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Thi Wrohile' i0 Wortbsen raland haa boes Faging
Pk sk ly Dhikmis gasin fow. Duir g bl Bisnie, well
B b e pegle hiye bess killed and oy
D e nde wieEs bijured,  Unssplog e o sl
b AUH ok v i bhe bl st ool ifle of Ghe
b e ol e laaa i 08 Frovinee is 141, .
Cimmani al bhas iincnnl of propery desteoryed vary
Wik wemn ¥ 03 fdllion and €160 million e real
Ty Hmlfhulul!{. Why Foips wers micved 15),
Yok hpe 1 Bigland bew mueh sigiifleanee, really,
b b ehiodd b Whe steiggle? True, the modia daily
g E Lo Bigliah gaibille with Weis of frish ‘news’
Pie Dok chisinkbi hiewns, Dhim sniost s ecod Do ideit thede
il Blie Dbl “namomainent ' of sl ey oF fay e
bies Fitgrpienniing by mcine gunal /pedilielan sherever il
may b weisnged in, Bl we ropeat o ek
Blgnb i 18 bl ibadod b the Borthorn traland
ArimieY Ao o view, very iitle indosd, 1n 8 way,
Wik o Ehee privied mdgad fleant (i e can sy st
Wi Lameen puilibieinns, money <tnakers, elvil
L A T mad'll, pecpile wl laFge and ot
af Wie Ll pogard Die ailution as fd Lerritily
Mlgnifloai,  We diasgros,
b PORO 600, 100A, A0 28 and, again, 1o 1935 o
2 Hlunlh iniily uf Wb eoid iy ) ireland haa exploded in
4 Uhe fiess of e lmperial masters, Todey Westmin-
: sler domlinuen i e refusal Smbility to Fesllse Ui
L diimsensions of Uhe oriala mnd would “wish it
winy, ' Moanwhile, the Jumped-ug coaneillors of
Br i, dull=witled and vielous, are snsbiled to
il armine Do goblong of the cooupying foroes, The
i lo 1o Northe s Iraland haa, o ihis sense, now
vuehiod Uie wlage whera i done Bubes e grm{qﬂ.
Iterinl Whirsal Lo the exiatencs of the British states
mooi Lhila centiury,

HEFORMAY
Examine the ‘reforms’ (o aee whit the antl=Unlonist
mingriy has ‘gained’ over the past three years. The
Civil mights domands wore , .

dainand loginlation

1) 'One man, one vide'  O'Nelll's franchise
roforms, 10649,

i; 'm::m the HUﬂ’i Hurt Report, :ﬂliﬁd
| Begpooiala’ . " = or
o Dofence Regiment formed,

4) "Take away Houning
Trust from sectarian  Central Housing Trust
gantral’ formed, 1970,

Leginlation has certainly taken place, bt in real
tormas whal have boon ite effects and, more lmport -
ant, how has it bean Implementad?

1) There have bean no lecal electlons nor any
rmont elections under the franchise reforms, as
it wan "too late’ to put them into effect. Derry is

R still ruled by a comminslon appointed by the gover-

o = and fts electoral boundarios have wtill not

& and rlot duty was to be left to the Army,
- whaen there was a danger of armed
leally the entire police force now

I.'Hlllﬂllﬂr and the R, U, C, was recently
I KL “’ mm%l- M.-
'lm waore ﬂm& true, In thelr
stor Defence Regiment, predom-
aeruiled from their ranks. IEs number wan
at 8,000, Recently, however, this

I.I.I.'ldlnd now units are to be drawn
- gwn localities just like the old "B’ Bpec-

victions in the mixed districts,
ral Housing Trust, founded to prevent

sectarianism in the distritetion of publicly cwned
hemising, the issue which triggered the civil rights
carmpalgn inftially. The Housing Trust has aided
and abetted the polarisation of the districts rather
than the cpposite, They kave, with the British
Artrry's cemsent sought ghettoisation a8 2 means of
implemerding the division bet ween the two commun-
Hies, which, from the Army’s point of view makes
r_:!mm'mmm. This explaing why the

oy tarned a blind eye to evietions and now
actively assist the forcible movement of population.
i ise B gorry eollegtion of ‘reforms’ which adds up
e a tidyimg of the graveyard rather than a genuine
atternpt to break down sectarian barriers. Bach
o of these 'reforms’ has been manipulated by
ghor momt to polarise the community and at each
step it has been assisted by the Army. The Civil
Digebedience campakgn may yet see the Army
evicting Housing Trust tenmants for non-payment
if rerks - another of thelr attempts &t "community;
relalions’ no doubt.

INTERNMENT

Irdernmerd was in fact aimed ﬁ ‘lﬂtﬂ:ﬂiﬂl
opposition. Rs implementat ion rised
commanity in an enparalleled fashicn. Viclénce
escalated within half an hour of the internees being
selzed, Within two hours the entire community of
the Catholic ghettoes was in arms. The people
ingtinctively knew that this was a deliberate attempt
to crush what poliflcal voice they had left.
The Left in England reacted swiftly to the situation
trut was lamentably unable to maintain any unity of
action. Differant ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ:tﬂiﬂd;]t;ﬂcﬂi
pe, more to (llustrate the purity r oW
mlummmuﬂuum in the Morth. The
sericusness of the American struggle against the
Vietnam war or the brilliantly effective campaign
against Australian involvement in Vietnam has yet
to evolve, Bome sections of the Left have even
gone o far in their attempts to have their "line’
heard in Treland a8 to Indulge in "socialist imperial-
ism" and have sought or are seeking to found groups
in Ireland that will be under London's control, though
one presumes that these fronts will be conducted
from the safety of Dublin drawing-rooms rather
than the bloody and miserable battlegrounds of the
Morth. Again, the demand issued by 18, "s front
organization, the Labour Committes against Infern-
ment was, "Fair Trial for All Infernees™- an
ohvious sop to s "respectable’ Labour M. P, 8.
B was heard by the Northern groups with incredulity
and they fellt, bitterly, that they had been let down ome
once more by the English Left.

Three years have passed in the present struggle
and even now the only whole-hearted response is
from the Irish exile organisations. Too many pecple
who articulate their doubts about the situation do not
know what to do. This same problem occurred in
America until groups started to actively combat the
Vietmam war without the help of "fronts”, "parties’
and the like or watting for analyses.

The first stage in furthering the struggle in the
U. 8. was education(Teach-Ins, etc), coupled with
mass action. This issue of Amarchy Magarine aims
to contribute tothe former. Only you can provide
the latter.

Introduction




INTRODUCTORY NOTE

This article is just an extract from a longer work
on the 1907 Dock Strike in Belfast. This upcarlhmg
of the Labour history of Northen Ireland is not a
purely academic exercise. History, or rather mythologies
of history, remain a potent force in Irish politics, and
vet the rcal traditions, the real record of class struggle
particularly in the North has been ignored or con-
veniently buried by bourgeois historians. In published
works the 1907 Dock Strike, the first attempt by the
unskilled industrial workers of Ireland to organise and
fight, rates a few paragraphs, the police mutiny a few
sentences. No published work covers the 1919 General
Strike, and the unemployment riots of 1934 again rate
no more than a few paragraphs. :

There is in fact an almost total lack of published
work on any aspect of Ulster’s modern_history. This
owes something to the priorities of historians at Queen’s
University Belfast, who live In an atmosphere it
thing akin to that at the British Emhaa;w in Urugua}r._
and when they do concern themselves with Irish history
thev rarely advance beyond the tasteful days of Grattan's
Parliament. Southern historians have equally neglected
Northern history, imbued with middle class nationalist
outlook, they have no interest in the labour movement,
perhaps consequently view Northern Ireland as an
incomprehensible problem, and anyway fjpd rich
pickings detailing the activities of *‘national leaders
and movements.

The troubles of the past three years have led to a
spate of new works purporting to put the Northern
problem in its historical context. Given the dearth
of accurate material provided by academic historians,
given that the authors of this new spate of largely
journalistic works have failed to do any basic research
themselves, it is little wonder that they have adopted
the view that the problems of the North are to be
viewed as community or sectarian conflict pure and
simple. Thus Andrew Boyd writes in the introduction
to “Holy War In Belfast”, a work rushed out to take
advantage of the riot market, “the long-standing hostility
between the two communities has erupted, generation
after generation, in violent sectarian riots on the streets
of Belfast”. He goes on to claim, “Holy War in
Belfast probes to the roots and origins of these riots
and traces the first outbreaks back to the 1830's".
The book is certainly the first that even bothered to
cull government reports and describe the actual riots.
There is however no attempt to explain why Belfast’s
record for religious tolerance in the early 19th century
deteriorated into sectarian rioting in the mid-nineteenth
century. Consequently for Andrew Boyd and other
historians like him history is made by individual bigots
who just happened to turn up on the stage of history
at a particular moment, and riots are caused by the
Joe Bloggs of this world who just happen to turn up
drunk with a stone in hand on a particular day. The
whole social background to the events is ignored, the
terrific pressures on the impoverished agrarian refugees
who flocked into Belfast, a new industrial slum, are

ignored, the connection between community conflict
and class conflict is ignored.



At a more crass level we descend to Patrick Riddel
columnist in the “Sunday News”, and author of “Fjre
Over Ulster”. If nothing else, his book accurate]
reflects the kind of ill-informed prejudice which ::u::l'l:-'—J
stitutes “knowledge of history” by many Ulster people
Here the tale of community conflict goes further than
the mere recital of events looked at through blinkers
the whole situation is viewed in almost racial terms.
Northern Protestants and Southern Catholics are both
capable of being brutal, but some are more brutal than
others. Thus “the Ulstermen defended their state
fiercely but they have never in something like 200 vears
perhaps not since the 17th century, shown such ferocity
as the Southern Irish displayed when they fought their
appalling civil war. Ulstermen will strike back but
they are rarely cruel and they have to be seriously
provoked before they strike back at all” (p. 34), and
“The Protestant Ulstermen had not descended to such
depths of behaviour, such extremes of savagery, as to
blow their opponents to pieces with landmines or throw
them alive into furnaces”. This was apparently an
ethnic trait of Southern Catholics.

It is true that there are a few Northern historians
who have tried to deal accurately with modern history.
A. T. Q. Stewart is one of these, his book “The Ulster
Crisis” deals factually with Ulster’s resistance to Home
Rule, and in particular with the organisation of that
resistance, No one can reasonably deny that in 1912
the vast majority of Protestant workers supported the

UVF. But a book of this kind does not raise the
question why they did so, it does not pretend to cover
the experience of the Protestant industrial proletariat
in the decade before, it leaves the Patrick Riddells of
this world to fill in their own racial explanation, and
then on that basis to glory in the resistance. 1
When we look at the 1907 Dock Strike and the police
mutiny of the same year, this simple myth begins to
evaporate. We find unskilled workers, mainly Pro-
testant, fighting the employers, many their future leaders
in the UVF, we find policemen, many Protestant
mutinying, we find the Independent Orangemen mus-
tering hundreds of Protestant workers under a platform
asking Protestants as Irishmen to play their part in the
development of Ireland as a nation. To say this is not ’:[f'
deny the existence of community conflict in the HULIH.
those who do so bury their heads in sand, it is to say 1 e
community conflict is an expression of acute pressures
on the wz?rking-c]uss. and cannot cu‘-n?ﬂﬂlﬂ"ﬂ}' hL.;imT:l
lated from the question of class mnﬂu:t.lﬁften}r:l‘ fuﬂ
community conflict has been used as a deliberate st/
Valve to prevent class conflict. Time and time -M‘:" ln
the labour movement has almost succeeded in t.mnEE‘;:
class war to the fore in Belfast. This was true 1n 11-;*r:;
It is only when they fail that dir;illu:»;mncq qu -LI:.
seeking other outlets for their despair fall easy sl
the slogans of sectarian war. .
It is then a vital task for Northern soci
for themselves the real history of the

N modern Ireland, and to broadcast ¢ e Hiose
their trye heritage. This work 18 necessary

: abour
“Ommitted (o one or other section of the L

a I nove-
Movement. The very fact that today Fhf' ;allzirtllr |tj-¢:‘i'-"'d
Ment in the North is going through 1ts darke

alists to learn
working-class
to the masses

PRIOR TO 1907 the Trade
was cpnservativﬂ and
by skilled workers.

