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(This is a brief summary of some of the main stories in Irish 
newspapers for the dates under reference. It should ideally be 
supplemented by reference to the newspapers concerned). • 

MAIN HEADLn7FS: PERIOD MAY 4-MAY 11,. 1984. 

New Ireland Forum Report .......... Iris h Marketing ~urveys Opinion 
Poll .......... 'Peace Can1,:, ' Planned During Pr1::s?'.dent Reagan's 
Visit .......... Londonderry Drops Prefix from CitJ1 Council ....... . 
Joint Authority .......... Paisley Statement in Northern Ireland 
Assembly .......... Part-time UDR Man Shot .......... Belfast Trial 
Adjourned .......... Economic Recoverµ .......... Survey of Irish 
Attitudes .......... I RA Bomb Attack in Ne1.'ry .......... SDLP Leader 
to Discuss Forum Rer,ort with British Ministers Soon ........ Criminal 
Justice Bill Vote .......... Mr Jo hn Hume Meets with Secretary of State 
for Northern lr>eland in London. -

* * * * * * * * * 

ALSO ENCLOSED : 

Editorials and ar>ticles from the Iris h aY1d Pr>itisl1 medfo on the Ne--..J 
lr>eland Forum Repor>t. 

* * * * * * * * * 



PRESS SUMMARY 14/84 

Friday, May 4, 1984: 

New Ireland Forum Report 

The New Ireland Forum Report continued to dominate the headlines. Irish Times 
reports Mr Haughey' s (leader of Fianna Fail) radio interview in which he 
appealed to politicians and commentators in particular to concentrate on the 
broad areas of ageeement achieved by the -Forum. Report says Mr Haughey was 
anxious to play down his disagreement with other nationalist leaders about the 
status of the Forum's preference for a unitary state. Irish Times also quotes 
Government sources as saying they were encouraged by the 'positive' response 
so far from Britain as characterised by the tone of editorial comment in much 
of the British press and by the extent and depth of coverage on the British 
electronic media. 

Second lead in the Irish Times quotes the Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr 
Peter Barry, as saying in Washington that it would be five or six weeks before 
talks on the New Ireland Forum Report started between Britain and Ireland. 
The paper also reports that the Minister met officials of the U.S. 
Administration, and representatives of Congress and media in Washington. 

Irish Press leads with report that, according to Government sources, an 
Anglo-Irish summit to discuss the Forum Report will not take place until next 
September. The same sources are quoted as pointing out that extensive 
preparations would be required at diplomatic level before a summit. 

Monday, May 7, 1984: 

New Ireland Forum Report 

All papers continue to lead with the aftermath of the publication of the New 
Ireland Forum Report with the remarks of the British Prime Minister being 
highlighted. Irish Times reports that Mrs Thatcher accepted the 'need for a 
new move' on Northern Ireland, and also highlights her rejection of the 
historical section of the Report as 'totally unacceptable', as well as her 
welcome for its condemnation of violence. Irish Times adds that although she 
twice repeated that Britain was bound by its guarantee to Northern Ireland 
unionists, some may take heart from her view that something must be done, and 
in her stated willingness to explore fresh approaches. Irish Press leads 
with her recognition of an 'Irish role', contained in the following passage: 
'Of course, looking at that situation, any government is going to try to go on 
and come to some arrangement which will suit people. But you can't do it just 
being English or British alone. There is an Irish aspect to this.' 

Irish Independent leads with report that the Taoiseach, Dr FitzGerald, 
yesterday made it clear that the unionist veto on a united Ireland should not 
block a new form of government for the North. Irish Times and Irish 
Independent also highlight concern within Fianna Fail over the manner in which 
the Forum Report was being interpreted, with Irish Times reporting Fianna Fail 
Senator Eoin Ryan's statement that the Report did not rule out the possibility 
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of a federal, confederal state or a joint authority solution. Irish Times 
adds that Senator Ryan was 'extremely cautious in his remarks and declined to 
contradict either Mr Haughey or Mr MacSharry, both of whom are reported to 
have expressed the view that 'agreement and consent' would not be required 
from the unionists for the formation of a unitary state but only for the kind 
of guarantees they would require within such an arrangement. All papers 
report the Rev Ian Paisley's statement at the Democratic Unionist Party Annual 
Conference yesterday that the Forum had 'a vested interest in IRA terrorism 
and is now using it to blackmail the British Administration.' 

Tuesday, May 8, 1984: 

Irish Marketing Surveys Opinion Poll 

All papers lead with the latest opinion poll, taken a month ago by Irish 
Marketing Surveys, which has indicated that Fianna Fail now maintain a 4% lead 
over the Coalition with 46% of those questioned supporting them as opposed to 
33% for Fine Gael and 9% for Labour. All papers particularly highlight the 
poll's finding that for the first time in over a year Mr Haughey's personal 
popularity has overtaken that of the Taoiseach (40% and 38% respectively). Of 
those questioned 62% declared themselves to be dissatisfied with the way in 
which the Government was running the country, with 27% satisfied. All papers 
highlight the poll's finding that 46% approved of the extradition of Dominic 
McGlinchey, with 25% disapproving and 29% with no opinion. The poll also 
found that 84% of those questioned felt that Ireland should remain neutral 
with 13% in favour of joining NATO. 

'Peace Camp' Planned During President Reagan's Visit 

Irish Times reports the announcement yesterday that women peace campaigners 
from the U.S. and at least ten European countries have been invited to 
participate in a major 'peace camp' in Dublin during the weekend of President 
Reagan's visit. Irish Independent carries report that the Director General of 
the Confederation of Irish Industry warned last night that policy differences 
between Ireland and the U.S. should be dealt with through 'normal diplomatic 
channels' and that thousands of jobs could be lost if the 'investment climate' 
were seen as less favourable by American firms. 

Londonderry Drops Prefix from City Council 

All papers report that the prefix 'London' was finally dropped from Derry City 
Council yesterday. 

Wednesday, May 9, 1984: 

Joint Authority 

Irish Times leads with what it claims is the full text of an unpublished 
report on joint authority prepared by a Sub-committee of the Forum and agreed 
last February. The report details an 'executive joint authority' set up by 
binding treaty between the British and Irish Governments to run Northern 
Ireland: joint control of security policy: a new police force to replace the 
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RUC: a new criminal justice regime: joint citizenship: and the equal status 
of the Tricolour and Union Jack which it says comprise the major elements of 
the report. Irish Times continues to say that it is 'probable' that the idea 
will be raised by the Taoiseach with Mrs Thatcher at their next meeting, which 
the paper says is likely to take place in early autumn. 

Paisley Statement in Northern Ireland Assembly 

Irish Press highlights what it calls the 'grim threats' of the DUP (Democratic 
Unionist Party) leader Rev. Ian Paisley who said that loyalists would 'fight 
to the death' against a united Ireland. Mr Paisley was speaking in the 
Northern Ireland Assembly _where a motion was carried declaring that its 
members were unalterably opposed to Irish unification and that progress could 
be made solely from within Northern Ireland. Irish Times reports that Mr 
Paisley yesterday claimed that those who sought a united Ireland through the 
Forum were 'riding on the backs' of IRA bombers and murderers. 

Part-time UDR Man Shot 

All papers report that a 28 year old part-time UDR man was shot dead by the 
IRA yesterday in County Tyrone. 

Belfast Trial Adjourned 

All papers report the adjournment until May 21st yesterday of the trial in 
Belfast in which 39 Derry people face a large number of charges on the 
evidence of IRA informer Raymond Gilmour. All papers report that the defence 
in the case claimed that Gilmour had been a paid police spy between 1978 and 
1982. 

President Reagan's Visit 

All papers report the Taoiseach's statement in the Dail yesterday that he had 
requested that the National University of Ireland (NUI) consider granting an 
Honorary Degree to President Reagan. The Taoiseach said that he was pleased 
that the NUI 'had decided to mark this important occasion in such an 
appropriate fashion'. Irish Independent reports that protests against 
President Reagan's visit next month are to be co-ordinated in Dublin by the 
Dublin Council of Trade Unions. 

Thursday, May 10, 1984: 

Economic Recovery 

Irish Independent leads with a report that the Taoiseach yesterday said that a 
breakthrough in economic recovery is very close and that there were signs that 
the recession is ending, but that the key to recovery is wage moderation. 
Speaking at a CII luncheon, the Taoiseach is quoted as saying that 'worthwhile 
progress' could be made through pay restraint and that a 5 percent inflation 
rate could be achieved. 

Survey of Irish Attitudes 

Irish Times and Irish Independent highlight the publication of a 'major survey 
and report' on changing Irish attitudes and values' yesterday by the ESRI. 
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Irish Times reports that the study maintains that there are 'cracks appearing 
in the conservative fabric of Irish life', even though it adds that Irish 
culture differs from other European countries largely in a conservative 
direction. Irish Independent reports that the study has warned that the 
study has warned that the army of Ireland's unemployed now constitutes a 
'social time bomb which could explode at any time'. 

IRA Bomb Attack in Newry 

All papers report the death of one member of the British territorial army and 
the injury of 2 others in an IRA bomb attack in Newry yesterday. 

SDLP Leader to Discuss Forum Report with British Ministers Soon 

Irish Times reports that John Hume said in Belfast yesterday that he hoped to 
have talks 'fairly soon' with the Northern Ireland Secretary of State, and 
that he welcomed the 'extremely positive' reaction to the report in Britain. 
Irish Times also reports that Secretary of State Prior held discussions about 
'recent political developments' with Official Unionist Party (OUP) leader 
James Molyneaux yesterday. 

Friday, May 11, 1984: 

Forum Report 

All papers lead with reports that Fianna Fail have accused the Government of 
'walking away' from the Forum Report following the Cabinet decision earlier to 
seek dialogue with Britain on the basis of the 'realities' and 'requirements' 
contained in the document. Irish Times quotes a Fianna Fail spokesman as 
saying that 'the Government has no mandate from the Forum to drop the united 
Ireland concept' and that 'Fianna Fail could not support the Government if it 
adopts the negotiating position that specifically goes against the argument 
and conclusion of the Forum in favour of Irish unity and the unitary state'. 
A Government spokesman is quoted as saying that the 'realities' and 
'requirements' were the building blocks on which the conclusions and models in 
the Report were based and they had been identified as the basis for 
negotiation because they constituted 'the most open negotiating position you 
could possibly get'. 

Criminal Justice Bill Vote 

Irish Times reports that a Dublin Fine Gael T.D. Mr Liam Skelly has indicated 
that he may defy the Whip and vote against sections of the Criminal Justice 
Bill on the grounds that amendments introduced by the Minister for Justice did 
not go far enough in some areas. 

Mr John Hume Meets with Secretary of State for Northern Ireland in London 

Irish Press reports that John Hume met Secretary of State Prior in London 
yesterday for discussions about the Forum Report, but would not comment 
afterwards on the scope and nature of the talks. 
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IRISH TIMES 
FRIDAY, MAY 4, 1984 

THE GOOD NEWS 

. ~e Forum report is rolling. No immediately 
pos1t1ve response from senior British politicians could 
h~ve been expected. 7:bc _more tl!oughtful among them 
will 11¥ant . to ~tudy n 10 . detail before . committing 
th_emselves, until then, cautious and defensive attitudes 
will be taken up. 

Some of them will have been encouraged to dip into 
the report by !he favo!-l~able trend of leading articles in 
th_e more senous Bn_ttsh newspapers. The Financial 
Times opened by saymg that the report deserves an 
unqualified ~elcome from all those who want 8 
pea~ful solution to the Irish (JUCStion. The Guardian 
saw It as an off er to start agam where Lloyd George 
and de YaJera made their mistakes; "and that is an 
offer which should be gratefully ac.cepted ." 

This should give some heart to the Forum 
members and J\.ationalists generally and will help to 
make up somewhat for the surge of frustration which 
IO many here felt when Mr Haughey went on television 
8-!'d ~p~ared_ to take a line of his own, in effect 
d1~atmg himself from his th~ee colleagues . Partly 
this may have been due to the difficulty of reading Mr 
Ha1:1ghey's o:iind, but h~ certainly gave every oppor­
tu.mty for m1sunderstandmg. 

* * * 
Now, however, he appears to have set the rec.ord 

straight. He stands by the report as the other three 
for a time the sad joke of Brendan Behan that the first 
!tern_ on the _agenda of every Irish organisation is the 
meVJtable spht seemed to be perfectly exemplified. 

Fav_ourable press comment on the other side of the 
y.iater give~ . cause ~o_r gratification. The test, however, 
as the Bnt1sh poht1cal establishment. The sen~ of 
outr~ge_ expressed ~y the Forum members at the 
co~tinumg slaughter m Northern Ireland is difficult to 
bnng home to British politici~ns and public , even 
thou~ they, too, see the action almost nightly on 
television . 

