CONEFEENTIAL

EXAMPIES OF OFFENSIVE OR INACCURATE STATEMENTS TN THE

DUBLIN PRESS FOR SUNDAY 20 JULY

Sunday Press

*Tom King reneged on a deal which he had reached with Peter
Barry by changing the route for the Orange march in Portadown”.

"There was no three hour period over the weekend when messages

were not being exchanged between Mr Barry and Mr Ring®.

“The Government was officially notificd about the change in
route plans through the Secretariat around $.30 pm, three

hours after the Unionists”®

*The British have dishomoured their deal with the Irish side

in the Anglo-Irish Conference®™,

"The Hillsborough pact 3is being phased out. Tom King's Belfast

Telegraph interview and-his dismissive remarks about Peter

Barry are not accidental”.

Sunday Tribune

“The Anglo-Irish Agreement is virtually fool-proof. It will
survive Tom King®". (Attributed to a Government source in
Dublin}.

"Senior Government sources insist that Peter Barry had had
specific assurances from Tom Xing and Nicholas Scott, both
formally through mcetings of the Anglo-Irish Conferemce and
through sobsequent informal channels in the week of the marches,
that the same ground rules would be applied this year®,

*The view nf Tom King in official circles in Dublin is harsh,
He is seen as being devoid of any real wnderstanding of Ireland,
North and South, as a man with no consistency of view but
bouncing along the rOpés, somcone with a2 bullying nature and
therefore susceptible to othersacting {n a bullying fashion -
by which they mean Sir Jack Hermon rather than Ian Paisliey....
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wandering around without. coming to teres with the nature

of the problem, a politician whose ambitions have declined

with the knowledge that he was given the job as an cffective
demotion, a man entrusted with responsibility for the Rorth

but increasingly spending less and less time there™.




SECTARIAN ATTACKS AND INTIMIDATION

Line to take

We share your Government's concern at the recent increase in these

despicable sectarian attacks. Such behaviour must be unequivocally

condemned no matter which side of the community it emanates from.
The police have significantly increased their patrolling in all the

vulnerable areas and have made a number of arrests. They are in
contact with community representatives to provide reassurance and to
arrange adequate protection. The police at all levels are

determined to bring those responsible to justice as soon as possible.
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Background Note

Since the beginning of July there have been a number of sectarian
attacks, and sectarianly-motivated disturbances, in the Province.
Most have centred around Portadown, Ballymoney, Rasharkin and North
Belfast.

9. Between 11 and 16 July alone more than 111 cases of intimidation
were reported to the police. The majority were against Roman
Catholics. Numerous people have been arrested and more than 20
persons have been charged in connection with attacks in Ballymoney
and Rasharkin. |

3. The most serious attacks occurred in North Belfast where two
Roman Catholic men were killed in shooting incidents. The
Protestant Action Froce claimed both murders. Colm McCallan was
shot and seriously injured by gunmen on 14 July, just a short
distance from his Ligoniel home. The second man, Martin Duffy, an
employee of the Fire Service and a part-time taxi driver, died on 19
July when he was shot by a gunman after he had been called to
Chichester Park to collect a passenger. A third man had a narrow
escape on 23 July when, as a member of a neighbourhood watch group
set up to patrol the Ligoniel Estate, he was shot by a gunman. He

is in a satisfactory condition in hospital.

4. The RUC have had a number of constructive meetings with Brian
Feeney of the SDLP and have stepped up their patrols in North
Belfast, particularly in Ligoniel. They have appealed to the local
people in their area to call of f the neighbourhood watch patrols.
The police are concerned that the members of these patrols could
also become targets for the gunmen. Brian Feeney has also

discouraged people from taking part in neighbourhood watch patrols.
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Physical Security Measures

5. 1In principle we do not favour the construction of barriers
between communities but as an immediate response to the problems in
North Belfast the civil agencies have sought to supplement police
activity by constructing security fences in the Manor Street area
and repairing/strengthening fencing in the Ligoniel area. Other
requests from the police and local representatives are under
consideration. In the longer term the NIO, DOE, NIHS and security
forces may reluctantly have to take additional steps to minimise the
risk of intercommunal confrontation, eg by redesigning road or

housing lay-outs and erecting permanent barriers.
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BELFAST TELEGRAPH ARTICLE

Key Points

The interview was intended to reassure Unionists before the "mwelfth".