Union movement in Ireland
ﬁefsiq}l;t, and was dominated
. nskKi workers w
organised at all, and vet in the two la?gi ]f:alﬂdg
pelfast and Dublin, were worse off than in large
British cities and equally numerous. Larkin arrived in
Belfast in February 1907, it was his first visit to
Ireland, and he came as National Organiser for the
Natln[la] Union of Dock Labourers. So successful
was his message of militant solidarity between unskilled
WDI‘I:lErS in the fight for better conditions that by
April 1907 he had recruited approximately 3,000 men
to the NUDL. At the end of that month, the Belfast
Steamship Company, linked to one of the large cross-
channel railway companies locked NUDL members
out. They were determined to crush the union while
they still had time. Small employers were willing to
concede terms to the dockers, it was the large cross-
channel companies, linked to the Shipping Federation,
which were determined to win. The Shipping Fed-
eration was an international blackleg organisation. The
blacklegs who came to Belfast had smashed a strike
in Hamburg a month earlier. When the Belfast strike
was over they were to travel to Antwerp to smash
another strike.

When these big guns, led by Gallagher, Managing
Director of Gallaghers tobacco factory and Chairman
of the B.S.Co., determined to fight, the smaller com-
panies and the City authorities fell into line. In
May the striking dockers drove the blacklegs from the
quays. Police and military guards were introduced.
The dockers could no longer stop the blacklegs working,
but Larkin replied by calling the carters out on
sympathy strike. The ships could unload at the
quays, but blackleg carters had to run the gauntlet
of anerv workers on every street. Carting soon ceased.

The authorities were extremely hesitant in the face
of what for them was a rapidly deteriorating situation.
Thev had used force before in sectarian confrontations,
but in this case they were threatened by a purely labour
dispute, most of the strikers were Orangemen, they e
the active support of many Catholic workers, the EhIF:'
vard workers, and they were led by a Catholic. B,Ia'fl"
leg carters were being attacked in places as ‘f;;r ﬁ?E::tcrlt
as Divis Street, Sandy Row and lh’e..R““‘"h‘ b:‘lﬁ‘
" deed on the Ravenhill Road the police had to baton

- rioters. . 29
thlli'ffc]ut:- 12 at least 5.000 workers In the City were
affected by strikes. Al the lndt:pl_r::r}ger;t f}[ﬁnge[t;irsrcé
s s o i T e stri r ;
stration a collection was held R :
?E?[H::: H:ht: following week strike m::eungi-:: x]n.]'erc hEidt ]::
1 - allvmacarrett, on the Ialls, oOn
v Row, Ballymacarretl, the on
gil::ﬁi:ill and in York Street. In the f‘ltk Ef th:rhﬂrrzf:ﬁ
tl::n;.l by the unskilled workers of B;Ifaat thr:: .uth s
: . i1l ac ~n, when they
- willing to act, and then,
e e und that their instrument of oppression,

; » to act, f e -
F}TEFRI&";I Irish Constabulary, would not act for ih:..ml
I’I]ti tateful decision which finally precipitated mutiny



&.

was taken on July 18. Members of the RIC were
ardered to escort traction engines through the City.
The traction engines, equipped with makeshift armour
had been shipped to Belfast a week earlier specifically
to break the strike.

The police were already overworked without any
further extension of their duties. The “*Northern Whig"
for July 11 reported “‘the strain on the police is daily
increasing and yesterday between 50 and 60 members
of the force from Henry Street barracks alone, were
on duty from 6 am. to 6 pm.” As early as June 29
an irate correspondent had described just what sort of
work this was “‘the spectacle to which we were treated
yesterday of a waggon-load of goods going to the
quay under the protection of a score of constables
is a singular one indeed, of course on that basis it would
require half the entire strength of the RIC to protect
the traffic to and from Belfast harbour and the Railway
termini’™.

The authorities were overcomplacent putting this kind
of strain on a force which had its own grievances.
In recent vears there had been two commissions of
enquiry into the conditions of the constabulary, but in
the words of the “Constabulary Gazette”, one made
“paltry recommendations that have never been put
into effect, the other, confined to Belfast, has been
kept by the state as a secret document”. Policeman’s
pay in Belfast varied fro £78 to £62 16s. p.a. That
is roughly 30s. a week down to 245, a wage marginally
higher than that of the best-off dockers and carters.
But policemen were expected to live in respectable
arecas of the city, they had to pay their own tram
fares on the way to duty (this affected very seriously
suburban constables drafted into the city daily to deal
with the strike disturbances). The police were sup-
posed to get 1s. extra if they were on continuous duty
for more than 8 hours, but complained that they were
continually being taken off duty after 7} hours to
avoid this payment. It was against this background
that a “More Pay” movement had been flourishing
in the ranks of Belfast police for some time.

The strike leaders made several references to the
conditions under which the police were working. As
early as July 7, a visiting speaker from Birmingham,
Mr. Jones, commented at a Belfast Socialist Society
meeting on the Custom House Steps “the police them-
selves had been badly overworked from 6 in the
morning till 11 and 12 at night, and he saw no reason
why they should not bind themselves into a Trade
Union™. On July 17 Larkin said “the police were
working 18 hours a day without any extra pay, and
they would go on strike too—only they dared not”.

Indeed the police would not have heeded the strike
leaders if it had not been for the all-embracing nature
of the strike movement itself. They dared to do
what Larking said they would not, because the more

they escorted blacklegs, the more they were jeered by
Catholic and Protestant workers alike. When a local
police force cannot live peacefully in the midst of any
section of the community then indeed its loyalty is
threatened.

All forms of agitation in police ranks were of course
illegal. This had one fortunate consequence. The

rebel policemen used the columns of the “Irln;h‘ T‘:{m:'ﬁ
to put forward their plans and VIEWs, thus leaving a

ique record of their activity. : .
unﬂlr:i let us take their attitude to the strikers. Thl!::]I'
letters show quite clearly how they had been enormously
affected by the strike movement. How they had 1n some
cases unconsciously adopted a revolutionary posilion
on the role of the police in Ireland. *“Willing to Strike K
undoubtedly one of the leaders of the “More Pay
movement, perhaps a group, wrote on July 10 referring
to “the screeches of the capitalist newspapers In
Belfast for the past few days over what they term
the gross neglect of duty by the police force of this
citv in not attacking and batoning the unfortunate
strikers who are murE]}’ looking for justice from their
employers” *‘the strikers are as uurselvcﬂ,. trving to
better their conditions, and if we work together we
will wring from the governmenl what T trust the
strikers will soon wring from the capitalists—more
pay”. “Willing to Strike” wrote again on July 16,
in sarcastic vein, “‘of course we should slaughter all
before us to settle this strike for the capitalists, who
hate us as much as their unfortunate workmen. When
thev failed to turn the strike into a sectarian business
they thought it would be a good idea if they got the
police and ‘strikers’ into conflict™. i

A further letter from “Willing to Strike” appeared
on July 22. It told how the RIC officers were doing
“all in their power to humiliate the Belfast police in
the eves of the public by turning them into ‘blacklegs’
—to please their friends the capitalists. They tried
to make us accept tea from these companies, and
put us under an obligation to these ‘English sweaters’,
but we indignantly refused to sell our independence™.
In an editorial published on the same day the “Irish
Mews™ gave extracts from other letters it had received,
one included this pathetic passage “it is shameful
to see a uniformed peace officer sitting under the
funnel of a ‘Puffing Billy’ or taking the other side
of the car to the driver and getting hooted and jeered
at through the streets. Walking after the prohibited
waggons 15 bad enough, and sometimes one has to
run a little”,

Some policemen, aware of the unhappy nature of
their role on the streets of Belfast, went on to analyse
El;ne_ role of ihc RIC in Ireland as a whole. The

Ir:sh‘ News” editorial on the 22nd included the
following extract from a letter: * . .. we have never
shirked any task imposed on us, no matter how
odious it might have been; yet we do not get a living
wage. We have made evictions possible from Donegal

to Cork. We have left nothing undone that was
demanded or expected of us. We regret our past
misdeeds™,

“Slave”, writing on the same date, said.
“The RIC were not established and armed to police
Ireland but to soldier it. They were established as a
garrison to enable those abitrary rulers and landlords
to impoverish, enslave, and wring rack-rents from
the poor unfortunate people of this country—our fathers
and grandfathers. These tyrants and landlords were
the indirect emplovers and masters of the police.
These masters have nearly all fled, owing to recent

land legislation, and the few who remain have no
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interest in the country; they are merely waiting for
their bonus.”

“Willing to Strike™” explained in an eloguent statement
on passive resistance on July 16, how policemen should
act if ordered against the strikers. “‘Do our duty in
a passive manner; do nothing we can avoid. We
may be ordered to charge a crowd of “strikers’ by our
officers, but they cannot make us strike them! We
can refuse to identify rioters, for there is no one so
blind as he who will not see. In a thousand ways we
can turn the law into a farce. This is our only
remedy now.”

The use of the police force to escort motor-waggons
from July 19 sparked off the mutiny. On that day
Constable William Barrett was ordered by District
Inspector Keaveney to share the cab of a waggon with
a blackleg. Barrett refused, Keaveney appealed to Head
Constable Waters who ordered Barrett to do as he was
told. Barrett again refused and was suspended. At the
later disciplinary proceedings Keaveney explained whose
instructions he was following. “Mr. Kemp (the em-
ployer) told me that Mr. Morrell (the Acting Com-
missioner of Police) promised him that a detective would
sit with the driver of this motor™ (“IN™, August 2).



Roval Irish Constabulary Cap

Barrett, dispensing with the legal niceties of the
dispute, explained in a letter to the “Irish News™ pub-
lished on August 8, after his dismissal from the force,
“The precipitating cause of the police strike and the
subsequent trouble leading to the importation of 6,000
soldiers into Belfast was due to the unwarranted con-
duct of the Acting Commissioner (Morrell) in having
entered into an alliance with the railway companies
and masters in order to defeat the carters and dockers
in securing the rights they are fighting for™.

Even the “Constabulary Gazette” supported Barrett’s
stand, this time on purely legal grounds, thev com-
mented : ““In the first place if a policeman was necessary
he should have been a uniformed man: and in 1he
second place there is, we are informed, an order with
which the officers ought to be familiar, to the effect
that members of the RIC are directed not to sit with
an obnoxious person when on protection duty, but
rather to drive on a vehicle behind them™.

Barrett’s suspension was merely the final straw.
three days earlier on July 16, “Willing to Strike” had
indicated that trouble was brewing: “In a short time
a circular will be sent to each of your barracks giving
you instructions how to act. In the meantime keep
cool; don’t get into unnecessary conflict with the
workmen; subscribe as much as vou can for their
support—and say nothing. Your officers will be against
you in this movement and will look for victims.”

The circular was published in the “Irish News” on
July 22, The body of it ran as follows: “Comrades

—having regard to the letters which have recently
appeared in the public press and the feeling of indig-
nation which we are all aware prevails in our midst,
the hardships and injustice which are lately becoming
unbearable, the despotic rule which prevents us from
ventilating this injustice, we cannot refrain any longer
from making our views public.”

The circular then referred to “the exhorbitant cost
of living and the excessive difficult duty which we have to
perform™, and went on to say that the time was now
ripe for “a petition setting forth our views on this
matter” this to be submitted to the government for
due consideration.

