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BORUCKI SANGAR

With Dissident Republican attacks tncreasing and theiy expertise constantly
South Armagh now assessed as being at the same technical levels of proficies
t now advise that the removal of the Borucki S substantially inc¢

or policeman being killed in (; OSSN it Femains necessas:
¢ Square and the streets leading to it pport the RUC in |
the area, both soldiers and policem in significant}y
arly from RCIED attacks w hich have > been suppressed by
in ’wmcl IS capability cannot be cos npletely replicated by n
Oomparatively limited fange renders it much less effectiy ¢
Crossmag ;; we lose ECM coverage across most of the Square and its
The base and Police Station itself will be similarly more vulnerable, specifi
altack or v BIF D attack, and there wilj | be a significant loss of surveillance capa
these circumstances of an increased threar
toi the time being, If, however, the political
of the wider Peace Process, notwi ﬂl\laildn g th
bring. then I must r egister my concern that n T pressure will be placed
Femove other South Armagh installations, whiist the Dissident Republican thre
fow . Proposals for any further demolition would. [ § believe, lead to a most serioys «

Stantial increased risk 1

4m copyving this letter to the Chief Constable and 1o the CGS,

om0
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Untortunately due to the ongoing situation of blocked roads and loyalist protests, 2
I understand it is not possible for us to imeet today or {OmMOIrow.

A Chara

I am, therefore, writing to place on the record my concern about the slowness in
implementing a number of issues which were agreed between the British - 2

| ~ government and Sinn Fein at Hillsborough int May of this year. :

I am particularly,,conterned';that there:has beeniveryslittle: progress on. the:issue of -
OTR's. You will recall' that Gerry was asked:to: submit-a list of upwards.of:20
ames and there wasta: commitmentithat.these would be:sorted out-within a- '
month. Two monthszhave now-passed and only three: cases:have:been resolved.

. Gerry Adams has been in regular contact with Jonathan Powell about this and
while it is acknowledged that there are legal and other obstacles to be overcome
the situation is totally unsatisfactory and causing difficulties for Sinn Fein and
for the process. : i

There are similar problems around demilitarisation where there appears t© be a
minimalist approach. '

Thers ic a need also for the issue of outstanding prisoner releases to be resolved.
A number of names have been submitted to Jonathan

And finally there is the issue of facilities for Sinn Fein MP's at Westminster. We
have vet to see any movement on this.

[ am concerned to developing a cOMOnN View of how the next few months can
be managed in terms of the advancement of the peace process. I have been told
that your government is endeavouring to deal with the OTR issue in a
comprehensive way during July.

Sinn [2mn Si - 55 Borhar na shfad. Deal Ferrsce. Cire BTIZ 4pO
© 51-55Falls Road, Belfast, ircland BT12 4FD 2 R

s/ Hwrww.Sinnfeinie -
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recommendations.

SO as you may guess, the unresolved rature of all of these matters in the wake of
the IRA delivering on its commmittments sends entirely the wrong signal to
those republican activists who have been Positive in their support for the peace

Process. It appears to many of them.that yowr governunent is not keeping its side
of the deal.

F'waould be relieved therefore if you could give these matters your urgent
attention.

Is m:se

?(7,Gerrv Kelly MLA

i AR TOTOL

i




CONFIDENTIAL - PERSONAL

From: Jonathan Powell
Date: 10 July 2000

Ce: John Sawers

I am afraid we are still going backwards on this. Since your comments on my

attached note of 5 July we now face:

(@)  Gareth deciding that Rita O’Hare should be prosecuted on the grounds that
the DPP does not think there is a public interest case and he is not

prepared to overrule him,;

Peter and Gareth failing to agree on what should happen at the end of July

on OTRs with the result that we have nothing to say on the subject.

The attached letter from Hugh Pike saying that the Army are not prepared

to take down the Borucki Sangar at this stage.

On this basis, my meeting with Gerry Adams next week will be a disaster.
Obviously you cannot sort this out yourself . But we need to find a way of

getting Peter to sort it out for you. How do we do this?

(i

JONATHAN POWELL

CONFIDENTIAL - PERSONAL
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of
a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. 1 gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, I am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.
The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

< The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

/LMcC




As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;

The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and

The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

[ do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between

local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the

issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

(—

PETER MANDELSON

/LMcC
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

[c July 2000

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of
a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, I am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any

regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should

refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

< The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

< As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;

/LMeC
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& The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
% The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

[ do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

A

PETER MANDELSON

~
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Castle Buildings
Belfast BT4 3SG

Cedric Wilson Esq MLA
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

(o July 2000

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of

a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, [ am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not

now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

% The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

% As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;

/LMcC
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< The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
% The buildings to be covered by any regulations.
[ do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

Y

<

PETER MANDELSON

/LMcC
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Castle Buildings
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

July 2000

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of
a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if

such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, [ am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

% The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

< As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;

/LMcC
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<+ The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
% The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

[ do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

VZ

e

PETER MANDELSON

/LMcC
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

{o July 2000

I understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of
a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if

such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, | am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

< The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

** As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;

/LMcC
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< The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
< The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

I do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between

local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the

issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

PETER MANDELSON
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

{o July 2000

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was

a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of

a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, [ am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.
The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

* The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

/LMcC
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As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;

The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

I do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. [ believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

s

PETER MANDELSON
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Councillor Gary McMichael
Ulster Democratic Party
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

(e July 2000

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was

a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of

a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, | am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.
The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

%+ The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

/L.McC




As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;

The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

I do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and [ hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and [ would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

/2,@:

PETER MANDELSON

/LMcC
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

(¢ July 2000

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of

a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, [ would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, I am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should

refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not

now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

% The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

% As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;

/LMcC




% The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
% The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

I do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between

local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the

issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

/'/

S

PETER MANDELSON
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Northern Ireland Office
Castle Buildings
Belfast BT4 3SG

Sean Neeson Esq MLA

Alliance Party for Northern Ireland
88 University Street

BELFAST

BT7 1HE
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

[© July 2000

I understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of
a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, | am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

*» The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

%+ As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;
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< The days in the year on which there shouid be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
<+ The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

[ do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

A

PETER MANDELSON

/LMcC




Northern Ireland Office
Castle Buildings
Belfast BT4 3SG

Professor Monica McWilliams MLA
NI Women'’s Coalition

S0 University Street

BELFAST

BT7 1HB

éw Mo,

FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

te July 2000

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was

a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of

a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, I am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

< The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

% As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed,;
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% The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
< The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

I do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

-

A
i

PETER MANDELSON
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Northern Ireland Office
Castle Buildings
Belfast BT4 3SG

The Rev Dr I R K Paisley MP MEP MLA
256 Ravenhill Road

BELFAST

BT6 8GJ
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

& July 2000

I understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of
a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, [ would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, I am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any

regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.
The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

< The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

% As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;
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% The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
%+ The buildings to be covered by any regulations.

[ do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

.

.-

PETER MANDELSON
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Northern Ireland Office
Castle Buildings
Belfast BT4 3SG

John Hume Esq MP MEP MLA
5 Bayview Terrace
LONDONDERRY

BT48 7EE
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FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

& July 2000

[ understand that at the most recent meeting of the Executive Committee there was
a discussion of policy on the flying of flags at Government buildings, on the basis of
a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. I gather it did not prove possible to

reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I indicated that, if
such an eventuality arose, I would be willing to use the powers conferred by the

Order to make regulations regulating the flying of flags at Government buildings.

As a first step, I am writing to seek your views on the coverage of and content of any
regulations. Since the Order requires that, before making regulations, I should
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider any report received from them, I do not
now expect regulations to be made until after the summer recess. But in drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views are:

% The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the flying of particular

flags;

< As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under which those responsible

for Government buildings should be placed;
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& The days in the year on which there should be an obligation to fly the Union

Flag; and
% The buildings to be covered by any regulations.
I do not want my own actions to be a substitute for continuing dialogue between
local parties and I hope that it still might be possible to promote a consensus on the
issue. I believe this is possible to achieve, with a willingness on all sides to arrive at

a sensible way forward, and I would encourage everyone to continue to seek this.

I should be grateful if a response to this letter could reach me by the end of August.

PETER MANDELSON




FROM: D A Lavery ce Mr Campbell
Principal Private Secretary

DATE: 10 July 2000 \/

T6): First Minister — Desk Immediate

MEETING WITH THE PRIME MINISTER

1 This is to let you have an aide memoir for any meeting you have this
week with the Prime Minister.

In addition to the main purpose of the meeting, the key additional points to
cover would include the following:

(@) Flags — it is important that the Secretary of State follows-through on his
undertaking to give a public indication of how he intends to use his
regulation-making power, and that any such public statement should be
made before 12 July;

Spending Review 2000 — FM/DFM have written to the Chief Secretary
to the Treasury emphasising the unfairness of the Barnett formula and

the need to provide additional flexibility for the Northern Ireland
devolved administration as part of the SR2000 settlement.

The main purpose of the meeting will of course, be the Police Bill and in
particular the name of the RUC. Clause 1 of the Bill reflects a careful and
balanced accommodation of the Patten Report's recommendations in respect
of the RUC’s continued existence and new working title. The proposed
interpretation clause defining ‘operational purposes’ would wholly undermine
the integrity of this accommodation. It would also represent a material and
fundamental breach of faith on the part of the Government. The current
accommodation reflects not only the requirements of the Patten Report but
the settlement entered into by your Party at the Hillsborough negotiations.
For the Government to proceed with the new interpretation clause would be to
negative the basis for the Hillsborough agreement. @ The proposed
interpretation clause is legally pre-prosperous — the outworking of ‘operational
purposes’ should be left to the RUC Chief Constable and the new Police
Board. | am attaching copies of the relevant clauses.

[Signed]

D A LAVERY




10.JUL.2008 15:89 NO. 986

BILL JEFFREY
Political Director
10 July 2000
BJ/MR/409(L)

PS/SECRETARY OF STATE(L&B) See circulation list below

FLAGS

I attach an amended version of the speaking notes I submitted on Thursday, to take
account of the fact that Des McCarten is likely to ask a direct question about 12 July,
and of a point David Watkins made on the earlier draft, This was that it was not
completely accurate to talk about flag-flying days being the same as those in Great
Britain, since the flag is flown in England on St. George’s Day, Scotland on St.
Andrew’s Day and Wales on St. David’s Day. This begs a question about St.
Patrick’s Day which is perhaps better avoided at this stage, although [ see that David

Trimble expressed support for its inclusion.

2. I've now seen the Secretary of State’s letter, including his amendments. It looks

fine to me.

BILL JEFFREY
11 Millbank & 6447

Circulation list:

PS/Mr Ingram(L&B)
PS/Mr Howarth(L&B)
Mr Pilling

Mr Watkins

Mr Kelly

Mr Maccabe

Mr Brooker

Mr Crawford

Mr Johnston

Mr Sawers No.10-Fax &—
Sir Ivor Roberts HMA(D)

BJ/MR/409(L)-10.7.2000
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LINE ON FLAGS

I still hope the parties in the Executive can agree a way forward on the flying of flags.

That would be by far the most satisfactory outcome.

But I have to recognise that the Executive has not so far been able to find agreement.
It looks as though I may have to use the power I took a few months ago to make

regulations on flag-flying over government buildings.

That is why I’ve written to the leaders of all the parties, inviting their views on
questions like on which days of the year the Union Flag should be flown, and over

which buildings.

Do you intend that the Union Flag should have to fly at Government buildings on
12 July?

12 July is one of five additional days when the flag is flown in Northern Ireland but
not in Great Britain. When flag-flying is such 2 sensitive matter on all sides, the most

reasonable course seems to me to be to follow practice in the rest of the United

Kingdom. So I don’t expect to be proposing 12 July, although I will obviously listen

to what is said to me in consultation,

BJ/MR/409(L)-10.7.2000
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From Mr R N Peirce

British Embassy
PPA Counsellor

Washington

3100 Massachuselts Ave. N.W

Washington, D.C 200083600

Telephone: 202-58%-6532

[Facsimile: 202-58%-7859

E-mail:
ropeirceidwashinglon.mail.feo.vov.uk

10 July 2000

Jackic Scur
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US VISIT BY GERRY ADAMS

1. Gerry Adams has been in Washington today. He called on Steinberg at the NSC and then
spoke at the National Press Club. Tle did not call on the President, contrary to predictions in the
press. ITc goes on to New York tomorrow.

2. Dick Norland told me that the call on Stcinberg had somcthing of a valedictory air.
Steinberg is in the process of lcaving as you know. Norland thought that the main purposc of
Adams’ visit to the US had to do with mending fences in the Trish republican community here
rather than in any business he had with the White House. In the meeting with Steinberg he
raised the issuc of Patten implementation and made fairly serious charges about deals having
been broken. e said that he had sold the CBM to the movement on the basis of the
understanding of 5 May, and subsequent events had raised questions about British good faith.
Last Thursday’s vote in parliament had left nationalists, including the SDLP, concerned. But,
commented Norland, Adams did not appcar to be suggesting that the proccss was finished.