It should not be taken out of context.

Its positive features should not be ignored; it stressed:
(a) the Government's support for devolution
(b) the Covernment's commitment to the Agreement
(c) the right of the minority to equal treatment.

(If the Irish raise particular points the Secretary of State

wish to refer to the appendix which contains some responses

Irish analysis).
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IRISH ANALYSIS OF ASPECTS OF MR KING'S INTERVIEW IN BELFAST TELEGRAPH

OF 4 JULY 1986 - WITH UK RESPONSE

Irish View

The interview conveys a partial and one-sided interpretation of the
Agreement eg: by suggesting that it is capable of being changed by
Britain following talks with Unionists. Other parts of the interview
are offensive to the Irish Government or to nationalist opinion,

eg: the statement that "security co-operation has not been very
evident on the ground", or, in relation to Unionists, that "their

dominant position carried on".

UK Response

The article was aimed at Unionists and was naturally cast in such a

way as to appeal to that audience.

It is true that improvements in security co-operation have not been
as evident as we would like (3 members of the Security Forces have
been murdered near the Border in July); and the Unionists remain
dominant in the limited sense that there is a Unionist majority for
Northern Ireland to remain in the UK. That is provided for by the
Agreement. But it is balanced by the fact that - as the Secretary of
State said in his interivew - the minority will receive equal

opportunity and fair treatment.
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« CORSULTATIVET RATURE QF THE AGEELRLRT

QU_(_,;;‘:LT‘.QI): »pul 15 the Govermnent ‘s eredibility nob atfocted?”
vxtract frem renlys -1 understand thal the coacepl af Lhe
rarecment - allowing the 1rish Government even a s¢:ri1ous

Y 1.
.

consultative rolc bofore we e decisiony - AQrskur.s

=

Oueation:  "wWhat sbont the charge that iho rareemont 15

QF
consnltetive?”

Reply: "1 ust the term 'sETI0Us consuliation’. You can oot
Jost in the cxact gafinition of words, The Reoublic's
Covernmont ten put forward vicwes, but we take {the cdecisions.
They wented the ipclusion of the phrase, raectormined clforis
alal)l he made to resolve Gifferonces', booaune they wahted Lo

{ee) sericus considerastion would be given to Lheax Prodosinls.

. -]
Sia

i
put they understiond whoexe ihe fins) decision rest

UK ResPOhse

"Serious consultative role" was intended to convey the difference
between the Agreement mechanism - where determined efforts must be
made to resolve differences - and other forms of consultation.
similarly the Secretary of State's words were not intended to podypooh
the value of the Agreement mechanism - only to make clear to a
Unionist audience that, as stated in Article 2b of the Agreement, the

UK Government continues to take the decisions.
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q;) Onest ) «1f £hea vnionisats will not btoske up yout oifer (for

hricfing atter esch Conferense), is there any way of ovidinary

citizens getting o point of view across Lo the Governmont?”

pztract from reply: “the Conicreace is not g decision-making

Lody, sxcepl on cross border sccurity, wherco we are mecting s

Covernments el (wo sovereign States® .,

clatement nmust be aclearifircad, Theve s an
interence thut tho British Governmenl has a role in
decision-making of the Irish Governmoent in regard (o

crass-hordar security end vice versa. in the langusge of the
rorcemonl (and the snswel {o Question 4¢ of the Q Ana R papes ).
the two Governments ~tooperste” on cross-horder security.
rrticle 2(h) staotes that ~The Conference will be muoinly
concerned with Norther Jreland: but soms of the matlers under
consideratian will invu]ve,CQOpcrativc,nctian in Loth perte of
Tyedang rrticle 9{u) of the krorecment concerning covperalion
on security wotters states that “2he Conference shall have no

operationa) responsibilities.”

vihien faccd with the opposite tenplation to play up the tale of
the Conference in regard Lo internal Harthern Ireland malters,
we have taken care to Oraw attention Lo hrticle 2(b) »hich
stales "There s no deroygation from Lhe sovereionty of either
the Irish QGovcinment o1 the United Kingdom Goverument, and cach
telains respensibility for the decisions and sdministration of

government . within its own jurisdiction.

