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Preface

The purpose of this study was to determine the effects

of troops in a terrorist situation. To accomplish this

study, the significant events in Northern Ireland since

1969 which involved the British Army and the Irish

Republican Army were chronicled.

Presently, terrorism is a major problem facing

governments. Terrorists force governments to expend

resources to counter their attacks. By determining the

effects of troops against terrorists, insight can be gained

that will aid in formdlating future anti-terrorist policies

involving troops.

In closing, I would like to acknowledge the assistance

of my thesis advisor, Dr. Craig Brandt. His assistance and

guidance was greatly appreciated.

Kenneth S. Hahn

II



Table of Contents

Page

Pre face . .................. ...................... .... ii

Abstract .... ........................................ iv

i. Introduction ................................. 1

II. Literature Review ............................ . 5

iII. Body of Research ............... ............. 19

Irish History ............................ 19
IRA Goals ................................ 26
British Goals ............................ 28
Significant Events Since 1969 ............ 30
Initial Troop Intervention - 1969 ........ 30
Internment Without Trial - 1971 ............ 32
"Bloody Sunday" - January 30, 1972 ...... 35
Operation Motorman - July 31, 1972 ....... 38
Lord Mountbatten's Assassination and

Warrenpoint - 1979 .................. 43
Hunger Strikers - 1981 ................... 46
Attempted Assassination of

Prime Minister Thatcher - 1984 ... 48
Newry Police Station - February 1985 49
Enniskillen Bombing - November 1987 ...... 50
Dungannon Ambush - August 1988 ............. 51

IV . Analysis ..................................... 52

IRA Goal Attainment ...................... 52
British Goal Attainment .................. 54
Effects of British Troops ................... 56
Other Contributing Factors .................. 60

V . Conclusions .................................. 65

Appendix A: Deaths Caused By The IRA ................. 68

Bi bliography ... ............................... ....... 69

V it . ...... . ... ..... ... . ..... .. ...... ... ... ... .. ... .. 75



AFIT/GSM/LSM/89S-i.4

Ab s t r act.

The purpose of this study was to determine the effects

British troops have had while countering the Irish

Republican Army (IRA). The study involved the following

research objectives. First, te rrorism and the IRA as a

terrorist organization was defined to form a basis for tile

research. Following these definitions, tha Irish history,

the IRA goals, and the British goals were discussed. After

the British goals were defined, the significant events

involving British troops or the IRA were reviewed to

identify effects. Finally, the effects of the British Army

and any contributing factors in the Northern Ireland

situation were outlined.

The study founca that troops can have a wide variety of

effects. In particular, this study found three major

effccts of troops. First., troops can prevent a civil war.

Second, the Army can contain the level of violence created

by a terrorist group but not totally defeat the

. rganj zation. Final ly, by mishand I i ng si tuat i.ons and

implementing unpopular policies, troops can aLienate the

comufl i- ty

III conjunction wi th the find i-Ig.s on T-he effects of the

mit ita ry , the re were se ve ral.t con t. rl b u in g fa(: Lo rs no ted

It was n)t d that. public support was necessary f. r

i V



successful. mi.l.i tary operations tand tio actions should be

taken to avoid alie.nation of the public. First, troops

should be trained to handle civil diJsturbances so mistakes

can be avoided. Second, governments shoulld revi ew the

public sensitivity to a policy before implementing the

policy,

Finally, this research report noted that governments

can use troops to show resolve and determination not to bow

to terrorist pressures.

9i
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A CASE STUDY: THE EFFECTS

OF THE BRITISH ARMY AGAINST

THE IRISH REPUBLICAN ARMY

I. Introduction

General Issue

In thie last two decades, terrorist. attacks have in-

creased and become a major world problem. Terrorists have

not only caused damage and many deaths but have caused

governments to increase the dedicated resources to counter

their attacks (43:9). Unfortunately, governments do not

have unlimited resources available to fight this threat,

aad "terrorists have caused governments to expend resources

out of proportion to the actual threat pos3ed" (40:1;43:1).

Acccrdingly, governments should use efficient and effective

plans to handle terrorism.

Research F.roblem

The focus of this research will be to analyze the

intervention and use of British troops in Northern Ireland

to counter the attacks of the l[rish Republican 1\rmy (lRA).

This case study will high.Light. the overall effect.s

t. oops have had on the, irternal security of Nor't.herrl

1 r I and a I,(f 0 tor, fi; the (, f fec t t. roop iI rte r tk t. r ion ha

had whi tIo :--ou t.. r i ng the I RA



Scope of the Research

Although terrorist acts have occurred for many decades,

the bulk of the literature on the topic has been written in

the last two decades. For example, the Rand Corporation, a

research firm, was not commissioned until 1973 by the United

States government to perform research on terrorism

(40:1). In addition, British troops were not introduced

until 1969 to control rioting in Northern Ireland

(28:47;56:1). Therefore, this research effort will

concentrate on literature written and relative to the

British government's placement of troops in Northern Ireland

after 1969.

Research Objective

The object ive of this research is to determine the

effectq of placing British troops in Northern Ireland.

To do this research the following investigative questiStions

need to he answered.

1. What is terrorism?'

2. low do(es.; tho IRA fit. irnto thc O, t'init i (o , of

terrori sm?

3. What a-e the hi'storv, goakls, und obje('tive; )I* the,

I RA'

4. What. 'Ire the go lts of the trit. ish g(),"'1I~itit II

No thor I [ t,+, t tnld+.

5 W tet hW t f t,tt t t o Bt t i, t t I I H

Nki



6. Are there any contributing factors which affect the

countering of domestic terrorism?

Sequence of Presentation

Chapter 2 of this thesis will contain a literature

review. This chapter will start with a broad overview and

definition of terrorism. Following the overall definition

of terrorism, the various types of terrorist groups will be

discussed and categorized. Finally, chapter 2 will present

a brief discussion on the typical responses governm,-nts have

used against terrorism.

Chapter 3 1,ill contain the body of the research.

First, the history of the IRA will be discussed. Next, the

rel1at ionsh ip of how the IRA f its with the overAllt de f i n it i on

o f te rro i i sin and the goalIs o f the I RA w i 1 1 be out ) i med.

Final ly , the s ign it ficarit, evenit; invo Iv ins4 Br it i sh troo1).M inl

North~e rn Irtelrtrrv! f i-om I1969z to the presenit. wil 1i 1 be prSerli 'i.

(hnapt el 4' 1 i I 1 presetl I ft, e riat 1 s i S. F i r-- i t II W i 1 he.

dt t e 11 i md-( i f' I fit' t4-t 1 F I he hr I I i sh 4g ye I'iite nt 11n 1Ii HA

IIli\t' lh#'ni lntI S v I fiw (fIf, kt' ri I I-Al t t~j5 w i II

Ft ; iti~t I tI I' ij~ o nFi I I Irn t I I I Inle Iit- ft I e s I I t i w



Methodology

The primary source of data for this research will be

literature from professional journals such as Rand

Corporation reports and research documents from the Defense

Technical Information Center (DTIC). In addition, dccuments

and books from the Defense Institute of Security Assistance

Management (DISAM), the Air Force institute of Technology

library, the Wright State University library, and

interlibrary loans will be reviewed. Also, articles from

wire services, such as the United Press International, and

periodicals such as Newsweek, and Time will be used. Basc,

on the research, the effects of British troops to counter

domestic terrorism will be determined.



II. Literature Review

Justification of Research

A government has resources (money, the military,

foreign aid, and so forth); boundaries; goals (the economy,

internal security and so forth); and interacts with the

environment. The environment consists of organizations

outside of the government such as other countries,

corporations, and even terrorist groups. Governments do not

have unlimited resources available; therefore, effective and

efficient policies and plans must be developed to accomplish

their goals. In particular, effective and efficient

policies must be implemented when outside organizations such

as terrorist groups impede the accomplishment of the

government' s goals.

"Historically, terrorism has tended to be episodic"

(44:2). However, in Northern Ireland IRA terrorist

activities have been fairly constant since the 1970's

(30:1-2;44:8). Namely, the IRA has been consistent. in

strategy, tactics, and destructiveness (30:1-2). This

consistency "lives an opportunity to study the e'.fects of the

Bri. Li.'h government's pol icies to el iminate or counter thi.;

terrorist group. This case study wi Il focus on the policy

of Ip lacing Brit. i.sh troops in Northern Ireland to counter

t h- Iit.



Internal security is a l egitimate goal of any

government. Governments do not. have unilimited resources to

counter threats and terrorist groups that try to block the

a..complishment of this goal. l'hile the IRA is primarily a

problem for Northern Ireland and the Brit.ish government,

Great Britain is a western democracy similar to the United

States. Furthermore, Britain is; a free state, and it. is

trying to maintain that freedom while effectively countering

a terrorist threat. By examining a counter terrorist policy

of another Western government., the effects of that policy

v.an be determined. Accordingly, determining the effects of

military troop involvement cani- b, usef ul to the United

States in the development of counter terrorist plans.

OefiniLion of Terrorism

Ther,' is no universally accepted definition of

terrorism. However, expert analysts do agree that terrorism

is composed of many common aspEct.s. Walter Laqueur, a well

published expert in the fie ld, de -firies terrori.sm in the

fol Iow og wi-y.

Terror'ism is the use or threat. of violence, 1
method of combat or strttegy to achieve cert ain
goais, that its aim is to ik(ue & stte of tear

in vhe ri ( ti, that, it is ruth iess and doe.' not.
o fn rm t..o humani t, ar ian norms, arnd that pkub i c i t y

iv an esssont i al factor .in Lerrorist st rat ,.
.1 9 : 8 8 )

F' i" A r t I ", r') II or o , 't t fl, ,[ h " i i ev 5 " t er.r r i s m iS not an, i (Ao o

t , I t 1i4 t' g\, ] ( ) S!i t, fV t f- 1 ( 1AI I t'r



Li ke Laque ur , Br iap. Jr kAn . c-'f the R~and Co r p) -i .

beli eves terrori s~i- is the 32tl.nr threatenled Use Of

violence (39:2;43-.2) arid Its main intent is to cause fear

and alarm (39.2;41:2). In ~~ddition, Junkins be) ieves that-,

"tervorism is aimned at causing wide!7-.,cead disorder,

deftmoralizing a society, and break.-ing down the existing

social and political ordier" (39:10). Jenkins too

considers terrorism a vioilat ion of huoaaittarian norms

because terrorist attacks do not reg'~neiitrca] torritory

or noncombatants (;1 :2) This violation of' the "rules of

war" is the main driver i., Jenkirc de.PLiAon of i.error.sm

(39:4). Pe believes that ',he rnatui- of thro ac ', not the

identity of' the pE-rpetrator, is, what defines teirorism~

(43,2) . Therefore by Jenkins rleiini tion, anyo~ne, even a

government, can commit an act of terrorism --f the inteut is

to cause fear and alairm, violates tt.e rui-,-s of war, ant: is-

djesigned to create a social or ipolitic -1 chaoge in society.

Next, Konrad Kelen, also of Rand, defines terrorism

in a ye ry similar manrer to that o t .Jenk ins and Laqueur.

tie (detfines terrorismi a- the use- of violence and terror to

cause a chanrge -i.n the p1 it ical system or a change in publ ic

opF)inriIon (46: 8-A ). Kel len also believes terrorists "take

the la-.w irnto their own hands" (46:23), and] use violence for-

p~otit ical and socijal pupss (46:8,10).

Fitntl Iy, IDonra Schl aghieck defLines terrorism as having

fivye ma in points. Fi r-t , it, is the use or- threattened use of'

VieI ,ire. ecold , the Viol enice is ur'ed ictable (74: I ,2



By unpredictab. , the victiai does not know where and when

the terrorist attack will occur, what the target will be, or

how the attack will be executed. These unknown aspects tend

to increase victim anxiety and the impact of the attack.

Third, terrorist targets are symbolic. In other words, the

ttrgets symbolize something the terrorist is protesting

agaJ.nst. For example, in 1968 the Baader-Meinhof Gang burnt

a department store in Frankfurt, West Germany. Andreas

Baader directec the attack because the store was a symbol, of

tconsumerism" (74:2). The fourth point is that ter-rorst

want a large audience. Typically, ordinary criminals want

to remain anonymous. Trrorists, on the other hand, want an

audience and the publicity for their actions (74:3).

Finally, terrorists have poli.ticai goals. Typicaliy, these

goals are related to a p. olitical, orientation or nationalism

:74:5). In summary. Schlagheck's definition of terrorism is

the following.

