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Dr by Taoiseach 

I indicated yesterday that recent comments by Mr. Nicholson and 

Mr. Allen deserved a studied response and that I would set out my 

reaction in more detail today. 

The last couple of weeks have seen an intensification of the 

debate about the scope for political progress and for positive 

developments in relationships within and between these islands. 

r welcome all constructive contributions to this debate and I am 

encouraged by the thoughtful and forward-looking remarks made by 

Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen. 

A number of factors, taken together, may help to set the stage 

for progress. The start of a new decade reinforces our sense of 

urgency about bringing to an end the violence that has bedevilled 

Northern Ireland for the past twenty years. Additionally, 

Ireland's Presidency of the European Community underlines our r common European vocation - the need to set aside ancient quarrels 

and focus on contemporary realities. Finally, there is the 

perception that the political climate may now be beginning to be 

more conducive to progress than at any time in the past four 

years. 

This last proposition remains to be tested and no doubt will be 

in the period ahead. In the meantime, however, I wish to respond 

to the suggestion that a statement on our part, indicating a 

willingness to consider an alternative to the Anglo-Irish 

Agreement, would enhance the prospects for progress. 

The Anglo-Irish Agreement involves a commitment of the utmost 

seriousness on the part of both Governments; indeed its binding 

quality was underlined by the registration of the text at the 

United Nations. We have respected that binding quality and, 

since assuming office, my Government have implemented the 

Agreement vigorously and effectively. 



\ 
) 

- 2 -

At the same time, the Agreement was seen by all involved in its 

negotiation as part of a process; it was never viewed as a 

permanent settlement of the problems of Northern Ireland. There 

is therefore no barrier in principle to contemplating change; 

however, it is essential that all involved understand the 

parameters within which such change could be contemplated. 

There can be no question of simply turning the clock back; our 

purpose must be to build on what has been achieved to date. The 

objectives served by the Agreement, far from being diminished or 

downgraded, would have to be better served by any new 

arrangement. And of course it is axiomatic that, if any new 

arrangement were envisaged as superseding the Anglo-Irish 

Agreement, in whole or in part, all parties concerned would have 

to be centrally and fully involved in the negotiation of any such 

arrangement. 

I have consistently said over the past two years that I would 

welcome hearing Unionist concerns at first hand and I reiterate 

that invitation today. I would place no restrictions on the 

agenda for such a meeting and it could of course take place 

without prejudice to the Unionist position on the Agreement. Any 

such meeting would however, in my view, focus very substantially 

on the development of the three sets of relationships in and 

between these islands, that between the communities in the North, 

that between North and South and that between Britain and 

Ireland. I am particularly pleased to see in this regard that 

the interdependence of these three sets of relationships, and 

their centrality to a lasting solution to the situation, is 

increasingly being accepted by all sides. 

Finally, let me reiterate the Government's continuing commitment 

to the active implementation of the Anglo-Irish Agreement. 

Unless and until it is transcended by a new and more 

comprehensive arrangement, the Government will continue to seek 

to develop the Agreement and to build on its potential. 
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• 
STATEMENT BY TAOISEACH IN RESPONSE TO WEEKEND 

COMMENTS BY UNIONIST POLITICIANS 

As I indicated yesterday, I welcome the recent comments by Mr. 

Nicholson and Mr. Allen, and I share \heir view of the pressing 

necessity to create hope for the future, and to create new stable 

relationships in Northern Ireland and Ireland as a whole based on 

mutual trust and respect and regard for each other's rights and 

traditions. 

The last couple of weeks have seen a broadening of the debate 

about the scope for political progress and for positive 

developments in relationships within and between these islands. 

I welcome all constructive contributions to this debate and I am 

encouraged by the thoughtful and forward-looking remarks made by 

Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen. 
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The start of a new decade reinforces our sense of urgency about 

bringing to an end the violence that the people of Northern 

Ireland have endured for the past twenty years. Additionally, 

Ireland's Presidency of the European Community underlines our 

common European vocation - the need to set aside ancient quarrels 

and focus on contemporary realities. There is also a perception 

that the political climate may now be more conducive to progress 

than at any time in the immediate past. 

All the people of Ireland are destined to form part of a united 

Europe in the future, in which hist?ric differences and divisions 

must be put aside. The future prosperity and well-being of the 

people of Northern Ireland, and indeed of Ireland as a whole, in 

the new Europe can be greatly enhanced if we succeed in adopting 

a whole new approach to the relations between us. 

The Anglo-Irish Agreement has been honoured by the ·Irish and 

British Governments, as a binding international agreement between 

two sovereign Governments. We have respected that binding 

quality and, since assuming office, my Government have 

implemented the Agreement effectively. I would like to reiterate 

the Government's commitment to continuing to work the Agreement 

fully unless and until it is transcended by a new and more 

comprehensive arrangement. 

The Agreement has been implemented in particular with a view to 
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improving the conditions of the people living in Northern 

Ireland. But it has never been regarded on any side as either 

irrunutable or guaranteed to solve the problems of Northern 

Ireland. Rather is it a process .which tackles those problems, 

and will continue to do so until it is superseded by something 

better. If in this regard a new and more broadly-based Agreement 

can be reached by direct discussions and negotiations between all 

' the parties involved, the Irish Government would be prepared to 

contemplate in agreement with the British Government a new and . 
better structure, agreement or arrangement to transcend the 

existing one. 

For such a development to bear fruit, all parties concerned would 

have to be involved fully and directly in the negotiations. For 

that reason, I wish to reiterate today that I would welcome 

hearing Unionist concerns at first hand. I would place no 

restriction on the agenda for such a meeting and it could of 

course take place without prejudice to the Unionist position on 

the Agreement. Any such meeting would, in my view, focus very 

substantially on the development of the three sets of 

relationships in and between these islands, that between the 

communities in the North, between North and South, and between 

Britain and Ireland. A more lasting solution will in my view 

depend on the further dynamic development of these three sets of 

relationships. 

I have a completely open mind about the structure, venue or 
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channels to be used for any discussions that might be envisaged. 
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To ask the Taoiseach if he intends to follow up the statement issued by him 
on 22nd January , 1990, respond ing to comments made by a number of Unionist 
poli ticians , wi th any specif i c proposals or steps; if, in view of the stated 
position of most Unionist po1iticians that the continued operation of the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement in its present form represents an obstacle to 
political progress , the Government wi l1 consider any change or adjustment_to 
the workings of the Agreement; and if he wi11 make a statement on the 

= matter? 

To ask t he Taoiseach if, in re l ation to the pub l ic statement i ssued by him 
on 22nd Janu ary, i990, he wi 11 cut i foe the new and more comprehensi ve 
arrangements he env i sages which coul d t ranscend t he Ang1o-E rish Agreement; 
and if he wi11 make a statement on the matter? 

To ask t he Taoiseach if he wi l l communicate in writing with Uni onist leaders 
i n the North of Ire land, outlin ing in full t he contents of his statement of 
22nd January , 1990 , and particu larly emphasising his co11J11 itment t hat he will 
regard any dialogue with Un ionist leaders as being without prejud ice to 
their pos it ion vi s-a- vis the Anglo-Irish Agreement? 
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· . ~ 1'...,adl: I propose to take Ques
will be tions Nos. 13, 14 and 15 together. 

Proiasias De • 
about legislation 
country. 

1 As I said in my statement on 22 Jan
uary. I welcome the recent comments by 
·Mr. Nichol.son and Mr. Allen end I share 
their view of the pressing necessity to 
create hope for the future , and tb create 

: We are talking new ·stable relationships in Northern 
rimarily for this lrdu,d and lreland as a whole based on 

mutuaJ trust and respect and regard for 
ead1 otber"s rights and traditions . 

As I said in my statement, I would 
welcome hearing Unionist concerns at 

' first hand and would place no restriction 
on the agenda for such a meeting which 
would take place without prejudice to the 
Unionist position on the agreement. Any 
such meeting would in m view, focus 
very substantially on the development of 
the three sets of relationships in and 
between these islands. that between the 
communities in the North, between 
North and South and between Britain 
and Ireland. 

An Cann 
Deputy, but I 
No . 13 in your n 

ProiDsias De R · The Taoiseacb bas 
promised this legislat on. V 
~ Anglo-Irish Agreement. {) 

13. Proinsia.s De Rossa asked the Taoi
seach if be intends to follow up the state
ment issued by him on 22 January 1990, 
responding to comments made by a 
number of Unionist politicians. with any 
specific proposals or steps: if. in view 
of the stated position of most Unionist 
poli ticians that the continued operation 
of the Anglo- Irish Agreement in its 
present form represents an obstacle to 
poli tical progress. the Government will 
consider an change or adjustment to t be 
workings of the agreement: and if he will 
make a statement on the maner. 

14. Proimias De Ros.sa asked the Taoi
seach if. in relation to the public state
ment issued b)' him on 22 January 1990, 
be will outline the new and more com
prehensive arrangements be envisages 
which could transcend the Anglo-Irish 
Agreement; and if he will make a state
ment on the matter. 

15 . Mr. Spring asked the Taoise~cb 
if he will communicate in writing with 
Unionist leaders in the North of Ireland, 
outlining in full the contents of his state
ment of 22 January 1990 and particularly 
emphasising his commitment that be will 
regard any dialogue with Unionist leaders 
as being without prejudjce to their 
position vis-a-vis the Anglo-Irish Agree
ment. 

I do not consider that it would be 
.appropriate or helpful to make any fur
ther amunent at this time. As to the 
suggestion that I communicate in writing. 
with Unionist leaders. it is clear from 
their public comments that they are full~ 
~ of the content of my statement. 

Pnimias De ROSY: In what wav is the 
statement of 22 January different from 
the Taoiseach·s previous statement on 
the matter of Northern Ireland. on the 
possibility 1>f talks within Northern 
Ireland or between North and South? 
In issuing his invitations to the Unionist 
leadership will be confirm or deny that 
such talks are oot being expressed by 
him as a precondition for development~ 
within Northern Ireland and that he is 
not seeking for them to take place before 
any other talks take place within North
ern lrela.od itself! 

T. Taoileach: There are no pre· 
conditions. 

Proiaaias ~ Rema: I am asking the ; 
Taoiseach to put that on record. J 
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.b C.. Combairle: I call Deputy 
Dick Spring. 

The Taoiseach: I bave already said I do 
oot \\i.sh to make any further comment 
at this stage. 

Mr. Spring: Could I seek some clari
fication on a number of matters in 
relation to these questions? Fm.t as the 
Taoiseach bas stated publicly that be 
would have no d.ifficuJtv with a new 
arrangement or new agreement which 
would transcend the Anglo-Irish Agree
ment , will he outline to the House what 
aspect or elements would be contained i:n 
such an agreement? Secondly. have the 
Government given consideration to the 
question wbicb is being raised constantly 
by Unionist politicians of the suspension 
for a limited time? 

The Taoiseach: 1 do not think it pos
sible to attempt to formulate what migh t 
be in some new agreement which would 
1Tanscend or supersede the existing 
Ang.lo-Irish Agreement. That could 
emerge only out of discussions or nego
tiations. It would be very complex and . I 
imagine . very arduous. As regards the 
position of the Anglo-Irish Agreement . 
I think I made that very clear in the 
statement I issued. 

Mr. Spring: The question was specific . 
Have tbe Governmen1 g:iven con
sideration to this question? Perhaps they 
have concluded that the\' wil] not be in 
favou r of the suspension or non-oper• 
ation . as the Unionist poliucians are 
saying Will the Taoiseach clarity 
whether they have given consideration to 
that matte r? 

The T aoiseach: As 1 said in my state· 
mem. the Anglo-Irish Agreement has 
been honoured by the Irish and the 
British Governments as a binding inter
national agreement between two sov
ereign Governments. We have respected 
that binding quality and since assuming 
eftice my Government have 
'implemented the agreement effectively. I 
"WOuld like to reiterate the Government's 
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commitment to continuing to work the 
agreement fully unJess and until it is tran· 
soended by a new and more com
prehensive arrangement. 

Mr. Dukes: Will the Taoiseach agree 
that the outcome of any consultations of 
the kind contemplated as a background 
to these qyestions would necessarily have 
to deal with questions of the three 
relationships to which be himself has 
referred? If that is the case , is be pre
pared to say, or to consider saying, be 
would give an advance indication of this 
Government 's willingness to endorse the 
outcome of such consultations and to 
make that statement with a view to 
encouraging those who should be 
involved in the consultations to do so in 
the knowledge that no prior conditions 
were being set? 

The Taoi.seach: I am not sure to what 
the Deputy is referring. but I am aware 
of a statement he made receotlv which 1 
failed completely to understand--

Mr. Dukes: Not for the first time . 

T~ Taoiseach: ---namely. that if 
some other parties came together . bad 
discussions and reached some form of 
agreement , this Government and the Bri
tish Government would in advance 
underwrite and endorse that agreement. 
I could not possibly subscribe to that. 

Mr. Dukes: Will the T aoiseach not 
agree - I am trying to be helpful and 
constructive in saying this - that in order 
to be successfu l the outcome of any con
sultations between the partie involved 
in the widest sense would necessarih 
have to include consideration of the three 
sets of relationships which the Taoiseacb 
himself has defined as have other ~ople . 
as being important~ Will he agree that if 
consultations were to be successful and 
fruitful . they would have to deal with 
those relationships? Would he not say , 
since that is -the case , that be and his 
Government will be prepared to back the 
result of any such consultations? 
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The Taoiseacb: I could not possibly 
commit this Government. this House or 
the Irish people. to endorsing in advance 
the outcome of some discussions or nego
tiations. to which I assume the Deputy 
means we would not be pany--

Mr. Dukes: No. 

The Taoiseach: We would not be party 
to them') 

Mr. Dukes: No. 1 do not mean that at 
all. 

The Taoiseach: That is what I thought 
the Deputy said when he was in Derry 
but if it is something else I will read his 
statement again 

Mr. Spring: As Unionist politicians in 
the North. particularly the Deputy 
Leader of the DUP. seem to be saying 
that the\' would enter into discussions if 
the Government gave an indication of 
the non-operation of the Secretariat or 
the Angl -lrn,h onference. have the 
Go ernmen1 conside red the suspension 
of the conference or are they prepared to 
give that consideration'.' 

The Taoiseach: I have alread> given 
m> reply to that. The statement I made 
was in response to particular statements 
made b\' Mr Nicholson and Mr. Allen 
and in r·espons to what they said I gave 
a fairly comprehensive and complete 
reply . l have read again to the Deput~' 
what thai statement contained. nameh·. 
that thi~ Government and the British 
Government have implemented the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement fully and effect
ivelv to the best of their ability and until 
such time as it is superseded or tran
scended by a new and more com
prehensi\'e agreement we propose to 
continue to work the agreement. I do not 
wish to go any futher at this stage. 

An Ceann Comhairle: Question 16 
please. We shall be dealing with 
Priority Questions at 3.30 p.m. 

16. Proinsias Rossa asked the Taoi-
seach the numb r of occasions on which 
the review bo · of the Programme for 
National Recov ry have met during. the 
past three montfl · the main topics dis
cussed: if the comm· ments contained in 
the prograp,me on h alth have been dis
cussed : if any of the ocial panners have 
expressed a view at ese meetings on the 
programme·s corn itments in regard to 
health policy ; an if he will make a state
ment on the matt r . 

The Taoiseach: 
Committee of the rogramme for 
National Recovery hav met on three 
occasions since I replie to a similar ques
tion from the Depu ; on 24 October 
1989. The meetings took place on 16 
November and 21 ecember 1989. and 
16 January 1990. ~ these meetings a 
wide range of issues. ·ncluding health . 
were discussed. It is a matter for the 
committee to report pu licly on their 
deliberations and I unde stand that the 
committee w'ill shortly uhlish a com
prehensive progress re on on the pro
gramme . 

Proinsias De Rossa: Jne question ask~ 
if the social partners d expressed an 
opmion in relation to the ealth services 
Will the Taoiseach respo d to that part 
of the question'l As far I know there 
is no obligation on this 
a report is produced 
themselves 

The Taoiseach: I ave alreadv referred 
the Deput) to the e Cl position. As far 
as the committee wish report on their 
activities. they do so . · way of public 
announcements. These ublic announce
ments are readil)' avai ble to the Deputy 
and a comprebensiv progress report will 
shortly be made. 

-·- 1 
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QUESTI ONS NOS. 13 , 14 , 15 

DAIL QUESTIONS addressed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputies Proinsias De Rossa and 
Dick Spring for answer on 
Tuesday, 30th January, 1990. 

QUESTION NO. 13: 

To ask the Taoiseach if he intends to follow up the 
statement issued by him on 22nd January, 1990 responding to 
comments made by a number of Unionist politicians, with any 
specific proposals or steps; if, in view of the stated 
position of most Unionist politicians that the continued 
operation of the Anglo-Irish Agreement in its present form 
represents an obstacle to political ~regress, the Government 
will consider any change or adjustment to the workings of 
the Agreement; and if he will make a statement on the 
matter. 

- PROINSIAS DE ROSSA 

QUESTION NO. 14: 

To ask the Taoiseach if, in relation to the public statement 
issued by him on 22nd January, 1990', he will outline the new 
and more comprehensive arrangements he envisages which could 
transcend the Anglo-Irish Agreement; and if he will make a 
statement on the matter. 

- PROINSIAS DE ROSSA 

QUESTION NO. 15: 

To ask the Taoiseach if he will communicate in writing with 
Unionist leaders in the North of Ireland, outlining in full 
the contents of his statement of 22nd January, 1990, and 
particularly emphasising his commitment that he will regard 
any dialogue with Unionist leaders as being without 
prejudice to their position vis-a-vis the Anglo-Irish 
Agreement. 

- DICK SPRING 

REPLY: 

I propose to take Questions 13, 14 and 15 together . 

