
I l 

f 
f , 

© PRONI CENT/3/5A 

· · :;n/:s 
PS/PU 

- · -_ .. r ' ~- ....... - . -.: .. , 
C . .. . ... '"\' , .. : '. .";' , .... 

\w-c:J.·· -

cc:-PS/Secretary of tatc(LlB) - K 

l6lL 
20 DECJ985 

PS/Mr Scot t (Ll - H tI-
C J> S ~ B 1 OOITIf l:.r· PF:....-- _ K ?-) 

Hr BrennAn 
Hr St.ephens - K 
Hr lnnes - M 
)Ole Chester-ton 
Mr M £lliot.t. - M 
Hr Gilllland - N 
Hr Bell 
.!o4t Bla:::k""ell - tot 

TELEPHONE; CALLS BI::T~'l:EN THE S£CRETARY OF STATE NW NR BARRY 

20 ODC£~BE~ 1985 

The S~cr~tary of State telephoned )4r fiaer)' c-3Tlier today to 5 .. ' 

that in the li9ht. of the curI'ent level of threat in Northern l:-eland, 

steps w~re being taken to increas~ OUT effOlt on the security front; 

and Christ)l',as leave hl:ld been cdncelled for r&any Arn,y uni ts. Secu!'i ty 

co-operAtion ~cross the border was vital in these cirCUMStances 3n~ 

the secretary of Stdte hoped that for tl.~ir part the Irish would do 

everything possible to step up their effol·tS. This was ol~o the 

Prir.le Minl.sterts view; sho was looking from ;>Qsitive gestures fro!!! 

n. Repuhl ic as f'vldence of their- 900d lntentions. 

2. ~r Bolrry replied that hu Wl\S very concerned itbout t.he sec;,:rity 

51 tuat lon in the l\orth ar.d ~ould find out ~'ha t ight ~ don ft"om 

his 5ide. ne wo~ld S ak H. Hr Notman. lie ploC'ee",od to ~5k h"ll 

details of the position on the 21 convlct~d 1n the supergrass trial 

and the tl.lngcr strike. He was very loKlrricd llbout the pros~cts for 

an escalatIon of the hUH9cr .atrike In the face of delays over 

ppeals. There was a case for calling a special ~eetlng of the 

Conf l"CllC'C t.o <HSCU5S t.he issue, perhap5 within the next couple of 

days. It wa left that tt/ere would be a further telephone conv~r­

s~tion 1n which Mr' Barry-would l~port on ~h3t now could be done 

on the curit.y front &lnd the Secretat'y of Stote would provide ne.., 

details of the hunger strjko ~nd give ~ conSidered view on the idea 

of A 5peC la1 eting at ~he Conference. 

3. In tho ~ccol\d telephone conversation, the Sllcr t~ry of State 

re;>orted that abcut t.al! of those convicted ln the triAl had $0 fit· 
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dlecl~d to appeal. One ~n had gone on hunger strike. It was net 

possible to be sanguine about the length of timo th3.t it 'Would take 

before the appeal, wero he~rd; the app~als had to be fair which 

lP.eant that full and accurate transcripts of the trials h~d to be 

aval1~~le end th~re wa, already a backlo9 of Cd~ to be heard. This 

pointed \.0 an interval of severcsl w£::eks at the \,CfY least before 

appeals "«>uld bo heard. 1\5 for ~ special IT'eet.ing of the Confer~nct!', 

the Secretary of State apprcciat~d that Lhe Irish regarded this as a 

very important. issue and one ilbout which there "''Quld be strong 

feelings in $cctions of the minor1.ty community in th~ Nort.h. However 

h~ did not favour a special meeting ot the Confer~nce. It could 

be interpreated as A p nic m~~surc ~nd create an a 0 phere of cri is 

in the No~th, ~hich would ~ ~ost unhelpful. The situation was 

confused a.nd a Confer .Ilee in the neKt couple of days would be meeting 

on the basi5 of inadequate and ill-prepared information. Also it 

was likely that nothing tangible would c~ne out of ~ meeting; this 

could dev~lu the Cone rence in the ~yes of th.e !tinor 1 ty. 1'h~ 

5cnsible approach would be to discuss the issue at the scheduled 

bf."et.ing in eelr ly Janaury. 