Terrorism is unpredictable violence or the th zeat
of violence. I t fargets symbolic victi ms and exploit s
publici, ty to obtain polit ical. goal- through co, cc on.
It. can be used by groups or states a"a inst gcoups or
siates . (74:8)

These defi nit iois nor are exactly alike, but they are

sirPlnqt ii r enough to form a c.onsensus; definiti.,on for this;

t he s is . Based on the.,a -e def.i ix ion,,,.s, for this t' hS i 1;

terrori s is the actu al or threa, t eied use of vio. thakt.

Sus 'd to i nduce a P,1l. t :ca] or .oc i :i in ',c:io ety.

o,:eek n c o pol i t Ic i ai 1, he fa (t)



that distinguishes terrorist violence fr'.)m .eg:t ' a-

of violence is terrorist acts of violence are not restrained

by any social norms or rules of war. This means civi. ians

are legitimate targets and are oftenv. tir, s of terrorj.,:m.

Unfortunately, this definition of terrorism is too

broad to explain the moives behind the various groups

seeking change. Therefore, it is nec. ssary to furthe

explain the ideologies behind the different terrorist

organizations to fu.ly understand terrorism.

Classification of Terrorist Gro ps

Every terrorist orgrnizatior, na,; different motives and

goals. No two groups are exact.)y alike. Therefore, one

could argue that each terrorist organization should be

placed in its own classification. This would not only be

very time consuming but w-,uld not aid in understanding the

commonalties, in: ter-rorism. Accordingly, it is useful to

loo,, at the overall i(>eo Tcgies behi nd the various groups.

Bruce Hoffman was able to devel. op a classificat ion

schicme for terrorist. gtroups based on to broad ca , egories

TLese cate'ories are the "re igious pol iti ical" terrorisc

the "secu pol it. ic.al" terrorist.

The "e ligiou's po itic. al tei' rosr'll s 35 ilar to a

r e i g iou fan at i c. th, oi s t:, I gis t ,uishi eg fact.or, of t.he

S1e i i:.ou. poI i t i a .i g ro u ps *arle their goals, how t.hey view

i t' Cor .s t. i t u e ii: y a.d t.he i r use o f v i. o i. - * ce



The religious political terrorist's prime goal is to

effe-ct "wide changes in the existing world order, based on a

religious jrnperat.ive" (3:i.Although trying to establish

a regional. or global hegemony inherently involves poL;tical

power, religion is still their predominant motive (30:13).

A constituency for a terrorist group is the body- of

people supporting their actions. A constituency can be

either external or internal. to the group, or both. The

religious pc.litical terr~orist is appealing to no external

constituency' (30:14). They view themselves as outsiders

trying to seek vast. changes in the world (30:15).

Therefore, they are not fighting for anyone but themselves

or their internaL constituency (30:23,24). This in Lurn

effects their use of violence.

First, the religious political terrorist has no

externdl constituency to alienate from use of exce.ssive

force, Furthermore, religious political terrorists view

anyone outs ide thei£r movement as an enemy (30:14).

Finally, their prime method of reaching a hegemony Jis

eradicating ull enemies (30:!'7). Accordingly, these

groups use vi~r~more indiscrimina-tely than secular

polIi t ical groups ( 30: '4 . " Vi olIence is of ten an end in

jtse 1 £ for tLe religious poolitical terrorist." ( 30: 15).

Any gcoup cotvd'ictin~g a J ihad ( ro I .g ous war) -o'i id be

C Ia:;5 fodic. th i s ceo

Any of thf- viol ejt sec ts of the tslaniic f"UndnMletlt~alIi st

MO'v(IE1et. co(uld ti t. in thi.; relIi gious pol iticaln category.

10



For example, the Shi'ite Muslims in Iran could be classified

into this group. The Iranian Shi'ite Muslims have goie so

far as to justify in their 1979 constitution fundamentalist

Islamic terrorism (74:58). This constitution essential

authorizes

the clergy to govern Iran ... and stated the
ideological mission of the army and the
Revolutionary Guard included extending the
"sovereignty of God's law throughout the land".
(74:58)

Essentially, the constitution supports, protects, and

promotes Shi'ite Islam terrorism (74:58).

The second category is the secular political terrorist.

These groups can be classified based on their goals and use

of violence.

The goal of the secular political terrorist group is to

make a "sociopolitical change within the existing world

order and terrorism is a means to that end" (30:3). This

category includes all groups whose aims are primarily

political (30:3).

Like religious political groups, secular political

terrorist are capable of inflicting mass destruction and

performing indiscriminate killings; however, they avoid such

tactics (30:9). These groups tend to tailor their violence

bo appeal to their ext-rnat constituents and

sympathizers (30:5). Therefore, secular political terrorist

have typically "place bounds on their level of destrucLtoon

so not to alienate these constituents" (30:9). Ln this way,

1i



they can "avoid public revulsion, alienating sympathizers,

and triggering severe government countermeasures" (30:4).

Typically, groups that fall into this category

are left wing political terrorist, right wing political

terrorist, nationalist groups (30:3), and state

terrorism.

Left wing groups use violence very narrowly so not to

alienate sympathizers (30:5). They consider themselves

revolutionaries and use violence to educate the public about

their cause (30:6). Their prime goal is the replacement of

an existing government with a socialist state (30:3). An

example of a left wing group is the Red Army Faction

(originally the Baader-Meinhof Group of West Germany)

30:5). The Red Army Faction maintains a Marxist philosophy

and opposes "consumerism, capitalism, and military

imperialism" (74:7). Its primary goal is to start a

revolution to change the West German government from a

liberal democracy to a Marxist state (74:7).

In contrast, right wing terrorist groups do not

consider themselves revolutionaries but the catalyst to form

an authoritarian government (30:10,11). Although not

revolutionaries, their primary goal is also political. They

use violence to intimidate the public into acceptance of

their demands and to destroy the present government

structure (30:10,11). The neo-fascist Black Order in Italy

i. an example of a right wing terrorist. group. As a right

winrg group the Black Order opposes Italy's parl iameiita-y

12



democracy and attacks any group that attempts to "bridge the

gap" between the extreme political elements in the Italian

political system (74:7).

Nationalist groups can also be placed in this category.

Nationalist groups can have left or right wing political

orientations, but their primary motivation is the formation

of an independent state (48:207). Although more

destructive than strictly left wi:ig organizations,

nationalist groups also consider themselves a revolutionary

vanguard. They use violence to educate and create fellow

nationalist. Furthermore, their acts are designed to gain

international support for their cause. By gaining

international support, the nationalist gain credibility in

their struggle for a separate state (30:7). Finally,

nationalist use terrorism to "embarrass and coerce their

opposition into acceding to their separatist demands"

(30:7). The Basque organization or ETA (Euzkadi ta

Askatasuna) is an example of a nationalist terrorist group

(28:24;74:6). The ETA is a Marxist organization (28:25),

but its prime goal is the formation of a homeland for the

Basque people (74:6). This homeland would consist of

three French and four Spanish provinces (74:6) located

in the western Pyrenees (28:23). Their fight for

independence and terrorist activities have been primarily

directed at the Spanish government (28:23;74:43), because

of the abuses and repression suffeied nder the P'ranco

regime (48:223;74:43

13



St.&te: terrorism fits into the secular po. . t ical

classification State terrorism is when a government uses

terrorist tactics or terrorists as surrogates (39:19) to

repress and intimidate groups that chal.1lenge the state ' s

security" 74:47 . In this type of terrorism the

governmen t is the terrorist and J.s using violence for

political reasons. Although terrorist surrogates cain be

used, generally, sta.tie terrorism uses the poii._e &nd the

military as thf.ir "instrument of terror"" (74:47). Use of

state terrorism has occurred in both left and right wing

governments to repress perceived dissidents (74:48).

Examples include

Argentine's "dirty war" against "subvers ive
elements" (1976-1983) and the Soviet Union's use
,tf psychiatry to intimidate and terrorize dissidents.
(74:48)

The last type of terrorism that needs to be classified

is international terrorism. inter nttional terrorism is any

terrorist act that has an international consequence (39:4).

If a terrorist act meets any or all. of the following t hree

requirements it can be considered international. First, the

attack is direct.-d against, foreigners or foreign targets.

Second, two or more govecrments or terrori st groups are

involved in the performance of the attack. And third, t. he

terrorism is aimed at inf uencing the policies of a foreign

government (12:6). By this definition, int.ernational

terrorism can be conducted by either reli, gious po. it ia1, cr

s c u ! a r po 1 i t i c--a I groups . Fo r cX amp , , an Islamic

14



{'undamental. ist, hi jacking an United States airliner is

i.nternational terrorism performed by a religious political

group. in the other hand, an YRA attack on British troops;

stationed in West Germany is international. terrorism

performed by a secular politAcal group (nationalist group).

Therefo :.e, depending on the underlying motives of the

Lerrorist organization, international terrorism could fall

into either category.

With terrorism defined and the major terrorist

organizational types categorized, it is appropriate to

discuss the main ways that governments have tried to counter

terrorism.

Government Reactions Agin-st. Terror i-sm

There have been six general counter-terrorist policies.

Three of the policies are directed at the supporters of

terrorist organizations. These policies are "improving

economic conditions, making reforms, and collective

punishment" (28:54). The remaining three policies focus on

countering the terrorist organizations. These actions are

"cease-fires and negotiations, emergency powers acts, and

the use of security forces" (28:54).

Some exnerts belie- e that. in many cases poor economic"

conditions produce social con fl ic t ard terrorism (28:63).

Therefore, by improving the economic c ondi tiorns irn the,

c.o'inlt.ry , tlj government. can (.:I i iriat(Le the . . of the

confl1ict. and e iminte the '-iIupport. for thf, b .Lr ori;t ,

15



The philosophy is with the support gone the terrorist

organization will not be able to ccntinue to exist.

Another established view is that "violence is a resuit

of poplar gr-levances" (28:68). The policy to counter

these grievances is similar to improving economic conditions

becau,.se it is also aimed at the supporters of terrorism. It

is believed that by making social and political reforms the

government will appease moderates and decay the support for

the terrorist (7:'300;28:68;89:461). Accordingly, by making

reforms and removing the grievances, the government can

eliminate the support terrorist groups need to exist

(28:68). An example of economic and socil reform occurred

in Canada when Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau made

concessions to Lhe Front de Liberation du Quebec (FLQ).

Trudeau made major reforms that aided French Canadians.

These reforms included granting minority rights,

establishing welfare programs, and making political

appointments (7:300). By granting these concessi-ons,

Trudeau was able to dest roy the public support for the

movement ind the FLQ was ",,efuse'" ( 7 : 301).

The final po1 icy directed at. the supporters of

terrorism i:s collective punishmrnit. This policy has been

used extensively throughout. history. It. involves holtirigz

the civiI ian populat.ion resnori.sible for any terrr r'ist

tct iorls w ithitri tha.t area (28:77). An efurii , <:. c l lo t i ',

,un i..hl, t wat:s the 1955 Powe ''" v }utW is Re, 1 all t Iol III

't' 1 .u tl ,er (hisq t',gug lII t i Lou t he goveiriurutlot ruult lt-vy

t;6



fines against the population, ciese shops and businesses,

seize property, and close personal dwellings in response to

terrorist actions (28:91). It is believed that, by levying

collective punishment against the civilian population, the

general population will discontinue supporting the

terrorists rather than continue to suffer under the imposed

sanctions. This policy also places pressure on the

terrorist groups. If the general population suffers for a

terrorist action, the terrorist risk alienating the

civilians by continuing to operate in the area.

The first policy that directly affects the terrorist

group is cease-fires and negotiations. In this policy, the

government attempts to stop the violence long enough to

negotiate a permanent settlement. Unfortunately, cease-

fires usually are short lived and "the discussions between

the government and terrorists rarely lead to conflict

resolution". Historically, cease-fires have only been

useful in reducing violence in the short-term (28:58).

The next method used against. toQr rorist is mplt) 1mernit inrg

emergency powers acts. Emergency powvr;'s acts involve the

government using unusually ut~horit arian measures with the

general population. By low,-ring the over'al I f reedom in the

'ountry, the govt, rnl ert. can more e ffect ive l y c-ollha t t he

te rror i. t gr rlou . Gnera I ly, emergenrcy powers " ct s hla e

incl udeud a 1 1 fli h, 1 1t1'4 rogl i eI suIr't' s
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Controlling the possession of firearms; requiring
identification cards; granting security forces with
the powers to arrest, search, and curfew the
population; res~rictions on the due process of law;
and the limiti. -f political rights. (28:83)

This is a very controversial policy b cause it involves

liberal democracies instituting the oppressive measures of

the- authoritarian states that they ideologically oppose.