As I said in my statement on 22nd January, I welcome the 

recent comments by Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen, and I share 

their view of the pressing necessity to create hope for the 

future, and to create new stable relationships in Northern 

Ireland and Ireland as a whole based on mutual trust and 
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respect and regard for each other's rights and traditions. 

As I said in my statement, I would welcome hearing Unionist 

concerns at first hand and would place no restriction on the 

agenda for such a meeting which would take place without 

prejudice to the Unionist position on the Agreement. 

Any such meeting would, in my view, focus very substantially 

on the development of the three sets of relationships in and 

between these islands, that between the communities in the 

North, between North and South, and between Britain and 

Ireland. 

I do not consider that it would be appropriate or helpful to 

make any further comment at this time. 

As to the suggestion that I communicate in writing with 

Unionist leaders, it is clear from their public comments 

that they are fully aware of the content of my statement. 



Note for the Taoiseach 1 s information 

1. In August, 1989, Mr. Paisley and Mr. Molyneaux met the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Brooke and proposed to him that a series of bilateral 
meetings should be initiated with Mr. Brooke talking directly to the 
political leaders to overcome obstacles to agreement in advance of a 
round-table conference. They sought a guarantee, before that process 
starts, that suspension of the Conferenc~ and Secretariat would take 
place prior to the round-table conference being called. In a letter to 
the Secretary of State, dated 19th January, both Unionist leaders seek 
clarification from Mr. Brooke as to how their pre-conditions could be 
met, in the light of his recent Bangor speech. The full text of the 
letter is beneath. 

2. A meeting was held in Iveagh House on the 22nd January between British 
and Irish officials on the question of Northern Ireland. The following 
points emerged: 

British Side 

Some prospect for political development in Northern Ireland is now 
possible, rather than probable, and because of the implications for the 
Irish Government, and since the thinking of both Governments on 
progress seems to be converging, Mr. Brooke would wish to exchange 
views with the Minister for Foreign Affairs. Not only do the Northern 
Ireland Office believe that prospects for development are a "little 
warmer 11 but John Hume also believes this. He said recently that the 
level of realism in the North was higher than he had ever known it to 
be. The Unionists were now prepared to come to talks with the 
Agreement in place, if their other conditions receive a response. A 
gap of three months between two meetings of the Conference would 
probably be acceptable to the Unionists in place of the suspension of 
the Conference. Paisley is more flexible about talks than Molyneaux 
is. However, the Northern Ireland Office believe that internal party 
pressure is likely to move the OUP Leader. At the next meeting of the 
Conference the Secretary of State might have a tete-a-tete about the 
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prospects for political development with the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs and a date for the next meeting of the Conference could be 
announced. A more appropriate time for a gap between Conference 
meetings might be around Easter-time. The British side envisage an 
earlier meeting with all the main parties in the North including the 
Alliance Party, under the chairmanship of the Secretary of State . 

• 

The Irish Side 

The Irish officials emphasised the need to ensure that the Agreement 
was not undermined in any way in pursuing the present political 
possibilities and pointed out the crucial importance of getting the 
format of any talks right from the beginning, by addressing the three 
relationships simultaneously. 

3. The Taoiseach 1 s statement, of 22nd January, was broadly welcomed in 
political circles both North and South of the border. The following 
are some of the views expressed in the newspapers:-

Mr. Molyneaux 

Mr. Molyneaux•s initial reaction was that he had been encouraged by the 
Taoiseach 1 s proposal for talks. However, he is reserving his formal 
comment on the statement until after he, and Mr. Paisley, have met Mr. 
Brooke, probably this week. 

Mr. Paisley 

Mr. Paisley, as usual, swiftly rejected the Taoiseach 1 s latest 
invitation to the Unionists. Nothing short of a suspension of the 
working of the Secretariat and of Conference meetings will satisfy him. 
He accused the Taoiseach of hypocrisy and said that the Unionists would 
not be sitting down with Dublin to discuss the future Government and 
internal affairs of Northern Ireland. 
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Mr. Robinson 

Mr. Robinson said the Taoiseach's statement had set out unambiguously 
that a replacement to the Anglo-Irish Agreement could be negotiated but 
that the mechanism had still to be found to meet the two other 
preconditions laid down by Unionists - suppension of the Conference and 
Secretariat. 

Mr. Nicholson 

Mr. Nicholson said that it appeared that the Taoiseach had backtracked 
slightly on his original response. 

Mr. Maginnis 

Mr. Maginnis said that he had been encouraged by recent developments 
and he felt that both Governments, with a little ingenuity should be 
able to devise a formula to give Unionists what they have been asking 
for. 

Mr. Hume 

Mr. Hume said that if Unionists had ideas for a better agreement that 
would transcend all other agreements in importance and scope, they 
should have the confidence to accept the Taoiseach's invitation to meet 
them. 

Mr. Adams 

Mr. Adams said that any such arrangement would only serve to reinforce 
the present partitionist structure, built as it would be on a Stormont 
administration. 
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Whitehall 

Whitehall sources said that the statement was not unhelpful but they 
ruled out any prospect of a renegotiation of the agreement, pointing 
out that it contained provisions for devolution within it. 

Mr. Brooke 

Mr. Brooke welcomed the Taoiseach's comments on the Anglo-Irish 
Agreement and said that both Governments were open-minded about changes 
within the principles of the Agreement. 

Mr. Dukes 

Mr. Dukes welcomed the statement by the Taoiseach saying that he 
believes a new and positive political climate is emerging in Northern 
Ireland. In that regard, he said, that the seeds of progress that we 
can now see are very delicate and will need careful nurturing. 

Progressive Democrats 

A spokesman for the Progressive Democrats said that they were very 
supportive of what they regarded as a very positive response to Mr. 
Nicholson and Mr. Allen's overtures. It contributed towards the 
creation of a climate within which talks might eventually get underway. 

Workers' Party 

Mr. De Rossa said that the statement contained little or nothing new 
and that the Taoiseach had failed to deliver an initiative of some 
significance. 

4. Mr. Dukes recently paid a visit to Derry where he again reiterated his 
proposal that the Irish and British Governments should facilitate talks 
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between the political parties in the North by guaranteeing in advance 
to write whatever they agreed into a new Anglo-Irish Treaty. 

5. Beneath is a copy of the Taoiseach's statement along with relevant 
newspaper cuttings. 



Letter from Mr. Pa;sley and Mr. Molyneaux to the Secretary of State 

of 19th January, 1990. 

Dear Secretary of State, 

You were good enough when we met with you last August to say that you would 
arrange another meeting when you had made progress with discussions with 
others. 

We have studied the text, which you kindly sent us, of your speech at 
Bangor, in which you intimated your readiness to considet arrangements for 
the government of Northern Ireland in the light of which her Majesty's 
Government and, you believe, the Irish Government, might be willing to 
replace the Anglo-Irish Agreement of 1985 with another that would not be 
objectionable to the majority of the people of the province. 

We are sure you would not have made this announcement without having arrived 
at some idea, in more than vague and general terms, of how our pre
conditions could be met, and also the nature of the arrangements which Her 
Majesty's Government feels would lead to progress. 

We look forward to hearing from you. 
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STATEMENT BY TAOISEACH IN RESPONSE TO WEEKEND 

COMMENTS BY UNIONIST,POLITICIANS 

As I indicated yesterday, I welcome the recent comments by Mr. 

Nicholson and Mr. Allen, and I share their view of the pressing 

necessity to create hope for the future, and to create new stable 

relationships in Northern Ireland and Ireland as a whole based on 

mutual trust and respect and regard for each oth~r's rights and 

traditions. 

The last couple of weeks have seen a broadening of the debate 

about the scope for political progress and for positive 

developments in relationships within and between these islan?,·S. 

I welcome all constructive contributions to this debate and .I am 

encouraged by the thoughtful and forward-looki~g remarks mad'e by 

Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen. 
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The start of a new decade rei~forces our sense of urgency about 

bringing to an end the violence that the people of Northern 

Ireland have endured for the past twenty years. Additionally, 

Ireland's Presidency of the European Community underlines our 

common European vocation - the need to set aside ancient quarrels 

and focus on contemporary realities. There is also a perception 

that the political climate may now be more conducive to progress 

than at any time in the immediate past. 

All the people of Ireland are destined to form part of a united 

Europe in the future, in which historic differences and divisions 

must be put aside. The future prosperity and well-being of the 

people of Northern Ireland, and indeed of Ireland as a whole, in 

the new Europe can be greatly enhanced if we succeed in adopting 

a whole new approach to the relations between us. 

The Anglo-Irish Agreement has been honoured by the Irish and 

British Governments, as a binding international agreement between 

two sovereign Governments. We have respected that binding 

quality and, since assuming office, my Government have 

implemented the Agreement effectively. I would like to reiterate 

the Government's commitment to continuing to work the Agreement 

fully unless and until it is transcended by a new and more 

comprehensive arrangement. 

The Agreement has been implemented in particular with a view to 
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improving the conditions of the people living in Northern 

Ireland. But it has never been regarded on any side as either 

immutable or guaranteed to solve the problems of Northern 

Ireland. Rather is it a process which tackles those problems, 

and will continue to do so until it is superseded by something 

better . . If in this regard a new and more broadly-based Agreement 

can be reached by direct discussions and negotiations between all 

the parties involved, the Irish Government would be prepared to 
• 

contemplate in agreement with the British Government a new and 

better structure, agreement or arrangement to transcend the 

existing one. 

For such a development to bear fruit, all parties concerned would 

have to be involved fully and directly in the negotiations. For 

that reason, I wish to reiterate today that I would welcome 

hearing Unionist concerns at first hand. I would place no 

restriction on the agenda for such a meeting and it could of 

course take place without prejudice to the Unionist position on 

the Agreement. Any such meeting would, in my view, focus very 

substantially on the development of the three sets of 

relationships in and between these islands, that between the 

communities in the North, between North and South, and between 

Britain and Ireland. A more lasting solution will in my view 

depend on the further dynamic development of these three sets of 

relationships. 

I have a completely open mind about the structure, venue or 



- 4 -

e 
channels to be used for any discussions that might be envisaged. 



Newspaper 

article( s)/cutting( s) 

have not been copied 



QUESTIONS: 

QUESTION NOS: 

DAIL QUESTIONS addres ed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputy Proin ias De Rossa for 
answer on Tues ay, 30th January, 1990. 

To ask the Taoiseach if he inten s to fo w up the statement · sued by him 
on 22nd January, 1990, respbndi g to comments made by a numbe of Unionist 
politicians, with any specific proposals or ~teps; if, in vi w of the stated 
position of most Unionist pol 'ticians that the continued OP. ration of the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement in its resent form represents an ob tacle to 
political progress, the ov nment will consider an cha e or adjustment to 
the workings of the Agreem t; and if he wi ma east ement on the 
matter? 

To ask the Taoiseach if in relation to the public s atement issued by him 
on 22nd January, 1990, e will outline the new and ore comprehensive 
arrangements he envis es which could transcend th Anglo-Irish Agreement; 
and if he will make a statement on the matter? 

REPLY: 

I propose to and 

In my state ent of 22 January I reitera ed the Government•s commitment to 
/ 

continuing to work the Anglo-Irish Agr ement fully unless and until it is 

transcend d by a new and more compreh nsive arrangement. I qualified this 

by sayin that for such a developme to bear~' all parties concerned 

would 

such egotiations. 
~ ~~~~ 

Nr>i\-7 1~ ~ ~ 

~~ Ls--
~ · ~ 

in the negotiations. It would 

statement on the matter in advance of 



12 To ask the Taoiseach if he will communicate in writing 
with Unionist leaders in the.North of Ireland, outlining in full 
the contents of his statement of 22nd January, 1990, and 
particularly emphasising his commitment that he will r~gard any 
dialogue with Unionist leaders as being without prejudice to 
their position vis-~-vis the Anglo-Irish Agreement. - Dick 
Spring. 

For ORAL answer on Wednesday, 31st January, 1990. 

28 To ask the Taoiseach if h · t d 
the statement issued b h' e in en s to follow up 
conunents made by a nunleri~fo~ ~2n~ ·~anur~Y.1~90;responding to 
specific proposals or ste s. . nio1_1is . po i ticians, with any 
of most Unionist politici~n~ ~~~ti~hview o~ the stated.position 
Anglo-Irish Agreement in it e continued operation of the 
to political progress the~ present fo:=111 represents an obstacle 
adjustment to the workings o~v~~nm!nt will consider any change or 
a statement on the matter P . e. greement; and if he will make 
F ORAL .- roinsias De Rossa 
or answer on Tuesday 30th January, 1990: 

32 To ask the Taoiseach if, in relation to the public 
statement issued by him on 22nd January 1990, he will outline the 
new and more comprehensive arr.angements he envisage$ which could 
transcend the Anglo-Irish Agreement; and if he will make a 
statement on the matter.-Proinsias De Rossa. 
For ORAL answer on Tuesday 30th January, 1990. 
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QUESTIONS: 

DAIL QUESTIONS addressed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputies Proinsias De Rossa 
and Dick Spring for answer on 
Tuesday, 30th January, 1990. 

QUESTION NOS: 

To ask the Taoiseach if he intends to follow up the statement issued by him 
on 22nd January, 1990, responding to comments made by a number of Unionist 
politicians, with any specific proposals or steps; if, in view of the stated 
position of most Unionist politicians that the continued operation of the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement in its present form represents an obstacle to 
political progress, the Government will consider any change or adjustment to 
the workings of the Agreement; and if he will make a statement on the 
matter? 

To ask the Taoiseach if, in relation to the public statement issued by him 
on 22nd January, 1990, he will outline the new and more comprehensive 
arrangements he envisages which could transcend the Anglo-Irish Agreement; 
and if he will make a statement on the matter? 

To ask the Taoiseach if he will communicate in writing with Unionist leaders 
in the North of Ireland, outlining in full the contents of his statement of 
22nd January, 1990, and particularly emphasising his commitment that he will 
regard any dialogue with Unionist leaders as being without prejudice to 
their position vis-a-vis the Anglo-Irish Agreement? 

REPLY: 

I propose to take Questions and together. 

As I said in my statement on 22nd January, I welcome the recent comments by 

Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen, and I share their view of the pressing 

necessity to create hope for the future, and to create new stable 

relationships in N~1the1A Ir@land and Ireland~ based on mutual 
- f,~ --'-- ---~ 

trust and respect an~egard for eaeh-~e~'s ~ ights and traditions. q~ ~ 

..._ \, '- ' ~~ ~ . ,t-~,~~~--~ . 
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I do not consider that it would be appropriate or helpful to make any 

further comment at this time . 

. As to the suggestion that I communicate in writing with Unionist leaders, I 

can only conclude from their public comment that..Yni~litici~ns are 
rv? v-u...,.J1 -J... I/ . 

fully aware o~the content of my statement. 



DAIL QUESTIONS addressed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputies Proinsias De Rossa 

guEsTioNt: tJo ·. I, 
and Dick Spring for answer on 
Tuesday, 30th January, 1990. 

QUESTION NOS = ,">, 14-) , ,r 

To ask the Taoiseach if he intends to follow up the statement issued by him 
on 22nd January, 1990, responding to comments made by a number of Unionist 
politicians, with any specific proposals or steps; if, in view of th~ stated 
position of most Unionist politicians that the continued operation of the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement in its present form represents an obstacle to 
political progress, the Government will consider any change or adjustment to 
the workings of the Agreemen~j -~n~ if he will make a statement on the 
matter? - P-<011lyiM tJe fl(}:«&{ 

~vto ~,y, 
To ask the Taoiseach if, in relation to the public statement issued by him 
on 22nd January, 1990, he will outline the new and more comprehensive 
arrangements he envisages which could transcend the Anglo-Irish Agreement; a~im:,r sta~ma~k~ 
To ask the Taoiseach if he will communicate in writing with Unionist leaders 
in the North of Ireland, outlining in full the contents of his statement of 
22nd January, 1990, and particularly emphasising his commitment that he will 
regard any dialogue with Unionist leaders as being without prejudice to 
their position vis-a-vis the Anglo-Irish Agreement? 

-GiU<.~. 
REPLY: 

I propose to take Questions /3, /4,and /.)together. 

As I said in my statement on 22nd January, I welcome the recent comments by 

Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen, and I share their view of the pressing 

necessity to create hope for the future, and to create new stable 

relationships in Northern Ireland and Ireland as a whole based on mutual 

trust and respect and regard for each other 1 s rights and traditions. 
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As I said in my statement, I would welcome hearing Unionist concerns at 

first hand and would place no restriction on the agenda for such a meeting 

which would take place without prejudice to the Unionist position on the 

Agreement. 

Any such meeting would, in my view, focus very substantially on the 

development of the three sets of relationships in and between these islands, 

that between the communities in the North, between North and South, and 

between Britain and Ireland. 

I do not consider that it would be appropriate or helpful to make any 

further comment at this time. 

As to the suggest ion that I communicate in writing with Unionist leaders,...+--
CY ~ ~ -

ca9i::Elal; •i-j:f!fijrl~QQ from their public comments that they are fully aware of~ 

·..ei.tJ!J3!$ii!t: of the content of my statement. 
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Mr. Barry: Might I first offer the Taoiseach and through him 

his Ministers in relation to Question No. 1 a bit of advice and that is 

on long journeys they should not play poker with civil servants as they 

invariably win. That is my experience. On Question No. J, may I also 

offer the Taoiseach a little bit of advice? People who say that generally 

are going to give it anyway. 

An Ceann Comhairle: Ceiateanne, a Theachta. 

Mr. Barry: That, as I said at the time, was a good ide_e but he 

spoilt it by going public. I think we will have an opportunity during the 

next five months - that is all that is left - to reopen that window again 

but I implore the Taoiseach not to make the. same mistake again and go public 

first . If he were to do it in private first, he would get a better response. 

