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Mr Cl.nk , f'I D, f'CO 

~e agreed at ou~ meet.inq ~ith the Foreian Office ~nd 

the Dublin F.mba,;sy on 1 March, that we should seek t.he 

s~c-retary of St:a.te's aqi-eement to p.rovidinq Irish Governntent 

officials in confidence ~ith background information abou~ 

the Stl:'abane shooting inc-iuent, and that. we should look 

for further such opportunties for briefinc:? in the future. 

2. We were clear al our .meeting thal it -'Ould not be 

possible publicly to respond t.o .representation~ about. 

sec:uri ty incidents other than to s.:iy that enquiries were 

proceeding. nut we recognised th~t this r~spon~c was 

irivariably ill-received, hoth by the minority in Northern 

Ireland, and by the Irish Government. The position was 

co:npoundcd when the Irish Government were tempted into 

m.:,.king robust public statera&nts ~bout incidents before the 

full facts were known. We considcrc<l that it w~s possible 

on occasio.ns to draw toqether £ewe information at least 

on securi~y incidents - ~,rticularly those which had 

att~ac~ed a good deal of public att~ntio~ and criticism. 

Jn such cases it would help our relutions with the Irish, 

~nd ~iqht encourage th(!ffl to take a l'ftQrc Tcsponsible public 
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attitude 1! -we were able to pa5S on such information 

to th<:$1 1.n con!1denc:-t . ~ 1- Stimsoi1 frou, ou r Dublin EM.bassy 

1;.0a s sat,isfied th"1t he would be .able to dc~,lo" it 

cifectively, and inake it clear that we could 

o~ly act in this way if it ""3S tre~lcd in the ~trictest 

co:-1 f ider-,ce . 

') _, . We noted that the Secr~l<lq' of Sti'tte h.,1d told the Foreign 

Seeret.a.ry t .h<1 t he hoped tr.3t 3Jditior.a i in~arr:-,.;) ~ion micht 

be provide--d about the St.r3ba.ne shr,oting . He a(?rce-d th.at 

Uns ,aight provide~ suitable opportunity to cl ea r our 

~eneral Approach with the Se-cret.dry of State . 

4 . Accor d i ny l~, I atta c h a dra ft submiss ion. _I shoulq \At 
be grateful for vh~"-'S on it from )' OU and c<"lpy rec ipient.s. 

I should be grateful too if you could prep,1.re a draft of 

the sort of info~tion we can p,-ovid.e on th~ Stn1bane 

incident..a together with t.he cav~.ats which will be necessary. 

If this wer~ in the form of a response to the recent 

telegraJD from ~he Dublin /Unbassador, that would be very 

helpful. lf you agree. I hope that ~c miqht reeeive any 

contributions to this submission by mid<Uty on 7 Ma~ch. 

J H LYON 

4 - March 1985 
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REPP.ESENTATlONS f'R()~ Tl-ff l RlSH GO\'ER}.:MfNT 

Thank you for your nole o! February about t.he 

Secretary of State's wish theit 'WC shou1o depq with 

t h e Ir i sh Government !:501l1e furthe r j nforrnation a bout: 

the inciden t in Strab~ne on February when t.he 

security forces shot and killed three terrorists. 

Our Altibas~at.lor in Dublin had suc;;,gestc<l that information 

that. t.he guns held by the terrorists were cocked and 

th.,t. t.hey were no ·more them 10 inetres from the security 

forces when shot could be ~ffec tively deployed. 

We hdve considered these suqqestions in the wider 

context of our h.Andling of rcpresent~ttons from the DFA 

in consultation with collea9ucs in nclfast, the PCO and 

our Embassy in DQ.blin. 

3. The Irish Government. in the form of Mr Sorry or 

on other occasia\S of~icials in the Ocpart1ne.nt of Foreicm 

Aff~irs, have Ma.de a nun\ber of reprc&entations to us 

1n recent JnOnths abou~ certain incidents involving the 
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s.ecurit.y forces. Some ha"•e attracted a aood deal of 

9ress attention ar,d 1rish represcnt.ations have been 

m.:s dc in high key. For txam?l~ , the. death of John Downes 

on 12 Auqcst. Othtcs, such as ~he SLrab~nc ~hooting, 

h2vc be-en handled rather Rlore qvle-tly by the Irish. 

There are other indi'--·idual inc1de-nts <'l!legf'-dly involvi.n9 

the securi~y forces ~hlch have not come to p~blic notice : 

these i.ncli.lde the represent.at.ions gen£-ratcd as a result 
...... ~'• 

0f Fathe r( foyle ' :)ne~sp.aper anvertisement 

c~scs to ~'S"'Sed to Dubl i n. 

asking for 

4. The U~ Government have acce pted that the Irish 

Government 1nay make reprc~entatio~s to us, and ~e have 

said that we will listen to their vi~s and respond. 

