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Unionists join
for anti-Forum

propaganda

THE Official Unionists and the
DUP announced yesterday that
!heE were sending representatives
to Brit

Europe to put forward Unionist
opposition to the proposals
contained in the report of the New
Ireland Forum.

DUP deputy leader Mr Peter
Robinson and Mid-Ulster MP Rev.
William McCrea left Belfast yes-
terday morning to bring copies of
the party’s response to the Forum,
entitled: “The Unionist Case —
the Forum Report Answered” to
Congressmen, Senators and State
Department officials in
Washington.

DUP chief whip, Mr Jim
Allister, said in Belfast yesterday
that it was *“‘absolutely vital that
Unionists realise there is now
going to be launched an inter-
national campaign by
Republicanism to try and force
ln'sgu unity down the throats of
Ulster Unionists.” He said part of
the Unionist counter-offensive
would involve a propaganda cam-
paign in every place where Forum
politicians went with their pro-
muh, starting with the Foreign

inister, Mr Barry, in the United
States.

The DUP also issued their
document at Westminster yester-
day afternoon and party leader
Rev. Ian Paisley will launch it in
Strasbourg next week.

Meanwhile, Offical Unionist
leader Mr Jim Molyneaux was
meeting the Northern Ireland
Secretary Mr Prior in London
yesterday afternoon. According to
party secretary Mr Frank Millar at
a Belfast press conference yester-
day morning Mr Molyncaux would
be arguing that now the Forum
report was out of the way, the
way was clear for discussion of
the Official Unionist blueprint for
administrative devolution, pub-
lished last week.

Also in London yesterday were
Orange Order leader Rev. Martin
Smyth, MP, and North Down

‘Asscmblyman Mr Robert

McCarthy, QC, who were address-
ing the Conservative Party’s
Northern Ireland backbench
committee of the Forum report
and the Official Unionists’ devolu-
tion pro Is.

Next Tuesday Mr Millar and the
chairwoman of the OUP party
Executive Mrs Hazel Bradford
will also fly to the United Siates.
Mr Millar said they would be

ain, the United States and’

telling American politicians —
including the ‘Friends of Ireland’
g;aup, and the media, that the
ficial Unionists devolution pro-
s addressed, in a way the
orum report did not, ‘‘the com-
ﬂlcxity and difficulties of the
orthern Ireland situation and the
question of what is possible and
what is not Possible within North-
ern Ireland.’
lee satnltl! the Official l'Unionésts
an, with its proposals for a Bill
of Rights and recognition of Irish
cultural activities, showed “a
degree of flexibility and
%;ncros;}” and that eventually
the SDLP would have to recogni
thedy wauld “have to come
and seek an accommodation and
an arrangement within Northern
Ireland.”

Mrs Hazel Bradford
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-HISTORIC REPORT

RE was something highaninded about the
deliberations of the Forum. It wag exhaustive in
the walter of written submissions it took, in the
sconomic analysis it provided snd in the warning that
shines out through every page of the document that the
North could stide into a chasm of violence and economic
stagnation ¥ something is not done, and done quickly,
by the party with the prime power and responsibility
for the area — the British government.

The Forum will be seen as a mark on the scawall
of history at which the constitutional nationalist tide
swept up to a bigher polmt than had hitherto been
achieved gince the present Northern troubles began.

It wag s pity, therefore, that the Report has
produced something of an Irish stew-type of reaction in
the short term.

In Dubkn, the initial reaction after Mr. Haughey's
press conference was that he had gone for an emphasis
of his own on the Report, as though he was displeased
with ‘the federal and joint sovereignty proposals.
Ironically, in Belfast, the Undonists, in rejecting the
Report, argued that it wes too much a “Haughey
document”,

Later in the evening, the significance of the British
government's gpeedy reply began to sink in. And the
Forum leaders themselves, still iater in the day, were at
pains to emphasise that the document was the
domg:lx;t, that everyone had signed it and that it spoke
for itseH.

The central point is that it will be for the Govern-
ment to act on the Forum's Report. Normal politics are
now resumed.

The Forum has dome its work and it is for the
Government of the Republic to make the best
formulation it cen on the basis of that work to the
other sovereign government involved, that in Londomn.

The main emphasis in the Forum’'s Report is,
unquestionably, on the options of a unitary state. It
sedd:

“ The particular structure of political unity which
the Forum will wish to see established is a unitary state,
achieved by agreement and consent, embracing the
whole island of Ireland and providing guarantees for
the protection and preservation of the Uniomist and
Nationalist identities.”

The Report subsequently went into the options of
a federal/confederel state and of joint authority in some
depth, but it is fairly dear which of the three options
carried most favour. However, at this stage, obviously,
nothing is ruled out.

As has been sald before, the Forum was In_effect
2 case where the Irish would propose and the British
could dispose, and this still remaing to be the case. It
wouid be a pity if an impression that the parties o the
Forum were not united could be viewed in London as &
reason for disposing other than in a productive and
positive fashion of the Forum’s Report.

In fact, despite some eritical potes, there were
rather reassuring nuances in the London statement that
this may not be the case, but we shall see.

Let it be said, in condusion, as we said at the
outset, that there was something high-minded about the
Forum's dekberations. The chairman, Dr. Colm O
hEocha, deserves some credit for this, as do the four
party leaders. And the Forum, spart from whatever
may come of it eventually, will always be remembered
for having brought the bishops to testify before it.

Let us hope that all the hopes and the efforts that

went into it will yield something positive. The work was
good and deserves to be seen as such.
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The dead of Ulster deserve a better hearing than
they are likely to get, even after the publication of the
New Ireland Forum report, .
Who, indeed, remembers them? Who remembers
- the Reverend Parker and his 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
slaughterings of the last fourteen years? All the dark and
bloody days are soon forgotten — except by the families
of the dead and the maimed.
And who will be left to mourn some of the people
reading this ver¥ report, who will be dead in perhaps a
few days or a few weeks? That is what the Forum is
about in the first instance. To strive to put an end to the
feuding and the hatred and the resort to arms, when
" what is needed is dialogue and understanding of each
other, and perhaps, in the end, a real coming together.

~ It has been said plainly enough in the report and
decently enough and with some generosity and — more
— with a measure of humility.

% % E

€ .

The Taoiseach went to some lengths yesterday to
stress that this was not a plan, it was an agenda, and a
necessarily inoomlslete aﬁenda bﬁ( its very nature. For it
was the voice, only, 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 comprises something like three-
quarters of the people on the island.

For the first time, that Ireland has put its mind to
the %oblem and perhaps for the first time has studied
the Unionist dilemma thoroughly rather than arguing
with it. It has even shown some understanding of the
Unionist stance and has striven to see how it could be
accommodated with the views of the rest of the people in

For the first time, too, this is an Irish initiative and
one which has been worked on for almost a year with
complete devotion b{ the pick of the four mainstream
Nationalist parties. It deserves serious consideration,
though the first response of Mr Prior is hardly
encouraging.

* % %

o
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No one believes that Ireland stands very high on the
British list of priorities, but this document forecasts,
soberly, convincingly, the possibly y decline of the
North into complete anarchy if constitutional politics fails
soorR to bring peace. ‘“Every act of murder and
violence,” says the r;gort, “makes a just solution more
difficult to achieve. The dgrcatest threat to the paramili-

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.” i

Yet, the report says, 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 are not of

.the Nationalist tradition.

" There is more positive thinking in this document
abeut 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.

E * * !

.- The Taoiseach. said yesterday that the members of
the Forum had lifted their eyes to new horizons. This is
how the report puts it: “Society in Ireland as a whole
comprises a wider diversity of cultural and political
traditions than exists in the South, and the constitution
and laws of a new Ireland must accommodate these

.social and political 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
a starry-e‘y;ed. But this line of thought is not new.
omas Davis had it. Its general tendency is part of the
separatist canon, though perhaps neglected or forgotten
in the last decades.

But the main message 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 tood for thought which the British Government
cannot afford to overlook. Unionists reading it — if
many do — will find a commendable earnestness which
is not always shown by politicians.

~This then is the contribution 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
Engl_ sllrll?all sincerity. Can Unionists match it? Or the
nty
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and understanding

THE first thing to be ‘said about the long-
awaited report of the New Ireland Forum is
that the type of consensus which has been
reached must come as a relief te everyone
who had feared, only a short time ago, that
such agreement might not have been possi-
bie. Not only has this been achieved, but the
document presented yesterday is a very
powerful one, offering not omly a firm
recommendation, but several equally cogent
alternatives, all of which, of course, must be
given the most intense consideration. Blunt-
ly, what has happened here is that, insofar as
the Nationalist community is concerned, the
rancours of history have been set aside in the
interest of the whole island. For the first time
gince the foundation of the State, all the
parties have come together to try to find a
common solution to the most pressing
problem of this century. What must now be
-#sked 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 achieved.
“Britain too, must recognise that she can
no tlonger allow the Northern agony to
continue without making the most intense
efforts to bring it to an end. Bearing in mind
the dismal failure of earlier initiatives, there
may be an’ understandable reluctance in
London to move 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 the fact that this initiative is ‘

both historic and unique; that the members of
the Forum have made the most sustained and
intensive effort to arrive not only at consen-
sus about what should be done, but have
adduced the sort of recommendations on
which a final selution can be based, no matter
what final option is chosen. In short, the vast
majority 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 have 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 society free from fear and
bigotry, free from mutual suspicion and
mistrust. They represent, of course, what Dr.
FitzGerald frankly described as a Nationalist
analysis. In the circumstances of Irish
history and Irish reality, they could scarcely
beotherwise. But having said this, they also
represent, in the most unambiguous terms, a
total recognition of the traditions, fears and
difficulties of the Unionist community.
People reading this report may well quibble
about some of its contents; they may well
point to the enormous problems to be
overcome. But nobody reading it can truthful-

Iy say that it is mot a dotument of total
honesty, of total commitment, of total dedica-
tion to the ideal of a peaceful solution to the
grievous problem besetting this island. .
! * What the Nationalist community is now
Lylng to Ireland and to the world at large is
that they, as a cohesive body, are ready to
eommunicate with those of the other tradi-
tion which must and will be respected. There
will, of course, be detractors; we have seen
and heard some of them already, those people
who are unwilling to accept any vestige of
change which does not restore to them total
fomination of one section of the community
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 proven absolutely futile over and
pver again. But there will also be those who
Will see in it the only alternative to the sort of
chaos that has been wreaking havoc with life
on both sides of the Border. Since this is
above all, a document of hope, we can b
hope that it will provide the necessa
inspiration to all to realise that there must be
‘change, that things simply cannot be permit-
ted to continue as they are.

Ultimately, it all comes back to the people
who can do most to ensure that the ideals and
inspiration of this report are translated into
action - the British Government. If they fail to
be swayed, if they fail to move, if they fail to
encourage progress, then not only will
constitutional politics have taken a hammer-
ing, but the way will be open to the men with
the bombs and the bullets and the greasy path
to total anarchy will be even more slippery. It
would be foolish to pretend that there are no
problems. Even in terms of simple economics,
the implementation of any of the suggested
alternatives would, for instance, pose the
gravest difficulties for the Republic, espe-
cially in this time of serious recession. But
the point is that the problems have 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 bonest,
generous and realistic. Everywhere it en-
courages reconciliation, mowhere does it
advocate even the remotest form of compul-
sion. Of its very nature, it demands from
people on all sides of the divide the sort of
generosity of heart and mind which the
report itself epitomises. Without this, there
can be no progress; with it, the possibilities
are limitless. We can but hope and urge that
everybody will read this report for them-
selves and form their own judgments, rather
than allow themselves to be influenced by
people who would wish to misrepresent it for
their own ends. We are on the edge of a new
era offering new and even exciting opportuni-
ties. These cannot be grasped if people choose
the worst option of all — to do nothing.
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gives
brief

report

From David McKittrick,
London Editor

THE British Cabinet yesterday
had a short preliminary giscussion
on the report of the New Ireland
Forum at its mormal Thursday
morning meeting. according to
rcliable sources in Whitehall.

The Northern Ireland Secretary,
Mr Prior, gave the Prime Minister,
Mrs Thatcher, and other Cabinet
members a brief rundown of the
contents of the report and his
general approach to it.

His intention is understood to
be to consider the report in detail
over the next week or so and to
make a detailed response to it
later this month. Later, he envis-
ages opening talks with the Irish

vernment on some aspects of
the report. :

It is believed that there was no
substantive discussion .of the
report at yesterday's Cabinet
meeting. Mr Prior had not written
anf' briefing papers for his Cabinet
colleagues before its publication.
and it seems likely now that he
will present them with his con-
sidered analysis of the report. and
his plans on how to react to it, in
some weeks’ time. :

The Government has alread
decided to make time for a full
debate on the report, and this is
tentatively scheduled to take place
after the European elections in
mid-June. The Labour leader, Mr
Neil Kinnock, yesterday pressed
the Leader of the House, Mr John
Biffen, to make Government time
available for a debate. Mr Biffen
replied that he would of course
give the matter consideration.