The circular was moderate in tone—""we have beey
told lately to strike, but such is not ,mm_!;f'.h?;i It it may
be ﬂk"ﬂjf.{l.:ﬂj b}.- g;’ﬂ]‘]l’_”lg .US the JL]."‘-U'LE "r'- ]l':..j W ﬂc.:m
necessary”’. Its {_:.;]nq’_‘,]ui_':r]ﬁg pElTEI.gJ'E'l].'}h- ]"a.rll'.l now com.
rades you are not FECJUITE‘ICi‘m do i"ﬂ}'lhlng Urﬁdcrhand
or injurious to your position. The press is always
willing to assist you. All that is required is Justice
and e body of men hzn-'c1 ]'f:mmmf:i so long waiting
patiently for this as the police have™.

The circular gave detailed organisational arrange.
ments for a delegate meeting to be held at Musgrave
Street Police Station, at 7 p.m. on Wednesday, July 24,
“On receipt of this circular you will please hold a
eneral meeting at each station. An intelligent man
will be appointed to represent the party, who will
enquire carefully into the views of the men, and note
same for the information of the general meeting. This
man should be appointed by his comrades, he will
sign first, the remainder of the party to sign after. Then
the list of names should be taken possession of by the
selected man.” The representatives were to bring
“their list of names, also a summary of views”,

The resolutions to be proposed at the meeting
WEre : —

1. A rise of pay of 1s. per man.

2. That our pension on leaving be calculated as
three-quarters of pay.

To appoint a solicitor to draw up a petition in
legal form, and submit same to His Majesty’s
Government, 3

-~
4

Roval Irish Constabulary Captive




L.
- et -

4. To apply to the Inspector-General by wire for his
permission to submit same. 1 :
5. General.

The day before the meeting, Tuesday, July 23, the
authorities acted. Acting Commissioner Morrell it;sued
a circular headed “More Pay Movement” (“IN"
July 25)—"“With reference to the circular which has
been sent to the several barracks in the City this
morning asking the men to hold a general meeting
I have directed that you remind the men that no such
meeting can be held without the direction of the
Inspector-General—By Order.”

On the morning of the meeting “Willing to Strike”
replied in the “Irish News”. He reported that the
dissident circular “‘*has been seized in a number of
stations by those in charge on its arrival and submitted
to the Commissioner’” and went on: *“‘Comrades, hold
your meeting in Musgrave Street Barracks, as suggested,
and if not permitted to hold it there, march in a
body to Queen’s Square and hold it there”,

That night between 200 and 300 men defied the
official ban and went to the meeting held in the reading
room at Musgrave Street Barracks. An “Irish News”
reporter attended the meeting and gave a full account
of the proceedings (“IN", July 25). The room was
crammed to the doors, but before proceedings could
begin a Head-Constable appeared and said that the
meeting was banned. The men shouted, “We will
hold the meeting”. Barrett said, “Let all the men
who are with us stand here” pointing to a corner—
several men moved to the corner to the accompaniment
of deafening cheers. Then from the stairs came a
shout of “‘Attention!” The men stood to attention
and the Head-Constable entered followed by Acting
Commissioner Morrell. Morrell asked angrily, **What
is this men? What is this I hear?” There was no
answer. Morrell ordered “All the men with three years’
service fall in outside.” There was no answer. He
then asked a constable, “What service have you?”
“Seven years,” came the reply. Morrell then ordered,
“All men of 20 years’ service come forward.” Shouts

came from the assembled men. *“Not one man of
ye go forward.” “Not one of ye don’t.” Morrell
proceeded to walk round the room threatening indi-
vidual men. Barrett then spoke up, “Let no man,
let no man tell his service to anyone. We are here
to hold a meeting. Why should we be prevented from
holding a meeting? It is as much our right as any
other men in this city. Don’t allow yourselves fo
be bullied, If we can’t hold a meeting here we can hold
it outside. But in any case you must stand together.
Stand together comrades and all will be well.” Morrell
advanced towards Barrett and ordered, “‘Constable,
leave this room.” Barrett replied, “No, T will not,

I am acting perfectly properly in warning these men

I will not.” Morrell and District

Clayton rushed forward to arrest Barrett, they
by the collar, the constable next to Barrett
forrell and he went down on the floor. Morrell
d Constable McGrath and declared him
Srath replied, “I don’t care about
jice. 1 can make as good a living
ien pandemonium broke out. Barrett

pleaded for quiet and asked permission to reason
with the men. He was again ordered out of the
room. Barrett then ordered the men to fall in two
deep and to march to St. Mary's Hall. *“Come on, |
will show you a place where we can hold our meeting.”

The men ran cheering down the stairs and lined up
two deep in the yard. Just as the gate was being
opened Morrell shouted, ““I appeal to you, for God's
sake don't go any further with this thing. Don’t go
outside that gate into the street. Don't make a dis-
grace of the policemen of Belfast—I am going into
my office. Appoint five men amongst you and 1 will
let them confer with me there. [ give you ten minuies
to consider this.” The men agreed to this, met Morrell
and made arrangements to see him again three days
later on Saturday evening. Morrell issued a state-
ment on Friday, July 26, admitting that he had agreed
to see the men. “I have agreed to hear the views of
the five men selected on Wednesday last tomorrow
evening at my office and no more men are 10 attend
unless I send for them™ (“IN", July 29).

The “Irish News” account of the Wednesday night
meeting created a sensation. The Tory Press dismissed
it as Nationalist rumour-mongering. The *Northern
Whig” for example, describing the incident in which
Morrell was knocked down, said: “All that happened
was that his foot was trodden on.” Barrett, defying
police - regulations, wrote to the *Irish News™ on
July 27, under his own name, confirming the “Irish
News” account and the “Constabulary Gazette™ des-
cribed the scene accurately “‘when physical force was
resorted to resistance followed. County Inspector Morrell
was knocked down and both he and Mr. Clayton were
driven from the room; tables and forms were overturned
‘and the police cheered defiance to all authority.™

Tom Sloan, Independent MP for South Belfast
and prominent in the Independent Orange Order raised
the matter at Westminster on Thursday, July 25, the
day after the meeting. The authorities did not vet con-
sider the situation serious. Augustus Birrell, Secretary
for Ireland replied “‘there is some dissatisfaction on
the question of pay, but full consideration will be
given to any legitimate complaints™.

The serious nature of the police unrest became clear
on Saturday, July 30. Morrell had asked to see five
men, but by mid-afternoon many groups of policemen
could be seen making their way to Musgrave Street
Barracks. They had to push their way through a
dense cheering throng of strikers for it was clear to the
strikers that something was afoot. That morning it
had been announced that Barrett was suspended for
writing to the press, and that any gathering at Musgrave
Street was banned.

Despite this more than 500 and perhaps as many
as 800 policemen arrived to pack the courtvard at
the barracks. Barrett marshalled the men into ranks
six deep. They represented a broad cross section of
rank and file policemen in Belfast. A Unionist
Councillor, Frank C. Johnston told the “Telegraph™
(Monday, July 29) that the gathering was not “of a
party (i.e. sectarian) nature at all, as he saw at the
meeting members of the force representing the different

religious denominations™,  Although mainly the younger

contd on p. 28
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AN IRISHMAN'S oPiNioN of James Connolly depends
g great deal upon which political party he supports.
Connolly has been hailed variously as a republican, a
communist, a nationalist and a christian-socialist. All
of the lefi-wing parties in Ireland have swooped like
vultures upon his corpse and even the church, which
he bitterly opposed during his lifetime, has shown some
signs recently of joining in the chorus of lip-service
paid 1o his name. All of this may be regarded as a
measure of the high esteem in which Connolly is held
by the Irish people but it serves to effectively obscure
. the political philosophy of James Connolly. He was
executed as one of the leaders of the Easter Rising
in Dublin in 1916 but he was not a republican. Before
\ the rising he had told the members of his Citizen
Army: “Being the lesser parly we join in this fight
with our comrades of the Irish Volunteers. But hold
your arms, If we succeed, those who are our comrades
today, we may be compelled to fight tomorrow.”
What then, persuaded Connolly to join in a fight with
those whom he regarded as potential political enemies?
In order to answer this question it is necessary to
review briefly the evolution of his ideas, particularly
those concerning the post-revolutionary form of society.
which differ from those held by other political parties
in Ireland and are thoroughly anarcho-syndicalist.

He was born on the 5th of June, 1870, in the
small market-town of Clones in County Monaghan
of working-class parents. Very little is known of
his early life but we may safely assume that he and
the members of his family were not strangers to hardship

* and unemployment and that these factors prompted
them to emigrate to Edinburgh, the Scottish capital,
in an attempt to improve their lot. Young James at
this time was under the legal age for work but never-
theless he got a job as a printer’s devil with the local
“Evening News' until he was spotted by a factory-
inspector and the firm was forced to dismiss him,

He next worked in a bakehouse and in a tile factory
. and then left for Glasgow where he settled for a
spell before moving 10 Perth where at the age of
twenty-one he was married to Miss Lillie Reynolds. His
father, meanwhile, had been disabled in Edinburgh and
when the news reached Connolly he returned home and
~ began work as a dustman with Edinburgh corporation.
~ During this period he became interested in politics
~and began to attend meetings of the Social Democratic
feration. The SDF eventually nominated him as
¢ candidate for St. Giles Ward and since he had
obliged to give up his employment in order fo
the nomination his subsequent defeat at the
ced him to take up other work and we
f him working as a shoe-maker but when
f the suggested that he return to
 help develop the socialist movement
“agreed. So in 1896 he returned
~ another chmgi::l of :ﬂcgfyﬂn.
d as a navvy and a prool-reader,
ce ﬁﬁtﬁe “Evening News”
| to him in the latter occupation.
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Keir Hardie who made a personal loan of £50. Since -
it was operated by voluntary labour it fell foul of the
printers” union and Connolly appeared before them on
a charge of blacklegging. Connolly asked the union
leaders if the use of private razors meant blacklegging
on barbers? “The Worker’s Republic” continued in pub-
lication and he spent most of his time writing for it
and on the first chapters of his book, “Labour in
Irish History” before setting out on a journey to
New York that brought him in contact with a man
who was to play an important part in shaping Connolly’s
political thinking. :
On arrival in America Connolly joined the Socialist
Labour Party and was soon elected to the executive
of the parly which was headed by the famous
American syndicalist Daniel de Leon. It may be
appropriate to note at this point that on the issue
of political activities there is a marked difference
in viewpoint between syndicalist practice in Latin
countries as compared with Anglo-Saxon countries.
In the USA or Britain syndicalists may regard political

parties as a necessary evil and may be prepared to
use them as a means to an end but this is not the

case with, for instance, the French syndicalist. The
early French syndicalists rejected all forms of political
activity regarding it as a waste of time and asserting
that those who became involved in it would inevitably
become part of the system. The trade union, they
felt, ought to carry out the political education of its
own members with the sole aim of overthrowing the
state by means of the general strike. After the revo-
lution parliament and representation by geographical
areas would be abolished so why waste time in training
politicians? The administration of the factories would
be undertaken by the workers themselves and syndicates
of teachers could run the educational system, syndi-
cates of doctors the health service and so on. De Leon,
however. believed in the organisation of a political
party and Connolly gained much valuable experience
with the SLP and learned a great deal about trade
union administration as an organiser for the Industrial
Workers of the World.

He returned to Treland in 1910 and in 1911 he went
to Belfast as secretary and district organiser of the
Trish Transport and General Workers” Union. Around
this time he published his manifesto of the Socialist
Party of Ireland which ought to make interesting reading
to some Irish politicians who claim to be inspired
by his ideas. Elections on a territorial basis would
cease under a socialist form of society he said and
“the administration of affairs will be in the hands
of representatives of the various industries of the
nation: the workers in the shops and factories will
organise themselves into unions each union comprising
all the workers at a given industry . . . the representa-
tives elected from the various departments of industry
will meet and form the industrial administration of a
national government of the country . . . socialism will
be administered by a committee of experts elected
from the industries and professions of the land.”