3. Adams raised the issue of OTRs and asked Steinberg to weigh in with the “rotten Brits™,
Steinberg said that he had discussed the issuc with the British and his impression was that they
were doing all they could. There were, however, judicial obstacles. Adams referred to a list of
20 OTRs. He seemed very coneerned about this issue and appeared to threaten not to go
through with a planned mecting at No10 (with Jonathan Powell?) next week it the issuc was not
rcsolved by then.
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4. Adams also raised with Steinberg the issue of US visas for Irish republicans with terrorist
traces. He did not raisc specific cases but was looking for some gencral streamlining of the
process by which waivers were grunted for these people.

5. Finally, Adams told Steinberg that he wanted to find some way of managing the next stage of

the process so as to avoid criscs of the kind that had bedevilled progress over the past Lwo years,
But apparently he did not put forward any particular ideas.

6. Tattach a note by Peter Reid of Adams™ performance at the National Press Club.

R N Peirce

CC: Bill Jeffrcy Esq, NIO(L)
John Sawers Esq, No10
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Bob Peirce
From: Peter éeid
Sent:  Monday, July 10, 2000 4:56 PM

To: Baob Peirce

Ce: Robert Chatterton Dickson; Michael Arthur; Peter Smyth; Matthew Rycroft
Subject: Gerry Adams: Washington Press Conference

Bob,

1. Following his meeting with Steinberg, Adams, accompanied by Rita O'Hare and Richard McAuley, held

a press conference at the National Press Club, lasting 30 minutes and attended by about 20 journalists and
six camera crews. Full transcript to follow by email. A rather dull, surprisingly mild and content-free event.
Main points:

on 5/6 May all was doomed, but Sinn Fein managed, by talking to the two Governments and the
leader of the IRA, to encourage the IRA to make its unprecedented, historic, courageous etc
announcement. Without it there would be no peace process;

the IRA move was made against and following a number of specific commitments by the two
Governments involving the implementation fo the GFA. But HMG having secured the IRA initiative
retreated from its commitments. The IRA could have followed suit but didn't instead it showed
imagination and brought Ramaphosa and Ahtassari to inspect the security of IRA weapons. HMG
has yet to honour its commitments. This disturbed many Republicans;

On his meeting with Steinberg, they had: reviewed events since May; signposted what had to
happen between now and next May; focused on HMG's handling of Patten. Sinn Fein's handling of
Patten ie refusal to accept the report but to judge it by HMG's implementation had been proved
correct. HMG had emasculated it, contrary to 5/6 May and the Prime Minister's commitment. Of
175 only 11 had been implemented in full, 89 had been subverted and the remainder had yet to be
dealt with. He thanksed Sen Kenedy and 122 members of Congress for their supportive statements,
and said he'd be talking this up tomorrow on the Hill and, citing 100 obersvers at Garvaghy Road,

appealed to the US to keep the pressure on:

he announced an 80-page Patten non-implementation plan, which was distributd to selected hacks
only (ie not me)

Unless HMG "gets its act right” noone including the Irish Govt; SDLP, community groups etc would
support the palice service;

the solution lies in the hands of the Prime Minister.

2. In Q&A:

Asked if he supported a limited march at Garvaghy, Adams rather mildly answered it was up to
people locally. The Orangemen did not consider Garvaghy residents/victims as eqauls. He
supported the right of Orangemen to march but marching should only happen as a result of
dialogue (force hadn't worked in the past). Don't talk, don't walk. He went on to accuse the security
forces of standing by and giving succour to the naysayers and bigots;

on yeterday's Stewartstown bombscare, whoever hads done it should be named the ROO (Rescue
the Orange Order);

Asked what HMG hadn't lived up to, he mumbled through demilitarisation (HMG's hasn't
implmented its May commitments); accused HMG of not protecting nationalists from sectarian
harassment; HMG hadn't pushed through the equality agenda;

On decommissioning, there had been no discussion with the White House (just a recognition that

the IRA's brave gesture had saved the process). Pushed on whether there would be anything from
the IRA in the next few months, he said the IRA had honoured its commitments and he presumed

they would do so with other commitments

on the next Administration he hoped Clinton's progressive policy would be continued and couldn't
imagine a return to the old order of the Brits telling the US what to do.

3. An interesting sideshow was Adams being greeted as he emerged at the elveator by Press Club VP,

10/07/2000
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P?er Hi&mn and Alison Duncan MacDonald, the SNP rep in the US. A fact that did not escape the
atnetion of the Daily Telegraph.

PR

10/07/2000




RESTRICTED
Date: 10 July 2000

From: Ashley Ray (HME, Dublin) :  PS/Secretary of State
PS/PUS
HMA
Mr Jeffrey
Mr Stephens
Mr Maccabe
Mr Johnston

To: Mr Brooker (REI, NIO(L)) Dr Milligan, DAD
Mr Elvy, EUD(B)
(via DAD)
Mr Sawers, No 10
(via DAD)
Mr Brennan,
Cabinet Office
Mr Hallett
DHM

IRELAND: OPINION POLLS
SUMMARY

L. Latest opinion poll highlights corruption as the biggest issue in Irish politics and
indicates decline in support for the governing Fianna Fail Party.

DETAIL

2. The poll published in the Sunday Tribune on 9 July highlights corruption in
business and politics as the most important issue of concern to the electorate. The next
key issue is the health service and hospitals. House prices, inflation and crime are listed
as being next in importance. Taxation, Northern Ireland and education are given a low
priority ranking.

3 The poll reveals that some 14 percent of the electorate are undecided in their
political preferences. Excluding the undecided percentage, support for the Fianna Fail
Party, at 40 percent, has dropped six points since the last poll published in the Sunday
Independent two weeks ago. The Progressive Democrats, the Fianna Fail's partner in
government, now stand at 3 percent (they had dropped to 2 percent in the Independent's
poll).

4, The main opposition party, Fine Gael, have dropped 2 percent points to 21
percent since last month, while Labour at 14 percent have a one point increase. The poll

RESTRICTED
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confirms the trend in the earlier poll, and the South Tipperary by election, in that support
for the smaller parties and independents is increasing. The Green Party has a 5 percent

support rating and Sinn Fein 4 percent. 10 percent of those polled indicated that they
would vote for independents.

B, While the popularity rating of the Taoiseach at 59 percent remains strong, only
one point down from two weeks ago, it has, however, declined substantially since the
April figure of 67 percent. By a margin of two to one, the poll indicates that voters do not
believe that Ahern is co-operating with the tribunals investigating corruption.

6. The poll shows high dissatisfaction ratings for the Tanaiste, Mary Harney, leader
of the Progressive Democrats, at 50 percent and also for the leader Fine Gael, John
Bruton, at 45 percent. Ruairi Quinn, the Labour Party leader, now has an approval rating
of 55 percent, up 5 points since April. The highest satisfaction rating at 61 percent is
recorded for Gerry Adams, the leader of Sinn Fein.

T The poll also provides an analysis of voting intentions by age group. Amongst
young people, the 18-25 age group, Fianna Fail has 45 percent support, Fine Gael

17 percent, Labour 11 and both Sinn Fein and the Greens 8 percent. This group is,
however, the most apathetic with only one third indicating an intention to vote.

COMMENT

8. The poll provides considerable food for thought for all. Fianna Fail will be
concerned at the continuing high profile for sleaze issues (a barrister, Colm OhEochaidh,
is considering setting up a political party based on anti sleaze and environmental issues)
and disappointed that their claimed successes, the North, taxation and education are not
registering with the electorate. The main opposition parties see the smaller parties and
the independents, rather than themselves, likely to benefit from the Government's
difficulties if an election were to be called. Sinn Fein, while taking comfort from the
increased support being signalled, may feel the need to reconsider their stated position on
high profile leaders not running for Dail seats.

[signed]

Aatiley Ray

RESTRICTED




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA

From the Prime Minister's Chief of Staff 10 July 2000

koG
(2(7)

I attach a letter received today from Gerry Adams providing further
information on Marion Coyle, which is one of the names on the list of “on the
runs” on which you had insufficient information. They have promised me
further information on the other two names in due course.

\)@QL

JONATHAN POWELL

The Rt Hon The Lord Williams of Mostyn QC
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PS/Secretary of State
10 July 2000

DESK IMMEDIATE cc:  See Copy Distribution List

Mr Jeffrey - O

POLICE BILL ~ MEETING WITH DAVID TRIMBLE

The Secretary of State had a difficult meeting with David Trimble at Hillsborough on
Saturday afternoon (at which David Campbell and I were present), which ended
with the latter losing his temper completely and being asked to leave by the
Secretary of State, The discussion was preceded by one on Drumcree - minuted

separately ~ during which Trimble was, as it proved in retrospect, ominously calm,

21 Trimble said that the new definitional clause would force him into an open
breach with the Government. He would say in the House that the Secretary of State
had double crossed him. He wanted to see the Prime Minister before the debate,
and expected the Secretary of State to support his request. He had been given the
Secretary of State’s word and it had been broken. The concession which the
Unionists had been given with one hand had been taken away with the other.

S5, The Secretary of State, noting that he was sure that the Prime Minister would
be very willing to hear whatever Mr Trimble had to say, rejected the accusation of
bad faith. The new clause on the police name had been tabled, and passed, in the
form that had been agreed. But as he had warned the inclusion of the word
‘operational’ had led to intense pressure for clarification from the SDLP (who were
incensed by the way Thursday had gone) and the Irish which it had been impossible
to resist. Trimble, when asked, had felt unable to offer him any negotiating
flexibility, and Taylor had been uncontactable. In the face of the SDLP threat not to
support the Bill at 3t Reading, the definitional clause which Ken Maginnis had
seen on Tuesday had had to be amended to make it more explicit, Politically, he
wondered whether it was good tactics for Trimble to adopt the approach he
proposed at Report. There was a widespread perception that he had gained
something for Unionists, and the official Opposition were trying to jump on the

CONFIDENTIAL
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b vagon, evidenced by that day’s Daily Telegraph headline; it did not seem
sensible to insist in the Commons that the Unionists had been defeated.

4. Trimble rejected this angrily, He had been betrayed. There had been detailed
negotiations with Mallon on the definitional clause and none with him (when the

Secretary of State pointed out that he had been in Spain, he replied that he could

have been contacted at any time). No amount of clever wordplay could conceal the
fact that the understanding had been breached. He was not prepared to be treated
in this way, etc etc (as Trimble was at this point becoming increasingly irate and
personal in his remarks, the Secretary of State suggested that he leave, which he
did).

S. I spoke afterwards to David Campbell, who regretted the way the meeting had
turned out. I commented that this was obviously not the ideal way to conduct
business, but that Trimble had clearly been tired to begin with. I added that, while
the Secretary of State understood Trimble’s frustration, he had withstood intense
SDLP pressure over the new clause but had had little option to move on the
definitional one. Campbell thought that Trimble had taken very personally what he
regarded as a breach of trust. Ken Maginnis might provide a route for calming
things down ahead of Tuesday’s debate.

Yeck Peorny

N P PERRY
PS/Secretary of State
@ (B) 28110

(L) 6462

PS/Secretary of State (B&L) - O
PS/Mr Ingram (B&L) - O
PS/Mr Howarth (B&L) - O
PS/Mr Pilling (B&L) - O

Mr Watkins - O

Mr Leach - O

Mr Stephens - O

Mr Kelly - O

Mr Priestly - O

Mr Tatham, No 10

CONFIDENTIAL
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; *om: SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
SPOB
10 July 2000

DESK IMMEDIATE
PS/Mr Ingram (B&L)
pPs/Mr Pilling (E&L)
Mr Jeffrey
Mr Watkins
Mr Hawker
Mr Kelly (B&L!
Mr Leach
Mr Maccabe
Mr Hannigan
Mr wWebb
Mr Sawers, No 10
(by fax 020 7839 S044)

ps/Secretary of state (B&L)

DRUMCREE UPDATE (AS OF 0730 MONDAY 10 JULY 2000}

security

Overall, the Chief Constable Judges last night's disturbances to have been
less sporadic, not sustained and not widespread (South Belfast and the
shankniit, for example, were trouble-free). AS demonstrated at Drumdcrt
the scourity forces remain in control and weil within capacity

P ]

_ 2 In the wider Belfast region, there were roadblocks in the East and North
of the city; cars were set alight in North Belfast, Carrickfergus and Antrimy;
and there were attempts to burn catholic property at St Mary's H i} School
and Chapel, Carnmoney Road (again), Albertbriage Road, Carrickfergus and
Bangor. At Randalstown, a petrol bomb was thrown at a pub; at
carrickfergus fireworks and petrol bombs were thrown at poilice, and in
Belfast a police landrover was disabled by a firework at Doagh !