One interesting piece of inform-
gtion is that Mr Kinnock had
decided to put down a motion
declaring his party’s commitment
to Irish unity by consent, and to
impose a three-line whip. thus
requiring all Labour MPs to vote
for it. He has, however, been

crsuaded by leaders of the

orum é)anies not to do this. They

believed that doing this might
force the Conservatives into vot-
ing against, and thereby “turn the
issue into a party dispute.

The Liberal leader, Mr David
Stecl, is to visit Belfast later this
month and may go on to Dublin.
He can be expected to give his
response to the Forum at that

ltaﬁ.
e Prime Minister yesterday
passed up an opportunity to refer
to the Forum in the mmons.
Unionist MP Mr James Kilfedder,
who is Speaker of the Northern
Ireland Assembly, asked her at
PM’s Question Time to deal with
the Forum’s allegations that
Britain was responsible for a
litical vacuum in Northern Ire-
nd, and urge the SDLP to take
their seats.

Mrs Thatcher merely replied
that those who were elected to the
Assembly could freely express
their views there as they werc
lected to do.
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From AIDAN HENNICAN in LONDON

THE British Prime Minister, Mrs. Thatcher, in her first public statament on the report of the
New Ireland Forum yasterday, promised “‘a pretty rigorous, Intsliectual inspection” of the
document but, at the same timo, rejected some of its proposals as “umplishc" and likoly to
hu “enarmous repercussions for the people of Northern freland.”

Intarviewed on the BBC

radlo ‘Qroir:nn;m:h ':he World

' hwever that Britain was
 "eonstantly, dcsperately, try-

ing to find a solution”, ard
gonceded that a solution
eould mot be achieved by
Britain -alone. “There is an
Irish sspect to “this™ she

8frx Thatcher, during the
hmﬂn reemphasised  the
@sterminstion of ber govere-
ment to s'apd by the constitu-
tional guarantce for Northern
recallcd  the
orthern Secretary, Mr. Jim
'P“r:ors eatlier mtﬁdmh ub:‘u;
report, espociaily, “it’
foric : imenyion™.

" The interviaw was on g duv

when reporis wers eirculatinz
2 London that Mr. Yrior was
adout to make another direct
. bd to get all eonstitutionally
olected parties back inlo the
Nonhtrn lnlmd Assembly,

zul presumahly, for
otved guvermment.
ﬂn Thatcher. when ques.
tidoed on these peporty,
sppeared to favour the ldea

Sbe paid thet ¥ the nmatiomal:
Ist partiex wanted to sttend
there was sn “open 20d ready
!orum Ior lhc-m Commenting

@ M. Thatcher . . .

seeking a solution,

8be then added #hat Britain
way bound by the prmiom ot
$he British puarantee to
people ~of Northers lnhnd
sl they would remais Britixh
Goless “thyy cowvent 1o Raviny
& &ifferenl attanzement’’.

“Natoratly | have bean wor
ried about trying to get an jm-
provement 0 the seCunty
situalic:, and getting a more
pracefW) poiltcal system iIn
Nqn.hn}a JJrelapd,” she  de-

- these

.
PR

we wiil g0 on tylng
T atcher thlh
tho orthern

Ireland, nltf‘ said the aitiation
could pot go on for ever. They
bad to come to some arradee-
ment that would suit perple.
8he added: “You can't én it
by being Epgxlish or Britsd
um&h There is so Irish nrt"t

¥hen she was atked :‘md
the alternatives put farwass dy’
the Forum, she recslled what
Mr. Prior bag said in Ms state

. meot, mamely, that in many

¢ases wome parts of that Ferum
report wers (olilly wdacecp:-
sble, particularly the Nistogic

éimension.
valiy, he weleomed
eertalp things, and so do L, a

[ nt‘

i

uw condembation of vialence. -

Bhe also recalled thst Nr.
Prior had said that the solution
of all the nationalixt pares
wha took part in that Forum
war simplictic, and would have
epormous  repercussions for

le in Northern lrelapd. as

ritain  was bound the
guaranige for Northern lrnluc.

“Of course, we plwayz have
to Jook 81 any pew ideas amn
give them 8 pretty rigorous in-
tellectual inspection because
Oue D constantly, resperaiedy
ryiog to find 3 solution W
roblems to try to ttap
the viclence @0 the security
forces in Northern Ireland and

An tha asanle »Ff Wnthrow
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Thatcher accepts
need for new
move on North

-By David McKittrick, London Editor
THE BRITISH Prime Minister, Mrs Thaicher, yesterday delivered a mixed
verdict on the report of the New Ireland Forum, describing its
recommendations as “really rather simplistic” while at the same nmc
Jeclaring herself ready to look at any new |de{
Sbe rejected some parts
of the report, particylarly
its Instor cal section, as
“totally unaoceptablc" but
added that she ed
and welcomed other

aspects, in  particular .
- ‘condemnation of vrolemiq

In sum, her st, which
wat given {8 BDC radio imter-
vicw rdsy, wmy gimilar %0

that of ber Northern lreland secre-
:z'w Prior. Although she said
Britain was bound by

smajor intenvicw oo MV's “Week-
end World™ progrumme. while the
Jrish Ambessador to Britain, Mr
Noel Dorr, took part in a

commercial sedio show ia

Off icial sonrcea\ycnerdll
d ax “» bt over the top
one British nc\npn T report that
M: Pror plaos W launch » poliv-
¢al imitistive, possible with three
Nty — 8 Bew power-
shating  devolved goveramemt
~ asthotity by sod
Over some arcss swh g5
sccurity, and g joint Anglo-lrish
_purlmmentary council
Anothet Fepon. that Mr Prior is
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:[mmm. y?: ook ! the numbers
- people securit
who bave ﬂwzwthm‘ bm‘ov this,

stion of the report.
- The Teciteach, i bhis “Woek-
1 ond World” interview, stremsed

Dr FiaGerald was questioned
eatemively by bhis Interviewer,
Rrian of jo

a R q R
of joint auvthority aad joint
sovereigaty arc differest.
Ovviously, you could have l'ml
govereignly stuauon .
Swerally, the sovercignty was
shared oqually. Mt -wd cortainly
b wmoal. almogt unprecedented
@ international ssme, Bul you
sould have thut ™ - ’

The Tooiscach sald one wey s
which joist suthoriyy could be
exercited could be, vith Brinin
reiginiog Its sovercignmiy.
“Altermatively, you could have
Joint authority excrcised with
u‘wcn-ipuy x«! in the United

ingdom at prescnt time — o
o s futwre Irnh State. U there
were comscmt 0 a change of
soversigaty on the pent ol e

of Noitbein Rreland ™

; g the detalls of joint
sathonty . which he described as o
co;-gl:na apeculative ares, Dr
FizGenuld said that perhaps the
mont difficuls blem of all
relation 90 such sn arrangement
was that of who should resolve
@lsputes and have the final say. 1
énra have sn amwer W that =
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Thatcner accepts.
‘an Irlsh aspect’ |

From NICHOLAS LEONARD

N HER llm pnb!lc com.
ment on the New [reland
Forum e British prime
lmll.ar 1s. Thatcher nadc
k plain &mrday hat she

A Ten awmert™ in. soiing

in soiving

m problems of Northern

‘: ;u clear, mcwr'.‘mt

pot yet ag te-
eal Jher own opinion om
:vh krtc ben ’rl:w tor-
we

And she streised om BAC
Radio’s World idis Vuckcnd
that the British goverment
was bonnd b; the goaranteas
to the people of Notthern Ire-
and gnd they remain British
uoless they consent to g dif-
ferent prrspngement”.

The prestigious [TV p

. Weekend Wor.
anid Jeyterday that it A
baen peliably iInformed ot
the Britiseh Cabive:-is sym-
patbetic to the idea of joint
authority over the North, -

The political editor of the
Observer reported that Mr
Peior, the Northern lrdud
mwigisier, s “deterthined so
us¢ the Forum report o
lsvoch a major mew pn. sitlepl
ﬁlmuu jn the ptovince”.

would bs “putiine doth
%is reputation and hi po‘lu.
¢af ecareer on thg line.™

Mrs. Thatcher was asked
ad%out this report om BBC
sedio yesterday.

She avoided snswerlpg the

quettion directly but pointed
out thar M:. Prior bad been

£ & .j, 3.
Mrx. Margaret Vhatcher -

rasponsibla for creating the
Worthern Ireland Assenbly,
which i3 “ap opea and rsady
Forum™ for the mationalists
if tbey wisk o atiend it

Sae reicrated the ‘:nnn
tee to the puajority he

"they remuin
spless they fonsent
to havise a different arrange-
ment”

SMPUSTIC T
She sald that when she
conriders thea members of

the security forces who bave
given their lives and the
number of desths gad the
terrorism, she thinks “this
eannot go on forever There-
fore we mwst find »0Ome-
thing. |

“Of course, Jooking ag the
sityation, any gavercman: i
golng o go om trying o
comne g B llmumnt
which will suf: people. You
unt do lt b being English

r British aleme. nm B
rish aspcct to this”
Ashed gbout the Porum

raport, Mrs. Tbatcher Tve-
Flicd “You hurd what Jim
rlor said 8 Statement,
In my cases, goDV
ﬂrts o! that Forvm report
were wnac mbl
mﬂcnbﬂy irs  hhtorie
ensions. Equaily be wsk

comed curtsip things and so
Go I - a total condermns-
h‘on of violence. .

“Mr. Prior sald the oolo--
tiont of all the natiopalist

rties who took part ja thet

orum wore simpitstic and
- wonld have ononnou raper-
cuisions peonle I
Nor:lum lu!and and we are

the guaraptes for
thc \ogt $

*Df course we dvmx:e
to lo;t‘ at nyﬂ n
ve them @ orous
teNlectual :%petgmm be-
causa ome I constantls, des-

o
sides of the commuaity.
*“But we have got to have
some Belp from all of the
tople n Nonber- Ireland.
‘e have got h
The Kca of 1 suthority
was endorsed by the Susday |
Tim- -estendsy “Sovereignty
orer "pr'h i for
salg but jotnt  sutborl
counld De weory helpful M
seant real vo-operation fa
matters of securdy.”



IRISH PRESS
7 MAY 1984

Cabinet welcomes
- British respense

Ay MISH PRESS Politleal Corncponacm.
f).AN O'ROURKE
GQOVERNMENT soutces last tright welcomed
the assertion by the British Prime Minister,
Mra. Thateher, that there is “an Irish aspect™
h ﬂndin a avlution in Northerp lreland. as

r oonfession thet you cap't do it

l;m beln; Faglish ¢or British alape.”
rs. Thatcher's tomments, ia ¢ BBC futer
. visw, were interpreted jn Dublin ax beipg in
Jipe with an Jmporiant pdmission in Britsin's
Jirst’ reaction to the Forum repori of the
used to face up t0 the teeliags of alienation

. smyomg Nortbern nstionalists.

Ittn'bnc. the Yaoiseach, Dr. FiuGenld,

yortorday ruicd out 3 mpecsl yummit ment
ing with Mr3. Thatcher in the nesr futurc’:

. dlscuss the forum report. and
‘gtead, the owoils of estadlis

common
ground througn “lesg dramatic channels™.

The earlimst digscussinns between the Wwo
leaders on the repoct are likely to be at an
jnformal meeting duning the mext & -
sumimit in Pariz st the eud of June.

An Angio.frish summit will oot be held
anty the auvtumn aud will de preceded by
intensive work at diplomatie level, as well 1
discussiops between the Norihern Setretary,

. Mr. Prior, aod the Munmister for Fareign
Aftairs, Mr. Barry. .






Yorur

By David McKittrick, London Editor

THE NEW lrclangd Forum report receives
extentive coverege 3 Lhe seriols Diiteh
paaspedwer pd some ol dhe ctpayt
rapens vosicoda¥, atiracting 2 SIpruing
zenoal of fucourstiv cormoent. ¢

Aalthoueh dirost o pepers were coitid
oF Al leml same espeets Of e repod,
prosicily every one acoepled #s ceriral
arpement thet the sitzation @n the North
wee geipersie &l could beoome even
moce dafigerves ogless 2 owjor inillathe 15
tihea.

Ir. sicir news ooveage e papens teadsd
3 give promincoce o the ontizal reactiod
& "he Norhern Jecland Secretary, whos:
response was variously dusribed #3 2
rebuff, = snub and ncar boeuity. @nd ukso
o e perccived spint netwoee Fiunae Fail
sof e other Fonun pertics.

