach should now make it clear
that if there is to be no co-operation on the political
front then there can be no co-operation on policing.

If the British Government wants to walk the unionist
road, let it walk it alone,
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THE SPEECH which
Charles Haughey made
in the exchange of
statements on  the
Anglo-Irish sumumit at

uers was the
most important he has
made in the present
Dail.

Indeed, it could be
argued that it was the
most important he has
made since he became
leader of Fianna Fail
Its  significance s
widely spread, but
above all it

sents a psychological

watershed for the man
himself.

Its echoes go directly
back to that period prior
to December, 1979, and
the well-judged seriousness
with which he wiewed his
own career at that time,
g: was free, then, from

arrogance, duplicity
and weakness which have
characteriesd both his
periods In power and In
opposition since taking
over the leadership of the
Fianne Fail Party.

And om Tuesday it was
as M be recognised this,
and decided 1o take action
about it

In taking action, be
seized the initiative from
Garret PitsGerald. He did
80 in circumstances where
lainly ke

ot by
facts, such as we know
them. And unless the Taoi-
seach can come up with
very convincing answers to
the contrary answers which
would be dearly and
ewpbatically at odds with
the things which both he
and Margaret Thatcher
bhave put firmly on the
E:blic record — then that
B S e
nds .
tion leader.

ISSUES ONLY

He also took the initis-
tive in an entirely political
mould. Contrary to wide
interpretations of the
speech itsed, no word of
it represents a personal
attack on the Taociseach.
R is entirely concerned
with the issuves, and It is
devastating in the quota-
tions it uses.

It represents an ftrrever.
gible breach in bipartisan.
ship. But was not that
breached already? And it
signals an all-out political
attack on the Taoiseach
and Government, which up
to r;rln;mth lm-plgt. in
eve at rles
Haughey said about their
performance, but gener.
ally incoherent |y pre-

1 sentation.

Noﬂﬂ.ﬂc abou? Tuesday
evening's speech was in-
coherent. It was 5 brilliant
mr—do-'f;icc. sustained,
SCORO Ve 1y
balanced. iy iearatully

BRUCE ARNOLD
assesses Charles
Haughey's

response {o the
weekend Summit

and reckons It
was one of the
most Important
speeches the
leader of the

Opposition has
made.

Charles Haughey . . . using
as epportualty to the full.

of the community can

dentifv",

And in citing the
Forum Report, and =the
fact that in the dialogue
between the two Govern.
ments started with the
summit “we will not be
found wanting in our

to mny ideag
m may further the ob-
ctives of the Forum
eport = 1 cited
them »

Garret FitzGerald s re.
ferring back to an {nter-
retation of the Forum

port limited to one
ﬂc paragraph on fun.

ental criteris.

That ragraph (5.2),
which refers to the need
for any new process or
structure to take into ac-
count the need to provide
lasting peace and stability,
can be uged to make a
nonsense of the three
Forum options, as well as
of any other options In.
v lidcal move.-
ment. And, on the face of
it, this is precisely the
interpretation that has to
be placed on everything
80 far gaid by the
Taoiseach, and certainly
everything said by the
British Prime Minister,

255, |
waving

Mea contained in the elec

tion gpeech FitxGerald
in 'Nonlnb:r” 1
there had ;

-
b,

- gt i i

r

ART R T T R P g

schieve td“ 'h::'
vemen poace and -
stzbility. That this can ¥
pot be done through sec-

urity, or within the con. «
fines of Northemn lrellnd{

itself. Hence the options.

been rejected by :‘e‘nainly;
nre ¢ TRaret .
Thatcher. ;

It is political

on Charles -
Haughey’s head, because
of the stance he adopted
in the ¢l months of
tbe Forum debates. and
then immediately after the
publication of the report.
In military terminology,
Qharles Haughey, in the
aftermath of the
tion of the Forum
was in possession an
fsolated patch of ground
over which flew the tat-
tered flag of Irish unity.
Garret FitzGerald was in
possession of all the other
political  territorv, with
new standards flving over -
it, the Confederal flag. the
flag of a mew federation,
and the flag of {oint
authority, :
ALL THE FLAGS 1
These have been surren- *
dered in favour of @
sinele Forum banner of
ace and stahi'tv within -
nrthern Ireland.