Road. There was an unconfirmed report of gunmen sighted in the
Rathfern area.

3. At Drumcree numbers peaked at about 2000. Jjohnny Adair was sighted
at the Church at 9:20pm. The crowd attacked the wire barricade to the
West of the bridge and at 11:20pm the police and army deployed 1o
disperse them. Harold Gracey made a complaint about police tactics at

HU36810
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) Qm, specifically at lack of notification before the police came thrcoughn to
the Orange side of the obstacles. Nevertheless the Hill was empty by 2am

4 More widely in South Region, roadblocks at COokstown wWere cieared
swiftly by police. There were alsoO blocks at Tandragee and Lurgan where
the police were petrol bombed. A house was set on fire at Lurgaan
althouahn police believe this to have been an internal Loyalist attack
Catholic property was set on fire in Banbridge and cars in Newtownards.

5. In North Region there were roadblocks in coleraine, Larne and
Londonderry, and cars set on fire in various jocations. In Coleraine a
Catholic-owned c¢ar showroom was set on fire. In Ballyclare the police
found drugs, catapults, masks, Chinese fireworks and UDA masks at Linn
Road.

Forward [00K

6. The RUC pian to have 7 units resting, 33 on day duty and 46 ready for
deployment this evening. The Army plan to deploy 4 Companies in Beifast
(with others on standby), none in North Region and 10 around Drumcree
(with 10 on standby).

statistics

6. As of this morning, the police have now arrested 81 lovyalists (with more
in the pipeline) and 8 nationalists.

Lines to Take - for the Secretary Of state’'s morning interviews arc

attached. Further defensive lines may be required in the Course +f the day
on the role and function of the Parades Commission.

SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
#27028

HU36810
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: ’nes for Monday morning 10/7/00:

The Orange Order must disassociate itself from uniawfuil
protest and violence. Events can easily get out of control.
The Order’s reputation is at stake, as upholders of lawtu
behaviour.

others are using this opportunity to engage in violence.
security forces have the capability and determination to

uphold law and order. | want to thank them for the WOrK
they are doing to protect the publicC.

HL/36810
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The Rt Hon Peter Mandelson MP
Secretary of State for Northern Ireland
Northern Ireland Office

11 Millbank

LONDON

SW1P 4PN

Rosur I8

DISQUALIFICATION BILL

Thank you for your letter of 30 June concerning resumption of the
Disqualification Bill.

| support your reasons for wanting to get the Second Reading under way in the
Lords. If business managers can fit this into the programme, | agree that the
process should at least be start?d before the Recess.

| am copying my letter to the Prime Minister, Robin Cook, Margaret Beckett,
Margaret Jay, Ann Taylor and Denis Carter and to Sir Richard Wilson.

_/WW/'

{
JACK STRAW

RESTRICTED - POLICY
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Bii.l. JEFFREY
Political Director
10 July 2000
BJ/MR/407(1.)

PS/SECRETARY OF STATE(L&B) PS/Mr Ingram(L.&B)
PS/Mr Howarth(l.& B
Mr Pilling
Mr Watkins
Mr Leach
Mr Stephens
Mr Kelly
Mr Priestly
Mr Tatham No.10-FA X~

POLICE BILL - MEETING WITH DAVID TRIMBLE

I'kank yvou for vour note about the Secretary of State’s meeting with David

Trimble on Saturday.

2: Paul Bew tells me that, when he met Trimble vesterday, he was “edgy ™
about the name provision in the Police Bill, but otherwise in good form. BHey
thinks Trimble is more concerned about Tayvlor’s reaction than about the
substance of the definitional c¢lause. [ asked whether he thought that eithie:
iy lor or Trimble had intended to exploit the limitations of the word
“operational” to argue at a subsequent stage for the use of the longer titic to
ceremonial and other purposes. Bew said that he doubted if their ambitions

extended to that. They were more realistic. But there was some concern about

ceremonial events of remembrance covering the period of the RUC.

{ . Lt wed j

BiLL JEFFREY
{1 Millbank & 6447




=
a®7/B6/60  17:15:04 S, Page 801

NORTHERN IRELAND
Information _Serv_ic_c_e

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE — 1645 SAT 8 JULY 2000

8 July 2000
STATEMENT FROM THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR NORTHERN IRELAND

“I welcome the Portadown District Lodge statement calling for “peaceful
and dignified” protest to accompany their stand at Drumcree. | wish this
had come earlier in the week.

“Their further decision to disperse after registering their protest
following tomorrow mornings church service is a sensible and
constructive course of action. | hope this is followed.

“The way is opened for an agreed march if proper discussion takes place
but further disruption would be bound to jeopardise this. No friend of
the Orange cause will be resorting to violence in the coming days.”

Block B. Castle Buildings, Stormont, Beltast BT4 3SG. Telephone (01232) 520700. Fax (01232) 528471/528478/5284 2
I'l Millbank, London SWIP 4QI. Telephone 0171-210-3000 Fax 0171-210-0254/0249
Websire: hrp:/nvwwenio. gov.k
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From: Stephen Webb
Security Policy and Operations Division
9 July 2000

To: Secretary of State - fax to Hillsborough 02.% 1265 T20]

ce Mr Ingram (B&L)
Mr Sawyer, No 10
(by Brent Fax 0207 321 2397)

DRUMCREE SITUATION REPORT TO 1600 SUNDAY 9 JULY

Security

Northern Ireland is very quiet, with all roads open. There are currently only
around 400 people around Drumcree. Gracey made a highly inflammatory
speech when the parade was blocked. The Real IRA are assessed to have
been responsible for the 250Ib car bomb attack on the RUC station in
Stewartstown. The RUC have also received bomb threats in Newtownbutler,
where a parade is due to take place tonight.

2. To 0600 today, there have been 76 Loyalist and 8 Nationalist arrests,
with 175 attacks on the security forces, 41 security force injuries and 537
petrol bombs recovered. These figures are lower than all previous years bar
1999, and the ratio of arrests to incidents is rather higher.

Prospects for the period ahead

3 There are reports of stockpiling of blast bombs, petrol bombs and
fireworks in towns throughout Northern Ireland, but particularly Belfast, Larne
and Lisburn. In Ballymena, there may be plans to block off the Nationalist
Ballykeel Estate. In Portadown, there are plans to shift the focus of disuption
from the hill to the town centre. The police intend to deploy water cannon in
Keady tonight, where a parade is scheduled, and thereafter to Carrickfergus.

4. The prospects for tomorrow are unclear. Portadown District has called
for widespread disruption by Orangemen between 1600 and 2000 tomorrow.
These protests are likely to be marshalled, but there is obvious scope for
trouble afterwards. The security forces are confident they have matters in
hand.

Media coverage / Lines to take

5. Media coverage has generally been useful, and Gracey has probably
not done his cause much good with more moderate Orangemen. The
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existing lines should probably remain, with a case for saying as little as
possible and awaiting events.

sgd

Stephen Webb
#27017
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FROM: SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
SPOB
9 July 2000

DESK IMMEDIATE

PS/Mr Ingram (B&L)
PS/Mr Pilling

Mr Jeffrey

Mr watkins

Mr Hawker

Mr Kelly (B&L)

Mr Leach

Mr Maccabe

Mr Hannigan

Mr Webb

Mr Sawers, NO 10
(by fax 020 7839 9044)

PS/Secretary of State (by fax to Hillsborough)

DRUMCREE UPDATE (AS OF 0800 SUNDAY 9 JULY 2000)

security

Overall a quiet night.

2. In the wider Belfast region there were sporadic roadblocks but Belfast
itself was reasonably quiet (2 cars burned in Carrickfergus area, protests at
Shore Road, Dunmurry, bundonald, Whitewell, Lisburn but major routes
were not affected).

3. At Drumcree a crowd of about 200 gathered as on the previous night.

4. More widely in South Region, at 11:30pm a car was abandoned outside
Stewartstown and a bomb warning given. A burned-out vehicle has been
found, possibly the get-away vehicle (2 member of the public witnessed a
gunman nearby). There was an explosion just before 1 am. It is not yet
possible to make an accurate damage assessment, but there may be some
structural damage to the police station and aithough there have been no
serious injuries, a number of police have reported minor injuries,
particularly to eardrums. Elsewhere, the M1 motorway was closed for a few
hours around the Lurgan turnoff because of a suspect device, subsequently
declared a hoax; there were some road blockages in Newtownards; and a
fire at Ballybriest Orange Hall, Cookstown.

HL/36810
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5. In North Region there was a bomb scare in Londonderry’s

Waterside area, subsequently declared a hoax; petrol bombs were thrown
at the Army and then petrol bombs and stones at the police; there were
some road blocks. There were protests in Coleraine, Ballymena and Larne,
where a nail bomb was thrown at police clearing a road block; the police
made a public order arrest and all was quiet by 4 am.

Forward |00k

5. The RUC plan to have 3 units resting, 43 on day duty and 48 ready for
deployment this evening. The Army will again deploy 3 Companies in
Belfast (with a further 4 on standby), 10 around Drumcree with 6 on
standby across North Region.

statistics

6. As of this morning, the police have now arrested 76 loyalists (with more
in the pipeline) and 8 nationalists.

Lines to Take

7. Following the statement which the Secretary of State made this
morning (attached), the strategy for today should be to let the media
pictures and security forces do the talking. The response team then meets
again at 4:30 pm this afternoon to take stock and review the way forward.

SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
#27028

HL/36810
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07.45 hrs Sunday 9.7.00 - immediate release

STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR NORTHERN
IRELAND, PETER MANDELSON, ON THE CAR BOMB ATTACK AT
STEWARTSTOWN, CO.TYRONE

I commend the bravery of police officers in Stewartstown - it
was only because they put their own lives at risk that no-one was
killed or seriously injured last night.

‘The clear intention of this attack was to inflame what is already
a tense situation in Northern Ireland. | condemn it utterly.

‘The security forces will pursue those responsible and they
should have the full support of the community in doing so. No-
one should do anything that in any way distracts the security
forces from that task — to do so only plays into the hands of
those responsible.

‘Now is the time for leaders from all sides to join with the vast
majority of people in Northern Ireland and speak with one voice:
this violence belongs to the past. No ifs or buts or qualifications
— let us consign the extremists and the thuggish fringe to where
they belong.’

HL/36810




From: Rosalind Redfern
Date: 9 July 2000

JOHN SAWERS

CAR BOMB CO TYRONE

A Car bomb exploded at 0100 today in Stewartstown, Co Tyrone. The explosion
took place outside a police station. One Policeman is reported to have leg
injuries, as yet unconfirmed, others with hearing problems from blast. Windows
in surrounding area damaged. One report says that the driver notified the police,
another says a member of the public noticed an abandoned car and notified the
police, either way no coded warning. Area was cleared before blast.

Widely suspected to have been Republican dissident action, supported by our
DIO, though we have nothing as yet to collaborate.

ROSALIND REDFERN
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Prime Minister

REPATRIATION OF THREE REAL IRA PRISONERS TO THE REPUBLIC OF
IRELAND

My Irish counterpart John O’Donoghue has now confirmed in writing that he
would not change the release arrangements for Darren Mulholland, Liam Grogan
and Anthony Hyland, if they were repatriated to the Republic. Subject to your
and Peter's views my officials intend to inform the prisoners of my decision to
approve their repatriation on Friday 14 July.

2, | wrote to you on the 9 April informing you of my intention to approve the
requests of three prisoners, convicted of Irish terrorist related offences, for repatriation
to the Republic of Ireland. The three prisoners, believed to be members of the “Real
IRA”, meet the normal requirements of the Council of Europe Convention on the
Transfer of Sentenced Persons which governs repatriation between the United
Kingdom and the Republic of Ireland. John Sawers indicated that you were content
for me to proceed, but on the basis of a clear understanding with the Irish authorities
that there would be prior consultation (and preferably agreement with us) before any
changes are made to the length of the sentences the prisoners will serve in the
Repubilic.

3. | now have, in writing, confirmation from John O’'Donoghue, that he agrees that
the prisoners are not eligible for release under the terms of the Belfast Agreement. He
has also confirmed that “in the event that we consider it necessary, at some stage in
the future, in the context of the broader picture, to release any of these prisoners
earlier, | will, of course, consult with you before | take any decision. However, at this
stage | cannot envisage such a situation arising.” | am satisfied with this assurance
and given that the prisoners otherwise meet the normal repatriation criteria, | am
content to approve their requests.

4. My officials have been in discussion with their counterparts in the Northern
Ireland Office and they have provisionally agreed that the prisoners should be
informed of my decision on Friday 14 July. Although the situation in Northern Ireland
is tense at the moment, NIO officials do not believe that the notification to the

CONFIDENTIAL
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.oners of my decision will cause any additional difficulties. My officials will, of

course, check with both your office and NIO prior to notifying the prisoners to ensure
that the situation has not changed.