Dt ore of she st acizhic [Csleres

win ahe sSeer vobamne of spaae dosated 10|

the toports The Timey ans Gairdien boik
ceosizd o as cheir ewsia story, with e
fortasr e givine it sbmost 3 haif-puge

in-ice the papsr zpJ the laller devoing u

fuld page 10 us conienls.

The Daity Tclegreph an the story oo
the front page amd pwve it holf o pae
igs.de, while Ve Fucacial Times coverige
w0 corsidosbic.

Oz paticalay striling asticle could be

THE IRISH TIMES
4 May 1984

found in the ngkt-wing Dally Express,
whose featuned columaist, George Gule,
wrote: It is Mrs thuicher’s duty — since
it direciiv tavolves tae poveming of part of
ke Lhtzd kicgdom, it coula be s4id 0 be
ber paromonat &4ty 10 eddress horsell with
w! the coesi decable vigour of her miad and
will 12 Uhter's cenditton and o its (ature
state.”

Mr Gale said ihat the gise of Sinn Fein
meaag that brs Thascher could pot peglect
Yreland. B¢ added: “the Protestants of the
North, who coald hive joiced the Forum
bt dedined, will Jo their koadest and
dannedest 0 denoznce the report.

“The mo-l vehement unionists wilkin .

the Tory Parly. ocoavenicatly forgetting
thar Tory ucionism is Scoaish, mot Irish,
will shout atout sk intcgrity of the Urited
sonddom, Mr Booca Powell, who wents
fils o integrate Ulster — an esseclially
forsiga bod; politic — ine the British
poitical body, will scatkingly indict it

“[ beg Mrs Thutcher not 0 heed this
clamour. ] beg ber insicad to read, mark
and learn {rom the report. 1 beg her 10
concenirate her mind and energies upon

ber Inab peodleom.”
pMr Gule cuccleded thet the federal

cpiion was tae only uae l;&ecl( 2 survive
- 4 wnilary Statec wes a ceclpe fur givid
war, and joint wvcrci,g‘my world turn out
to be & “dog’s dioncr.” '

The maost pro-foram cditorial of all came
in Tke Financial Times. It said the report
“deserves and uaquulificd welcome from
all those who want a peaccful solutlon to
the losh question.™

Descnbing i¢ a5 4 major departure from
th: nationaalist rhinkini of the past, the
ﬁaper said Irish unity, though still the gow,

ad become a dislant aspirstion rather
than an imwediate palitical aim — *“reality
has ralken over.”

Tie editorial said it wes essential that
there should be a positive British res-
porse, asd concluled: “No Britsh pelicy
will get anywhere if ot is helf-hearted and
low on the political agenda. Mrs Thatcher
bas an opportunity denied 1o almost all her
predecessors. She skould make an Irish
sctilement @ priority for the next four
years.” .

The Daily Telegraph, on the other bang,
cescribed 2 unitary Staie or  jedera]
arrasgement as “wholly unacceptable,™
but then, in 8 major surprise, did noi ruic
avut the joint authority idea.

i concluded: If jcint autherity could
be reimerpreted 1o mean a great espansion
of co-operation between Landon and Dub-
En (even (o some cxeent institalionalised)
but in no way meoacing Ulster's place in
the Kingdom, something might be

The Times camied the most critical

ushers in reality, says British press

editorial, describing the Forum report as
“the same essence in a aow botde™ B
declarcd: ™It is ao cxtraordinary propasi-
tion that is being suggested o the Lintish
Goverament, It s in cffoct bemg asked to

- tell clase on a miliion of is citizens that

they and the rest of (ke Kingdom would be~
better off if the province of which the
toasitiute 8 substantial mioority were
ceced 10 the neighbouring lSaete. and that
they are to are lhcmselves to agree to
;‘;a{m E mpr:lg:ﬁgi:nce they arc flﬁﬂ! 1o
rewin for one they have a loathing o

Nouoctheless, ho editorial “ends: “The
(Forum's) casc deservchy exumination
?L:‘[uzc dismissal, pnd we shall retums (o

The Guanfizn, which hus traditicnaliy
been sympathetic to Irish  nationalism,
desceibes the Forum report as o powerfed,
chalenging and refeesbingly bank critique
of Briush crisis manugement in Neshera
Ireland. It said: “The Forum is courteous,
if firm, in its disapproval of British actions
pust and peesent.

“Possibly fzclund’s own faiings need an
equally courtcous, if fism, exposdure. The
Forum's report is an offer, g3 we reud it,
to star? 2gain where Uoyd George and de
Valera made thelr mistakes, And that is an
offer which should be gratefully
accepted.” .. '
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. part agreement

-THE ¥FORUM rcpoert re-
ceived Editeria! comment in
simost all . the muin British
newspapers most of them
. nding out @c oprion of &
- Vigpdier Traland in the nenr

futnra  bat  saviug  the

drcainent could lemd to

dinlogat between the Briush
and Irish Governments.

The Flauncial Tiwes gives

" the Forum tepdrt an uyp-

q‘nlliﬂed welcome epd mays-
N

though it does pot effer
a oset formula, it 5 @
major departurs from che
Nationalist thinking of the
ﬂ“l

In many ways, &ccording
to the finmdﬁl Tl‘m
k,o_:arl X a or 3
“The Irigh ’m:timdoul
pationalist have put thelr
.set together and are mow
to Britais sad te

1t Is esscnuial that the re.
sponse should be positise.”
. ™pn the Forum the glevied
'k'ldﬂ't of Irish magionalism,
N and South, bave an-
? g6 at proturing whet
Shelr  grandfathers  and
fathers failed to procure,
“Irish wvalfication la 3 eon-
_ditloa  of Tndcpendence,”
_says the Londan L.

* The Times on: *The

on the
3 consent Dy
peuple of Nortbern Ireland
of whom the majority b
snlonist, ¢ both a2 moral
-and & practical jodgemeatl”™
Drspite the headline ~An
."It:l‘}g ;Khw:lc". the Dally
. re ves a grodping
‘welcome to the Report. It
.says the only optivh which
Jgud be given any sorr of
consideration is the proposal
_of joint British Irish suthor-
Ry over the North :

W be
Do ‘ot

m .

goes
..lndgement that lrish ualty ia”
had

the

British Pressin *

TR Report - provides’ &

c¢hxlicnging, If not ex-
Nauctive, gerles of jdeas for.
ending the ‘distrexs’ eof
*Nurtheru lreland. says the
Guardian. The analyaix i3 in
part familiar, in pan “re-
freshinz!ly  fraok.”  The

poti:n that there Is nothing
‘that exn be done smbuut
Northern Ireland, has

hecome central to  British
politics. smys the Guardian
and it 8 a daogerous mnd:
defeatist motlon which hag
elisted since the collapse of
SunningJale.

The Dally Express st
, that It will bs difficult for
© Mre. Thatcher to elsim w0
interest in  fresh politicsl
thinking from Dublin, “She
sbould — and no doudt will
— cumsider the point ralsed
{n the Report . . . It would
bs whally wrong to start sr- .
ranging tha destiny of the
Rritish citizens of Northers
Ireland over thelr beads.
Aad to its credit, the
Forum recognises this, just
& it acknowledger the.
atrm’:h of British fealing
within tha Protestant popu.
m"- = - - -



Yankees v: the Irish

ONE OF the great wor-
ries which confronted
all of those who took
part in the wor kof the
New Ireland Forum was
the fear that efter the
work had been com-
pleted, either the whole
process would be mis-
understood, or the point
of the entire exercise
missed by those to
whom the report was
largely aimed — the
British government and
public.

For those of us in-
volved in the Forum, our
task was long-range, not
instant. There was always
the danger that the
nature of what the Forum
was about would not be
fully understood.

What the Forum was
doing was trying to pro-
vide a new framework,
within which the prohlem
of Northern Ireland could
be examined afresh.
Within that there would
be certain key elements,
including a nationalist an-
alysis of ¢the problem; an
assessment of past
policies; an attempt to
understand the mind and
fears of the Unionists; a
hard-nosed assessment of
the economic costs, both
of division and of any
possible solution; a series
of ideas as to how the
problems could best be
tackled, and an ex-
amination of  possible
structures within which it
could be tackied.

Maurice Manning on the implic ations of the Forum report

¢

We saw the Forum
report as 2 package which
was not a final answer,
but which would provide
a basis wupon which
serious dialogue could
begin and which would
fill the vacuum which has
characterised Northern
politics since Sunningdale.

Straight away it must
be said that from the per-
spective of the British
media, the work of the

Forum has been wunder- .

stood, has been taken ser-
iously, and for the most
part, has received
thoughtfu! and syms
pathetic analysis. .

Indeed, it is a long time
since the whole gquestion
of Anglo-Irish rpelations
has beert taken so ser-
iously by the British
media.

Not surprisingly
perhaps, the most en-
thusiastic endorsement of
the Forum’s work came
from The Guardian, which
has always been sym-
pathetic to the Southern
predicament with regard
to the North, For a start,
that paper endorsed the
Forum's overriding sense
of urgency, and attacked
a notion, apparently
deeply entrenched in Brit-
ish politics, “that there is
nothing one can do about
Northern Ireland”.

“It is”, said The Guar-
dian, "“a dangerous and
defeatist notion which
came to full flower during

. Harold Wiison's

.

'

Prime Ministecship, when
he allowed' ‘th¢

built edifice o ning-
dale to collapse under the
Protestant workers' strike.
Now ought ta be the time
'to get rid of this notion",

Significantly too, The .

Guardian differs from the
official British response to
the “Forum's enalysis of
British policy in the
North. That analysis had
proved unacceptable to
Mr, Prior, but according
to The Guardian, what
,the Forum has produced
is “a powerful critique of
British crisis management
in 'Northern Ireland and a
challenging, if not ex-
haustive, ' series of ideas
for ending the . Prowince's
distress. The analysis is in
part familiar, in part re-
freshingly frank®”,

The Guardian, however,
has little time for the
Forum's preferred ‘'solution
of a unitary state, and

would have oreferred to-

see us being @ little more
frank about our own fail-

ings in the past, but feels, ’

however, on balance that
the case made by the
Forum *so cogently” re-
quires to be taken totally
seriously and sees no
reason why 'seriou.s
dialogue must not begin.
Very encouraging too
for the members of the
Forum was the attitude
taken by The Financial
Times, which In recent
times, had been advocats
Y adventurous

change of heart by the
British in thair attitude te
both Anglo-Irish relations
and to the problem of
Northern Ireland.

Like The Guardian, The

Fisanecial Times is en. '

thusjastic about what the
Forum  has " * achieved.
Perhaps most importantly
of all, from ths long-term
point of view, it shares
the Forum's view of the
responsibility and of the
possibilities of the British
govermment: “It is in-
comparable the most
powerful presence on the
stages if it chooses to use
ity power. The opportunity
is now nipe. It is to
Britain to pick it up from
there.”

Nobody on the Forum
could have asked for a
more positive response
than that, and comlng
from The Financial Times,
it is certain to be listened
to by many in Whitehall
and Westminster.

This { position. is
strengthened even further
when that paper urges the
British Government: not
to place Northern Ireland
low on the political
agenda, and even puts a
timescale, and urges Mrs,
Thatcher to make an Irish
Settlement a priority for
the next four years.

The Times is less en-
thusiagtic and looks coldly
at the practical reality of
a united Ireland as con-
tained in the Forum. It

sces little incentive for
the British Government to
embark on a radical
change. but it does con-
cede that the case made
by the Forum deserves at
the very least serlous con-
sideration.,

It is on the extreme
right that the surprises
begin., In the past, The
Daily Telegraph would
limpishly bave dismissed
any ideas from the Re-
public, or zny discussion
of Northern Ireland from
the Republic as Im-
pertinent and without any
moral or political
justification, But now,
even The Dally Telegraph
takes the Forum seriously,
and sees a certaln merit
in the Ideas on Jjoint
authority. That in itself s
an enormous advance.

But gerhaps most sur.
prising of all is the re-
action of The Dally
Express, which has so
often been mindlessly
negative and dismissive of
Dublin's role. It also sees
some merit to the report,
and wurges the British
government to re-think its
own policy, while In that
same paper the influential
George Gael urges funda-
mental and radical re-
thinking on the British
government,

So all in all then, the
members of the Forum
cannot  complain  that
they were ignored or their
purpose misunderstood.
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Dol o

CTION W the New Ire-
Forum Repori in yes-
terdhy's British newspapers
was mainly favourable, and
a0 article in the front page
of The Observer states that
Mz, Jim Prior is determined
%0 Jaunch a major new poli-
tieal initiative in Northem
Ireland based on the report.