(he Taoiseach: 

replies in public. 

The Deputy is asking me here to give written 

Mr. Barry: I am asking that the invitation -

.lhe Taoiseach: The Deputy•s question asks me to give him 

details of the repljesbut et the same time he advises me to do things 

discreetly in private. Which way does he want it? 

Mr. Barry: I ask the (aoiseach to issue the invitation privately 

and taxze•~•~•x~MiiiBi~ make the response public. 

(he Taoiseach: The Deputy knows enough about this matter to know -

Mr. Barry: He should not issue the invitation and make that public. 

(he Taoiseach: On the contrary, a great deal goes on privately. 

All the actions I have taken in this rega•d are carefully considered as to 

whether they should be done in private or in public. (he Deputy should 

know from his own experience that very often public statements are called 

for, not necessarily called for publicly as some of the participants frequently 

indicate that it would be helpful if certain things were said publicly. 



Supplementary Question 

QUESTION: 

Are you disappointed at the outcome of your initiative? 

REPLY: 

While I would have hoped for a more positive response, there have been some 

encouraging developments in the interim. My door remains open and I will 

continue to make clear that I am ready to enter into dialogue and meet 

Unionists in either my capacity as Taoiseach or as President-in-Office of 

the European Council. 



QUESTION: 

QUESTION NO. 3 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputy Peter Barry for answer on 
Wednesday, 31st January, 1990. 

To ask the Taoiseach if he issued the invitations which he 
referred to in December, 1989 to the Northern Ireland Members of 
the European Parliament: and, if so, the replies which he 
received. 

REPLY: 

As I said here on 5th December, I wrote to the three Northern 

Ireland Members of the European Parliament on 25th November last. 

It is not the practice, nor do I think it would be helpful, to 

give details of the kind sought by the Deputy. 



Mr. Barry: Might I first offer the Taoiseach and through him 

his Ministers in relation to Question No. 1 a bit of advice and that is 

on long journeys they should not play poker with civil servants as they 

invariably win. That is my experience. On Question No. 3, may I also 

offer the Taoiseach a little bit of advice? People who say that generally 

are going to give it anyway. 

An Ceann Comheirle: Ceisteanne, a Theachta. 

Mr. Barry: That, as I said at the time, was a good id~e but he 

spoilt it by going public. I think we will have an opportunity during the 

next five months - that is all that is left - to reopen that window again 

but I implore the Taoiseach not to make the same mistake again and go public 

first. If he were to do it in private first, he would get a better response. 

fhe Taoiseach: 

replies in public. 

The Deputy is asking me here to give written 

Mr. Barry: I am asking that the invitation -

lhe Taoiseach: The Deputy•s question asks me to give him 

details of the repljesbut at the same time he advises me to do things 

discreetly in private. Which way does he want it? 

Mr. Barry: I ask the faoiseach to issue the invitation privately 

and taxz••~•R~X~Maiisi~ make the response public. 

fhe Taoiseach: The Deputy knows enough about this matter to know -

Mr. Barry: He should not issue the invitation and make that public. 

fhe Taoiseach: On the contrary, a great deal goes on privately. 

All the actions I have taken in this rega•d are carefully considered as to 

whether they should be done in private or in public. (he Deputy should 

know from his own experience that very often public statements are called 

for, not necessarily called for publicly as some of the participants frequently 

indicate that it would be helpful if certain things were said publicly. 
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The Deputy knp•a that. 

Mr. Berry: Was that the -

An Ceann Comhairle: Order, please, Deputy Currie has been 

offering. 

Mr. Currie: Could I suggest to the (aoiseech that he persevere 

on these matters and say to him that it is a very long time indeed since 

there has been as much tope for political progress in Northern Ir~lendjda there 
. fV~ r;J 

is at present? Every opportunity should be taken to ~ss that as fully 

as possible. 

An Ceenn Comhairle: Can we proceed to Question No. 4? 
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if he has any plans to place more pro
minence during the Presidency in the 
European context on the Irish language? 

An Ceann Comhairle: Sin ceist eile. 

'fbe Taoiseacb: Very short)_. yes . The 
whole question of minority languages and 
cultures is being ad\'anced and there are 
plans for a possible conference on min
ority languages and cultures. 

Mr. Dukes: On lines advanced by the 
Irish Presidency during 1984. 

'I, Imitations to Northern Ireland MEPs. 

3. Mr. Barry asked the Taoiseach if 
be issued the invitations to which be 
referred in December 1989 to the North
ern Ireland Members of the European 
Parliament: and if so. the replies which 
be received . 

The Taoiseacb: A~ I said here on 5 
December. 1 wrote to the three Northern 
Ireland Member of the European Par
liamenl on 2:- November last. It is not 
the practice. nor do l thmk it would be 
helpful . to give detail. of the kind sought 
by the DepUt) . 

Mr. Barn: On Question No. l. ma,· I 
offer the Ta.oiseach and . through him his 
Minister!:. on Question No . 1 a linle 
ad\"lce ~ On long journeys they should not 
pla~ poker with civil servants as they 
in\'ariabl~ win . That is m~ experience . 
Oo Question No. 3. mav 1 also offer the 
Taoiseach a little advice? People who 
say that . generally are going to give it 
anywa~ . 

An Ceann Comhairle: Ceisteanna. a 
Theachta. 

Mr. Barry: That , as I said at the time , 
was a good idea . but he spoilt it by going 
public. I think there will be an oppor· 
tunity during the next five months - that 
is all that is left - to reopen that window 
but J implore the Taoiseach not to make 
the same mistake by doing so in public 
D 39.:---(" 

first. If be were to do so in private first, 
be would get a better response--

The Taoiseach: The Deputy is asking 
mt; here to give written replies in public. 

Mr. Barry: I am asking that the invita
tion--

The Taoiseacb: The Depury·s question 
asks me to give him details of the reply. 
but at the same time he ad-.'ises me to do 
tbj.s discreetly in private . 'Which way doe 
he want it? 

.Mr. Barn: I ask the Taoiseach to issue 
the invitation privately and make the 
response public. 

The Taoiseach: The Deputy knows 
enough about this matter--

. Mr. Barrv: He should not issue the 
invitation and make that public. 

The Taoiseach: On the contran . a 
great deal goe~ on private!~ . All° the 
action J have taken in this regard were 
carefulh· considered a to whether the, 
should he done in private or in public. 
Toe Deputy should know from exper
ience that vel}· often public statement!
are called for--

Mr. Dukes: Issuing an invitation was 
nothing more than a stunt. 

The Taoiseach: --not necessarih 
called for publicly. but some of the parti· 
cipants frequently indicate that it would 
be helpful if certain things were said pub
licly. The Deputy knows that. 

Mr. Barry: Was that the--

An Ceann Comhairle: Order. please, 
Deputy Currie has been offering. 

Mr. Currie: May 1 suggest that the 
Taoiseach persevere with these matters 
because it is a very long time since there 
was as much hope for political progress 
in Northern Ireland as there is at present? 

.,. . . · . 
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(Mr. Currie.} 
Every opportunity should be taken to 
progres~ that as fully as possible . 

An Cann Comhairle: Can we proc~d 
to Question No . 4? [) 

Clar Togala Reamh-Mbonarchana. 

4. D"fhiafraig.h M.r. McGinJe) den 
Taoiseach an bhf1;1il clar t6gala reamh· 
mhonarchan ag. Udara~ oa Gaeltachta 
don bhliain 1990: ce meid airgid ata 
cunha ar fail don obair sin : ag.us cen ait 
a mbeidh na reamh-mhonarchana lonn
aithe . 

Aire Sia.it ag Roinn na Gaeltacbta (Mr. 

Oral A,uwtr5 68 

chana .fein a chur ar fail. Ni he sin le ra 
gurh e sin deireadh an sceil maidir le 
spas sna Gaeltachtai. ach chun freagra a 
thabhairt ar cheist an Teachta . beidh me 
lista i a phle leis an Udara!>. Nil me cinnte 
faoi na pleananna ata acu maidir leis na 
hoileain ach labhr6idh me leo futhu . 

Mr. McGinle:r: Ta se tabhachtach go 
dt6g.fai monarchana ar na hpileain agu~ 
go mbeadh pairtiocht ag an Udar.i.s iontu 
6 tharla go bhfuil an imirce as na ceantair 
chomh hard sin . Ta Athas onn a chloisin1 
go mbeidh an tAire ag teagmhail leis an 
Udaras maidi1 le ceis1 na n-oilean . 

Mr. Gallagber: Taimid ag cur beime 
anois ar na hachmhainni nadurtha agus 
ar ard-teicneolaiocht. Ta an la caite gur 
feidir linn bun-abhair a allmhairiu go dt i 
aiteanna iargulta sa tir agu!= iad a onnmh
airiu ansin Ta se r6-chostasach . Ta1mid 
sa mhargadh saor agus beimid i 199~ . 
Ma ta achrnhainni nadunha ansin agu 
monarchana de dhith onhu . beimid sasta 
tahhain faoi sin . 

Gallagher): Bionn t6gail agu$ athch6iriu 
a.r fhoirgnimh ar siul go leaminach ag an 
Udar.b . h, as airleacan agus 6 theacht 
isteach a g.hineann an t-Udara. fe in a 
mhaoinaitear an obau su1. T.; B.43~ 
mhilhun curtha ar fail mar airleacan san 
Meastachain do J 99(1 . Tutg:im on Udaras 

1 g.0 meastar g0 gcai thfear breis is D I 
mhilliun ar thogail I mbliana ag.u. !?O g.cr
iochn6far reamhl-pa~ de than ar 3.5CXJ 
meadar ceamach m iomlan roinnte mar 
sco a leanas: 

Ceantar 
Meadar 

, Ceamach 

An Ceann Comhairle: Ar aehaidh le 
I cei:.t eile ano1 . . Ceisteanna ar sonraiodh 

uain d6il:ih Ce1st 5 chun an Aire 
Oideachais. We ha\'e come 10 deal with 1 

questiom n0mina1ed for priori1~ . Again . 

An Bun Beaf . Co Dhun n:: 
nGall 1 

Ai1 Ui Chonam . CD Mha12h E,.,, 
Rl" a· Mhi1 Co na Gaillimh, 
An Rinn. Co. Phon Unrgt 

2.(0 , 
1.13'! 

3(~1 
lf){I 

MT. McG~e~·: An bhfu1J aon phlean
anna ag an Udani~ reamh-mbonarch.a a 
thoeail ar aon cheano de na hoileain 
Ghaeltacht.a? 

Mr. Gallagher: Mar a _!iuirt me. thainig 
an t-eol8!- ata 31,!am 6 Udani~ na Gael
tachta. Cbuir siad clar toga.Ja os mo cho
mhair amach i dtus na bliana. Ta se 
beagnach gl_anta agam anois agus is ceis1 
e sin don Udaras. Ce go bhfuilimid ag 
caint faoi oa rearnb-mbonarchana anseo. 
chomh maith leis ~in ta go leor daoioe ag 
fail chuidiu 6n Udaras chun a monar-

I mu ~t remind the House tha t a quaner 
of an hour only is laid down in Standing 
Orders for the disposal of these que . 
ttom . I require the co-opera tion of all 
concerned to dispose of the five question 
imolved and J expec1 that co-operation 
will be forthcoming . 

Discipline in Schooh. 

5. Mr. J. Bruton asked the Minister 
for Education the action she has taken 
o.n the recommendations of the repon of 
the Committee on Discipline in School~ 
in respee1 of: (a) designating officials in 
her Depanment to develop links between 
primary and post-primary schools ; (b) 
setting up local committees with the same 
objective : (c) including remedial educa
tion in all teacher training ; (d) holding 
special in-service courses for teachers to 



QUESTION: 

QUESTION NO. 3 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputy Peter Barry for answer on 
Wednesday, 31st January, 1990. 

To ask the Taoiseach if he issued the invitations which he 
referred to in December, 1989 to the Northern Ireland Members of 
the European Parliament: and, if so, the replies which he 
received. 

REPLY: 

As I said here on 5th December, I wrote to the three Northern 

Ireland Members of the European Parliament on 25th November last. 

It is not the practice, nor do I think it would be helpful, to 

give details of the kind sought by the Deputy. 



-
Note for the Taoiseach's Information 

1. The Taoiseach wrote to the three Northern MEPs on 25th November 
suggesting that discussion on matters of mutual interest would be 
helpful in the context of our Presidency of the European Communities. 
Copies of the letters are beneath. 

2. The Taoiseach received a written reply from Mr. Nicholson, dated 
11th December, in which he said that his,channel of communication with 
the Council of Ministers must be through ' the Government of the United 
Kingdom and that in the absence of any democratic structure in ~orthern 
Ireland the scope for ancillary communication was limited. He also 
said that, in his opinion, there is a lack of political accountability 
on the part of E.C. Commissioners and suggested that the relative 
authority of the Council of Ministers might be increased with each 
responsible to his National Parliament. A copy of the reply is 
beneath. 

3. I understand that Mr. Hume gave a positive verbal response to the 
Taoiseach's invitation. 

4. Mr. Paisley said in response, through the media, that there would be no 
talks, as far as he was concerned, with the Taoiseach. He said that 
the Taoiseach no longer spoke of E.C. structural funds as he had done 
in the Dail, indicating that he now realised he had no power to alter 
the allocations for the next five years under which the North has 
benefitted substantially less than the Republic or other countries in 
the Community. He said it was "an atrocious lie" to have suggested 
otherwise. He went on to say that the Taoiseach is merely one of a 
team and that his offer of talks was a gimmick designed to draw 
Unionists into sitting down with Dublin. 

5. Some relevant newspaper cuttings are beneath. 
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:11. Ceann Comhai le: Let us hear 
Deputy De Rossa, wh has possession. 

Proinsias De Ross : I would welcome 
an invitation to m et the Taoiseach at 
any time . 

The Taoiseac : The Deputy was not 
very fo.rthcomin the last time I invited 
him . 

Proinsias De R ssa: However. I did, 
meet you. I wis the Taoiseach well 
during his forthco ing Presidency of the 
entire European ommunity from Jan
uary untilJune ne tyear. Would he agree 
that he should a id taking steps that 
might be interp eted as giving a 
preference to Irish interests above the 
general European ommunity interests 
and that a meeting f Irish MEPs at this 
time might be seen as giving them pref
erence. 

The Taoiseach: I will be very careful of 
that aspect. 

v Discussions with Northern Ireland ~ 
6 MEPs. 

9. Mr. Quinn asked the Taoiseach if 
he has written to the three Members of 
the Ei:1ropean Parliament for Northern 
Ireland; if he has received any 
acknowledgments; when he proposes to 
meet with them to discuss the proposals 
qutlined by him in his speech to Dail 
Eireann on 23 November, 1989; and ifhe 
will make a statement on the matter. 

10. Mr. Barry asked the Taoiseach 
when the invitations to the three North
ern lreland Members of the European 
Parliament were issued by him; and if he 
has had a response thereto. 

11. Mr. Spring asked the Taoiseach if 
he will elaborate on his comments about 
statements made by Mr. John Taylor. 

The Taoiseach: I propose to take Ques
tions Nos. 9, 10 and 11 together. 

I wrote to the three Northern Lreland 
Members of the European Parliament. 
an 25 .November, as I said I would in my 
recent statement to the House on Anglo
Irish relations. The timing and location 
of any meetings that might be held would 
be a matter of mutual convenienc~. 

I found Mr. Taylor's remarks in the 
House of Commons on 23 November and 
subsequently in media interviews to be 
generally positive and encouraging. 

l welcome in particular Mr. Taylor's 
recognition of the "Irish dimension" to 
the problems of Northern Ireland. I also 
welcome Mr. Taylor's support for dis
cussions between myself, in my Presi
dency capacity, and the Northern Ireland 
Members of the European Parliament 
and would, of course, hold myself avail
able for such discussions at all convenient 
times. 

Mr. QuiM: Has the Taoiseach had any 
specific, positive response from the three 
persons to whom invitations were issued. 

The Taoiseach: If the Deputy would 
not mind, I would ask him to await 
developments and I will promise to keep 
him informed. 

Mr. Quinn: Certainly . 

Mr. Currie: Might I advise the Taoi
seach--

An Ceann Comhairle: A question, 
please, Deputy. 

Mr. Currie: --that as a result of 
my experience of Mr. John Taylor, the 
Honourable Member for Strangford, 
over a period of 25 years, to read with 
particular carefulness anything that Mr. 
Taylor says because he has said some 
things which have conflicted very much 
over the years , but then I understand 
that many of us may have done that O? 
occasion. Might I suggest to the Ta01-
seach that he be very careful about the 
code words being used , that he may need 
a special vocabulary in order to enable 
him interpret those code words. Would 

" "I;, 
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(Mr. Currie.] 
he agree that nevertheless he should wel
come - indeed and I am glad to note he 
has welcomed- the comments Mr. John 
Taylor has made because he is of very 
considerable importance to the future . 
He recognises that himself and I think we 
ought to recognise it as well. 

The Taoiseach: Quite. 

Mr. J. Higgins: Would the Taoiseach 
say whether exactly the same text was 
transmitted to each of the MEPs 0r 
whether there was any variation or 
change of emphasis in relation to each 
correspondent? 

The Taoiseach: I would like the front 
bench of Fine Gael to make up their 
minds about this. On the one hand 
Deputy John Bruton tells me that these 
things should be done privately. Now the 
Chief Whip of the Fine Gael Party asks 
me for details of what I said. 

Mr. J. Bruton: May I ask the Taoi
seach--

The Taoiseach: Will Deputy Bruton 
sit down? I am dealing with Deputy J. 
Higgins. 

An Ceann Comhairle: Order. May I 
ask whether the Taoiseach has concluded 
his remarks? 