During his time in Belfast the mill-owners decided
on a speed-up within the mills and working conditions
were made very harsh with a number of petty restrictions
being introduced. The workers protesied and the
owners replied with the threat of a lock-out. The
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trade union leaders were prepared to sell out the mill-
workers and they finally turned to Connolly for help
ignoring their own union leaders. Connolly soon dis:
covered that he had a large-size problem on his l“'”.‘l"
The strike funds were inadequate and to call a uirike
would have meant hardship for the workers so he called
a meeting in St Mary's Hall and advised them (o
return to work but to ignore any unreasonable rules.
His advice was simple.  “If a girl 18 checked for singing,
let the whole room start singing at once; if you are
checked for laughing let the whole room laugh at once;
and if anyone is dismissed, all put on your shawls
and come out in a body,” His advice worked and
as a result the petty restrictions in the spinnings=rooms
were lifted but he found it difficult to make headway
in Belfast where, then as now, the textile-barons and
factory owners used religious bigotry (o divide the
working-class,

In 1912 he left Belfast for Wexford where he was
imvolved in trade union aclivities before finally going
to Dublin.  Before reviewing his activities in Dublin
and the events leading up to Easter Week 1916 il
may be worthwhile to pause and examine briefly his
political views as outlined in his various works. The
syndicalist will find his views very familiar and though
he enlarged on the views presented here lack of space
prevents giving them in greater detail. His works are
freely available and well worth studying.

“The first duty of trade unionists is to help one
another. There must be no division of the forces of
labour and the large industrial union embracing all
workers in each industry must replace the multiplicity
of unions which now hamper and restrict our operations,
multiply our expenses and divide our forces in face
of the mutual enemy. Add to this the concept of
one Big Union embracing all and you have not only
the outline of the most effective form of combination
for industrial warfare today but also for Social-
Administration of the Co-operative Commonwealth of
the future.” (*“The Reconquest of Ireland.™)

“The hired assassin armies of the capitalist class
will be impotent for evil when the railroad men refuse
to transport them, the miners to furnish coal for their
ships of war, the dock-labourers to load or coal these
ships, the clothing workers to make uniforms, the sailors
to provision them, the telegraphists to serve them or the
farmers to feed them.” (*Labour, Nationality and
Religion.™)

“When the workers elect their foremen and super-
intendents and retain them only during effective super-
vision and handling of their allotted duties, when
industries elect their representatives in the National
Congress and the Congress obeys the demand emanating
from the public. for whom it exists, corruption and
favouritism will be organically impossible.” (“Labour,
Nationality and Religion.™)

The principles of trade unionism outlined here hy
Connolly are familiar to every syndicalist. Solidarity
is stressed with one big union based on the industry
concerned being the aim, not the division of the union
~ into many small craft unions each with its own staff of

-bureaucrats. The growth of a trade-union
.g?trgaucracy is to be impeded by making all repre-
sentatives subject to immediate recall. The main function
~ of the union is to prepare its members for industrial
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In his analysis of Trish history Connolly used a Marxist
approach. The class-struggle was always emphasised
and many of the sham-patriots exposed and he was
never simply a nationalist such as Patrick Pearse who
considered all the ills of Treland to have been caused
by foreign intervention. Connolly’s definition of
patriotism sets him apart from the republicans. Arthur
Griffith, one of the leaders of Sinn Fein (it 1s interesting
to note that the first issues of the paper “Sinn Fein™
carried a serialization of Kropotkin’s “Fields, Factories
and Workshops™), who would have undoubtedly con-
sidered himself to be a patriot was totally opposed to any
form of class war, but Connolly’s patriotism was not
the .‘-ill-flﬂ'l-pm]‘if}li!i]'l'l of the Trish }murgeni:._;ig who merelv
wanted to expel the foreigners in order to obtain for
themselves a richer share of the pickings. He equated
the Irish nation with the Trish working-class. ““That
which is good for the working-class I deem patriotic,
but that party or movement is the most perfect embodi-
ment of patriotism which most successfully works for
the conquest by the working-class of the control of the
destinies of the land wherein they labo ,

g €y labour. To me
therefore, the socialist of another country is a fellow-
patriot, as the capitalist of my own country is a natural
enemy.” These words of Connolly’s would not find
a responsive echo today in the hearts of those who
have drap-zgi either the green or the red flag 1arnur1d
themselves in their quest for political power. _Since it
is necessary for them to enlist mass support in pursuit
of their aims they are all socialists nowadays even -Hw
most extreme national-chauvinists who pay lip-service
to Connolly (e.g. the provisionals). -
. There was an underground revolutionary atmos.
phere in Dublin following the outbreak of the first
xa;:wrlld war. The question of Home Rule had been
shelved until the war was over and many Irishmen
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Jﬂlﬂﬂd‘lhc |.31'1l:|.*5|l army believing that the re-unification
of lre_]an;i wou Id be assured once hostilities ceased But
the Sin Feinners thought differently and concentrated on
arming Lhcm;;ch'c:.ﬁ eEnd training in preparation for an
armed rebellion. (u_mm]lg ‘u'n.-'m:j opposed to the war
on _lh{:‘gmuﬂds that it was an mmperialist conflict and
maintained a genuine socialist and internationalist
position. He constantly attacked his trade-union col-
leagues in Great Britain for turning jingoist and support-
ing the war and began to prepare his own Citizen Army
for action. It is related that on learning of his intentions
two of the republican leaders, Patrick Pearse and
Sean McDermott visited him and persuaded him to stav
his hand as he would have plenty of help if he only
waited. The question immediately arises as to why
Connelly with his numerically small Citizen Army
should even have contemplated armed rebellion. That
a man who possessed such a high degree of skill in
political analysis should consider engaging in such a
futile enterprise seems incomprehensible but is easily
explained when one remembers the strong anarchistic
element in his thinking. He regarded all revolutions
as being a leap in the dark and said, *"The revolutionists
of the past have ever been adventurous, else they would
never have been revolutionists. The spirit of calculation
which is the very essence of a good merchant is the
destruction of a good revolutionist.” ~His remarks
contain a revealing exposure of the mentality of many
of our ‘‘scientific-socialists™ who are imbued to such
an extent with the spirit of calculation that they abandon
any revolutionary zeal they may possess and begin
to think in terms of making a profitable career oul
of socialism. When even the faint hope of successtul
revolution presented itself Connolly did not hesitate
even though he was conscious that he would not survive
it. Speaking to a friend he had met on the steps of
Liberty Hall, Connolly assured him that the rebels
were all going out to be slaughtered. The anarchist
belief in propaganda by deed was obviously well known
to Connolly and he may possibly have had the words
of the Russian anarchist Herzen in mind: “Tt is
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bctlcr to perish with the revolution than to seek refuge
in the alms-house of reaction.” The latter view
would probably have been shared by the idealistic
Patrick Pearse and there was probably a deeper bond
of understanding between these two men than between
any of the others even though they would not have
been in entire agreement on political issues.

Since the events of Easter Week 1916 in Dublin
have been fully recorded elsewhere they may be studied
in detail in any of the numerous volumes on that period
of Irish history. Briefly the Citizen Army and the
Irish volunteers occupied a number of Key points in
Dublin but owing to disputes within the republican
leadership the event did not go off as planned. Orders
to take part in the rising had been countermanded
by one of the Volunteer leaders but even had all of
the forces available taken part it could not possibly
have succeeded. Connolly, Pearse and the other leaders
occupied the GPO building in Dublin, read the pro-
clamation of the Irish Republic and held out for a
week against the superior force of the British army.
The GPO was bombarded by shellfire and set on
fire and Pearse was forced to surrender the garrison
in order to avoid further casualties. He and the other
leaders were executed by a British firing squad, Connolly
who had been wounded in the fighting and was unable
to stand being seated in a chair to face the rifles of
his executioners.

The rising seemed to have ended in failure. The
hourgeois press condemned it as did the church leaders
who must have secretly rejoiced at seeing so many
opponents of the hierarchy so swiftly disposed of and
the populace had been mainly apathetic. But after
the executions the mood of the people swiftly changed
and the feeling of revulsion helped to spark ofl the
war of independence. Unfortunately this proved to
be a triumph for bourgeois nationalism and during
the civil war the socialist elements in the republican
movement were ruthlessly suppressed with militant
socialist-republicans like Liam Mellowes being executed
by the Free Staters.

The memory of James Connolly is still alive in
Ireland today but his political ideals have either been
forgotten or deliberately distorted. His writings are
freely available but they are often accompanied by
ignorant  political commentaries describing him  as
bing a super-patriot a communist a republican or
almost anything except what he really was—a syndicalist.
Robert Lynd who wrote an appreciation of Connolly
for “Labour in Irish History™ is one of the few to
recognise that James Connolly was an anarcho-
syndicalist but then Lynd was a poet and had no
political axe to grind. It is a great pity that the
Irish who are prone to quarrel with each other over
political issues seldom make any real atltempt to
understand them. They are very easily led by a
green or orange banner and inclined to think with
their blood rather than with their brains and will
always be easy meat for unscrupulous politicians who
control the mass media. If Connolly’s ideals are
ever to be realised in Treland it will most certainly be
through the medium of the younger generation who
are much better educated, politically and otherwise
than their predecessors. They provide the only ray of
hope in the mists of Irish politics.
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Lynch Liberal Reform?

TEN YEARS AGO, Northern Ireland was a relatively quiel
backwater as far as the rest of the United Kingdom
was concerned. True, it had just weathered a sustained
campaign (1956-62) by the IRA, but that had failed
to weaken the constitutional link between Great Britain
and Northern Ireland. In fact, the IRA campaign,
which consisted of blowing up customs posts, attacking
police stations, cutting down telegraph poles and booby-
trapping the odd policeman, had demonstrated the
“unity”* of the Ulster people—the restraint of the Ulster
Protestant in the face of such “*terrorist provocation™, and
the refusal of the Ulster Catholic to support the
activities of such “evil men”. Some scores of these
“evil men” were imprisoned (without trial, of course,
but then no one really minded), and when it came to
the time to release them, even the Northern Ireland
Labour Party, in the shape of David Bleakley (now
Minister of Community Relations—1971 style) was
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prepared to forgo its usual fence-sitting act and came
out against the release of the “murderous” internees.
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This laxity and liberalism caused such moral de-
generation that he was soon led down the slippery
slope and was found guilty of inviting the Prime Minister
of the Irish Republic to tea and biscuits at Stormont.
This action to people who had just suffered at the
hands of republican terrorists, was too much, and the
rumblings of loyalist discontent were like a Christian
Scientist with appendicitis. A saviour was on hand,
however. a man of God, who was prepared to lead
the children of Israel through the stony desert of

! cross-border co-operation to the promised land of an
Ulster with the British connection, British finance. and

) . British tolerance for a colonised nation.

4 This saviour—Mr. Paisley, was a loud-mouthed
cleric; scheming, ambitious and bigoted. He knew
what his audience liked—the titillation of fornication

et stories from the bible, laced with modern analogies to

the harlot of Rome and its political alter ego. Irish
republicanism—and he was prepared to give il to
them if that was to be the passport to political success.

He threatened to lead a march of outraged loyalists
- during the 1964 election campaign on the headquarters
of the Republican Labour candidate, who had the
effrontery to display the Irish tricolour in the windows
of his headquarters. Since the headquarters were
situated in the heart of the Catholic ghetto. the incident,
aided by the police who did the job for Paisley by
breaking into the house with axes and removing the
offending flag, led to the outhreak of the Divis Street

Riots (1964). These were the first riots that Belfast

had experienced for thirty vears.

Paisley’s political star was in the ascendancy. All
he needed now was a means of showing Ulster (and
the world) that he was more Unionist than the official
Unionists. This opportunity came with O'Neill's at-
tempts to transform the cruder aspects of religious
discrimination into a less overt form which was more in
keeping with the requirements of modern capital invest-
ment. His reformism was underlined by the emergence
of the Civil Rights movements in Northern Treland.