The Secretary of State J:M.cle this clear in his press 

briefin9 following the Novanber summit, and repeated it 

in a number of subsequent speeches. Both he and the 

Foreign Secretary, however, t.old Mr Barry when they aa.t 

him on .0 Fehruuy t:hdt. $'tr.ider,t. pub) ic representations 

only made more difficult the process of developing 

cooperat:ion \Iii~ the Republic. While Mr Barry made 

cleaT that he would continue to respolld to secur1ty 

incidents r he promised to do so i.n future 1n a JftOre 

level t:one where po$sihle. It. is too e~rly to say whet.he1· 

that co~~itment will be met, but th~re arc some signs 

that the m~ssage may have been heed~, ~l~o, we ~now that 

t .he DFA by no P1Cans ~ss on II l l the r~p.rescnt:atiC>f's t.hey 
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:>. \\'here the lrish Gr.:n..1,~rnrt.ent make representations 

on b~h.1l f of in(lividuals about sp~ifi c allesations 

involving the ~ecurity forc?s, they ~ust be dealt with 

t.nrough U1c no:rm.11 comp laints machinery. Other contro

versja 1 incidents involving the sccu1· ity forces .must also 

be investiqateo by the polic-e in the normal way . These 

enguirie.s can inevitably tfi},e ~ very long tit:'le. The 

~per s on t.he- Downes enquiry , for eX1'mple, ~re only n01,i 

"'7ith t .he Director of Public Prosec,..itions. l t "'--ould be 

unrea list ic , however, t.o iD\lig inc that the complex enquiries 

which are often needed could be sig-nific~nt.ly speeded up 

and form~l state.ments on cases on the basis of i~perfect 

i.nf onnat ion would unacceptably jeopardise t.he conduct 

pr(') :.J•!iCc.·: the! 
and/'.'inal conclusions of the enquirie-s. and snight well 

prove politically embdrrassin~. 

6. We consid~rr therefo~e, that our fon-.al line on the 

receipt of represenu.tions ~bout security incidents frOlll 

the Irish Government. ~ust be thbt the relev4nt enquiries 

arc being m4de by the pol i.cc. But ~ need to do everythinq 

we can to enc.ouraqc the Irish to t~ke a responsible 

a~titude. Their public c~nts c~n inflal'!te opinion 

in Hort.hem lreland and make mon~ difficult. t.he task. 

of improving relations 111ith the Rept.1blic. We believf: 

th~t the lrisb would be rccer~1ve to receiving informally 

any additional early 11'lfon-aat.ion "'e may have about ~n 

incident, and would .be prepar~d to treat that infonn.ation 

in confidence. lf we were to act in thi5 woy, we believe 

that the Irish mi~ht be t.he more ready to t:e1uper their 
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public s t.at eroen-t s., .;, nc ""e would h.,i vc a bct.l e1 vork i.ng 

r e l a t, i ons hi p ""i t h t h ~1 • 

7 .. We propose, therefore, th~t in appropriate cases, 

\..+e should bt:: prepared t.o pass cm any svitc.ble ,information 

we may have to the Dcblin Embassy Ln confidence, and 

t_hat they shn1..ild hc?vc discretion to l'h .. ,w on t.h.is information 

i.f they judge it will be helpful ilnd if the)' are satisfied 

th~t its confid€ntiality will be r~spe-cte-d , We are 

unli kely t o have u s e ful infonna~i o n ! or all cs s e s1 but 

ruay b e able to draw t oqether p lll>li'!i..hcd ard informal 

i n formation on some of t.he 1nor~ controversial incidents_ 

8. If t h e Secretary of Stat~ agree s. therefore. we 

p ropose to s e nd the at.t.«!chcd t .cl e:<JTa"' t.o Duhl in about. 

the Strabane s hooting. That ,nakes cle~r that the 

infonr,at.ion is not for public use. It also advh,es 

the Embassy not to <lraw the conclusion tf~t t.his 

necesscrrily justifies the action of t.he security forces, 

or that, where c1rcumstanc~s a~c different (for example 

where unarmed t:e.rrorist~ were $hot or guns were uncocJc..ed) . ' 

the security forces necrssarlly acted unreasonably. 

9. 1 should be 9~atcful t.o know wh~ther the Secretary 

of State is content that we should send~ telegraa on 

the lines of the att~ched Annex; •nd th•t we should in 
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fut u re loo~, for other opportun1t1es where 

we may be abl€' to prov.ide b a c.kqroun<l briefing 

t o Irish Governraent represent.at.1ves in conf.ldence 

on 1::.art..icllla r securi ty incldt:"1H:s . 

JM LYON 

March 1985 

Encl 
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