The Taoiseach: Certainly, yes. 

Mr. J. Bruton: I know the Taoiseach 
would like this House co be run somewhat 
like the Volkskammer. The Taoiseach. in 
a disorderly fosnion , remains standing . 
Would he agree that it is common pru
dence in diplomatic matters that if one 
wishes to make a demarche of this kind , 
one should give advance notice to those 
from whom it is expected there should 
be a response rather than make such a 
statement publicly in the first instance? 

An Ceann Comhairle: Quite clearly we 
are having repetition. 

The Taoiseach: --and convoluted 
repetition, a Cheann Comhairle . 

An Ceann Comhairle: Deputy Spring 
has been offering. 

Mr. J. Bruton: In this case I think the 
convolution is in the Taoiseach's mind 
because of an absence of understanding 
on his part. 

Mr. Spring: May I seek clarification in 
relation to Question No. 11. Has the 
Taoiseach considered issuing an inviq1-
tion to Mr. John Taylor, MEP to come 
to a meeting or would he consider that 
worthwhile at this stage? 

The Taoiseach: I would be delighted to 
meet John Taylor at any time. 
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Mr. Spring: Has the Taoiseach issued , 
him an invitation? .. •' - :·_ . 

The Taoiseach: Not at present but , as · 
the Deputy knows, since it was he who 
first put forward the idea here, my invita
tion is a standing one. 

_yl\.'teetmg w1 Prime Minister.('.) 

~2. Mr. Dukes as ed the Taoiseach if 
he proposes to arr ge a meeting with 
the UK Prime Mi ster which would be 
devoted exclusi ely to Anglo-Irish 
relations . 

···- . : : ' 

···.• 

. : -·· 

·. ·.:· .... 

The Taoise h: As I have said before, 
my six month1 meetings with the British 
Prime Minister n marge of European • 
Council meetings e valuable and have .,. 
proved adequate to xchange views on 
current issues. How ver. if a formal 
Summit meeting appe .rs to be necessary 
or beneficial at any ti e it can, I am sure • . : . ... ···· ·· 
be arranged. Plans r any such meeting .. . . . · 

.-· :.-': :, :. ·: .. ~·- ···;:;. 

would be announc , in accordance with : · ··· · 
established practi , simultaneouslv in · · . 
Dublin and Londo close to the time of ... : . ..... , .. . 
the meeting. · 

Mr. J. Bruton: Woul the Taoiseach 
agree that meetings en m rge of the Euro
pean Council, of nece ·ty operate within 

; .. 

. ·•.· . ... 

'• .. 

l •.· : ·· . ....... . 