The final policy involves the use of security forces to

control the actions of terrorist groups. Typically, a

government will use military security forces in two ways.

First the government will attempt to augment its police

force through the use of military units. In this role

sec ur ity f orce s enrgage inr guard i rigy,, pat rolI I i ng, c onrduct i ng

random searches, arnd conduct ing intel] igence operations

28: 106). Secondl1y , thbe governmeri t may use secur lty forces

to 'oniduc t, a campa i gn to) e"adl i cate t he te rro--r i s t. th reat An

examle of this was when the go- e rnrrierit of Uruguay used

m ilitary ti roops to elimwi nate the Tupanriat r'os 89 :4 G;O ).

bOh Ways, t hie governflnieiit 1s t 1'Y i rig to Li' i ng) mlore,

!'~5~- i f o rce atgi ins,-t t t- rur- r' i sin' ( 28: (i)1

''ll is ;resear-ch W I I I otorus ()[I t' ,- e1' Itort s oV t 11ie I a t t

(oluit t- 1'- te1ro i 1st, I01 I (- I tes; !5t'('iiI I N, flrct' aIld ti(r

pwder's tirt s . IrII par't i ti ', Ih i 5 r r' )-t W il I I o(so) 1 thr

t f'fot s fl. ti C) j i h so ~ i it(e iv ri jIt on nt o Nor -rIl e I n ha

hal on rt r i n' I li- I PA . A! t'oi'r tmie r,'gerir y powe l' t, t

t fl ' I kl ~ I I k ni I N d -, I W I t i 1 t il il t- I lit' N rt'' I it t t' I o I ilt'

I '' t , H It - l tr v(It r, i N )I r



III. Body of Research

Irish History

To understand the goals and objectives of the [RA, it

is useful to look at the historical roots of the conflict in

I rel and.

The conflict between I-celand and Great Britain can be

traced back over 800 years (21:2) with Pope Adrian IV in

1171 making King Henry II of England the King of Ireland

(4:34;58:15). This Papal grant started the cycle of land

confiscation and colonization by the English, rebellions by

the Irish, and oppression of the Irish to control the

rebe I l ions.

During the Tudor monarch reign, there was a fear that.

Spain or France wculd use Catholic Ireland as a stepping

stone for invasion of Protestant England (4:35;21:4). [n

response t.o t h is pe re 0 i ved threat , Queen F I i zabe L [ I. son t,

thie E-irl of Essex t.o Ireland to conquer arld col or i z.: the

1,i, LYid ( 21 : ,4 Thi.s a 'tion beg;ar the syst.emat ic

colo izat, ion of, irl( irnd (4:35), and the massive Ir'i sh land

loss (21 :,1 ; 0P) : . . This land confi.-;(cat ionr froii

00 orizat itori, cr plantat ion, of P'otestant En'14 1 i hrin 1di

oc() I s t)rima C i ily oc(c iir e in the n:' t hlr'n p rovirn'e (' Ul. st.er

0,) :3), The ('atthol i:'; r"v .].e] in 111fon 4. t1Ih li Zkd

I n I G4 , o ne f k . . I ifi' k 1i he ,1 1, k)

I 5
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invaded Ireland and subdued the rebels (4:36; 58:15).

Cromwel l's invasion not on].y kil led 504 ,000 out of 1.5

mil lion irishmen but continueo the policy of land

conf i4:cat 'r (4 36). Furthermore, in an attempt to cont rol

futui-e ievol t s ani so] idi fy the policy o f colon i zation, the

Penal. Laws were passed in 1691 ( 62:2). The Penal Laws

denied the indigenous Irish (Catholics) the ri.ghts of

voting, holding public office, owning firearms, receiving an

education, and owning or inheriting land (4:36-7;62:2;

74:32),

The final event that, solidified the anti-British

sentiment was the handling of the potato famines between

1841 and 1851. Du.ing these famine!,,., there was mass

starvation, death, and emigrat.ion 4:3 3;58:18). Despite

the starvation the British government was export i rg food

from Ireland t. o England (4:38). This disregard for, the

p 1 i g h t, IT .1 re and l a i d tihe fourd at ion fo.r a nat, i ona I i s t

re vo I t..

In 185 : , a seeret, organ izat iuln the .r'ish Republi can

BtrotW ev'hoo(d (or,3 ), or oe ans , wa1 orne3 -, 2.1 ; 5 (52:5

The I RB o ppo) sed Br it i -h r l v i Irn I ' ad 4: 38) and

otV -OC.t tI pol o 1i' 1 1irw4 h 11) m r . u ? for -re ' n IId

(21 :5) . Tlo a ev : h seIratist i , tg'a .i IRB was

p)re' c pa ed to k:w.! I s iy.a cro, aa tinst the R I ii h 0 .
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did not support this movement. There was a sectarian silit

on the issue of home rule. Historically, Protestants had

benefited from English support and protection. Accordingly,

the Protestants were Unionist and opposed hone rule (58:19).

On the other hand, Catholics had suffered under British rule

and supported the fight- for independence (56:5;58:'9).

Unfortunately, this split only increased the violence in

Ireland. By 1914, in an attempt to stop the violence, the

Westminster Parliament. passed the Home Rule Bill (56:5;

62:7). Howevei, the bill was never enacted (56:5). With

the issue of home e'ule still unresolved, a historical

nationalist uprising occurred in 1916.

On Easter 1916, the IRB and the Irish Volunteers,

another Catholic nationalist group, marched into Dublin and

proclaimed sovereignty for Ireland (4:40;21:6;62:8). Their

intent was to "sweep British authority out of Ireland"

(56:5). dowever, within one week the BritJish had cvushed

the revoit i'.nd the Easter Uprising had failed (58:21).

Followi ng the defeat, the British bru tally punished the

rebels (62:10). As a result of the revolt, the British

arrested thousands (62:9) and he-ld secret courts Lo sentence

tho leaders of t.he rebe.11 ion (58:21). Fifteenr Easter

Upri, sing l.. ,lera d ,k- vexe senterne.,d to death and executed

58 :21 ;62:10). The B.ritlish tried] t.o crush the .[RP. hiit in

the pr'ess the-y ,, rsv ,ed mnart.yr, (58:22) . A Io, th o e de ,i res

f ] rirde pcmd., ri apdt the s,Jrpor t (f rl. t: i a! , arat ism rew

5F A , ? , : I 0 ' 1 11f)'1W had l: en . os ro"yed , hil t hoe:
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survivors formed the Irish Republican Army (IRA) (58:19).

The IRA intensified the nationalist campaign for

independence (21:6).

By 1920 1RA terrorism had made Ireland uilgovernaWJe

and the British government was searching for a so.lution

(56i6). As a compromise to Protestant Unionism and

Catholic Nationalism, Prime Minister Lloyd George enacted

the Better Government oT Ireland Act of 1920 (21:6;56:6).

This act granted home rulp of the southern part of Irelavd

Lut partitioned the six northeast counties from the south

(21:6). The Better Government Act laid the foundation for

the 1921 Anglo-Irish Treaty, The treaty formalized home

rule and partitioning. The treaty formed from the southe:'n

26 counties an Irish free state with home rule and

commoriealth status (28:16;58:24;74:32). These 26 counties

were primarily Catholic and formed the Republic of Ireland

(28:16;58:24). The remaining six northeast counties sLayed

a province of Britain (55:6-7). These partitioned counties

ir Ulster were primarily Protestant and .fo rmed Northern

Ireland (58:21). The si.x partitioned counties are Antz'im,

Armagh, Derry, Down, Fermanaugh, and Tyrone (50:E4;74:32--3).

UnfortunatelIy, tA-e Irish "hard-line repub-licans" dii Iot,

agree w i Lh the treaty ard continued to f i z;ht- as the IRA fo I

A united free Irish state (21:7).

As the IRA coot..red to fight, for" reeni f icat. ion

'74:33), most, of its terr'orism nldwec, 1920 and 1960

2o (, s t,ed of "Spormad i c bombir.gs, riot.!;, and raid ,'" ( ,5:3,14).
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For two reasons the IRA slowly became less of a terrorist

threat. Firx-t, in 1932 the Fianna Fail Party camne to power

in the Irish Republic (Southern Ireland) (4:43). The

Fianna Fail proclaimed a policy of unif-Ication through

peacefu, means (4:43;21 :2). Those 'IRA members who could

riot be convinced to join the Fianna Fa~il were imprisoned

(21:9). Secondly, the genieral public in -the Irish Republic

lost the overwhelmning desire for unitication (21:12). The

atti tu,,e in Southern Ireland became "they would rather live

peacefully in a divided Ireland than in a war-ravaged united

-1.rr.anV" (21:12). As members defected to the Fianna Fail

party or became imprisoned and popular support diminished,

the IRA became a disorganized and spl it terrorist group

(66:113).

Firiai. Ly, between 19,56-62 the IRA coniducted a border

campaign. between the Repubi Ic arnd Northern Irel and ( 6 :221.

21. :); 74:33). The-. IRA u.,sed ambush tactics, snipers, anid

bombings ( 74 :33) in an attempt to harass Brit ish secar ty

f oue s ( 6 6: 113 ) .However, polIice units from .Northe rn

'7rc l arid 4u icelIy con ta ired t ho out b reak to the. horde r regiton~

b(..tween Northern Ireland anid the Rep.ibl ic (66:113) . Py 1962

this terror i,,t. campaign had failed, ana most of the IRA

mrembers wero iilhp-isorked (4:44;74:23). 1Vollowing this

fa i led bcirdei terrorism the i RA lost it's c:red ib ility as a

vi~±lbl Csii o~rvLrce (66:13). W i th it's leaders

di r,'eoi ted, t~cLRA imade a dr-asti c shift to-- the polii ic-

l e ft (6: .I8 )Thl-e IP~A became a Marx ist o,-gariJ zat. ofl



(4:50;50:157). Furthermore, it abandoned its violent

tactics (50:157I). The IRA believed pr'omoting fighting in

the working class-z only benefited the British in controlling

the Irish peopla (21:14). The IRA had not become a

if aci fis t. organiz-tion" ( 50: 161) bujt bel ieved that uniting

the working class CatholiJcs and Protestants was the best way

to oppose British rule anc develop a united Ireland (4:50).

With this Marxist orientation, the IRA was no longer a

serious terrorist threat until the civil rights movement in

the late 1960's.

In 1967, civil rights problems in Northern Ireland led

to the formation of the Northern Ireland Civil Rights

Associat'?oi (NICRA) (4:46-7;50:79;58:110). The NICRA

focused on the economic and religious discrimiination against

Catholics (74:33). In particular, the NICRA was protesting

housing discrimination, unemployment, gerry-mandering to

create under-representation of Catholics, and the lack of

free spe _ch and assembly (6:137;50:79;74:33-4).

As the NfCRA began its marches, violence broke out.

between Catholics protesters and Protestant Unionist

'21:14). In addition, the [)Ol Ce a~lthorities , the Royal

U Is ie r Constabulary (UdC ) , of ten reac ted in questionable

w a y s. F'or example, in October 1968 in Londonderry civil

rights marchers were beaten by the RUC (5~6 :10) . Also, inr

J rUa ry 1 969 diuring a ci vil r i ghts pa r'ade from Be Ifast. to

Loriot ier r y I r).e s t. ant. vi g ilant.es ambu shed the ma r'che rs

While the RUC, wat.c~led, O .ver'all, t he RUC did( riot, 1protect. thle
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Catholic protesters or arrest Protestant

7igilantes (74:105). This criticism of the RUC would be

later upheld by a report by Lord Cameron. Lord Cameron was

a prominent Scottish judge who investigated the civil

rights riots. In his report, Cameron confirmed that the

police did mishandle the civil rights marchers and

contributed to the violence (83:54). Finally, in August

1969 the situation reached a violent peak.

On August 12, 1969, the "Apprentice Boys March" was

held in Londonderry (50:90;58:107). This

Unionist/Protestant parade celebrated the Protestants

closing the gates of Londonderry on Catholic James II in

1688 (58:107). In addition, the NICRA organized a march

from Belfast to Londonderry (74:34). As Catholics and

Protestants met rioting erupted in Londonderry and Belfast

(4:47). The RUC responded to the rioting with armored

vehicles and machine-guns which provoked further violence

and rioting (50:91). In addition, the "B"-Specials, an

auxiliary unit of the RUC, overacted by attacking Catholics

(4:47). By August 15, 1969 the RUC had lost control and

could not contain the violence (60:91). On August 16, 1969

British troops were comm't -ed to Northern Ireland to restore

order (50:91).

