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RREST POLICY FOR FROTESTANTS _€B

1. We spoke this morning about your minute bf 11 December,
ws(Arey) 640/72.

2. Your argument is certeinly valid to the extent that, if and when
<t is decided to arrest "loyalist™ extremiste for the epecific
purpose of detairing them, it is agreed to go for 2nycne holding a
leaderchip position or office in particuier organis-tions such as the
UVF: on the ground that those organisetions - whether or nct they
happen to bte proscribed - ore clearly engaged in terrorirm, To this
extent, as you say, one need only irnsert the name of the orge~nisation
or organisations concerned next after "she Provisionzl IRA™, (¥Yhetner
the intelligence is svailabdble to idertify such officerc of loyalist
organis&tions, and in due covrse to eatisfy a Commiesioner that they
should be detained, is & sepsrate point - vhich we are currently
purpouing with XIO.S

3. The difficulty which faces anyone trying to draft an errest Felicy
Tor loyalist extremists stems from the position of the UDA, A& you
know, this body covers a wige spectrur of opinion and activity extending
from, &t one end, deep tnvclvement in UVF-type thuggery to, ot the
other end, comparatively harnlecs vigilante nctivity and pelitical
activisa, Our present policy is apocificolly aimed at isolatirg

d the more extreme elements within the UDA from the remainder: end it
seems very doubtful if, st any time during the pericd up to and
including the pudlicaticn of the ¥White Paper, we would vent 2s a

i metter of choice to mep up all the office-bearery in the UD:, Cn the

' other hand, we might well wich to rwll in for detention, together with

', the UVF etc, those of the UDA leaders who are known oy svapected to de
implicated in terrorism,

L. (There is no exact parallcl on the Repubdblican side., There are of
coursc fringe bodies such as the CZ%A some of whoze members are
suspected of complicity in terrorism: but these bodiee are not comparabl.
in size and importance with the UDx.)

5. Hence, I believe, the attempts to produce a formula which does not
depend on membership of any particular orgenisstion. I agree thot

the wording sugpested in panr 6 of the Civil Advirer's drs{t paper 1s
not ideal, But the only slternative T can see would be to start by
mentioning, o8 = calegory, known “"officers” of the UVF (snd eny other
loyaliat orgenisation which js cleavly terrorist through and through)
and then to &dd nawed individusls vho sre wanted Tor terrorism bui

are not Xnown to be members of onc of those organisstions. This
alternative would have its advantages bul aleo, I think, scme drawbocka,
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