::t .. ~:_.~·.:·.+::.·,·::.', ... ·_,.~;_ ·::·.: ··· .. ·,· ,- .. t _.:; ; 
I 

\: ' . 
.. . . ··•.·,. --....... ······--··--



2 s' November, 1989. 

~~~ 
~~ 
t-r.E f 5 -----

1 R.K. Paisley, M.P., M.E.P., 
tn Parliament, 
:de l'Europe, 
ourg. 

There are many common interests and concerns in relation to 
European Community matters which are shared by people in 
both parts of the island. In my view discussion of these 
issues of common concern would be helpful in the context of 
our forthcoming Presidency of the European Communities. 

In the House of Commons on 22nd November, Mr. Roy Beggs 
commented that "at a time in Europe when new relationships 
are developing between East and West and between the 
sovereign nations therein, we trust that the Government of 
the Irish Republic, as they assume the Presidency of the 
Council of Ministers, will give priority to matching our 
efforts to develop a lasting relationship between North and 
South based on mutual respect". I would wish to respond as 
positively as possible to this expression of hope. 

I know that you and your fellow MEPs have availed of every 
opportunity to jointly promote the well-being of the people 
of Northern Ireland and have previously made joint 
representations on matters of importance to them. I should 
now like to invite you to meet with me jointly so that I can 
hear at first hand your views on the range of issues of 
concern to people North and South which will confront us 
during our Presidency. It goes without saying that such a 
meeting would focus exclusively on EC related issues and 
would be entirely without prejudice to political positions 
on any side. I very much hope you will find it possible to 
consider favourably this invitation. 
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The timing of such a meeting and the venue would of course 
be a matter of mutual convenience but I think it should take 
place in advance of our assumption of the EC Presidency on 
1st January. 

I am writing to your colleagues, Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Hume, 
in similar terms. 
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Mr. John Hume, M.P., M.E.P., 
European Parliament, 
Palais de l'Europe, 
Strasbourg. 

There are many common interests and cbncerns in relation to 
European Community matters which are shared by people in 
both parts of the island. In my view discussion of these 
issues of common concern would be helpful in the context of 
our forthcoming Presidency of the European Communities. 

In the House of Commons on 22nd November, Mr. Roy Beggs 
commented that "at a time in Europe when new relationships 
are developing between East and West and between the 
sovereign nations therein, we trust that the Government of 
the Irish Republic, as they assume the Presidency of the 
Council of Ministers, will give priority to matching our 
efforts to develop a lasting relationship between North and 
South based on mutual respect". I would wish to respond as 
positively as possible to this expression of hope. 

I know that you and your fellow MEPs have availed of every 
opportunity to jointly promote the well-being of the people 
of Northern Ireland and have previously made joint 
representations on matters of importance to them. I should 
now like to invite you to meet with me jointly so that I can 
hear at first hand your views on the range of issues of 
concern to people North and South which will confront us 
during our Presidency. It goes without saying that such a 
meeting would focus exclusively on EC related issues and 
would be entirely without prejudice to political positions 
on any side. I very much hope you will find it possible to 
consider favourably this invitation. 
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The timing of such a meeting and the venue would of course 
be a matter of mutual convenience but I think it should take 
place in advance of our assumption of the EC Presidency on 
1st January. 

I am writing to your colleagues, Dr. Paisley and Mr. 
Nicholson, in similar terms. 
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Mr. Jim Nicholson, M.E.P., 
European Parliament, 
Palais de l'Europe, 
Strasbourg. 

There are many common interests and concerns in relation to 
European Community matters which are shared by people in 
both parts of the island. In my view discussion of these 
issues of common concern would be helpful in the context of 
our forthcoming Presidency of the European Communities. 

In the House of Commons on 22nd November, Mr. Roy Beggs 
commented that "at a time in Europe when new relationships 
are developing between East and West and between the 
sovereign nations therein, we trust that the Government of 
the Irish Republic, as they assume the Presidency of the 
Council of Ministers, will give priority to matching our 
efforts to develop a lasting relationship between North and 
South based on mutual respect". I would wish to respond as 
positively as possible to this expression of hope. 

I know that you and your fellow MEPs have availed of every 
opportunity to jointly promote the well-being of the people 
of Northern Ireland and have previously made joint 
representations on matters of importance to them. I should 
now like to invite you to meet with me jointly so that I can 
hear at first hand your views on the range of issues of 
concern to people North and South which will confront us 
during our Presiden9y. It goes without saying that such a 
meeting would focu~ exclusively on EC related issues and 
would be enti~~ly without prejudice to political positions 
on any side. I very much hope you will find it possible to 
consider favourably this invitation. 
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The timing of such a meeting and the venue would of course 
be a matter of mutual convenience but! think it should take 
place in advance of our assumption of the EC Presidency on 
1st January. 

I am writing to your colleagues, Dr. Paisley and Mr. Hume, 
in similar terms. 



Member 
of the European Parliament 

Unionist Party Headquarters 
3 Glengall Street 
Belfast 
BT12 SAE 
Tel. [0232] 324601 

11 December 1989 

You wrote to me on 25 November [received by me 6.12.89] suggesting a 
meeting to discuss issues of common concern in the context of your 
incoming Presidency of the Council of Ministers. I am sure you will 
understand that as an Ulster Unionist my channel of communication 
with the Council of Ministers must be through the Government of the 
United Kingdom and scope for ancillary communication is therefore 
limited in the absence of any democratic structure in Northern 
Ireland. 
Turning to the commissionJ the problem seems to me that~ although 
appointees of national GovernmentsJ Commissioners tend to lo~se 
their national identity and "go native." They are able to take 
on an independence which to a large extent negates the concept of 
democratic control in European affairs. There is thus no degree 
of political accountability on the part of the Commission. It 
would seem sensible to increase the relative authority of the 
Council of Ministers each of whom would be responsible to his 
National Parliament. 
It may be that you and your colleagues could explore this with 
benefit during your Presidency. 



Newspaper 

article(s)/cutting(s) 

have not been copied 



QUESTION: 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Tao;seach 
by Deputy Peter Barry for answer on 
Wednesday, 31st January, 1990. 

QUESTION NO: 

To ask the Taoiseach if he issued the invitations which he referred to in 
December, 1989 to the Northern Ireland Members of the European Parliqment; 
and, if so, the replies which he received. 

REPLY: 

As I said here on 5th December~. I wrote to the three Northern Ireland 

Members of the European Parliament on 25th November last. I received a /J 
M.f7 J 

written reply from one member; an oral reply from another, and the thirdAfM!Ef 

nGt make aHy di~ect-repJ,¥. ~ +Jf ~ ~ ~ f ~ ~ . 

It is not the practice, nor do I think it would be useful at this time, to 

give details of replies to such private contacts. 

-~ 

4 To ask the Taoiseach . f h . ,. 
he referred to in December 198~ e issued the invitations which 
of the European Parliam t: d~ !0 the Northern Ireland Members 
received. _ Peter Barry~n' an, if so, the replies which he 

For ORAL answer on Wednesday, 31st January, 1990. 



QUESTION: 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Tao;seach 
by Deputy Peter Barry for answer on 
Wednesday, 31st January, 1990. 

QUESTION NO: 

To ask the Taoiseach if he issued the invitations which he referred to in 
December, 1989 to the Northern Ireland Members of the European Parliament; 
and, if so, the replies which he received. 

REPLY: 

As I said here on 5th December, I wrote to the three Northern Ireland 

Members of the European Parliament on 25th November last. I received a 

written reply from one member; an oral reply from another, and the third MEP 

has not been in~ with me. 

It is not the practice, nor do I think it would be ~
1 

this t-i·me, to 

give details of replies to such private contacts. 
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Supplementary Question 

QUESTION: 

Are you d' · 1sappo1nted at the outcome to your initiative? 

REPLY: 

-!-- am s ome~at dis ap po~·R . 
will continue to make clear that I am read t . . /i I 
Unionists in either my cap ·t . y to enter into dialogue and meet 
the European Council ~- ac1 y as Tao1seach or as President-in-Office of 

...--·--- .. -· . . 
/~ J.;t.v(t Z w--o~ ~ /Mj.eA fa C< ~ 

f.hVI' 1vve ~11# 
1 

j}c,e_,11,e. A_llviA' /_e,e,,,_,_, . ~ R.--

Lv,P~ J ~ crf.w tor y,...t,,--1,j fr>i -1,,fu, 1,,,,,AiNi,,,.,, 
lf/lf} ~l'i, I l,1>,_pv\/h,,i 91'£.4i fvv,,.-""'L 



QUESTION: 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputy Peter Barry for answer on 
Wednesday, 31st January, 1990. 

QUESTION NO: 

To ask the Taoiseach if he issued the invitations which he referred to in 
December, 1989 to the Northern Ireland Members of the European Parli~ment; 
and, if so, the replies which he received. 

REPLY: 

As I said here on 5th December, I wrote to the three Northern Ireland 

Members of the European Par 1 i ament on 25th November 1 ast. "-f9aecc iveel a.-. 
~ttel'l reply from on~-member; an a-Pal reply from another , and the third MEP 

It is not the practice, nor do I think it would be helpful, to give details 
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Telephone Call from Jim Nicholson, 23 January, 1990 

Jim Nicholson telephoned from Brussels yesterday afternoon. He 

said he would wish to keep in touch with us on a continuing basis 

and would in particular like to get together for a further 
-

private conversation at an early date. 

Nicholson said he was very disappointed with Paisley's reaction 

to the Taoiseach's statement. However, Paisley was not i "normal 

politician" and his reaction had to be seen in that light. (The 

Irish News yesterday, referring to Paisley's reaction, said it 

was impossible for him "to resist a lifetime's temptation to 

ravage those tainted by the brush of ·compromise" ). Additionally, 

Nicholson thought that Paisley, given that they were both MEPs, 

might be trying, through his criticism of the weekend exchanges, 

to undermine Nicholson's position by what the latter described 

as "pulling a political stroke over me". Paisley always put 

the "interest of himself before that of his country" (sic!). 

Nicholson went on to say that Unionist thinking is in something 

of a ferment at the moment and it would take a little time for it 

to be worked out. His own view was that, now that the 

possibility of an alternative to the Agreement had been accepted, 

Unionists need not be as "stringent" in pursuit of their other 

two preconditions for talks (suspension and Secretariat staff 

redeployment). A possible next step might be for Unionists to 

sit down bilaterally with the Secretary of State and agree a 

framework for talks. However, he repeated that they had still to 

think through their position; they had not yet decided, for 

instance, whether relationships within the North should be worked 

out in advance of those between North and South. 
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Finally, Nicholson said that Molyneaux, who had been very 

supportive of him over the past week (though Nicholson had no 

illusions about his leader's "slipperiness"), had asked him to 

try and discover what the Taoiseach would "really like" from 

Unionists ~t this stage. If they knew what he "basically wanted" 

(Nicholson thought, for instance, that it might be simultaneous 

talks on the i-nterdependence of the three relationships) they 

could address their minds to the issue; and if they were to find 

the Taoiseach' s approach acceptable, they could give 

consideration to a series of speeches which might make it easier 

to go in that direction. 

~,,~7-c " 
Derrnot Gallagher, 

24 January, 1990. 

cc: PST; PSM; Mr. Nally; 

Counsellors A-I; Box 

PSS; Mr. Mathews: Mr. Brosnan; 
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CONFIDENTIAL 

~ Courtesy call on the Taoiseach by Mr. Kevin McNamara, MP., 
lql ~ Tuesday, 13 February, 1990, Government Buildings. 

~ f..v\v 
·"\.IC l -../ ( 

Mr. McNamara was accompanied by his adviser on Irish affairs, 
Mr. Tom Lyne. 

Contacts with Unionists 

Giving his assessment of the current ~ituation, the Taoiseach said that 
there seemed to be two levels operating - Unionist leaders seemed 
reluctant to move but at a lower level, Taylor, Robinson etc. appeared 
to be more flexible and interested in progress. The Taoiseach 
emphasised that there could be no question of suspension of the 
Conference or Secretariat but as he had said in his statement of 
22nd January, if a new arrangement came about in_agreement with the 
British Government, which would transcend the present Agreement, then 
it would only be common sense to proceed in this way. Any talks 
leading to this new situation would have to include the Dublin 
Government. 

Mr. McNamara said that he could not envisage any real progress from the 
Secretary of State's forthcoming meeting with Unionist leaders. While 
he accepted that all sides had to proceed cautiously, he suggested that 
this created problems in Britain when the Dublin Government did not 
explain exactly what it was looking for. He felt it would be useful if 
the Government could elaborate as much as possible on its position. 
The Taoiseach said that the situation was very complex but he would 
consider the point made. Outlining Labour Party policy to be followed 
if they formed the next Government, Mr. McNamara said that they would 
see the Dublin Government as dictating the pace. The Maryfield 
Secretariat would be expanded to foster greater cooperation between 
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North and South. Their idea was that progress should not "get bogged 
down on constitutional issues," particularly when there were so many 
other areas such as agriculture where cooperation could be encouraged 
in a non-controversial way. The Taoiseach agreed with this approach 

' but pointed out that economic cooperation should be encouraged on its 
own merits and not as a means of avoiding constitutional issues. 

European Co11111unity Issues 

During a discussion on the implications of 1992, the Taoiseach 
mentioned the Government's decision' to prepare a paper on the 
North/South dimension of developments in this area. Work on the study 
was well under way. 

On the removal of border controls, Mr. McNamara suggested that the 
British Prime Minister was making far too much of this issue - her 
approach amounted to a negative form of nationalism. As regards drug
trafficking, the Taoiseach suggested that with the removal of borders 
it might be sensible to look at the whole of Ireland and, possibly, 
Britain as a unit for the purposes of control. 

In response to a question from Mr. McNamara the Taoiseach outlined the 
Government's priorities for aid under the Community Initiatives 
Programme - a gas interconnector and air and sea shuttle services. 
Mr. McNamara said that the Irish Government should look at the 
potential offered by the Holyhead - Hull route as a landbridge to 
Europe. It was a much cheaper route and avoided the congestion which 
was a common feature of more southerly British routes. His local 
authority in Hull were anxious to promote this idea. 

British Political Situation 

Mr. McNamara said that the forthcoming by-election in Staffordshire 
would be a vital test for the Conservative Government. The situation 
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c)(j March, 1990. 

Mr. W. Wixted, 
Town Clerk, 
Listowel Urban District Council. 

Dear Mr. Wixted, 

Thank you for your letter of the 14th March, 1990 addressed 
to the Taoiseach, Mr. Charles J. Haughey, T.D., and for 
enclosing details of your resolution regarding the 
Taoiseach's invitation to Unionist leaders. 

I will bring your comments to the Taoiseach's attention as 
soon as possible. 

Yours sincerely, 

Private Secretary 
to the ..Taoiseach. 

GS3182/WP3 



COMHAIRLE BHAILE CHEANNTAIR LIOS TUATHAIL 

5 PRIOMH SHRAID, 
UOS TUATHAIL, 
CHONTAE CHIARRAI. 
GUTHAN; (068) 21004. 

MOTHAG: 
MY REF: 

DO THAG: 
YOUR REF: 

An Taoiseach, 
Charles J. Haughey, T.D., 
Government Buildings, 
Kildare Street, 
DUBLIN 2. 

Dear Taoiseach, 

LISTOWEL URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL 
CHARLES STREET 
LISTOWEL, 
COUNTY KERRY. 
TELEPHONE: (068) 21004. 

TOWN CLERK: WILLIAM WIXTED 

DATE: 14/3/1990 

I wish to inform you, that at the la'st meeting of Listowel 
Urban District Council, the members decided to support a 
resolution which was originally adopted by Edenderry Town 
Commissioners and circulated to all Local Authorities for 
support:-

'That Edenderry Town Commissioners request all Local 
Authorities in the 26 Counties to publicly support 
An Taoiseach's invitation to the Unionist leaders 
in the 6 Counties to enter into dialogue with the 
Irish Government with a view to finding a formula 
for peace.' 

Yours faithfully, 

W. WIXTED. ' 
TOWN CLERK. 





-

[~~k-~.~~~ 
r NORTHERN IRELAND ~ / ~ q, () 

Articles 1, 2 and 3 of our Constitution express the long-held 
belief among the majority of Irish men and women down through the 
ages that the Irish nation embraces the whole of Ireland, and 
that the different traditions ought through peace and 
reconciliation to be united in freedom. 

There is a close parallel to be found in the Federal German 
Constitution or Basic Law which was enacted in 1949. Its 
preamble states that "the entire German people are called upon to 
achieve in free self-determination the unity and freedom of 

Germany". That provision did not over a long period of years 

threaten the other part of Germany, or serve as a basis for the 

use of force, or intimidation. Instead in the fullness of time 

it now provides the basis on which the people of both parts of 

Germany can come together in peace and goodwill. 

We support the Constitutional requirement to seek unity. But we 

immediately and trenchantly reject any idea of achieving unity by 

force or imposing the jurisdiction of this State on the six I 
counties of Northern Ireland. The recent Supreme Court judgement ( 
confirmed that the enactment of laws for that area by the 

v\ 
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oireachtas is expressly prohibited in Article 3. Nor cam our 

constitution ever be invoked by anyone to justify the ume of 

force to achieve the purposes of Articles 2 and 3, becawse the 

means by which unity might be achieved are clearly set m.ut in 

Article 29, which lays down the obligations that affiDII! Jreland's 

devotion to the ideal of peace and friendly cooperation. ~nd its 

adherence to the principle of the peaceful settlement oif 

international disputes. 

While accepting the genuine concerns,that have been e~ssed 

from time to time, we welcome the fact that the Supreme, ~ourt 

have now established beyond doubt that the conduct of .-nglo-Irish 

relations, particularly since 1980, has been on a basis 

consistent with the Constitution, as we have always understood 

it. And I also wish to repeat my conviction that new 

arrangements or structures which might be agreed for Ineland as a 

whole would clearly require an entirely new constitutiam. 

Today we see people everywhere seeking closer unity. Bm.ropean 

nations who lost millions of their people in past wars !have come 

together to form a ur.ited Europe. The modern world offiers all 

who live on this small island countless examples of wa~ in which 

divisions can be overcome and new fruitful relationshiPJB devised. 

The great tide of change sweeping through Eastern Europe 

demonstrates what people can achieve when they come tocpether and 

when divisions which have been imposed upon them are dE!!lllolished. 

They have also shown that walls and partitions erected ~y one 

generation can be dramatically removed by the next. Umi.ty is 

better than disunity, cooperation better than isolation~. In 

Ireland it is those of us who seek unity who are the 

progressives. It is those of us who seek to abolish barrriers and 

bring people together who are in tune with the spirit err the 

times. 

Chapter 5.7 of the Report of the New Ireland Forum statas 'the 

particular structure of political unity which the Forum,. would 
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wish to see established is a unitary State, achieved by agreement 

and consent, embracing the whole island of Ireland and providing 

irrevocable guarantees for the protection and preservation of 

both the unionist and nationalist identities'. 

That is our policy. It is an enlightened and generous concept 

accepted by all the major democratic nationalist parties. It is 

fully in accordance with the principles of the Constitution. It 

threatens no-one, inhibits nothing, stands in the way of no 

worthwhile progress. 

If that is not so; if there is something extra that ne~ds to be 

added I would like to hear about it and have it explained to me 

at first hand by those concerned. I am prepared to listen and 

learn and will go anywhere to do so. 

Does it not seem strange that at this time I have friendly talks 

with political leaders from all over the worldi Poland, 

Czechoslovakia, Nicaragua, Finland; but I must not, apparently, 

talk to the leaders of an important section of my own countrymen? 

If we were unable in our discussion to work out some way in which 

we can live together as friends, could we not at least try to 

devise a way in which our children, or their children will be 

able to do so? 

Dialogue is the norm of democratic politics. Let me also say 

that only those who totally accept the democratic way can 

participate in that dialogue. After twenty years of tragedy and 

waste, the futility of violence must surely now be apparent even 

to those engaged in it. Is it possible at last to discern some 

indications of a change of mind emerging among those who have 

supported or tolerated the use of such violence? I know that the 

overwhelming majority of Irish people, nationalist and unionist 

alike, earnestly wish that sanity will triumph in any such 

debate; it is only when violence has been laid aside that the 

way will be open to the widest possible dialogue involving all 

strands of opinion and belief. 
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Time is moving on. Lasting changes are taking place everywhere. 

The old passions are dying away all over Europe. Barriers of 

mistrust and suspicion are being swept aside. A new order is 

emerging. 

Are we in Ireland to be left behind, caught in a time warp, 

standing aloof and unmoved by these great movements which are 

stirring the hearts of the peoples of Europe and motivating them 

to build a better future in a new f~amework of peace and 

stability? 

We are all now citizens of a new Europe. Whether we live on the 