5. Lines to take and background on the three prisoners are attached in the event
of media interest.

A copy of this minute goes to Peter Mandelson and to Sir Richard Wilson.

LIRS,

) .
g July 2000

CONFIDENTIAL
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REPATRIATION OF DARREN MULHOLLAND, LIAM GROGAN & ANTHONY
HYLAND TO THE REPUBLIC OF IRELAND

Lines to take

e The Home Secretary has given his consent to the repatriation to the Republic of

Ireland of Darren Mulholland, Liam Grogan and Anthony Hyland.

The prisoners were convicted of conspiracy to cause explosions and sentenced
to 22 years, 22 years and 25 years imprisonment respectively in May 1999.

The prisoners will be repatriated under the provisions of the Council of Europe
Convention on the Transfer of Sentenced Persons. The prisoners meet all of
the normal criteria set out in the Convention for repatriation to proceed.

Once repatriated the prisoners will be subject to release arrangements applicable
in the Republic of Ireland. However, the prisoners will not be released earlier

than had they remained in the United Kingdom.

Since the prisoners committed their offences after the signing of the Belfast
Agreement they will not be eligible for accelerated release under its terms.

CONFIDENTIAL
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PRISONERS’ BACKGROUND

In May 1999, Darren Mulholland, Liam Grogan and Anthony Hyland were
convicted of conspiracy to cause explosions and sentenced to 22, 22 and 25
years imprisonment respectively. The prisoners are believed to be members of the
“Real IRA”, a Republican splinter group opposed to the peace process.

The prisoners were arrested on 10 July 1998 following an extensive surveillance
operation during which the prisoners were observed travelling between Southern
Ireland and the United Kingdom, moving about London and in the case of
Mulholland carrying out reconnaissance of furniture/bedding/carpet/curtain shops

in the Fulham area as potential targets for incendiary devices.

On the morning of 10 July 1998 Hyland and Grogan met up at Acton Green
Common. Hyland was carrying a rucksack containing six incendiary devices.
They latter met Mulholland. Talked for about 7 minutes and then split up. Later
that day the prisoners were arrested. Six incendiary devices were found in the
rucksack carried by Hyland. In addition, 2lb of semtex, a detonator and a timing
and power unit were discovered at Hyland’s flat in Belsize Park.

CONFIDENTIAL
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From: Michael Tatham
/ Date: 8 July 2000
JONATHAN POWELL cC: John Sawers
Alastair Campbell

UUP

In your absence and John’s, David Campbell phoned me on Saturday afternoon.
He said that David Trimble was deeply unhappy with the Government’s
interpretational clause on the Police Bill. He saw this as a breach of his
agreement with the Government at Hillsborough in May. The implications were
very serious. This would effectively negate the terms of the agreement at
Hillsborough and allow his opponents within the Party to reconvene the Unionist

Council. Trimble was seeing the Secretary of State now, but he wished to insist

on discussing this by phone with the Prime Minister on Monday.

P,
ff

RESTRICTED
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

8 July 2000
THE PRIME MINISTER

\
\
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Thank you for your letter of 1 July setting out your concerns about the
Parades Commission’s determination in respect of the 2 July march. I recognise that
you will have been further disappointed by the Commission’s determination in
respect of the 9 July march, and doubtless now by their subsequent confirmation of

i

As I said when we met last year, the Parades Commission is an independent
statutory body. I have no power to influence their determinations one way or the
other. I do however recognise the contribution the Orange Order has made to

reducing tension on various occasions in recent years.

I had hoped that the positive atmosphere generated last year would be enough
to enable a longer term resolution of the Drumcree dispute and I am disappointed
that this did not prove to be the case. I think the Parades Commission has also
recognised the positive features of last year’s experience. Their proposals for an
approach which could let LOL No 1 complete its Drumcree march deserve careful

consideration.

I know from my discussions with all theé main participants the depth of feeling
that the parades issue generates, and the complexity of the conflicting rights at issue.

I respect your concern for civil, religious and cultural liberties and the right to
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march in keeping with Orange traditions. There are, of course, other rights at issue
too, and I would echo the Parades Commission’s emphasis on the need for further

engagement with others affected by the march to address their legitimate concerns.

[ believe the Parades Commission has worked hard to balance these
conflicting rights. With the incorporation of the Human Rights Act, both sides will
be able to raise human rights points in court. We believe that this will further

strengthen the ‘rights based approach’ which is at the heart of our policy.

[ reiterate my view that the way forward set out by the Commission in their
3 July determination holds out an important route map for LOL No 1 to adopt. I am
sure the Commission will do everything they can to assist in bringing this about on
the basis of the terms they have described, and with goodwill and good faith on
everyone’s part. Indeed now that the Commission have set out so clearly the way in
which a parade can be achieved, I do not think it will be understood why this
opportunity is not seized. It goes without saying that violent or unlawful protest will

only postpone the achievement of the Order’s objectives.

I hope that this year’s parade will pass off smoothly and lawfully, and appeal
to you and all your colleagues to do everything possible to avoid tension and
violence - violence that can only rebound on the whole community in Portadown
and Northern Ireland more generally - and to condemn any violence that might,

despite your best endeavours, occur.

Ut & %\ijb

e e

/ /\’ Y v %b

Mr Nigel Dawson
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FROM: SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
SPOB
8 July 2000

DESK IMMEDIATE

PS/Mr Ingram (B&L)
PS/Mr Pilling

Mr Jeffrey

Mr watkins

Mr Hawker

Mr Kelly (B&L)

Mr Leach

Mr maccabe

Mr webb

Mr Sawers, No 10
(by fax 020 7839 9044)

PS/Secretary of State (by fax to Hillsborough)

DRUMCREE UPDATE (AS OF 0800 SATURDAY 8 JULY 2000)

Security

Generally a quiet night.

2. In the Belfast region there were various protests and roadblocks but
these were much reduced in intensity and violence. 5/6 petrol bombs were
thrown at police on the Springfield Road; a cache of petrol bombs and
improvised Stingers was found on Cambrai Street; and overnight there
were some incidents of arson and petrol bombing of cars and property,
including several Catholic and integrated primary schooils,

3. At Drumcree there was no parade and a smaller crowd gathered than
on recent evenings (some 200). They were mainly peaceful and dispersed by
1 am, but material again was burned against the obstacle on the bridge.
There were a small number of blocks and protests around Portadown, but
no serious disorder and all was quiet by 2 am.

HL/36810
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4. More widely in Northern Ireland, at Clough the occupant of a house fired
at five men who were attempting to pull down a Union flag; one lost an
eye and the occupant has been arrested. At Ballymena and Larne there
were minor road blocks but all was quiet by morning. At Portaferry there
Was minor arson damage to the Orange Hall and a car was driven at bunloy
Orange Hall and set alight, causing minor damage

5. Finally, near Fivemiletown a police unit returning from duty in Belfast
was involved in a fatal road traffic accident when a civilian car drove onto
the wronag side of the road at a bend and straight into the police landrover.
Four police were injured and the driver of the civilian car was killed.

Forward 100k

5. The RUC have 8 units resting, 11 on day duty and 39 ready for
deployment this evening (7 in Belfast, 9 In North region and 20 in South
Region which includes Drumcree). The Army will again deploy 3 Companies
in Belfast, 13 around Drumcree (with a further 2 -3 on standby) with 6 on
standby across North Region. The GOC's reserve Battalion is on 4 hours
Notice to Move with its lead Company at Aldergrove airport on |1 hour's
Notice to Move. The two Battalions still back in CB are on 24 hours' Notice
to Move.

Lines to Take - are attached.

SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
#27028

HL/36810
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LINES TO TAKE — SATURDAY 8 JULY

| have come here this morning to express my thanks to the Chief
Constable, to the police officers and soldiers who have been
working so hard this week. They have protected the majority
from the thuggery of a minority who have nothing to offer. On
all our behalves they have borne the brunt of vicious assaults
with the courage and professionalism they always show.

| hope that common sense will prevail this weekend. | hope
everyone will recognise that the Parades Commission has given
them a clear routemap by which they can resolve this problem
for the future. | encourage both sides to take that map and
follow it ~ that is what the majority of people in Northern
Ireland want.

AsS Archbishop Eames said this morning, violence has no place in
this dispute and the thuggery of the past week has simply
damaged the integrity of the Orange Order's protest.

| recognise that people are angry and disappointed, but they
should abide by the lawful determination of the Parades
Commission. The only way to get a march down the Garvaghy
road is to talk. Every stone, every missile makes a march less
likely. | would urge people to follow the routemap set out by
the Parades Commission.

HL/36810
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From: TuF PRIVATE SECKETARY

NORTHERN IRELAND OFFICE

11 MILLBANK
LONDON
SW1P 4QE 'S

Michael Tatham Esq

Private Secretary to the Prime Minister
10 Downing Street

LONDON

SW1A 2AA

T July 2000

BW M« daed

Nigel Dawson, District Secretary of Portadown District LOL No 1, wrote on 1 July to
the Prime Minister complaining about the ongoing denial of Portadown District’s
civil and religious liberties, the alleged failure of the Prime Minister to honour
commitments given during 1999 that a march could proceed in future and what

they see as new evidence of the failure of the Parades Commission.

I attach an amended draft reply. My Secretary of State feels that we need to think
carefully about when the letter is sent. If the Prime Minister is content to sign the
letter perhaps we could have a word about timing.

k{ oS ey

‘CJ\G.»— HLF;U’LM

PP N P PERRY

Tatham/NP/7 7




Nigel Dawson Esq

District Secretary
Portadown District LOL No 1
15 Enniscrone Park
PORTADOWN

Co Armagh

BT63 5DQ

Thank you for your letter of 1 July setting out your concerns about the/Parades
Commission’s determination in respect of the 2 July march. I recognise that you
will have been further disappointed by the Commission’s determination in respect

of the 9 July march, and doubtless now by their subsequent con'ﬁrmation of it.

As I said when we met last year, the Parades Commission is an independent
statutory body. 1 have no power to influence their determinations one way or the
other. I do however recognise the contribution the Orange Order has made to

reducing tension on various occasions in recent years.

I had hoped that the positive atmosphere geneﬁr’al.ted last year would be enough to
enable a longer term resolution of the Drumgfée dispute and [ am disappointed that
this did not prove to be the case. I think the Parades Commission has also
recognised the positive features of last ygér’s experience. Their proposals for an

approach which could let LOL No 1 co;ﬂplete its Drumcree march deserve careful

/
/
/

consideration.

/

I know from my discussions with/,.éll the main participants the depth of feeling that

the parades issue generates, and the complexity of the conflicting rights at issue. I
respect your concern for civil, yeligious and cultural liberties and the right to march
in keeping with Orange traditions; there are, of course, other rights at issue too,
and I would echo the Paradés Commission’s emphasis on the need for further

engagement with others affected by the march to address their legitimate concerns.

I believe the Parades Commission has worked hard to balance these conflicting

rights. With the incorporation of the Human Rights Act, both sides will be able to

Tatham/NP/7 7
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raise human rights points in court. We believe that this will further strengthen the

‘rights based approach’ which is at the heart of our policy.
i

/

F

I reiterate my view that the way forward set out by the Commiééion in their July 3

determination holds out an important route map for LOL_,N’é 1 to adopt. [ am sure
the Commission will do everything they can to assist irl Bringing this about on the
basis of the terms they have described, and with goodwill and good faith on
everyone’s part. Indeed now that the Commission have set out so clearly the way in
which a parade can be achieved, I do not think it will be understood why this
opportunity is not seized. It goes without saying that violent or unlawful protest

will only postpone the achievement of the Order’s objectives.

I hope that this year’s parade will pass off smoothly and lawfully, and appeal to you
and all your colleagues to do everything possible to avoid tension and violence —
violence that can only rebound on the whole community in Portadown and Northern
Ireland more generally - and to condemn any violence that might, despite your best

endeavours, occur.
(/
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PS/SECRETARY OF STATE M
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Mr Watkins W
CALL FROM CHIEF CONSTABLE - 7 JULY

The Chief Constable rang me this morning to express his appreciati
the Secretary of State's public support for the RUC over the past
days and particularly in his media interviews this morning. This had been
well received by his officers, and he was personally very grateful f

Secretary of State's remarks.

