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SEANAD EIREANN
BAILE ATHA CLIATH
{Dublin 2.)

Mr. Sean Calleary T.D.,
Minister of State,

Department of Foreign Affairs,
St. Stephen's Green,

Dublin 2.

4 July 1990.

Dear Sean,

You will be aware of the above case, otherwise known as the
U.D.R. Four. This case has received quite an amount of
publicity in Northern Ireland but little here.

I would like to support the call for a retrial for these
men.

I enclose some information about the case and I would be
glad if you could help by drawing attention to this case
and using your influence to have this raised through the
Anglo-Irish Agreement arrangements.

Yours sincerely,

e W RaSougd

E\Q‘ SENATOR BRENDAN RYAN.
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Neil Lati
murdcer of Adrlnn Carroll In Armagh town {n November 1983.

The bulk of the evidence agrinst these four men was largely taken from statements made while
In police custody and by the evidence of ‘Witness A’. At thelr trial the Armagh Four claimed the
statemcnts were made undcr duress and accused the RUC of i1l treatment. The so-called
‘Inciminating’ evidence of 'Witncss A’ has nlso boen undermined by her own statements, prior
to, during and after the trial. Witncss A has partially retractcd her statcments and has accused
members of the RUC of lying to her, and of tricking her Into a statement which wrongly pointed
the finger at an innocent man.

The Armaagh Four were at the time of the death of Mr. Carroll UDR soldlcrs on duty in Armagh.
There {8 substantlal evidence that lends itself to thelr wrongful conviction, The campaign on
behatf of Latimer, Hagan, Bell and Allen 1s @ dernand for a retrial. This {8 not an unfalr or unjust
demand as the facts point to an unsafe verdict bascd upon police evidence that was concocted
In a deadly cocktall to convict four ilnnocent men.

e [ 1
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The bulk of evidence agalust the Four Is bascd on staterncents extracted while the men werc In
police custody - Those statements were all withdrawn.
Witness A clatmed that she saw Nell Latimer In clvillan dress at the time of the murder in
Lonsdale Strect, when Neil L.atimer claims that he was on the Moy Road on a scarch duty.
The original casc was agalnst seven soldlers, but because of police mishandling and brutailty
only four came to court.
Wilness A's attempted withdrawal of evidence during the trial was disallowed.
Witness A's subscquent stalcrment that undermines her evidence in ceurt, accuscs the police
of lles and tricks.
The fact that Lonsdale Strect 18 on the other slde of Armagh. where the murder took place
The slatemenlt by E, Faulkner. the cyc witness who was n Abbey Strect at the time of the murder.
Iclentified the mefdefer and gave the police a descriplion which was used as an orlginal photo-
fe.
E. Faulkner knew N. Latimer and stated clearly that the gunman was not the same. Certaln facts
as helght and bulld werc opposite to the physique of Nell Laumer.
+ Thc resident In Abbey Strect who heard the footsteps of the gunman running away.

The cyewitness account from the Archbishop's gardener who say the get away car.
The atltemipt by the crown {0 ignore Lhesc last two polnts as supcerficial evidence that meant
nothing
* Threc PAF statements claiming the murdet of Mr. Carroll.
e attempt by Lhe police to make a second photo-fit to Incriminate the accused N. Latimer.
The precise timing of the murder would have overruled the fuct that the four UDR Landrovers
were on the Moy Road at 4:20, which has bech eslablished.
The eycwlincss account of two men who can say that they saw the UDR patrol on the Moy Road,
al the same time as the murder took place.
The ludicrous tdeca that soldlers would plan a murder at such short notice while on duty with
al teast 16 other soldicrs as witnesscs to the cvent.
The police unsatis{led with the fIrst confcaslons extracted several other confessions untll they
had four corresponding statements. N, Latimer made a8 many as 14 stalcments (n an atlempt
to glve the pollce enough so-called evidence to cotenct the case.
The gin used In the nurder has never been found and It is belleved the police wili not check
the ballistics with nther more recent shoottngs.
The allernative demands that a jjunman be found. The PAF have produced evidence that potnts
lo the real gunman who carried out the murder.
‘The case pomts (o a major cover up by a high rianking members of the RUC who in order
to allevtale the political pressurc of the then sheot to kil campaign and Stalker lyqulry, had to
take the heat of themscelves. The trlal of the four UDR soldlers had the destred effect.

ago of the

We have ln Northern Ircland, a situatlon that demands justice and fair play be done and be seer
to be donc for these mcn,

A rctrial wiil allow them thelr rlght to produce new evldence which since the trinl has come
to light.




woua UV - il FLULGL conspiracyl

On tha 8th November 1983 at 4.30pm Adrian Carroll a painter by traid and
alleged IRA republican, was murdered outside his homo 6 Abby St Armagh.
Lator that evening the Protestant Action Force (PAFF) claimod

rosponsibility. This clairn fitted in with the matorial evidence that a Ford
Cortina, stolon from the Shankill Road in Belfast some weeks before, wis
tho vohiclo soon as the getaway car in Abby St that afternoon.

