
POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS PAB(86)6 

Reaction to the Day of Action 

1 . Two issues h ave dominated medi a coverage o f t he Loya li s t a c t i on 

on 3 March and pubJ.ic a nd political reacti on to i t : t he sca l e , e xtent 

and appare nt effect i ve ness of int i mi dat i o n; a nd t il e perce ived re fusal 

of the RUC to ta ke appropr iat e steps to preve n t in ti midat i o n o r 

obstruct i ons. 

2; Intimidation was widespread and took a variety of forms . Pickets~ }!;ig~:, 

took note of the registration numbers of cars whose drivers crossed '<!'t:;if,t!­
their lines. Other cars were kicked and beat en and their oc c upants j 

::::~;:. f ::::~;::: :::;::::::::::::::;~::h ::~~::~::: n :;!:: :::: a:: set it i 
hostile crowds who, in the latter case, finally set the premi ses alightf ii;}ih , 
Nine police families were forced to leave their homes in Lurgan, and ,:" ,:':.g1i~~ 
attempts were made to intimidate RUC homes in Ballymena and East Beltasf :~'1;. 

There are many similar reports from throughout the Province. . "\:\~~~i 

3. An a'lmost equal number of reports from all parts of Northern . 91~ 
::::::::a:: :::::~~:~~:::::~::::~~:U::::~::~:::::i~:~::~::~::::e~~~::d ~~1 
~~: ~;::::::n ::::: ::::~:: a:::::;:: a:: f :::::: ::::;~~~:: t:=::::~ s ::~:m .!:I. 
~;::~::e:o b:~::k d:i :::d ~ut T~:r:h:a::y b!:n o:~;:9:~i:~~o:h:t t::::::s a:: :+:~~;\ 
the RUC watched barriers being built without intervening; that the main ,:," ;); 

Belfast-Newry road was allowed to remain blocked for five hours at ! ':'{;'1~~ ; 
of senior ;~:'..j" Dromore despite the presence of policemen, including a number 

officers, who turned back traffic rather than confronting the demon-

'; .: ~'. 

~:.""'i : 
. ,,' .. ~4.!.\~ ! 

strators; that the RUC were under instructions not to interfere with ::,} 

.I" 'official picket lines' and that people attempting to cros!? picket lines \~~: 
~. ".' ." 

were left entirely to their own devices and received no RUC support and :,.):. 
:.<K'~· 

prot'ection. 
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. '~H~~r, 
Public statement and private conversati o n s in dicat e rnuc h s u r~ rl se~ l~ '~ 

shock, concern and dismay at the patte r n o f eve nt- s o ]\ 11 h"' r' lh n'''r't: peopiEi / 
.:,?\~~: .~ 

expected that intimidat ion wo u l d be us e d an d t lwr some ,. i · I · .,,, " " luld 'J,;+a 
~l.~~r:~; 

r, u r pl i se d (' 11" 1 \'l l\(' Ip xcept:;i:.\ take place, the scale and extent of both has 

those immediate l y r esponsible for it). 

5 . Molyn e au x a nd ( t o a l esser extent) Pa j s l e y III ny a l s o ha lle be e n 

taken abac k. It i s c l e ar t ha t t h e y had no c o n tr o l ove r t he wa y in 

which the Da y o f ]\c t i o n wa s org a nised or r un. Mo l yne au x ' s word s in 

the Northern Ire l and Assembl y on 26 Fe b r uar y now have a holl.ow ring 

' . ~ . there must be no violence in the course o f th i s operation on 

Monday. That means more than just sitting back and hoping there will 

:.'.; ;.\:~,.' 

be no violence; it means that those of us who are e l ected representativ:e,~J 
· ":', ,:t· ~ 

have to make very, very sure that the protest, whatever form it may ;,~; 
. )',:~~'" 

take in our different areas, is rigidly controlled, and that there is . ,, ' 

a weeding out of any irresponsible people who have on previous occasion~ { 
.. :(. :~~: 

brought shame on the Unionist cause in general.' The absence of .,:,:t'i:: 
Mr Molyneaux from television screens during the evening of 3 March and ~; ~~: .. ~: /\' 
his replacement by Harold McCusker as the UUP spokesman was taken 1n 'j 