. During the mid-sixties, a group called the Campaign
QT for Social Justice, based in Dungannon., had been
~assiduously collecting the numbers of Catholics em-
ployed by the local authorities and comparing this with
the proportion of Catholics in the same area.® This
they used to determine the amount of discrimination.
At the same time a republican front organisation
‘called the Wolfe Tone Society, with the backing of
ymmunist Party, began to discuss the social and
set-up in Northern Treland. Tn 1967, the
reland Civil Rights Association was set-up

t of the coming together of these groups.
sed on the constitution of the English
for Civil Liberties. It was liberal
s, timid and afraid of confrontation—
ingly when one considers the CP’s in-
main activity in these days was
ts. They were given an oppor-
e when, in August. 1968, they
rch from Coalisland to Dun-
- the corrupt allocation of
ilar march was planned for

l.%'_the local Housing
i . was invited io

ho travelled from Belfast
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was a random grouping of Young Socialists, Anarchists,
lL.iberals and some disaffected students.

What occurred in Derry that day—the ban on the
march, the batoning of the marchers, and the sub-
sequent police attack on the Bogside has been sufficiently
well documented to require no further description
here. What is worth examining in-more detail is the
effect those scenes had on the coachload of young
workers and students who had travelled from Belfast
that day, and came face to face with the reality of
“law and order” in the shape of a baton cracked
across the skull.

Some of the marchers ‘were already politically active
with a coherent political philosophy—some of them
even carried a Committee of 100 banner on the march!
—but most had never thought seriously about politics
or the nature of the state. The most common attitude
was one of vague liberalism. The transformation of
this vague liberalism into conscious libertarianism. and
the widespread support which libertarian ideals received
subsequently, was a phenomenon hitherto unknown
in Northern Ireland.

Stunned—literally—by the police action, the group
licked its collective wounds and in the bus on the way
back to Belfast decided to try to get some kind of
protest underway in Belfast. It was decided to hold a
march in Belfast from the University to the City Hall.
on the following Wednesday afternoon. Fifteen hundred
people, mainly students, assembled at the University.
The direct route to the City Hall led through Shaftesbury
Square, near Sandy Row. As such it was considered
Loyalist Territory, and the Reverend Paisley decided
to hold a counter-demonstration to prevent the “holy
ground” being taken over by “republicans, rebels,
anarchists and communists™.

The police fulfilled their usuval function in re-routing
the march away from the square. By the time the
marchers arrived at the rear of the City Hall they
discovered vet another police barrier in Linenhall Street.
Paisley had taken over the front of the City Hall for a
prayer meeting (sic). Unable to proceed further, the
marchers staged a sit-down for about four hours, then
marched back to the University, frustrated at their
impotence to carry out a simple protest meeting due




16

o the connivance of the police with lhc_[n}-":ﬂl-‘i-tii
tactics. but determined to do something about 1t i

A very noisy, emotional and exhausting meeling
took place and lasted until after midnight. Attempts
were made by established student politicians to direct
the meeting, but these were quickly stifled, 1'm-_ while
most of those present were not politically motivated,
they were quite determined that they should not be
used as pawns by aspiring politicians. In doing so,
they showed a healthy disregard for conventional politics
and set the tone for all future developments. Bureau-
cracy was outlawed, organisational authority was 1o
rest with the people, or be delegated to sub-committees
with no executive powers and which were to be subject
to immediate recall. A committee for co-ordinating
the various activities was elected on this basis and the
prime criterion for eligibility was that one should be
“faceless’, that is politically unknown and uninvolved.
Of the ten people elected to this commitiee, two have
achieved some degree of notoriety—Mr. Kevin Boyle
and Miss Bernadette Devlin.

There followed a series of nightly meetings of in-
terminable length, though the adrenalin-induced fever-
ishness of the participants gave them energy enough to
cope with the physical as well as the emotional demands
of their involvement. At the second or third meeting
a name was decided upon which would encapsulate
the desires of those involved to achieve a libertarian
viewpoint in contrast to the repressive nature of the
state. The name selected was the People’s Democracy.
But while the intent of the PD at that time was to
get people mnvolved and oppose the non-participation
of the population which passes for democracy, their
political outlook was limited to reformism.

As an early leaflet states: —

“The main goal of the movement is the achievement
of civil rights, specifically our five stated demands.
(These were: One man—one vote; fair boundaries:
houses on need: jobs on merit; repeal of the Special
Powers Aci.) The movement is committed also to
the principle of non-violent action.”

Despite the innocuous nature of these demands, in
the Northern Ireland context thev were revolutionary.
What is more they were being made by a group which
cut across the sectarian divide as well as the political
fence, comprising Catholics, Protestants (and Jews and
atheists), socialists, nationalists, republicans and liberal
Unionists. = Because of this they achieved widespread
publicity, and soon acquired a facility in controlling
the media by reversing the manipulative process which
usually passes for independent reportage.

The PD advanced from being a simple protest
group to the role of militant campaigners for civil rights,
Their flair for publicity demonstrated their recognition
of the importance of communications. Tourist posters
with “Come to Ulster™ slogans had the word “fascist™
inserted in the appropriate place. Post-cards advertizing
the beauties of Ulster were over-printed with pictures
of slums, and figures for unemploved. A sit-in was
staged at the Stormont Parliament on United Nations
Human Rights Day. A similar sit-in at the Citv Hall
was followed bv police violence and an alfctflpl o
snarl up the evening rush-hour traffic. Various attempts
were made to march to the City Hall via Shafteshury |

Square to demonstrate the right of peaceful pmcgssiﬂn‘ﬁumﬂcmmjck} il

agsion the way was Hm"km h,}r pelle
e only too wiling IO "“:“"*:;IPI the
UIIL." .-'. a * T = -
\lvsis of Mr. William Craig to the ngﬁﬂmt [',t.,l:lsﬁ
ILJII]'J'LI }w:!-:a «disloyal” and therefore cou :
[ B - - .
“1avalist” territory.
hrough “loyalist 1€ ; '
: However the PD was ["."‘“'mf-g 1;:;’»» Northern Ireland
more fundamental amah’ﬁl]:‘i 2 ELL Marches, it was
- e in 1L s s
: . and its own TOK 7 ; G & positive
EIEEE’& were fine for publicity. bl‘lETL;]r:ImI;JILIZ"F{ F]l;{‘;;
cdicationa Pmic})l TIHH nftﬂg;:[i!:}nlpt to start a dialogue
» People) was an & ; -y
to Inform the Peop x all tvpes and
on civil rights among the. pf}}plt;xiifinillq1n_EI] sides
- T S vint > injustice stng i 2o
Jasses. to point out l]m‘u | -
;'nc ;:;nr[herﬁ Ireland. To hammer [1}.”‘*‘-?“[”1 11!1:;;115
Fa M) S ined to Unmionist controlic
S v aq a start. Successtul p
areas—we chose Newry as : ey
;nc::linm; were held. However, when we continued
g

ign i agh : eannon, physical
the PIP campaign in Armagh and Dungan physics

violence was used against us and the meeting either

harassed or broken up.

Behind this statement lies the fact ! e
with an opposition group which was not Catholic,

and which indeed was prepared to attack Catholic
corruption as well as Unionist chicanery. the NI Govern-
ment reacted in the only manner it knew how, Lh}'
stirring up violently sectarian feelings among loyalists
bv claiming that the centres of towns were being
taken over by Anarchists and troublemakers, who
were Catholics in disguise, and who wished to destroy
the fabric of societv. Having succeeded in engineering
violence, the government then made its gesture. Terence
O'Neill made his *Ulster at the Cross-roads™ speech,
which was remarkable from his other speeches only
in that it contained more nauseating platitudes and
homilies to the paragraph than usual.
Some civil rights groups were taken in by this and
arranged a truce with the government. This was
particularly true in Derry where the conservative in-
fluence of John Hume, later MP, was makine itself
felt in the Citizen’s Action Committee. The PD refused
to participate in this truce and said that O'Neill’s
5-point reform package was an altempt to gull the
people and delay reform. However a march in Belfast
—to Stormont—on December 14 was cancelled. This
was due o two factors: (a) the liberal Unionists and
moderates” believed that with O'Neill’s assurances
the civil rights movement was now unnecessary  and
should disband: and (b) more importantly. the
nature of the PD organisation. where S ﬂr_j;:rn
attended a meeting was automatically a ;hé ngcl v. 10
entitled to vote, meant that the movement was o ere
to being flooded by people hostile to its g
would use their votes to distort the ]_.”mms_ i
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(' Neill, who castigated the marchers and ignored their= keep the demand for civil rights in the limelight. For

attackers, was shown 1o be a sham. Within his own
party there was a rebellion because he was
on civil rights”.® 50 he called an election.

Elections in Northern Ireland are usually so predict-
able that no one pays 1_m1-;:h attention to them. Fought
along sectarian lines, it merely requires one to know
the religious affiliation of any constituency to be able
to predict the result. Because of this most constituencies
were never contested prior (o 1969. Terence O'Neill,
PM. had never had to fight an election in all his twenty-
one years in parliament, But this time, there was
something different. The PD decided to put up can-
didates.

The decision was reached only after much soul-
searching. How, it was asked, could the PD ask people
to vote for them to put them into parliament when
they had been denouncing parliament as a sham and
a farce, and politicians as corrupt place-seekers? The
dilemma was a genuine one, and not only for the
anarchists within the PD. But the PD was not seeking
power, nor even parliamentary representation. They
recognized however that for most people, elections are
a time when they consider politics and politicians, if
only superficially. With their eye on the publicity and
the communications opportunity offered by free tele-
vision time and postal deliveries, they put forward
eight candidates. They stressed at their meetings and
in their pamphlets that they were not out merely 10
win seats.

“In the turmoil of the election campaign it is im-
portant that we do not forget that, for the Peoples’
Democracy, fighting the election is only one of many
tactics.

“We are contesting seats, not to join the carpet-
baggers and place-seekers, but because it offers an

“soft

excellent chance to put our ideas to the people and

us democracy is a continuous struggle by the people,

not just marking a ballot paper every four or five

VEars.

“People’s Democracy must become more and more
concerned with special issues, on housing . . . on jobs

. factory closures . . . trade unions. The main idea
to push home is that we must depend on the power
of the people and put no trust in Stormont.”

Already the differences between PD policy and that of
NICRA were becoming apparent. The PLY was be-
ginning to recognize that there was more, much more,
in civil rights than the mere passing of voting laws or
anti-discrimination legislation. The realisation of the
need for economic and social issues to be raised as
well indicated the development and change from being
a liberal civil rights movement 1o a socialist one.
The election manifesto included the following points: -
I. An end to repressive legislation. Repeal of the
Special Powers Act. The disbanding of the Ulster
Special Constabulary.

The declaration of a housing emergency. A crash

housing programme. All vacant housing accom-

modation to be requisitioned. The cancellation
of the Housing Trust debts to the Central Banks,
to allow the Trust to build more houses.

3. A centrally drawn up points system, based only on
need for allocation of houses, with a central board
of appeal. The drafting of a housing list open
to inspection by the public. An end to social
and religious discrimination in housing.

4. Immediate state investment in industry to provide
full employment and halt emigration. A massive
injection of capital by the government to sel up
industries under workers control in those state-
owned factories vacated by those fly-by-night private
industrialists.

5. We recognize the right of parents to determine
the kind of education they want their children to
have. We want the transfer of responsibility for
all educational functions to a democratically elected
central government. The grouping together of
schools, both state and voluntary—starting with
secondary and technical colleges—into a compre-
hensive system integrated on a social and religious
basis involving parents, students and teachers in
the government of such schools. Cast iron guarantees
that there will be no discrimination in the appoint-
ment of staff and that there will be no political
indoctrination in education.