It is not th~t. t~e _British are particularly rold­
hearted . Perha~ 1t ~s md1fference, or it may be that the 
memory of ~mp1re 1s strong and, even when no major 
war was raging. they have long been used to a steady 
casua~ty list from such places as the North-West 
Frontier. • 

No one ·in his sen~s believes that the remedy for 
the ~orthern slau~ter 1s merely a question of increasing 
~nty. An~ ~h!le the Forum d<;>es not claim to step 
m a~d. do Bntam s work for her, 1l has made a sincere 
adm1ss1on of Nati?nalist ~ailings in the past, and has 
lleld out a hand m genuine friendship . In places the 
re~~ echoed some of the plaintiveness of the anti­
partition propaganda of the past. Overall it is a 
generous and sensitive document. 

* * * 

The promotion of the message abroad requires 
techniques different from the approach of earlier days. 
There are no mass meetings any more . TV interviews 
are more important than hand-shaking. Distributing 
abroad press handouts which are appropriate for the 
home market. is not good enou~ . All parties will once 
more regret the killing of the lmh News Agency before 
it got into its stride. 

The possibility of an early descent of the North 
into even more horrific violence was verv much in the 
minds of the Forum . Unionist!> have sometimes shown 
a stoic attitude toward!> sporadic outbreaks against 
their establishment. lt is assumed that in every 
generation some uprising against authority will take 
place . 

The difference this time is that it could grow into a 
permanent state of armed response. It has rumbled on 
so far for fourteen years. The time may come when it 
is unstoppable . 

That is one of the chief messages of the Forum 
report . It is an appalling prospect for the people who 
live on this island and it is a condemnation of the 
British Government that so little ha~ been done to gtt 
to the root of the matter. 
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Aftermath 
Tl IE GOVERNMENT is :iow push in~ 
the Forum Report into every capital 
,ity with ~ome influi:nce on the affairs 
uf the wor!J. PrcdictJb!y the L'nion;sts 
hJve gone over to the defensive. and 
hJ ,·e started their own p~opa~:inda 
CJmpaign. This in itself must be a 
gesture towards the content of the 
Report. They would hardly take the 
trouble to fight a document they 
considered harmless. 

S~ far the main English newspapers 
have revealed a keen appreciation of 
what the Forum's report is trying to 
do, even if some of the practical 
..:onsiderations appear to them to be 
too great to overcome. 

But the general attitude, in these 
dailies at any rate, is that the Irish 
political parties have made a 
determined effort to get thin\'(s rr.oving 
agJin and that the onus is on the 
British to join in. 

The Government has not, of 
course, officially announced any 
diplomatic offensive. To do so would 
be counter• productive because it 
would almost certainly be read as 
an official Irish request to the world 
to start interfering in what th.: Briti,h 
reg.ird as an "internal affair"'. 
Nevertheless the pressure will be 
there. 

If the rest of the interested world 
believes or comes to believe that the 
agenda outlined by the Forum is a 
positive, constructive one and says so 
aloud the British cannot plug their 
urs and refuse to listen. 

In the North the official party 
spokesmen have all been quick to 
denigrate the work of the Forum. Yet 
even they must have doubts in the 
back of th~ir minds about their abil itv 
to keep on saying ··no·· to every 
suggesuon put forward. The realists 
among them, who have lived with 
violen-:-e for so long, will also be slow 
to tum their back on an appro.ich 
which could bring peace to them :ind 
their children. The businessmen, too, 
can hardly afford to ignore what is 
being said in the South. 

If even a small percentage of those 
people allowed the Report to <.ettle in 
th~ir minds perhaps we would see a 
move forward. 
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Wide 
coverage 
in US 
papers 
From ~•n Cronin, 
In \\' tiblngton 

LEADISG Amff'lcan iw"·spapers 
P"' ntuisl\'t cover~ to lht 
nport al tbt Stw Ireland Forum. 
Tbt New York Times allottNI ii 1 
tu.II roluma, tbt Washington Post 
Isac! a rdenoa . to lta inslck story 
on pqt one, tbt '14'a/l Strut 
Journal carried k ID ltl world Dt""I 
froal-paee cohunll, tbt Baltimore 
Swr, tbt Philathlphia lnquir-tr and 
dM Wa.shington Times put It oa 
pqrane. 

"Ill today '1 report, tbt nation al­
... parUee adno"1tdgNI ror tbt 
ftnt Ihm liDa tbt lmh dvU war 
ol lt2l- '13 that Unionists In ~orth­
en lrdancl •tn British and had 1 
rtshl to rm111D ., In a polltkal 
rram-ort that pn,tKted tbtlr 
nltwal ~." tbt !Vew York 
Ti~ ·s Joa Nordbeimer wrote 
from Dublin. 

TIie T,mes budllnc read: 
•• Nltiomlisu arse a aew lrilh 
State. Party dllef.a la tbt North and 
Souds • fre9b polllkal stcpe to 
end parOOoa." Al• tallpiett It ru 
two parqrapbs of I Reuun report 
oat or Washinaton tbat the 
rec:oauMndaOom Wff'f endorsed by 
Tip 0°Sdll, tbt Speaker al tbt 
House, and Sea. Ed,.·ard Keo.nedy. 

Tlllf Wall Strut Journal uld: 
"'The Sew Inland Forum called 
ror rtunifylna the hland, 
parUtoaed 11iDct 1921. Dublin a 
year qo !Id up the polltka.l ,voup, 
wludl offered two other optiona 
aimed at endina Britlab-ruled 
l'l.&cr'1 9Ktlrlan and polltkal 
~: A federal wtup with par­
Uamruta ID Belfast and Dublin, or 
jotnt London-Dublin authority ovff' 
Cbt Sort.II.'' 

Tbt Wa.shingron Post's IC«)' by 
~erry Doaabety noted: "The 
Fonm III ltl '2-~ report sharply 
1111BN1 British policy Ill Nortbttn 
Inland, u1ertln1 that •crisis 
auaaemcnt' II London·, only 
,olkJ .. tbt province.,, 

n. Philluulphia lll'l,_uirw'1 Ju 
P. Sliomwk..- reported dM Rev. 
la l'aWcy'1 ... IIIITCDder" deft. 
ac. aad 1111 drfyt 1o Dublln 1o pm 
a ,-er • Cbt door of tbc GPO 
aylaa "l.JWcr II lridlb." 

TIie Baltimort Swi '1 nport rn.. 
alf C10i I e-poudetll Hal Piper Iii 
Dlllllla iald tit.at Mr Prior did -
apedlkalty ndt - 'Ille dllrd model .fur.ed la tile npon, "Jolat 
aatiMriJ'' fll dM lrtdali Md l.rWi 
Go,.c aawall .,.. Nonbena In­
......... ... OM1ea Jlaaawy 
nJ«1c4 II alleohl1ely. 



THE IRISH TIMES 
FRIDAY, MAY 4, 1984 

• Papers Ill Paris 
• praise report 

From Anne Sington, 
ln Pam 
INITIAL reaction in France to the 
Forum ·s proposals was sympa­
thetic but realistic. The majority 
of Paris newspapers faih:d to 
produce immediate comment but 
wiU probably uo so wnhin the 
neu few davs . 

u Figaro led its international 
coverage 11,ith a subs1an11al report 
in wtuch it dcscnbcd the tone of 
the Forum's conclusions as 
.. moderate and constructive". and 
stressed that they were "in no 
way constraining". Desptle "cus­
tomary prudence and re!>trve" the 
paper considered the report had 
not been badly received in 
London. It said that the necessitv 
for "a more searching dial_ogue'· 
wa.s recognised in the Bn11sh as 
well as in the Irish capital. 

On the question of the North ·s 
higher living standards, its corre­
spondent commented : .. Th is 
makes it easier to understand a 
little better why the Unionists are 
in no hurry to cul the umbilical 
cord joining them to the United 
Kingdom'' . However . he made the 
point that "in giving C .itholics ilnd 

moderates the hope of a peaceful 
solution 10 the lmh prohkm. the 
parucipants in the Forum ha,e 
also sought to limit the influence 
of Sinn Fein ... 

Lt .\fondt devoted its frnnt-pa~e 
editonal to the report . Headlmc:d 
.. H,1pcs for a new Ireland" . this 
made it clear such hopes were 
regarded as fJr from immcd1Jte . 
S<!e -sa -.. ing l'>ct-..cc:n positive and 
nc:ga11ve rcnect1ons . the article 
raised at the outset the quo11nn of 
v.hether the Forum was real!,· a 
najor event . "Why give so m·uch 
puhhcity 10 what 1s ,1fter all only a 
study Jucumc:nt . emanJling m0re­
over from only one of the pamc:s 
to the Irish conllict, the C.11hnlic 
community". 

It at once answered its o-..·n 
quc:stion. The cvc:nt. it said . v.as 
of importance becau!;C "for the 
first time Irish pc:ople have m.1.1e 
the effort 10 af proach these: mat­
ters w11h coo heads· •. This , it 
considered, w.is no mean 
achievement "in a rc:gion where 
mentJlilles are ~ stron~lv mJrked 
by the past that, for m.in,· pc:npk. 
h1'tory seems to have com,; 10 a 
halt 1n I 9.:.0". 
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HOW QUJCKl Y we all seemed to ~et 
bogged down over an apparent disagree• 
me'nt between Mr. Haughey and the 
other Party leade~s when the Forum 
report was un\·ciled yesterday. Question 
after question was fired at him, and 
later at the other leaders all trying. it 
would seem. to show that e\·en before 
it gained world-wide circulation the 
Rep-ort was a dead letter. because the 
Jrish could not agree among themselves. 

The lesson from that is - read the 
whole report. first. and then make 
comments and draw conclusions. If rhat 
is done then a different picture emerges. 

In fact the Report is verv clear on 
this question of options. Fundamentally 
every Irishman south of the Border and 
! _substantial minority on the other side 
would like to see a unitary state on this 
island. No one can dispute that basic 
attitude of the nationalist (using the 
word in its widest sense) popui"ation. 
Mr. Haughey is right, theref 0re, in 
~aying that it is TI-IE solution which all 
Irish parties would like to see emerge. 

But he has put his name to a docu­
men~ whioh . has had to face up to 
pol1_t1cal realities by including other 
opbons. Mr. Haughev btlieves rhev 
~ould not work. But they are included 
1n the Forum's Report despite that and 
their inclusion means that there is 
a recognition by the Fianna Fail leader 
of the existence of those options. They 
are. there to be explored, w-hen the 
unitary option is rejec~d. 

The British now have before t-hem 
l d?<"um:nt which lists t'he views of the 
ma1~ Irish nationalist groupings on 
possible solutions to the Nol'thern 
problem. If thev are wise they will 
refuse to issue an instantaneous com­
me-n! on specific suggestions and con­
::lu:io_n5 . end instead will take time 
ass~m1lat1ng the m.iss of information 
which has been gathered, end probing 
the .guaran-tees offered to the Unionist 
population of the North. After that 
proces,.,; bas been complete<l diplomatic 
cha_nnels ~n be used to tease out 
vano_us points before, eventually, a 
mee~inR takes place between the 
Taoiseach and -the British Prime 
Mini<:tPr 

pen 
THURSDAY, MAY 3, 1984 

Forum: over 
to London 

What Britain, Ireland and the 
majori_ty of the people in the North 
want is an end to violence. Security 
measures alone, while they may con­
tain to some extent the violence ex­
perienced in the North, will not eradi­
cate the causes of that violence. For 
that we must look to a political move, 
.ind that move can only come from 
London which has now been supplied 
with a number of formulae to choose 
from. 

. The ~orum's Report emphatically 
reJects violence as a means of settling 
any problem. It admits. with no reser­
vations. wh~tsoever, that the majority 
population m the North has relioious 
and political loyalties which i; no 
circumstances must be tampered with, 
and it offers a change in our Constitu­
tion to ensure that everyone's rights 
are protected. There· is no suggestion 
in the Report that the fears and 
apprehensions felt by Northern L'nion­
ists are imagined: they are real and 
must be treated as such. 

But if their fears are real so is the 
violence in the North, and it is now 
time for the Northern Unionists to 
realise that violence will not go away 
by more policing or heavier security. 
If they want it to fade away they. too. 
will have to play their part in a political 
settlement. 

So far initial reaction in the North 
to the Report has been hostile. But 
this is a superficial reflex action 
because it cannot have been brought 
on by a careful reading of the Report. 
The Northern majority. too, has to 
shift a little. It believes that the 
North can go on as it is. protected by 
an English guarantee, and sustained by 
masc;ive inflows of cash from London. 
Thie; is unrealistic. 