Ap ehiorial under the head.
inp *A Timc To Act” In lhe
Sanday TYimes states that jnint
authority for Northern Irsiand
s sn alternative worth examio
lns.ﬁwh\le ag editorial em-
t “Ircland: A New Start”,
io The Observer, advises that
“go BPritish Goverament tan
stand idly by while extremism
gathers sircogih in Ulster”,

Jourzalist Jvap Rowan in »
meatary o the Bunday
egraph wriles lbat possidbly

the Jeast PBrilain cvas do is
" “reply with a Forum of our
“ewn, W which the Unleniss
should bmxvcn an inyitation
they ocarcoly refuse”.

The Observer's poliscal
ogitor, ‘Adam Raphael in &
freat page story reports that a

ronged  {aitiative oo
the North ix being considcred
by tbe Northern Ireland
Jeeland secretary, Mr. Priot.

The spproach  lmvoives,
Rapbael wriies, “s plap for a
pex messurs of devolved

vernmeng in Northern

tand on ilie basis of power
gharing between the communi.
tiax; joiot sutherity by London
and n"wn :ver l;l:!h lre:: l'\'
880 and possibly sgrical-
-tare, t{uluu snd tourism;
snd & jJoint Angle-jrish
parliamentary

. Anglo -

‘Britaip  huchs

couneil to -
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. British papers react

whom these wlﬂoﬂdnk Joint
authority would report’.

The ropnry ears that Mr,
Prior ts detecrmined to Jaunch
a majur imlistive byl it s
dependent on bis being able
%o persuade Mirs.
“that (he nshy of duiny
pothing are evem grearer than
tha risks of an imsftiative™.

Raphael's report venciudes:
*The Nartharn Ireland
Sscretary believes there s &
goud dual uf Toom for discus-
siens bholh (n Belfan: and
Dublhin wroucd the Forum's
svowad willingnase to dincuts
‘sther views' which wouid mot
fmply
vipce's constitutional positiod.

“This Iu’mb toat Jeolnt -
Ircland  Snstitutions
covering both the economy
spd secunly eould. play 2
sigpnificact part im any BDow
infriativa.” .

The Sunday Times aditorial
states thet Mr. Prior must
resct to the Forum “lo tha
South &s well atr the North,
lawlesnesy increasingly sup-
plants peoltiee.  The Boulh's

¢ty of slara o the rpeport “lo
deserves to be heard,” it .
states. - . -

to

Thalcher

8 cheogs In thc pro ..

‘' “indefinite

report

" as expoundsd fn’ the report

Jooks €iose to"iom sovereign-
1y, and sovereighly ever ¢
North a5 sot for sale: but

jut suthyrity could be very

Ipful 4f j1 meant real o
eperation - in  mattern of
security~rteady extredition of
suzperte terrorisis from
South to Nurih, full eommuni-
cation batwesn the two armied
pu the Border” -

i an interview with Dr.
rizGernld by Chris Ryder in
the same puge of paper. the-
Taolseach {u quoted a5 sayiog
it was lmportant to throw a
‘dish of cold water su the
question of lrish wunity. The
-Guverameut Bow had made
the gquestinn of Jrish wnity an
ream”, wrote
Ryder, sud this was also very
much welcomed by the paper's
editorial.

" Dr, FitsGerald 1 also quatcd

~»in the srtitle as saying the

-erucial thing bow was
sccemmodate the satioualistic
snd unionist jdeotities “in »
way wmdither €ap be subnr
dinate to the other”. The
Taoiseach's firmt priority was

bammer out with hix
Cabinsl a getatled policy with

which to open giscussions with

=Mr. Prior should Wov ~m_'fm‘h-

amobg the Unionist laaders o
the North and. to them thst
eir right to
decide where they belonz: hut
thay An return, they huve to
recosuise thut twoifths of the
peodle in  the North -fesl
apother Joveity, dod must be
ecut in on jocal inMfuence.”
‘The Farum _respom olfers
one altermalive worth gasmin
ing' Jeint anthority for Londun
and Dubhin in the Norih, . -
“Ihis give; Mt Prior hie
sacand apeniag. Jolat autharity

The Taoliscach wH] meet Mry.
..Thatcher in Rordeaux ag the
FEC wlks snd s summit will
foilow in the autumn, the
report says.

The Form bad put the prod-
lem of Northerm lreland:

"~ gquarely back on the political’

agenda and “that fo ItseH
must be- good, for benizn
. pezlect-of Northern Irsland has
: been the curse eof Brilsh
licy for far ton long.~ savs

- ¥he Ohserver editorial.
, < The . dangers ~ of° Going’
sothing were even greater than
of doing something. says
_hg" editorial. " And everseas
-opinfon -also Must be eon-
gidered. “If Britsip fa setn w
_ reject out of hind all passibie
_avenues of political sdvance
fhen  pressures  from  eur
Luropean \parmers and the
~United Rtales are " bound to
b:reue." the Observer states.

.};-"l’nreun" ‘ph’:l'on 'y

+ (apt since the IRA - gets most

~of s arms sod mueh of its

--finupie frvm abrusd.”,

" >The TaolseAch in ap article
. apeeially  writtes  for  the
‘Sunday Express wiresses that

~the Teport “doey bet dgmand
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. THE GUARDIAN

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 cri-
sis management in Northern Ireland and a
challenging. if not exhaustive, series of
jdcas for ending that province's distress.

Both are far too serious to receive only the -

curinudgeonly nod. The analysis is in part
familiar, in part refreshingly frank. That is
to say, the arrangements which evolved be-
tween 1820 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 unionist par-
ticipation in political structures at an all-
Ireland level. Rather, the southern state has
evolved without the benefit of unionist in-
fluence.” It is because the four constitu-
tional 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 sensibil-
ities have become dulled and despair has
.deepened, there has been a progressive
erosion of basic human values which is in
danger of becoming irreversible.”

Every Irish nationalist, and possibly
some unionjsts too, will assent to the de-
scription 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 im-
‘perfections 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 ar-
gue the case for unity in one of three mod-
els, or for a condominium with Britain, in
such direct terms that it may, in the ab-
sence of movement in any of those direc-
tions, 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, lead-
er of the Social Democratic snd 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 i is not impos-

sible that Sinn Fein will beat the SDLP at
the local elections in a year’s time (and
may even poll undesirably well in the Euro-
pean 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 that the case for
a unitary state be given priority. Unfortu.
nately, though, the whole argument here is
in the subjunctive. There are two reasons
why that should be. One is that Protestants
will find a unitary state unthinkable at
least for another generation. The other 1s
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 constitution
which will ensure that the needs of all
traditions are fully met.” The unionists’
* gense of Britishness” must be accommo-
dated * 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 citizen-

.ship 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 acknowledg-
ing not only that partition was a mistake
but that the severance between Britain and

e



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 mnationalist historians to
coniemplate) then the forum should have
said so. Cerlainly 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 hia-
tus 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 funda-
mental at the establishment of the new
state. In the Senate unionists could be guar-
anteed a minimum number of seats . . .
Mechanisms for ensuring full Northern par-
ticipation 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 Stor-
mont that nationalists have found inade-
quate for Northern Ireland. There is no
obvious reason why 8 unionist minority in
Ireland as a whole should find them any
more attractive.

1t is possible that the unitary state was
. given the place of honour among the pro-
posals 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 — & federal or
confederal system, or joint authority over
the North between Ireland and Britain —
would yield a practicable method of ending
the conflict. But that could only be so if it
was accepted in full and fina} 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 un-
der the Protastant workers’ strike. Now
ought to be the time to get rid of it. La-
bour draws a distinction between the Brit-
ish 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 distinc-
tion is valid. Dublin recognises as clearly as
anyone that wunity, In whatever form,
achieved otherwise than by consent would
be valueless. It is entitled to Insist, how-
ever, that the record and results of parti-
tion he fully understood before it is en-
shrined as the only possible formula for
administering the province. When the Irish
parties jointly express their opinion as co-
gently as they have now done they merit
an equally substantive, and if possible col-
lective, reply. If the only solution is for Ire-
land to yield something as well in order to
reshuffie the constitutional pack then that
should be plainly stated. The forum is cour-
teous, if firm, in its disapproval of British
actions past and present. Possibly Ireland’s
own failings need an equsally courteous, if
firm, exposure. The forum’s report is an of-
fer, as we read it, to start again where
Lloyd- George and de Valera made their
mistakes. And thdt is an offer which should
be gratefully accepted.

The outraged |
class of °84

The teachers’ pay dispute is seemingly
now locked into a campaign of inexorable
and escalating disruption. Attitudes on both
sides appear to be hardening every day.
The teachers have thrown out the employ-
ers’ improved offer of 45 per cent. The
employers have thrown out the idea of
arbitration. The teachers have already em-
barked on selective disruption in schools.
On May 8 the NUT has called a one-day
strike, and teachers are mow thinking the

.unthinkable—disrupting public examinations

later in the term. Sir Keith Joseph has con-
demned the teachers as irresponsible and
has wrung his hands over the fate of the
schoolchildren who will suffer, but has re-
fused to intervene in the dispute, saying
that the teachers and the employers will
have to resolve their own differences. Such
aloofness is, of course, a touch disingenuous
when his own department has enough votes
on the Burnham committee to seitle the
dispute ; by backing the employers, Sir
Keith is already a major participant in this
drama.
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If there is one thing worse than the
prospect of disruption to children's educa-
tion, it is the knowledge that it was emi-
nently avoldable. This Is a confrontation

that should never have been allowed to.

happen. Its sources enjoy. a displeasing sym-
metry : the employers pitched their ‘original
offer Insultingly low, the teachers pitched
their original claim unattainably high. In
between, there were informal soundings
which could have formed an eventual settle-
ment. The employers were talking about &
per cent and arbitration; but upon learn-
ing that the teachers wanted 12.5 per cent,
withdrew the suggestion and deadlock set
in at 3 per cent.

Now, the absurd position has been
reached in which the teachers have been of-
fered 4.5 per cent, which once they would
have accepted, but now will not. The em-
ployers once would have offered arbitration,
but now will not. In addition, the employers
would apparently have offered 4 per cent
and arbitration had the teachers pitchéd
their original claim at around seven per
cent. Now the teachers say that seven per
cent is the bottom line; the employers say
this is quite unacceptable. None of this
makes much sense; but then, once an im-
passe is reached, logic and consistency tend
to fly out of the classroom window.

At bottom, however, the teachers have
a good, indeed an exemplary case. Consider-
ing the importance of the job they do, and
the difficulties under which they are ex-
pecied to labour, they are paid derisory
salaries. Their poor standing in the pay
Jeague is due partly to their fragmented
union structure and mainly to their lack of
political muscle; and their poor political
muscle is due to the fact that, like, say, the
_nurses, they are known to be unwilling to
sacrifice their vulnerable customers on the
altar of the annual pay round. The nurses,
however, were pushed a bit too far and the
result of all that was their review body (al-
though whether the Government will hon-
our its recommendations is another matter).
Whether the teachers have reached the
point at which they really will damage
children’s futures to get more money still
remains to be seen. They may well do so,
of course, if Sir Keith continues to mix it
with insulting comparisons between teachers
and police officers and threals about the
long term pay restructuring talks. ¥ that
restructuring is damaged by this dispute,
however, both sides will have shot them-
selves in the foot.
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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
question. The Report offers no set formula - not even the blueprint for onme.
But it is a major departure from the nationalist thinking of the past.

For the first time, the nationalist parties in Ireland which believe in
democracy have come together to recognise a common problem: namely, the
danger to the Republic, to Ulster and even to Britain, if the present
situation is allowed to continue indefinitely. 1In so doing, they have visibly
shed a great deal of their previous theology.

Here are some examples. The Report admits that Irish nationalist attitudes
have hitherto "tended to wunderestimate the full dimension of the unionist
identity and ethos.” It acknowledges that the unionists' identity includes a
"gsense 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 even 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 wunionists, 1in fact, were invited to
participate in the Forum, but chose not to).

It 18 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 1looked forward to 1is a
continuation of the unsatisfactory status quo. The Report of the Forum offers
the beginnings of a way out.

Yet the British Govermment 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.

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. 1If there is to be a reconciliation between the communities, they
will have to show that they can work together in common imstitutions. 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 omly 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 msake an
Irish settlement a priority for the next four years.
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THERE hove been as mony sttempts
to solve the Irish problem ss there
have becn mortyrs who have died
becauss of it. '
-The latest came yeosterday In the
report of the New hreland Forum. Rt
is serious snd intelligent. In it the
Catholics go farther 10 meet the
Protestants than ever before. '
- But its _chonces of success are regrottably

. semote, .
=SS )

' The report recognliscs the sense of
Britishness. of the Northern Protes-
tants. It accepts thet future agree-
ment csn only be voluntary, not
‘Imposed. .
. It is uncompromising in denounc-
‘Ing the men of violence, which is
og:in an advance on the past.