During all this violence the IRA remained neutral

(21:14). As sectarian violence continued thie lack of' action

by the Marxist IRA caustd a division to develop in the

organization. By Oecem|)er 1969 the s plit occur' ,,d antid the
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provisional IRA (PIRA) was formed (4:50;21:14,16;38:98).

The PIRA was formed by the traditional nationalists in the

IRA who advocated the use of violence to drive the British

from Northern Ireland (56:15).

Because the PIRA is the predominantly violent sect of

the IRA, any further reference to the IRA in this report

will mean the PIRA. The Marxist sect will be referred to as

the Official IRA (OIRA).

IRA Goals

History has shown that the conflict in Northern Ireland

is divided along religious lines. The majority of

Protestants are Unionist while the majority of Catholics

have been nationalists. Despite this sectarian split in the

country, the conflict has been and is essentially political.

In particular, the IRA has political ambitions and can be

classified as a nationalist terrorist group (30:7).

National terrorist groups have three general political

goals. First, they want to form a separate sovereign state

(28:58). Through the use of force nationalist terrorist

can destablize and make the rival government seem impotent,

in defending its people (30:7;49:87). In this way

nationalist terrorist attempt to coerce the ruling

government to accede to their demands for sovereignty

(30:7).

Second, nationalist terrorists have a well det'ried

target, or enemy (30:7). That target, is anyone dir'ect.IN, y or
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symbolically linked to the rival government. For example,

"a vast majority of the IRA's victims have been low-ranking

government officials, ordinary soldiers, and

policemen" (30:7).

Finally, nationalist terrorist groups want to appeal to

the international community for support for their cause. By

gaining international support, these groups gain credibility

for their fights (30:7).

The IRA's goals closely parallel these general

nationalist terrorist goals.

First and utmost, the IRA wants to form a united 32

county Irish state (4:52;6:175;28:18;38:98). To form a

united Ire.land the IRA calls for not only the removal of the

government in Northern Ireland (6:175;21:10), but also the

replacement of the government in the Republic of Ireland

(6:175;21:10,I1;28:18). The IRA advocates the removal of

the Dublin government because Dublin betrayed the original

ideals of the nationalist movement of the 1916 Easter

Uprising ( 21 : 11 ). As a replecemert the IRA advo.a, tes t he

formation of a democratic sociatlist republic (4:52;38:98;

58:28).

Although reunification is the long-term goal, the IRA

realizes that. the shor.-term goal of Brit ish withdrawal must.

come first (12:3t;58:28,113;74:;4). To gain British

withdrawal the I HA hics targ tel tlhle or "i i osrl [oven 'ftand

symols o(f t hat, goverriment i c Nor .th rn cc Ind. A,..

-I A i l -t. r -.' Ha aIealY- i agc



British troops and the RUC. Through bombings,

assassinations, and sabotage, the IRA is trying to break the

British will to remain in Northern ireland (4:8;6:175).

Only after the British withdraw can the Irish people have

self-determination and reunification.

Another major goal of the IRA is the unconditional

release and amnesty of all political and IRA prisoners

(12:36; 58:119; 74:34).

Finally, the IRA -1s acutely aware of the benefits of

propaganda and has tried to appeal to the international

community as often a3 possible.

British Goals

Since 1969, the British government has had fa.irly

constant goals for Northern Ireland. The cornerstones of

these goals have been trying to maitain peace arid order,

and maintaining a functi oni ng government in Northern T relarid

that is linked with the CGreat Britain.

When iol01enuce eru~pt ed in N ,r the rn 1 re and- .i n t.he .1.atf e

I 960)'s, the British governmen L had two go,-als aInd prier ities.

1'i r t, the We -,t. l1n st. er- a nent wantU.ed t(-. koep t.he pE:. aCt,

and rega1.n o rde r in Northern .1re 1anid ((6 1-:29)

Coseuet.I ,in August, 1969 the r t.ih U.ro- wro.re ',ent.

into Northern freL1. nd as tk pe a celkeep i rg force Lo .impose

o)rdCr, I 6 i 39 ;-56: 13) S';eolld , If. Htri L h g v rn

in- Leride to Iak re Ieri in kh Icc r - I II Lnd ( r iir t 1'

1H- r



satisfy both the Protestant majority and Catholic minority

in Northern Ireland (6:139).

In 1972 the goals still were to form a moderate

government in Northern Ireland and to maintain peace;

however, maintainhing order now involved not only stopping

rioting but defeating the IRA ',6:1419).

Ten years later, at an international conference on

terrorism, the British government outlined its goals toward

handling terrorists in general. These goals were fourfold.

The first goal was to retain a legitimate government in

place in the face of a terrorist threat. Second, the

government would maintain control of the crisis. Third,

the government would attempt to deter future incidents.

Finally, goal four was to save l ives (42:74 ). T h ese ge J-er a

goals can be easily applied to Lhe situat ion in Northbern

Ireland. These objectives would involve mainitaining an

effective government ariLd defeati~ng the IRA.

Inr summary , the iBri t i sh gave rrunent has at.tempt. ed to

ma xin t.a ,in an ope rat inrg goyermint. and impose o. dl r i n

Northe 'rri 1re'ci d for the past, 20 years". The .- r pri met t,()O I

to r main ta in 1ng peace and o rde r has; been the Blrit. sh A rm,'

Do r i rg the past. 20 ye ars t.he Br it i sh A rin hia!, baLA few

SUCCO 5 Sk- Mi jfjfily-f A ii ricesnil tr'yirig to0 .11Ii t. t 011 P Or Ai1(

defea t' the 1I6%. Th is cepo it. Will ou. i ne the i~ icn

evenssince 199t' wh jli izrivolved Br it i s r-A )'1e

event. s w i he ri~iI ytdj tou d triiit h I rt>;as r e
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any useful lessons for other democracies, such as the United

States.

Significant Events Since 1969

Since 1969, British troops have tried to maintain order

in Northern Ireland. However, more often than not their

actions have failed to stop the IRA and have caused public

a]lienation. In studying the effects British troops have had

on the situation in Northern Ireland, this report will

outline major events since 1969 that have involved the IRA,

British troops, or both. Those events considered are the

introduction of troops in 1969, reinstitution in 1971 of the

policy of internment without trial for susptcted terrorists,

"Bloody Sunday" on January 30, 1972, Operation Motormuan on

July 31, 1972, the eAssassination of Lord Mountbatten and the

death of 18 soldiers in Warrenpoint in August 1979, the

hunger strikes of 1981 , the attemnpted assassination of Prime

Minister Mvtraget. Thttxher in 1984, the rocket attack on a

pa lire s tat ion ini Newry in February 198.5, Lte bombinrgs in

Funni sk il1len it) Noveinbe 1 987 , dn(.i an amnbush at tack aga inst.

Br itish t. roops in An-gulSt, 1988 in D igatiton.

I nI i a] I Troop 1 flte rvot i oi - 19

When t trinfi v io I',-n nrup e i n Aui \ii1lst. 1T99, tilt.-

a hoIic i n t y i ix No rt hern I ye I tl a t V[Io ghl tlt' he I 6% IA woU i d

l t' ) t loi r( ' il t I 1 8 . IIw H , h ~ us of tI! 'i

M~ x t rt o a i ( Ii ! Lct ()I 1tA l". ml Int'hi i 'Ilt I~ ( I I 1 .

Fxiit h t !1 "' t~ %-! tn V il I t- I r ' Fr l t-1 o I i r iVI v"

A ()I



the Stormont government (21:15), and the RUC as their

enemies (20:66). Catholics felt they had no one to trust or

consider protectors. Consequently, when British troops

intervened Catholics accepted and welcomed them as

protectors (6:151;20:66;48:203;70:249). However, this

goodwill would not last long.

As a neutral peacekeeping force, the British Army's

objectives were to use minimum force, respect the law

(56:13), and be evenhanded when handling disturbances

(6:139). As the primary security/police force the trcops

were initially able to maintain the perception of fairness

and had a calming effect. For example, by September 1,

1969, the British troops were able to end the initial

rioting and violence (84:29). This by no means was a

permanent peace, but showed the calming effect that the

presence of troops can have. Another example of their

calming effect occurred one month later in Bel fast . III

()'tober 19EG9, Prete tant s StfArfte(d a vi o lent pr'ot est a i nst

pro pos, d c i v i I right reforms wh ic h wo Id a i(I t fit ('al I h I i

[in nori ty. In rSprI,,1- , t o t he ri o t, , t he Br i t i sIt Army was

summoned t( Be I fast. 'Thte t roops e 'fec t i ve 1 y (,oil ronl t ed t Il t

[ir') tet, t 's ), ir-()ke titp Ie I-i i , nti pr-vented a majo r

0 t'l i ct kr)i O c lur r' i rig ( 59: 54 A 1 t, hoi11 Ih t het-t ex npI e!-

ho~w e ' I ty :;11,t - ! I i i Itt i i 1 i IIg deniest i (' t I'd1  F I i I cit I

(-Ii meitt ; ant pttlil I( optiri t-111d seen ;Ili ft ~ia itt



Up to December 1969, the British Army was handling

sectarian rioting, However, -with the split of the IRA, the

Army now had to counter an organized terrorist threat. The

troops had to deal with bombings and snipers and more

importantly an IRA policy designed to provoke the Army into

confrontations with civilians, namely Catholics (4:52;

67:228). This IRA policy, unpopular government policies

that the Army was to enforce, and the Army's mishandling of

community protests would cause alienetion of the population.

For ex ample, ini April 1970, 400 Catholic youths confronted

the Royal Scots in Belfast (70:254). The Royal Scots

dispersed the crowd with tear gas. Unfortunately, the gas

drifted into uninvolvedI neighbo.-ring sections of the town.

Consequently, the troops act. ions were critic ized by the

l ocal popul~at ion as too harsh and( the support. for the Army

began to decay (6:1.10) . IDesp ite' ilc ident's like thIiis Which

tiecayedI pub Ii c su~ppor t, 1'ur thbe Arimy , r'eirlis t tlut ingr-

ilit el-lnnlit t w ithou t. t riAl ill .A\uus t 9)7 1 (dirsed even g i',( Met c

It1 it'rrat i,)1

Ini Ie Irirreri t. Wj V lout T Iii at I 19 ;

By t lie ond tIt 1 969 1t' rte was G , 1 07 Itr i t i-Ii t s j . i i

N t rIho ri I rte ri. d fly t he t'rid ) t, 1 97 7( t 11" t I eve( I hild I I 5' H

t7 (1 ) -1, I 1t-~ i I e IM li s i i ita ti i I1C tlt-t I r u tq t~' r ig I 11i

-1 . 1 7 1 l i \ii i 1 1'I 7 , 1j,'\I : I I



6:142) By August 1£71 the IRA vio].lence level. caused the

Prime Minister of Northern Ireland, Brian Faulkner, to call

for re-enactment of the policy of internment without trail

for suspected terrorists (74:106). Under the Secial,

Powers Act of 1922, British troops would have the authority

Lo arrest and detain without charges for 48 hours any

suspected terrorist (67:229). On August 9, 1971, the poii,:y

was re-enacted (20:69;50:132). The effects of the Br't.ish

Army enacting this policy were disastrous (20:69). First,

internment caused violence to increase, and second it.

alienated the Catholic population.

On August 9 the internment raids began (67:229).

Catholics were outraged (61:19). In response to the policy

rioting immediately broke out in Belfast, Londonderry

(3:36;67:229), Newry, and Fermanagh (67:229). For example,

"in Belfast , Catholics set fire to bu.ildings, hurled nai'

and gasoline bombs, ad exchanged gunfire wi.th troops"

(67:229). Rioting was so intense that by the end of a week,

over 20 people were dead and 100 were inj u red (3:36).

This inciea.ed violence cont.inued through the reimair(!or

of 1971, Fol lowing the pol icy's enat-ment terrori st.

act ivit. ie:-; in Belfast. alone 'ont. inued at a rate of eight to

ten bombings anrid two to three shoot ings a day (60:52). it

the end of 1971 the esc,'alated violi ce caused 17.1 flea t hs

compared to 25 deaths in 1970 (,1:107;50: 172). 'I'll

It(. rea e t rie'1 t the. [I,- Ire as f, ta . It

I't.um 7 ,537 i t, 1 97() t I I 2 i a 1 1: 9 7)1. Iv t'
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the internment policy was a I i ure at. curbing terrorist

violence, but. more importantly it alienated the public from

the Army.

