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I have seen Hr Bellas not.e of 19 l>eceml>er discussing the 
eatabllahaent of a parallel conference for Unl.onist6. Whilst I 

ayapathise with some of Hr Rell·s a~gument.tlon r should 11~e to 

t:eeotd one OI two thought. of my own. 

2. As Kt Bell r 19htly says the re-e&tabli8~~nt of some sort of 

c:.oru~truct!ve. dialogue with Unionists is one of our highest 

prlorltle8. That being the case. we ought petha;>s to be t:hin\d.og of 

whAt .achinery of structure we migbt provide" vh(·.n oppottune, t.o 

belp that dialogue along. If the Unionists ever were to come to us 

- and 1 am by no means Buggesting that this is liKely - .nd say tha~ 
the, ~bed to meet Government Ministers at frequent intervals to 
discuss agendas identical or et-iIar to those di&~ussed at aeetlngs 

of the Anglo-Irish Conferenoe. there would surel, be no question of 
rejectlng such an approacb. On the con~rary •• v~ aust re8pond 

positively t.o any suggestion of willingness 00 the pine of Union1.8t8 

to formAll$e their xelationsblp with us, P4tticularly if that 

represents, as it aust in part do, an .cknovledg~nt that the 

Anglo-IIi8b Agreement iB not going to go Away, and that Unionists 
have to COGS to so.e sort: of accoamodation with the Agreement Btill 

l .n place . 
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3. 1 ea not sote that .oae of t~ apecific. pol.nt. put fOt'VCltd in Hr 

Bell'. ai.nute are entirely val i.d • 

. 4. For instance. I aUIgeat that the eOQ8ttuct1~n of a mechanism 
vblch allowa fO~$81 repteaentatioA of Unionist vievs should not 

necessarily .ake it .u~b .are difficult fot HiniRtet8 to take 

decisions. We already know 1n{oraally what the Unionist ~iew is on 
any particulat issue, but tbis has not prevented us froo drawing our 

ovn cooclustons aDd reachin, "bat we cons1der to be the right 

dec1al0U5. Of course, the choice would on S~ issues be ptesented 

.oxe starkly. but 1 do not think that it vould he of a totally 

different kind. (We would of (.0\1I:S6 have to Avc>id being bound in 

any way necessarily to accept ploposals put to us b, the Unionist.; 
as with the lC. we must ~et&in the ultimate powe~ of decision). 1 

cannot therefore accept that ~e 8hould avoid consideration of new 
structures because the end result ~ight pl.c~ U~ in the posi~ion of 

bav'ing to iMke difficult decisions - t:hat la $utely what politics 

and Government is all about. Indeed had we t.ak('n t:hat vie", it ls 

unlikely that the Agreement would ever have been signed. 

s. Nr &ell aakea the points that a parallel conference for the 

Unionists would tend to deepen the existing aeet~ri«n dlv1ston of 

Ilo'ttbern ll"eland. and that the Itlsh would object to the iDstitutlon 

ofa Conference '4lhi.ch would testore the i.mb41&1l~e by giving t.he 

Unionists a privileged pDsitioD4 However, I do not think that these 
point. aTe fatal to the concept of la parallel conference in any 

~ fo~.. If the Unionists were to oake such an approach, we should in 
~ 

; ay view. have to respond by explaining the possibility thAt o~her . 
con.titutional parties in Northern l"Ieland 8hou~. d be given At least 

tbe opportunity to join in such a parallel (.onfeTence. It may ba 

VTOO, explicitly to exclude the SDLP. Provided that we took this 

11oe~ I do not lee that any Ixlsh objections ~ould be impossible fot 

us to counter. We have always made it plain to th~~ that we 
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t.8~rved the Tight: to carry out our OVll councUl'lga of local opinion 

id the Province. io paTtleulA{ Unlon1..8t opini.on, and thls 1s w'hat 
~hey expect of us. 1 do not see that the establishment of paletlel 
.. ane of cOD8ultation. even in the fOra of • conference, need take 

anytht.na of siani.flcanee nom the IQt.er8overnae~'\t41 Confet~nce. As 

to the. 8U&1eetlon abouc deepening sectarian d1.vlai.ons s I feat that 

the division ia qualitatively of such a nature that quantitative 

judsmenta are aecondary. 

6. The offerlna of briefings (Mt' Jell·, final point), although of 

coutae ve can te~eatthe offer ~e have .l~~dy aade. is unlikely to 

have any effect. I would certainly Dot see it ~s Any substitute for 

fotlul consultation of tbe kind vhlch .. conference implies. 

7. All of the above should not be ~akeD to me&o thst I am sanguine 

about the likelihood of Unionists qu~uin, IIp tC'J talk to us 1n the 
near future. ao~ever I am fitmly of tbe "lew that we should be 

exploring now the different optionA and st't'uctl<rel'l tnat might meet 

Uni.c:mi.te t professed conCerns about lack of cotHoultatioo and 

representation ahould dlalo,ue become .ore possible, e.ither th(o~gh 
an approach £yom local politicians or 4S a t~sult of an initiative 
by us. The sorts of structures I aa thinking of may fall short of 

.n ex.et para.llel wit.h the Anglo .. lrish Ministeri.al Conference but 

would have to go significantly further than a reoewed offer to brief 
thea about Conference aeetlngs after the event. 

BB.!AN MAVHUfN'EY 
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