4. Mr Barry said tha.t he had all-eady cdrefully considered the 

~rgum9nt6 add~ced by the SecT~tary of State. However they were 

outwei9hed by the nee~ for the minority to see that the Confelcnc~ 

'Was working cnd had A 9rip of the important issues. ~'here hat! to 

be tonn01 recognition 1.n Confcrenct? terms of '""tat ,,'as a very s~no ... s 

problelR for t.he ~inorHy. 'fhl.s ",ent to t.ne roots of tt e ~llc s l ion 

of conticenco 1n the ~dmini~tr~ iOfi of justice on the part of the 

J:linority. 

~. The Seeret&ry of St~te remained fllrnly of the Vl&~ that a 

meetln9 before Chnst:f!\as 'Wa no~ on ft-OJl\ the prllctic~l point of 

vie" and becau$e of the ArSUJnent$ h~ adduced. H.r Barry said that 

he could IIIAnage a Jr.eeting on 2').. 28 or 30 December. The SeCl-etttry 

of State noted this without cOlMlitmcnt. 1 t ",'as le ft tha t bot h sidAs 

'QuId -take A rain "chec)c"-aftcr ChrlstrnLs to l -evi .... the situation. 

'With a vie'" to deciding whether a meetirg ~'llS necessary. 
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6. I ~ho\lld be gr~terful if I ""ould arrange for advice to be 

teJ\dered to th~ SeCI ct.o~)' of Stlltu by telephone 0.'''' 27 Decem~r. It 

shQuld covc~ the l~test slluation on the hunger 5trlkc, appeals, lhp 

lik.ely timing of Any lSppoals, the attitude of t.he Irish At that 

stage etc. It would be ~st. if ", .. hocver is tenderin9 t.he advice 

(1 gather that it i$ likely to be Mr Ste hens) were to telephone 

roe in the first instance. If there ~ to be a meeting ot the 

Conference then 30 Decel!lber is the rr.ost: f'ultable date from 'th~ 

secretary of State' pojnt of view. 1 ~m assuming that the meetin9 

would take place in London. lio",'evel· I .hould stress that the 

secretary of State's firm view i& that there should ~ be a speclal 

~cetin9 of the Conference b fore the m~etin9 scheduled for January_ 

J A DAlUELL 
Pliv~tc S~Cte a~y 

20 December 198~ 
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TELEPHONE CALLS IlE'I'WEEN THE StCRETARV OF S"fAn; ANO KR BAIUty 
20 DECEMBER 1985 

ay I ofter a C~ nt on the suqge tion, reported in 

HI D~niell'sinute of 20 Dece~r. that there should be A 

special tiog of the Anqlo-trlsh Confelence about the 

-Kirkpatr1ck- CAse •• 

I qather from Hr Oaniell's note that, althou9h Hr 81ackwell'. 

earlier note of today reported that ~ of the ~en had y.t 

formally appealed, about half of th m are now Known to have 

done so. Tho8 cases are now, ther~fore, a9aln aub judlce. 

It appeax. from Hr 81Ackw 11's note that the quick procesa1nq 

ot th~ir appeals .ill in part depend upon the <}oodwill of the 

Lord Chief Justice. GIven what we know of Lord Lowryts 

senslt.iviti S o.bout the Ag r Client, I should have thought thAt 

It would be positiv~ly counter-productive to have n inevitably 

public tinq of the Confer ne which he and othe~. would 

perceive a encourag'l.ftg Irish intervention in the judicial 

proc sa. Of course, w co ld s y that the meetl.ng was not 

bout th&t but about way of handling the bUDget stTlke which 

as a leg1t1 ate 

would belIeve us? 

tter of public concern. But hov ~ny 

1 hould have lho\l9ht that, although thiS is • Kl.5tter on which 

we should li5t~n to Irish nxi~tles and do what we CAn to 

re $ute theft, it. is in ntly one to b pursued info~lly 

nd privately throu~h the Secretariat. 

n- ' ~ 
A J ~;REIiIWl 
20 Oec er 1985 
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