6. We oppose the existing agricultural policy of the
government which involves the clearing of large
numbers of farmers from the land in the west and
south of the province. We want employment for
all members of the rural community in their own
area. We feel that the situation in which a few
people control huge estates while many others barely
exist on verv small holdings as unjust. We suggest
that these huge estates are broken up and used
to form co-operative farms for those small-holders
willing to move into them.

k-3

7. We are making our demands for civil rights in

Northern Ireland. We recognize the right of the
people of Northern Ireland to determine their own
political future. The border is not the issue. Civil
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support those
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Rights is. Many of our demands imn
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who are working for full civil rights there
¢lsewhere,

Ihis manifesto can be faulted on many
it has been by those who claim that 1t %
PD is not Marxist or Socialist, ot Iw'tvpul‘-llf;ill._x"l'_ liber-
wrian.  But in February, 1969, the PD itselt did nol
claim to be anything specilic, other than a militant
civil vights organisation.  Already though, the need 10
look bevond the narrow limits imposed by civil rights
activity was making itself felt, True, there was as yel
no recognition of the roles played by capitalism and
imperialism in lreland, North or South; but the election
manifesto quoted above, shows a searching and groping
for solutions 1o the economic, social and political prob-
lems which made Northern Ireland a bigot's dream
and a libertarian socialist’s nightmare, They show as
well a desire to extend the same freedom which existed
within their own organisation to the sociely at large,
and to give people control over their own lives in
industry through a system of workers control, in edu-
cation and agriculture. The implications, or methods
of implementation, had not been thought through, bul
the libertarian concepts central to a restructured society
in which people controlled their own lives were pushing
through. : :

The major flaw, if faw it be, was in the final pomnt
which stated that the struggle was confined to Northern
lreland, and that the border was not an issue. This
point was seized upon by some politically sectarian
leftist groups who even now, more than two years
later, use it as a proof of PD's pro-imperialist stance!
The criticism would be valid if the PD. at that stage
in its development, had claimed to be a revolutionary
socialist organisation. It did not so declare itself until
October 1969. In February its membership, while
steeped in political activity since the previous October,
tended to adopt a militant stance and then find political
justification later. But on the border issue, they were
aware that the Unionist government, divided against
itself. and under pressure from Paisley on the right,
would attempt to reunite their all-class Protestant alliance
by revealing the danger to the constitution and to the
border. Consequently there was an attempt to bend over
backwards in order to placate the Protestant worker
and assure him that he was not being inveigled into
exchanging “‘the blue skies of freedom for the grey
mists of an Irish Republic”, that, in fact, the PD
programme was designed to benefit all workers and
not nierely those on one or other side of the political
divide.

Across the Lines

The PD election campaign succeeded in uniting
Catholic and Protestant more than ever before, and
in the most unusual circumstances. The PD tactic of
opposing usually uncontested Nationalist as well as
Unionist seats had a traumatic effect on the green and
orange tories. In Fermanagh, where there are three
constituencies—two Unionist and one Nationalist—the
PD stood in all three areas. On polling day, in South
Fermanagh the local Orange Lodges ferried their mem-
bers to cast their votes on behalf of the aged Nation-
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Back to the Streets

Having used the election as a means of putting
their policies across to the people, the PD prepared
to carry oul their election promise and return (O the
streels at once to protest against the Public Order
Amendment Bill. This was an addition to the arsenal
of repressive legislation, and opposition to it by the
PD indicated that the path they had started on was
to be mainly political. The Civil Rights Association
and the various Citizens Action Committees decided
not to hold any protests since this would be likely to
cause trouble and lead to violence. The PD went
ahead and organized sit-down protests in six centres

—since sit-downs were made illegal in the Bill. Thus
the difference between the “‘political™ PD and the
“non-political” CRA became more apparent. The

chiel architects of this politicizing of the movement werc
Michael Farrell, Eamonn MeCann and Cvril Toman.
who were responsible for developing the lines of
socialist thought & la Marx and Connolly, and John
McGuffin who ensured that these lines should not be
too narrowly drawn and that the libertarian idealism
of the early PD should not be lost in = welter of
factional disputes and bureaucracy. Marx and Connollv
were read and referred to, but not treated in the hushed
reverence of holy ikons which is common. on (he
left. Evm? “good old Trotters™ was Spmkm{ o T
complete irreverence.  Stalin occupied a place close

o Sir Edward Carson, Sir J: . . 44 :
el ames Craig, William
Orange and William Craig. o Bm o
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h-':mlpted to break through the partition-mentality which
afflicted the Irish people—even the republicans to
some extent. Above all it was an indication that
the PD opposed the superficial but widespread belief
among Catholics that all would be well if only the
tricolour were flying over Belfast City Hall. It was
an acceptance of the fact that the same problems
existed in the “*Free” State as existed in the Six Counties
and therefore an agreement with the oft-repeated Pro-
testant allegation that life in the South was a vicious
circle of low wages, unemployment, bad housing and
emigration caused by low unemployment benefits, the
lot compounded by the interference of the Roman
Catholic Church in political life.

For these reasons the PD marched south, crossing
the border displaying banned books—by Henry Miller
and Edna O'Brien!!—in opposition to the South's
censorship laws. The march whose route from Belfast
to the border had been banned by the Unionist Govern-
ment. had been swollen by large contingents of revolu-
tionary socialists and anarchist comrades from Britain,

Qrganisationally, the march was poorly planned, and
this led to some tensions and an occasional flaring
temper. But politically the march was very important, in-
sofar as it foreshadowed the absolute dominance of
socialist thought within the PD. Not that there had
been a “take-over” by the socialists from the liberal
and uncommitted mass of the organisation, but rather
that when confronted with the full range of social,
political and economic problems which burgeoned in
Northern and Southern Ireland, the socialists—including
the libertarian and anarchist groupings—were the only
ones who had a coherent and rational analysis of the
situation and who could propose solutions which co-
incided with the anti-bureaucratic outlook of the mem-
bership to the left, and to the point where they accepted
as part of PD policy, the establishment of a 32-county
Workers® and Small Farmers’ Republic.

In the wider context, the political situation in Northern
Ireland was hotting up. There was another armed
police attack on the Bogside at the end of April during
which the RUC broke into the home of Sammy
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Devenney, batoned his family and himself, inflicting
the injuries from which he died. Intermittent violence
broke out in other areas, Dungiven, Coalisland, and
the Ardoyne and Falls areas of Belfast, as the police
used intimidatory attacks on the people, againsl
demonstrations, or just out of bloody-mindedness.

On July 12 Orange marches were held, and the
usual sectarian speeches made. Major Chichester-Clark,
speaking at Moneymore made a violent atlack on the
People's Democracy in “making a full-time profession
of protest”. Serious rioting in Derry, Lurgan, Dun-
given, and Belfast. In Dungiven a man died of head
injuries after a police baton charge.

On July 26 the PD planned to hold a march in
Fermanagh to highlight the way in which the county was
serrymandered, the high unemployment and emigration
from the area. The march and all meetings of the
PD in Fermanagh were banned. On the day in question,
before any meeting was held, individual members of
PD, carrying placards, and walking down the street
fifty yards apart were arrested. One of those arrested
carried a blank placard. Shortly afterwards, a meeting
and sit-down took place at which 53 people including
women and children were arrested. At a special courl
held during that night the women and children were
granted bail and the 37 men were remanded in custody.

The cumulative effect of all these incidents rendered
inevitable the violence which erupted in Derry during
the Apprentice Boys® march on August 12, and
which quickly spread elsewhere, notably to Belfast,
where police Shoreland armoured cars and Ferret
scouts with heavy Browning machine guns led com-
bined RUC, “B” Special and extremist Protestant
attacks on the Catholic ghettoes of Falls, Ardoyne,
and Ballymacarrett. In Derry and Belfast these areas
were barricaded off against such attacks and became
known as Free Derry and Free Belfast.

These “free” areas were bought at great cost—the
deaths of at least eight people, the destruction by
petrol bombing of 500 working-class homes and the
intimidation and eviction of at least another 1,000
families. Further it was bought at the cost of direct
intervention by the British army.

The Barrei of whose Gun ?

This created problems for the PD and the left in
general. Balanced against their desire to see an end
o people being shot down in the streets was their
knowledge that in the long term the presence of the
military could only make the situation worse. lhis
was shown in leaflets which were issued in Derry and
in Belfast. In Derry the opening sentence of the
broadsheet stated, “The arrival of British troops on
the streets of Derry is a defeat for the RUC: but i
is not a victory for us.”® The Belfast leaflet asked:
“Why have the British Government put troops into
Norihern Ireland?” and answered that the military
were here “to hold the ring while Chichester-Clark
tries to liberalise the Unionist Government™, and ex-
plained how peace and reform in Northern Ireland
was o the benefit of British capital at this time, jusl
as sectarianism had been useful in the past

The “troubles” of August, 1969, also .saw the end
of the PD policy of total non-violence, and the adoption
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of the philosophy of self defence. But while the main
burden of defence fell on the republicans during the
13th, 14th and 15th, it was after that the PD came
into a position of dominance, mainly due to its capacity
for control of communications, propaganda and the
media. Radio Free Belfast and Radio Free Derry were
established and run mainly by PD. The main policy
of the stations was to damp down sectarianism, attack
the corruption of local Green and Orange politicians,
and put forward a solution in terms of a united working-
class combining to overthrow those who had mani-
pulated them and set them at each other’s throat. A
daily newspaper, “Citizen Press”, was pul oul In
Belfast. “Barricade Bulletin”. written mainly by Eamonn
McCann, was put out in Derry. All these things were

done in close co-operation with the local republicans
until the ideological gurus were dispatched from Dublin
HQ to lay down the “right line” to the local units.
It seemed that the local people, in their eagerness to
fight against the armed wing of the Unionist Govern-
ment., had forgotten about the need to adhere closely
to the stages theory of historical development.® There-

hrow the reactionary Unionist
regime Were sadventurist”, SINCE 1}?*»'}" were missing
it the very importani stage of the bourgeois revolu-
) 2 = A o o S A
f[iU“]“ So -"p".'lllh the advent of Stalinist directives, the
on . o gl o o 8 INO5
pD. finding its movement circumscribed, once again
asserted its own independence by t‘..*-i_lﬂa_ﬂ‘l"-'|ih]'l~llt‘ig its own
newspaper—a weekly called “Free Citizen”"—which is
still running.
They also decidec

fore their attempts 10 overl

| to break away from Queen’s Uni-
o lose the student image and establish branches
entres throughout .‘*Jm'lhu::m_lru[aml_l In
iransformed themselves from being a
loose organised group into a political movement with
early defined political philosophy. In the 18 months
since then they have proved not only their determination,
dedication and staying power, but also that they have
not forgotten the ideals which sustained the early PD;
opposition to injustice, destruction of political privilege
and the establishment of social conditions whereby
people would be in a position 10 control theirr own
lives and their own localities.

versity,
in various ¢
so doing, they

ac

J. QUINN.




BIBLIOGRAPHY

“Disturbances in Northern Ireland™ (Cameron Report),
“Struggle In The North™ by M, Farrell,

“The Great Eel Robbery™ by M, Farrell,

“Free Citizen."

“Northern Star."

