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1. Major Chi chester -Cl ar k and others , and ~ppar ently al s o t he 
new Bri t ish Amb assador , Mr . John Peck , wonder whether ffa s i zeable 
proport ion of the unemployed among the mi nority is r eal ly i nterested 
i n work " etc. This is traditional Unionist propaganda, indeed 
traditional anti-I.rish propaganda. Ambassador 0 ' Sullivan's reply 
is correct but, as a point of useful information it could be added 
that wage rates in De~ry, f or example, are little improvement on 
social security payments and f ami l y men sometimes avoid work at 
such rates in preference to doing some Unixing tl • The most 
important pOint however is to take every opportunity of bringing 
home to British interlocutors that 'Unionist and, f or that matter, 
British ideas on the minority - as British citizens in a United 
Kingdom tJ province tt - are not likely to inspire them v\[ith much 
enthusiasm for co~tributing heartily to the economic well-being of 
the s tate unless they are free to work tewards an end to their 
political and cultural impoverishment as well - the latter continues 
to be part of a deliberate tJnion.i.st policy which denies any merit, 
or funds , to I rish culture as such. 

2. A strong hope is expressed that Paisley will be beaten in 
Bannside if there are f our or more other candidates. This aooears 
to me very odd. If, as one would expect. Paisleyt s vote is ~ ~ solid 
one, the more candidates there are to share the rest the better 
chance Paisley has to win on a plurality_ . 

3. Miss Devlin, to my mind. is a misguided youhg \J-voman in political 
te.rms but she is not a prin~ipal leader in a Ma oist/lrotskyist 
element in t he North - whatever that curious combination might be. 
The extremist pol itical leaders on the Left are Eamonn McCann, 
Michael Farrell and Cyril Toman al1d Bernadette is their victim -
\vl.l1ing t no doubt t but nonetheless a "i.c~j.m. lJow Cruise Of .B.rien 
fits into t his weird picture is beyond me. I draw attention to 
the paragraph on Miss Devlin both to underline the nonsense in it 
and suggest that vIe should not countenance such remarks from the 
British without suitable re j oinders about the mediaeval Unionis t 
mentality and its r esults t o dat e - not the bes t gui de to Maoist/ 
Trotskyist or t o Devlin/ O' Br ien. 

4 . Mr . Peck suggeits occas ional visits by North ern Ministers to 
Dubl in as his guests at Glencairn where they could me et their 
opposite numbers here - as an opening gambit. Gambi.ts in chess 
are the of fer of material f or a greater ultimate gain. However, 
a peaceful approach to Iri.sh reunification does not impl y passive 
accept a~lce of British ,tutel,!-ge even in this~rm. I suspect that thig 
suggest1.on - and the follow l ng one - are the" content of Mr. Pe~k's 
call an the Ambassador. The British appear to wish to move from 
holding a security ring within the North to creating a politic al 
r i ng within whic h Nor thern and Dublin Mini s ter s will both behave 
politel y as gues t s of t he Crovvn.. Furthermore hi s staff will , no 
doubt, tell us a l l that it is good f or us to kn ow about t he North 
from thei r freque nt informal visits there . The road t o Belfast -
and the r ockier one ( f or Unionist Minister s ) to Dubl in - wi l l r un 
through Gle ncai r n. I suggest t hat i t is not i n our interest t o 

I 
wel come either of the se proposals . Dublin' s interest i n t' e Nor th 
is di r ect and Irish . He should handle r el at ions ourselves even i f 
this requires oreat pat ience , and a re~1li sal of such assistanc e 
as Mr _, ,peck of.fers .. .)Ur and the 1!ni~3d Ki ngdom interests are not 
the same and may rlsk ne ar- t erm d~ve r g ences anyway. 

l~ Ivt3rta 1979 