When instituted, the policy of internment aimed at

destroying the IRA (23:216), but had litt.le effect. on

crushing" the IRA (60:52). Instead, the policy "polarized"

many moderate Catholics behind the IRA (60-52) because the

Catholic community was intensely against, the Laasic principle

of the internment policy (61:i9). Furthermore, this

polarizat ton built IRA support in Cathoiic areas when

support was -lipping (31:464). In addition, the Army was,

the primary police force, so the British soldiers made the

internment arrests (60:52). As the implementing arm of the

policy the British troops were thle target of criticism

against the pol icy, and the division between the Army and

the Catholic community grew (4:53-4;23:262).

Although the policy was to crush the 1RA, it. was also to

be app I i ed fa i r I y against both Cat, ho I. c and P rotes L ant

terror i st.s t.o ret.urn domest t or( er (23:261 ) This; did r,

ocu'r. The internment. arrest sweeps did not, arrest. orly

sI spec ted t e r c .r s t and were p(' rei v d as d i c i in at. ' y

: 1 .1 ). For instances, on the first day 342 arrests; we r-

mnotde but only 12 people were dettine, arid interrogated as

s ispu, ted tol'ori st s (20:6f9 ). Furtlhermore, by the t ia.s t-he,

ot icy was abandoned in December 1915, ,imost. 2 ,00 people

were det,;it ned (23:261 ;5 0 : 31 1; 1 , 7-1 Cathol ics and 1017

t'I'o ,t ' t s t "3 :I t; ... I or), , t. 'h U f I s a f, ,f
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the IRA, Joe Cahill.., used the pl icy for propaganda by

call i ng it a "draconian and .. pues ive measurei (70:256-7).

As a result of the perceive.d inequities, charges of

brutality were brought against the troops (60:52). Also

the credibility of the British tr'Cops was destrayed

(6:143), and there was a percepti on in the Catholic

community of Army fav.oritism toward Protestants (23:2)2

Alienation was so i'mediat and intense that afte- the

policy 's enactment Catholi womern and children ianarched in

Londonderry 'o express their hatred toward the Br itisn

troops (61:18).

The Stormont government had underestima-ced the

potential resentment against the measure. As a result,

instead of breaking the IRA, the government had created

greater suppor't fur the terrorists. By a ienat'ig the

Catholic community from the Army, the government made it

more difficul.t for the t rocps to maintain order'. The t." , a>;

were lo';ing their image as e':enhanded peacekeepers. As on e

writer stated, the pol cy rTiide th,:e A rmy appear" as a

virditLive weapon )t' the government" (,: 1 3. A) though

th is pa . it ical ly i.nsensit.ive measure o .he government.

i- Aiised the Army's job to be more difficl-.t. , the Army".

dileot. act.ioiS woul d iecay popular support even furt-he!

B I (,)0 S und. ±dL." - .J .ria y 30, 1 .72

in Jarn ar'y 30, 1972 ever 20,000 prote.-t.e, gathe'ed foi"

ln. ' 1h i in !o nder ry t , p r'ot,; t 0.he poliic-y of i. nternmerit.
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wvithout trial ( 50: 179; 85:30) . Init ~i tiy, Lbe m-rarcti was

orderly and under control. (50 :179 ). However', BriOL. sh

troops still halted the parade 9t a barricade (50:1.79;

85:30). The Catholic marchers respon-ded by xThrowing rocks

at, the troops (50:179;85:30). The troops retaliated with

tear gas and fire hoses (50:179). SuddenlN, shooting

broke out. When the shooting and rioting stopped, 1:3

demonstrators, including 6 teenagers, were dead (48K-210;

50: 179; 85 :30)

Following the incident, an officils investigation

was conducted by Lord Widgery, Britain's lord chief justice

(50:180;67:232). The investigation revealed that the Army,

mishanidled the situation (48:210). The investigation

decided if tho Army had maintained a lower profile in

handling the demonstraftors violence could have been avoid--d

(50:180). Major General Robert Ford, commander of all

British troops in Northern Ireland, retorted that the

soldiurs only reacted6 after coining under an in itial gunfire-

attack (85:30j. Lieute nant. Colonel Derek Wilford, the

COMmandeUrG :)f t'ie troops involved, repeaLed this sentimentL

wvhenri e cepor Led that two syiipers fired the first shots

( 67 :323) However, no soldiers were wounded in- tile

to xc h, ang e 8 85 : ) Q) ) . Furthe rmo re, ,the W iige ry Boa3rd found tiII.hat

none of' the deceased were handlin1 g bombs or f irearms

( 50. 180) . Despite th i- f ~ct , the W idger v re~port (7 orv.-iude d

that, an "IRA sniper i'ad fired the U t ht," (671:232).



Nort-.ern lrelaad Catholics immedi ately denounced the x-eport

as a "whi,.e-wash" (67.232).

Fin~ally, the board found that despite Arny m:.shandlinig

thc protesters were at fault for creating a "hig-hly

dangerous situation" (50:180;67:232). As a result of the

incident, anti-British sentiment raged throughout the

Catholic community (85:30). Community relations between

British troops and the Catholic minority could be considered

at their lowest immediately following "Bloody Sunday"

(4,54,

In less than three years after intervention, British

troops had gon~e from being accepted and welcomed to being

loathed. Through mishandling riots, and implementing the

hated policy of internment without trial., the Army managed

to alienate the Catholic community. This alienation had two:

effects. 1PLrst, the- Catholic conmmunity was now united to

eliminate internment and abolish the Stormont government

(81 :58). And secondly, the alienation solidified Catholic

support behind the IRA.

Al though by January 1972 coi,,mun iLy support wits Iow to r

the Army and high for the IRA, British troops wero still

able to perform probably their most. success ful campaign it

July 1972 . Th iscmig was Oper a t,-,ot Mo~toi:ma n. Ope ra!t,. On

Mot orman' s success can be traced to Chree facLors. The

fi rs t two fac AOrS lAre evenrt s thatheId shape t'he po 1 t ick

cIi ili f~ eo 'hoso even.ts,- Weve tle, "Ykispens i l on af' the Sto rmoriit.

g; x 'etW t. i a Nor. ho'rr fr-' and, an-d '131 wi Fr(day"' a l Ilv
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21, 1972. The final factor was the handling of the

operation.

Oeration Mo.orman - Jul/y 31, 1972

By March 1972, IRA and community violence forced the

British government to take a drastic measure to return

domestic order in Northern Ireland. This drastic measure

was the supension of the semi-autonomous Stormont

government and the establishing of "direct rule" of Northern

Ireland by the British government (71:71). On March 24,

1972, British PrimeMinister Edward Heath announced that the

British government was taking control (71:71;82:32).

Direct rule essentially involved two aspects. First, all

security forces in Northern Ireland, including the RUC and

the British Army, would-be under the control of the British

government (71:71). Second, Westminster would control all

of Northern Ireland's political decisions. On March 31,

1972, Cabinet Minister William Whitelaw became the British

Secretary of State for Northern Ireland and the acting Prime

Minister of Northern Ireland (1:41;71:71).

-t ivas llea.xth's opinion that, the Catholic community was

afraid of the Stormont government (80:25). Direct rule

woo(,d be a _oit ical m e', o change this attitiude and

introdtice reforms in Nothern Ireland. By seizing power,

Heath hoped the Cathol o -'oniiy Wool(1 feel re eased ftrol

t.heir pt-,e i ved disc. i M I','A tO Vy P'() te t- -t. nt rLe'I rs ( i :3 2)

Therefore, tii t,,rt ru.l c ,va; in te ti dL t aci f'y Northern
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Ireland Catholics and dry up support for the IRA (9:24).

Although IRA sniping and bombings continued after direct

rule, the move did ease tension in Ulster. First, there

were increasing signs of relaxed tension between

Protestants and Catholics (88:50). Next, moderate Catholic

leaders voiced a predominant mood of relief from the

suspension of the Stormont government (9:24). Finally,

expectations for a political solution and reform were so

high that a Catholic peace movement against the IRA was

started (1:42). Although relations between the Army and

the Catholic community were still strained, direct rule had

accomplished Heath's goal and eased tension and raised hopes

of ending the internal strife and violence. However, the

hope for a peaceful settlement would be betrayed, not by the

BriLish government, but by the IRA.

On July 21, 1972, the IRA conducted a violent and

indiscriminate bombing attack which would become known as

"Bloody Friday" (6:224;10:22;50:182). On that day 22

bombs exploded in Belfast (6:224;50:182). The targets

were bus stations, shopping centers, railway stations, and a

bridge (50:182). More important than the properLy damage,

the bombings caused i. deaths, 2 soldiers and 9 civilians,

and 130 injuries (10:22;50:182). The IRA claimed the Army

was given adequate time, 30 mliriu.e s, to remove the bombs and

that, 1.th( Army's slow r's poarise was t.o blame for the carnage

(50: 182; 69: 26 ) . Th is excuse was riot accepted by t he

Norther n [rmelarltd I,)op at. iiori. The Iuhl ic, espe cial ly the

:t 9



IRA's Catholic constituency, was enraged by the

indiscriminate targeting and killing of civilians (20:70;

50:182;69:25). Even the OIRA denounced the IRA's action and

called them "enemies of the people" (69:25). The IRA had

essentially alienated their supporters. Therefore, when the

Army stepped up patrols and searches in response to the

attack, the troops met with limited resistance as

Catholics even assisted by informing on the location of

IRA arm caches (50:182;69:26).

Although community relations between the Army and the

Catholic minority remained low, in general Catholics were

more alienated by this recent IRA violence. Therefore, the

political climate was adequate for an extreme military

campaign. That campaign would be Operation Motorman.

On July 31, 1972, Operation Motorman began (10:22).

The goal of Operation Motorman was to eliminate all,

Catholic and Protestant, "No-Go" areas (10:22;25:31;63:32).

No-Go areas were communities that had set up barricades to

keep out troop and police patrols (58:1.09). Catholic No-Go

areas were considered secure areas for the IRA to hide and

plan operations (10:22) . After Operat ion Motorman the [RA

would no longer have these secure ba 3es (10:22).

In the wake of "Bloody Friday", Catholics rocognized

that the IRA had forced Whitelaw to take a drastic

measure (25:32,1. However, not. only was the potit ical

cl imate in favor of the Army, the operation's success was

aI.co dt i t to c xcel lent. preparation anrrd handl ing. For see iti v

- 0



poss iblIe clashes and riots in Catholsic communitijes because

of this Major military operation, Whi telaw warned the public

of the impending operation (25:31; 63:32). In the evening of'

Juiy 30, -1972, Whitelaw announced that the troops would be

coming to destroy tae barricades and advise:l all people to

stay off the streets during the operation (25:31).

Furthermnore, the troops were given strict orders to limit

the use-of violence to restrict the possibility of civilian

deaths (25:31-.2). The over-all result was a successful

operation.

In the morning of July 31, over 15,000 troops with

armored vehicles rolled -T"hrough the No-Go areas (10:22;

25:31). The .oarricades which were lo-.cated in Belfast and

Loncdonderry were destroy with minimum confrontation (10:22;

25 :31 ). For e-xample , in Bel1fast no shooting broke 0ut

(63:32). In Londonderry there were only brief flurries ol'

conflict that resulted in two deaths (25:392;63:32). The

dead included one teenage boy and one priv-ate in the IRA

(25-32). In addition to des,.troyin g the barri]cad os, the

troops conducted a massivye arms searel. in Lcndoyld,, rv

(25:31). This too resulted in limited conflict ,?.nd

overwhel1m ing success. The Army conf scatei .1. 1 ,00W rouinds (.f'

aImmunition, 2 tons of explosive, and over 50 guns (25:31 )

Overall , Operation Motorman was a success for the British

tr oops. The No-Go are as werec des tro yed , clashes- be twee n t he

t coops and the c Lv Iiians were inim i ze.d, and the re was no

cominni Iy 1)acklIash to this large mil1i tary c'arnpaigri
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Despite the success of Operation Motorman, 1972 was the

bloodiest year fron 1969 to the present with 467 total

deaths related to terrorists (4:107;50:172;74:105).

However, following i972 deaths due to terrorism dropped. In

1973, deaths totaled 250 (4:107150:172;74:105).

The drop was contributed to the ever increasing "repudiation

of violence by Northern Ireland's Catholic

minority" (36:20). Also, Catholics were informing more on

the IRA. Finally, Operation Motorman proved to have a

positive effect as the IRA ran oit of sanctuaries in 1973

(36:20).

In 1974, and unidentified IRA spokesman admitted to

Time Magazine that the IRA was at a "stalemate" with British

troops (27:47). The spokesman was quoted as saying "they

(the Army) can't defeat us (the IRA) and we can't defeat

them" (27:47). This apparent stalemate can be seen by

reviewing the death toll figures from 1973 to 1976 (see

Appendix A). Between 1973 and 1976 deaths from terrorists

fluctuated between 200 and 300 people per year.