The North's economy is on its 
knees. Large parts of it are obsole~­
cent. The unemployment figure is the 
highest for any region administered bv 
London. It depends for its markets to 
a large extent on Brita.in where growth 
is slow. And its chances of enticing 
foreign investment in amounts likelv 
to make an impact on this industrial 
scene are small indeed while the 
violence continues. 

Violence will continue and el·on0m,c 
ills fester while a stalemate exiq~ in 
the North. This is abundantly dear 
from the many documents assol'. iated 
with the Forum Report, and it must b.: 
dear to many people in the N0rth JS 

v.ell. These are the people who must 
read the Forum Report and start ask ing 
themselves questions. 

They cannot deny the honesty of 
purpose of the New Ireland Forum 
exercise. They cannot ignore the Let 
that the people of the South have 
completed a soul-searching attempt to 
come to grips with the reality of the 
Northern problem as it exists now and 
not as it was when partition was 
imposed. And they cannot ignore the 
benefits which would flow to this 
ic;Jand as a whole if one of the options 
outlined in the Report, or any other 
that would work, were implemented. 
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HISTORIC REPORT 

f)'m'ERE wa, tometbinc b!ghmnded about h 
.l ddiberatiom ol ttle Forum. It ~ exNu&tlve 1n 
the welter of v.Titten submissions U took. in the 
e«>nomic anaJyai5 lt provided and in tihe warning that 
lhin~ out througt ~ry page of tlbe document Uat th<' 
North rould slide Into a oh.asm of violen<."e and eoonomJr 
atagnation ff 1omethi~ is not done, and done qwc.kly. 
by tile party with tbe prime power and responsibility 
for ttie area - the British government. 

The Forum will be seen u a mark on the aeawa.D 
of rustory at whlcli the constitutional nationust Udt-
1wept up to a hdgher point tihan had hitherto been 
achieved Jince tile present Northern troubles ~n. 

Jt was a pity, therefore, that the Report has 
produ<:ed 90met'hing of an Irish stew-type of react.Jon in 
tile short t.P.rm . 

1D Dubhn, the irl!itiaJ reaction after Mr. Hau,ghey·s 
press conference was that he had gone for an emphasis 
of his own on the Report, as though he was displeased 
with the federa l and j()Qn1 90vereignty proposals . 
Ironically, in ~lfast., tile Un1orl'1st&, kl rejecting the 
Re-port, argued that it was too much a "Hauzhey 
document". 

Later in the eiventn.g, ttie figni.ffica.nce of the Briti!lh 
gov~n1'6 apeedy reply beg.an to a.Ink i.n. And tile 
Forum leader~ tberD6e!ves, rtli!l l.ater in the day, were at 
pams to emphasise t!hat ~e document was tile 
document, that eiveryone had ali;ned 1t and that it apoke 
for it.self. 

'llbe central point ls that ft 'Will be for the Govern­
ment to act on tile Forum's Report. Normal poutacs are 
nc,w resumed. 

Tbe Forum hu done its work and it is for the 
Government of tile Republic to make the best 
formulation 1t am on ttie basis of that work to the 
otller ,overeign government tnvolved, that in Londoo. 

'Ibe main emphuls 1n 1!be Forum's Report u, 
unquestiona'b1y, Oil the option, of a unital')' state . It 
said: 

" The particular tlructure of politic.al wut)· which 
the Forum will ~ to see es~ed 1s a unitary state, 
achieved by agreement and consent, embra~ tile 
whole island of Ireland and providing guarantees for 
the protection and preservat!lan of the Un:iooist and 
Nationalist identities." 

The Report subsequently went into the options ol 
a federal/ron!ederal state and of Joint autbonty kl ,orne 
depth, but it is fa.i.rly c'lear whlch of the three options 
carried most favour. However, at fjhis stage, otwiously, 
nothing i.s ruled out. 

No has been said before, the Forum was in effect 
a case where the Ir.i.sb would propose and the Bnitish 
could dispose, and this still remains to be the case. It 
would be a p1ty if an impre~on th.at the parties to the 
Forum were not u.nit.ed could be viewed 1n London as a 
reason for disposing ot!Jer t'han in a productive and 
positive fashion of the Forum's Report. 

In fact, despite some critical notes, there were 
nther reassuring nuances in tbe London statement that 
tru5 may not be the case, but we aha..11 see . 

Let it be &a.id, in condlusion, as we said at the 
outset. thi:tt there was liOl!Tlething high-minded about the 
Forum's deliberations. The ohairrnan, Dr. Cohn 0 
hEocha, desenres some credit for this, as do tlhe four 
party leaders. And the Forum, apart from whate\'er 
may come of it eventually , will always be remembered 
for ha\.ing brought llhe bishops to testify before it. 

Let us hope tha.t aU the hopes and the efforts tha! 
wen: into it will y,eld something positive. The work was 
good and deserves to be seen as ,ucb.. 
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A FAIR 
~- CONTRIBUTION 
':)· . 

The dud of Ultter deserve a better bearing than 
they are likelr_ to get, even after the publication of the 
New Ireland Forum report. 

Who, indeed, remem~rs them? Who remembers 
the Reverend Parker and bis dead son? Who remembers 
Senator Paddy Wilson or the victims of the La Mon fire, 
or of McGurk's bar or any of the sudden or ritual 
alaughterings of the last fourteen years? All the dark and 
bloody da~ arc soon forgotten - except by the families· 
of lbe dead and the mauned. 

And who will be left to mourn some of the people 
reading this very report, who will be dead in perhaps a 
few da~ or a few weeks? That is what the Forum is 
about in the first instance. To strive to put an end to the 
feudinJ and the hatred and the resort to arms, when 
what is needed is dialogue and understanding of each 
ocher, and perhaps, in the end, a real coming together. 

. It bas be.en said plainly enough in the report and 
decently enough and with some gener06ity and - more 
- ,with a measure of humility. 

'-' * * * 
1bc Taoiseach went to some lengths yesterday to 

stress that this was not a plan, it was an agenda, and a 
nec:esurily incomplete agenda by its very nature. For it 
was the voice, orily, of Nationalist Ireland hoping for a 
response from Bntain and from Unionist Ireland. It 
would be well not to be too modest about it, for 
Nationalist Ireland compriSC5 something like three­
quarters of the people on the island. 

For the first time, that Ireland has put its mind to 
the problem and perhaps for the first time has studied 
the Unionist dilemma thoroughly nthcr than arguing 
with it. It bas even shown some understanding of the 
Unionist stance and has striven to sec how it could be 
ac::cDmmodated with the views of the rest of the people in 
the country. 

For the first time, too, this is an Irish initiative and 
one which bas been worked on for almost a year with 
(:()m_plete devotion by the pick of the four mainstream 
Nationalist parties. lt deserves aerious consideration, 
though the first response of Mr Prior is hardly 
encouraging. 

• * 

No one believes that Ireland stands very hi~ on the 
British list of priorities, but this document forecasts, 
ioberly, convincingly, the possibly s~y decline of the 
North into complete anarchy if c.onst1tutional politics fails 
aoon to bring peace. ''Every act of murder and 
violence," Hys the report, "makes • just solution more 
difficult to achieve. The greatest threat to the paramili­
tary organisations would- be determined constitutional 
action to reach and sustain a just and equitable solution 
and thus to break the vicious circle of the violence and 
repression." 

Yet, the report sa~. crisis management is all that 
Britain seems capable of. More is needed. 

The Forum has not taken up an aggressive attitude. 
It sets out ·several forms that a new Irish State might 
take, and it has been at pains to stress that the Ireland 
that is foreseen needs must have a radically new persona 
to accommodate those Northern people who arc not of 

. the Nationalist tradition. 
There is more positive thinking in this document 

about the future relationship of Orange and Green than 
has been seen before. No one living in Ireland should feel 
less at home than another or less protected by law than 
his or her fellow citizen. And the sense of Britishness of 
the Northern Protestants is part of that. 

* * * 
, The Taoiseach said yesterday that the members of 
the Forum had ltfted their eyes to new horizons. This is 
bow the report puts it: "Society in Ireland as a whole 
comf>!ises a wider diversity ,.of cultural and politicaJ 
traditions than exists in the South, and the constitution 
and laws of a new Ireland must accommodate these 

. social and politic.a] realities." In a unified Ireland "there 
would have to be a general and explicit acknowledgment 
of a broader and more comprehensive Irish identity than 
is visible today." 

To some, this and other parts of the report may 
~ppear starry-eyed. But this line of thought is not new. 
Thomas Davis had it. Its general tendency is part of the 
aeparatist canon, though perhaps neglected or forgotten 
in the last decades. 

But the main messa~e of the Forum report is hope. 
Even with Mr Haughey s spanner thrown in the works 
yesterday, the Nationalist mind has presented a great 
deal of food for thought which the British Government 
cannot afford to overlook. Unionists reading it - if 
many do - will find a commendable earnestness which 
is not alwa~ shown by politicians. 

This then is the c.ontribution of Irish Nationalists 
towards the ending of the hatred and the killing and the 
waste and the sheer devilry of what is going on in the 
North. It is a submission made without pretentiousness 
and in all sincerity. Can Unionists match it? Or the 
Briu5h? 
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•• • A unique enterprise --Hume 
1llE foUowing 1tatement was 
made by Mr John Hume, MP, 
MEP, leader of the SDLP. to 
the cl06ing seSiion of the New 
Ireland Forum: 

Tllis II an extraordinary day in 
the hiltory of our island. II marka 
the culmination of a unique enter• 
priae. I believe it ia no 
eugention to aay that the terms 
of the debate on the future of thia 
ialand have been completely trans­
formed . lbings cannot be the 
ume again. 

For the fint time linc:c 1920 the 
rcptaentativea of the nationali,1 
tradition in Ireland have togelher 
worked out a common poution 
and forged in common a powerful • 
inatrument for peace in Ireland. 

'The report of the Forum, which 
ii now before the world, can, of 
coune, be read from many per­
apec:tivet. Some people wiU like 
para of it more or leaa than other 
parll. So far u the men and 
women who worked out thia set of 
inlights uc cooccmcd, then: ii 
only one cooditi011 we ult of our 
rcadcn: We uk them lo tee that 
the report of the Forum ii, aa it 
w• intended to be a work of 
peace and rcooodliation. Anyone 
who aces or who affcell to see in : 
thil atatemcnt an intention to 
encourqe or 11111.ain division or 
hatred can only have milread our 
worda. The report doc, not 

attempt to willl away Intractable 
or uncongenial problem,: We 
have, I believe, attempted 10 face 
them squarely and honestly . Some 
of our rcadcn may think we have 
been too hard on thia or that 

' protagoniac . I think we can fairly 
anawer that we have abo been 
bard oa ounelvea. 

To me penonally the outatand­
in,i merit of the report ii that it 
tnea to do tbe III05t difficult thing 
of all in the cue of Nonhem 
Ireland, which is to tcU the tru1h 
about that very compln utuation . 
In '8ying tu, I do not pretend 
that all of our judgementa are 
absolutely cornet . I do aay that 
our intentiont and our cfforta to 
teU the truth wen: linc:cre and 
rip-oua. 

In Northcm Ireland, where I 
come from, people have been 
made dizzy with liea and half­
ttutha, witfi the malignant big lie 
of thoee who destroy life while 
pretending to aerve freedom, and 
the puullanimoua half-trutha of 
thole who cannot bring them­
aclvet to face the full dimcnaiona 
of our emblems. 

Thia II a oourqeom, imagina­
tive and gcneroua document and ' 
lriah nationalista everywhere can 
take pride in ita achievement. 
'They should do 10. 'The leaden of 
Irish nationalism have shown the 
way. We must all put our dif. 
fercnces behind u, and unite in a 

aingle, powcrf\11 commitment IO 
raolvc thil problem peacefully. 

We now aay to the Britith 
Oovcmment and to Bri1iah politi­
cians: You may not like every­
thing in 1hil report but you can no 
longer deny· the aincerity and the 
good · r■ith of our efforu. What we 
uk you 10 do ii to examine your 
own aituation a1 we have done 
oun. Irish nationalitm ha■ hon­
estly examined its own poaition 
and it ready to talk with you. Thia 
report provide• the basis for such 
di5CU56iOII . 1lie people of North­
ern Ireland and the people of our 
1wo islands cannot afford that you 
ahould misl this opportunity . 

To the urtiorutll of the North, 
with whom we lluue thia piece of 
eanh, huh nationalilra can today 
repeat De Gaulle'• ringing 
arfirmation of reconciliatic:'lb to the 
Algerians: "Jc voua ai compril." 
We undentand your poaitioo. And 
we accept that befon: now we 
may not have fully . undcnlOod. 
We ounelvea can add both to the 
Brilillh and to thole of the Union­
•• tradition: You \00 mutt under­
wand ow poaition. We too have 
an identity. We too have righta. 