8 weakness I8 that enly the Catholie
parties c! the North and South would take

panin it
Suffering

;- Though the crisia In the Nortd, with its
suffering and misery engd estastrophile
economic outlook, should be obvious to svery-
one, the Protestants refused so discugs 2

And thelr refus] is part of the fundamental
-prodlem, whith remalns the PBritsh rule in
Northern Irsland. )

There will never be an agreement on the
futore of Ireland while the Cathallea in the
North Jook to Dubl'n for protcction and
Protestants ook to London. ‘

i " The Irich must decide thelr ewn

{fate. free from Briwsin’s Involvement.
Until that Is oocepted there will be ng .
pemanent peace. :
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EXPRESS () OPINION
No-go ideas
on Ulster

ONE British response to the report of the
New Ireland Forum would be huffily to
dismiss it out of hand.

After all, Northern Ireland is part of the
United Kingdom. No one asked & Dublin
Government and Irish political parties to
‘deliberate for almost a year about its
problems.

That will be the response of some, but
it would be wrong. . -

The Forum's suggestions, fll-formed as
they may be, have the virtue of forcing the
British Government to think deeply about
Ulster.

For too long it has seemed prepared simply
to jog along with its Northern Ireland .
policy, trying to hold down violence to
the present levels.

It would be difficult for Mrs Thatcher to
claim no interest in fresh political thinking
from Dublin. S8he should—and no doubt will
—consider the points raised in the report.

But it would be unrealistic to think the
British Government could start giving
immediate serions attention to the Forum's
recommendcd opticns—a unitary Irish State,
or a federa) Irish State, or joint London—
Dub!in sovereignty over Ulster.

It would be wholly wrong to start
arranging the destiny of the British citizens
of Northern Ireland over their heads.

And to its credit, the Forum recognises
this. just as It acknowledges the strength of
British feeling within the Protestant
population. .

Perhups gome long-term fundamental
chanre will come sabout, based on the
Forum's werk.

Meanwhile, Dublin’s own good faith
could be best demonstrated by even preater
co-operaticn with the British Government in

combatting terrorism.

Tinte for reality
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AN IRISH MOUSE

YESTERDAY'S REPORT by the New Ireland Forum
can reslistically be judged only by one criterion—
the extent to which it reveals any modification of the
Irish nationalist position likely to improve relations
between the two Governments and promote
yaderstanding between Unionists and Nationalists
in Ireland. By that standard, the report is a strangely
mixed dag. Its “background analysis " of the origins
of the present troubles is a biased and trite
restatement of the old charges against Britain and
the Ulster Protestants. A further debit is the
otien to first preference of all the four parties
myolved in the Forum of the suggestion that Ulster
should simply be absorbed (by consent, of course!)
imto & -unitary Irish State equipped with various
vaguely defined guarantees of minority rights.
‘This was, no doubt, a concession to Mr HAUGHEY,
mwight otherwise have walked out. Dr

FrrzocrraLD’s own proposals for a federal or a

confederal Ireland have been relegated to the rank
of second best. Since all these schemes, however,
would involve Ulster’s leaving the United Kingdom,
all are wholly unacceptable, and jt does not matter
much which is preferred to the others.

. .. Afttention in Britain and Northern Ireland,
therefore, will concentrate on the third proposed
model-—joint British-Irish authority over the Six
Counties. One gets the impression, however, that,
by the time the Forum got down to writing this
section it must have been very tired indeed; for the
plan is sketched so scantily as to leave almost
everything to the reader’s imagination. What would
happen when the two Governments disagreed”

Yet, if this cfuﬂ of the report is meant serjously, -

does it not yield a glimmer of hope, implying. as it
would seem to, a retreat from the goal of lrish
unity? M “ joint authority” could be reinterpreted
to mean a great expansion of co-operation between
Londor and Dublin (even to some extent
institutionalised) but in no way diminishing
Westminster's sovereignty over the Six Counties and
ip mo way menacing Ulster’s place in the kingdom,
something might be achieved.

-
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ONE ISLAND: TWO NATIONS

The germ of the idea of a New
Ireland Forum was in the mind
of Mr John Hume in the autumn
of 1982. 11 was a way of floating
his pany off the sands of
abstention where it had run
aground on the way to Mr
Prior’s forthcoming assembly. In
the course of the forum's
dehiberations last year and this,
the mission to rescue the SDLP
assumed growing importance. It
was beginning to Jook as if
constitutional nationalism, of
which the SDLP is the embod:-
ment in Northern Ireland, might
go under if it could not show
more  measurable  progress
towards its ultimate objective.
The forum and what followed
from it were to supply the want.

By now there is serious
anxiety (reflected in the urgency.
desperation almost. of some
passages in the forum report)
that the resilience of the Pro-
visional IRA, the electoral ad-
vance of Sinn Fein, its political
front, the spreading alienation of
some Catholic areas of Northern
Ireland, and deterioration of the
north’s economy and social
fabric will Jead to more wide-
spread conflict and commotion.
It is feared that instability could
then spill over to the republic,
where Sinn Fein is already
fceding on urban depnivation
and pockets of social anarchy.

Ireland has undergone both
rebellion and civil war earlier in
this century. The embers of the
first still glow in the north east
and combustible material from
the second lies around. A
recrudescence of civil strife over
the face of Ireland, or even a
retreat  from  constitutional
forms, would be hardly less
1njurious to Britain than it would
to Ireland itself.

The maiter can be exagger-
ated. Nationalist parties in
Northern lreland have sunk
before, losing their votes to
patrons of physical force, with-
out the arnval of doomsday. The
state is strong in the republic,
and the first thought of most of

~. e s . o

the people there "about the
conflict in the north is how not
to get embroiled. But the dangers
drawn in the forum repon are
rcal and mounting. 1t is by
reference 1o them that its authors
have their best hope of getting a
British government to abandon
her policy of holding the ring in
Northern Ireland and assume a
role that the forum’ logic
implies for it: 10 do the necessary
to budge Ulster unionism out of
its refusal to ocontemplate a
change of nation into a readiness
to negotiate for it.

The dangers the forum de-
scribes should be acknowledged.
Its analysis of their causes is

illuminating though incomplete. -

But the way the forum faces at
the end (which is the way it faced
at the beginning) is not the only
or surest direction in which the
analysis points. :

The problem is to accommo-
date in one space two political
cultures that are in contention
over nationality, Irish national-
ism and Ulster unionism. An
carlier Dr Garret FitzGerald saw
that the route to reconciliation
within Ireland as a whole lay
through mutual accommodation
of the two traditions within
Northern Ireland. That necess-
ary first accommodation has
now been made more difficult by
the forum’'s emphasis on an
unavailable short cut to Irish
political unity.

Approaches that bave impon-
ance for the internal reconcili-
ation of Northern lreland were
looked at in the report. One is
for the means of institutional
expression and licit display of
the pan-Irish ambitions of
Roman Catholic citizens in the
province. The Ulster Unionist
parly’s position paper that came
ou! just before the forum report
nibbled at this. There is a1 least
some overlap there from which
to starl.

Another relevant approach is
by means of associating Dublin
with ‘aspects of the adminis-
tration of Northern Iré¢land at an
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inter-governmental level. This
appeared in the forum report in
an overblown and impractica)
form as co-equal responsibility
for all aspects of government in
Northern Ireland. In both cases
useful approaches to the im-
mediate problems of the prov-
ince have been rendered less
useful by their inclusion in a
strategy to bring about the
political unification of the two
parts of Ireland, something that,
if it is 1o be, has to be placed
either in the distant future or at
the conclusion of an lrish civil
War.

The forum is ‘very confident
that Ulster unionism could be
adequately catered for without
the union. By the same token the
lot of Irish nationalism in that
corner of the island need not be
intolerable even though separ-
ated from its political nation.
That is how another sizable
chunk of the Irish nation lives,

mn apparent conteniment, in
Great Britain.
That condition cannot be

reached without large changes in
the institutions of Northern
Ireland and the attitudes of
Ulster  Protestantism. The
nationalist community in the
north deserves a better place in
the sun; it must be afforded, and
it must be ready to accept, a
constructive role in the affairs of
the province. There is much in
the forum report that could be
turned to account for that
purpose. The “nationalist ident-
1ny” of up to two-fifihs of the
people of the province could and
shouild be acknowledged in any
way that is compatible with the
firm anchorage of the province
in the United Kingdom.

Those are the openings in the
work of the forum that Mr Prior
should be ready 10 explore, with
some firmness towards unionist
reluctance. Mr Haughey having
Jjumped overboard within bours
of publication, Dr FitzGerald
may feel freer 1o explore those

openings 100. v
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Ireland: Aew start

THERE heve been {e»: hopeful P
during the past 15 vears ip Magthern
Iretand . They have heca vears of 1 ditical
sialemate and terrible Moodrhed . Since the
tailure of the Sunmngdale power-churing
arrangement-in 1974, successive Critixh
overnments hove, in effec:, de v al red of
achieving o petitical seliiien end opted
instesd for crisic WeNavLment,

Tor New _jrelan: Voram's repor?,
pubitakied last week, vifers the paseilulity
-~ no mare thap ﬂm, —of z o Hleak
futore. For the first time, thy {\'M al
partics iz MNarth and South o are
eommirted to the aniiiontion of Iz ?\n hv
pesccu) means have 2zreed or & mmo
raute forward . Indoin; so.taey e indte
face the reslifs that o vnitcd L~ can
come about taly with the comrrm uf the
somjerity  Protestest poepulatier in the
Norts . For the first time, the waic r racties
ic the Republic bave p:hlicly ack 1 wledzed
that Ulster Unjonists regarsd thensives s
British and that any futme corstitnicnal
arrangements will have: Lo prote.t mmr way
of life and aativeal identizy. _

These are igiportan advsmtes. evenif the

report is remarkably shorf onways in which

the institutinhk it secks to profuate can
nfegmm! this-sense of * Britishne-§.” The
report’s over-empbasis on the aptiin of &
unitary state is o mistake, made worse by
Mr Haughey's cynical display of shilclagb-
waving 8% the post-sipaing Press con-
ference. Bat it does contein a cov:mitment
to gradual agreed chauge that could, aft
least. provide » starrigg-point ¢ a new
dinlogue between London and Dubtio.

The Forum's tepert comes at a critical
moment for Mmhern Ireland. Tea geurs
ago. the father of the Prce stsices, the

convicted [RA killecs. ofocd as a porliamen-

tary candidate in Wonz Belfast and lost bis
deposit. it iz 2 measure of the Hendly
political routs travelicd by the neaviace in
. the payt decade thut the samc <3l i now
represenied by Gerry "tdmns of Sizn Fein,
whose svowes policy is ‘@ bal'» paper in
one baod and an Arintite rifle in vt cother *

It is this deteriv-ation in tie political
chmate-—-.i;.gnvmed by the beae 1t of Mr
Prinr’, Assembly b, three ont ¢ {ve of
Ulster’s parties—tb~t makev the pubiica~

tion of the Forum’s both
%%-)omnlty ‘?rdha d!llc‘n;:m sf:; tll:e Bﬁﬁﬁ
vernment L ¢ 4] e report,
even as & basis for talke with the Repablic,
is that it wouls incrense tessions in the
North. Any mew instiintional links with
Dublin would stir up bitter resistance, not
just {n Northerp leciand but plso among

- Tory MPs a1 Wes: minster.

Ali this might suggest that Mrs Thatchet

~would be wise 12 let the teport moulder op

the shelves. Bui, to quote the lute luin
Macleod, the daozers of doing nothing are
even greatos than those nf doing something,
which is why the 1} ming uf the Forum report
is 80 crocial. No British Government cap
stzad idly hy while extremisie gathers
st: .agth 1a Ulster. with those who encour-

age violence capturing votes from those who

condemn t.

There s g!.c overseas opinlon to
consider, If Britaie is neen to reject out of
hand mll- possibie avepnes of poHtical
advence, then pressares from our European

taers and the United States are bound to

crease. Foreign opimien Is imporisat,
smce the TRA gets most of ite arms aad
much of its finance from abroad.

