uproposal that 8ir an:an Stephen should
articipants to submit ‘to him privately he

'suggestions for Heads of Agreement across

was a high risk strategy, "but 8ir N1n1an ear
»extreme delicacy ‘of the task ‘and the 1mportaﬁEg E
‘synthesis right first time. There was s 811 ight, dangegwthat Sir
Ninian's report would be based on the 1o est common denominator
the parties' submissions and thus not f&%mfﬁﬂéwa 'Mmb
'bluepr;nt; thxs was a risk wh:ch would have'to‘

. On the afternoon of 16 Dctober there was a short sessxon of
~the Strand 2 committee. Sir Ninian formally asked the parties to
submit to him, either orally or in writing, their ideas for Heads
of RAgreement, their concept of the areas where their proposals
agreed with those of other delegations, and their views on any
.areas where they perceived disagreements to exist. Sir Ninian
would then correlate the submissions with his own impressions and
formulate his report. He had no preconceptions about the form the
‘report would take, and indeed he realised that there was»w; X
adlsagreement between the participants as toc the scope of 4 the

iu exerc1se, he saw the process as be:ng a dynamic one whlch would

s Dn timetable, Sir Nlnzan suggested that 19 and d0§0ctober be' 3
taken up with bilateral ‘consultations with the NI pol1t1ca1 partles
and that be should talk to the two Governments separately on 21 and
oe October. '

. su.—commityse either orally or on *aper., : e ;
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synthesis right first time. There was a :
Ninian's report would be based on the lowes
,the parties’ submissions and thus not fghmlxug)
Jblueprint; th:s was a risk whlch would have o.,

;-On the afternoon of 16 October there was a'shortféessxon of
_the Strand 2 committee. er Ninian formally asked the partxes to
‘submit to him, either orally or in writing, their ideas for Heads
of Agreement, their corcept of the areas where their proposals
agreed with those of other delegations, and their views on any
_.areas where they perceived disagreements to exist. 8ir Ninian
would then correlate the submissions with his own impressions and
formulate his report. He had no preconceptions about the form the
‘report would take, and indeed he realised that there was.”'
idzsagreement between the participants as to the scope of, the
exerczse, he saw the process as bezng a dynamic one whlch would

/“\"T:ws 65 UWninkerdaomalle i e
V\\pw‘ra\_/‘t Veccunse SN\ dAesan \zM(u;,. AMactuy ©pPey o
£ danvat @ By 5 R D Fep Mo W

» PSS e CAAACL ok A

RO \—JM oSN Laast cbq‘\kuL



Eﬁfd\'\/ c€ PoLz5 (2516 )

W dow ~ppar <
W =il

W, Cob

bt oatidy



	pol_35_0251_0001
	pol_35_0251_0002
	pol_35_0251_0003