Coming from the North I would 
like, on behalf • of thole I rel're• 
acnt , lo pay the wannat p0151t-le 
tribute to Dr G■m,t FitzGerald, 
Mr Clwlel Haughey and Mr Dick 
Spring. We in the SDLP have 
been deeply moved by the aheer 
atrength of their commitment and 

their dedication to the talkt of thia 
Forum. Together we have mcl oa 
97 occuions. We have othcrwite 
worked in amalkr working g,oupe 
or in our own delegation,. I 
relaisc that thia hu placed an 
unprecendented ,train on the time 
or both Government ll'ld ()ppou­
tion parties. From where f look 
out on Ireland - from the 
Bopidc in Derry City - I belie....: 
I can aay that no earlier genera­
tion of leaden in the South have 
shown any greater commiunent 
than the three men sitting bestde 
me today and their delcgatiom. 

Mr chairman, on behalf of my 
party, I thank you for your own 
1mmen.c contribution 10 1hi1 
enterprise. You have throupout 
thi, lut year dcmonatratcd 

. remarkable dedication and 
patience. Politicians are noc, aa 
even we oun.clves an: prepared to 
admit on occa1ioo1 like thia, 
alwaya the euieat customcn to 
deal with. And may I add our 
thanu to an imaginative and bnl­
liant accn:tariat of the New Ire­
land Forum to which all of Ireland 
own a considerable debt. 

Thi• has been a fundamental 
epi!IOdc in the life or thi$ illand. It 
will be Jeen to have been 50 by 
future generations of the Irish and 
British people who, hke thole of 
lhil generation, will have reaaon 
to be for ever fateful to the men 
and women o the New Ireland 
Forum. 
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The nation .. . 

A doc111ne11t of hope 
understanding a11d 

THE first thing to be said about the long­
a,nited report of thP Nt>w Ireland Forum Is 
that thr typr of consPnsus which bas been 
reached must come as a relief to everyone 
" 'ho had fearPd, onh· a short timt' ago, that 
such agreement might not hne been possi­
ble. Not onl}· has this been achieved, but tht' 
document presrntrd yesterda)· is a ve~· 
powprful one. offering not onl.Y a firm 
recommendation . but se\·eral equall)· cogent 
alternati\'es. all of which , or course, must be 
ghen tht> most intense consideration. Blunt­
ly, Y,hat has happened here is that. insofar as 
the Nationalist community is concerned, the 
rancours of historJ ha\'t' been set aside in the 
interest of the whole island. For the first time 
since the foundation of the State, all the 
parties hne come together to try to find a 
common solution to the most pressing 
problem or this centu~ . What 1;11ust now be 
asked is whether the Unionist community, for 
their part. can display such open-minded­
ness. such willingness to change, such 
readiness to look forward rather than back. so 
that reconciliation may be achiend . 

"'Britain too, must recognise that she can 
no longer allow the Northern agon) to 
continue without making the most intense 
efforts to bring it to an end . Bearing in mind 
the dismal failure of earlier initiati\'es. there 
may be an understandable reluctance in 
London to mo\'e too quickly. There may well 
be an inbuilt caution inspired by the thought 
.that for too long the North has been seen as 
the graveyard of British politicians. But 
against this, there must also be open 
recognition of thr fart that this initiative is 
both historic and unique: that the members of 
the Forum ha\'P made the most sustained and 
intensi\·e effort to arri\'e not only at consen­
sus about what should be done. but ha\'e 
adduced tht> sort of recommendations on 
which a final solution can be based. no matter 
what final option is chosen . In short. the vast 
majorit)· of the people on this island. through 
their democratically chosen representatives. 
have now given their agreed opinion. and 
Britain cannot opt out. 

The recommendations which hne been 
presented do not in any sense comprise a 
patchwork solution: rather are they designed 
to create a framework for a genuinely new 
Ireland, a new soC'iet)· free from fear and 
bigotry. free from mutual suspicion and 
mistrust. They represent . of course. what Dr. 
FitzGerald frankh described as a Nationalist 
analysis . In th~ cirC'umslances of Irish 
hlsto~· and Irish reality. they could scarcely 
beotherwise. But ha\·ing said this . the~ also 
represent. in the most unambiguous terms. a 
total n•cognition of the traditions. fears and 
diffiC'ulties of thP Unionist community. 
People reading thi~ report may well quibbli· 
about som(' of its contents: the~· may "·ell 
point to the enormous problems to be 
overcome. But nobod} reading it can truthful-

ly say that it 15 not a document of &otal 
honesty, or total commitment. of total dedica· 
tion to the Ideal of a peaceful solution to the 
crievous problem besetting this island. 

What the Nationalist community is now 
saying to Ireland and to the world at large is 
that they, as a cohrsin• body. arr ready to 
communicate with those of the other tradi, 
tion w·hich must and will be respected. There 
•·ill. of course, be detractors: we have seen 
and heard somr of them al read~. those people 
who are unwlJling to accept an)· vestige of 
change which does not restore to them total 
domination of one section of the communit\' 
by another. There will be those who will see 
in it a distinct threat to their own campaigns 
of violence and blodshed. campagns which 
have been pro\'en absolutely futile O\'er and 
over again. But there will also be those who 
·will see in it the only alternati\'e to the sort of 
chaos that has been wreaking ha\'Oc with life 
on both sides of the Border. Since this is 
abo\·e all. a document of hope. we can bu1 
hope that it • ·ill pro,·ide the necessan· 
inspiration to all to realise that there must be 
change. that things simpl~· cannot be permit­
ted to continue as they are. 

Ultimately. It all comes back to the peoplr 
who can do most to ensure that the ideals and 
inspiration of this report are translated into 
action. the British Go\·ernment. If they fail to 
be swayed. if they fail to mon•. if they fail to 
encourage progress. then not only will 
constitutional politics hne taken a hammer­
ing. but the way •·ill be open lo the men with 
the bombs and the bullets and the greasy path 
&o total anarchy will be e\'en more slippeD. It 
would br foolish to pretend that there are no 
problems. E\'en in terms or simple economics. 
the implementation of an~ of the suggested 
alternatives 9,ould. for instance. pose the 
gravest difficulties for the Republil'. espe­
cialh· in this time of serious recession. But 
the point is that the problems ha\'e not been 
pushed aside: they are recorded for all to see. 
They can and must be tackled . 

In the last analysis, the judgment on this 
historic document must be that it is honest . 
generous and realistic. [\·eD·where it en­
courages reconciliation. nowhere does it 
advocate even the remotest form of compul­
sion. Of its very nature. it demands from 
people on all sides of the di\·ide the sort of 
generosity of heart and mind which the 
report itself epitomises. Without this. there 
can be no progress : with i1. the possibilities 
are limitless. We can but hope and urge that 
everybody will read this report for them­
sel\'es and form their own judgments. rather 
than allow themseh·es to be innuenced by 
people who would wish to misrepresent it for 
their own ends. We are on the edge of a ne" 
era offering new and even exciting opportuni­
ties. These cannot be graspf'd if peoplf' choose 
the worst option of all - to do nothing . 
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LEARNING 
Man_y a time, after some s~tacular British-induced 

disaster m the Nonh, despairm2 Irish politicians have 
asked, "will they ever leam'f• One of the most 
gratifying things about the British response to the report 
of the New Ireland Forum, over the last f cw days, has 
been the accumulation of evidence of British willingness 
to learn, to think afresh, to admit past mistakes. 

It is the beginning of wisdom - just as the 
beginning of wisdom for lrish nationalists was to take a 
long, hard look at some of the intractable realities of life 
and death on this island. 

The favourable reaction of the British media, with 
one or two re~ettable and almost unforgivable excep­
tions, was stnking. There bas long been within the 
establishment press, as within the establishment iene­
rally, a body of well-infonned and objective opinion 
which understands the immense difficulty and urgency of 
the situation and is ready to look with unblinkered eyes 
at proposals for new departures . But on this occasion it 
was noteworthy that the report also found favour in 
sccti~n.s of the popular press , and indeed in some quite 
surpnsmg quarters. 

What then of the political response? Much is 
frequently made of Mrs Thatcher's obduracy and 
determination to cling to her own prejudices, but it 
would be a mistake to think that establishment opinion 
has no effect on her. The view of the Financial Times, 
for example, matters to any British Gov~rnment. 

* * * 
Whether because of this, or because British 

Ministers have read the Forum report carefully, or 
because of the sheer frightfulness of the current 
situation in Northern Ireland, British political reitction 
has been relatively favourable and open, and has 
seemed to become more so in the days &ince the 
publication of the report. Even to admit the alienation 
of Northern Catholics - something Mrs Thatcher 
vehemently and foolishly denied not long ago - is an 
advance of sorts. Initially the British Government, and 
some sections of the eress, objected to the Forum's 
historical analysis criticising British rule in the North . 
That attitude has now changed, as it must change 
before there can be hope of serious progress. 

The form that pro~ress will take must be a matter 
for negotiation. Dr F1tzGerald was right to call the 
Forum report "not a blueprint but an agenda." The 
four nationalist parties have drawn up the agenda: not 
just an agenda for themselves, but for the British -
and the Unionists. 

That much having been achieved. the Irish 
Government and the other parties in the Forum are 
entitled to ask any objector if he or she has a better 
idea. 

"Ulster is British" will not serve as an answer, 
whether it comes from Mr!> Thatcher or the Rev Jan 
Paisley . Some of the more moderate - or more 
frightened - Unionists have made conciliatorv noises: 
too little, perhaps, and too late. But Mr Haughey's 
famous conference table has begun to look more like a 
possihility . If they have better, or any. ideas, let them 
come to the table with them . And let them, and the 
British. remember what the Forum emphasises, that 
the prospect it foresaw was one of civil "'ar and chaos. 
The brink of the abyss is no place for prejudice and 
obstinacy. 
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Forun1 ushers • 
lll reality, says British /press· 

By O.Yld Md<.tttrtck, London Editor 
THE NEW Ireland Forum report received 
ntensive coverage in the Krio111 British 
neW11papwer and 10me of the "pop" 
papen yesterday. attracting a surprising 
amount of favourable comment. 

Although almost 11II papen were critical 
of at leaM some aspects of" the report, 
practically every one accepted its central 
argument that the situation in the North 
was desperate and could become even 
more dangerous unless II major initiat ive is 
taken. 

In their news COYell8' the papen tended 
to give prominence to the critical reaction 
of the Northern Ireland Secretary. whose 
respmse WH variously deKribed as a 
rebuff, a snub and near hostiity, and also 
to the pen:eived split between Fianna Fail 
and the other Forum parties. 

But one of the m05t notable feature, 
was the sheer volume of space devoted to 
the report: The Tim~ and Guardio,i both 
carried it III their main story, with the 
former alto giving it almost II half-page 
inside the paper and the latter devoting a 
run page to 111 contents. 

The Daily Telegraph ran the story on 
the front page and gave it half a page 
inside, while the Fi,ia,icial Timel coverage 
w1" al,o comideratile. 

One particularly striking article could be 

found in the right-wing Daily Exp~n. 
whOle featured columnist, George Gale, 
wrote: "It is Mn thatcher's duty - since 
it directly involves the governing of part of 
the United kinttdom, it could be said lo be 
her paramount duty to address herself with 
11II the considerable vi30ur of her mind and 
will to Ulster·• condition and to its future 
state." 

Mr Gale lllid that the rise or Sinn Fein 
meant that Mn Thatcher could not neflect 
Ireland. He added: "the Protestants o the 
North, who could have joined the Forum 
but declined, will do their loudest and 
damnedest to denounce the report. 

""The ffl091 vehement unionists within 
the Tory P■rty, conveniently forttettintt 
that Tory unionism is Scottish, not Irish, 
will shout about the integrity of the United 
Kingdom. Mr Enoch Powell, who wants 
fully to inteivate Ulster - an e98entially 
foreign body politic - into the British 
polillcal body, will scathingly indict it. 

"I beg Mn Thatcher not to heed this 
clamour. I beg her instead to read. mark 
and lcam from the report. I beg her to 
concentrate her mind and energies upon 
her Irish problem." 

Mr Gale concluded that the federal 
option was the only one likely to survive 
- 11 unitary Slate was II reape for civil 
war, and joint soverci~nty would tum out 
to be a "dog'• dinner . • 

The most pro-forum editorial of 1111 came 
in The Fi,ia,irial TimeJ. It said the report 
"dc9nvcl and unqualified welcome from 
all thO!IC who want a peacdul solution to 
the Irish question ." 

Describing it n II major departure from 
the nationalnt thinking of the pa5t, the 
paper said Irish unity. thoutth still the ttoal, 
had become ■ distant 11!-pir11tion rather 
than an immediate political aim - "reality 
has taken over." 