. :. ··t 
many quarters as a si~n of the weakness of his position. Equally clear r :~ 

is the emergence of Peter Robinson as a figure of great influence in ',):'i;~': 
the Unionist movement as a whole , · 

6. It is significant that in later statements Molyneaux has been 

at pains to disassociate himself from the excesses of 3 March and to 

be unequivocal in his condemnation of violence . He was ' horrified, 

shocked and disgusted' by the violence and int i mi dation and said it 

was 'a tragedy that some elements chose to behave in this manner. It 

does horrific damage to the Ulster cause , and those who committed these 

atrocities were very aware of what they were doing' . Molyneaux said 

subsequently that he had no intention of partic i pating in any further 

strikes. There are indications that other UUP members share this 

view, and are privately expressing support for Mo l yneaux's efforts t6 

distance himself from the wilder elem~~ts of the Unionist leadership. 

7 . Paisley has expre~sed his regret that violence and intimidation 

were · permitted to take p l ace, and has said that there are no plans 

for further strike act i on (though he did not e xclude th i s type of 

action if required). had 
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launched attacks on Loyalist pickets in parts of North Antrim. 

Peter Robinson was whOlly evasive in dismissirlg v;o l encr, hl .. /lJi '''I'J'rst .,.,.:~.,:,~.;.;: ... ;,.i,:.,; :.,t.!, ... ~.:.:.l.:.);.l,'.~ ... , ... 

the Government for introducing the Angl o -I ris h Agr ee lll eIJ1 i " 'IJ( " .~ 

place. He also suggested that the oil and na i 1 s c; prea<l f," 1 I" , ! 11 'f~:i1~i;~ 
motorway in the small hours of Monday morning m; gill: ha ve I;c(~ 1J l' Iw work ·,;\\!·};~r 

', . . .J ~ •. 

:~ th:e:::, d ~:~ ~ o:~ i:::" ::p:::::: t of t he SOL P , deoc r.i. b ed the da y a, · ••... , •. ·i:.1( .•. ; ... ;.~ .• ".,'".;,'.! .• \r.,.' 

one 'of shame for th e RUC' a nd claime d t ha t some RUC officers had .~ 

blatantly abandoned t heir duty demonstrating t ha t they were as weak- . :j~:':.i{ 

willed now as they had been during the uwe strike of 1974 . John eushnah~h 

and members ' of the Alliance Party reported widespread intimidation 

and RUC inactivity, and it is understood that at one stage during the 

day Cushnahanhad to make great efforts to persuade some colleagues 

(some of whom had been personally assaulted) from formally 

their withdrawal of support from the RUC. 

The Media )~ 
9. National and local newspapers carry firm condemnations of violend~ ~;f 

'::<·:~~X;,; 

:n:a~::i:~:a:~::c~ed ~di ;::i:~:s~:::e:h:c::::~e::~;a::a:e~:::::r:s for ;;.~~~: 
\ ~ . ' ",,, ,:; 

li ttle cause for jUbiliation on anyone's part' but. goes on to state .. '...,y .. 
': ,', ':J, '~ 

that ; gi ven that no one was intimidated into taking an active part in ,.:::, '.!; 
, '. f..~.~: ~i8~ 

. the protest (although there were many allegations of unfai~ pressure, / .. (:;;:;':', 

being put on people to make a passive contribution to it) lt can be .' ~': : "!2 ' 
.' -·j-~t~~~ 

said that the opportunity to show the true face of Ulster was presented 0:{ 

yesterday'. The Irish News talks of 'loyalist madmen' and 'politicai ,;,;1;1j~ 
ostriches' and bemoans the fate of those who were intimidated. . iWhat . :.:~~~flf 
a tragedy, what a betrayal for them that they did not get the support 

which the London and Stormont authorities had pledged would be forth-

coming. ! The Belfast Telegraph consideres that the violence of the 

Day of Action was as disastrous as it was predictable; and condemns 

those responsible. It warns, however, that 'If the Anglo-Irish 

Agreement is only enforceable by force, it is not worth proceeding 

with, because it will achiev~ nothing.' 
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10. A document suggesting a formula for devo :1 ve cl go ver lllll '.' ll l ' " . )~~~i;' 
Northern Ireland which would be a substitute f o r f ur t. IH' 1 1 1 1I 1 · 1 " " "' lIla t10ti ''' l~')' 

.',h'·,I'!' 