shores of Lough Nea~h or on the banks of the Lee, our status and 

rights as individual citizens are converging. As such we all 

have the same rights of access to the European Parliament, the 

Commission in Brussels, the European .Court. The prospect of all 

the people of Ireland working together as citizens of a united 

Europe is exciting in its vast possibilities for progress and an 

entirely new level of prosperity for all. 

When we met last year the Guildford Four were still in prison. 

The drama and the deep implications of their release last October 

are still engraved on our minds. Our hope now is that the 

freedom of the Birmingham Six will soon follow. The Irish 

Government have availed of every opportunity to raise this case 

bilaterally and internationally; concern about the Birmingham 

Six is now widely shared not just in these islands but throughout 

Europe and in the United States. The further pol~ce enquiry 

announced last month gives hope that a satisfactory conclusion of 

this protracted saga will not long be delayed. 





QUESTION NO: 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to th• Taotseach 
by Deputy John Bruton for answer on 
Wednesday, 25th April, 1990. 

/)5 S~3 

QUESTION NO: 4-

To ask the Taoiseach the present position in regard to his invitation to / 
political representatives of Unionism to meet him without pre;.conditions; 
and if he will take any further steps in order to allow such dis=7cussions ~o 
proceed. 

' 

REPLY: 

My invitation stands. I have made clear that I would place no restrictions 

on the agenda for such a meeting and that I have a completely open mind 

about the structure, venue or channels for any discussion that might be 

envisaged. 
• 
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~ Add No. 4. 

Mr. J. Bruton: Would the Tanaista agree that the Taoiseach ~ been 

talking in terms of possible talks with Unionist representatives for well 

over a year with no concrete results? Would the Tanaiste consider that it might 

be time for the Government to tidae some initiatives with a view to breakin, the 
block ·c:. 

road •iaamk that seems to exist in the way of these talks rather than sirnpl' 

sitting there proteeting their willingness to talk.without pre conditions? 
• Would the Tanaiste agree that some initiatives might be taken by the Government 

to try to reach out to the Unionist community without whom we cannot have 

a satisfactory solution to this problem. 

The Tenaiste: I think the Deputy ia aware of the very relevant meeting 

in this sontext with the Ministers for Justice and Foreign Affairs in the 

Anglo Irish Conference lest Friday end Saturday which 1izamti~dealt with this 

matter. T~t shows an element of progress end the Taosieach's subsequent 

meeting with the British Prime Minister indicates that this matter is presently 

procedding along the lines that we would wish them to proceed in a constructive 

manner. That is the precise up to date position which is really in context as 

far as the Deputy's question is cocnerned. i!!._ould the Taneiste agree that 

there have been many hopeful signs like this before only to find that events 

occurred which subsequently dashed those hopes. Would the Tana•6te at least 

consider that the Government ought rather than simply expressing a willingness to 
a 

engage in these talks, to find out by whatever channels that areJvailable to them 

the actions that they could take which would be within their own policy perame~•rs 

and which would perhaps represent some form of enticement to the Unionist community 

to enter into dialogue? In other words, the Government must not adopt 

what appears to be a rather ~assive approach in this matter. 

The Tanaiste: All I can say is repeat what I have just said, that 

two Government Ministers and the Taoiseach are very much involved in furthering 

this proc•ee. A meeting took place on Friday and Saturday of last week and 

~~X~lSi'W§<~~~~ hopefully progress can be made. 
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DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputy John Bruton for answer on 
Wednesday, 25th April, 1990. 

QUESTION NO: Lt-

To ask the Taoiseach the present position in regard to his invitation to 
political representatives of Unionism to meet him without pre-conditions; 
and if he will take any further steps in order to allow such discussions to 
proceed. 

REPLY: 

My invitation stands. I have made clear that I would place no restrictions 

on the agenda for such a meeting and that I have a completely open mind 

about the structure, venue or channels for any discussion that might be 

envisaged. 



Note for Taoiseach's information. 

I. The text of the Taoiseach's statement of 22nd January, 1990, following 
comments by Unionist party members Jim Nicholson and Jack Allen, is 
attached. In response to the most recent Parliamentary Questions on the 
subject, the Taoiseach has adhered to the contents of the 22nd January 
statement. Dail debates for these questions (30 January and 7 March, 1990) 
are attached. 

2. In his recent Ard Fheis speech, (relevant extract attached) the 
Taoiseach again referred to his wish to have the views of unionists 
explained to him at first hand. 

3. On the question of political progress generally in Northern Ireland, 
the statement issued following the Intergovernmental Conference meeting in 
London on 19 April said that Ministers reaffirmed their belief that dialogue 
at all levels was essential and had a further exchange of views on the 
current political situation and on possible ways forward. Press reports 
following the Taoiseach's meeting with the British Prime Minister in London 
on 21 April referred to the Taoiseach as being hopeful about political 
progress in Northern Ireland. These press reports are attached. 
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STATEMENT BY TAOISEACH IN RESPONSE TO WEEKEND 

COMMENTS BY UNIONIST POLITICIANS 

As I indicated yesterday, I welcome the recent comments by Mr. 

Nicholson and Mr. Allen, and I share their view of the pressing 

necessity to create hope for the future, and to create new stable 

relationships in Northern Ireland and Ireland as a whole based on 

mutual trust and respect and regard for each other's rights and 

traditions. 

The last couple of weeks have seen a broadening of the debate 

about the scope for political progress and for positive 

developments in relationships within and between these islands. 

I welcome all constructive contributions to this debate and I am 

encouraged by the thoughtful and forward-looking remarks made by 

Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen. 

• I 
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The atart of a new decade rei~forces our sense of urgency about 

bringing to an end the violence that the people of Northern 

Ireland have endured for the past twenty years. Additionally, 

Ireland's Presidency of the European Community underlines our 

common European vocation - the need to set aside ancient quarrels 

and focus on contemporary realities. There is also a perception 

that the political climate may now be •ore conducive to progress 

than at any time in the immediate past. 

All the people of Ireland are destined to form part of a united 

Europe -in the future, in which historic differences and divisions 

must be put aside. The future prosperity and well-being of the 

people of Northern Ireland, and indeed of Ireland as a whole, in 

the new Europe can be greatly enhanced if we succeed in adopting 

a whole new approach to the relations between us. 

The Anglo-Irish Agreement has been honoured by the Irish and 

British Governments, as a binding international agreement between 

two sovereign Governments. We have respected that binding 

quality and, since assuming office, my Government have 

implemented the Agreement effectively. I would like to reiterate 

the Government's commitment to continuing to work the Agreement 

fully unless and until it is transcended by a new and more 

comprehensive arrangement. 

The Agreement has been implemented in particular with a view to 
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the conditions of the people living in Northern 

Ireland. But it baa never been regarded on any aide as either 

immutable or guaranteed to aolve the proble.as of Northern 

Ireland. Rather is it a process which tackles those problems, 

and will continue to do so until it is superseded by something 

better. If in this regard a new and more broadly-based Agreement 

can be reached by direct discussions and negotiations between all 

the parties involved, the Irish Goverl'\lllent would be prepared to 

contemplate in agreement with the British Government a new and 

better structure, agreement or arrangement to transcend the 

existing one. 

For such a development to bear fruit, ' all parties concerned would 

have to be involved fully and directly in the negotiations. For 

that reason, l wi1ab to i:ei<tezaee tod:a:y ehat. ' ii wettl9 weleome -

..restrict j OD OP zzt-he ageooa . tar 1'iliOA i\: •oe~ Hid •i:~ 'SCC,tr!t," 1ff'. 

C $166il takB ,p,lra.ce ew4~· p!\!jttct:tCI! ' t:O" tlfE? CJflt'6ntst 

Any such meeting would, in my view, focus very 

substantially on the development of the three sets of 

relationships in and between these islands, that between the 

comm.unities in the North, between North and South, and between 

Britain and Ireland. A more lasting solution will in my view 

depend on the further dynamic development of these three sets of 

relationships. 

I have a completely open mind about the structure, venue or 
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•rtJ'l•l• to be uaed for any discussions that might be envisaged. 
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tx.1r act from Offici~l Re-port Clf Debater. 
- 1 ' 

~ ,//~ J?i:io 
Dall'"'-

Vol J9k No ~ Col!; /y;oo - \g1o 2-

l'M . Qc i cw,- 7 MA1cM ,lt!IO. Dr-'Aanlwl 11DO 

All Leu-C1iew c....laalrlt.: Jam &arry lll'CaArily bave uy physical or aen&aJ :
l)eputy. The list which I read out was infirmity .but may dcc:idc tbat it is ill tbeir 
~at amendments Nos. 2. s. 20 to 28, best interests to do so. . 
iDclusive--

Mr. Ylda: It includes amendment 
~o. 26? 

An i.-.c.u c..laairte: Yes. 

Mr. Bowlin: I en oured this morn-
ing to follow this d I bad a meeting 
witb some of fficials of the House . 
1.11d after som struggling I understand 
not only the roposal but the reasoning 
behind it. J ever cease to be amazed by 
the dextc · and ability of the officials of 
Ibis H to order the chaos that is 
prcsc to them by all of us. l com-
pl:iJD t the staff of the House for putting 
~ r on what could have been a con

. · g and confusing array of amend
ents. 

· I welcome the Minister's convernon to 
the views expressed by aD of us on Second 
Stage , and I look forward to getting into 
the meat of the argument which is con
tained in the Minister's own amendment 
which supplants the old section by the 
new section. 

An u.as-Cann Combairle: The Clair 
appreciates the comments made by 
Deputy Howlin. We seldom express our 
appreciation but Deputy Howlin bas now 
done so and we thank. him for that. Let 
us proceed in the two minutes remaining 
to formally move an amendment. 

SECI10N 1. 

.Mr. .sbrrlock: I 
No. I: 

In page 2, su ·on (I). between 
lines 20 and 21, o insert the following 
paragraph: 

··(c) old e ,". 

This is a v simple and straightforward 
ameodm t and I hope the Minister will 
accept · , I see DO reason it should not be 
acceP, . Many people who go ioto old 
pe ns or retirement homes do .at 

Siltin 'napouled .i I .JO ,.111. 1111d 
ra at 2.30 p.m. 

\ / Cdsteaona - Qaestiom. V 
~ Oral Amftn. (\ 

Aaglo-lrillb A&rermmL 
l. Proinsias De Rossa asked the Taoi

scach if his attention bas been drawn 
to a report ( details supplied} cooccming 
pro~s first submitted by the Official 
Uruonist Party and the Democratic 
Unionist Party to the Northern Ireland , 
Secretary two years ago, ~ a ~ible 
alternative to the Anglo-Irish Agree
ment; if be was aware of these proposals; 
if be has made or intends to inake any 
response to tbem; and if be will make a 
statement on the matter. 

1be Taoiseacb: I have seen the report 
referred to by the Deputy. 

As I said in my statement of 22 January 
I would welcome bearing Unionist con
cerns at first band and would place no 
restrictions on the agenda for such a 
meeting which could of course take place 
witnout preconditions and without preju
dice to the Unionist position on the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement. 

Proiasias De Roma: Would the Taoi
&each consider that a statement indicating 
his attitude to the proposals in the -docu
ment referred to could help towards the 
coming together of politicians to disaJSS 
the future of Northern Ireland, partic
ularly in the light of the Taoiseacb 's state
ment io response to Mr. Nicholson and 
Mr. Allen that -he would be willing IX> 

•. 



-

ftllH "i MAIICft 1990. (>r,,l AIIIWffl b02 
aaider III alterna~1D1be Aulo-lrish any conditiom to come and talk to me. 
a,ru-wt'? ·. ' ·· · -- . . ftat in very frank and open position for 
. . . . .: ' - Ille to adopt. 

'11w Tnl1 1+: I do 'not 1bink ·911t · ·· ,. ·· 
would be the wa"t to proceed. 1be right ........._ De •-= I 11111 acting on 
•Y to proceed II by dialope and dis- behalf of myself and The Wmtm• Piny. 
emsion. In any sort ofnegot111ions if one I am not an intermediary for anyt,odf.1 
party put forward a document I do not put it to the Taoiseacb that the question 
ilnnk tt could be upected lbat 1he other of movement taking place in NOl'lbem 
~ would comment on that document Ireland obviously Rquires an ~ 
without prior dilamion and dial?JUe· by the Taoiseach, the Prime Mimster in 

· · · Britain and the politicians in Northern 
Pld Its De a-: I view of them- heland. It seems that an opportanitybas 

erence to Articles 2 and 3 of the Con- been presented to the Taoiseach an~ 
atitution as .being offensive because Ibey 
are regarded as a specific claim on the Aa Cann O!rnbatrle: I have given1be 
1erritory ofNorthcm Ireland by fbe State Deputy a lot of latitude. He seems to be 
and the subsequent court case which making an muc of the matter by way of 
ame to the ame conclusion, 'WOOld the "debate. 
'l'aoiscacb be prepared to make a com
ment on that matter as it would seem to 
l,e a significant stumbling block to ·the 
kind of discussions be is talking about? 

An Cann Cemludrle: 1bc Deputy is 
'bringing in new matter. 

Ta Taohl adl: I do not think it is help
ful to go into details of this kind across 
1hc ftoor of the House . 

......_. De Re-..: I do not accept the 
1'aoiseach's "view. 

Aa Cam c.-,hairte: A question, 
l*asc, Dq,uty. 

P,uinsias Dt Raasa: 1bc fact is that 
«MDC DIOYCIDCDt must be made. If it 
-depends on a movement being made on 
4bis side of the Border-. . 

b Cami o.J,alrle: Tbc Deputy is 
~g to make a statement . ......... ·~= --that approacb 
lbould be adopted. 

-; . : : 

1'llr Tamil cc>: The Deputy mould let 
Jibe Unionists i;pcak for themselves. I do 
IIOt think Ulcy would be partirularly 
enamoured of the idea of i.be Deputy 

"IICling as IOIDC IOrt of an intermediaiy on 
"1llcir belwf. I bavc invited them without 

.. 
Prolmias De ROtlSII: I am not making an 

issue; I am simply looting for a response 
from the Tao1scacb which would give 
some hope of movement taking pip in 
Northern Ireland. · 

A.a Cann C-,habie: I am ~g 
to the next question. 

llbmh-Mhourdlana i gCaatae DIIIU 

--- aGall . 
2. D'fhiafraigb Mr. MtGlnle;t den 

Taoiscach an bbfuiJ aon · cead-
aitbe ag l.Jdaris na arta -don 
reamh-mhonarcha 11g · al, Gort a 
Cboircc, i d1lr Cbon · , cfn tionscal ata 
i gccist; ~D uair a dafodb !; ~ ~n 
uair I Dd6anfar a fhost6. 
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cmcted and imple 

~Tw r ~= lpropo1Ctotakc Ques
will be tiom Nos. 13, t• and 15 IOgethcr. 

As I said in my statement OD 22 Jan-

A.a ea- Ollidtaill'le 
1 uary. I welcome the recent comments by 

Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen and I share 
their view of the pressing aecessity to 
acatc hope for the future, and to create 

Question No. 

cma: We arc talking tleW 11abk relationsbips in · Northern 
primarily for this Ireland and Ireland as I wboJc based on 

All Ceaan a.llbllirle: I am sorry. 
Deputy, but I calling Question 
No. 13 in your n c nov.-. 

Proimias Df oaa: The Taoiseacb has 
promised this I · lation. 

~ ~wh~t.i 
13. Proimias Df Rossa asked the T1toi

scach if be intends to follow up tbc state
ment issued by him OD 22 January 1990, 
responding to comments made by a 
number of Unionist politicians. with any 
specific proposals or steps ; if. in view 
of the stated position of most Unionist 
politicians that the continued operation 
of the Anglo-Irish Agreement in its 
present form represents an obstacle to 
JX>litical progress . tbe Government will 
consider any change or adjustment to the 
workings of the agreement : and if be will 
make a statement OD the matter. 

14. Proinsias Df Rossa asked the Taoi-
11each if. in relation to the public state
ment issued by him OD 22 January 1990, 
be will outline the new and more com
prehensive arrangements be envisages 
which could transcend the Anglo-Irish 
Agreement; and if be will make a state
ment on the matter. 

mutual trust and relpCCt and regard for 
eadJ other's rights and traditions. 

As · 1 uid in my statement, J would 
welcome bearing Unionist concerns at 
first band and would place no restriction 
Oil the agenda for such a meeting which 
would take plaoe withontprcjudice to the 
Unionist position on the agreement. Any 
such meeting would, in my view, focus 
very substanti.a.Ily on the development of 
the three 11Cts of relationships in and 
between these islands, that between the 
communities in the North, between 
North .and South and between Britain 
and Ireland. 

I do not consider that it would be 
appropriate or helpful to make any fur
ther mmment at this time . As to the 
suggestion that l communicatt iil writing 
with Unionist leaders. it ~ clear from 
their public comments that they are fully 
aware of the content of my statement. 

Pnimias ~ Rema: In what way~ the 
statement of 22 January different from 
the Taoiseacb's previous statement on 
1he matter of Northern lrcland. on the 
possioili:ty -of talks within Nonbern 
Ireland or between North and South? 
In issuing his invitations to the Unionist 
leadership will be confirm ar deny that 
such talks arc not being expressed by 
him as a pre.condition for developments 
within Northern Ireland and that be is 
not seeking for them to take place before 
any other talks take place Yiitbin North
ern Ireland itself! 

1k 'IIIOiw Kil: lberc are DO pre
conditions. 

I 

15. Mr. Spring asked the Taoiseacb 
if be will communicate in writing_ with 
Unionist leaders in the North of Ireland, 
outlining in full the contents of bis state
ment of 22 January 1990 and particularly 
emphasising his oommitment that be will 
regard any dialogue with Unionist leaders 
as being without prejudice to their 
position vu-a-vis the Anglo-Irish Agree
ment. 

Pr......._, De a-: I am asking the ; 
Taoileacb to put that OD record. 

-

. . 
,~ . . 
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Aa C.... ~ I all Deputy 
Dick Spring. 

TllitTaobcedl: l bavealrcadysaid I do 
not wish to make any funher comment 
at this St.age. 

Mr. Sprin&: Could J seek some clari
fication oo a number of matters in 
relation to these questions'? Fust, as the 
Taoiscach has stated publicly that be 
would have DO difficulty with a new 
arrangement or new agreement wb.icb 
would transcend the Ang)o-lrisb Agree· 
ment. will be outline to the House what 
aspect or elements would be contained q, 
such an agreement? Secondly, have the 
Government given consideration to the 
question which is being raised constantly 
by Unionist politicians of the suspension 
for a limited time? 

'lbt TMiseacb: 1 do not think it pos
sible to anempt to formulate what might 
be in some new agreement which would 
transcend or supersede the existing 
Anglo-Irish Agreement. That could 
emerge only out of discussions or nego
tiation!>. It would be very complex and, J 
imagine. very arduous. As regards the 
position of the Anglo-Irish Agreement, 
I think I made that very dear in the 
statement J issued. 

Mr. Spring: The question was specific . 
Have the Government given con
aderarioo to this question? Perhaps they 
ha"e concluded that thev will not be in 
favour Of the 6ll.SpCnsion Or non-oper
ation . as the Unionist politicians are 
saying . Will the Taoiseacb clarify 
whether they have giveo consideration to 
that matter., 

Tbt Taoiseach: As J said in my state
ment . the Anglo-Irish Agreemeot bas 
been honoured by the Irish and the 
British Governments as a binding inter
mtional agreement between two sov
ereign Governments. We have respected 
that binding quality and since assuming 
eUice my Government bavc 
'implemented the agreement effectively. I 
'WOUid like to reiterate the Government's 

D-*-C:14 

commitment IO mntinuing to wart lhe 
-.grecment fully uni~ and until it ii tran· 
a:endcd by a aew and more com
prehensive un.ngcment. 

Mr. Dues: Will the Taoiseech 1JrCC 
that the outcome of any consultations of 
the kind contemplated as a lla:qrou.nd 
to lhesc q\,\estions would oeocssarily have 
co deal with questions of the tlarce 
relationships to which be himself bas 
referred? If that is the case, is be pre
pared to say, or to consider sayin&, be 
would give an advance indication of this 
Government's willingness to endorse the 
outcome of such c:.onsultatioOli and to 
make that statement with a 9iew to 
encouraging those who mould be 
involved in the coosultations to do so in 
the knowledge that no prior conditions 
were being set? 

1-.e Taoisalch: I am not sure to what 
the Deputy is referring. but l am aware 
of a statement be made recently which J 
failed completely to understand--

Mr. Dukes: Not for the first time. 

TIie Taoiseach: ---namely, that if 
some other parties came together. bad 
discussions and reached some form of 
agreement, this Government and the Bri
tish Government would 111 advance 
underwrite and endorse that ~cement. 
I could not possi1>1y subscribe to that. 

Mr. Dukes: Will the Taoiscach Dot 
agree - I am trying to be helpful and 
constructive in saying this-that in order 
to be suc.cessful the outcome of any con
sultations between the parties involved 
in the widest ,sense -would neccssarih 
have to include consideration of the three 
sets of relationships which the Taoiseacb 
himself bas defined as have other people. 
as being important? Will be apcc that if 
consultations were to be SUCCC5Sful and 
fruitful. they would have to .deal with 
those relationships? Would be not say. 
since that is the case, that be and bis 
Government will be prepared to back the 
rcsult of any such consultations'? 

l 



JO JAHUUY 1990. 

'1k Taoiseacb: I could not possibly 
commit this Government. thi!. House or 
the Irish people. to eodorsin!! in advan~ 
the outcome of some discussions or nego
tiations. to which I assume the Deputy 
means we would not be party--

Mr. Dukes: No. 

~ T~h: We would not be party 
to them? 

Mr. Dakes: No. I do not mean that at 
all . 

Tbe T~b: That is what I thought 
the Depu~· said when be was in Derr)· 
but if it is something else I v.,j}J read his 
statement again . 

mpllll.ll~ for National Rea>ftl')' 
ti . "Bod). 

16. Proinsias Rossa asked the Taoi-
scacb the nu r of occasions on which 
the review y of the Programme for 
NarioMI Ree ery have met during the 
past three m ntbs: the main topics dis
cussed: if the mmitments contained in 
the progr"mm on health have been dis
cussed: if ~y f the social partners have 
expressed a · w at these meetings on the 
programme· commitments in regard to 
health poli . ·: and if he will make a state-
ment on th aner. 

Tbe T · The Central Re,'iew 
Committee of the ProgrlllnlM for 
NatwMl Recov . have met on three 
occasions since l eplied to a similar ques