3By 1976, the British government initiated the policy of

"Usterization" to break this stalemate. U]sterization

lowered the. military involvement in Northern Ireland by

returning the security rote to the RUC (4:10;23:262;

50:147), Although the Army was relegated to a support roLe,

it st i11 corducted pr, t rols and searches. Ulsterization had

twc: goals,. s Fi'st, the policy intended to lo ,er the pro f'le
0 f t he .A I Y a,'Id riprove community relat ions. Unrort. unat.(- 1,
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after. Ulsterization, relations between the Army and the

public remained strained (50:147). Second and more

importantly, the policy intended to lower IRA violence by

placing "Irishman against Irishman" (58:94). Although

after 1976 and Ulsterization yearly death tolls dropped,

the drop could be contributed to other factors other than

Ulsterization. For example, starting in 1977 total deaths

per year dropped below 120 persons (4:107;50:172;74:105).

In 1978, the leader of the Community of Peace, Ciaran

McKeown, attributed this decline to furthe: "dwindling

popular support. for the IRA (55:40). However, Roy Mason,

the British Secretary of State for Northern Ireland, was not

as optimistic. In Mason's opinion the IRA had not given up

and was still a potent force (55:40). Mason's position is

supported by the death toll. figures and the remaining major

events to be outlined in this report. Al.though a large drop

in deaths from terroriscs occurred after 1976 , primaril]y the

drop occurred in the civilian category. The stat is tics

indicate that after 1976 the IRA's attacks we 'e more

discriminate and tended to avoi . d ci.vilians. Fi n al1y, the

rema.inig major eve its to be out. lined indicate that the IRA

is still a potent threatl to domlestic order.

L crd Mou nt.batten 's As sass iination and War r&nvo i t - 1 979

On Auigust 27, 1979, two e ovents cccurred that inidi. cated

that Lh IRA was not. a dead t-errori. t. group. Those e1v(ent-s
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were the assassination of Lord Mountbatten and an attack in

Warrenpoint, Northern Ireland that killed 18 soldiers.

Lord Mountbatten's assassination occurred when his

fishing boat exploded in Donegal Bay (13:28;57:30-1).

Donegal B y is located on the northeast coast of the

Republic of Ireland near the town of Mullaghmore (13:28;

57:30). Although Mullaghmore is in the Republic ef Ireland,

it is only 12 miles from Northern Ireland and was a

well-known refuge for the IRA (57:31). Immediately

following the attack, the IRA took responsibility for the

incident (13:29;57:31).

Lord Mountbatten was not just another British citizen

whc was a victim of an IRA bcmbing. Mountbatt n was a

British war hero, a diplomat, and a mewber of the royal

family (50:188;57:30;86:21). His status in Britain was

that of a beloved "folk hero". Mountbatten was the IRA's

"most illustious victim" (13:28). Unfortunately, his

ifi-portance and popularity were the prime reasons for his

death. First, the IRA had chosen Mountbat ten to gain

international attention t~o the situat ion in Northern Ireland

(13'29;37:57;57:31;86:21). However, the at.taick which also

k i 1. led Mountbatten' s grandson a teenage b)at boy , anoA 8]2

year old Dowager Lady B rabourne receivted negative publ icit. y

(13:28;57:30-1). The killings spurred ptublic outrage

(13:28). Further or,,, th at M t.tck on Moulntbat tn

e (86:22). AlU Lo tht ho ,bbing



continue its battle against the IRA with "relentless

determination" (86:22).

Second, Mountbatten's death signaled a definite

switch in the IRA bombing strategy. The IRA was now

going away from indiscriminate bombings which killed

Catholic and Protestant civilians and alienated the public.

Instead, the IRA was now aiming at symbols of British

authority such as troops, police, and prison officials

(,16:21). The second bombing event on August 27, 1972

further confirmed that change in strategy. This attack

occurred at Warrenpoint, Northern Ireland.

In southeast Northern Ireland near Warrenpoint, a

British paratroop truck convoy hit an IRA bomb (13:28;

57:31). The survivors of the attack radioed for help

(57:31). A squad of the Queen's Own Highlanders came by

helicopter to aid the stricken convoy (57:31). While

assisting the truck convoy, the rescue force was struck by a

second IRA bomb explosion (13:28;57:31). Twelve Highlanders

were killed in the second h1ast (13:28;50:188;57:31 ). The

final toll of the two bombs at Warren point was 1S dead

soldiers (13:28;57:31). 'his bombing incident deionst rated

that, the IRA was .t l I lethal becau;e this was-; thle "'singl

worst. in i I it a ry I o,.s t. he Br i t. i sb had sult' 'e red i ri No rthe rn

I rel dI :since the 191 G ater tipri .rig" (13:28).

- ,1 F



Hunger Strikers - 1981

On March 1, 1981, in Maze Prison south of Belfast, a

convicted IRA member, Bobby Sands, started a hunger strike

(50;192;72:32;90:59). Sands went an the hunger strike to

force the British government to grant political prisoner

status to imprisoned IRA members (72:32;90:59).

Soon after Sands started his strike, other IRA members

joined him in the protest for political prisoner status.

However, Sands' strike brought the most international

coverage for two reasons (50:192). First, although a

convicted member of the IRA, Sands was also an elected

member of the British House of Commons from Northern

Ireland's Fermanagh and South Tyrone contingency (51:40).

Second, British Prime Minister Thatcher refused to even

consider granting any of the IRA'. demands (52:38;68:35;

87:59). It was the government's opinion that mcoetirig any of

the prisoners demands woul1( legitimi ze the I IA aniiiprov

IRA supplort (51:'40;68: 35 ). On the other hanid, That. her's

('11 V is said that a I Iow i ig the, st iikt r'-; to dti WOo Ii 0111Y

c 1-e t f, !1thi t Yr I , 10 i 'I il t i - fit' i t i -;h ;ori t imnl(rt , irld i oes

viO1I 'tire in Northeirn F re itand ((;X:"5) Al thloih Thant h

evenitoniut I wot 1(1 won V he hclt t. I of w 11!; (:11: 56;) , hi-r

(jrlti,,-S weret c rn'ect ahmi)t the- re'itt ins iii Nor-t hero-

I eo I a d

7?, t lit, riTd - I ), i I I I Clk 1 owV a I I i t



troops (51:40;72:32). On May 5, 1981, Bobby Sands died,

Following his death, further rioting, erupte( in Belfast and

Londonderry (68:35). Eight days after Sands' deatb, the

second IRA hunger striker, Francis Hughes, died (87:59).

When Hughes died rioting again erupted in ilelfast with

Catholics throwing gasoline boms at police and exchanging

gunfire with British troop,3 (87:59). This cycle of erupting

violence would continue as each additional. striker died

(24:36).

In October 1981, the strike finally ended but not

before ten IRA convicts died (50:192;79:58). The s.ri~e

ended when four of the strikers' families forced the prison

to intervene and not allow the IRA men to die (34:56;79:58).

After seven months, the senti meirt was that t'.e hunger st.rLke

had failed and had "placed little or no pressu re on the

Brit ish government to yie.ld to the IRA's Jemands" (79:58).

Al though he stri. ke failed to cause the Bri t i sh

go v ermiert t.o i-cncede to I..he IRA 's demands, it did

i l u l,'tl ate" two po in ts I. i-rst, the st.rike .enor1.;tntated the

IPA's cor)t...i ,ir l tbilixtv to o.r iri t r't,,rt i a) ..4tt.erit ionn f'or

the situtO ion in No, hern I r- I aind. AI co .d tI s't r i

showed that t h I RA st. il I had a strg fo (Th i

Fu ut I' r 'ore t 1i- co . t i tuericy could be- mcor var d t .

ri ~r i oBt c '. t y V )',,, roe 11rd ow s o O OSt, i( rd i Ho mJzd r.



AtteptedAssasinaion f prime Minister Thatcher -1984

On GLObt~:e r 12 , 19,15 the IRA attempted its "boldest"

s-I. ike rigainst Britain.- ( 64:50) On that day an !.RA bomib

exploded i n the (, rand Hotel in Brighton, England (11:7;

2 2 : 1. 2;9) 10; 7 1) Th is at -tack was s igni f icant because the

Brighton Hotel was the sight of' Lhe lBri tish Cons(-rvat~ive

Party annual conference (2:40;11:7;75:1 ). Because of the

conferenct~, thirteon of the twenty Thatcher cabi net members,

including the Prime Minister, were staying at the hotel at

the time of the blast ( 64 50 ) Although P~rime Minister

Thatcher was the target of the bombing, she escaped

unmnjured ( 2:40; 11 : 7) Hof,.-wever, the blast did kill four

and injured 32 others ( 2:40 ; 22: 13 ;,15: 1) . Among the ck(.'ad

were two prominent Conservative PartJy members. They were

Sir Anthony Berry, fo rmrer Conse rvat 1 ye (deputy chie f whip,

adEric Tay lor, the chairman of the C rise rvat i ye

Associat i co in northwest England ( 45: 1 ; 64 :50 ). Essenitially.

the, 1iPA was try inrg to des troy the Br it ish government but.

fa iIe d ( 63 -,'- 0).

Ti t, hIe w a ke o f t he t t a ck , P-~ imine M in i ,,ter T ha ttch11er

ri Loer 'a thcdOe lifit i sh govevirerit' s pos it. ion that t he

t. vr, er i s ts will ultimately fail. and democracy will prevail

(1. 7). Furthermore, tile overall. B~ri t.ish pu. sresolve

tkeep t ocit) ( s ter increa-.sed in re.actionl to thle

b --. i5 1 D~ O 71)e i te S ti Ve' $4t h e.'n I V t he 0 et C' 0 e V C the

Br, ii v'ri n V Ie I V- A orv I) agai- n ( on) ,n- t. r ' t



Newsy Police Station - February .1985

By 1985, the death toll from IRA terror s ts, had

remained below 100 people per year for 3 consecutive year s.

Furthermore, in .late 1.984 the IRA suffered set eral setbacks

For example, in SepLember the Irish Navy intercepp.el a boat

and confiscated over seven tons of arms intended for the

IRA. Also, in December, the Republic of Ireland managed uo

seize ovf r $1.6 million in IRA assets in a Dubli. bank

(8:44). Therefore, by early 1985 officials believed the

IRA was close to being defeated (8:44;35:48). However,

any uthought that the IRA nad 2aded was erased by another

record setting attack in February 1985.

In Newry, Northern Ireland the IRA fired nine 50-pound

mortaprs at the local RUC police staticn (8:44;15:1). The

attack resulted in "nine RUC constables dead and 37 people

wourded, Licluding 25 civilians" (8:44). The dubioas

record sec was the most constables killed in a single TRA

attack since vio,:nce: broke out in 1969 (8:44;15:3;35:48).

After the shelling, both IRA and British spokesimen

commented on the incident. "The IRA called the attack a

well-planned operation thLcu indicated Lh- IRA' s anil ity to

stri ke when and where they wanted" (8:44) In addition,

Iai.:ny Morris.n of the Sinn F'7 in, the political 4rm of the

IRA, adOled that the [RA was sti ll a s.oii d oirganization

(32:3). Dtvid Gill iland of Br'itatin's Northern lreland

off iCC.' ag,.!reed wit t.he iRA 'pnokeimen He said that the

;t.~ ta,,ck 1eir>Jzist r'aL., I tak in th, corit. n rig violence jfi
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Northei'n Ireland ( 32:2) Fu~rthermnore, in GilIi land .- s

01): n ion the IRA remained ye ry, capa.-b 1 of creating mor e suc h

peak:s (32:2). iFirially, as a result of the attack , Gilliland

did not "foresee a time vhe-n the British) Army would not, be

needied in Northern Ireland" (32:3)

EnniskLl]Jen Ba 1db iDng = November 1987

On November 8, 1987, the IRA's claim thtAt i~t was only

targeting the mrilitary came into question (54:42). On that

day an IRA bomb exploded in Enniskillen, Northern Ireland

during a wti. rniemcr.i.al ceremony (54:42:73:14;76:1). The

explosion caused 11 Protestant civilian deaths and over 60

injured eldeily pcnsioners (54:42;73:14;77:2). Also, the

explcsion indicated the IIRA was still capable of inflicting

mass destruction,

After the blast, an IRA spokesman reiterated that the

bombL was intended to kill soldi-ers not civilians (73:14).