The murdoror was soon by a koy wilness in Abby St a Miss Faullinor as she
was thon. Tho gunman woro a distinclive tartan cap, gold rim spectaclos,
and a navy anorack. This witnoss who know Nail Latin quite well denies
adamantly that it was latimer who sho saw ; reported what sho saw to the
police.

As is tho procodure in such a case it usually takes days if not months
before tho police have any roal evidonco as to the whereabouts of the
murderer. Two weeks aftor the murder another withoss came forward with
ovidence that was most surprising. This witness concealed her identity
under the sudo name of ‘witness A'.She has alloged to have seen four UDR
mon, ono whom she knew was in civilian clothing, gotting on board a UDR
land rovor which was parked besido tha Armagh Tech. Tho surprising thing
boing that the man sho knew , namely Neil Latimor was alleged to be
wearing tho distinctive clothing that the murderor had on.

In December 1983 several UDR men who woro on patrol in Armagh on the
evening in question woro arrosted and charged with the murder of Adnan
Carroil. At there trial the UDR soldiers denied any guilt of murder and
withdrew confessions that thoy alleged had been beatlen and interagated

out of them while in Castloroagh holding contre. by R.U.C. Officers.
All such charges of ill treatment were strenuously denied
by the police

Thu trial judge Lord justice Kelly accepted the statemonts made in
Casltlereagh as truth and gave the benelit ot doubt to tho prosecution not
the defendents.

Sinco thore incarceration Noil Latimer, Noel Boll, Jurmos Hegan, and
Winston Allen have continued to contest the courts verdict. They claim

that other important evidence relating to tho crime simply does not add up
lo the verdict of guilt. Witness "A’' has gone on radio to denounce tho police
for the way in which her statemonts were concocted to fit tho police
scenario.She has alloged that the police involved are hiding something. Itis
believod that since her allegations worc made that she has corne under
polico pressure to shut up.

The whole idea of a polico cover up lils in with ovonts in 1983/84. At that
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time the RUC were under pressure becauso of a so called ‘'shoot to kill '
policy. In 1984 John Stalker arrived in Northern Ireland to investigate the
police. It is alleged that in order to take the heat off the RUC the murder
of Adrian Carroll should be solved as quickly as possible. By pinning the
blame on the UDR this inevitably took the heat off the RUC.

It now appears that there could be an element of truth in these allegations.
Dr Paisley and other politicians convinced of the men's innocence have
called for a fresh investigation of new evidence in the hope that a retrial
will result. Peter Brooke has given his word that he will consider the
suggestion for an appeal.

What has emergod seems to point to a scandalous campaign to malign the
UDR for the benetit of the RUC. The verdict of Lord justice Kelly is unsafe.
What now matters most is that the UDR Four receive a retrial based upon,
(a) New evidence, (b) The retractions of witness 'A’, (c)The confessions of
the PAF, (d) and an eye witness account unheard at the trial.

in the interest of justice and fair play these men are entitled to the

benefit of the doubt as was the case with the Guilford Four. There release

has obvious implications for the four soldiers now serving life sentences

in Magabery prison. If these mon are guilty so be it, but what has the police
to fear? They must be given a fair hearing . If there is reasonable doubt as

to there guilt then justice demands freedom for the four.

THE LIST OF FRESH EVIDENCE SO FAR.

1. The prosecutions allegation that the UDR four would trust three land
rovers full of soldiers with there plans for a murder.

2.The impossibility of planning a murder so quickly while on duty.
3.The PAF confession- here are the real killers.

4.Miss Faulkner's statement.

5.The Abby St resident statement concerning the direction of the noise of
the getaway foot steps.

6.The stolen Ford cortina.

7.The witness at the UDR search point at the time of the murder.
8.The element of time and how the convoy stayed together.

9.The murder weapon.

10.Witness "A's" statements since the trial.

11.The four confessions.

12.The RUC's attitude.
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