TIie editorial uid it was H!lential that 
there should be II positive British rn­
ponsc, and concluded: "No Briti~h policy 
will get anywhere if it is half-hearted and 
low on the political •~nda. Mn Th11tcher 
has ■n opportunity denied to almost all her 
predcccsson. She should make an lri~h 
settlement a priority for the next four 
years." 

"The Daily Ttl~h. on the other hand, 
described a unitary State or rederal 
arran~mcnt 11s "wholly unaccept11hle," 
but then, in I major surprise, did not rule 
out the joint authority idea. 

It concluded: "If Joint authority could 
be reinterpreted to mean a [treat cxpamion 
or co-operation between London and Dub­
lin (even to ,ome extent in~titutionaliscd) 
but in no way menacing Ulster's place in 
the Kinfdom, something might be 
achieved.· • 

The Timr, carried the fflO!lt critical 

editorial, dc9cribing the J'onrm ~ • 
"the same essence in a new bou~ ... it 
declattd: ult is an extraordinary pn:,p,■i­
tioa th■t i9 bein~ su~tcd to the Britisll 
Government. II 1s in effect being med to 
tell cloK on a million of its citizeos that 
they and the l'C5t of the Kingdom would be 
better off if the province of whd fhe 
consitiute a sutistantial minoritv wre 
ceded to the neighbouring State, and lhac 
they arc to prepare them~lve, to agree to 
exchange an allcttiancc they are r~roe 10 
retain for one they have a loathing to 
IISIUfflC." 

Nonethclew. he editorial ench: "llle 
(Forum ·s) ca!IC deserve• euminalion 
before dismis..'31, and we shall retum 10 
it ." 

The Guardia,i, which has traditionany 
bttn ~ympathetic to lri,h national~. 
delcribe, the Forum rq,ort as a powerful, 
chal~n~ng and rcfrethmttlY rrank critique 
of British cri~is management in N<mhem 
Ireland. It «aid: "The Forum is court~. 
if firm. in its disapproval of British ac:tions 
past and pre,cnt. _ 

"~~itily Ireland's own failinp MN an 
equally courteous. if firm. uro,ure. TIie 
Forum ·s report is an offer. a we ~ad it. 
to start l(l!ain where Uoyd Gcor~ and de 
Valera made their mistakes. And that i9 an 
offer ,which should be gratefully 
a«q,1ed ... 
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Yankees _y;. the Irish 
ON'E OF (he great wor­
ries which confronted 
all of those who took 
part in llhe wor kof the 
New Ireland Forum was 
the fear that i after t'he 
wOTk had . bttn com• 
pleted, either t.he whole 
process would be mu­
u nderstood, or the point 
of tlhe entfre exercise 
missed by tihose to 
whom the report was 
largely aimed - the 
Britis-h governme.1t and 
public. 

For those of us in­
volved in the Forum, our 
task was long-range, not 
inataot. There was alwava 
I he dan11er that t,he 
nature ot what the Forum 
was about would not be 
fully understood. 

What the Forum w11 
doin& was tryin& to pro­
vide a new framework, 
wil'hin which the problem 
of Northern Ireland could 
be uamined afresh. 
Within that there would 
be certain key elements, 
includin& a nationalist an­
alysis of the problem; an 
asseS1ment of past 
polil:ies; an attempt to 
understand the mind and 
fura of the Unionist&; a 
hard-nosed auessment of 
the economic costs, both 
of divii(lion ,nd of any 
pONlble aolutioa; a seriea 
of Ideal •• to bow the 
problellll could beat M 
tackled, and an u-
aminat Ion nf poulble 
1truct1ir11 •lthlll w1'lca lt 
eo~M_....., 

Maurice Manning on th• lmpllc atlon1 of the Forum report 

Wt saw the Forum 
report as a pacltace wtiich 
wu not a fiul answer, 
but which would provide 
a basil upon Wlbich 
serious dialogue could 
begin and which would 
fill uie vacuum which hu 
characterised Northern 
politics since Suuinadale. 

S1rai1bt away it must 
be uld that from th~ per­
spective of the British 
media, the work of the 
Forum has been under­
stood, hu been taken ser­
iously, and for bhe most 
part. has received 
thoughtiul and aym-
pathetic anal ~sis . 

Indeed, it is a long time 
since the whole question 
of Analo-lrish relations 
hat been Uken so ser­
iously by the British 
media. 

Not 1urpri1in1ly 
perha.ps. the most en­
thusiastic endorsement of 
the Forum's work came 
from The G11ardiaa• which 
has always been sym­
pathetic to the Southern 
predicament with regard 
10 the North. For a start, 
that paper endorsed the 
Forum's o•erridin& sense 
of urgency, and atnicked 
a no t Io n , apparently 
deeply entrenched in Brit• 
lsh politics, "that there Is 
aotbina one can do about 
Northern Ireland". 

"ft 11", ■a id ne Cuar• 
dlan, "a dangeroua and 
defeatist notion wlilcb 
came to full flower durlnl 
Mr. BuoW wu..·, 

Prime Mini1ter1hip, when 
he allowed tbf painfully 
built edifice of Sunnlna­
dale to collapse under the 
Protestant worken' strike. 
Now ought IQ be tbe time 
to get rid of thia nodon". 

Significantly too, Tbe 
Cuardlu diffen from the 
official British reeponse t.o 
the Forum'• enal)'III of 
British policy in the 
North. That analysis had 
pro•ed unacceptable to 
Mr. Prior, but according 
to Tu Guarcllan, what 
the Forum hu produced 
is "a powerful critique of 
British crisis management 
in Northern Ireland and a 
ch1tllenging, if not ex­
ha1&Stive, i;eriea of ideas 
for endintt the PrOYln~•s 
distress. The analy9is is In 
part familiar . in part re­
freshinttlY frank", 

TIM Guenll••• howner, 
has lillle time for the 
l'orum'■ preferred ·solution 
of a unitary state, and 
would have preferred to 
see us being • little more 
frank about our own fail• 
lngs in the put, but feels, 
however, on balance that 
the caae made by the 
Forum "so cojl!ently" re­
quires to be taken totally 
5eriously and tees no 
reason why , aerlout 
dialo1tue fflU$t not be,in. 

Ve ry encoura&lna too 
for the members of ttlt 
Forum wa■ the attitude 
taken bv The Fl■aaclal 
Tlmea. which In rrcent 
tlm11, hid bern 1d•oc1t. 
lq - adftlltlU'O\lil 

change of heart by the 
British in their attitude te 
both Anglo-lr11h relationa 
and to the problem ol 
Northern Ireland. 

Like TIie Guardia■• The 
Fl ■anclal Tian is en-
1husiastic about what the 
Forum h■s achieved, 
J>erhap1 most importantly 
of all, from the lon1-term 
poinr of view, it 1harea 
the Forum'■ •iew of the 
responsibility and of the 
pouibiJi.ties of the Brltl1II 
government: "It it in­
comparable die most 
power1ul presence oa the 
,tagflll if it choo,es to UH 
it~ power. The opport'IUICty 
is now ripe. It is ~ to 
Britain to t>tclt It up from 
there." 

Nnbody on the Porum 
could have asked for a 
more positive reeponse 
than that. and comln& 
from The Fl~ancial Times, 
It is certain to be listened 
to by many in Whitehall 
and Westminster. 

This I position. II 
strengthened even further 
when that paper url(el the 
British Government · not 
to place NorNlera Ireland 
low on tbe political 
a~da. and even puts a 
timeac:-■ le, and uraes Mn, 
Thatcher to make an Irish 
Settlement ■ priorlt, for 
the next four yearL 

ne Times 11 le11 en­
thusiutlc and lookl coldl1 
at the practical reallt'V of 
a united Ireland II COD• 
wucl la tbe fonaa. It 

aeu little incentive for 
the Britiab Governmeot ro 
embark on a radi&:M 
change, but it don con­
e.de that tbe cue IIMMla 
by the Forum deae".. at 
the •ery leut aerlo111 .., 
1ideratioL 

It la oa the •tNM 
rlsht that the ilurprlse1 
begin. la tbe p .. t, TIie 
Daily Telep•~ wout• 
!impishly have dismiued 
any idea■ from the Re­
public, or any dl1eullloa 
of Northern Ireland lroa 
the Republ\c u Im­
pertinent and without aaJ 
moral o r political 
juatification. BIK aow, 
even TIie Dally Telal'Qla 
take■ the Forum aerloalf, 
and see■ a certai11 aerie 
In the Ideas oa lotat 
autnority. That la itaell la 
aa enormoua ecl•ance. 

But c,erbps ac,at 111r• 
priai111 of all la die r .. 
action of TIie Dally 
E1tpre-. which has ao 
often been mlndlet1'7 
negative and dlsmlsslH of 
Dublin's role. It 1110 aeea 
aome merit to tile report, 
and urie■ the llrltla 
1overnment to re-tbint lta 
own policy, wblle la that 
11me ~r Hie influential 
Geor1e Gael lll'IH haade· 
meotal and ndical re­
thiokina on tile Brltlalt 

1overnmeac. 
So all in all tben. the 

memben of tbe l'orWII 
cannot oomplala fjaat 
thty were Ignored or tllell' 
l'W'Poll miewul,n~ 
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"IN THE WAKE OF THE FORUM" 

In a controversy which appears in part to have been orchestrated by some 
sections of the media, which seemed to place more emphasis on personalities 
than on the New Ireland Forum Report itself, Dr --FitzGerald and Mr Haughey 
appear to be at loggerheads over the question of unification. We would today 
make the important point that in this instance, personalities do not matter; 
what does count is the document itself. This is the summation of all the 
work done by the Forum during its 97 meetings and its recommendations are the 
work of the whole body, not of any one individual. People are entitled to 
their personal opinions and so Mr Haughey must be entitled to his. But he is 
only one man. The consensus reached at the Forum, and written into the 
document, is what the world must take into account, indeed what the world will 
soon be taking into account as the document is distributed through our 
Embassies abroad. 

In one sense, it is a pity that this should have to be done, but in the 
circumstances it is necessary. It is made so by intransigent Unionism and 
what appears to be coolness on the part of the British Government towards the 
Report and its contributions. It is necessary that the feelings of the 
majority of the people of this island should be promulgated worldwide, so that 
there can no longer be any misunderstanding or misrep~esentation of our 
position with regard to the partition of our country. It is even more 
essential because of the recent promises given by Libya's Colonel Ghadaffi of 
aid for the Provisional IRA. Lest there be any doubt about the matter, the 
whole world must be made aware of our rejection of violence as a solution to 
the Northern problem, and this conciliatory stance is one of the keystones of 
the Forum Report . 

What should now follow, of course, is that Britain too should make her 
position known. Indeed, international publication of the Forum document may 
well have the effect of encouraging this. It is no longer good enough, at 
this critical stage in the affairs of this island, for the London Government 
to trot out the old, tired cliche about maintaining the Unionist link. The 
diehard, not-an-inch stance of the Northern Unionists is only to be expected. 
It will not change unless the conditions which promote it change and only 
B-ritain can change them. As we said yesterday, caution on the part of the 
Thatcher government is understandable, but what is not acceptable is that the 
Forum Report should be brushed aside as Mr Prior seemed to be attempting to do. 

Britain can no longer opt out of her responsibility for the Northern 
situation. If it is to be resolved, she will have to act positively and with 
statesmanship. If she does not, then constitutional politics will be seen to 
have failed, and because there can only be a constitutional solution, it 
follows that constitutional politics are on trial now. But what is now very 
interesting is that if Britain fails to act, her failure will be known to the 
whole world. Ireland has made its case openly, honestly and with absolute 
sincerity and generosity and that case is now about to go before the 
international forum. If Mrs Thatcher fails to respond, she will surely stand 
indicted by world opinion. 
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In saying this, we recognise that there are no instant solutions, that the 
grievous and bloody problem of Northern Ireland will not be resolved 
overnight. But unless Britain finally and very belatedly decides to grasp the 
nettle, it will not be solved at all. A reasonably early meeting between 
heads of state would go a long way towards encouraging the hope that, with 
goodwill on all sides, further progress may be possible. The alternative does 
not bear thinking about. 

* * * * * * * * 
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"AGENDA FOR ACTION" 

The extensive news coverage provided in our paper today is evidence of the 
degree of importance we believe our readers will attach to the publication of 
the new Ireland Forum Report. 

It is the culmination and the beginning of the most significant political 
development that has happened in this island in the last 60 years. For the 
first time democratic nationalists in Ireland have examined in depth the whole 
range of issues in the conflict and violence now undermining the stability of 
society in the island as a whole. 