“The Sins Of Our Fathers™ by Owen Dudley Edwards,
“La Rumeur Irlandaise’ by 1. P. Carpsso,
“Burntollett” by Egan and McCormick,

FOOTNOTES

l ll'Nui“.'Hu "l‘ll‘ltl.'ﬁﬂl!'l.llt ':]IIL‘II.I| i.ld :l.l':II'IlL'!Eu'uq.I_ i“ 111: "R ‘”-;-I
Telegraph” in November, 1959, M

2 Statisties from “Eye Witness in Northern Ireland” pamphlet
by A. Corrigan, 1970,

EMPLOYMENT IN COUNTY TYRONE:

j : Protestant Catholic

Population Ratio 60,521 73,395

County Surveyors Department 5 il

Clerical Stall 27 il

Engineering Department 15 3

Motor Taxation Department 11 i

Counly LlhmE’ 22 1

County Hall, Rate Collectors and Clerks 1{) i

Cleaning Stafl g i

Superannuated Stall 17 )

Medical, Health and Wellare Oflicers 17 3

Nursing Officers and Health Visitors 17 11

Specialised Staff 6 1

idwives and Reliefs 61 30

County Education Officers (49 1

& TOTAL 300 52
DUNGANNON RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL:

Protestant Catholic

Salaried Employees 45 3

54 Manual Workers 52 2

£l TOTAL 97 5

FEREMAMNAGH COUNTY COUNCIL EMPLOYMENT:
524, of the population is Catholic

TOTAL

ARMAGH COUNTY COUNCIL EMPLOYMENT:

Protestant Catholic
TOTAL 289 11

Protestant Catholic
338 32

iD nnon Rural District Council had one of the worst

records in Northern Ireland, and its allocation of

 those houses was invariably discriminatory, However, they

- even then overreached themselves when they allocated
A ~ three-bedroomed house to a 19-vear-old unmarried
~ girl. This at a time when many families in the area were

g in hovels, or :Fltt up and living with in-laws. The
it that the girl allocated the house happened to be
, v to solicitor Brian McRoberts, Unionist candidate
was, of course, coincidental. A homeless
in the house. Local MP, Currie, informed
d went along in time to be televised.

(October 5, 1968) against unemployment and
~ Those involved: Derry Housing Action
erry Unemployed Action Committee,

position to the Belfast/Derry march,
junior member of the Cabinet, MP for
ral speeches in the two weeks preceding
d: *“This march is a conspiracy of
icans whose clearly defined aim is
rotestant heritage, our constitution
must not be permitted to trample

L

=l
L LVBET A O

-_-‘Bdnn he appealed to “Beezer”

They must be nﬁgmcd." :
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Porter, the Minister for Home Aflairs, to cancel il, stating
cutegorically that it had aroused much opposition in his
constitueney and he personally supported those loyalists
who were prepared to make a stand against anarchy. If
the march was permitted to go ahead—"There would be
bloodshed".

6 Yole at the Bannside election (February, 1969):

Capt. T. O'Neill 7,745
Rev. 1. Paisley 6,331
M. Farrell 2,310

Poll: 78.7%, Maj.: 1,414
This was the first election that O'Neill had fought since
entering parliament in 1948,

7 The “Derry Broadsheet” was turned out by various groups,
mainly individual members of the Derry Labour Party,
Cyril Toman and myself. “No Victory For Us™ one was
the first- of these and was written by Eamonn McCann.
The others came out daily and were duplicated sheets.

B “Stages Theory.” Well beloved by our CP brethren.
It is basically a mechanistic application of the concept
of historical development and progression, i.e. [rom
feudalism; capitalism, socialism, anarchism. The CP and
many republicans here believe that Marx stated that in
general one has a bourgeois revolution, and therefore
we must first fight for the establishment of a bourgeois
state, and once that has been achieved, go on to struggle
for socialism. We reject this entirely, considering that 1916
was the bourgeois revolution, culminating in the 1921
Treaty, In any case it is not our job to do the t'lghl:inﬁ
on behalf of the bourgeoisie, to put them in power an
then see¢ them use that power to crush any libertarian
movement which opposed them.

FROM CIVIL RIGHTS TO GUERILLA WAR

Top: Small Claymere mine electrically eperated by lever on the
outside of the box attached to a trip wire or other push-pull
device. Bottom: Mail bomb, Mails inserted in corrugated paper

wrapped around a stick of gelignite detonated by lighting fuse
as magnesium strip attached to 2.3 pyllet, ¥ lighting fuse such

(courtesy of British Army Press Office)



The hole—Crumlin Jail

ARREST

[ WAS ARRESTED in a fairly quiet area of Belfast last
August, two days after the murder by the army in a
fairly small riot, of a youth, Danny O'Hagan, allegedly
for throwing a petrol bomb. The incident sparked off
a week of vicious rioting all over Belfast. even in areas
which had previously seen none. 1 was out walking
with my brother and a friend not far from home when
we were picked up by the military and charged with
disorderly behaviour, which at the time carried a
mandatory six month jail sentence. Soldiers don’t
like rioters or riots. By arresting us they were able to
get away from the scene to which they had been sent
as reinforcements. They vented their anger in the
old way. :

When arrested I was wearing my black badge. They
did not like my explanation that this was in mourning
for Danny O'Hagan.*

We were convicted on very thin evidence and sen-
tenced to serve six months. On appeal one soldier
was forced to admit that he did not actually make
the arrest which he had spent the previous 20 minutes
describing. Estimates of crowd size, given by the
soldiers, varied from 12 to 500. We had four further
witnesses to corroborate our story but none the less
the conviction stood.

Relfast Prison works in much the same way as other
British prisons. As Young Prisoners we were entitled
to very few privileges in the first month.

Pay was 3/- per week and we were locked up
every evening at 4.30 p.m. We saw no television, except
at weekends, worked seven days a week and suffered
the same gruel and disrespect as the other prisoners.
We were given jobs in the dining hall and spent our
days scrubbing floors and doing equally mundane work.

: - NISM
: AND SECTARIA! in,
WORK my committal (including

] o nf - '
ry day = that I spent “‘sick in

orked eve %
L W0 for two days 1

Saturnalia) except
gels k -.on officers made it
irs eeks the pris
- e first few wee 15 _ o
1h’;;‘r(|:]r;"' to let us know our p.h!!;c-ﬁ .J:ilr:g;-c:rjﬂiﬂnm-n
NE wm'cf gjven 4 few maorc p1'1vlh:_._._ﬂh,? . mr:i ,-‘,intu
1:-1'” m 1:&-'&1':’:-' evening excepl Sunday —':mﬂ pal}:.hll s E-"Ji ‘.1
::i'i.-"?i-l:ﬂ]]-'l [ was then able 10 gqarn a4s muc g 63 ;
week. _ quad very quickly
Making friends was casy. A work squac i iU e
mes iithin these groups UhEre is, On
becomes a gang. Within se g

the surface at least, a strong Sense Igf :n}i?i“:;m%li::fﬁ
* individuals cou 10 . ;

that one or (WO individua s

- +v iohs were shared out (prisoncr:

respect. When the dirty Job: T

umﬁd often decide their own scheme) these individu s

= ;
got off easy. abound with working class

Prisons. for some reason, at vith -
cople. Throughout the rioting political manouvring
e rs came from one

as ensured that most of the prisone T
Llfilc of the sectarian fence. Again the hﬂwﬁ: fhb‘r]:_
tences were given to these people. C““*“E‘EWC"IE},]; 7
proportions of “‘Catholics™ to *‘Protestants i bella:
Prison does not reflect the regional trend. :

This cannot be explained away wholly by saying
that Catholics do most of the rioting oOf that no
Protestant subversive army exists. This state of affairs
manifests itself in the almost complete division of the
prison into two camps. The vast majority of _lhﬂ !
prisoners were brought up in the ghettoes and the prison/:
itself is a svstem of superimposed ghettoes.

Catholics and Protestants often share the same cell.
Prisoners are forced to sit where they are put in the
dining hall. Mixing occurs.

On these occasions, and during ““association™ the
time when all prisoners watch television, this mixing
is inevitable. Division is most obvious in the work
parties.

Some jobs are considered more desirable than others.
Dining hall work is not one of them. The hours are
longer and one works every day. All members cf
the dining hall worksquad (barring the occasional
misplaced new prisoner) are Catholics.

For long term prisoners the most desirable job is
that of orderly. This involves keeping the place tidy
and arselicking the screws for confiscated tobacco.
The other most desirable job is a trade. This offers
the young Pra&anncrllhlc opportunity of finishing his
ﬂppr:.‘:ntu:tshlp‘ or picking up the threads of a new
one, if the facilities happen to be available.

GROUP LOYALTY

In the Young Prisoners’ Centre. while T was there
!hcrl:: was only one Catholic orderly, out of a turnover
in my time of about 20 and in the trades, when 1
went in, there was only one Catholic.

Later a young Catholic, serving eight vears for
possession of a firearm, was given ahjﬂh- It was
made clear that the reason for this was that he could
be watched more closely in that part of the prison.

8 When a vacancy arose a young Protestant serving six

_ months was given it in preference to anv on ;
- #Shot by an army marksman in Belfast, August 1970 fresh batch of TRA men starting sﬁnt{vaniﬁs«; !:H:S:m;

: ’ from two to eight years for possession of arms.




In Belfast Prison, probably more than in any other,
a political prisoner lives in suspicion of everyone else,
particularly those of a different political (and often
religious) persuasion. During my time I learnt to
trust one other individual that 1 had met there. My
! politics were known to most of the prisoners but . in
i their minds I was grouped with the republicans. 1
was seen as a ‘‘Catholic anarchist”. As a result of
this 1 found it nearly impossible to talk to Protestants,
{ especially those in for political offences.

[ was talking casually to one, asked where he
lived just for the sake of t:unvcrgealliﬂﬂ. and he answered,
J‘ “I'd be a fool to tell you that”. He probably thought

[ wanted to shoot him sometime outside. All he did

by saying that was virtually convince me that he
was a members of the UVF (Ulster Volunteer Force
—Protestant fascist army as distinct from IRA “pro-
visional”’—Catholic fascist army).

Short-termers were always suspect. Political prisoners
are always on the look out for Special Branch spies.
The greater danger is from fellow prisoners who try
to make life easy for themselves by arselicking the
screws. If they are non-political they may think that
they have nothing to lose and a lot to gain by telling
on other prisoners. While T was inside two men were
shot dead on separate occasions shortly after release.
Maybe they had something to lose, their lives.

I firmly believe that there are prisoners in Belfast
Prison working directly for the Special Branch. T was
told by a fellow prisoner that two men who had
been shunned, because they were suspected of this,
were granted immediate discharges. :

I found out more about the IRA in prison, through
the idle talk of others than I could have learnt anywhere
else.

Every pub in Belfast, known to be frequented by
subversives, is also frequented by army intelligence

S and Special Branch, who often make no effort to

' jsguise themselves (they don’t actually come in uni-
form). Spies are in the prison but T suspect that most
of them are genuine convicts either arselicking or
being threatened by the authorities.

" POLITICAL ACTION IN PRISON

: As in probably all prisons the inmales are treated

 with contempt. It is impossible for a prisoner to make
g complaint and, unless suffering from something very
nall or very serious, impossible to get adequate
Eilicennine pi'utests were made by the prisoners.

ber a group of prisoners refused (o take

meal on the grounds that it was inadequate.
. They were all locked up and asked
ey wanted to make a complaint
were brought before the Board of
s impartial non-political hench-
t was found to be groundless
nfined to their cells without

soners working out in the

“the poor weather without
no! WﬂSﬂﬂHEd for. He
ind this time only one
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He was given three days, “on the board”. That is
solitary confinement on a restricted diet of one pimnt
of soup, one pint of tea and dry bread. Prisoners on
the board are forced to sleep on a bare wooden
table. Later all prisoners were given special outdoor
dress.

On another occasion a prisoner, a pEmmallfriend.
tripped over a log in the woodyard. He hurt his hand
and went to see the doctor. Three times in three
weeks the doctor diagnosed a sprained hand.  On
the fourth week he discovered that three fingers were
broken. The young man received hospital treatment
but by that time his hand was irreparably deformed.

Again another friend had his wrist broken in an
incident with a screw. He moved from his seat durmg
meal time without permission. The screw. being a
playful animal, pulled out his baton and struck the
man on the wrist. This was in front of about 200
wilnesses.

The man insisted on making a complaint but was
told that if he did so he would be punished, for making
a groundless complaint. He was offered an already
typed statement to sign, accepting most of the blame
for the incident. No complaint was made.

SCREWS

Screws are not animals. The one involved in this
incident was never noted for brutality, he was just
carrying on. Many screws just carry on, making them-
selves a nuisance, feeling good by being a nuisance and
occasionally hurting somebody. But brutality is a fact.