tion from the eputy on 24 October 

Mr. Spring: As Unionist politician!> in 1989. The me ting!". took place on 16 
the North . particularly the Deputy November and December 1989. and 
Leader of the DUP. seem to be saying 16 Januaf} 1990. t these meetings a 
that theY would enter into discussions if wide range of issue including health. 
the Government gave an indication of were discussed. h is a matter for the 
the non-operation of the Secretariat or committee to repon publicly on their 
the Anglo-Irish Conference. have the I deliberations and I derstand that the 
Government considered the suspension rommittee will sbo I~ publish a corn
of the conference or are the~ prepared to prebensive progre repon on the pro-
give that consideration'? gramme . 

~ Taoiseach: I have already given 
my reply to that. The statement I made 
was in response to particular statements 
made b\' Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Allen 
and in response 10 what they said I gave 
a fair l~ comprehensive and complete 
reply. J have read again to the Deputy 
wha1 tbat statemem contained . namel\', 
that thi~ Government and the British 
Govemmen1 have implemented the 
Anglo-lrish Agreemem full~ and effect
ively to the best of their ability and until 
such time as it i!> superseded or tran
scended by a new and more com
prehensi\•e agreement we propose to 
rontinue to v.·ork the agreement. I do not 
wish to go any futher at this stage. 

An Cann Camhairle: Question 16 
please. We shall be dealing with 
Priority Questions at 3.30 p.m. 

Proinsias De R 
if the social partn !". had expressed an 
opinion in relation to he health services. 
Will the Taoiseach r pond to that part 
of the question'? As r as I know there 
is no obligation on th · House to wait until 
a report is produc by the committee 
themselves . 

The Taoiseach: I ave alreadv referred 
the Deputy to the e act position . As far 
as the committee wi h to rcpon on their 
activities. they do b)· way of public 
announcements. ese public announce-
ments are readil available to the Deputy 
and a compreb nsive progress repon will 
shortly be ma . 

, for instance, have 
o him that they were 
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The Council already plays a vital role in advising Government on 

a wide range of issues, including landscape, wildlife, waterways 

and buildings, and structures of architectural and historic 

importance. Fairly soon now the Council will be given statutory 

status and functions to enable it to operate more effectively 

still. 

The people can be assured that Fianna Fail will not betray either 

our precious environment or our valuable heritage. Our 
' determination is to take the long-term, historical view and to 

ensure that what has come down to us from our ancestors or been 

bestowed on us by nature will be passed on to future generations 

undiminished and intact. 

NORTHERN IRELAND 

Articles 1, 2 and 3 of our Constitution express the long-held 

belief among the majority of Irish men and women down through the 

ages that the Irish nation embraces the whole of Ireland, and 

that the different traditions ought through peace and 

reconciliation to be united in freedom. 

There is a close parallel to be found in the Federal German 

Constitution or Basic Law which was enacted in 1949. Its 

preamble states that "the entire German people are called upon to 

achieve in free self-determination the unity and freedom of 

Germany". That provision did not over a long period of years 

threaten the other part of Germany, or serve as a basis for the 

use of force, or intimidation. Instead in the fullness of time 

it now provides the basis on which the people of both parts of 

Germany can come together in peace and goodwill . 

We support the Constitutional requirement to seek unity. But we 

immediately and trenchantly reject any idea of achieving unity by 

force or imposing the jurisdiction of this State on the six 

counties of Northern Ireland. The recent Supreme Court judgement 

confirmed that the enactment of laws for that area by the 
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Oireachtas is expressly prohibited in Article 3. Nor can our 

Constitution ever be invoked by anyone to justify the use of 

force to achieve the purposes of Articles 2 and 3, because the 

means by which unity might be achieved are clearly set out in 

Article 29, which lays down the obligations that affirm Ireland's 

devotion to the ideal of peace and friendly cooperation and its 

adherence to the principle of the peaceful settlement of 

international disputes. 

While accepting the genuine concerns that have been expressed 

from time to time, we welcome the fact that the Supreme Court . 
have now established beyond doubt that the conduct of Anglo-Irish 

relations, particularly since 1980, has been on a basis 

consistent with the Constitution, as we have always understood 

it. And I also wish to repeat my conviction that new 

arrangements or structures which might be agreed for Ireland as a 

whole would clearly require an entirely new constitution. 

Today we see people everywhere seeking closer unity. European 

nations who lost millions of their people in past wars have come 

together to form a united Europe. The modern world offers all 

who live on this small island countless examples of ways in which 

divisions can be overcome and new fruitful relationships devised. 

The great tide of change sweeping through Eastern Europe 

demonstrates what people can achieve when they come together and 

when divisions which have been imposed upon them are demolished. 

They have also shown that walls and partitions erected by one 

generation can be dramatically removed by the next. Unity is 

better than disunity, cooperation better than isolation. In 

Ireland it is those of us who seek unity who are the 

progressives. It is those of us who seek to abolish barriers and 

bring people together who are in tune with the spirit of the 

times. 

Chapter 5.7 of the Report of the New Ireland Forum states 'the 

particular structure of political unity which the Forum would 
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wish to see established is a unitary State, achieved by agreement 

and consent, embracing the whole island of Ireland and providing 

irrevocable guarantees for the protection and preservation of 

both the unionist and nationalist identities'. 

That is our policy. It is an enlightened and generous concept 

accepted by all the major democratic nationalist parties. It is 

fully in accordance with the principles of the Constitution. It 

threatens no-one, inhibits nothing, stands in the way of no 

worthwhile progress. 

If that is not so; if there is something extra that needs to be 

added I would like to hear about it and have it explained to me 

at first hand by those concerned. I am prepared to listen and 

learn and will go anywhere to do so. 

Does it not seem strange that at this time I have friendly talks 

with political leaders from all over the world: Poland, 

Czechoslovakia, Nicaragua, Finland; but I must not, apparently, 

talk to the leaders of an important section of my own countrymen? 

If we were unable in our discussion to work out some way in which 

we can live together as friends, could we not at least try to 

devise a way in which our children, or their children will be 

able to do so? 

Dialogue is the norm of democratic politics. Let me also say 

that only those who totally accept the democratic way can 

participate in that dialogue. After twenty years of tragedy and 

waste, the futility of violence must surely now be apparent even 

to those engaged in it. Is it possible at last to discern some 

indications of a change of mind emerging among those who have 

supported or tolerated the use of such violence? I know that the 

overwhelming majority of Irish people, nationalist and unionist 

alike, earnestly wish that sanity ' will triumph in any such 

debate; it is only when violence has been laid aside that the 

way will be open to the widest possible dialogue involving all 

strands of opinion and belief. 
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Time is moving on. Lasting changes are taking place everywhere. 

The old passions are dying away all over Europe. Barriers of 

mistrust and suspicion are being swept aside. A new order is 

emerging. 

Are we in Ireland to be left behind, caught in a time warp, 

standing aloof and unmoved by these great movements which are 

stirring the hearts of the peoples of Europe and motivating them 

to build a better future in a new framework of peace and 

stability? 

We are all now citizens of a new Europe. Whether we live on the 

shores of Lough Neagh or on the banks of the Lee, our status and 

rights as individual citizens are converging. As such we all 

have the same rights of access to tpe European Parliament, the 

Commission in Brussels, the European Court. The prospect of all 

the people of Ireland working together as citizens of a united 

Europe is exciting in its vast possibilities for progress and an 

entirely new level of prosperity for all. 

When we met last year the Guildford Four were still in prison. 

The drama and the deep implications of their release last October 

are still engraved on our minds. Our hope now is that the 

freedom of the Birmingham Six will soon follow. The Irish 

Government have availed of every opportunity to raise this case 

bilaterally and internationally; concern about the Birmingham 

Six is now widely shared not just in these islands but throughout 

Europe and in the United States. The further police enquiry 

announced last month gives hope that a satisfactory conclusion of 

this protracted saga will not long be delayed. 

ARTS AND CULTURE. 

We Irish have always been a creative people. That creativity 

flourished during the darkest days of the past and we must 

sustain and encourage it today. Those in our midst who add 
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1. A meeting of the An9lo-lri1h Inter;overnmental Conference was 
held in London on 19 April 1990. The Irish Government was 
represented by the Joint Chairman, Mr Gerard Collins TD, Minister 
for Forei~n Affair,, and by Mr Ray Burke TD, Minister for Justice 
,nd for Comm.unieetions. The Briti1h GoverJlment was repreeented by 
the Joint Chairman, Mr Peter Brooke MP, Secretary of State for 
Northern Ireland, tceompanied by Mr Jdhn Cope MP, Minister of State, 
Jorthern Ireland Office. The Chief Constable of the auc and the 
Commi1sioner of the Garda S1oehana were present for part.of th• 
diacua~ion. 

2. Miniatera reaffirmed their belief that dialogue at all le~ela is 
essential to aecure political progress anO an en4 to violence. They 
had a further exchange of views on ~he current political 1ituation 
end on poaalble way1 forward. 

3. Minietera cond$mned recent atrocities by paramilitary 
organiaations and reaffirmed their total rejection of any attempt to 
promote political objectives by violence or threat of violence. 
They emphasise~ the futility of paramilitary eetions and their 
a~lermination to en3urc, with th~ fulle1t ~ooperat19n t.~~ffl ~h~ 
public, that those ;uilty of serious crimes will be brou9ht to 
juat1ee. Together with the Cornmieaioner enO Chief Constable, 
Miniatere reviewed ••curity cooperation, expressed 11ti1f1etion with 
the progreea being made and a;reed that where improvement wa1 
poeaible they would secure it. 

4, Mini1tet1 also had• constructive discuaaion of arran;ement1 for 
dealing with fugitive offenders. They instructed offioi1l1 to 
un4ertake a review of the 1ituatlon and report back to• future 
Conference. 

• 
5. The Conference discussed the question of confidence in the 
aeeurity force• and ey,tem of juatice. They note~ that the Stevens 
report hed recently been coneluded and submitted to the Chief 
Conetable ot the ROC; and they agreed to have a further d11cu1sion 
on this matter when the Chief Constable has provided a r•port to the 
Secretary of State. 

I. Mini1ter1 considered further tb• question of actively developing 
croaa-border economic cooperation,1ith the ae1iat1nce of the 
Suropean Community. · 



• 
7.- :· rollowin9 the commitment ln the l.evlew to continue ant1 expant! 
c·tJsa-borc5er cooperation Mini1ter1 also aoreed to ar:ranoe for 
participation•• appropria~e.:}.)r the r•aponaible Minl1ter• at future 
meetings ot the Conference. 

e. The Briti1h 1lOe 1110 raise~ ?ri1h restrictions on cro11-bor4er 
1hoppin9 in the li;ht of the current case betore the luropeen Court, 

• ' 

I 
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QUESTION NO: 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Tao;seach 
by Deputy John Bruton for answer on 
Wednesday, 25th Apr;l, 1990. 

QUESTION NO: 

To ask the Taoiseach the present position in regard to his invitation to 
political representatives of Unionism to meet him without pre-conditions; 
and if he will take any further steps in order to allow such discussions to 
proceed. 

REPLY: 

)(" My invitation standsf.l have made clear that I would place no restrictions 

on the agenda for such a meeting and that I have a completely open mind 

about the structure, venue or channels for any d;scussion that might be 

envisaged. 
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by Deputy John Bruton for answer on 
Wednesday, 25th April, 1990. 

QUESTION NO: 

To ask the Taoiseach the present position in regard to his invitation to 
political representatives of Unionism to ~eet him without pre-conditions; 
and if he will take any further steps in order to allow such discussions to 
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Private Notice Question. 

Meeting with Secretary of State for 
Northern Ireland. 

Mr. Spring asked the Minister for For
eign Affairs if he will make a statement 
on his meeting yesterday with the Sec
retary of State for Northern Ireland. and 
in particular whether he is now satisfied 
that progress is being made towards the 
opening of dialogue within the North of 
Ireland and between the North and South 
of Ireland . 

Minister for Foreign Affairs ' (Mr. 
Collins): My meeting with the Secretary 
of State for Northern Ireland took place 
in the context of ongoing contact between 
the two Governments on the prospects 
for political pwgress. We bad a full and 
positive exchange of views on all the rel
evant issues. 

Mr. Spring: First , I would like to state I 
am particularly conscious of the sensitive 
position the Minister is in and in that 
regard I do not want to push this issue 
unduly. l wish to express my own dis
appointment that at a time when the par
ties in Northern Ireland are being briefed 
on this issue we, in Opposition in this 
House. _have to rely on newspapers and 
statements from Government sources as 
per The Irish Times of today. Will the 
Minister make clear that if North-South 
talks do take place as part of the overall 
process, which he bas referred to, that in 
order to have the widest possible basis to 
secure consensus the Opposition parties 
in this House would be involved at an 
early stage? 

Mr. Collins: I am sure that can be 
considered at the appropriate time. 

An Ceann Comhairle: Order of Busi-
ness. please. · 

Mr. Spring: May J ask the Minister if 
be would be a little more forthcoming at 
a time when all the constitutional parties 
in Northern lreland are being briefed -
and it appears they are being trusted in 

the course ofthose"briefings,asone meet
ing taking place today is further to the 
meetings of the last week - and accept 
that in the context of setting out to ach
ieve dialogue in the first instance and then 
to achieve a settlement. it would be in 
the Government's own interest that the 
parties in Opposition in this.House would 

· be involved at a very early stage? Given 
that the parties in the North of Ireland 
are being consulted and obviously their 
full involvement is being sought, it would 
be in the interests of all the parties on 
this island, and indeed in Britain, that 
they would be fully involved. 

An Cann Combairle: We are now 
having repetition. 

Mr. Collins: I note very carefully the 
reasons offered by the Deputy in support 
of his request. This matter will be give 
very careful consideration at the appro
priate time. 

Social Welfare Bene .wies Engaged in 
. Educatio Schemes. 

20. Mr. Quinn ked the Minister for 
Social Welfare t e number of persons 
entitled to social elfare payment for 
unemployment ass, tance and unem
ployment benefit o have availed of 
the regulations to ngage in educational 
courses and co munity development 
work; and if he ·u make a statement on 
the matter. 

Minister for ial Welfare (Dr. 
Woods): Under the rrangements pro
vided for in the S · 1 Welfare (Avail
ability for Employ ent) Regulations. 1 

1989. which came · to effect in Decem
ber last there are c rrentlv seven unem
ployment assistance licants engaged 
in full-time second lev education . In 
addition 177 people are articipating in 
the vocational traini opportunities 
scheme. 

As the regulati s came into 

. ... ~ .. .... 
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QUESTION NO:'t 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to tha Tao1saach 
by Deputy John Bruton, for answer on 
Tuesday, 18th December, 1990. 
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QUES"(I0trNO··· ./+ 

To ask the Taoiseach if he has any proposals to meet the Leaders of the 
Constitutional Unionist Parties in Northern Ireland. 

REPLY: 

I have made it clear on many occasions - most recently on 5th December in 

this House - that I would be willing to meet Unionists at any time to 

discuss their concerns. Such a meeting should take place without 

preconditions and without prejudice to the Unionist position on the 

Agreement. My invitation still stands. • • 
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DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Taoisaach 
by Deputy John Bruton, far answer on 
Tuesday, 18th December, 1990. 

To ask the Taoiseach if he has any proposals to meet the Leaders ~f the 
Constitutional Unionist Parties in Northern Ireland. 

REPLY: 

I have made it clear on many occasions - most recently on 5th December in 

this House - that I would be willing to meet Unionists at any time to 

discuss their concerns. Such a meeting should take place without 

preconditions and without prejudice to the Unionist position on the 

Agreement. My invitation still stands. • • 
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The Taoiseach: The Deputy should be 
reasonably satisfied that we are putting a 
£1.5 million project in place. 

Mr. McCartan: I am very impressed 
with that but I am wondering about its 
sustenance. 

The Taoiseach: Say al uia or some
thing just to indicat that you are 
impressed, or somet · g. 

indicate whether the future funding of the 
gallery will be covered by lottery tt)rough 
the Arts Council or by way of direct vote 
to the•board of the gallery? 

The Taoiseach: It will almo certainly 
be mainly from the lotte t may not be 
through the Arts Cou 

Mr. McC n: But the source will 
be th.rough e lottery? 

Th aoiseach: Yes. 

y of Contemporary Art. Meeting with Unionists. 

3. • McCartan asked the Taoiseach 
tbe n mber of posts to be filled or already 
fill at the Gallery of Contemporary 

, Kilmainham, Dublin 8 since toe 
appointment of the director; and if he will 
make a statement confirming the usual 
practice of public advertisement of such 
posts . 

The Taoiseach: No posts have been 
filled at the Museum of Modem Art since 
the appointment of the director. The 
number of posts to be filled as not yet 
been determined. I have b en informed 
by the board that all post ill, in accord
ance with normal pub!' service practice, 
be advertised. 

Mr. McCarta . This again, is a worth
while project pected to come onstream 
during the y r of culture. Can the Taoi
seach indi te the expected date of open
ing? Wo d he accept that it seems to be 
very I e in the day now to begin o fill 
posit" ns? Cao he indicate what e staff 
col"9 lement will be for the allery or 
museum, once opened? 

The Taoiseach: I hav just got a sub
mission, which has re ently arrived from 
the board, about s ffing which has not 
yet been conside d . It covers curatorial 
and security p rsonnel. I will let the 
Deputy have · formation about it in due 
course. 

Mr.· McCartan: Can the Taoiseach 

4. Mr. J. Bruton asked the Taoiseach 
if he has any proposals to meet the leaders 
of the constitutional Unionist parties in 
Northern Ireland. 

The Taoiseach: I have made it clear on 
many occasions - most recently on 5 
December in this House - that r would 
be willing to meet Unjonists at any time 
to discuss their concerns. Such a meeting 
should take place without preconditions 
and without prejudice to the Unionist 
position on the Agreement. My invita
tion still stands. 

Mr. J. Bruton: May I ask the Taoiseach 
if a formula has yet been found to allow 
the Brooke talks to move on to a stage 
where there will actua lly be face to face 
discussions between the Unionist and 
Nationalist parties in Northern Ireland in 
respect of the one outstanding issue 
which I understand is the involvement of 
the Irish Government in discussions with 
the British Government in regard to the 
matters being covered in the internal 
talks? 

The Taoiseach: There has been nothing 
new since I last reported to the House on 
that matter. 

Mr.J. Bruton: May 1 ask theTaoiseach 
if it is the case that Secretary of State 
Brooke has suggested a formula whereby 
it would be agreed by all parties that he 
would decide the point at which such 
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(Mr. J. Bruton.] 
discussions would occur and that that for
mula might be acceptable to all? Is that 
report untrue? 

The Taoiseach: It is not very accurate. 
I would not say that that suggestion was 
put forward by Secretary of State Brooke 
but l would agree that such a proposal is 
in the air, as it were. 

Mr. Spring: In relation to the Taoi
seach's willingness to meet with Unionist 
leaders - he said so openly in the House 
on 5 December and, indeed , on many 
occasions - will the Taoiseach give us 
an indication of any concrete steps he 
has taken to either offer an invitation in 
writing or otherwise to Unionist leaders 
seeking such a meeting? 

The Taoiseach: The Deputy asked me 
that question before and I indicated I 
have sought to avail of channels. The 
Deputy will understand that most of this 
was done prior to the Brooke initiative 
which has , if you like, taken over the 
situation . Any talks now with Unionists 
are likely to be in the context of the 
tripartite talks which the . Brooke 
initiative envisages. 

An Ceann Comhairle: Deputy Bruton 
for a final question. 

Mr. J. Bruton: The Taoiseach referred 
to a proposal which he said was in the 
air--

The Taoiseach: I meant circulated. 

Mr. J. Bruton: What is the Taoiseach's 
attitude to that proposal? 

The Taoiseach: I do not wish to give 
value judgment of that kind at this stage 
because, as the Deputy knows, there are 
a number of parties involved and I would 
prefer our discussions in the context of 
that , or any other proposal, should be 
kept within the confines of the dis
rnssioris. 

1992 Awareness Campaign. 

5. Mr. J. Bruton asked the Taoisea 
the total cost of the Government's I 
Awareness Campaign; and the results ; 
any. 

The Taoiseach: The costs incu 
my Department over the ths:: ye' 
1988-90 to date amount to£. ,OOO. 
campaign, in which othe epartmen ' 
and semi-State bodies arcicipated, h' 
been recognised as ing been very sti! 
cessful in increas· g awareness in Iris~ 
industry and b siness on the advent '61 
the Single rket at the end of 1992 ari\ 
in ~timul mg appropriate preparato~ 
action . j 

. J. Bruton: Has the Taoiseach coh. 
si ered commissioning any research rJ 
indicate whether there was a significan{ 
practical increase in awareness as a resliJ! 
of this campaign, not with a view to critl· 