UK Response

The Secretary of State's words are a reflection of the facts. On all
matters other than those covered by Articles 9 & 10, (ie; cross-border
matters) it is for the UK Government to take decisions in Northern
Ireland, as Article 2 (b) makes clear. On cross-border matters,
including security, both Governments t+ake decisions for their own
jurlsdlctlon (except insofar as the decisions are operational matters
for the two police forces). In that sense two Governments in the
Conference can take decisions on cross-border matters, whereas on other

matters the decision is clearly for the UK Government.
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“1s the rgrecment untouchahle?”

L0 = o =) b 3 3 3
vhat came out of talks (eith the unionmisis) could have

tor the rgrcoarnent. It could lead (o {he Horyeamend

Rater  hhasd 38 seraously nisloeading and damzging.

fundsmental importavee to beoth Govermnonts that 1€ be
currected. Both Governments heve adieed on the sbhsolulce
jwportanze of together xejecting as out of the quéesiion prossure
to have the Agreement chonpad or suspunded. wWhatiover comes ont
of talks with Lhe unionists it wil) not leed to the terms of thoe
Agrevmoent ituelf being changen, Mk rather to the provisions in
{he rgreement for devolution on cortain conditions caoming into

force.,

UK Response

We have made it clear in the Prime Minister's letter to the Unionists
and subsequent Parliamentary Answers that if there were.agreement on
devolution we might have to look at its effect on the Agreement.
Article 11 would be the obvious means for this. While we agree we
should resist any calls for suspending the Agreement, We could not

rule out such changes under Article 11 if there were agreement on an

acceptable form of devolved government. Of course changes would only

be possible if they were acceptable to the Irish Government.
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“Aiu Yyou optimis ;tic thalt the unionists will Lalk?™

Dxtract from rewply: “¥he rgreement is wbout three things -
cross-border seourity; the Lepublic's wscceptance of the
Yegitinacy of thoe unionist wsjority and ihas e rights; Yastly.

an opp

.

yrtunity for the Repuhlile's Government to put forward

views on bLiuhalt af the nminority”.

I3

Note: 1nsofar as the (3yst matter mentioned is concevoed, this
s » direct invorsion of the aims of the rgieement as set oul in
araph 3 of the Hillshoiough Communigue which states “The

ryreszent has the zims of promoting perace snd stabil ity an
Rorthern Yreland; helping to reconci le the two masjor traditions
in Trelantd;  creating @ pew climete of friendship asnd
cooperation hetweun the peeples ot Lhe two countries; and
Swproving covperation in combatting terrorism™. The Agreceent
itne)f statos 3n Article 2(b) tliat “the Conference will be
mainly concerned with Rorthern lreland® snd in Article ¢ that
the Confercnce "shall be s fremework ... (i) for the
wecomadation of the pights andg identitices of the two Lradalions
vhschierrst an Rorthern Xyeland; and (ii) for peace, stability
and presperily thronghont the inland of Jreland by promot iny
yeconcilistion, resped + for humsn richts, couperation against
terraorism and the development of coeanomic, seeig) and cultured

cooperet WO

ructhernore Bi. Xing's stalcment is incorplete and totelly
unbalancaed. There is na veference to the legitimacy of the
rights of nationslists and their sspiration to a united Ircland
which, like the sccond jlem mentioned by Mr. King, is referred
to in the ¥ conhide of the Ayrewment; Dol to the provision {or
the ostablishment of 3 united Yrelund if 2 futvre majority
vished for snd formelly consented to it which is in 2rtacia 1.
Rot is thexe uby reference to the substance of the Agreement in
relation to the political, security, leaal and other matiters in

which the 1rish Covernment have a8 rolue.
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The Irish point is entirely about presentation.” Ministers have to
present the Agreement in the way most likely to appeal to their
audience, in this case the Unionist population just before the "Twelfth".