2 More generally, the Chief Constable said that he wanted
reassure the Secretary of State that the strategy for handling Diumcres
was working. He had just had a very good conversation with
Holland and, as a result, he was now confident that the situatio
Belfast on the 12" could be managed successfully. He thought that
Commission would respond sensitively to the Portadown District's
initiative without conceding a parade this Sunday. While not complace;
his feeling was that we were now on a "downward sloping plane” as far
as levels of violence were concerned. Adair, rattled by the prospect
being recalled to prison, appeared to have been scared off and was b
peddling furiously. The Security Forces had the situation under control

and morale was buoyant.
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| said that | would certainly pass this on 10 the Secretary
and asked how the Chief Constable himself was bearing up. He
was absolutely fine; quite apart from anything else the adrenalins

carry him through to the other side of the 12™. He hoped

Secretary of State tomorrow in Portadown.

e e B -
7 P PERTY

N P PERRY
PRIVATE SECRETARY
EXT 6462

Distribution tist

PS/Secretary of State (B&L)
PS/Mr Ingram (L&B)
PS/Mr Howarth (L&B)
PS/PUS

Mr Jeffrey

Mr Leach

Mr Stephens

Mr Hawker

Mr Kelly

Ms Scholefield

Mr Brooker

HMA Dublin
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. objective by a more coundabout route than the Irish (or indeed

tht prefer. the fact was that we would end up with a service known fo1

| purposes as the Police Sery ‘ce of Northern Treland. Unionists acceptancy

. fuct a considerable political pnze, when one compared it to the attitude
1 !

orvatives and anti-Agreement HNIONISTS.

.sllaigh said that there was quite a strong feeling in Dublin that the Irish

| had been bounced on the Police Bill and that their views had recently not

the weight that they <hould. The two Governments operated most

vhen they worked closely together. The [rish Government WeETE often abl

nitfalls from the standpoint of nationalists. On policing. there was also a

hie Prime Minister had assured the Taoiseach that any departure from the

Jort would only be made with his agreement.

1t on the last point we did not accept that the approach taken on the

1 departure from Patten. Therc had been extensive consultation over the

including the Ministerial meeting in Dublin and numerous exchanges

Paul Priestly and Gary Ansbro. Obviously we should do our best to keep he

ship in good working order, but 1 didn’t think it was as bad as O Ceallaigh

In the end, on issues like Patten. our Ministers had to take the necessary

. and be ready to defend them. Inevitably we did not always end up doing

e irish Government wanted.

) (callaigh conceded that Paul Priestly had been extremely helpful over the

1. He had a specific proposal to make, which might improve things. This

++ we should restore the practice of monthty liaison meetings with officials.

. jast year ot 5o, Dermot Gallagher and 1 had seen so much of each other

1gs might not have been necessary. But in the more stable situation winch

- could usetully be rey ived.

1 wuid that Gallagher and [ had ‘wherited the liaison meetings structure from our

~essors, but neither of us had heen very comfortabic with it, because — with hall
i

. or more people on each side - it tended to be rather formal. Nevertheless |

perfectly willing to revert. provided that we kept the numbers within limits

CONFIDENTIAL
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t meetings when we agreed that they were necessary rather than on a Sirt
() Ceallaigh was happy with this. His own preference was for
We agreed to discuss later in the month whether there would be

- a meeting early in August; if not. to look towards the end of September

+urn from leave

.d O’ Ceallaigh to the fact that the flags issue was likely to land on the
ot State’s lap after esterday’'s Executive mecting. and told him how |

spond. He said that he was 1 no difficulty with

ihe Sceretary of State 1o 1«
siatine consultations. But the subject was of such sensitivity that his advice
o play it as long as possible. | <aid that there was now no queston of

aht

.+ hreak, but the Secretary of State mi

1at. I had had the

heing made uniil atter the summe

ety quickly after tl

~otude that he needed to move pr
irom Lavery that, pro ided we could sort out official tlag flying to
<atisfaction. he would be open 10 discussion about the use of symbols
Jte contexts. including the relevant part of the Agreement on the sensiive
‘bols and parity of esteem. O Ceallaigh said that this was encouraging.

p if Trimble could communicate it to Mallon.

king towards the summet. [ said that — assuming we got past the marching
n politically intact - the greatest dangey seemed to me to lie in anv further
1< by PIRA. Another murdered drug dealer and the institutions would come
Following our earlier discussion. he had

2N

r intolerable strain. O eallaigh agreed

<d that message on.

le’s recent

llaigh my understanding of Trimb

Jiso relayed to O’ Ceall

versation with Adams and the importance he attached not

only to & successiui

.ond inspection of dumps in September butto a positive de Chastelain report i that
(v’ Ceallaigh took this on hoard. and appeared (o be sympathetic. Adams had
cntiy given the Taoiseach an account of the same conversation with [rimble. and
emphasised the importance from his point of view of further movement on
nglen and OTRs. | said that we werc aw are from his conversations with

(rossm
than Powell that these remained hig
d the autumn we st

h on Adams’ agenda. There was a limit 1o

o
hould each to do our best O

ve could do, but as we approache

-
§ -
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FROM: SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
' SECURITY POLICY AND OPERATIONS DIVISION
7 JuLyY 2000

DESK IMMEDIATE

PS/Mr Ingram (B&Li
PS/Mr Pilling (B&L) - &
Mr Jeffrey - e

Mr watkins - e

Mr Hawker - e

Mr Kelly - e

Mr Leach - e

Mr Maccabe - e

Mr Hannigan - &
Mr Webb -

pS/Secretary of State (B&L) - e

DRUMCREE UPDATE (TO 7.00 AM FRIDAY 7 JULY 2000)

% Overall across Northern Ireland, last night was quieter than previous
evenings, although trouble areas are now more widespread. Aithough
Belfast had a quieter night, the north of the city remained difficult, with
community fighting, incursions and more gunmen on the streets. Numbers
at Drumcree again peaked at about 500. By morning, all roads were again
opéen. The security forces continue to have matters weil in hand

2 In Beifast, there were various road biockages and barricades as
listed in the duty officer’'s report, mainly by women and children. There was
some venhicle hi-jacking and shots fired at police. In North Beifast rivai gangs

CONFIDENTIAL
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confronted each other at the Westland Road/Cavehill Road interface and
(blank) shots were fired; also in the Shore Road and Whiteweil Road areas.

o At Drumcree, a fairly peaceful crowd again peaked at about 500.
Bails of hay were placed against the obstacie and set on fire, causing only
minor damage. In the Portadown area, the Army detain two people and the
police arrested Stephen Wright in the Seagoe area for throwing petroi and
paint bombs.

4, At 3.00 am, the Army started pioughing the fields and piacing rolis of
barbed wire.

5. As of 6.00 pm Iast night, a cumulative total of 34 Loyatists had been
arrested and 7 nationalists (MacCionnaith and friends). Twenty-tive charges
had been made against Lovalists and four against Nationalist (riotous and
disorderly behaviour, assault and petrol bomb offences). There were further
arrests overnight. Five people have now been charged in connection with
the Banbridge incident. So far, 32 police officers have been injured (ong
seriously) and one soldier,

Forward Look

6. RUC and Army deployments currentiy expected as last night, Robert
Saulter's call for no parade tonight as a mark of respect for Joey Duniop may
resuit in a quieter evening at Drumcree, although a memoriai service is to be
held instead. David Campbell and Richard Monteith meet the Parades
Commission this morning to discuss LOL1's reappiication for a march on
sunday.

CONFIDENTIAL
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.L_tncs {0 take

7. Secretary of State is doing early morning interviews In addition:

LOL1's reapplication is for the Parades Commission o consider,
’/N\‘; »w.fz/.' .‘Sjujan .\Si‘/w/e/”c47é{//

SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
SHA ® 27028
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From: THE PRIVATE SECRETARY

NORTHERN IRELAND OFFICE
11 MILLBANK
LONDON
SW1P 4QE

Michael Tatham Esq

Private Secretary to the Prime Minister
10 Downing Street

LONDON

SWI1A 2AA

é July 2000

BW M cbaot

Nigel Dawson, District Secretary of Portadown District LOL No 1, wrote on 1 July to
the Prime Minister complaining about the ongoing denial of Portadown District’s
civil and religious liberties, the alleged failure of the Prime Minister to honour
commitments given during 1999 that a march could proceed in future and what

they see as new evidence of the failure of the Parades Commission.

I attach a draft reply. My Secretary of State feels that we need to think carefully
about when the letter is sent. If the Prime Minister is content to sign the letter

perhaps we could have a word about timing.

“lewws ever

N P PERRY

Pr

Tatham/NP/6 7




Nige| Dawson Esq

District Secretary
Portadown District LOL No 1
15 Enniscrone Park
PORTADOWN

Co Armagh

BT63 5DQ

DRAFT LETTER FROM THE PRIME MINISTER

Thank you for your letter of 1 July setting out your concerns about the Parades
Commission’s determination in respect of the 2 July march. I recognise that you
will have been further disappointed by the Commission’s determination in respect

of the 9 July march.

As I said when we met last year, the Parades Commission is an independent
statutory body. I have no power to influence their determinations one way or the
other. I do however recognise the contribution the Orange Order has made to

reducing tension on various occasions in recent years. One example was the

dignity with which last year’s Parades Commission ruling was feceived, another the

decision in 1997 not to proceed with 12 July parades in a number of potentially

sensitive locations.

I had hoped that the positive atmosphere generated last year would be enough to
enable a longer term resolution of the Drumcree dispute and I am disappointed that
this did not prove to be the case. I think the Parades Commission has also
recognised the positive features of last year’s experience. Their proposals for an
approach which could let LOL No 1 complete its Drumcree march deserve careful

consideration.

I know from my discussions with all the main participants the depth of feeling that
the parades issue generates, and the complexity of the conflicting rights at issue. I
respect your concern for civil, religious and cultural liberties and the right to march
in keeping with Orange traditions; there are, of course, other rights at issue too,
and I would echo the Parades Commission’s emphasis on the need for further

engagement with others affected by the march to address their legitimate concerns.

Tatham/NP/6 7




I belife the Parades Commission has worked hard to balance these conflicting
rights. With the incorporation of the Human Rights Act, both sides will be able to
raise human rights points in court. We believe that this will further strengthen the

‘rights based approach’ which is at the heart of our policy.

[ reiterate my view that the way forward set out by the Commission in their July 3
determination holds out an important route map for LOL No 1 to adopt. I am sure
the Commission will do everything they can to assist in bringing this about on the
basis of genuine fulfilment of the terms they have described, and with goodwill and
good faith on everyone’s part. In the meantime, I cannot believe that violent and
unlawful protests, either by Orange members or others supposedly supporting the
Order, will do anything but harm the Order’s interests, in Portadown and more
widely, and put back prospects of a march. I hope that this year’s parade will pass

off as smoothly as last year’s, and appeal to you and all your colleagues to do

everything possible to avoid tension and violence - violence that can only rebound

on the whole community in Portadown and Northern Ireland more generally.

Tatham/NP/6 7
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BILL JEFFREY /Jg"
Political Director e
6 July 2000 /etﬂ
BJ/MR/404(L) -

PS/SECRETARY OF STATE(L&B) See circulation list below

FLAGS

As agreed at yesterday’s VCR discussion with the Secretary of State, I attach a line

for him to take in media interviews after the weekend, to bring out the fact that he
does not expect to be proposing that there should be a requirement to fly the Union

Flag over government buildings on 12 July.

[oSLSMa]

BILL JEFFREY
11 Millbank @& 6447

Circulation list:
PS/Mr Ingram(L&B)
PS/Mr Howarth(L&B)
Mr Pilling

Mr Watkins

Mr Kelly

Mr Maccabe

Mr Brooker

Mr Crawford

Mr Johnston

Mr Sawers No.10-Fax
Mr Roberts HMA(D)

BJ/MR/404(L)-6.7.2000 (11am)
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LINE ON FLAGS

I still hope the parties in the Executive can agree a way forward on the flying of flags.

That would be by far the most satisfactory outcome.

But I have to recognise that the Executive has not so far been able to find agreement.
It looks as though I may have to use the power I took a few months ago to make

regulations on flag-flying over government buildings.

That is why [’ve written to the leaders of all the parties, inviting their views on
questions like on which days of the year the Union Flag should be flown, and over

which buildings.

There is something to be said for following practice in the rest of the United

Kingdom. In Great Britain there are 15 days each year when the flag is flown

officially from Government buildings. In Northern Ireland there are 5 additional days

including, for example, 12 July, When flag-flying is such a sensitive matter on all
sides, the most reasonable course seems to me for the flag flying days in Northern

Ireland to be the same as those in Great Britain.

BJ/MR/404(L)-~6.7.2000 (1 1am)
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. From: Stephen Webb
Security Policy and Operations Division
6 July 2000

To: PS/ Secretary of State (B&L)

PS / Mr Ingram (B&L)
PS / Mr Howarth (B&!
PS /PUS (B&L)

Mr Watkins

Mr Jeffrey

Mr Leach

Mr Stephens

Mr Kelly (B&L)

Mr Maccabe

Mi Hannigz

DRUMCREE SITUATION REPORT TO 1800 THURSDAY §JULY

Security

Disruption this afternoon has been more limited than yesterday, and has
cleared over the past hours. Many shops and businesses in Belfast have shut
early to avoid disruption.