In particular, they have identified for themselves how they would wish to see 
the realities of the two States in Ireland reconciled as between themselves 
and as between the two soverei gn governments. 

In the early stages of the Forum, critics commented cynically that it was an 
exercise to save the SDLP. As its work progressed and its interim reports of 
submission were published the critics were confounded. 

Yesterday was a triumph in Ireland for the - true longing for 
sisterhood that are the basis of human civilised democracy. 
and a well-merited reward for the participants that the 
unveiled before such a global attendance of the world media. 

brotherhood and 
Fitting it was 

publication was 

Many disappointing and superficial responses 
politicians in Northern Ireland. It is too 
considered reactions will be. 

have 
early 

already been made by 
to predict what their 

The preliminary comments of the Northern Ireland Secretary of 
Prior, were guarded and in certain respects curiously premature. 
time he welcomed the document and in particular its emphasis on 
consent to constitutional change. 

State, James 
At the same 

the need for 

The really critical test for guaging whether this significant opportunity for 
progress is grasped will only emerge in the near future when the considered 
view of the British Prime Minister and her cabinet is revealed, if only 
partially, as prudence may require. 

There are encouraging signs of a real desire on the part of the British 
government to continue and to increase the momentum of the London/Dublin 
axis. The Report provides ample scope for progress in this area without in 
any way exposing either government to a substantive accusation of coersion. 
In this respect, one would look particularly at a most significant statement 
in the Report. Under the heading: "Need for Accommodation of Both Identities 
in a New Approach,.. it states ( 4 .15): .. The solution to both the historic 
problem and the current crisis of Northern Ireland and the continuing problem 
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of relations between Ireland and Britain necessarily requires new structures 
that will accommodate together two sets of legitimate rights: 

the right of nationalists to effective political 
administrative expression of their identity; and 
unionists to effective political, symbolic and 
expression of their identity, their ethos and their way 

symbolic and 
the right of 
administrative 

of life. 

So long as the legitimate rights of both unionists and nationalists are not 
accommodated together in new political structures acceptable to both, that 
situation will continue to give rise to conflict and instability. The 
starting point of genuine reconciliation and dialogue is mutual recognition 
and acceptance of the legitimate rights of both. The Forum is convinced that 
dialogue which fully respects both traditions can overcome the fears and 
divisions of the past and create an atmosphere in which peace and stability 
can be achieved." 

The British government can emphasise to the unionists the historic opportunity 
that this statement of commitment provides, without any pre-conditions 
attached. Without unionist co-operation, the two governments can ultimately 
proceed quite legitimately in their absence. 

The Taoiseach, Dr Garret FitzGerald, -emphasised yesterday that the Report was 
not a blueprint but an agenda for action. 

"There are" he suggested "three elements to the process started today. The 
first must be an immense effort of reflection and education about this problem 
within the nationalist tradition, continuing what has now been begun. The 
second should be a similar effort on the part of the other protagonists to the 
problem of Northern Ireland. This we must encourage in the days ahead. The 
third has to be action, this too we must work for, carefully, patiently and 
tirelessly." 

The ardent prayer and wish of every citizen in these islands will be that the 
Taoiseach's appeal will be heeded and that no-one will feel excused from the 
obligation to reflect, to debate and to act. 

* * * * * * * * 
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"IF NOT THE FORUM WAY, THEN HOW?" 

For all the travails which beset its final sittings the New Ireland Forum has 
now produced a powerful critique of British crisis management in Northern 
Ireland and a challenging, if not exhaustive, series of ideas for ending that 
province's distress. Both are far too serious to receive only the 
curmudgeonly nod. The analysis is in part familiar, in part refreshingly 
frank. That is to say, the arrangements which evolved between 1920 and 1925 
destroyed the historic unity of Ireland, drove Irish nationalism to express 
itself in terms of separation from Britain, favoured the growth in Ulster of 
institutions from which Catholics were largely excluded, and ensured "that for 
two generations there has been no uninist participation in political 
structures at an all-Ireland level. Rather, the southern state has evolved 
without the benefit of unionist influence." It is because the four 
constitutional nationalist parties of Ireland have, for the first time, stated 
their case in agreed, reasoned, and sometimes self-critical terms that a 
serious British response will be required. For the Forum is right to say that 
the immediate outlook for the North is extremely dangerous and that "as 
sensibilities have become dulled and despair has deepened, there has been a 
progress! ve erosion of basic human values which is in danger of becoming 
irreversible." 

Every Irish nationalist, and possibly some unionists too, will assent to the 
description of events which transpired after the Government of Ireland Act, 
1920, led to partition. The Forum was not concerned to scrutinise the way the 
Republic developed, though it acknowledges in passing the imperfections of the 
state as seen through unionist eyes and offers a transformation in Irish 
politics if the unionists are interested in joining. What it does, however, 
is to argue the case for unity in one of three models, or for a condominium 
with Britain, in such direct terms that it may, in the absence of movement in 
any of those directions, provide more fuel for Sinn Fein. For if, once again, 
Britain is unable to find a means of meeting Catholic requirements in the 
North then Sinn Fein is left with the argument that the Forum has failed by 
constitutional methods and that the only way of securing the Forum's own 
objectives is through violence. 

That this would be a highly dangerous outcome does not need stressing. It 
would also be a deeply ironical one. The Forum was the brainchild of Mr John 
Hume, Leader of the Social Democratic and Labour Party, and was seized upon by 
the parties in the Republic as the means of stopping the drift of northern 
voters into the Sinn Fein camp. As things stand it is not impossible that 
Sinn Fein will beat the SDLP at the local elections in a year's time (and may 
even poll undesirably well in the European elections in June). If that were 
to happen it would not necessarily mean that all Sinn Fein voters were 
committed to violence. It would mean that they see no way of influencing 
either British or the unionist majority through a constitutional party. 

It is clearly because he too might be outflanked by Sinn Fein as the 
standard-bearer of republicanism that Mr Haughey has insisted at the Forum 
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that the case for a unitary state be given priority. Unfortunately, though, 
the whole argument here is in the subjunctive. There are two reasons why that 
should be. One is that Peotestants will find a unitary state unthinkable at 
least for another generation. The other is that the Forum Report is at its 
weakest in the very exuberance with which it defers to Protestant views and 
promises to protect every unionist tradition. "It is clear that a new Ireland 
will require a new consitution which will ensure that the needs of all 
traditions are ·fully met." The unionists' "sense of Britishness" must be 
accommodated. "Lasting stability can be found only in the context of new 
structures in which no tradition will be allowed to dominate the other." And 
more of the same. Yet surely the essence of Britishness is the ability to 
vote for and be governed by a British parliament under British laws. Although 
the Forum avows that in a unitary state British citizens would continue to 
have such citizenship and pass it on to their children, it is not at all clear 
how that citizenship would express itself in practice. The argument here 
comes perilously close to acknowledging not only that partition was a mistake 
but that the severance between Britain and Ireland was a mistake also. If it 
was, and if the road back to a united Ireland leads also to a reunion of the 
two islands in some all-embracing confederation (not a novel idea, 
incidentally, for nationalist historians to contemplate) then the Forum should 
have said so. Certainly it speaks of a new "structure, relationships and 
associations with Britain .... which would acknowledge the unique 
relationship." But one would like to hear more. 

Secondly there is a distinct logical hiatus in the discussion of a unitary 
state. In this arrangement "provision could be made for weighted majorities 
in the Parliament in regard to legislation effecting changes in provisions on 
issues agreed to be fundamental at the establishment of the new state. In the 
Senate unionists could be guaranteed a minimum number of seats .... Mechanisms 
for ensuring full Northern participation in an integrated Irish civil service 
would have to be devised." It is precisely these and similar methods of 
protecting minority interests within a recreated Stormont that nationalists 
have found inadequate for Northern Ireland. There is no obvious reason why a 
unionist minority in Ireland as a whole should find them any more attractice. 

It is possible that the unitary state was given the place of honour among the 
proposals for form's sake. If so, that is a dangerous way to proceed. It 
could well be that in the discussion which the Forum invites, its other 
options - a federal ·or confederal system, or joint authority over the North 
between ireland and Britain - would yield a practicable method· of ending 
thelconflict. But that could only be so if it was accepted in full and final 
settlement of the Irish Republic's claims. If it were still open to 
republican parties, violent or non-violent, to continue the campaign by saying 
that Irish unity was still incomplete then a constitutional upheaval would 
have taken place for nothing. 

The notion that there is nothing one can do about Northern Ireland has become 
central to British politics. It is a dangerous and defeatist notion which 
came to full flower during Mr Harold Wilson's prime ministership when he 
allowed the painfully built edifice of Sunningdale to collapse under the 
Protestant workers' strike. Now ought to be the time to get rid of it. 
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Labour draws a distinction between the British guarantee, under which 
constitutional changes will not take place without the consent of a majority, 
and the unionist veto which has been allowed to obstruct even the cosmetic 
introduction of an Irish dimension into the politics of the North. That 
distinction is valid. Dublin recognises as clearly as anyone that unity, in 
whatever form, achieved otherwise than by consent would be valueless. It is 
entitled t°- insist, however, that the record and results of partition be fully 
understood before it is enshrined as the only possible formula for 
administering the province. When the Irish parties jointly express their 
opinion as cogently as they have now done they merit an equally substantive, 
and if possible collective, reply. If the only solution is for Ireland to 
yield something as well in order to reshuffle the constitutional pack then 
that should be plainly stated. The Forum is courteous, if firm, in its 
disapproval of British actions past and present. Possibly Ireland's own 
failings need an equally courteous, if firm, exposure. The Forum's Report is 
an offer, as we read it, to start again where Lloyd George and de Valera made 
their mistakes. And that is an offer which should be gratefully accepted. 

* * * * * * * * 
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"THE 'WAY FROM THE FORUM" 

The Report of the New Ireland Forum, published yesterday, deserves an 
unqualified welcome from all those who want a peaceful solution to the Irish 
qu~stion. The Report offers no set formula - not even the blueprint for one. 
But it is a major departure from the nationalist thinking of the past. 

For the first time, the nationalist parties 
democracy have come together to recognise a 
danger to the Republic, to Ulster and even 
situation is allowed to continue indefinitely. 
shed a great deal of their previous theology. 

in Ireland which believe in 
common problem: namely, the 
to Britain, if the present 

In so doing, they have visibly 

Here are some examples. The Report admits that Irish nationalist attitudes 
have hitherto "tended to underestimate the full dimension of the unionist 
identity and ethos." It acknowledges that the unionists' identity includes a 
"sense of Britishness" and a "set of values comprising a Protestant ethos 
which they believe to be under threat from a Catholic ethos." And it states 
frankly that the political arrangements for a new and sovereign Ireland would 
have to be "freely negotiated and agreed to by the people of the North and the 
people of the South." 

The Report is as remarkable for what it omits as for what it says. There are 
no crude references to "troops out" and indeed not ~ven the ghost of a 
timetable is suggested for a solution. What is clear, however, is that Irish 
unity, though still the goal, has become a distant aspiration rather than an 
immediate political aim. Reality has taken over. 

In many ways, the Report is a plea for help. The Irish constitutional 
nationalists have put their act together and are now looking to Britain and to 
the unionists for a response. (The unionists, in fact, were invited to 
participate in the Forum, but chose not to). 

It is essential that the response should be positive. With total accuracy, 
the Report describes British policy towards Northern Ireland over the last few 
years as one of "crisis management" and little else. Again to quote the 
Forum, the policy has not brought peace, nor stability, nor reconciliation 
between the two communities in Ulster. British policy, we would add, · has 
reached a dead end where the best that can be looked forward to is a 
continuation of the unsatisfactory status quo. The Report of the Forum offers 
the beginnings of a way out. 

Yet the British Government should not underestimate its own strength. It is 
incomparably the most powerful presence on the stage, if it chooses to use its 
power. The opportunity is now ripe. Here are the democratic parties of the 
Republic forsaking Irish unity for the foreseeable future, denouncing the IRA 
as never before and showing a new understanding of the unionist/Protestant 
tradition. It is up to Britain to pick it up from there. 

/ ... 
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The first point is that there can be no unity between North and South until 
there has been some reconciliation between the communities in the North. That 
means a rigorous assault on political and religious prejudice wherever it may 
be manifest. It means standing up to Protestant and Conservative Party 
extremists who think that the union is sacrosanct whatever the unionists may 
do. There are some unionist leaders whose behaviour, for all their 
protestations of loyalty to the Crown, is scarcely British. They can no 
longer be allowed an excessive influence on British policy. 