How the British Government will react o
the Forum depends almost entirely on Mre
Thatcher. Mr Prior will no doubt try hard
to persusde her that the report ak
opportunity to be seized rather than as
embarrassment to be ignored. Yet this s
advice which runs coanter to the Prime
Minister's owr instincts. She is, st hasyt,
both a patriot aud a Unionist,

Moreover, Msrs Thatcher has
been bitten once in the cause of Anglo-
ority by the charms of the
Taofseach, Mr Charles Hanghev, She i

bound to regard the offered embrace of Dr |

Garret FitzGerald witk suspicion. And yet,
despite this, Mrs Thatcher must know that
she cannot afford to turn her back
completely op the Forum. Whatever else
succeeds in doing, it has put the problem
Notthern [reinnd squarely back
political agenda. That in itself m
good, for bemign neglect of Nonhm
han heen tbe curse of British policy
too loay.
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British

funding
‘must
continue’

ly.l’nﬂ Johnson

ANY politica! mode] will de-
pend crucially on British
payments and subsidics con.
tinuing, concludes 8&n  eco-
nomic analysis commissioned
by the Forum.

If thesc were withdrawn
send not replaced * cats
strophic  economic  adjust-
ments "’ would be required.

The analysis, published
vesterday. says that loss of
British ‘subvention — est-
mated at more than £1.200
million this year — would
be equivalent to losing about
8 per cent of the gross do-
mestic product of the North
and South. Any attempt to
offset the effect through for-
eign borrowing would fail.
“The analysis by DKM eco-
nomic consultanis. concludes
that the cheapest option
would be joint authority,

Its authors, Professor Nor-
man Gibson, of the New Uni-
versity of Ulster, and Pro-
fessor Dermot McAleese, of
Trinity College, Dublin, say
that this is because the
North's economy has become
dependent on British sup-
rorl. Violence and politica)
nstability have contributed
to #ts chronic weakness

The analysis estimates that
oint asuthority would cost

ublin around £60 million a
ear, if the violence stopped .

e Federal solution could
cost up to £231 million by

1894, ‘
It estimates that British
subvention constitutes

around 27 per cent of the
North's GDP.

In a federal state the bur-
den of adjusting to reduced
exterpal aid would fall al-
most exclusively on the
North. This would “eflec-
tivelv rule out this option
unless substantial foreign aid
was available or the South

. was prepared to make direct
. and explicit transfer:.”" The
study shows that the North's
economic outlook is bleak so
lonz ago as violence conlin-
ues. Virtual stagnation in the
economy would be maiched
by unemployment rising 1o
almost 32 per cen! of the
sdult population by the

/199('5. )




AMONG THE most importam
witnesses to give evidence to
the New Ireland Forum were
Christopher and Michael
McGimpsey, two brothers from
Belfast who are members of the
. Oficial Unionist Party.
~ If the McGimpsey brothers
were English, rather than
British, they would probabdly be
regarded as the wettest of wets
ip the Tory Party. The mere
fact that, a3 members of the
OUP, they consented to go to
Dublin last Janu to give
evidence to the For\mh]mch
had been boycotted by all their
party leaders, Iimmediately
laces them on the moderste
ringe of unionism.

Yet even they tol¢ the Forum
in wnmistakable terms: “] do
not believe any Southern Irish
Government could make up an
sttractive enough package to
attract us into a united lreland
. « » We 80 not want a united
ireland under any terms . . .

Were the members of the
Forum listening® Does their
report’s insistence on the

unionist “comsent”™ 1o
future political developments
account of le like
er and Michsel McGim-
sey? e answer is probably—
and pomewhat surprisingly—

For behind the rhetoric
t Jooks a8 if a very important
been opened

£ge

:

Egjepiee
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8

signals were mot
Rather, they were
buried bebneath a mass of
“ greenery,” of nods and bows
to the traditional! nationalist
commitment to reunification.
The first task facing the British
Government will be to tease out

unionists {imto discussing re
unification, or whether they do
indeed represent the first tents-
tive steps towards nationalist
recognition that reunification is
not a realistic eption
the report’s avowed eom-.
to “remain open to
views "—views
than those implying a
in the c¢onstitutional

NORTHERN IRELAND: A

- The door that m

By Margaret vai

position of Northern Ireland-—
is sincere, then there is hope
of real progress towards a poli
tical settlement that would iso-
late those on both the Loyalist
and the Republican slde who
would seek ¢o impose their
;i‘e:vs by violence or the threat
\ 8

In his respanse to the Forum
report, Mr James Prior, the
Northern Ireland Becretary,
stated the British position with
characteristic eandour. Ulti-
mately, he suggested, the British
Government's view was irrele-
vant - The British Government
would accept anything that was

table to the Elople of
Ireland. * But .:t, tb.:
acoept
added.

enough positive elements in the
report to provide a bdasis for
talks with the Irish Govern-
ment. That, in the view of many
involved in petting wp the
Forum, means that their effort
an succeeded in s main objec
ve.

The Forum may initially, as
the British believe, Dhave
attracted support from the main
pationalist parties in the south
because it was seen as a lifeline
to the Bocial Democratic and
Labour Party, the main eonsti-
tutional mationalist party in the

porth.

But the Forum rapidly de
veloped imto something more
fundamental: a challenge from
northern mationalists to south-
orp mationalists to declare the
oxtent of thelr commitment to
reunification. If, a3 many sus-

Digesting the rpport: Mr James Prier, The Rev

pected
was bk
menta’
Irish v
eomfo:

DUBLIN: THE GOING OF

THOSE WHO BOPED ®at
the New lreland PFermm
would make political blood
Srothers of Prime Minister
Garret FitsGerald and
Oppesition leader Charles
Houghey will have Been dis-
appointed—as they were
probably bound te be.

Mr Haoghey sald en pud-
lication of the Forum repert
that he weuld pot suppert any
t;:poul other then a wnited

land. There are already
signs i Dublin, however, that
he does Bot want a prelonged
row over the otrength of the
Foerum's commitment to Irish
gnity. There are many in his
Filanns Fall party whe are
flexible on this issue and fhey
are pot, in general, smong

LM M
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NORTHERN IRELAND: AFTER THE FORUM

or that may be opening

By Margaret van Hattem

-

Digesting the roport: Mr James Prior, The Rev lan Paisley and Mr John Hume

hern lreland—
there is hope
lowards a poli-
that would iso-
th the Loyalist
ican side who
impose their
e or the threat

» to the Forum

h position with
xndour.  Uldy-

ted, the British 1a

ew was {irrele-

sh Government Bbo

thing that was

BEPie the
R A
rdded.

Mr Prior indi-
in had found

enough positive elements in the
report to provide a basis for
talks with the Irish Govern-
ment. That, in the view of many
involved in oetting wup the
Forum, means that their effort

has succeeded ir 33 main objec- be

tive.

The Forum may initially, as
the British believe, have
attracted support from the main
nationalist parties in the south
because it was seen as a lifeline
to the Social Democratic and
boar Party, the main consti-
tutional nationalist party in the

rth

But the Forum rapldly de-
veloped imto something more
fundamental: a challenge frem
northern pationalists to south-
ern bationalists to declare the
extent of their eommitment to
reunification. If, as many sus-

pected, southern eommiiment
was little more than a asenti-
mental yearning, a desire for
Irish unity but only on the most
comfortable of terms, aN ex-
penses paid, the SDLP might
Jeft stranded. Mr Johnr
BHume, leader of the SDLP, cal-
culated that #f this were the
case, it would be better to bring
it into the open. Then at Jeast
lheodSDLP would know where {1
sto

The Forum has given him his
snswer. Irish nationalists in the
south are not so wedded to the
fdeal of Iriah unity that they
are prepared to ore reality.

Reality, as they have acknow-
jedged for the first time, is that
the unionists are British and o
not want to be part of a United
Ireland; and that without
unlonist co-operation, Ireland

eannot be reconstructed to sult
pationalists. Reality also means,
a8 the report states, that in the
absence of a political settlement
Jeading to an end to violence,
one in three elvilians in North-
ern Ireland will be unemployed
by the 1990s. *~ Without poMitl-
eal progress, the scale of pcono-
mic and social prodlems will ip-
grease greafly, exacerbating a
highly dangeroas situstion”
This points to the concluston
that in discussing the relative
merits of reconstructing Ireland
a6 a unitary state, a federation
of two linked states, or two
separate sovereign states \mh
jJoint Anglo-lrish authority i
the north, the Forum was mak-
an opening bld.
hen the real megotiations
start—-probably this summer—
the nmationalists may well,

DUBLIN: THE GOING OF SEPARATE WAYS

HOPED ®hat
land Ferum
olitical Bleod
4me Minister
serald and
der Charles
ave been @i
they were
ts be.
said en pud-
Foram report
” suppert any
thag a wnmited
are alresdy
however, that
it & prelenged
rength of the
ment to Erish
: many im his
ity whe are
ssue and they
peral, among

those who suppert his Jeader-

ship.
DrHuGenldbellevuM
the Forum has given him
what he wanted, and what mo
previeus Irish Jeader bas hod:
nnuneuuoddcwlhn
mm

: FitzGerald and Mr Bume
were unwilling to be tied to it
The possibllity of a minerity
repert was and the
Jast weeks of tle Forum were
spent tryimg Gevise a
formula which 'uu aveld
obvicas d@isajreement. The
Labour Party, altheugh small
(it eaptures 18-13 per eent of
the veote i the Republic),
played am impertant rele at
this siage. }s members were
the meost determined of all
. that the report sheuld mot tie
them to Irish amity,

In the ond the haxgling
eame down to detall as fine
as the difference between 8
“wish” and & “preferemce.”

All these taking part ia
Ssal, fulseme speeches
Dublia Castie knew that after-
\nrt:q were going thelr
SePpAral ways

ll’l'le key guestion Is whether

officials believe the opposite
may happen, o the grounds
that Mr Haughey wounld be
unlikely ¢t made Ba agree-
ment if he iaberited one, but
that reaching an accommeoda-
ton with him would be more
@ifficult than with Dr
FiscGerald
Brendan Keenan
Dublin Correspondent

- the

<

sccording to this Mne of argy-
nont. shelve these three pro
posals and move closer towards
wnlonist position. The
sssential pequirements of a
settiement, as spalied out in the
seport, do pot include British
withdrawal eor indeed
change in the ecomstitutional
position of Northern Ireland.
They appear t» point ¢ a
Northero Ireland where bation
alists are mrnte;-d e role in
runping things—an arrange
ment possibly not all that far
vemoved from what was
achieved in the 1073 Bunning
dale agreement, though with
more active and evert support
from the south.

This interpretation of the
Forum report is strongly ep-
dorsed in government eircles in
Dublin and & shared by the
SDLP. The PBritish Government
appears to have picked up what
is between the line: of the
Forum report and to have
approved. t will the Union-
ists join im? 'l‘he signs are pot
s s they may
seern at Arst chnce There has
been movement on the Unionist
:‘Ido lately, dgnsh q‘m the bard-

ners Inay under :nuun
to soften their approach. Some
OUP members want their party
o end i Dboycott of the
Assembdly.

Reacting t» the Forum
report, unionist politicians like
the Rev lan Paisley, Jeader of
the Democratic Uniopists, and
lr James Molyneaux, leader of

the OUP, gave what soupnded
like stock snionist responses,
dismissing the report as nt
apother fruitiess &tton,pl
eoerce Ulster into the sonth

Mr Harold
leader of the OUP webnt
further. 3f unionists were
asked to give up their British
eitizenship, their righta to sit as
Westminster MPs, he @eclared,
there could be no talks. If the
Irish mationalists wanted to talk
about reunification, the
unjonists would pot join them.

But the Forum bas pot asked
uniopists to give wp their
British eltisenship—it insists
that in any framework, they
must be allowed to retainp h.
Nor does it insist or talking
about reunification. The report
docllm its readiness to discuss

“ other wiews™ — {imcluding, |
presumably, those which rule
out reunification.

The Forum report appears to
have opened » d@oor which po
unionist Jealer haz actually
slammed ghut. That is & promis-
ing start. '
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Shirley Williams

Ireland’s ball in
Thatcher’s court :

The history of Northern Ireland u
the history of lost opportunities The
best prospect for 8 new start in the
province was painfully worked out
at Sunningdale. and collapsed in the
aftermsth of the 1974 general
election when the Protestan:
workers movement struck. effec-
tively defying the Westminster
Parliament.

The report of the New Ireland
Forum represents another such
opportunity. It goes further than the
nationahist parties have ever gonc
before in recognizing and respecting
the unionist identitv and the
Protestan! ethos as being as valid »
part of the Insh tradition as the
nationalist identity and the Catholic
ethos. The report is honest about
Protestant fears *“Northen Prot-
estants fear that their civil and
religious liberties and their unionist
heritage would not survive in »
united Ireland in which Roman
Catholicism would be the religion of
the majonty of the population™. h
recognizes the uniomst desire to
retain the British link. And although
the report is critical of Britsin's
management of Northern Ireland
since direct rule was insututed in
1972. it is not lacking in criticism of
Republican attitudes. Most impon-
ant of all. the repon is unambiguous
in its condemnastion of violence and
terrorism.