cising anybody involved but with a view 
to discovering the best methodology for 
mounting a campaign of this kind and 
learning from the experience? 

The Taoiseach: We published reports 
on the implications for ten key sectors 
which were very useful. I will take note 
of the Deputy's sugestioo that we use 
our experience in this rega for future 
refernce. 

Availability of S 

6. Mr. J. uton asked the Taoiseach 
the action e proposes to take on the 
recomm dations for improving the 
availa · ity of statistical and other factual 
info ation for policy making contained 
in Chapter 15 (3) of the National Econ· 
omic and Social Council report, Strategy 
for the Nineties. 

The Taoiseach: I have ted in the 
views of the NESC i is matter and I 
have asked the N · nal Statistics Board 

a report on the various 
ade by the NESC. 

Mr . . Bruton: May I ask the Taoiseach 
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QUESTION NO:lt 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Taoiseach 
by Deputy John Brll!ton, for answer on 
Tuesday, 18th December, 1998. 

QUESTION NO: 4' 

To ask the Taoiseach if he has any proposals to meet the Leaders of the 
Constitutional Unionist Parties in Northern Ireland. · 

REPLY: 

I have made it clear on many occasions - most recently on 5th December in 

this House - that I would be willing to meet Unionists at any.time to 

discuss their concerns. Such a meeting should take place without 

preconditions and without prejudice to the Unionist position on the 

Agreement. My invdtation still stands. 



Note for Taoiseach • s informat.ion 

1. The most recent Parliamentary Question relating directly to the 

Taoiseach's invitation to Unionists was on 25 April last. It was answered 

on the Taoiseach's behalf by the Tanaiste. Dail Debates attached. 

2. The Taoiseach referred to his invitation to Unionists on 5 December, 

during the course of his sp~ech (see extract) on the Private Members 'sill to 

amend Articles 2 and 3 of the Constitution. There has been no public 

reaction from Unionist sources to the Taoiseach's renewed invitation, public 

debate being concentrated more on the Brooke'initiative. During the course 

of recent Questions on the initiative, the Taoiseach has also referred to 

his wish to hear Unionist views at first hand - see Dail Debates for 

24 October, 1990, attached. 

~-



. . · ... . . •· . 

X 

, . ' .. •···· 

~jSl:ANI\D El ltEI\Nt~ 

J:>- tract from Off i C iii) ~.£.pOr t Clf Deba t<.•!", 

u.J l\.· ;:),s A~=g.:....;;, 'c..;...,.,-l_g q-=--o-=-----

vo l 3 9~ Nu q Col!; .2,l.J- ;2t l." 

2123 Qwnio,u- 2S APan. 1990. ON/~ 2124 

(The T6naistc.J terms of ~blc wks with unionist 
IDA, we have now created the invest- aiepresentatives for well over a year. with 
mcnt base on which we should proceed DO concrete results? Does be consider it 
to create the jobs. might be time for the Government IO 

Mr. J. Bruton: You bave 
jobs. 

Tbe Tuwste: at is the purpose of 
this exercise b we could not engage in 
it if we bad t got the investment and 
industrial that has been created 
through e efforts and the work of the 
ID A er the direction of this Govern-

. S. Barntt: Would the Tana.iste 
n t agree it would be a good idea that, 
apart hom the NESC examining this very 
serious matter, an all-party com.minee of 
this House would have e opponunity 
of considering such problem? Will be 
agree that the G ernmem have con
sistentlv refuse ffers from this side of 
the House to eal with our most basic 
problem, t is tax reform? 

An Combairle; That clearly is a 
separ e matter . 

Discussions with Unionist Political·V 
Representatives. f\ 

4. Mr. J. Bruton asked the Taoiseach 
the present position in regard to his 
mvitatioo to political representatives of 
unionism to meet him without pre
conditions; and if be will take any further 
steps in order to allow such discussions 
to proceed . 

Tbe Twiste: Mv invitation stands. I 
have made clear that l would place no 
restrictions on the agenda for such a 
meeting and that I have a completely 
open mind about the structure. venue or 
channels for any discussion that might be 
envisaged . 

Mr. J. Bruton: Would the Tanaiste 
agree the Taoiseach has been talking in 

lake aomc initiatives with a Yie".- to 
.removing the roadblock that seems to 
exist in the way of these alb rather 
lhan mnpJy sitting there expressing their 
willingness to .talk without pre
conditions? Would the Ttnaiste agree 
lhat some initiatives might be ta.ken by 
the Government to try to reach out to 
the unionist community, without whom 
we cannot have a satisfactory solution to 
this problem? 

~ Tammie: I think the Deputy is 
aware of the relevant meeting in this con 
text with the Ministers for Justice and 
for Foreign Affairs at the Anglo-Irish 
C.onference last Friday and Saturday. 
which dealt with this maner and which 
shows an element of progress. The Taoi
seacb's subsequent meeting with the Bri
tish Prime Minister indicates that this 
matter is at present proceeding along the 
lines we would wish in a constructive 
manner . '.!bat is the precise up-to-date 
position which is really in context as far 
as the Deputy's question is concerned . 

Mr. J. Bruton: Would the Tanaiste 
agree that there bave been many hopeful 
signs like this before . onJy to find that 
events occurred which subsequent!~ 
dashed those hopes? Does be at least 
consider that the Government. rather 
than simply expressing a willingness to 
engage in these talks. should find out b~ 
whatever channels are available to them 
the actions thev could take which would 
be within their own policy parameters 
and which would perhaps represent some 
form of enticement to the Unionist com
-mullity to enter into dialogue? In otber 
words, the Government must not adopt 
what appears to be a rather passive 
approach in this matter. 

The Tanaiste: All I can do is to repeat 
what I have just said . that two Govern
ment Ministers and the Taoiseach are 
very much involved in furthering this pro
cess. A meeting took place on Friday and 
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Saturday of last week and, hopefully, 
progress CUI be made. 

Mr. Carrie: WouJd the Tinaiste join 
with me iD welcoming the reported 
remarks of the Secretary of State for 
Northern Ireland in Downpatrick yes
terday which, while not exactly opti
mistic were at least hopeful? This 
apparent movement ought to be encour
aged in every way possible by this 
Governfneot, always ttmembering of 
course, that any form of political dialogue 
at this stage in Northern Ireland cir
cumstances is a very fragile plant \bat 
needs to be nurtured carefully and with 
sensitivity. In those circumstances 
maximum encouragement behind the 
scenes as well as publicly ought to be 
given to those involved in these delicate 
explorations. 

Mr. J. Brutoo: Hear. bear. 

1be Tuaiste: Deputy Currie bas 
advanced a reasonable view, which I 
share. of the manner in which this whole 
matter should be approached at present. 

Dublin Summit. 

5. Mr. J. Bruton asked the Taoiseacb 
the arrangements. if any. be has made 
to consult the European Parliament in 
advance of the Dublin Summit in fulfil
ment of his statement in Dail Eireann of 
'Z7 March 1990. 

~ Ta.naiste: The Irish Preside as 
taken all appropriate steps in · regard . 

Mr. J. Brutoo: Is the anaiste aware 
that the Taoiseacb sta in the House on 
27 March that be considering some 
particular initiaf es to consult the Euro
pean Parliam tin advance of this week
end's S t? Will be indicate what 
initiative the Taoiseacb or the Irish 
Government took to consult Parliament 
since 27 March that bad not been under
way previously? 

'l1ae Tuakte: There is continuous D· 
tact maintained, in particular by Min-
ister I for Foreign Affairs. th lhc 
Parliament. As a result of t lhe Pres-
ident of the Parliament · , at the invita
tion of the Taoiseacb akc a 15 minute 
presentation at beginning of tl\e 
1UIDmit oo 28 ril. Similar arrange-
ments will apply at the June Euro-
pean Co . Parliament will make a 
prelimin submission to the summit 
meeting before it gets underway. That 
give§ the Parliament some linkage. it i6 
a very interesting development which l 
am sure the Deputy will welcome . 

Mr. J. Braton: I do ut would the 
Tanaiste not agree t iD addition to 
what might be see simply a symbolic 
appearance by President of the Par-
liament the 0111d be a better estab-
lished · · tional link between the 
current esidency and the Parliament 
secre · at oo an on-going basis in Stras
bour with a view to ensuring that the 
Presidency proposals at the summit rep
resent as near as p<>sfilble the views of 
Parliament? 

The Taoaiste: At the end of our six 
month Presidency J believe we will 
receive certain approbation on this 
matter . We have made a point of cul
tivating exceptionally good relations with 
the Parliament and its committees . That 
has already been acknowledged as a feat
ure of the Irish Presidenc:-v and it bas led 
o successful conciliation; and earance 

by the Parliament of man · attcrs that 
were being blocked in rd to the Par
liament itself and · rclatjons with the 
Council of · sters and the Com
mission . 

I will Ji er briefly to diverse cases and 
decisi s in regard to the first stage of 

• the establishment of the European 
Environment Agency, the revision of the 
five year financial perspective and the 
multi-annual framework programme in 
research and development. These are 
some of the areas where block.ages bad 
arisen . By reason of our special arrange
ments for regular day-to-day contac1' 



this House have contemplated. Not so many years ago, all the 
parties in this House sat together in the New Ireland Forum and 

produced a set of proposals or recommendations, to which all 

parties subscribed. I would like to remind Deputies of certain 
passages in that Report. I refer them, in particular, to 
paragraph 5.7 which was endorsed by all participating in it. 

This states: 
"The particular structure of political unity which the 

forum would wish to see established is a unitary state, 
achieved by agreement and consent, embracing the whole 
island of Ireland and providing' irrevocable guarantees for 

the protection and preservation of both the Nationalist and 
Unionist identities." 

The Forum Report sets out, at Chapter 5, the requirements which 
would have to be met to achieve the form of unity wished for by 
the parties to the Forum. Briefly, these requirements would 
include: 

a total cessation of violence which can have no place in 
the building of the Ireland of the future that we all 
desire; 

constructive dialogue with Unionists in Northern Ireland; 

accommodation of the two traditions, their aspiration and 
their loyalties; .. 

an all-round constitutional conference to formulate new 
structures. 

I do not think, at this particular stage, we, in this House, 

should now seek to go outside the consensus developed among our 

parties on these issues by pursuing the road mapped out in this 

Bill of trying to solve one problem of the many that exist and 

trying to deal with the case of one community to the disadvantage 

of the other community. 

All the Government's policies and actions are in accordance with 

the requirements of the Forum Report and I have made it clear 

that I would be willing to meet Unionists at any time to discuss 
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• their concerns. Such a meeting should take place without 
preconditions and without prejudice to the Unionist position on 

.. ,J,:,., 

,the Agreement. 

In short, the proposals in this Bill are superfluous and 
unnecessary, if not constitutionally offensive and could upset 
the broad consensus here on Northern Ireland that has existed 
since the New Ireland Forum; and they could send signals of 
despair to many constitutional nationalists whose hopes and 

aspirations some here are inclined to overlook on occasions like 
this. 

For these and many other reasons, I would most strongly urge the 

House to reject the Bill. 
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(Mr. J . Bruton.] of repeated statements by represc 
before the Bill was be be debated m this tativcs of Unionist opinion in Nonhc 
House . lt is not just the Opposition who Ireland. that they consider Articles 2 
are inconvenienced by this . All the var- 3 tQ be offensive and an obstacle to bette( 
ious professional bodies who were relations between Northern Ireland and 
anxiou!o to make submissions about this State: and if he will make a statemena 
improvements in the leg:islation were on the matter . i 
inconvenienced because they could not 1 

make their submssions until they saw the The Taoiseacb: l propose to take Ques-
Minister's amendments . The position tions Nos. 1 and 2 together . 
now is that we may well put through bad I would refer Deputiei. to paragraph 
legislation . It is not as if the Minister did 5. 7 of the report of the New Ireland 
not have time : he had the entire summer Forum. which was endorsed by all the 
to lodge these amendments if be so parties participating in it . who. of course, 
wished . bad full regard to the relevant pans ol • 

It is not a question of my - to use the the Constitution. The paragraph states: 
Minister's term - legendary sensitivity 
in this matter. All lam sensitive about is 
giving this House an opponunity to do 
its job. I know when the Minister is in 
government he bas a perspective of this 
House which may be different from that 
when he is in Opposition . When be is in 
Opposition he can see very clearly the 
need for parliamentary accountability : 
when in government however he can see 
administrative convenience as bis guiding 
principle . If there is a balance to be 
struck . it is imponant that it be in favour 
of accountabili1y . That is the purpose. 
and would be the consequence, of 
Deputy Barrett·s amendment . 

Mr. O'Malley: J am glad the House 
accepts the amendment I have put down . 

Debate adjourned. 

Ceisteanna-Questions. 
Oral Amwers. 

Constitutiooal Reform. 

l. Mr. Spring asked the Taoiseach if 
he will outline the steps he has taken to 
comply with the objectives placed on the 
Government under Articles 2 and 3 of 
Bunreacht na hEireann. , 

2 Proinsias De Rossa asked the Taoi
seach 'if he has any plans to initiate reform 
of the Constitution. especially in the light 

The panicular structure of political 
unity which the Forum would wish to 
see established is a unitary state, 
achieved by agreement and consent , 
embracing the whole island of Ireland 
and providing irrevocable guarantees 
for the protection and preservatioA of 
both the Nationalist and Unionist · 
identities- . 

As I have said before it is not possible. 
at Question Time. to attempt to set out 
any exhaustive set of steps towar~ 
achievement of the Forum objectives. 
except to say that such measures would 
m my view have to meet the requirements 
se1 out in Chapter 5 of the Forum repon. 

These requirement!< would. among 
othen. . include a total cessation of viol
ence which can have no place in the 
building of the Ireland of the future that 
we all desire : constructive dialogue with 
Unionists in Northern Ireland: accom
modation of the two traditions. their 
aspirations and their loyalties and an all
round constitutional conference to for
mulate new structures. 

l have made it clear that I categorically 
reject any idea of achieving unity by force 
or imposing the jurisdiction of this State 
on the six counties of Northern Ireland . 
The Supreme Court judgrnent of las1 
March confirmed that the enactment of 
laws for that area by th{" Oireachtas is 
expressly prohibited in Article 3. Nor 
can our Constitution ever be invoked b\' 
anyone to justify the use of force to ach
ieve the purposes of Articles 2 and 3. 
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i,ecause the means by which unity might 
tie achieved are clearly set out in Article 
~ which affirms lreland's devotion to the 
ideal of peace and friendly co-operation 
among nations and its adherence to the 
principle of the peaceful settlement of 
international disputes. 

J have made clear on a number of 
oecasions my conviction that new 
arrangements or structures which migh1 
t,t> agreed for Ireland as a whole would 
ctearl:, reguire an entirely new Con
stitution. 

Mr. Spring: I am sure we aU echo the 
remarks of the Taoiseach in relation to 
the non-use of force or violence in terms 
of any aspirations on this island. They are 
also glaringly obvious in relation to what 
is happening at the moment. wrucb was 
referred to in the House earlier. Does 
the Taoiscach consider that the oon
stitutional imperatives contained in Arti
cles 2 and 3 of the Constitution - and 
referred to in the Supreme Court case he 
mentioned of last year - are compatible 
with the realities of life in Northern 
Ireland? 

The Taoiseach: I am not clear on the 
implications of the question. My view of 
the Constitution is as I have set out and 
the important thing from that point of 

t 
view is the pan of my answer which say!. 
that tbe Supreme Coun ha confirmed 
tha t the enactment of laws for that area 
b)' the Oireacbtas is expressly prohibited 
in Article 3 and that the use of force can 
never be justified· b)' Articles 2 and 3 
because the means by which unity might 
be achieved are clearlv set out in Article 
29 . That is the important one from the 
point of view of these two questions . 
Anicle 29 affirms lreland·s devotion to 
the ideal of peace and friendly co-0per
ation among nations and its adherence to 
the principle of the peaceful settlement 
of international disputes. 

An Ceann Com.hairle: I call Deputy De 
Rossa whose Question No. 2 refers to 
this matter 

Proinsias De Rossa: Will the Taoiseach 

accept that. as outlined in my question. 
it has been expressed a number of time!, 
by spokespersons for ,Unionist opinion in 
Northern Ireland. that Articles 2 and 3 
are offensive to them? They regard thi!> 
claim on their territory as unjustified and 
it is not acceptable to them. In order 
to bne a realistic relationship with the 
people of Northern Ireland it is necessa.T) 
to address that concern and. therefore. it 
is not adequate to say that in the context 
of a united Ireland or an all-Ireland con
stitutional convention - or some such 
procedure - we will address their fears 
because, clearly. they do not want to be 
part of a united Ireland. 

An Ceun C...Obairle: I hesitate to 
interrupt the Deputy but I must remind 
the House that there are many questiom 
down for reply by the Taoiscacb . The 
Chair is anxious to make progress and . 
therefore. appeals for brevity. 

Proinsias De ROSY: It is inadequate to 
sav that we will address their fears when 
they agree to some form of a united 
Ireland. 

TIit Teobeacb:· The Deputy is pur
porting. to interpret the position of the 
Unionists to me . I hope he agrees that it 
would be far beuerif the Unionists would 
talk to me and tell me what their views 
are. 

Deputies Spring and De Rossa rose. 

An Ceann Comhairle: I call Deputy 
Spring and I also want to bring in Deput~ 
Dukes. 

Mr. Spring: Will the Taoiseach accept. 
given that he has not had an opportunity 
of meeting the Unionists. the position is 
as Deputy De Rossa set out ? They have 
difficulties with Articles 2 and 3 of the 
Constitution and. therefore. will the 
T aoiseach agree that some alterations or 
additions to those Articles might be con
sidered positive from the point of vie>A of 
the Unionists? Will the Taoiseach outline 
to the House what practical steps he. 
and hi.s Government. are taking to brinf 
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{Mr. Spring.} 
about the son of aspects contained in 
Chapter 5 of the New Ireland Forum as 
outlined in his original reply? 

The Taoiseach: The Deputy should also 
remember that Articles 2 and 3 arc of 
p-cat imponance to the Nationalist com
munity and they would not be very happy 
if anything. was done with Articles 2 and 
3 along the lines suggested. I would prefer 

f 
to .bear the a.rguments concerning the 
Unionists from the Unionists themselves 
so that I could discuss the matter with 
them ; the otbe.r side oftbe coin is that the 
Nationalists have a very real and positive 
interest in Articles 2 and 3 which indi-
cates that the sort of all round con
stitutional conference about which I am 
talking would be very helpful . 

Mr. Dukes: May I draw from the Taoi
seach 's reply to the two original questions 
that he holds to the position be set out 
in an interview some weeks ago in this 
connection. that in the context of looking 
for ne\\· constitutional arrangements 
.. everythiQg is on the table", to use the 
Taoiseach's phrase , including specifically 
Articles 2 and 3? 

'lbe Taoiseacb: In the context of some 
new all-Ireland arrangement. yes. a new 
constitution if necessary. 

An Camn Comhairle: A final question 
from Deputy De Rossa . 

Proinsias Dr Rossa: May I ask your 
indulgence and allow me to say by way 
of preamble that I am a bit tired of bear
ing the Taoiseach say that be would 
prefer to bear what I am saying from the 
Unionist representatives themselves. 

An Camn Comba.irle: A preamble is a 
luxury we cannot afford now . 

Proinsias Dr R~: As a public 
representative I am entitled to express 
concerns regarding Articles 2 and 3 of 
the Constitution . There are significant 
numbers of people in the ReP.ublk who 

" 
arc concerned about the impact of Arti-
cles 2 and 3, not only on Unionist opinion 
but on the way in which--

An Cann Comh.airlt: The Deputy is 
embarking on a speech. I call Question 
No. 3. 

College or Sdmtt Complex 
Refurbishment. 

3. Mr. Dukes asked the Taoiseach the 
total cost of his new suite of offices in 
the College of Science building. Merrion 
Street, Dublin 2. 

11w T--..dl: The College of Science 
complell contains some of the most his
tork and important public buildings in 
Dublin ci . 

The c::oiege itself was oompleted in 
1911. By 1922. when British rule bad 
ended, the complell bad been extended 
to Merrion Street to incorporate Govern
ment Buildings which became the seat of 
the Executive Council of the new State . 

For many years subsequently the col
lege housed the School of Engineering 
attached to University College. Dublin. 
while the surrounding buildings were 
used by Government Departments. 
including the Departments of the Taoi
seacb. Finance and Agriculture. and the 
Attorney General's Office . 

When the Engineering School trans
ferred to the Belfield campus. the 
Government decided to have the College 
of Science refurbished as part of their 
programme of restoring major public I 
buildings such as Dublin Castle . the 
custom House and the Royal Hospital j 
Kilmainham. 

The entire series of interlinking 
buildings are of great national and his
toric importance and this project i the 
first major refurbishment of the oomplex 
since the foundation of the State. The 
work involves re-equipping the buildings 
to modern standards. in keeping with 
their role as the centre of Government . 
The Government decided also. as part of 
thjs scheme. to provide substantial addi· 
tional accommodation for Members and 
staff of the Houses of the Oireachtas . In 

• 
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QUESTION NO: 

DAIL QUESTION addressed to the Taobeach 
by Deputy John Bruton, for answer on 
Tuesday, 18th December, 1990. 

QUESTION NO: 

To ask the Taoiseach if he has any proposals to .meet the Leaders of the 
Constitutional Unionist Parties in Northern Ireland. 

REPLY: 

I have made it clear on many occasion~that I would be willing to meet 

Unionists at any time to discuss their concerns. Such a meeting should take 

place without preconditions and without prejudice to the Unionist position 

on the Agreement. My invitation still stands. 

6 
meet the 
Northern 
For ORAL 

To ask the Taoiseach if heh 
Lieadlerds of the Constitutional Unio~1s~ny proposals to 
re an . - John Bruton. Parties in 

answer on Tuesday 18th December, 1990. 
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