. . of the Anglo-Irish Agreement, allegedly havin g tll (' s upp e r l o f I\ ' J1 11 r:;;~;;~; 
communities, has been produced following confide n t i.a l di sc uss i o1 1S 

between UUP elder state smen Harry West and Au s ti.n Ardi.ll a nd SDLP 

members Paddy O'Hanl o n a nd Ben Carraher. *(Co p y attached). Neither 

group has the suppo r t o f its party organi s ati o n a nd it i s unde r s tood 

that the SDLP members ha ve incurred the wrath o f t he ir party hjerarchY.~i3: 
. . ,,~e,:k~': 

Molyneaux referred briefly to these talks to the Prime MJ.nJ.ster at ' ':;l:di 

the 25 February meeting but has yet to pronounce on the document . ':~~.ti~t 

Comment <~~ . 
, ."}iUi{" 

11. The 'Day of Action' has been widely seen as a shamefu.l exhibition ~:":':;;-::' 

:~ ~~~~:::: ::=:: :::~::::: ~ : ~:::::: ~ ~:~: ::::~:~ ~::n ~::: :~::h: ::~:~=:. ·~i 
told the NIO and the Government nothing that they did not already know ~ ;.~;.}, , ,,, ' r S"'i~ 

':';~;'j $ 

12. Despite attempts from Molyneaux and Paisley to demonstrate that <'dJ,~'" 
.... '.:' "'; 

there wa~'no split between them, the cancellation of their planned ""1 

joint press conference on 4 March is not without significance, and ';:;~~::Jt 
the SUggrstion that this was because no agreed line could be found is ':;.",'!,:,:,:.:.,.:'.':'," 

likely tb be correct. The joint statement issued later on 4 March . . 

reaffirmed the leaders' resolve to oppose the Agreement and to intensifyJ~;': 
:'~~-i: 

the withdrawal of consent of the unionist community from the Governmei1t ~/;X', 
,:,~ ~.l~~:[ , 

The leaders pledged to 'hold talks with our members at every level . 1-:\. 
to give this further effect.' The statement is clearly an attempt by . ':J;:;:-

~: 'I),,; t 

Molyneaux and Paisley to re-establish their authority. (It is worth : .. ;,.-:,-; 

noting that Molyneaux acknowledged on 4 March that there were 'worrying <)~, 
, \: ,;.- ~ 

signs that our control might be slipping and our authority eroding.') ; : .~< : -
t..;~~.! ',_ The indications that many UUPmembers support Molyneaux's line and , .... '.; 

signficant. But '}:';':'; share his revulsion at the outcome of 3 March are also 

it i~ too early to draw any very hopeful conclusions. 

J I emergence as a hard-line leader is not encouraging. 

~'::f c ~_ • 

Peter RobinsonIS ~'~ 
\ f.:.j.'.l 

, "":':'~ 
~,;; .')~' . 

I.'.~ , , 
13 .•.. 'There is genuine concern from many quarters about the behaviour .. ,;.: 

of the RUC which was seen to be inadequate at best and collaborative 

at worst. At present, outrage at the violence and intimidation appears > 
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to be stronger than concern about the RUC's short coming s, ; 111'1 11,,' 

fact that they came under fire duri.ng Monday eVC'llillg may 1, ,1 ' " ill,II ,, ' d 

, :: ' 
).!. .:.~:~ ~ 
':.:" 

, ,f 

restore some sympathy. Nevertheless any prospr:c; 1 0 1 t h c' :::1 )1,1' 1 ! " I,, ' e ssin~ ::;/ 
. , , '($';., 

:/ i' .~." support for the RUC must have receded still fll rt- he l' , and n, I' a li ,.,tory ' ., 
",.~ '.:;~; :, 

action by nati.onal ists against the police c a nn ot b e rul. e d o11l' . ' , ~;: 

14. The future of th e Wes t / O'Hanlon inj,tiati ve i s bleak, but it seems 

that it is unlikely to command the suppo r t of e j t he r the UUP or the 

SDLP, and it presupposes the abandonment of th e Anglo-Irish Agreement. 

Political Affairs Division 

,I ' 5 March 1986 
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