These elements in the repon
demand an unreserved welcome: the
nationalist parties have nailed their
colours 1o the mast of constitutional
democracy. albeit that their colours
remain green.

The new opportunity must not be
allowed to sink under the weight of
weariness and dogged despair that
pow chasacterizes the Bntish sp-
proach to the unyielding problems
of Northern lreland. It 15 sad that
James Prior's first reaction has been
to say be s disappointed. and to
criticize the report as **one-sided and
unacceptable”,

The weakness of the report hes.
not in its analysis. but in s
proposed solutions. The first pro-
posal which is explored in some
detail, that for » wvnitary state, is
wholly unrealistic. Is presence
demonstrates how much the forum
needed the presence of the unionist
parties which rejected the invitation
to icipate. -

he one million Northern Prot-
estants will not consent voluntarily
to unification. But “consent” co-
erced by threats of British with-
drawa! of military or financial
support would lead to the existing
sccnario on an enlarged scale: a
disaffecied minority which has no
scnse of belonging 10 the political
- entity of which it is a part. The
second proposal. for a federation or
confederation, is more attractive,
but raises some difficult guestions.
How would decisions be taken?
Would the Unionists, in a weighted
majonty system, in practice have a
veto over major matters” What
would the “special links” with
Britain be? The repon stops shor at
thinking the unthinkable - a
confederation of the UK and the
Republic - but the logic of the
report’s proposal, if unionist fears
are 1o be assuaged, suggests that that
proposition should be wabled 100.

The report. however, is right to be
constitutionally imaginstive. As it 50
eloquently says, “poltical action
clearly camies less risk than the
rapidiy growing danger of leting the
present mituation drifi into further
chaos™.

The report’s solutions are there-

© mght

fore st best long term obyectives
Two of them deserve senious
discussion. 81 does the idea of a
Brituh-based  constitutiona!  hink
But there are other measures that
create & mew spirit_of -
cooperation in the short-term. The .
Repubhc of Ireland is the second
goorcn country in the Europesn .
ommunity. In the list of regions. it
comes fourth from the bottom,
while Northern lreland comes '
second from the bottom. o:_n( :
Calabria 1n lialy being poorer stil
So the case for special treatment by -
the European Community of the two .
pants of the island of freland 15 -
overwhelmingly strong. .

So why not establish 8 committee
of MEPs from Northern Ireland and
the Republic. the balance on the UK
side 1o be drawn from MEPs from
the UK mainland. to put forward
majo! achemes for economical apd
social development which both
governments suppon? Such
schemes. jointly advanced, might
start with the need to0 avoid the
duplication of provision in energy. *
education and heaith 0 which
forum report refers. The two-

vernments should pledge that any .

mmunity funding of these .“;o_lmly i
agreed schemes would be additionat
to national public expenditure. A
second measure worth considening is
the establishment of & Jomt Select
Commitiee of the two legislatures. !

the House of Commons and the Dial
Eireann., 10 ecrutinize islation -
affecting religious minorities in

either part of Ireland. and to discuss -
how to protect human rights in both
countries. The forum report suggests
such a2 Bill - or aliernatively the
nights aiready defined and accepted
in intermationa! conventions - as a
feature of a confederal constitution.
But the consolidation of the .
European declaration of buman .
rights into British and Irish law need
not awai! confederation. Jt could be
done right away.

A third area for cooperstion hex
in education. The Republic’s text- -
books and Catholic textbooks in the
North report a very different history
from British 1extbooks and those in
the siate schools of the North. Why
not a commission of inspeciors and
educators to reconcile what children

arc taught, and to t ways of
bridging the fulf the .
segregated schools? ,
On secunity. the proposal for
border force jointly administered b;

the UK and Republic is worth
looking at. It would avoid the
problems mow inherent in the hot
pursuit . of terrorists fleeing across
the border.

The SDLP should reconsider its
boycoit of the Assembly. Before
functiona! powers are given % that
Assembly, a convincing power-shsr- -
ing structure needs 10 be established
possibly going back to the ides of
strong commitiees, some chaired by
members of the opposition.

1 hope the Government will use
the forum report as s basis for its
Anglo-Insh discussions. but, better.
it should move towards a second
Sunningdale conference at which all
the constitutions! parties of North-
ern Jreland and Britain should be
represented. and w0 which the forum
should be asked 10 submit its ideas
No enswers can be found without -
the involvement of the people of
Northern Jreland but time for
constitutiona! answers is flast run-
ning out.

-
The author is Presiden: of the, .
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2ETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Chance of a better deal for Ireland

From Mr Peter Jay

Sir, In your disdainfu! leader (May
3) on the New Ireland Forum report
you ut least admit that “the case
descrves examination before dis-
missal.” On behall of those who
believe that history  will  judge
harshly those who flufl this rare
window of opportunity in Insh
affairs. may 1 ask that this
examination should take account of
these facts:
1. Over the last quarter<century
Parliament has removed full Bntish
citizenship. without consultation.
consent or notable protest from The
Times. from many milhons of
people because it seemed good 10 the
majority in Westminster 1o do so0 ~
and. in cases like the Kenyan Asians,
despite the most specific guarantees
1o the contrary.
2. Westminster partitioned lreland
at the behest of and under threats
from the Ulster Protestants.
3. Adhesion 10 the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern
Ircland. as desired by Uuionists.
implies acceptance of the sover-
eignty of Westminster in which the
ople of Great Bniain (iec.,
ngland. Scotland and Wales) are in
a majority of 50:1 over the people of
Northern Ireland.
4. This GB majority has. at great
financial, human and political cost,
underwritien over 60 rs of
opportunity for the NI minonty to
develop a successful community in
the Six Counties. .

5. The majority within that NI
minonty have made no effective
efforts duning that time to use this
opporiunity and the people of Great
Briain have an unfettered right to
sav in Westminsier that 60-odd
years is ime enough.

6. Without threatening 10 act
without the consent of the peoplc of
NI. even though Westminster clearly
has the nght to do so. the
Government of the United King-
dom has 3 perfect nght to express
the opinion that in the long term a
democratic united Ireland would be
8 healthier component of the Bniish
Isles and of Western Europe than a

divided lIreland threatened by
Manmust  terronsm  fed by that
division.

7. This almost certainly is the

opinion of most of the people of
Great Britain, 1o say nothing of most
of the people of Ireland.

8. Such an opinion. once expressed.
would unite London and Dublin,
enhance cooperation against terror-
ism. justify Britain’s policy in
Europc and Amenca and invitc
Ulster Protesiants to think construc-
tively and positively about coeaist-
ence with their Catholic fellow
citizens.

Yours eic,

PETER JAY,

The Garrick Ciub.
Gamck Street, WCI.
May 3.
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Prior to press Mrs T

1

‘b ADAM RAPHAEL, Political Editor

. Northern Ireland
Sedretaty, Mr Jim Prior, &
determined to use the
Forum repurt to lsunch 8
major new political uuhatwc
in the province. h "

A god sppruac
undcr‘ht:t:msﬂml in White-
vhall: a plan for & acw mpeasure
ol Jevolved ernment  in
Northen Irc on the basis of
power atharing between the
communities ; joint authunly
by. Londosn snd Dublin over
suth Nl;eas as mn“t'y‘ ankt
F"" agriculturc, wntry
snd wusiam ; and » jora1 Anglo-
Jrich parfiamentary council w
whorn those exercming joint
suthority would report.

Mr Prior ia plunning salks in
the next fow wecks with ofl the
-Northern Iseland politiclal par-

ties 1rsound oul thoeir private

fnitiative. He slso wants direct
wlks to bexin with Dr Garvet

FirzGerald's Goverament  in

Dublin once the Buropesn *

elccliong next month are out ot
the way.

Mr Prior is, in cficet, putting
buth his repuation and his

political career on the Jine. It is
not yct certamn whether he will
. able to persusde Mn
Thatcher that the risks of doing
nothing are even grester than
the 1ixks of an initistive,

Personal relations  between
the twou are siuch improved,
but Mr Prior has v elear
that he¢ wouid not he prepared
to sray on ss Northern Ireland
Smrury if be fails tosecuie the
Cabinet’s backing.

Ry this sutumn he will have

&rvod three yeart in Nonbcrn
fesponses  lowards such mn frdl

» 3 8 crucaal test of Mn
Tuatcher's intentions will come
when she reshuffles her
Gwemnment biter this year.,

The Prime Minixter has, so
1, given no public cluc ar to
her reaction to the Forum's
report. She is known to be
sngered by its historical ®:ctions
ang throuZh her former par-

Bumcrtery private ~secretary,
Atr Jan » now Minister of
Housinng, she hat kept In close

scuch with Mr Enoch Powell,
Ubster Unionsst MP for South
DM. . -

But there are ako sizns thatan
nte tussle has begun bet-
ween ber Uniontst iostincts and
8 growing intcjiectual convic-
tion that—in the wman cf ane
of her colleagues—°we nmy
cnnof st on the hd of

for new Dublin move

uumlné kettle nruch longer.'

Mr Prwor has beca at pyins in
his public cumments on the
Forum 10 point out that none of
is oplions for changwx o,
mMwercignly wax sctepisbic w
Unionist opinion. Bul privaichy |
be is prepared 10 be tongh with !
Umnnkt iticians, if they dip;
in their Is against rclorme!
which do wmot sffect the’
province’s constitrtion.

‘The Northern Irelsnd Secrot-
ory believex there & B pood deal
of room for discuxsions both
Relfast and Dublin around {iw
Forum's avowed willingnews 10
diccuss “other vicws © which
would not imply a changs i t.hs
province’s conatitutsona)
tion. This supgests that mm
Anglo-Irish institutions, gover-
mg bulh the cconomy and
security, could play a significant
part in any new mmdvc.
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Forum: over
to London

HOW QUICKLY we all seemed to get
bogged down over an apparent disagree-
ment between Mr. Haughey and the
other Party leaders when the Forum
report was unveiled yesterdey. Question
after question was fired at him, ‘and
later at the other leaders all trying, it
would seem, to show that even before
it gained world-wide circulation the
Report was a dead jetter, because the
Irish could not agree among themselves.

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

In fact the Report is very Clear on
this question of options. Fundamentaly
every Irishman south of the Border and
1 ntial 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) -population.

"Mr. Haughey is rght, therefore, in

seying that jt i« THE solution-which all
Irish parties would like to see emerge.

But he has put his pame to a docu-
ment which has had to face wp %

* political realities by including other -

options. Mr. Haughey believes they
would not work. But they are included
in 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
ace there to be explored, when the
unitary option is rejected.

The British now have before them
1 ‘document which lists the wews of the

main Irish npationalist groupings on -

possible eolutions ¢o the Nornthern
‘problem. If they are wise they will
refuse to issue an instantaneous com-
ment on specific suggestions end con-
n}u_mo.ns.and instead will take time
sssimilating the mass of information
which has been gathered, and probing
the guarantees offered to the Unionist
population of the North, After that
process has been completed diplomatic
channels can be used to tease out
various points before, eventually, a
meeting takes place between the
Ta_oiseach and the British Prime
Minister,

What Britain, Ireland and the
majority of the people in the North
want is gn end to violénte. 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 Jook to a political move,
_and that move can only come from
London which has now been supplied
f\:it'n a number of formulae to choose

om.

_The Forum's Report emphatically
rejects violence as a means of settling
any problem. It admits, with no reser-
vations whatsoever, that the majority
population in the North has religious
and political loyalties which in 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 Union-
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 Notfthern 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
massive inflows of cash from London.
This is unrealistic. :

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

Violence will continue and economic
ills fester while a stalemate exists in
the North. This is abundantly clear
from the many documents associated
with the Forum Report, and it must be
clear to many people in the North as
well, These are the people who must
read the Forum Report and start asking
themselves questions.

They cannot deny the honesty of
purpose of the New Ireland Forum
exercise. They cannot ignore the fact
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
island as a whole if one of the options
outlined in the Report, or any other
that would work, were implemented.
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THE GOOD NEWS

The Forum report is rolling. ‘No immediately
itive response from senior British politicians could
e been expected. The more tful among them
will want to study # in detail before committing
thembdelves; until then, cautious and defensive attitudes

will be taken up. . .

me of them will have been encouraged Yo dip into
the report by the favourable trend of leading articles in
the more serious PBritish - pers. The Financial

Times ned by Jaying that the report deserves an
unqualigedweloogf:ﬁomnﬂmosewhowanta
peaceful solution to the Irish question. The Guardian
saw it as an offer to start again where Lloyd George
and de Valera made their mistakes; “‘and that is an
offer which should be gratefully accepted.”