There is good reason for not speaking as the Irish seem to suggest:

(a) the terms of the Agreement will sound somewhat Utopian and

unrealistic if quoted verbatim

(b) the possibility of a United Ireland is hardly attractive
to Unionists.

RATURE QF TLT
Ouestiogs SAro you saying that there 1s an cxagoersted

impression of the imporlance of the Agrezment?”

Fap)ves wIE (Ehe 1rish Government) has the swme input as anyoenc
else who wants Lo put forward their views, but 1t hes no
sulhority or no say in the running of the Provinge in the woys

in which people understand 3t7.

Pote: The 11ish Government clearly has & gifferent input from
others who want to put forword their views, because the
provision for thow to pul forward views 1s set cut in a binding
international Zoreement. The British Government is not obligad
Lo hear the vicws of anyane else, still less to make determined

c{forls to 1esolve gitterences with them.
UK Response

The Irish omit much of the reply which is aimed at scotching eXagger-
ated ideas of the Agreement, and reassuring Unionists that their views

will be listened toO.

In fact the Irish Government's input is different from other inputs in
that it is provided for in a binding international Agreement, but

the Government must, imr taking any decision, take account of the views
of Unionists and Nationalists in Northern Ireland, and views expressed
in Parliament. How much weight it gives to any views will depend on
the particular subject. T+ would be outside the spirit of the
Agreement which talks of accommodating the rights and identities of the
two traditions if the UK Government were alwayé to defer to views from
one side rather than the other. We could not fherefore regard Irish

views as automatically the dominant views,as the Irish seem to suggest.




PARADLS fj p N F! @ F ﬁ\, -”AL

Questiont  TRow thel we ove in the nerching season, whét has
publin Goverrsasnt to sy cbout the ppuct on the nationalist

rongounil y2~

Replaes - SThey (vhe 1rish Government) have made no
yepresentations to e 3 (i g el i *The Question ehoul maiches,
re-routing or even the remoto rossibi B3ty wf & ban, wre cntircly
w matter fov Lhe Chief Consteble in the first dnstence. Thoy
are mstters of public order snd § think people hnor very woll
the policy he hiis boen porsuing over o number of years: i Yot
of 1¢presentiolions are made Yocally by the SHLP. That 1 the
ray it is most sensihly deslit with. I tepeat, thore bas hsca
no discnssion in the Conlervnce about. routes. IL would be

gnite wiong ta moek Lo raise than with me,*

Jrish eide couwld supply information which wonld be helpful in
British Gecision wmaking end that the Co Chairmen would Reep in

close touch on sensitive points, Lt no btime, aig we agree nol
to take up auvestions involving danger Lo palionzlist populstiong
which is suguested by tre statema2nl "He hove hod no Siscussion
shout it (the wmarching scason)™. Marcaover Mr. Ring hes
seknovwledeed an a Parliamentary reply of 15 April thet bho has

beon mede aware of our views in this metter (parades), a fact

—

‘hich 38 omitted in his interview, in which cthe centrasry
t

fact states, vir., thet the lrish Goveynmant has maGe¢ no

representations sbout the marching scason,

UK Response

The remarks must be seen in context. It is intended to convey the
message that the Irish Government had made no representations about
particular marches (in contrast to the SDLP who had). The words used
were — "... there has been no discussion in the Conference about routes®.
At the time of the interview that was true. Indeed the line was agreed

at the Conference on 1l March.

It was not intended to give the impression that the Irish had neglected
the interests of the minority. Indeed we have made it clear in

Parliamentary Asnwers that we were aware of = Irish views.

© PRONI CENT/1/15/40A




	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p1
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p2
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p3
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p4
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p5
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p6
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p7
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p8
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p9
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p9a
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p9b
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p9c
	proni_CENT-1-15-40A_1986-07-20_p9d

