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MARTIN GALVIN, PETITION FROM CONGRESSMAN B lACGI AND OTHERS 

Thank you for yO\lr note of 1 August to which you attached 

a copy of the letter of '1 July to the Secre~ry of State fro. 

CongTes~n Biagqi and others asking that the exclusion order 

49alns~ Martin Galvin should be rescinded. You Asked for advice 

on how the Secret.ary of SUste might respond. 

2. I do not think that the Secretary of State, or indeed the 

R~ Secretary, should get involved in direct correspondence 

",,1 th CongresSfl\An Biil9qi on th is II\a t ter. 'rh. norft141 proc~ur 

for letters fro~ Coogres$men and others is that reply is 

sent on the Government's behalf by the Ambas5~dor, or senior 

~ember of his stalf. I sugqest th~t we 5tlck to protocol on 

this occasion. I see no advantage in the Govern~nt trying ~o 

respond quickly. To do 50 ~ould only risK tu~lling publicity 

durin9 the period of -the NORAID visit. 

3. If the Secr~tary of State agrees, I suggest that we and 

the Home Office pr~pare a reply, which. once submitted to 

Ministers, we will ask the Embassy to send on behalf of th~ 

Government. In the ho~l course, this 15 unlikely to be ready 

until alter the NORATD visit, and will thcrefor~ to able to 

take account of the political clima~e ~t tha~ ti~e. 

1 Auqust '<)8~ 
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