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SE;CRET 

Humc on the l\ncJlo-lr ish Summi t 

1. I had dinnl~r with r·1r. Clnd fVlrEj. HUlTl' in Dublin lust ni(lht. 
II e had r e tu r ne ci fro m .=l hi e e k 's v i. sit tot he u. ~~. y e ~) t e r day ,J n cl w Cl s 
1 e C1 v i n 9 for S t r Lt s b 0 U r <J t his m 0 r n i n Cl • 

2. "Guarantee" 

On the Taoiseilch' sins tr uctions I showed ['vIr. Hume one of the drafts 
for the "guar~ntee" section of the communique. He approved it from 
his po i n t 0 f vie w b II t \.-J i t h 0 ne s u q 9 est ion: 

tiThe British Clnci Irish Governments shure a deep concern 
at the political, soci~l and economic problems of Northern 
Ire 1 Cl n d w hie h h <I ve C :-HI S e cl i 111111 ens e h urn n n s U f fer i n q . rr hey 
8hare a c()mmitm(~nt to takinq every mCc1sure within their 
power to eliminC1te the causes of this tragcdy. They will 
both eng()ge in efforts designed to diminish the (historic) 
divisions between the two sections of the community in 
Northern IrcLlnd ,In<1 reconci le th _ two rnujor tr,'1ditions in 
1relZln(l" . 

NOTE:- The undc\r1inc·d \'Jords .l r0 lllll!le'~; r;ul)(}(' ;jt ion. They would 
substitute for "'['hc\~1 \v'i 11 both 0I1C(HJ[(lCjC' (Iny ('>rfort;; which would 

" 

I cl e Z1 11 y he \v < H 11 cl pr (' ,-(' r : 1 n (' xli c i t n r i t ish s t;, t c men t tot he e f f e c t 
that GritC1in 11,ld no intc'rcst in r(~ I1l,lininq in Northern 1reLlnd and 
\vould \.vork for ~) ro (J rcsr; to\"'('1rris Lri~h unity. r expluined thC1t 
this was bein l ] souqht. He recoqnisr:d t-h,lt it miqht not be possible 
toe 1 i c i tit (I t ~ ) r e ~-:; c n t . 

3. l\n<)lo-Irish COLlncil 

IIume said thAt the /\ .1.('. in it ~:; oriqin<11 SDLP conception had been 
i n ten de d ex c 1 us i v r: 1 'r' \1 (~ ,1 m Cl j 0 r c n n cc ss i o n to Un ion i s tun x i e tie s • 
lIe S3W no intril1~)ic bencCit in it from the viewpoint of the 
Dublin/SDLP ,Ispir;ltion to unity -1 or, in its forma] linkin<J of 
Dublin and London, to 1rish nationalism. Ilis view, therefore, was 
th3t, in the 1\J1<]lo-Irish equi1tion, the /\.I.C. wus a concession to th 
13ritish side which should make it. possible for them to move on the 
more fundament;}l iS~Juc of the "<]Ui1r(lntec:". lIe \"'us distressed that 
i t \-J.:l S no \'1 b c i n'l pr e s e n t e cl 0 nth (; n '-1 t ion l1l i s t S i cl e i1 s Cl n Cl t ion a 1 i s t 
dcsideratum - to be "extrClcted" from the British. 

I pointed out to him th~t, whatever the originCll conception, the 
p]rudoxic~l rCC11ity now W.:lS th.:lt expect~tions had been built up 
here both b y P.'1isley's exploitLttion of the secrecy of the /\.1. 
S tudies al1ci the recent rc:velations in our domestic politics, of the 
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.l\.I.C. as bell1<J somehow ;1n ~dvLtnce in the process of unity. I 
further stressed th~t, in our domestic Clnticipation of the Summit, 
there had been ;1~3 yet no eXl.)ectations built up about the "guarantee' 
~uestion which w~s in f~ct the T~oiseLtch's principal objective: 
the chullenq0 to the Covernment hdri been exclusively confined to 
pro(]ress on the 1\. T.l'. 

If u men eve r the le s ~3 f e 1 t t It Lt t the '1' Lt 0 i seLl chIn i 9 h tin tal kin (J wit h 
1·1rs. Thatcher, return to the oriqinL1l concept and represent the 
1\ • I . C. a s a (J cl i n to Un ion i s t. S Lt n cl i n ci e e d jM} 0 s ion 0 f the I r ish 
n;1 t ion a 1 i s tin t c r c? s t r 0 r \v hie h ,1 (I u i d pr () er U 0 0 nth e " q u <1 r Cl n tee" 
wctS essentict1. 

H (~ fur the r s Ll <J (J est e <1 t 11,1 t t 11 ere III .i q 1I t b (' Cl r e [ ere n c e .i nth e sec t ion 
of the communique on the /\. I.C. to the intention o[ hoth c.;overnments 
tow 0 r k t ex) c t h c? r \ v i t h i nth c :'\. l • c. t () h r i n g the I r i ;~ h pc () plc 
c lo~ r to<]C' ti1C? r • 

/\ll-Irel~lnli l'our L 

lIe \vould \velcome the"' e.~t zlblishll1ent of such Cl court, Ltn SDLP idea 
\join(] b.1Ck to 1072. Ncvcrthcll:s~; he S,lW the Cour i l~3 L1 concession 
to British S0cllrity COl1c(~rns in the: present situation. 

SDLP 

II e f: e 1 t the T ,1 0 i ~-; e;1 chIn i <J h t t C 11 M r s. 'j' h cl t ch e r t h Cl t the SOL P was 
the only politic"l hulw.lrk t19C1inst the Provisionuls who huve now 
e:nb.l r ked on .1 C:l mp3 i q n ~3 pc~c if iC ;11l y des iq ned to des troy the SDLP. 

lIe sClid th,lt the British forget th~t th SDLP leudership comprises 
.3 group of people \vho zthClndoned promising C<lrcers in 1973 for 
politics, scver"l o[ whom are now on the dole. 'rhe Unionist side, 
most of whose politicLlns tradition.,lly regClrded politics rtS a 
pastime, is better l"ul1c1cd Clnd they hClve 11 full-time I'1.P.s in 
London. 

In short, the SDLP, \vcdkenecl b y th(~ hunqer strike und comprising 
dedicated people who hi1ve lost much Clnd yained nothing through their 
involvement in politics, is enci Elnyered by this new direct threat 
and the continuin(J Llilure of J3ritdin to make Clny substantial 
concession to their position. l30th Governments have a vital 
i n t ere s tin ens u r i n <J t h.l tit doe S 11 0 t CJ 0 tot hew u 11.. 

1·1. Li 11 is 
2 n cl No v e m be r, 1 9 8 1 • 
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