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MEETING WITH IRISH AMBASSADOR: 18 JUNE 1984

ne Irish Ambassador, Mr Noel Dorr, called on th

m

State on 18 June. You and I were also present.

25 Mr Dorr gave a clarification and up-date of the position of
the Irish Government in relation to Northern Ireland. Mr Dorr was
evidently speaking closely to instructions. His account was very
similar to that recorded in Sir Robert Armstrong's note of 18 June

on his meeting with Mr Dorr on 15 June.

3 Mr Do e-stated that the Irish Government would be prepared
to register at the United Nations a solemn declaration that there

could be no change in the position in Northern Ireland without the
consent of a majeority of pcpulation of Northern Ireland.
Irish Government would also be prepared to contemplat
possibility amendment of Articles 2 and 3 of their

Such a change would not, however, be feasible excep

wider and major political package to resolve the
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Irish Governments.
would be a source from which

be deduced.

the results of the conference were

The idea would not be that the principles

to

It was rather that they would mark off the area for

discussion and so prevent it from being open-ended.

6.
the Unionist parties,
expected to take part

Mr Dorr

not excluded the possibility that Fianna Fail might attend.

constructively

The Secretary of State asked Mr Dorr whether he thought that

or the opposition in the Republic, could be

(or at su

commented that the

What

the Irish Government was looking at now was no more than the idea

of
UK liked the idea,

could be examined more closely.

commenting that for the UK the principles of consent,

acceptance, were well-established.

Government would look to Section 5.

included the principles mentioned by the Secretary of State.
UK

would nc doubt have
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a conference, within an agreed framework of principles.

7 The Secretary of State asked what the principles

gnise
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purposes.
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then what Mr Dorr called modalities and details

might be,

and widespread
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2 of the Forum Report, which
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9 Murning to security, Mr Dorr said that his Government had
suggested putting the police and army in Northern Ireland under
joint command because that seemed to them to be what the situation
required. But they recognised the difficulties. Mr Dorr said that
the Irish were not wedded a priori to that particular means of
achieving the perceived objective, which was to get support across
the community for the security forces. If the two Governments could
agree on other adequate ways of achieving that objective, that
atisfactory outcome, even if it did not include joint

command. One way might be to recruit a new police force to

(Later, Mr Dorr said "reform") the RUC, and to set up a
new military support force in place of the UDR. The Secretary of

State commented that anything on those lines would be an enormous

step, and asked what it might amount to in practice. Mr Dorr said

that the suggestions he had ventilated were not to be seen as a
retreat from the earlier proposal for joint command. It was rather
that he was instructed to explain that it was the identification of
some means of achieving the end result to which the Irish attached

importance, rather than any given means of doing so.

10. The Secretary of State asked whether the Irish contemplated

reciprocity of action by security forces along the border.

replied with some animation that t t w not contemplated.

would in effe create three ] : the existing one, and

more to mark the edges of the border strips. It would present

practical and political difficulties on an impossible scale. The

Secretary of State said that he could see there would be difficulties,
the way to practical progress lay in closer

cross-posting of liaison

level.

to the administration of justice, Mr Dorr said that his
Government cognised that a single all-Ireland court would be
difficult for the UK. It would indeed also present constitutional
problems fo he Irish. The Irish therefore suggested that the
two Attorney Generals should meet at the end of June to discuss
the scops or parallel courts, with a particular role in relation

to terrorist crime. Mr Dorr apparently understood that what was
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was courts in which judges from north and south would sit
he took refuge fairly rapidly in the proposition that
legal matters would have to be consigned to the

also endorsed the proposal for a commission to study in

Secretary of State said that he doubted that the time
would be ri by 30 June for discussion between the two Attorneys

General and Mr Dorr noted this.

Mr Dorr reverted to the suggested amendment of
Articles 2 ai f the Irish Constitution. What new possibilities
might the n up for the UK? The Secretary of State said that he

Unionist opinion would be sufficiently

He also accepted that if the UK could not offer
iking new development then the feasibility of amending

Articles 2 and 3 must be doubtful. It would be difficult for the UK
if we made public proposals for action to which we would in effect
be bound even if the Irish Government failed tco obtain the amendment
of the Constitution. Mr Dorr commented wryly that there would be
difficulties for the Irish Government also if the proposed referendum
were not su The Irish Government's readiness to undertake

wider packag despite the risk was a measure of
their concern about the situation in N hern Ireland. The Irish

Government did not think that progress could be achieved by a

=Ll e

of gradual steps. What the situation reguired was a once and

changes. The Secretary of State suggested that a
risk ought to be a matter of last resort. There was
ent could not
referendum rejected it,
the UK Gov en z 1 no 1y constitutional bar He

advantage in a staged ap h towards agreement.

parting, Mr Dorr le with the Secretary of State
showing the ish perception of the state of play
The Secretary of State said that he was grateful tc
exposition, and that he would reflect on what had

t was possible that a rther discussion fairly soon

eTUl.
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. Issues

Road Closures

rish Prisoners
Britain

in

The Minister ard
his officials have
repeatedly drawn
attention to tne
negative impact of
certain road
closures: the
inconvenience and
hardship to locals
on both sides of
the border; the
political dividends
for subversives;

caused for security
Cooperation.

Better and more
regular information
prisonconditions
requested.
Inportance of
anticipating and

heading-cff is

which cause problens

to our relations.
Humanitarian issue
i

prison conditionsg vis
by relatives,

transfers
Northern

certain
circumstances
exanmple,

Shane O'Doherty).

Trawler sunk by
British submarine
in April 1982.
Likely political
exploitation of the
conpensation delay.
Minister and
officials have
pressed for speedy

settlement. M

of Loss Ac

.
H
S

British Respcnse

Generally negative
Minister was
informed by Mr, Prior
in March that the
closure of Lackey
Bridge on the
Fermanagh-Leitrim
border was to be
re-assessed. It
was agreed by

Mr. Prior in March
that the unsafe
footbridge at the
closed Cashel
Bridge on the
Ieitrim Fermanagh
rorder at
Kiltyclogher would
oe repaired.

Mr. Prior has agreed
to consult the
Minister in re

of future plans

close roads.

Agreement that
liaison should
maintained and
transfers to
Northern Ireland
could be considered
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. Issues

Prevention of Terrorism
Act

Irish Views

Action of British
officials at entry
points and in other
encounters with Irish
people in Britain
(e.g. Irish Societies)
cause complaints of
harassment and
insensitivity.

British response

British Action

Irish complaints
noted. Security
problem.

Jellicoe Report -
no significant
change.