*This should give some beart to the Forum
members and Nationalists generally and will help to
make up somewhat for the surge of frustration which
so many here felt when Mr Haughey went on television
and appeared to take a line of his own, in effect
dissociating himself from his three colleagues. Partl

.this may have been due to the difficulty of reading »ﬂ
.Haughey’s mjind, but he certainly gave every oppor-
tunity for misunderstanding. '

: .o %k % %*

Now, however, he :ﬁ"’“’s to have set the record
straight. He stands by the report as the other three.
For a time the sad joke of Brendan Behan that the first
item on the agenda of every lrish organisation is the
inevitable split seemed to be perfectly exemplified.

Favourable press comment on the other side of the
water gives cause fon;jratiﬁcation. The test, however,
is the British political establishment. The sense of
outrage expressed by the Forum members at the
continuing slaughter in Northern Ireland is difficult to
bring home to British tgoliticians and public, even
tho they,  too, see the action almost nightly on
e not that the British particularly cold

is not t the British are i oold-
bearted. Perhaps it is indifference, or it may be tyhat the
meniory of empire is strong and, even when no major
war, was raging, they have long been used to a steady
casyalty list such places as the North-West

Frontier. :
: No one in his senses believes that the remedy for

- the Northern slaughter is merely a question of increasing
-security. ‘And while the Forum does not claim to step
fn and do Britain’s work for her, it has made a sincere
gmission of ‘Nationalist failing in the t, and has
peld out a hand in genuine friendship. laces the

. feport 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 a Fropriatc for the
home market, is not good enough. All parties will once
more regret the killing of the Insh News Agency before
it got into its stride.

The possibility of an early descent of the North
into even more horrific violence was very much in the
minds of the Forum. Unionists have sometimes shown
a stoic attitude towards sporadic outbreaks against
their establishment. It is assumed that in every
gf.netation some uprising against authority will take

ace. :
p' 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.

Thalt is one of tPe chief messfages of the Forum
report. It s an ing pr. r the le who
live ‘'on this island “and itp i?pa:wt wndcmnagg(x)\pof the:
British Government that so little has been done to get
to the root of the matter. )
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The nation

|

In the wake of the Forum

IN u umtioversy sqich apprars in paat Lo have
hech Gichestrated by same sociiing of ths wedin,
whch secmed to place more emphasis un paryana-
lties 1thun on the New beeland Furam pej=t itseil,
M Furlerald and Mr. laughey appeas to be at
toprerheuds ovei the gueslion of uniticeiion We
wnlild (6dey make the in paclerat polnt thot iu thas
- msrance, persunaines do aut marter; nnal doos
count is the ducument fteeit. This i the zutia.etion
ot 2’1 tLr wourk dune by the Dorum durin. its 87
meetings und its recommendations sie the work of
the whviz budy. not of ans wre individy U. Feople
re entitled (o ther pevsonil uplisions and su Mr.
Maughey must bee caditlad tahin. But he i nnls yne
man. The consensun reachet utl Lhe Porur: and
wnitten inin the docmnen?, 15 wiat Lhe work! must
tahe nie eccount. indord nhat-the werld will vn
¥ Lkisg ine sxsent a5 the documenr is
asurituted througic enr Fmhassivs ubrowd
In ene sense, it in o piry hat Ly abould hase
e dune, hat I the iz sk watices it i ey, Jt
W watr 20 by idleansigsnt Uniunism andt whot
appeacs ta be covlness o 1he pait o thy Molish
Govern.uent towards e report and ity corch-
miont. U » necesaary thai the feelings of the
majority of tie prople of (hus ixdsrd should be
promauigated worldwide, su that there cau 6o
lunger be any mhunderstunding or mistepresenta-
Lion of auc poriLion with regecd (o she partitivy of
our caoureny. JU is evon more exvenhial because of
the recont promuses given 1 Libyva's Casduaed
Ghudaffi ot aid for the Pronigional IRA. Lest there
Be any dimbt abuut the maties. th: whole we id
must be made aware of onr refetion of viglence at
s polution 30 the Nurlborn prodlem. and this
eonciliatury stance 1 one ot the keystones of the
Forumm report.
What should now f(ollow, of cournt, &5 that
Brivain tou xhould meke Ber position kmown

Indeed. intmrnativngt publication of the Forum
ao-ument indy ekl have the eflect of @aliousagic e

, Whls. dtas na ke wuod enough. st L crbiced

#tage o e aftairs of this wxland, fur the Landon
fovararient ta trat uut thnold, sired Jdh'. -x sboet
malptuaning the Uaivuist link. The Gicbard. nas-
an-nch tance of the Norihern Untonitsis is otiy i
be evpmiled. It "will mut chunge ‘whos the
condit.wns warh Liomote st change. Ju. unly
Riritvin cun chunage them. An we <ald aaecday,
caution cu the p- <t uf the Thatc her gove Bt 14
understonduble. but what is not accepluble s ehai
th» Forum report should be brushe’ aside oy Ni.
Frior seviscd to be Attempling to do.

Britain can nu Innger opt out of ber respunaing-
Ry for the Northrrn situatiom. 3f & 4 o he
resulced, she will bave 1n act. positively und wiris
statesmanship U ohie dues not. then constitutiona:
pulitics will be wren ta hyee Sailed, amu propuse
e can caly bs a cousitutional sulution, it
Sollvvs that evastitutional polihcy arc e tral
suw. Hut whul b sow very ioterestiag is that if
Bostalu taits ta act. her tafluse will be knuws wn tie®
whole world. Lelund has made bx c2ne. upen'y,
Boutat!: and with abwilite sinceril, and geus: o
KXy and that c2>: is 1w 25318 1 go befare the
nternutiong torean. i \'ex That:her (sl to
responid. she will surcl: wand iadicies wy v, orid
opintiut.

T taymy this. we recognise thei there pre nie.
faatun' pointions, thal the grievous s Mo ds
problem. ot Northera l.elans will not b resotved
overgight. Bnt enles . Niritain finulh avd ey
Geln'adly deides To gruvy €52 nettle. it wili got b
solved ut m¥' A ressucatily edsi; cireting tilween
hoads of «trte weuld fu & long way sovafus
anmur. g thg hupe that. with gosd=all e all
sides. {u:ther proprens invy le pussble. The
alternative s 0ot bour tealing siunt
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THE BRITISH ASPECT

INmAL reaction to the report of the New lreland
Forum bas been favouradble beyond expectation,

All of the major opinionanoulding newspapers in ‘
Britain and the United Statcs bave given it space and
serious copsideration; most have offered at least quali-
fied approval. )

, American politica] opinion Is behind the peport; -
British views are mixed but by no means hogtile. The _
. weak spot Is, unforiunately, the one that counts most —
Northern Ireland. The Unionisls are solid in their op-
posilion, Republicans indiffcrent,

Even 90, the ball is rolling. The Forum's sim wasg
o got people thinking and tallung about the Nortb's
problams and the verdict must be, 50 far »0 gnod.

Mrs. Thatcher made a significant contribution yes-
torday when. she promised a “rigorous intedlectual in-
spection”™ of the report and conceded an “Irish appect”
%0 what ghc bad proviously tended tu see as ab inlernal
matter for ber government. *

She still stands by the guarantee that Unionists will
20t be forced into g umted Irelapd. Mut tnt nced not,
must not,.prevent her from giving serious consideratiou
to the advantages of uaity, both for this country and for
Britain, . . :

If it comes to0 It, the Uniumists will nol be forced
ioto a umited freland. Their mumbers are their best
iu:nnuo of that. But thers is no reason why the

itish. government should notl, itself, condude that
unity i3 the best solution and, having 30 decided, mo
Teasop why it ghould not shape its policy accurdingly .
and :‘eek to lead, eajole or push the Unionists in that
direction. L -~

For the fact of the watter is that some Sorm of -
Trish unity 15 the best solution and that Undonist polit»-
dlans, bound by their bistory, ate incapable of inibating
. ©rf eo-operating 1B any move Wowards it 80 long as Britain
&nﬁnnmm'uonupmmad‘ ip and the -

It will be 8 pity if Mrs. Thatcher wastes time trying

. $o shore up the Northern Iredand Assembly. It cannot

" erork because the Unionists, supporiad by that guaran-
tee, are as incapable of she gort of generoeity meeded to
make it work as they sre of any move towards lrish

. mu. . .

. What we need now i3 some perions tafking on an
Asglo-lrish level, whether in the form of a eonstitutional
conference or something less structursd. Mrs. Thabeh-

" ar's recognition of the “Irish sspoct” raises hope that

? ghe might be thinking along these Mpex. .

. The outcome of sich taiks is impossible to predict
and it is pointless to worry at this stage sbout Unionist
veaction. We canpot measure gvery move on ths baxs

- of what they may or may not do.
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Explaining

JF THE FORUM'S Report comea 10 .
aothing it won't be for want of com.
ment on it from the Taoixeach, He
took wp prime radio and television time
yester telling people on hoth sides
of the Irish Sea (and on both sides
of the Boréer) what he wants to see
cominy from it = o .
< In ull bis comments he xtrexsad the
fact that the Forum i3 commitied to
po particular courze of action. And he
made the point, which hud 10 be made
in the light of Mr, Haughey's first
comments, that, yes, &8 unltary state was
the best solution for everycoe €0v-
carned, but was an uarealistic one
grmlor. Few of us would disagree with
on that score.

The Taoiscach bas to spcak oa the
Forwm's Kepurt with the thougbt coun.
. stantly on his mind that eventuslly
be and Mrs. Thatcher will hold dis-
cussions about it. Nothing must be
said sow wbich would prevent soch
discussions from taking place. Mn.
Thatcher has promised a mngorous
‘intefleciual examination of the Report
(while poioting once agan 0 the won-
stitutional support the British bave
give the Unionists), .

On this side of the Irish Sea we
tend to underline t0d much the British
" Prime Minister's apparent doggedpess
of character. We then fall fato the
trap of torﬁtin; that she is a subtle
Jeader of own' Government who
understards foll well the benefits
which would flow to her, internaton-
ally, weve she to be the British Prermer
to fint iniliate @8 move which would
break the Northern log-jam. She wants
& solution as much as we do. The
Forum Report must contribute o her

eanvrh fre that galurian
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. LEARNING

Many a time, after some spcctacular British-induced
dhaster in the Nonh, de innf Irigh politicians bave
uksy, “m the "tel:eB:i:insl'\" One d,m most

ifyi ings t response to rc
5' the Iﬁw Iseland Forum, over the last few dily!.P::
been the accumulation of evidence of British willin
0 Jears, to think afresh, to admit past mistakes.

. I fa the beginning of wisdom — just ss the
beginning of wisdom for Irish nationalists was to take a

, hard look at some of the intractable rculities of Life

death on this island. : :

The favourable reaction of the British media, with
one or two regrettable and simost unforgivable exce
tions, was ﬂlﬁmg There has long been within
establishment press, as within the establithment gene-
nﬂé‘ 8 body of well-informed and objective opinion
which understands the immense difficulty and urgency of
the situation and is resdy to look with unblinkered eyes
st proposals for new departurcs. But on this occasion it
was noteworthy that the repornt also found favour in
sactions of the popular press, snd indced in some quite
surprising quarters.

What then of the political response? Much b
frequently made of Mrs Thatcher's obduracy and
determination to ¢ling to her own %rc'udica. but &
would be a mistake to think that establishment npinion
Bas no effect on her. The view of the Financial Times,
for example, matters to any British Gdvernment,

% & *
"+ Whether because of this, or because British
Ministers have rcad the Forum rcport carefully, or
because of the sheer frightfulness of the current’
* gituation in Northern lreland, British political reaction
bas been relatively favourable and czen. snd bas
seemed to become more 80 I the since the
publication of the . Even 10 admit the alienation
of Northern Catholics — something Mrs Thatche.
vehemently and fooli denicd not long ago — b &
advance Jm Initially the British Government, and
some sections of the press, objected to the Forum's
histotical analysis criticising British rulc in the Nomh.
That snitude has pow cganged_. as_it must change
- before there can be hope of scrious progress. .
' The form that progress will take must be a matter
- for megotiation. Dr FitzGerald was right to cal' the
Forum “not a blueprint but an sgendn.” The
“four mationalist parties bave drawn up the agends: pot
just an agenda themselves, but the Britsh —
and the Unionists,

That much having been schieved, the Irish
Government and the ot rties in the Forum are
entitled to ask any objector if be or she has a better

“Uister i British” will not serve as sn answer, :
whether it comes from Mrs Thatcher or the Rev lan
Paisley. Some of the more moderate — or more
frightened — Unionists bave made conciliatory noises:
too little, perhaps, and too late. But Mr Haughey's
famous conference table bas bogun 10 ook more like 8
possibility. If they have better. or anv idaoe tat ohee




