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The Chief Constable telephoned me this morning in connection with 

the recent c!ps u rge of criticism of the UDR and the Secretary of 

State's statement de fending the Regiment. Sir John told me tha t 

he ha d felt i t incumbent on the RUC to make what contribution it 

could t9war ds reduci ng the temperature in th is area . He thought 

that t his could b es t take the form of an inc rease, for the time 

being, in the exte nt of joint RUC/UDR activi ty - in the sen se of 

RUC p ar ticipation in UDR patrols, vehicle c hec ks etc. He believed 

that this would help in two ways. First, it would demon strate 

solidar ity with the UDR as an element of the security force s . At 

the ~~me time , it should he lp to reduce the risk of further 

inci d~nt s of the type which have been attracting criticism of the UDR. 
" . 

:~ ~ .. 
2. Ha was about to issue the n~cessary instruc tions to his 

Divi sional Comman de rs. He had already discu ssed the idea with t he 

Commander UD R and e nsured that it had his suppor t. He (Sir John) 

would, however , b e having a word with the GOC as well - especially 

bearing in mi nd the Commander UDR does not exerc i se operational 

comman d of the Regiment. , 
." 

3 . I t old the Chi ef Constable that I would see that his initiative 

was reported to the Secretary of State (as he was clearly hoping) . 

I had littl e doubt t hat the Secretary of State would we l come it. 

We agreed that, whil st we hoped that the i ncreased operational 

togetherness woul d not escape notice as a demonstration of solidarity , 

we shou ld not take positive steps to draw attention to it. If it 

neve rtheless promp ted questions as to whether it denoted a change of 

direction in securi ty policy , the answer should be that, on the 

cont rary , we were doing exact ly what it had been our policy to do 

for a long ti~e p as t, whenever practicable, 

. . .. 
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4. I did no t t h i nk it was the right moment t o press the Chief 

Con stable to say whethe r he envi s aged the p rac tice of i nc re a s e d 

'RUC p artici p a tion i n UDR operations becoming a permanen t f e a t ure . 

We ma y we ll wan t t o e ncourage him in that direction later , if the 

shor t - t erm measures p rove s ucc e s sful; though the response c o u ld 

be a deman d for more po l ice ma npower or, at l e ast, for less nagg i ng 

abou t pol ice overt i me. More ge nerally, it is not inconc e i v able 

that t he RUC see t h e p r e sent beleaguered state of the UDR as a n 

oppo r t un ity t o ach iev e i ncreased police infl u e nce over t he Re g i me nt's 

act ivities . That would no t ne ce s sarily make t he Chief Co n s t able ' s 

response an y the le ss use ful, in either the s ho r t or the l onger 

term . 

... . 
S. That thought ap a rt, I have not yet spoken to the GOC or CLF about 

the matter , but wi ll do so as soon as I can. 
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