Never slow on the
uptake, Charles Haughey .
bas taken over the other
options, and now flies all
the Forum flags which all
of uc have been led to re-
cognise by the missionary
zeal of the Taoiseach and
his manv Forum Report
exvonents. _

A (inal judgment. as Is
the case with any realm =
of confidentiality sur.
rounding the aftermath of
8 summit. can onlv be
made in qualified terms.

What Charles Haughey °
schieved on Tuesdsvy was
econtrol of the terms. He
said that the Taolsench
had been humilisted. This
must seem to have bheen
the case unless gnd until
Garret FitzGerald can
show the anposite.




'nmo. other penera!
points should be made
sbout It

In It comes at a
crncl:lm:'rlod from tbc
Governmnt' point

are hcul
L el v o
tad “soca s, 0

en r
received a :'n.hlbcr 3 ad.
verse blows which

stable of t hcthonchm
and those who
grudges against Jesdership
or |ﬂt¢mt the Coalition
idea ¥.

Equally eruciglly, the
speech eunu at a int
Flanna

in ain

Feil's
when that

mud. vi: hd:ni-
ficant

tions, lic dmocnﬁc

in favour of the pu-ent
leader, finds {tself, mid.
ferm in this Dail, like an
empty barrel, noisy, echo-
ing, and waiting for some-
thing to fill the space.

Since the barrel s a

tical party, leadership

the necessarv ingredient.
And the gives that.
It provi € positive
foous.

Thirdly, the @peech
shifts the ground, for the
first time In this Dan.
from Garret FitzGerald to
Charles Haughey. And the
ovus is on the Taoiseach
to recover it. He bas given
po indication that he can.

STEPS FORWARD

Garret I:;uGonldn is
claiming ortant Steps
forward as a result of the
talks, and asserting that a
process has un, bet-
ween Britain and the Re-
public of Ireland, through
which *“a gstem of sec-
urity must be provided,
deriving its  authority
from 3 palitical system
with which those sections

They are neither of
them interested in
political movement out-
side the framework of
Northern Ireland l!ltlf
And while this
legitimate enou !or
Margaret Thatcher, In
Garret rald's case
on a very mngrrow later.
pretation of what h im-

mnthh :

port order 0 utuy
his position.
-SKILFUL .

No ©One can blame
Charles Haughey for seiz-
ing nvid':jy”on :h&c :dbm:;
opportu e
this, Wha

he has done It

He gives a logical
chronology of Government
thinking on the North:
Garret PFiaGennld, in
November, 1982, &lrlnl
the general election, cal-
Mng for a complete and
ndical mﬂnt of British
go in order to avoid

obaos in Northern Ire-
land; Michnl Noonan,
last Augost, <lasiming that
the British Government
“ghare our sense of ureen-
cy': Peter Barry, in July,
claiming *“Britain is now
more Interested in solving
the Northemn Ireland
problem than at any time
in the past ten years”™.

Garret FitzGerald again,
in September, claiming
that Britain  recognised
alienation as the problem,
and that both govern-
ments were approaching
“from the same per-
spective’’; in the rame
month, Peter Barry
claimine that relations
between the two countries
were about to be “trans-
formed”,

Charles Haughey gives

Charles Haurhey
Jaimed that Garret Firz.
Gerald had falled to de-
Hver anv of the thines
which he had repeatedly
c'almed, over the vrevious
two yes's, ueeded to be
delivered H peace and
stability were to be
bromght to Northern Jre.
Jend. This aleo must be
the vercention wnlest and
entil sn alternative Inter.
preestian ean be o¥ered,

Charles  Haurhey
elatimd that Garret Fitz.
Gerald had done grievous
damage to our I1i0‘l'll|
politica! interestc gnd our

=ide. On the frce of it
argaret Thatcher's
unequivocsl refection of
every Porum option, and
Heical

Gerald to put this right.
And yet he has locked
himseH inta 8 situation
where h* ean nnt vep'ly
-r sy more than be has
d until the next
mmmit  with  Marreret
Thatcher, in the new wear,
That is a woefol re.
straint to be onder. i (1t

coincldes with the ¥ind of

periousness in attark —
md. nelitieaTle pt lenet,
the noholdeharred  sp.
vernrdy — whirk Mharlag
Haveher  gionallsd  on
Yrards.

In domestic politica!
terms a3 new level of
battle has heen loined. No
me should onderectimate
the re~ionsness invnlved
on Charles Havehev's
ride. Once aprin, be i
firhtine f(or Wi« own
politica! life. and it is the
o-hr lde be knows or
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