2 A nail bomb was thrown at Catholic workmen in Greenisland neza
Carrickfergus. One of the workmen may have been from the Garvaghy Fosa
area. There has also been an explosive device discovered by a credit union
in Ballymoney and a hoax bomb warning from the Real IRA in Belfast

In the 24 hours to 0600 today, there were 14 arrests, 61 petrol bombs
were thrown in 30 incidents, and 2 PBRs were fired. These figures are low by
the standards of recent years.

Prospects for the period ahead

4 The security forces detected an orchestrated calming of the situation
around 2200 and expect this to continue. There are reports of plans to biock
roads in towns throughout Northern lreland, and security on police houses
has been stepped up following incidents yesterday.

Security Forces Operational issues

5 The Army is putting up wire at the Drumcree Bridge, and the remaining
obstacles will all be put in place in the course of tonight. Police intend o
deploy 10 MEU in Belfast, 13 in South Region and 11 in N Region, slightly
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. fewer than yesterday. Troops will once again be on the streets in Beifast. an
also in Ballymena. The security forces are still acting well within their
resources.

6 Additional Army resources will be deployed to South Armagh tomght |
tackle possible dissident republican activity

Poiitical Issues

7 The current relative calm may be influenced by Richard Monteith's
meeting with the Parades Commission tomorrow morning, which should be
foliowed by a formal determination on the revised application for Sunday's
parade. We do not expect the Commission to change its line. Robert
Saulters has also called for a day’s pause in protests to mark Joey Dunicp's
funeral tomorrow. Adair has been quieter, possibly influenced by the risk of
being recalled.

Stephen Webb
#27017
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The Rt Hon Peter Mandelson MP
Secretary of State for Northern Ireland
Northern Ireland Office

Castle Buildings

Belfast BT4 3SG 5% /?4966
Qs

July 2000

I would like to thank you for your letter regarding the na ne of the future
police service.

While I accept that the formulation that you have offere . progresses the
debate to some extent, I regret to inform you that it does not meet SDLP
concems.

The SDLP believes that the name of the police servic should be the
Police Service of Northem Ireland for “all” purpose: We believe,
therefore, that it is unsatisfactory to have a nat e change for
“operational” purposes only, regardless of how that termr is defined. Put
simply, if the name is to change for all purposes, ther this should be
stated in the new clause.

On the issue of the phrase “styled as”, I disagree with yo ir view that this
is a more satisfactory term than “known as.” I would oint out in this
regard that the phrase “known as” was used in the origin 1 version of the

PERSONAL

John Hume MP MEP Party Leader ~ Seamus Mallon MP Deputy Leader ~ Eddic. .cGrady MP Chief Whip

Member Paryy of the Party of European Socialists and Socialist Intern. ional
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Bill — drafted by your officials and legislative counsel —a: d shown to us
at Hillsborough. Moreover, in sub-clause (1) of your sroposed new
clause, reference is made to the “body of constables know 1 as the Royal
Ulster Constabulary.” For clarity and consistency, it is es iential that the
same phrase be used in sub-clause (2). To do otherwise would, in fact,
suggest that there is a second name lurking somewhere aro nd.

To avoid any such suggestion I believe that it is also nec 'ssary to make
certain changes to the wording and punctuation of sub-clz ise (1). These
are apparent in the attached wording for a new clause v aich would be
acceptable to the SDLP.

Sincerely,

s
Ll

SEAMUS MALLON MP

PERSONAL
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Name of the police service in Northern Ireland
To move the following Clause:-

“.(1) The body of constables known as the Royal Ulste Constabulary
shall continue in being as the Police Service of N: rthern Ireland,
which incorporates the Royal Ulster Constabulary.

The body of constables referred to in sub-section (1 above shall be
known for all purposes as the Police Service of Nort 1emn Ireland.

The body of constables known as the Royal Ulst: - Constabulary
Reserve shall continue in being as the Police Serv ce of Northern
Ireland Reserve, which incorporates the Royal Ulst r Constabulary
Reserve.

The body of constables referred to in sub-sectii n (3) shall be

known for all purposes as the Police Service of I orthern Ireland
Reserve.”

PERSONAL
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FROM: SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
SECURITY POLICY AND OPERATIONS DIVISION

6 JULY 2000

DESK IMMEDIATE

PS/Mr Ingram (B&L)

Mr Jeffrey - €
Mr watkins - €
Mr Hawker - €
Mr Kelly - &

Mr Leach - €

Mr Maccabe - €
Mr Hannigan - €
Mr Webb - €

ps/Secretary of State (B&L) - €
DRUMCREE UPDATE (TO 7.00 AM THURSDAY 6 JULY 2000)
Security

1. There were more incidents overnignt than last night, but of a iess
serious nature, with trouble building until about 10.30 pm, when it appeared
to be switched off. Although the main centres were again Belfast (where
troops were deployed on interfaces) and Portadown (where numoers
peaked at about 500) there were for the first time crowds (50} and road
closures in Londonderry, and also in Limavady. All roads were again open by
7.00 am. The security forces continue to have the situation well in hand and
were not stretched.

CONFIDENTIAL
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2 In Beifast, there were widespread roadblocks and an MSU cleared
the Crumiin Road by force; three vehicles were hijacked (@t Northwooas
shankill Road and Deerpark Parade) and youths with guns tried tc steai a ar
on the North Circular. There were UDA/UVF patrols telling pubs and taxis to
close on the Newtownards Road, while a four man masked foot patrol with
rifles was seen in the Roden Street area. The police came under attack from
petrol bomb (Milltown/Shaws Bridge) and blast bombs (three at

Mount vernon) and there were several injuries, none serious. They fired one
plastic baton round and made about four arrests. The Army were posted at
interfaces and fired three plastic baton rounds at glenmachan Street.

3. At Drumcree, there was sporadic throwing of stones and fireworks

at the RUC and a bonfire lit in front of the block on the bridge. The RUC
made an arrest but the situation calmed down after about 10 30 om when

crowd reduced from over 500 to about 100-200 who were mostly peaceful
and had dispersed by 1.00 am. corcrain Road was blocked until 0530 hours.

Forward LOOK

4, At this stage, the RUC intend to deploy 12 units to Drumcree tonight
(compared to the 14 deployed overnight). There are 10 Army companies
available at Drumcree, mostly standing back.

5 We will keep Ministers closely in touch with any developments on
the two LVF prisoners convicted of the poyntzpass murders who are now on
the run after attacking a UVF supporter in Banbridge.

CONFIDENTIAL
HL/362941




Lines to take

The revised Orange Order application for a march on @ July at
pDrumcree is a matter for the Parades commission. But urge
everyone to give serious and genuine consideration to the route
map lald out by the Commission.

Then as last night:

Troops have now returned to the streets in parts of Belfast. This 1S
an operational decision to free up police resources

Troops are not patroliing, butare protecting vuinerable interface
sites. This reflects the serious disturbances in these areas. The
protection of vulnerable communities remains a top pr ority.

We have said we will not give way to thuggery, and nor will we. The
security forces have the manpower, the equipment and the
determination to see the ruie of law prevails.

/ ,S-i:,ruzx/ 5)ujart &Ao/e/mé! /

SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
SHA ® 27028
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NORTHERN IRELAND OFFICE
BLOCK B, CASTLE BUILDINGS
BELFAST BT4 35G

Tel Belfast (01232) 520700

Michael Tatham Esq

Private Secretary to the Prime Minister
10 Downing Street

LONDON

SWI1A 2AA £
S July 2000
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Nigel Dawson, District Secretary of Portadown District LOL No 1, wrote on 1 July to
the Prime Minister complaining about the ongoing denial of Portadown District’s
civil and religious liberties, the alleged failure of the Prime Minister to honour
commitments given during 1999 that a march could proceed in future and what

they see as new evidence of the failure of the Parades Commission.

I attach a draft reply.

#,q N P PERRY




Nigel Dawson Esq

District Secretary
Portadown District LOL No 1
15 Enniscrone Park
PORTADOWN

Co Armagh

BT63 SDQ

DRAFT LETTER FROM THE PRIME MINISTER

Thank you for your letter of 1 July setting out your concerns about the Parades
Commission’s determination in respect of the 2 July march. I recognise that you
will have been further disappointed by the Commission’s determination in respect

of the 9 July march.

As I said when we met last year, the Parades Commission is an independent
statutory body. I have no power to influence their determinations one way or the
other. I do however recognise the contribution the Orange Order has made to
reducing tension on various occasions in recent years. One example was the
dignity with which last year’s Parades Commission ruling was received, another the
decision in 1997 not to proceed with 12 July parades in a number of potentially

sensitive locations.

I had hoped that the positive atmosphere generated last year would be enough to
enable a longer term resolution of the Drumcree dispute and I am disappointed that
this did not prove to be the case. I think the Parades Commission has also

recognised the positive features of last year’s experience. Their proposals for an

approach which could let LOL No 1 complete its Drumcree march deserve careful

consideration.

I know from my discussions with all the main participants the depth of feeling that
the parades issue generates, and the complexity of the conflicting rights at issue.
While I respect your focus on civil and religious liberties and the right to march,
there are other rights at issue too, and I would echo the Parades Commission’s
emphasis on the need for further engagement with others affected by the march to

address their legitimate concerns.

/LMcC




[ believe the Parades Commission has worked hard to balance these conflicting

rights. With the incorporation of the Human Rights Act, both sides will be able to

raise human rights points in court. We believe that this will further strengthen the

‘rights based approach’ which is at the heart of our policy.

I reiterate my view that the way forward set out by the Commission in their July 3
determination holds out an important route map for LOL No 1 to adopt. I am sure
the Commission will do everything they can to assist in bringing this about on the
terms they have described, with goodwill and good faith on everyone’s part. In the
meantime, I cannot believe that violent and unlawful protests, either by Orange
members or others supposedly supporting the Order, will do anything but harm the
Order’s interests, in Portadown and more widely. I hope that this year’s parade will
pass off as smoothly as last year’s, and appeal to you and all your colleagues to do
everything possible to avoid tension and violence — violence that can only rebound

on the whole community in Portadown and Northern Ireland more generally.
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PS/SECRETARY OF STATE(L&B) ¢ See distribution list below

POLICE BILIL.: NAME OF THE NEW SERVICE: CONVERSATIONS WITH
IRISH. SINN FEIN AND DAVID TRIMBLE

Although things have now moved on, I ought to record discussions I had vesterday
and this morning following the meeting with the Secrctary of State vesterday morning

on the police name provision.

I spoke to Daithi O’Ceallaigh later in the morning. 1 explained that K«
Maginnis had tabled an amendment which gave etfect 1o the approach which the
Secretary of State had described in favourable terms in the House of Commons sor
weeks ago. There were also amendments down from the SDLP and from the
Conscrvatives. the latter of which simply preserved the title “RUC”. The Secret
State could yme advantage in exploiting the fact that the UUP were ready 1
along with an approach which provided in terms for the new name to be “Police
Service of Northern Ireland™. It was, as had been said before, no more than =
cosmetic change to conceal the fact that the fundamental argument on the retention ot
the RUC name had been lost. He was therefore inclined to accept Maginnis
amendment, but to bring forward one of his own which would put beyond doubt that
the PSNI name was to be used for all practical purposes. We would get copies of both
amendments (together with a purely technical one on the police reserve) to

O Ceallaigh through the Secretariat as quickly as possible.

Your office also arranged for copies of the amendments to be sent to Ger
Kellv. who rang me early in the afternoon while we were waiting to meet Seamu
Malion. Kelly's message was brief but clear. The approach in the amendments wa
not Patten. and Sinn Féin would regard it as a breach of the joint statement by the

T

Governments. [ said that we did not share that view. The end result was that Patien

%
CONFIDENTIAL
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‘ would be implemented. The new service would be known as the Police Service of

Northern Ireland. Having got his point on the record. Kellv made no attemipt

it Instead he asked whether the current amendments meant that the provision
Schedule 6 about the continuance of the body of constables would fall. I said that |
thought that it would. and that this. together with the removal of the Secretary of
State’s order-making power on the name, would be covered in consequential
amendments.

3 A little later Daithi O’ Ceallaigh rang in a more excited state than Kelly
having previously warned me that he. Gallagher and Dalton all thought the Maginnis
amendment was extremely problematic but would not be able to give us a detinitive
response until they had consulted their Ministers who were at a Cabinet meeting.
Gallagher had now shown the text to the Attorney General. He foresaw huge
problems if we adopted it. The Irish Government could certainly not agree it as |
stood. We should do nothing without further consultations. 1 asked whether the

Attorney General’s concerns were legal or political. and whether other Ministers

been discussing for quite some time.

4 O’ Ceallaigh initially pointed me towards Gallagher. saying that he himsell
was unfamiliar with the details. But when it transpired that Gallagher was
unavailable. he rang me again to say that the view of everyone in the Irish systeri.
including the Foreign Minister, was that the Maginnis amendment would not fly and
that nationalists’ support for the Bill would be lost it we adopted it. | pressed again
on what the problem was. O’Ceallaigh said that there was a feeling that the
amendment virtually meant that the RUC would continue, and that therc was a danger
of “double titling”. 1 said that we saw no such danger. The effect of the Goven
amendment was that the title PSNI was to be used for all practice purposes. Bui
promised to draw the Irish concern to the Secretary of State’s attention.