It probably also means making another attempt at putting life into the Ulster 
Assembly. If there is to be a reconciliation between the communities, they 
will have to show that they can work together in common institutions. The 
Assembly is as good a starting point as any, if only because it is there. The 
Catholic SDLP needs to be pressed to take up its seats in return for solid 
assurances that it will be allowed a greater say in its affairs. The 
democratic parties in the South, having come thus far, ought to be capable of 
adding their own urgings. For only when there is peace in the North can there 
be peace in Ireland. 

The second and crucial point is simply this. No British policy will get 
anywhere if it is half-hearted and low on the political agenda. Mrs Thatcher 
has an opportunity denied to almost all her predecessors. She should make an 
Irish settlement a priority for the next four years. 

* * * * * * * * 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE 

FROM: PETER R. SOMMER ~ffe-
SUBJECT: .B,e_go Lt of t n e Ng u eland Forum 

3542 

22900G 
~c? 

<.3P/~?'° 
May 3, 1984 
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In your absence, I' had mentioned to John Poindexter the 
pending release of the long-awaited report of the New Ireland 
Forum. In the report the three mainstream parties in the 
Irish Republic and the major nationalist party in the North 
made specific recommendations on how to resolve the 
longstanding problem of Northern Ireland. 

Thus, Ed Hickey's and Ambassador O'Sullivan's calls come as no 
surprise. Indeed, British Embassy Minister Derek Thomas 
personally delivered to me, yesterday afternoon, Britain's 
reaction to the Forum's report. As expected, the British see 
both negative and positive elements in the report, but under­
line that Northern Ireland shall not cease to be part of the 
U.K. without the consent of the majority of its people. 

Leaders of the Forum's four parties signed the report in a 
public ceremony. While all support a united Ireland, former 
Prime Minister Haughey -- a staunch natiort?-ist -- has already 
disassociated himself from the Forum's other options: a 
federal system or joint sovereignty with Britain. This, of 
course, plays into British hands who note that Unionist 
opposition to Irish unity is to the principle as much as the 
form. 

Per your request, I spoke to O'Sullivan. He is on a fishing 
expedition in hopes of having Ireland's Foreign Minister Peter 
Barry deliver the Forum's report to either the President or 
you. State and I had earlier agreed that it would be 
inappropriate to draw the White House into the middle of this 
complex, historical problem. Moreover, we noted your 
schedules would be extremely tight, having just returned from 
China. Barry will be meeting with Ken Dam at 9:30 tomorrow 
morning and I see no reason to also schedule a meeting at the 
White House. 

O'Sullivan was candid in describing the Forum's report as the 
"first Irish offer" in the continuing negotiations with 
Britain over the future of Northern Ireland. As part of his 
sales pitch for While House involvement, he alleged that an 
expression of Presidential interest in the Forum's work would 
help tone down the expected demonstrations during the Presi­
dent's June Trip. I personally don't see a direct link 
between these two matters. 

To be very frank, I don't think we should allow ourselves to 
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be used by the Irish; particularly since the Irish have not 
been especially supportive of our interests on such issues as 
Central America and the Common Market. 

There will, however, be continuing pressures for the Adminis­
tration to comment on the Forum's report. Therefore, I have 
suggested to State that they issue a statement following 
Barry's meeting with Ken Dam. After making the usual caveat 
about needing more time to study the report, the statement 
would underscore our hope that the report will strengthen the 
Anglo-Irish dialogue and cooperation and lead to greater 
reconciliation among Ireland's two traditions. 

For the record, here follows what the President said at this 
year's St. Patrick's Day luncheon: ... "We're especially 
heartened by your own efforts, as well as your colleagues', in 
the New Ireland Forum and the British government as they seek 
a democratic and peaceful reconciliation of Ireland's diverse 
traditions .... " 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. That neither you nor the President meet with Prime Minis­
ter Barry. 

Approve~ Disapprove ----

2. That you endorse State making a statement along the lines 
outlined above. 

Approveh Disapprove ----

cc: Jack Matlock 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

2983 

A~ft.S-~ 
/I o2tJ 

ACTION April 17, 1984 &Jc73 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Issue 

THE PRESIDENT 

{ZM\L 
ROBERT c. McFARLANE bn 
Treaty on Extradition between 
States ana Irelana 

the United 

; -:::-ooof 
rGtJ/1 
fLIJ~..3 

r-& !)tJt-/,i!J 

To transmit to the Senate for advice and consent to 
ratification the Treaty on Extradition between the United States 
and Ireland. 

Facts 

The Treaty, signed at Washington on July 13, 1983, is the first 
law enforcement treaty directly negotiated between the United 
States and Ireland. It fills a gap resulting from a 1965 change 
in Irish law which precludes the implementation of any 
applicable extradition agreements between the United States and 
Great Britain. The Treaty follows the form and content of other 
extradition treaties we have recently concluded. 

Discussion 

This Treaty will make a significant contribution to inter­
national cooperation in law enforcement. We hope the Senate 
will give it early and favorable ~dvice and consent. 

Recommendation 

No OK 

8'GNED 
APR--1-13 1984 That you sign the letter to the Senate forwarding 

the Treaty on Extradition. 

Attachments 
Tab A - Letter to the Senate 
Tab B - Treaty Document 
Tab C - Letter from George Shultz 

Prepared by: 
Peter R. Sommer 

cc Vice Pr~sident 
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MEMORANDUM 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

ACTION April 17, 1984 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE 

FROM : PETER R. SOMMER ~ 
.... 

SUBJECT: Treaty on Extradition between the United 
States and Ireland 

Attached at Tab I is a memorandum from you to the President, 
recommending that he transmit the Treaty on Extradition between 
the United States and Ireland to the Senate for its advice and 
consent to ratification. 

4 
Paul Thompson concurs. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memo to the President at Tab I. 

Approve Disapprove 

Attachments 
Tab I - Memo to the President 

Tab A - Letter to the Senate 
Tab B - Treaty Document 
Tab C - Letter from George Shultz 



The President: 

8410290 

DEPARTMENT OF' STATE 

WASHINGTON 

April 10, 1984 

I have the honor to submit to you the Treaty on 

Extradition between the United States of America and 

Ireland, signed at Washington on July 13, 1983. I 

recommend that the Treaty be transmitted to the Senate for 

advice and consent to ratification. 

Ireland regards -any applicable Extradition Conventions 

between the United States and Great Britain as no longer 

being capable of implementation as a consequence of the 

enactment of its Extradition Act of 1965, This Treaty 

will, therefore, reestabiish extradition relations between 

the United States and Ireland, thereby significantly 

enhancing their ability to bring fugitives to justice. 

The Treaty follows generally the form and content of 

extradition treaties recently concluded by this Government. 

Article 1 obligates each State to extradite to the 

o t her, in accordance with the provisions of the Treaty, 

but subject to the law of the requested State, any 

persons, including its citizens or nationals, who are 

charged with, or have been convicted of, an extraditable 

offense. (Extradition shall also be granted, Article 2 

explains, for attempts and conspiracies to commit 

extraditable offenses, as well as for aiding and abetting 

the commission of such offenses.) 

The President, 

The White House. 
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Article 2 permits extradition for any offense 

punishable under the laws of both States by imprisonment 

for more than one year. Instead of listing each offense 

for which extradition may be granted, as was United States 

practice until recently, this Treaty adopts the modern 

practice of permitting extradition for any crime 

punishable under the laws of both contracting Parties for 

a minimum period. This obviates the need to renegotiate 

or supplement the Treaty should both States pass laws 

covering new types of criminal act i vity, such as 

computer -related crimeso 

Article 2 a l so fol l ows the pract i ce of recent United 

States extradition treat i es in indicating that the dual 

crimi nality standard should be interpreted liberally in 

order to effectuate t he intent of the Parties that 

fugitives be brought to justice. Article 2 furthe r 

provides that, if extr adition is granted for an 

extrad i table offense, it may also be g r anted for offenses 

which are punishable by less than a year's imprisonment. 

Article 3 provides that extradition shall not be 

refused on the ground that the offense for which 

extradition is requested was committed outside the 

request i ng State. Article 3 further provides that the 

requested State may refuse extradition on the ground that 

the offense was committed in its territory, but if it does 

so, it must submit the case t o i t s compe t ent authorities 

f o r prosecution . 

· . . , .. . . : .. <._ ... · , 



Article 4 states the mandatory grounds for refusal of 

extradition. It provides that extradition shall be denied 

when the person sought has been in jeopardy in the 

requested State for the same offense, when the offense for 

which extradition is requested is a political or military 

offense, or when there are substantial grounds for 

believing that the request has been made for the purpose 

of prosecuting or punishing the person sought on account 

of that person's race, religion, nationality or political 

opinion. 

Article 5 states the discretionary grounds for refusal 

of extradition. It provides that extradition may be 

refused when the person sought has been in jeopardy in a 

third country for the offense, or when the requested State 

has decided not to prosecute. 

Article 6 provides that extradition may be refused 

when the offense is punishable by death in the requesting, 

but not the requested, State, unless satisfactory 

assurances are received that the death penalty, if 

imposed, will not be carried out. 

Article 7 provides that surrender may be deferred when 

the person whose extradition is sought is being proceeded 

against or has been convicted of a different offense in 

the requested State. 

Articles 8-10 and 12-13 are procedural . The 

procedures provided therein are similar to those found in 

other modern United States extradition treaties, with 

minor differences due to requirements of the Irish 
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Extradition Act. For example, United States requests for 

extradition will have to contain a statement concerning 

any statute of limitations applicable to a requested 

offense. 

Article 11 expressly incorporates into the Treaty the 

rule of specialty. This article provides, subject to 

specified e xceptions, that a person extr adited under t he 

Tr eaty may not be tried, sent enced, punished o r deta i ned 

fo r an o ff ense other than that f or wh i ch ext r adition has 

been granted . 

Ar tic l e 14 provides for the seizu r e and sur r ende r to 

the r equesting State of all property wh i ch appea r s to have 

been acquired by the person sought as a result of the 

of f ense for which extradi t ion is requested, o r whi c h may 

be r equi r ed as evidence. This obligation is subjec t to 

the law of the requested Sta t e and to the r i ghts of third 

par ties. 

Art i cle 15 governs transit through the territory of 

one of the contracting Parties of a person being 

surrende r ed to the other Party by a thi r d country. 

Article 16 provides that the requested State shall 

r epr esent the requesting State in any proceedings in the 

reques t ed State arising out of a request for extradition. 

Ar ticle 17 governs expenses in a manner similar to 

othe r recent United States extradition treaties. 

Article 18, like the parallel provision of almost all 

recen t United States extradition treaties, stipulates that 

the Treaty is retroactive, in the sense that it applies to 
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offenses committed before as well as after its entry into 

force, provided that the offenses were proscribed by the 

laws of both States when committed. 

Article 19 provides that the Treaty will enter into 

force thirty days after the exchange of the instruments of 

ratification. This Article also provides for ~ermination 

of the Treaty by either Party upon six months written 

notice to the other. 

The Department of Justice joins the Department of 

State in favoring approval of th i s Treaty by the Sena t e a t 

an early date. 

Respectfully Submitted, 



TO THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES: 

With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the 

Senate to ratification, I transmit herewith the Treaty on 

Extradition between the United States of America and 

Ireland, signed at Washington on July 13, 1983. 

I transmit also, for the information of the Senate , 

the Report of the Department of State with respect to the 

Treaty . 

The Treaty is the first law enforcement treaty 

directly negotiated between the United States and 

Ireland. I t fills a gap result i ng from a 1965 change in 

I r ish law which precludes the implementat i on of any 

applicable extradition agreements between the Un i ted 

St ates and Great Britain . The Treaty follows generally 

the fo r m and content of extradition treaties recently 

concluded by this Government. 

This Treaty will make a significant contribution to 

i nternational cooperation in law enforcement. I recommend 

that the Senate give early and favorable consideration to 

the Treaty and g i ve its adv i ce and consent to r atifica t ion. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
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• 

TREATY ON EXTRADITION BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND IRELAND 

• 
The Government of the united States of America and the 

Government of Ireland, desiring to make more effective the 

cooperation of the two countries in the supression of crime, 

agree as follows: 
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ARTICLE I 

Obligation to Extradite 

Each contracting party agrees to extradite to the other, in 

accordance with the provisions of this Treaty, but subject to 

the law of the Requested state and to such exceptions as are 

therein provided, any persons, including its citizens or na­

tionals, who are wanted for prosecution or the imposition or 

enforcement of a sentence in the Requesting State for an extra­

ditable offense. 

( : l. 

ARTICLE II 

Extraditable Offenses 

An offense shall be an extraditable offense only if it 

is punishable under the law of both contracting Parties by 

imprisonment for a period of more than one year, or by a more 

~J severe penalty. When the request for extradition relates to a 
, :5 

' ~ person who is wanted for the enforcement of a sentence of 

imprisonment, extradition shall be granted only if the duration 

of the sentence still to be served amounts to at least four 

months. 