It- was the IRA's contention 'that a British Army radio

scanning dic.detonated the barmh (54:42;73:14). Despite

thc denials, there was "widespread revulsion among bolh1

Pro testit an.(i Cat hol(. Ii c iode-i'a e poi-t ic ians " ('77 : 2 3flnd

r.J 1iC outcry again t. the PRA ( 76-2). Part of the outcry

callc-d 1far tlihe reInistatement Of IrJt arrirnent w ithoau t Lrai.

lowever, U s tcr of fic ial,-. anjrd the Blrit ish government rfi. fused

5 4 : 42 ) Appe rent. Iy , the Br itish gave rninen l. had 1 ircia



2 sson from 1911-75 and d er.mined that enc tcing into rnnme t,

li'th.out trial would only %.lay intlo the IRA's hands"

(54:4 )

Durgannorn Ambush - Augfust 1988

On August 20, 1.988, an unmarked military bus filled

with British troops was traveling from 1.lfast to their

Omfagh oi-racks (16:1;-18:1). When the bus rea.-ched Lungannon,

5e) miles west of Belfast, a 200-pound IRA bomb planted in a

parked car exploded (16:1;17:1). The explosion ripped

through the bu3 killing 8 soldiers and wounding 28 others

(18:1). The bombing incident was the "worst single act of

violence against security forces in Northern Ireland since

iTebruary 1.985 in Newry" (16:3). Again, after the attack,

"Northern Ireland politiciains petitioned Prime Minister

Thatcher to ie--.enact internment without trial for suspected

terrorists (17:2,18:1). However, Thatcher" "e. eC to

conside- the idea" (26:14) F

Once again the IRA demonstrnted their abi lity to cause

la.-ge scal]e death ar.d destruo . ion. FUrohiermoe ', the IRA

used a Czechoslavaki ,n p1asti, c e xplosive in tho at tac which

conf4..' med Br'it,.sh officials' be,[iefs that. the -IRA is better

ar'ned t, ha n e. -,,-r he fo.re ( 18 : I ) There foie, despite yearl y

dea"th to I i ,gres well bei"ow the peak year!:, (f the 1970 s

the IRA appears to still be a potent a :1 dangerous terrol ist

group,



TV. Analysi

IRA Goal Attainment

As stated earlier, the IRA has four goals. First, the

IRA wants a united 32 county Ireland with a sovereign

government (4:52;6:175;22:18;38:98). Second, the IRA

wants British withdrawal from Northern Ireland to include

all military forces. Third, the IRA wants all IRA

prisoners released (12:36;58:119;74:34). Finally, the IRA

wants to appeal to the international community for support.

The following discussion will outline how well the IRA has

a, complished these goals.

The IRA's first goal of a united Ireland with an

inudependent government has had only minimum success. That

success came when, through their violence and the Stormont

government's inability to maintain order, the British

government suspended the Stormont government and instituted

direcc rule from Westminster. Although the elimination of

the Stormont government was the IRA's first step in uniting

Ireland, this achievement has backfired on the IRA.

Presently, under direct rule, Northern Ireland is more

closely tied to the British government. Furthermore, the

future prospect of the IRA accomplishing this goal is also

not bright. In 1983, Prime Minister Thatcher expressed the

Brit. ish government's view, whlicoh hois today, that Northern

Ireland wo"Id "remain a part. otf the Uni. ted Kingdom as long
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as the population (Northern Ireland's population)

wished" (14:1). With Northern Ireland predominantly

Protestant and Unionist, this change is not likely to occur

and IRA violence has not "dented Protestant determination to

stay British" (47:47).

The IRA's second goal of British withdrawal from Ulster

has not occurred. Presently, there are over 10,000 British

soldiers in Northern Ireland (47:47;53:1). Although recent,

surveys indicate that the majority of British citizens favor

troop withdrawal (4:3;53:47), "Thatcher is under no

pressure from the opposition British Labor party to take

action based on these surveys" (53:47). Consequently, the

possibility of troop withdrawal in the near future is also

unlikely.

Third, the British government maintains an active

policy of imprisonment of IRA members and has steadfastly

refused to deal with prisoners. The hunger strikers of 1981

stand as a prime example of the British policy against

making concessions to IRA prisoners.

Finally, the IRA has been very successful at drawing

international attention to Northern Ireland. However, the

majority of the publicity has been negative. The Lord

Mountbatten assassination, the attempted assassination of

Prime Minister- Thatcher, and the Enniskillen bombing in

1987, to name a few, al 1 drew negat. i ve responses and publ i c

outrage toward the IRA. One of the few exceptions wts the

hutnger st.rikers of 1981. The hunger, strikers were able to
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draw attention to Northern Ireland an spur international

opinion against the British government (4:23). However,

the international publicity against Britain was for the

government's inaction in the situation to prevent the deaths

of the prisoners rather than support for the legitimacy of

the IRA movement. Overall, the IRA has accomplished its

fourth goal of getting international attention, but outside

of support from other terrorist groups such as the'ETA and

the Libyan government, the IRA has not developed world wide

support for their cause.

In general, the IRA has had minimum success in

accomplishing their goals. On the same issue, the British

government has not done much better at reaching their goals.

British Goal Attainment

Essentially, the British government, has had two goals.

The first was to maintain a functioning and moderate

government in Ulster. Second, the British want to maintain

peace and order. The tool to maintain this order has been

the British Army.

As far as maintaining a functioning government, the

British haN'e been successful but, nt in the manner which

they intlended. There h.s been a functioning government i-n

Ulster, but that. government has been Westminster. The

British government would prefer the Northern Ireland

governmennt. to be se..i l-a, t onomous Iike it. was pri. o r .o 1972

and di - t. rThl. ' ere fore, ijdeal 1y the Br it, tish gov 'rnmIutH
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!1
wants Ulstee, to return to a pos.,.tion of self-government.

Although "polls show 7 out of 1( people in Northern Ireland

approve of a Catholic-Protestant power sharing government."

(47:47), there is limited support for returning to

self-government (47:48).

As for forming a moderate government, "under direct

rule, Britain has scrapped the laws that geve Protestants

disproportionate powe-v and ended housirg favoritism" (53:4).

However, Catholic politicians say there is more improvement

necessary. They point to the 85 percent male unemployment

rate in some neighborhoods of Belfast as an example of one

area that still requires improvement (53:4). Overall, the

British government has maintained a more moderate and

functicning government in Northern Ire Land, but the reforms

are not complete and the government is not semi--autonomous.

Therefore, Britain has only been parti.ally successful at

this goal.

Rating the success of maintaining peace and order and

defeating the IRA is even more difficult. Some would point.

to the decl ine of violence as an indication of wining the

battle with the IRA. For example, the number of IRA

shooting incidents went frum over 10,000 in 1972 to only 230

in 1985 (29:2), Also, as indicated in the research, t.he

yearly death tolls from terrorists have been below 120

persons sinc e 1977. flowever despit e t he decline in yearty

shootings and] deaths, the IRA pr'oved ;.o bhe potent

t~er' i.tt groa.p. Aft.e. 1977 th, IMA s et ijany of i.' rt,,kr
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s in g I e inic i d ent d e at t to 11s f or e x aw in , W a rr e npoi nt. i n

.1979 and Newry in 1985. In aiddit ion, the IRA has been able

to conduct its b-oldest attarkF in t he same timeframe, for

example, the Mountbatten assasination in 1979 an~d the

attempted assassination of Primie Minister Thatcher in 1984.

Gerry Adams, head of the Sinn Fein, pointed out in August

1985, the situat ion in Northern Ireland could not be judged

oni the "body count" (33:3), In his opinion, the struggle

ws"far from over" (33.3). Therefore, it can be stated

that the British government has contained the IRA but not

eliminated the group. At best, the British governw1 ent has

only partially accomplished this goal also.

Although th-_- British government has made more progress

toward its goals, neither side in this 20 year struggle has

been abl. to accomplish anr,' more than partial success of it~s

goals. Corisecu~ently, the conflict is at a stalemate.

The following section will discu-,s the effects the Britijsh

A rmy has had ;.n reaching this balance.

Effect I- of Brit-ish Tt-oojp:

The Br'it i sh Army has had a w ide var ie ty ol' e ffec t o

thte si taion i. ra orthe-.rn tr e1anid . The m1a 1.n e f fefe t. Ias beenl

the pIrevent w~n of a civi .1 ~ar.

n Aug,iL 1 . i9639 , sec tar ian vi otIen ehad reachedl a 1-wak.

AfIter 1 wr days o Cri t.. i .Hle RUJC had prov~en P, jcoita Id

nt ~r tro 1 h £i.ght inrg, Norithernl I tel ~tnd wasz ort the kbrinik

of -oli . (ne juer t I y thco Br, i L i s h Army,, i tt- rvc~lifed



By September 1969, the presence of the Army had calmed the

s i tuat ion. The troops were able to bring order when thie

local auithori ties' were incapable. Unfortunately, thiis ord(er

was not permanent.

On the contrary, troops have not eliminated all

fighting between Protestants and Catholics. The riots

caused by the institution of internment without trial in

1971, and the riots spurred by the hunger strikers in 1981

stand as examples of the continued community violence.

However, the riots of' 1971 and 1981 do illustrate the effect

of the Army's presence to limit the violence arid avoid a

civil war. For example, these riots vere isolated

Incidents. Since 1969 rioting has not been continuous

Quiet the opposite, rioting has been sporadic and in

response to a particular action of the government. Most

impirtantly, when these outbreaks occurre:A the A~rmy was

abLe to quickly end the fighting.

Finally, the factL that the Army has bc-:eri the pri.111ary

secuityforce or suppo-rt ing the RUC since 1969 and that

anarchy h-as been avoidAed lends c red ib i Iity to the A rmv '

ability to prevent civil war.

T' he second effect. the ArmY has had i, con t-ai. ning R

'violence in North-ern Ireland. Essentia. y , t~iee effect, on

cont4..A i n in m arid counter ing the I 'ZA has been di cosr uder

the acinpIumn of TaIiS se(7onU go~t I of' Irsti rita ii i fig

peatce and order ir. No oFi ref andl. "o r'e i t-r' Ate t- fit,

Br 1 1 1i A rmn ha>- Len b ie to cori t,at i ri t I ie v i 'o Ie [It e I)I t IIo t
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totally defeat. or eliminatc tne IRA. Violence is contained

but at the expense of keeping over 10,000 soldiers in

Ulster. Furthermore, the IRA has shown they maintain the

capability to cause devastating death and cestru.ction.

Some examples of this capability are the Wai:renpoint bombing

in 1979, the Nesvry shelling in 1985, and the Dungannon

ambush in 1988. Overall, the British Army has reached a

stalemate with the IRA. The attitude of being at a

stalemate was voiced in 1988 by Tom King, the British

Secretary ot State for Northern Ireland. In a public

release, King stated the IRA could not be defeated by

military means alone. King went on to say a military

presence was necessary but an ultimate resolution depended

on a political solution (78:1). King's view of no militiry

solution "echoed the sentim'ent of General James Glover,

former head of the British Army in Northern Ireland" who

also bel ievc-s there is no purely m .1 itary sollation to the

problem (78:2).

-Because the Army is ata sta .ornate , the (teSt.inari ses

o f whe ther anlother C)rgant za t. on , uehas Lhe MA'' C oulId be.

mo 0re S U C Ce.SfuQl . [n 1969, the RUC coul1d not. contairi

commnun ity rioting. In add ition Lord (. lmer'on Coll 1 111(1 th 1 t.

the RUC contributed to rathier thnn e i i natled that \,jo)etnce

(811: 54 ) 'heno fore(, j-n 11169 t he RUjC would have heel aIn

i n1,[ip;ropnriat e ooa Ia1onto 11o% troi. Av i once.

F~o evsr , in P)1 , tlle 131i itish 1/v 'ilel i(It ntJ m111t !,(

hrfeik the sii~n t .j~ the peot ,y ,,f' I!) stc iv o



Ulsterization returned the primary security role to the

RUC and relegated the Army to a support role. Although

figures in Appendix A initially indicate that t. isterization

resulted In fewer deaths, the lower death tolls can be

contributed to fewer civilian deaths. Since the late 1.970s

the IRA has maintained a policy of targeting British symbols

of authority rather than civilians. The IRA statements made

after the Mountbatten assass'nation and the Warrenpoint

bombing confirmed this policy. In addition, it has been

since U~sterizationi that the IRA has set their single

incident death records. Examples of these record are

Warrenpoint and Newry. Therefore, the lower yearly

death tolls are more a function of a change in IRA strategy

rather than the effect, of the RUC, Ul sterizat. ion, or troops.

Finally, although the pri mary security force, the RUC

still has the SUPPOrt, of o, -r 10,000 Br itish soldiers. Inr

t s supp--ort rol e the Army hand 1 e s i n t~e I~ Ige nce gathfe r i rig

activi ties, patr-ols3, and searches. Thereftore , ivho Army hais

been a malci, cont riLu to r 1.,) ny success the HOJC fi: s fiid

s irick 1 976.