2 In a later conversation with O’ Ceallaigh I reported briefly on my call with
Kelly and the discussion with the Secretary of State and | had had with Malion.

<t
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i ’ Mallon in particular had concentrated on the language of the Maginnis amendment.
and we had had the impression that if we could meet him on the use of the phrasc
“known as” rather than “styled” and on a requirement that the PSNI title be used for
al} purposes” rather than “operational purposes” (both of which would be extremely
difficult) it was possible that he might be content. This was some way from the Irish
Government's more fundamentalist position. O’Ceallaigh did not retreat from that
position, but said that there might be some mileage in the suggestions Mallon had
made. and the Irish Government would be happy for us to carry on negotiating with
him.
6. This morning, at the Secretary of State’s request. I called on Trimble in the
House of Commons. We had a brief discussion which I have already reported to the
Secretary of State, which seems to have covered the same ground as a telephone
conversation he himself had with Trimble earlicr in the morning. 1 said that there was
no question of the Government reneging on the undertakings that had been given 1o
the UUP. but that, in discussions yesterday, the Secretary of State and I had been
struck by the fact that, unlike the Irish Government, Mallon had not focussed critically
on the element of the Maginnis amendment which preserved the name of the RUC.
He had. for example, reacted against the word “styled™. and I had the feeling that if’
we could make some minor changes to the Maginnis amendment of that kind. it was
possibie that Mallon might come on board. Trimble said that he had already had the
same pitch from the Secretary of State, but could not help us. Only John Taylor could
do so. Taylor not only had a letter from us, but had extracted one from him as well

He had a feeling that Taylor was abroad.

Comment
7.

Trimble was affable enough, but I had the feeling that this was because he was
secure in the knowledge that we are committed to the text as it is, and that, even if we
could reach him, Taylor is unlikely to countenance any change. The Irish
Government reaction has been a model of its kind. with everyone — even Ted
Barrington to Jonathan Stephens at the US reception yesterday evening — speaking o
the same anxious, almost apocalyptic, script. Sinn Féin, as ever, are cooler, and !
have a feeling that Kelly’s rather studied reference to a breach of the two

Lai
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OV fits statement 1s intended to play mnte, not only therr attitude to the new

service, but the inevitable haggle in the autumn over the second inspections of arms

dumps.
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Governments statement is intended to play into. not only their attitude to the new
service. but the inevitable haggle in the autumn over the second inspections of arins

dunips.

I@i%rwa]
BIL L JEFFREY
i1 Millbank B 6447
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Denn Jonalbon |

On 2 March 1978 Mr John Joseph Fusco lately of 161 Whiterock Road,
Belfast, was charged by police with offences of possession of a firearm and
membership of a proscribed organisation. On 19 September 1977, Mr Fusco
was granted bail by the High Court. On 13 October 1978, he failed to appear
for his remand at Belfast Magistrates’ Court,

On 24 August 1978, a direction issued from the Department
Prosecutions for Northern Ireland to the Chief Constable to prosecute M
Fusco on indictment for one offence of possession of a rifle and ammunition
with intent, one offence of possession of a rifle and ammunitio
SUSpicious circumstances, one offence of possession of a
suspicious circumstances and one offence of belonging to a
organisation,

Ireland that having consulted with the Royal Ulster Constabulary and h
given careful consideration to the evidence currently avaiabie
Department has concluded that there is no reasocnable prospect of cor

of Mr Fusco in respect of the offences directed on 24 August 197$
prosecution against him. A direction for no prosecution issued to the Roj
Ulster Constabulary on 5 July 2000 and the Department of Public
Prosecutions for Northern Ireland has written to the solicitor who was on
record for Mr Fusco in 1978 to so inform him.

I'have been informed by the Department of Public Prosecutions for N
{




The decision on Fusco is not an amnesty as if {resh evidence wer
including admissions from Fusco himse 1f, it s { ssible that
test would have to be reconsidered and a different decision may |

t 18 not known whether Fusco is wanted for um—-gxiuning by any
in the United Kingdom in relation to any other offence or
extradition may be sought by another country for any offe
Department of Public Prosecutions for Northern Ireland is prCsc&.-'r_f Unaws
of anv such interest and has sought information from police i

If there were to be outstanding offences or requests for extradition
would, of course, have to be dealt with in the us '_;1! way.
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BELFAST BT4 35G

Tel Belfast (01232) 520700

Michael Tatham Esq
Private Secretary to the Prime Minister
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You asked for urgent advice on the Taoiseach’s request for the Prime Minister to

meet Diane Hamill.
There has been a number of recent developments in this case.

Following the announcement on 7 June by John Leckey, HM Coroner for Greater
Belfast, that he had decided not to hold an inquest into Mr Hamill’s death, my
Secretary of State made clear his concerns and asked Anthony Langdon to

undertake a review of the case and advise whether a public inquiry is warranted.

The ICPC have said in confidence that the Chief Constable has been asked to
consider a disciplinary charge of ‘neglect of duty’ against the senior officer at the

scene of the attack, however this issue has not vet been resolved.

Recent developments have also led to the Chief Constable’s decision to re-open the
investigation into the behaviour of the officers at the scene, but this decision has

not been announced and is not in the public domain.

You will be aware that the Hamill family met the Toaiseach on 8 June to brief him
on a number of recent developments on the case. Following this meeting the
Toaiseach issued a press release calling for an independent public inquiry Robert

Hamill’s murder.

/LMcC




In view of the Taoiseach’s personal intervention, my Secretary of State believes the
Prime Minister should meet Diane Hamill. However, we are not yet in a position to
provide any undertakings regarding a public inquiry. Therefore, the Prime Minister

may wish to approach the meeting in listening mode.

We will, of course, provide detailed briefing when a suitable date has been finalised.
Given that the Prime Minister recently declined to meet the Staff Associations due
to diary pressures, we suggest that any meeting with Diane Hamill should not be

fixed until after the details of the RUC early retirement scheme have been

announced. This is intended to take place during the week commencing 17 July.

SARAH TODD

/LMcC
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Northem lreland Office
Castle Buildings

T

is Mallon Esq MP MLA

y First Minister

¢rn Ireland Assembly
nt Buildings

versation about the Police Bill. | take very

I have been reflecting carefully on our con
» there 1s

seriously your concern that you may not be able to support the Bil

ete clarity over the name to be used for the police in futur:

tite name
s reculation. But in response to concerns expressed by you arn m clear

uncertainty 1s undesi | we need to resob 5 18sue in the

>

ontinuing
iself. We need to do this in a way which implements Patten : osals that
RUC should not be disbanded, that the lint
service should be recognised ana that the police service sho
We continue to hold to our view, as [ aninounced in Janu:
is “The Police Service of Northern Ireland”.
rt stage, [ therefore intend to table the attached new claust
s on the Order paper, I believe this would put the issue be;
naving listened to what you sald yesterday, [ nave decided i
ble ambiguity by adding an interpretation provision to claus
serational purposes” means all the purposes you mention

iv, all working, public, legal and ceremonial




other point concerning “styvled” [ think “known as” is le:
point of view - it suggests to me that while something is

i proper name lurking somewhere around. [ do not want

the circumstances, | hope 1 will agree with me f

'rent pix )l‘z{}Si‘-;i wordins

PETER MANDELSON
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Name of the police service in Northern Ireland

To move the following Clause

‘(1) The body of constables known as the Royal |

Constabulary shall continue in being as the Police
Ireland {incorporating the Royal Ulster Constabulary).

(2) The body of constables referred to in (1) abo

tor operational purposes the “Police Service of Northe

(3} The body of constables known as the Royal
Constabulary Reserve shail continue in being as the |
Northern Ireland Reserve (incorporating the Royal Ulste:
Reserve).

(4) The body of constables referred to in subsecti
styled for operational purposes “The Police Service of N«

Clause 69, page 33, line 21, at end insert —

“operational purposes” means all working, public, legal and ceremonial
pUuUrposes.
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[ have been asked to circulate for comment the attached draft letter wh oh (he
Scecretary of State proposes to issue tomorrow to Northern Ireland Part.

the Assembly does not resolve the flags issue.

¢

Saralb Todd

S TODD : J\,\Q l[
J

Private Secretary

B 280

ees PS/Mr Howarth (B&L) - C
PS/PUS (B&L) - O
Ar Watkins - O
Mr Kelly - O
Mr Maccabe - O
Mr Brooker - O
Mr Crawford - O
Mr Johnston ~ O
Mr Sawers, No 10




LETTER TO ALL NORTHERN IRELAND PARTY LI

FLYING OF FLAGS AT GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

| understand that at the n recent meeung of the Executive Conmumitic
a discussion of policy on the flyi ing of flags at Government bui illdings, o1 the basis of
a report from a sub-committee of the Executive. ] believe that it did nct prove

possible to reach agreement.

During the passage of the Flags (Northern Ireland) Order 2000, I inchcated that, if

such an eventuality arose, [ would be willing to use the powers conicr g by the

Order t¢ make regulations regulating the flving of flags at Government ildings

As a first step, | am writing to seek vour views on e coverage of and conrent of any

regulations. Since the Order requires that, betfore making regulatio:is. : snould
refer a draft to the Assembly and consider dany report received from e [ do not
now expect regulations to be made until alter the s, ummer recess. But n drawing

up proposals it would help me to have your views.

The issues on which it would be particularly useful to have views arc-

The extent to which regulation should require or prevent the fi

partcular flags;

As regards the Union Flag, the nature of any duty under whicl: iy s

responsible for Government buildings should be

The days in the year on which there snould be an obligation to {iv «+

Flag; and




The bujidmgs to be covered by any regulations.

“Ot want my own actions to he a substitute for continuing d;
| barties and > that it stjj might be possibje (0 promote & cormernc
[ beli to achieve, wirh willingness gn 41 s

' z‘ur\.vard, and [ would CNCoUrage Cveryone to conrin:

I shouid be grateful if 4 Tésponse to th;

S letter could reach T s rin

PETER Ma NDELSON

TOTAL F.B83




PRIV OFF STORMOL
CONFIDENTIAL - POLICY

From PS/Secretary of State
S July 2000

T
e

gHite

m 7
POLICE (NI) BILL - MEETING WITH SEAMUS MALLON pc/ .

)

The Secretary of State met Seamus Mallon vesterday in Parliament By
him through the clause on the Police Service title. Brian Barrington, Mr Jeffrey and |
were also present. The meeting towards the end became somewhat acrimonious, with
Mallon adamant that the proposed clause was unacceptable to him. A private word
between him and the Secretary of State afterwards restored a degree of equilibrium but,
AS You Know, attempts yesterday evening to devise o revised version reflec ing Mi
Mallon’s points while also acceptable to the Unionists could not be prog:

the unavailability of David Trimble. As a result, after talking to Mr Ing;

agreed not to table Government amendments last night and these will nos

dealt with during Report.

2. Mr M

allon, after noting that the SDLP had met Adam Ingram the previous day
passed across a note of outstanding issues on the Bill from their perspe

»)J/\. i

formed the basis of a brief discussion:

Emblems: Mallon and Barrington argued that Patten’s ‘neuwsi rality’

recommendation should be on the face of the Bili. The Secretary of State, after
noting that the SDLP ammendment went further than atten, made the point ¢
: the Bil] contradicted Patten, the relevant clauses being concerned

how decisions were made rather than what was decided,

Flags: Barrington argued for the SDLP amendment that the Union fia.
should not be flown on any police buildings. v of State said
that he understood the SDLP’s position, but it was simply too
inflammatory to introduce such a Provision in Drumecree wee]

observed that they had had no control over timing, which the

State accepted.

CONFIDENTIAL - POLICY
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UN Standards: Mallon observed that this was not an 1SS Uit

ditch over, and that it should be put to one side for the

discussion.

Appraisal Strategy: The Secretary of State noted that Min

receiving advice on the SDLP proposal that the Police Board

oversight of the Police Service’s appraisal strategy.

Majority Decisions: In a fairly vigorous exchange, Mallon

and Barrington

argued strongly for their suggestion that 8 members of the

and voting in favour of Initiating an inquiry should carry t

maintained that this went to the heart of issues like Hamill

if the SDLP were on the Policing Board in the event of such

arising again and were unable to obtain an inquiry, they

Secretary of State acknowledged the point, but made it clea

day.
and Finucane:
situation
The

> would

find it extremely difficult to defend such important decisions bei

1

without a majority of Board members being in favour. He

consider whether there was some other mechanism by which

concern that Board members abstaining for political reasons could

T

effectively block an inquiry could be met. (I would be grateful to know if

the Patten Team have had any thoughts on this arising from their

discussions with the SDLP ]

Criteria for halting Inquiries: lalion explained that their ¢

oncern here was

about the use of repeated Investigations to stop formal inquiries. The

Secretary of State pointed out that Tepetitious’ here was being us

quite different context, and suggested that the SDLP wait to sc«

proposed amendment.