• 2. For the purpose of this Article, it shall not matter: 

(a) whether the laws of the contracting Parties place 

the offense within the same category of offense 

or denominate the offense by the same terminol­

ogy; or 

(b) whether the offense is one for which United 

States federal law requires proof of interstate 

transportat i on, or use of the mails or of other 
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facilities affecting interstate or foreign com­

merce, such matters being merely for the purpose 

of establishing jurisdiction in a United States 

federal court. 

3. subject to the conditions set forth in paragraph l of 

this Article, extradition shall also be granted for attempt and 

conspiracy to commit, aiding, abetting, counseling, procuring, 

inciting, or otherwise being an accessory to the commission of, 

an offense referred to in paragraph 1. 

4. If extradition is granted for an extraditable offense, 

it may also be granted for any other offense for which extradi­

tion is requested that meets all the requirements for extradi­

(~ion other than the periods of imprisonment specified in para­

graph l of this Article. 

ARTICLE III 

Place of commission of Offense 

l. Extradition shall not be refused on the ground that the 

offense for which extradition is requested was committed out­

side the Requesting State. 

2. Extradition may be refused when the offense for which 

(xtradition is requested is regarded under the law of the Re­

quested State as having been committed in its territory . If 

extradition is refused pursuant to this paragraph, the Request­

ed state shall submit the case to its competent authorities for 

the purpose of prosecution. 

,J 



- 4 -

ARTICLE IV 

Exceptions to Extradition 

Extradition shall not be granted in any of the following 

circumstances: 

• 

• 

(a) when the person whose surrender is sought has been 

convicted or acquitted, or a prosecution is pending 

against that person, in the Requested State, for the 

offense for which extradition is requested; 

(bl when the offense for which extradition is requested is 

a political offense. Reference to a political offense 

shall not include the taking or attempted taking of 

the life of a Head of State or a member of his or her 

family; 

(c) when there are substantial grounds for believing that 

a request for extradition for an ordinary criminal 

offense has been made for the purpose of prosecuting 

or punishing a person on account of that person's 

race, religion, nationality or political opinion. 

( d) 

-Unless the law of the Requested State otherwise pro­

vides, decisions under this paragraph shall be made by 

the executive authority; or 

when the offense for which extradition is requested is 

a military offense which is not an offense under the 

ordinary criminal law of the contracting Parties . 

ARTICLE V 

Discretionary Grounds for Refusal of Extradition 

Extradition may be refused in any of the following circum­

stances: 

& 
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(al when the person whose surrender is sought has been 

convicted or acquitted in a third State of the offense 

for which extradition is requested; or 

(bl when the competent authorities of the Requested State 

have decided to refrain from prosecuting the person 

whose surrender is sought for the offense for which 

extradition is requested, or to discontinue any crim­

inal proceedings which have been initiated against 

that person for that offense. 

ARTICLE VI 

Capital Punishment 

• When the offense for which extradition is requested is 

punishable by death under the law of the Requesting State and 

is an offense which is not so punishable under the law of the 

Requested State, extradition may be refused unless the Request­

ing_ State provides such assurances as the competent authorities 

of the Requested State consider sufficient that the death 

penalty, if imposed, will not be carr i ed out. 

• 
ARTICLE VII 

Postponement of surrender 

When the person whose extradition is requested is being, or 

is about to be, proceeded against, or has been convicted, in 

the Requested state in respect of an offense other than that 

fo r which extradition has been requested, surrender may be 

postponed until the conclusion of the proceedings and the full 

execution of any punishment the person may be or may have been 

awarded. 

·~ .... ,_ ~ . ' '. , . 
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ARTICLE VIII 

Extradition Procedure and Required Documents 

l. The request for extradition shall be made in writing 

and shall be communicated through the diplomatic channel. 

2. The request for extradition shall contain: 

(al information which will help to establish the identity 

of the person sought; 

(bl the location of the person if known or, if it is not 

known, a statement to that effect; and 

(cl a brief statement of the facts of the case. 

3. Every request for extradition shall be supported by 

documents which contain: 

• (a) 
as accurate a description as possible of the person 

sought, together with any other information which will 

assist in establishing the person's identity and 

nationality: 

(b) a statement of the pertinent facts of the case, 

indicating as accurately as possible the time and 

place of commission of the offense; and 

(c) the legal description of the offense and a statement 

• of the maximum penalties therefor and the text of the 

law setting forth the offense or, where this is not 

possible, a statement of the relevant law. 

4. When the request for extradition relates to a person 

who has not been convicted, it shall also be supported: 

(a) by the original or an authenticated copy of the 

warrant of arrest, or equivalent order, issued by a • 

competent authority of the Requesting state; 
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(b) by the original or an authenticated copy of the 

complaint, information or indictment; and 

(c) in the case of a request emanating from Ireland, by a 

statement of facts, by way of affidavit or statutory 

declaration, setting forth reasonable grounds for be­

lieving that an offense has been committed and that 

the person sought committed it, 

5. When the request for extradition relates to a convicted 

person, it shall also be supported: 

• 
(a) by the original or an authenticated copy of the judg­

ment of conviction; and 

(b) if a sentence has been imposed, by the original or an 

authenticated copy of the sentence and a statement of 

the extent to which it has been carried out and that 

it is immediately enforceable. 

6. All documents transmitted by the Requesting state shall 

be in English or shall be translated into English by that 

State. 

ARTICLE IX 

Additional Evidence or Information • l. If the Requested State requires additional evidence or 

information to enable it to decide on the request for extradi­

tion, such evidence or information shall be submitted to it 

within such time as that State shall specify. 

2. If the person sought is in custody and the additional 

evidence or information submitted as aforesaid is found insuf­

ficient or if such evidence or information is not received 

-
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within the period specified by the Requested State, the person 

shall be discharged from custody. such discharge shall not 

preclude the Requesting State from submitting another request 

in respect of the same offense. 

ARTICLF; X 

Provisional Arrest 

1. In case of urgency, a Contracting Party may request the 

provisional arrest of a person sought. The request for provi­

sional arrest shall be made through the diplomatic channel or 

directly between the United States Department of Justice and 

the Department of Justice in Ireland, in which case the facili­

.ies of INTERPOL may be used. The request may be transmitted 

by post or telegraph or by any other means affording evidence 

in writing. 

• 

2. The request shall contain: 

(a) a description of the person sought; 

(b) a statement of the nature of the offense and of the 

time at which and the place where it is alleged to 

have been committed; 

(c) a statement of the existence of one of the documents 

referred to in paragraph 4(a) or 5 of Article VIII; and 
(d) a statement that it is intended to send a request for 

extradition. 

3. On receipt of such a request, the Requested State shall 

take the appropriate steps to secure the arrest of the person 

sought. The Requesting State shall be promptly notified of the 

result of its request. 

= 
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4. Unless the law of the Requested State otherwise pro­

vides, a person arrested upon such a request shall be released 

upon the expiration of forty-five days from the date of that 

person's arrest if the request for extradition has not been 

duly received by the Requested State, This stipulation shall 

not prevent the institution of proceedings with a view to 

extraditing the person sought if a request for extradition is 

subsequently received. 

ARTICLE XI 

Rule of Speciality 

1. A person extradited under this Treaty shall not be 

oroceeded against, sentenced, punished, detained or otherwise 

restricted in his or her personal freedom in the Requesting 

State for an offense other than that for which extradition has 

been granted, or be extradited by that State to a third state, 

unless: 

0 

(a) the person has left the Requesting State after extra­

dition and has voluntarily returned to it; 

(b) the person, having had an opportunity to leave the 

Requesting State, has not done so within forty-five 

days of final discharge in respect of the offense for 

which that person was extradited; or 

(c) the Requested State has consented. 

2. Where the description of the offense charged in the 

Requesting State is altered in the course of proceedings, the 

person extradited shall not be proceeded against, sentenced, 

-----..------- --
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punished, detained or otherwise restricted in his or her per­

sonal freedom except insofar as the offense under its new de­

scription is composed of the same constituent elements as the 

offense for which extradition was granted. 

3. Unless the law of the Requesting State otherwise 

provides, the person extradited may be proceeded against, sen­

tenced, punished, detained or otherwise restricted in his or 

her personal freedom for an offense for which that person could 

be convicted, under the law of that State, upon trial for the 

offense for which extradition was granted. 

4. These stipulations shall not apply to offenses 

committed after the extradition. 

0 ARTICLE XII 

Multiple Requests 

A Contracting Party upon receiving requests from the other 

Contracting Party and from a third State for the extradition of 

the same person, either for the same offense or for different 

offenses, shall determine to which of the states it will extra-. 

dite the person sought, taking into consideration all the cir­

cumstances and, in particular, the relative seriousness of the 

C .: fenses and where they were committed, the citizenship or 

nationality of the person sought, the dates upon which the 

requests were received, the possibility of a later extradition· 

between the other Contracting Party and the third State, and 

the provisions of any extradition agreements between the states 

concerned . 
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ARTICLE XIII 

Notification of Decision 

l. The Requested State shall promptly communicate to the 

Requesting state through the diplomatic channel the decision on 

the request for extradition. 

2. The Requested State shall provide reasons for any 

partial or complete rejection of the request for extradition. 

It shall also provide the Requesting State with a copy of each 

opinion issued by its courts in connection with a request for 

extradition under this Treaty. 

3. If a warrant or order for the extradition of a person 

sought has been issued by the competent authority and the per-

.on is not removed from the territory of the Requested state 

within such time as may be prescribed by the law of that state, 

that person may be set at liberty and the Requested State may 

subsequently refuse to extradite that person for that offense. 

ARTICLE XIV 

surrender of Property 

l._ To the extent permitted under the law of the Requested 

State and subject to the rights of third parties, which shall 

.e duly respected, all property which appears to have been 

acquired as a result of the offense in question or which may be 

required as evidence shall, if found, be seized and surrendered 

to the Requesting State if the person sought is extradited or 

if extradition, having been granted, cannot be carried out by 

reason of the death or escape of that person. 
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2. The Requested State may make the surrender of the 

property conditional upon satisfactory assurances from the 

Requesting state that the property will be returned to the 

Requested State as soon as practicable, and may defer its sur­

render if it is needed as evidence in the Requested State. 

ARTICLE XV 

Transit 

Transit through the territory of one of the contracting 

Parties of a person surrendered to the other contracting Party 

by a third State may be granted on request subject to the law 

of the State of transit and to such conditions as that State 

flay impose. For the purpose of considering the request, the 

State of transit may require the submission of such information 

as it considers necessary . 

-. 'j ARTICLE XVI 
• ' 

.. cii Representation 

1. The Department of Justice of the United States shall 

advise, assist and represent, or provide for the representation' 

of, Ireland in any proceedings in the United State~ arising out 

.fa request for extradition made by Ireland. 

2. The Attorney General of Ireland shall advise and 

assist, and represent, or provide for the representation of, 

the interests of the United states in any proceedings in 

Ireland arising out of a request for extradition made by the 

United States, 

3. The functions referred to in this Article may be 

assumed by any successor agency designated by the state con­

cerned. 
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ARTICLE XVII 

Expenses 

1. The Requesting state shall bear all expenses arising 

out of the translation of documents and the transportation of 

the person sought from the place of the extradition proceedings 

to the Requesting state. Notwithstanding any law to the con­

trary, the Requested state shall bear all other expenses aris­

ing out of the request for extradition and the proceedings . 

2. The Requested state shall make no pecuniary claim 

against the Requesting State arising out of the arrest, deten­

tion, extradition proceedings and surrender of a person sought 

under this Treaty • • ARTICLE XVIII 

scope of Application 

This Treaty shall apply to offenses committed before or 

after the date this Treaty enters into force, provided that 

extradition shall not be granted for an offense committed 

before the date this Treaty enters into force which was not an 

offense under the law of both contracting parties at the time 

of its commission • • ARTICLE XIX 

Ratification, Entry into Force and Termination 

1. Th i s Treaty shall be ratified and the instruments of 

ratif i cation shall be exchanged in Dublin as soon as possible. 

2. This Treaty shall enter into force thirty days af t er 

the exchange of the instruments of ratification. 

·:-. ·.::-· • · 1·-
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3. This Treaty shall terminate and replace any bilateral 

extradition agreement in force between the United states and 

Ireland. 

4. Either contracting Party may terminate this Treaty by 

giving written notice to the other contracting Party at any 

time, and the termination shall become effective six months 

after the date of receipt of such notice. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the respective plenipotentiaries have 

signed this Treaty. 

DONE in duplicate at Washington this thirteenth day of 

July, 1983. 

() 
FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

C 

POR THE GOVERNMENT OF 
IRELAND: 
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