ARREST POLICY FOR P‘RUDBBTAMS
ghowing n€ the paper annexed to your
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2. 1 agree that the object should simply be to define 2@
category of arrest targets on the 'Protostant side corres nding

Ce This category ghould comprise
officers and members of protestant Orgsnisation_s which are pot only

tive terro o
tifies dif!erantiating petween the Provisional
and the official IRAs, and should also ve the eriterion for gingling
out those Protestants who snould fall within the ambit of the

do not. So far as 1 am &wWare, at
tne present time thie means only those Protestants who are officers
in or members of the UVF, which is also illegal. 1¢ any other
Ptotestant [y anisation ig not ooly gerrorist but engaged in
active terrorisn, it ghould be treated, pres\mably, in precieely
the same W&y as the Provisional and the UVF, and also be
declared illegal.

3 1n that case 1 would have thought that the only anendments
poeded to the existing arrest policy categories would oe bY way of
insertion of "or "“after wprovisional TRA" in C. . Add
jn due course nofficial IRA" if and wheo that body ipn addition to
veing gerrorist and illegal actually reswnes terrorist activity.

Add also awy Proj:estant organisation in a gimilax category-

4. ‘ 8 A ]
objection to Protestant ten'orists" _which strikes me as veing

VA, Or is this all too simple for some reason which escapes me?
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