
C O N F I D E N T I A L 

ROM: DJ R HILL 
Political Development Team 
8 October 1992 

MR STEPHENS 

I have seen Stuart Lackie's note of the clearly very interesting VCR 

discussion of 28 September. I see you are charged with further 

consideration of the issue of endorsement. 

2. This remains a very open subject on which there has not been 

much debate since the very end of the 19 91 Talks. ( I commend the 

relevant records to you as an excellent source for the arguments on 

both sides and as evidence that both sides saw the other's point of 

view and agreed to reflect further on it - with no apparent result 

so far.) 

3. The 
proposal. 
people of 

SDLP remains firmly attached to the double referendum 

The DUP remains very sensitive to any suggestion that the 

the Republic should be invited to pronounce on the merits 

or demerits of any agreement to emerge from Strand I. Concerns have 

been expressed in various quarters about the problems which would 

arise if the people of the Republic rejected a settlement which was 

widely supported in Northern Ireland or, conversely, supported a 

settlement which was opposed by the minority community in 

Northern Ireland. The UUP last year seemed to acknowledge the force 

of the case for a "double referendum" and to feel that a way could 
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r e fer endum on Articles 2 and 3 "in the l i ght of" information about 

an overall settlement, perha seven on the same day as the people of 

Northern Ireland were invited to endorse any Strand I proposals . 

(which would also be set within the context of an overall 

agreement). However, there is far from unanimity on this matter, 

which remains a major issue for the Talks. In short, I would advise 

you not to make too many assumptions about what wi 11 be acceptable 

to whom. 

signed DAVID HILL 

DJ R HILL 
Political Development Team 
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MR DJ R HILL - B 
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Mr Thomas - B 
Mr Bell - B 
Mr Alston - B 
Mr Watkins - B 
Mr Cooke - B 
Mr Stephens - B 

3&3/ID 

I have seen a copy of your note of 8 October, and do not disagree 
with what you say. But I must stress that, until the Maastricht 
treaty is ratified and the heat goes out of the question of a 
referendum on Maastricht, I very much doubt that the Secretary of 
State's colleagues would agree to any referendum on constitutional 
arrangements in Northern Ireland. The parallel between any new 
arrangements in Northern Ireland and Maastricht is sufficiently 
strong for a Northern Ireland referendum to be seen as 

strengthening the case for a Maastricht referendum. For the 
meantime I feel we would have to advise Ministers that they should 
not encourage the parties to believe that a referendum on this 
issue will be automatically forthcoming. 

signed 
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