Docsp ico Lht pc)- itive ef octs or pre''erit. ing r iif v~r

aiel :-Iorta fkin 1)o OY ri the At-my eatn ccause ea. e '1..e

in q t e rv~orUi st, : ti t.i( . 'Thle inc t . i grlii iican!.t rie't 1%

fl.iii Nextft ern I re [and wns I he I'l( jkletft.i on (0, tilt' PIMi C,

I Y IL ~i t i I ini.rlo rl u-I O cli I. t 11M h el I ti

A,': J iguu nr k i ri h -. rw it t -ri , AIhi-i Iillrg In r Y ,

8~~~~~~~~~~~~~ t-,911m n f AM m tti~lot1'



troops may be seen as overreactive or that an error in

judgment may cause further violence (42:211). This point

has been poignantly proven in Northern Ireland. The Royal

Soots using tear gas on rioters in 1970 in Belfast and the

shootings on "Bloody Sunday" in 1972 stand- as two examples

of how overreaction and mishandling of the situation can

cause immense alienation and loss of necessary public

Support. Presently, this large rife remains between the

Army and the Catholic community.

Other Contributing Factors

Public support is very influential in the effect a

security force, such as the Army, can ha- - on a si tuati(In

Thle import ance of publ1ic support cani be seen 1.). c cinparirn

"Bloody Sunday" , "Bloody Friday" , and era.ioM teai

"Bloody Suniday" occurred less thani sj imoniths aift or

iternmnent without trial was enaistLed . As; st-aletd in theo

reseatrcil, tilt, Ca th1i" es rihle reir t I y1oave tl e po I ic Y of

nt errmeflt. wittiout. t r i aI Ilk atddiit iou,, t+.e A~rmy, the(

j'rri r, s' ii ri ty force pI sr1t 17h, 1111d tit- ,krdll '0'

tI il in t he ilirternmlli t t rr'et . rs t:r~ tii h !

11at r'd t owitrI the, pr liv- it5 r td I V r

rr ult ~i in ,t-vre ol rrti t ,''- h ,ih I,-s:. uIrIJ tlet,



On "Boody Sun'ay" th, troops meley bloc;ed the

progressi on of the parade -oweve ', pub ic rel ati ons were

strai ned , and the marchepcs were hal ted by the symbol of the

policy they we.:'e protesting. Consequently, the crowd

respo led by throwing rocks a., the soldi ers and rioti;g ant.]

,hooting resulted,

This incident highiighted two aspects. First, i..f the

pubLic is -. ie&nated froin the the secur tty forces a volat ile

arid disastrous s.ituation can result from an ini. t.ialy simple

act such as a parade. Second, as the Widgery report

indicated, the . troops wepre pi.rt ially at. fault for

misharid.ii g th cconf rontat ion. As a resul1t, "B loody Sunday"

d rmonstr&ted t. e consequences of no or poor train-rng.

i'hetrefo,e , so e i d re sh,:Iuld be t rainerp d LU hand Ie c jV ii

distu rances be Lore b ing p Iaced in a tense crowd cont ro I

S i tuat i on.

I n contrast, aft er "Bloody Fr iday" the publ ic was

eiraged at the IRA for i t.; indiscriminate bombing. The

rela ; ,ns be t.weri the ArIII' and t t.h ' Cathot I were stili

it 1iined h'it. vptabhlic l tarid suipiwtrt tn,_a i m rt agalit.t

the t erfI- ri t. Cc)r is tuevt, y, w.ien the Army i ricr'eased it s

pat r (I Is fid searches i riI be iaki e of Ioody Fr iday ' , tt mnet

re res.st 1 '. As mat. i r of fact , ('at ho I i evr ass, i,.ted

r't u ~ by i 'ri m~n rg ,e n I. 1 e,' at err on f" I.\ a r'ms cao hes. [ f

j)l, .t ,) , 5. :-; upper t itdI r'e mh I [I,! t,. or. I oo y

*,€ .7,' ,1 } ' itI. '.l i b t' tt i bt.ri )' ti Y.d by



Finally, Operation Motormfan was a. large scale a.-nd

aggressiv( ye military campaign primarily conducted in t Catholic

neighborhoods. By i. ts size alone, O"pera Lion Motorman couldI

have Caused severe public unrest and resul ted in rioti rig.

Fortiatel y, the operation was coniducted in the wake of the

suspension cf the Stormon~t government and the IRA's 'Bloody

3"--Ilday" attack. As indicated by the research the public

support could L , described as neutral. Consequently, the

Army was able to conduct a very aggressive campaign with

mini.mum resistance and confrontation with the public.

Again, during the subsequent searches Catholics cont inued to

informi on the location of IRA arms dumps.

These three events ill ustra±ted the importance of pubi ic

support. After "Bloody Friday" arid during Operation

Motorman, public support and aftt ude was; neutral.

Consequently, the Army wasi able to ondlct very aggressive

measures against,. the IRA arnd not encounter oppos it ioii from

the putl I P . The public wats more enraged at the terrorist-s,

thani at the soliier'S . Tie re: fore, the populat ion i thle r

waitch- or ,_ssisted the troops: in the opI):.rat. i ons. If' puhd i c

Support was low, as On "Bloody Sturl(ay' , there (ow)l c hv

bor A y iolent puhl i c batckIash. Finially, to r .tc tthe

cct as ,11publ ic sup~port i _ low, an e\,ent I ike at parade

to 1 it gii 1.' 1, ' I .c I I (_. [ ii its la.i ~ i ~dk 8ar Y, II I nI



handle ci.vil disturbances before be irig place in tnal:

situation. in that way, a "Bloody S;,,nday" may he avoid.

Second, the government should consider the poss ble

public. response to a controversial poticy such as internnert

without trial. As described in the resear'ch, when enacted

tie policy of internment caused wide spread alienation,

decayed public support for the mi].itary, and rioting. The

Thatcher government has recognized this sensii.-vity and

suLsequently has rejected calls for re-enactment of the

policy after the Enniskillen bombing and Dungannon ambush.

The British government relieved that fnact the policy would

only "play into the hands of the RA" and enhance support

for the terrorist,

Finally, onc < d-3,stroyed, public support r)Ay never

return. Tn Northern ixeland alienation occurred quickly.

IL took less than three years for Army and community

relations to reach an all time Low. Despite the fact that

no sjinilar "!31ioody Sunday" i,.ncident has occurred and 17

years have elapsed si nce the incident, publ.ic re lations

remain strained. Furthermore, it :is not-, forese:,-tble that,

the etat i.,,nship between theo Cathotic min ority h ,i the Army

W I eve re turn to the accoptafl(ne , and w4e l come the tx'roo p5

ccc ivol.! in 1969.

'1 n U i I a pe Ct. 0f t CO P n l FV . i n ie s a h! ) Ve r fliverit.

-i use f thet Air- to Ih' rSo01V e agIA in etr I S0 i

A t r 2 c ' r :0 V o.t , : o. 1. )r ' IP B r i t is 1 '1 di e 1l

(I.Lf s 4:107 1 ) We s t[11i n t- 1,1 nd F r i[Ie Mni,I r.
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That c her remh:A .n s t. e ad fA s t. i n 1e, ep i n ; t 'i r z 2n U Ste f, T e

mount; i rg deaths of se, vi cemen wrte'. t.. d eC1 t..o I" r:,e

Thatcher to w i thdraw troo p s r'rom Nz'rthern I rela:.i (CA:34

However, the IRA attacks have backf, ired. For exampl.e,

foll owing the Dungannon 3mhush the Ur i'tish public 'as

infuriated, and there was increased "pressure on That.:cher ,

brea.k the back of the IRA once and for all" tCA:34). Ry

keeping troops in Northe'n Ireland de spite attacks such as

Warrenpoint and Dunganrion, the British government has voiced

its resolve that the Army will retrain until a permanent

solution can be accomplished. The B:L'itiah government has

through the use of the Army demonstrat;d it will not bow t,

terrorist threats or violenc ,e.



V kc' U' ,01

TOTro):isrc is a very di.ff.i cult i: a in Lo de f-ne. Every

expert r searchcd oad a ~lightly di, f feren t dea fin i t ion.

"Jowevear , t no re was enough coiw-me ralty among t. K'se o ini.t.i.e

r'e &~odto form a. coiisensu s. For thi,.s the ,si s terror isin

was dJef''(:jLZ Jjj(d as Ch acjtj Cf thireatenied us e of violence used

tLo induce a puli tical or sc,--ai change. This violence or,

tl-ireat of violence catn Ue ,,sed by antiy group rd is noc.

resirainad by any soc il nori-s.

After' terrcris.ni was defIin-ed. the different. terrorist

groups werfe cl:ass ified OMi~ their primiar y moltive. Th'lese

pr imary atiyswere ei ther reh csor pal Kt ical. Thie 1"

wais categorized a.S a Pali tical terroarist grfjiup, Naimely, the

iT-A is a ter -crist g!roup who e goalz is the formafion of a

, -,pai rat a s rve r e i g n s t, a- t, E, ;I r c ind in oth~e-r we rd s ih

1IRA isn a, Nat. ianal ist terro'arist a r'ganitzati cm.

The nat.i anal-ist movemtent i.- deeply rooted in Ire) and '

hi story Its orig i 1) cant- be traced back aver, 800 Years

[1 .nkt i all Iy , the r ino-emine i nt, is ba s ed a n t he d es ; re fo r so el

cia tormi nation for the T'r ish.

As a NAtrotl sV. terrorist. group, it. wa-- (L'(teim ed

t he IPA na- d four goal s. These goal s , are t~e forymat_ of t

tini td 2 riu~yUreland, Briti sh 'qit.hdratwai ir- Nort horn

Irtcelan Id, 1t.he re( I e lisa(: o 1, all po I It ic ai a nd fRIA pr i n ' n

te wlain n lte nat' io,I suypoi'- a' t he ir'm\ ~n

MOIOMNOM



contrast, the British government has two goals. First, the

British government wants to maintain a functioning and

moderate government in Northern Ireland. Second,

Westminster wants to maintain peace and order in Ulster. To

gain peaco and order, the British government has used the

Army to counter IRA violence.

Since 1969, the British Army has been in Northern

Ireland. During this time there have been several

s'ignificant events, The significant events reviewed in this

research repcrt were the introduction of troops in 1969,

reinstitutior. in 1971 of the policy of internment without

trial for suspected terrorists, "Bloody Sunday" on January

30, 1972, Operation Motorman on July 31, 1972, the

assassination of Lord Mountbatten and the death of 18

soldiers in Warrenpoint in August 1979, the hunger strikes

of 1981, the attempted assassination of Prime Minister

Thatcher in 1984, the rocket attack on the police station in

Newry in February 1985, the bombings in Enniskillen in

November 1987, and an ambush attack against British troops

in August 1988 in Dungannon.

After the events were reviewed and analyzed, eight

conclusions were reached. The first three dealt with the

effect the British Army has had on the situation in Northern

Ireland. First, it was determined the British Army has

prevented a civil war' in Ulster. Second, troops can contain

the violence level of a terror st. group, but, an ultimate

inilitary defeat. of the IRA is unlikely. Finially, throulgh

6 8



mishandling situations troops can alienate the public and

destroy local support.

The remaining five conclusions are contributing factors

that a government should consider when using troops to

counter a terrorist threat. First, public support is very

important to the success of a military operation. Second,

troops should be trained prior to being placed in a civil

disturbance situation to avoid errors in judgment and

mishandlings. Third, the government should review the

public's sensitivity to a controversial policy before

implementation. In that way alienation of the public can be

avoided. Next, once public support, has been destroyed it

cannot be quickly regained if at all. Finally, a

government can use troops to show their resolve and

determination not to bow to terrorist threats and violence.
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Appendix A: Death-s Caused By The IRA

Year British Aigmy Security Forces Civilian Total
Strength Deaths Deaths Deaths

1969 6, 107 1 12 13
1970 7,537 2 23 25
1971 11,322 59 115 174

1972 21,200 146 321 467
1973 16,814 79 171 250
1974 15,914 50 1.66 216
1975 14,701 31 216 247
1976 14,906 52 245 297
1977 14,286 43 39 112
1978 13,452 31 50 81
1979 12,986 62 51 113
1980 12,141 26 50 76
1981 11,098 44 57 101
1982 10,538 40 57 97

1983 9,882 33 44 77
1984 9,090 28 36 64
1985 * 29 25 54
1986 * 24 37 61

• Not available from references.
(4:106,107;50:172;74:105)
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