Ombudsman: The Secretary of State made clear that HMG'’s position,

which the Ombudsman herself supported, would remain unchanged.

Qversight Commissioner: The Secretary of State confirmed that he

Commissioner would oversee the process of police reform.

This would be

the programme which Parliament had agreed. He could monito:

CONFIDENTIAL - POLICY
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liked but he could not require things to happen that did not have
Parliamentary approval. He certainly would not be conducting any general
oversight of policing, which were matters for the Policing Board and the

I

Ombudsman. Barrington maintained that Constantine | ad expressed
concerns about being ‘constrained’, but was unable to provide details
when pressed by the Secretary of State. (Mallon commented i1 passing, a
little ungraciously, that he would not have chosen Constantine, who

seems to have ‘a rather large ego’.)

3 The discussion then turned to the issue of the name. The Secretar: of State took
Mallon through the clause and the rationale for it: the title of the new ser ice would be
PSNI; Trimble and Maginnis now accepted that this would be the title for -1 practical
purposes: at the same time HMG wished to make it clear, in line with Partten, that the
RUC was not being disbanded; Maginnis’ amendment was defective and would have to
be corrected, which would also provide the opportunity to make it absolutely clear that
PSNI would be the title effectively for all purposes. The SDLP amendment did not
address the non-disbandment point, while there were harder line proposals from the

official opposition and Hunter/Thompson. By amending Maginnis’ amendiment there

was a real prospect of separating the Unionists from the Conservatives.

=3 Mallon replied that the clause was unacceptable. ‘Styled’ should be replac
known as’, and ‘operational purposes’ by ‘all purposes’. The Secretary of State
explained that HMG’s amendments would achieve this, but in a way that would help
the Unionists overcome their deep-rooted opposition to the proposal. Mallon argued
that this was not how it would appear to their supporters, or how it would be presented
by others. He agreed that Sinn Fein had no intention of endorsing the Bill or
supporting the new Police Service. He was not prepared to put the SDLP in a no win
situation which Sinn Fein could exploit. A circular discussion along these

continued for a short while, with some increasingly sharp exchanges. The Secretar

State then adjourned the meeting for a brief political conversation with Malion,

5 In light of this discussion, and the clear indications that the Irish Government

-Were upping the ante on the issue, presumably in conjunction with Sinn Fein, the
Secretary of State concluded that it would be best if possible to get Mallon on board for

our overall approach by amending the clause, if this could be done without losing the

o

Unionists. You and legal advisers rapidly came up with some options. As Trimble was

in transirt, however, it was not possible to run these past him, and the Secretary of

CONFIDENTIAL - POLICY
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State decided that it would not therefore be possible to show Mallon in writing what an
amended clause might look like, as he had requested. After speaking to Mr Ingram at
around 7.15 pm, it was agreed that the Government amendment should not be tabled

that evening. The Secretary of State noted that we would need to consid

handle the Maginnis amendment, which was to be pressed to a vote

6. The Secretary of State had a brief phone conversation with David Trimble earlier

this morning, primarily about Drumecree. The discussion of the Bill was acrimonious,

=
o2

1

with Trimble accusing the Secretary of State of preparing to ‘betray’ himn over the title.
He conciuded by saying that it was not he (Trimble} that HMG needed to convince but
John Taylor, who had received letters not only from the Secretary of State but from

Trimble also. (Taylor is thought to be out of the country: the Secretary of State is not

at the moment minded to try and track him down.)

/7724 Perry

N P PERRY
PS/Secretary of State
@ (B) 28110

(L) 6462

PS/Secretary of State (B&L) - O
PS/Mr Ingram (B&L) - O
P5/Mr Howarth (B&L) - O
PS/Mr Pilling (B&L) - O

Mr Watkins - O

Mr Jeffrey - O

Mr Leach - O

Mr Kelly - O

Mr Sawers, No 10
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On 2 March 1978 Mr John Joseph Fusco lately of 161 Whiterock Road,
Belfast, was charged by police with offences of possession of a firearm and
membership of a proscribed organisation. On 19 September 1977, Mr Fusco
was granted bail by the High Court. On 13 October 1978, he failed to appear
for his remand at Belfast Magistrates’ Court.

On 24 August 1978, a direction issued from the Department of Public
Prosecutions for Northern Ireland to the Chief Constable to prosecute Mr
Fusco on indictment for one offence of possession of a rifle and ammunition
with intent, one offence of possession of a rifle and ammunition in
suspicious circumstances, one offence of possession of a revolver in
suspicious circumstances and one offence of belonging to a proscribed
organisation.

I have been informed by the Department of Public Prosecutions for Northern
Ireland that having consulted with the Royal Ulster Constabulary and having
given careful consideration to the evidence currently available the
Department has concluded that there is no reasonable prospect of conviction
of Mr Fusco in respect of the offences directed on 24 August 1978 for
prosecution against him. A direction for no prosecution issued to the Royal
Ulster Constabulary on 5 July 2000 and the Department of Public
Prosecutions for Northern Ireland has written to the solicitor who was on
record for Mr Fusco in 1978 to so inform him.




The decision on Fusco is not an amnesty as if fresh evidence were to emerge,
including admissions from Fusco himself, it is possible that the evidential
test would have to be reconsidered and a different decision may be reached.

It is not known whether Fusco is wanted for questioning by any police force
in the United Kingdom in relation to any other offence or whether his
extradition may be sought by another country for any offence but the
Department of Public Prosecutions for Northern Ireland is presently unaware
of any such interest and has sought information from police in that regard.
If there were to be outstanding offences or requests for extradition these
would, of course, have to be dealt with in the usual way.

Z)vaw l/wq“f/
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I attach a letter from Adams.

He has called me several times complaining about lack of
progress, and how hard it will be to sell a further CBM to his activists when we
are seen to have reneged on our promises. I have been able to give him one
further case, John Fusco (see attached letter from Attorney General).

I have arranged to meet him on 19 July in Belfast. He wants to know then what
we are going to do on OTRs at the end of July, when we are going to move the
legislation on disqualification and House of Commons facilities and whether we
are going to take further steps on de-militarisation.

At the moment I will be going there to face charges of reneging on our promises
and with very little good news to give him. Peter’s view is they do not want to do
any more on decommissioning anyway and they are just looking for excuses not
to proceed. I am worried that we are giving them the excuses to pull the second
CBM in September or at least make a real drama out of it. I suspect they do have
problems with their people, who will be saying look, we told you the perfidious
Brits would cheat and fail to deliver once we had delivered the CBM.

On Patten we will be alright if we can get SDLP support crucially on the name.
If not, that will give Sinn Fein an excuse.

On OTRs I doubt we are going to get Rita O’ Hare or indeed any other cases
before August. All we will be offering is legislation some time next year to allow
some of the OTRs to come back and to drop the extradition cases. That puts us in
the ridiculous position that if these people came home now and went to jail most
of them would be out by the end of July. But if they go down this route they
can’t come back for at least another couple of years.

On demilitarisation I have bullied the army into doing Crossmaglen at the
beginning of August and they have done the recce we asked for. But we will need
further steps in September, including in South Armagh, which we should be
planning now.

CONFIDENTIAL
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And on legislation the business managers do not plan to move either of the

measures till the spill-over in October.

The only way to resolve all this will be for you to speak to Peter. I suggest we

should aim for:

motion on House of Commons facilities before the summer break and
announcement that the disqualification bill will be moved in the Lords

in October,

- Peter to talk to military about further demilitarisation measures for late

September if further CBM has happened.
OTRs: Peter and AG to discuss some way to ensure that this can be
resolved by the end of July, so that people are not worse off than if

they came back.

Patten: get SDLP on board.

Perhaps you could mention these points to him when you speak to him over the

weekend. /
Q\{ :

JONATHAN POWELL

CONFIDENTIAL
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DESK IMMEDIATE

PS/Mr Ingram (B&L) -

PS/Mr Pilling (B&L) - e

Mr Jeffrey - e

Mr watkins - e

Mr Hawker - e

Mr Kelly - e

Mr Leach - €

Mr Maccabe - e

Mr Webb - e o

Mr Moody - e 2
Mr Sa s, NO 10 M’/_
(by fax 020 7839 9044)

PS/Secretary of State (B&L) - €
DRUMCREE UPDATE (AS OF 0700 HOURS WEDNESDAY 5 JULY 2000)

Security

115 All roads are now open, although there were 104 blockages at
various times overnight (particularly by women and children) and vehicles
hi-jacked and set on fire. Trouble was fairly widespread, but particularly
centred on Belfast and Drumcree, where total numbers peaked at about 500
and the police deployed water cannon. Whilst there was some deterioration
in the situation compared to last night, the security forces remain well in
control. No RUC Commanders requested additional forces and the Army has
not yet been deployed in significant numbers to support the police.

CJ

INVESTOR IN PEOFLE
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In Belfast there were four shooting incidents and the police
returned fire in two of them, One plastic baton round was fired when a
police vehicle was rammed in Cambrai Street. There were a couple of
vehicles hi-jacked (Glenmachan Street, Lower Castliereagh Road) and the
Sydenham by-pass was blocked. The police were petrol bombed in Cambrai
Street and a petrol bomber was struck by a police landrover in Glenmachan
Street. They made three arrests.

3. At Portadown, where numbers peaked at some 500, the focus was
on Drumcree Bridge. The police came under attack from acid syringes and
three blast bombs. Twenty-four police officers were injured. They used
water cannon to create distance and have so far made four public order
arrests.

Forward Look

4. In Drumcree, the security forces intend to put the crowd control
obstacles and other physical security measures in place today. Fourteen RUC
mobile security units will be deployed tonight as last night.

5. In Belfast, there is a march tonight by the Ballynafeigh District
(5 bands, 650 people expected). It has been confined to the Upper Ormeau

Road, and has been associated with trouble in the past.

Public Information

6. Following up the Chief Constable's interviews yesterday, today the
RUC intend to show the range of offensive weapons used against the police.

@,

INVESTOR IN PROPILE
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%e Army will follow up tomorrow by a briefing for selected correspondents
to Mahon road barracks to show the extent of the forces still in reserve.

Lines to take

Deplore and condemn violence overnight. This does nothing but
harm to the Orange Order and damage to everyone's well-being in
Portadown and more widely in Northern Ireland.

The Parades Commission have indicated clearly the way forward to
restore calm and achieve local agreement. Urge the Orange Order
to give the most serious consideration to what the Commission and
its Chairman, Tony Holland, have proposed.

overnight, the security forces have been subject to petrol and blast
bombs, fireworks, catapults firing ball bearings, acid syringes and

laser pointers [as used in presentationsl. This is thuggery.

Nevertheless, all roads are now open. The security forces are
resolute and have the situation in hand.

If yesterday's show of strength by Johnny Adair and LVF raised

As the Chief Constable has said, he is giving these issues careful
consideration. | understand he is preparing advice.

[&gneJ: S usan ScAo[é/w/J]

SUSAN SCHOLEFIELD
SHA & 27028

)
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FROM{) BRIAN SMITH
DUTY OFFICER
5 JULY 2000

TO: PS/ISECRETARY OF STATE (B&L)

Copies to:

PS/Mr Ingram (B&L) Mr Jackson Mr McCourt

PS/Mr Howarth (B&L) Liaison Ashley Ray
PS/PUS (B&L) Director Dr J Milligan (DAD)
PS/Mr Semple Mr Crawford Ms C Tuhey (DAD)
Mr Watkins Mr McCusker Mr D Brett (DAD)
Mr Jeffrey Mr Brooker Ms J Wilkinson

Mr Halward Mr Priestly Central Press Office
Mrs Brown Mr Snowdon Mr Marsden

Mr Leach Mr Keown SPOB

Mr Kelly Parly Section Mr Gilbert

Mr White Mr Sloan Ms Rogers

Mr Stephens Mr Stevenson Mr J Carron

Miss Scholefield Ms Turner, BIS via RIR Mr E Kingsmill

Mr Lindsay Mr Margetts Ms C Salters

Mr Maccabe Mrs Todd

Mrs Collins Mrs Sear By Fax
Mr J Sawers, No 10 - 020 7839 9044

SITUATION REPORT FOR THE PERIOD: 0700 HOURS TUESDAY 4 JULY TO
0700 HOURS WEDNESDAY 5 JULY 2000

SECURITY

Drumcree related incidents

Gtr Belfast 2 x roads blocked at Donegall Pass at junction Ormeau Road.
1728 hrs 50 peaceful protesters. Crumlin Road at junction Agnes Street and Cliftonpark
Avenue — will disperse in 1 hour.

Drumcree 100 x protesters - all quiet — no violence at present.
1950 hrs
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