[ have seen prisoners badly beaten. On no occasion
did 1 receive anything worse than a punch on the
jaw but T have seen many prisoners being kicked in
the stomach, the testicles and the head, beaten with
keys and whipped with the strap of a baton.

Screws have a real hangup for tidiness, but take
real pleasure in wrecking cells, throwing beds in the
air, pouring piss all over the cell, beds and all and
scattering personal belongings everywhere. 1 have
known this to happen to the same cell three time in
one day despite the fact that prisoners must always
keep their cells spick and span with the floors shining.

Several times in the four months of my incarceration
various politicians visited the prison “to investigate
allegations of poor conditions™. Ex-prisoners had dared
to allege brutality, sickening food, inadequate clothing,
broken windows in many cells and inadequate sanitary
provisions.

Everyone should understand that the people from
slums are used to such things. Such people do not
mind shitting in poes and sharing a toilet with 74
other prisoners and such people, even if they work in
the kitchen, would not wash their hands anyway, even
if the facilities were there.

Politicians of all parties found the allegations to
be groundless. The leader of the main Opposition
party at Stormont, Social Democratic and Labour Party
MP Mr. Gerald Fitt declared, “I was delighted to
see no hint of sectarian friction™. Belfast Prison is not
a place, he declared. he would mind staying in if he
had a few good books. It is the place where he, and his
friends of all parties should be.

“Maror MULLEN.”
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THE CEMENT STRIKE began in Eire in February, 1970.
he main employer Cement Limited made £6 million
profit in 1969. .They paid £1.685,000 out to their
shareholders, that is over £2,000 for every man out
on strike (750). The workers’ case was that for a
dirty filthy job—dermatitis was an accepted occu-
pational hazard—their meagre wages of £13 16s. plus
an 8s. bonus which hadn’t been increased for 20 years,
was totally inadequate for a 40-hour week. A massive
new plant in Drogheda threatened redundancies and
al least an end to overtime on which the men depended
in order to make a living wage. They negotiated for
a £7 a week rise. The company offered 50s. It was
refused. The Labour court approved the offer with
the proviso that another pound a week be payable
from Ist June. The strike was on. The Irish Transport
and General Workers Union behaved despicably, as
did the ATGWU. Only £5 a week was paid out in
strike“pay, and very little effort was made to black
all cement coming into the South, which would have
ended the strike considerably sooner than eventually
transpired. The strikers themselves, assisted by other
workers in solidarity with their cause did manage to
destroy 8,000 tons of cement which were hi-jacked at
various times when scabs attempted to bring it across
the border.

In the North the PD was the only socialist group to
get involved following contacts with the strikers. Money
was collected in both Armagh and Belfast for the
strikers and Ileaflets distributed in both towns, and
distributed at the border to would-be scabs. Several
articles appeared in the “Free Citizen”, but as the
sirike wore on more and more scabs in the North
began to take advantage of the cement shortage in the
South. Anyone with a lorry could make himself £80)
for a 60 mile drive. Various small ports began Lo
be visited by cement-carrying ships. Following repre-
sentations from the strikers and the PD the Belfast
dockers agreed to black all cement coming in, but the
trade went on through the small ports of Cushendun,
Kilkeel, and Ardglass. The PD began holding meetings
in these towns and were well received, even in Kilkeel,
a well-known Paislevite/ UVF stronghold.

On June 16 the PD went down with a group of
30 people to hold another meeting on the pier at
Ardglass where they had been informed by locals that
cement would be unloaded. A previous meeting had
been well attended by local people and there had been
no trouble, so only 30 went along. The PD marched
down the pier and began to set up the loudspeaking
equipment within earshot of the scabs. There were only
three local policemen about, leaning indolently against
the wall. As the people gathered around the car
with the microphone, a cement-carrying lorry accelerated
into the crowd forcing some of them to jump for
their lives. One youth threw a stone at the departing
lorry without inflicting any damage and suddenly
two tender loads of RUC men, the riot squad, appeared
out of nowhere. The youth was seized and dragged

The PD & the Cement Strike

A PD member went up 1o l‘:"k Wif‘_*l“
the charge was and where he was being 12 C”E 5
P i an hvsterical Inspector R. L. Brown
was seized b}r i b : hen seemed
and thrown in also. DI Campbell Hl < : m-k in"’
‘o go berserk and ordered his men to “get Stuck In

Z s = o r o pile of fish boxes.
to the people standing beside a pre ! d their fun
Without the hated TV cameras [0 TCCOTC c[ 1 a
and games the riot squad were tl‘rl‘."r'li"-'“:‘*]}' Intent « _H]‘I
bit of revenge. 425, Trevor Little l[lumwn. l[:*.:um,lyl
lo his friends as “‘the beast’”) completely "T"l. Urmlt‘-:i
and assaulted three bystanders b:;:fnl:t.} he was haule
off by less zealous colleagues, and Sergeant Ferguson
and Inspector McFarland excelled themsei‘fﬁs Wlllh
“zest”. Within four minutes 15 PD members, including
two girls had been arrested. Brown arrived at the
tender and pointed at the prisoners saying o h"ﬁ
orinning underlings “‘pick a man and charge him™.
The lack of control of the police and in particular
their officers surprised even the hardened veterans
amongst the ranks of the demonstrators. When
DI Campbell was asked by a speaker why people were
being arrested he screamed **why don’t you all go down
south where vou belong”. Mone of the demonstrators
was from Eire.

The prisoners were taken to the local sty where
several had to have medical treatment—Dermot Kelly
in particular after an attempt to tear his balls off
by Sgt. Ferguson while he was being held by five
minions.  Two more people were arrested outside the
station for “jaywalking”, a charge which was altered
to “disorderly behaviour”, the commonest charge,
closely followed by *assault”. The two girls and
three juveniles were allowed bail, the rest taken to
a cell in Belfast and brought to Bangor in the mornine
where bail was reluctantly granted after guai‘anlgﬂi
for £1,700 were produced. (It was as well that most
answered their bail since the PD didn’t have £170
let alone ten times that amount.) -

The trial itself was a travesty. It was held in front
of the arch-bigot Wa]msley,lwhu announced himself
convinced of the moral turpitude of the prisoners in
advance saying that the police “had informed him that
the words ‘pigs’ and ‘corrupt court’ had been found
written on a spectator’s bench during the three dav
trial”. The PD were ably defended, for free. by
Paddy McCrory, Ulster’s nearest to a people’s lawyer
However, he was unable to be in the court for all
the cases since it was held miles away in Downpatrick
and his deputy was abysmal. Not that it mattered
really. Despite the admitted perjurv of various con.
stables and one inspector—whom McCrory crucified
in the box, to the dismay of the 70 police who crowded
into the small court to intimidate the wilnesses—a
local man who agreed to give evidence was immediately
summonsed himself—Walmsley lived up to his rcpuf-
tation. The class nature of the verdicts were interestinge
also. The two teachers were acquitted, the students
were fined and eight workers (including one girf}
WEIE given sentences ranging from four months to

into the tender.



15 months. All sentences were automatically appealed.
After the case there was much discussion. We
- had been framed, but we had only ourselves to blame.
We knew the police were after us and we weren’t
careful enough. Either we should have done absolutely
. nothing illegal OR we should have acted secretly and
| not got caught. As to the conduct of the case we
j had fallen between the two stools of treating it as a
political trial—which it was—or treating it as a civil
trial and doing anything short of a deal to get off. (It
is also perhaps true to say that the fact that one of the
defendants, who had several previous convictions, had
skipped bail, with our prior knowledge., and hadn’t
helped matters by ringing up Walmley, a RM whom
he knew of old, on the morning of the trial and giving
his name. “Why aren’t you in court this nmrning?r"
asked RM Albert. "Tﬂp have to caich me first.
motherfucker” was the rejoinder, which, however ap-
posite, may not have done his co-defendants any good.)
Obviously a purge was on. Within a week PD members
found themselves facing over 100 summonses for
everything from squatting to picketing and even
30 summoned for drinking after hours. We replied
with articles on police perjury and invitations to
que in the “Free Citizen” and unflattering references
to Albert, but we determined not to forget the
cement strike. One condition of continuing bail had
been an undertaking not to go back to Ardglass and
so the campaign was switched. TIn addition to trying
to find the £400 needed for outstanding fines we
continued picketing and leafletting.
For no other reason than to harass the police
18 official complaints concerning police brutality—
all genuine as it happened—were made. The senior
police officer who conducted the “impartial” inquiry
subsequently admitted that it had taken up over
1.000 man hours.
However, in Armagh, the peace was disturbed by
a strange phenomenon. Within the course of two weeks
no fewer that 21 lorries owned by cement scabs mys-
teriously combusted. Worse still. at the time the police
and fire brigade were at the other side of the town
dealing with anonymous and malicious phone calls.
Subsequently police have told claims tribunals that
they believed the fires to be the work of a “well-known
local eroup of political troublemakers™. but that no
one had been apprehended—an incredible admission
of incompetence. Compensation is hard to obtain
" unless it can be proved that three or more people
~ were responsible for the conflagration. A certain
“’*'}ﬁ.{plum er” Duffy, himself a former PD member, gave
evidence. A pathetic figure, the plumber had been
1 enthusiastic member until tempted by the big profits
arned by scabbing he had taken his lorry on
ement run, claiming to be “checking up on local
-' had been expelled, somewhat forcibly
oD HO down a long flight of stairs.
. he could considering the circum-
have been at PD meetings when
2 of local lorry-owning scabs
and that the speaker had said
wdividual he was powerless 1o
h of the people”. Duffy
eliable witness for his lorry

.

ongst the six remaining
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Armagh lorries the next week.

The destruction of 27 lorries by person or persons
unknown ended the lorry running from Armagh. but
the habit had spread unfortunately to Newry where
five cement loads were destroyed. Here it is true to
say that it was perhaps more due to the zeal of the
Newry fire brigade who were summoned on several
occasions to parked cement lorries which were, they
were informed by local bystanders, on fire. In vain
did the drivers protest that this was not so and that
the token fire had been extinguished. The stern-faced
and diligent Newry fire brigade, all union members.
solemnly hosed down five loads of cement, inadvertently
destroving them, but doubtless saving the town from
a mighty conflagration. More serious was the irres-
ponsible outbreak of hooliganism, which the local
papers maliciously blamed upon Newry PD, when a ship
bearing cement attempted to enter Newry harbour and
unload. Over 200 local people emerged from their
houses and stoned the boat out of ‘the harbour where
it was forced to return to Holland without unloading.

After 22 weeks the cement strike ended in partial
defeat for the strikers. Thev were granted more
money but it was tied into a productivity deal. The
suffering of the strikers and their families had been
oreat and the unions emerged with no credit, nor the
English unions which refused to black the cement. nor
the “‘democratic socialist people’s republic of Poland™
which shipped most of the cement. The cement industry
has now been taken over by the government. The
epilogue to the PD’s part in the struggle came in
October when the appeals were heard. These resulted
in Dermot Kellv being acquitted (he had got 15 months
from Walmsley). a clear acceptance by RM Brown,
no liberal, that the police had been guilty of both per-
jury and brutality. Micky McCullough, James Ruddy.
Brid McGlade, and Denis Cassin all got their sentences
reduced and suspended. Oliver Cosgrove got his seven
months reduced to one month. Eugene Cassin and
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members of the force, there were men there with

10) or more years’ service. : i

Shortly after 4 p.m. Morrell and Clayton arrived HI?
try and get control of the situation. Morrell ,“:“dﬁ.“
statement suggesting that the men should hand 1n their
names and forward a request for a meeung 10 the
Inspector General. At this stage he was loudly jeered
and the officers departed in some haste. :

Barrett then spoke, he announced his suspensiofn
that morning, but he clearly feared that the situation
was getting out of hand. He told the men “all 1 just
ask you to do is this—let each and every one return
to his barracks. Do your duty loyally and faithfully
until this evening week, and then we will hold a
meeting’’, Many of the men there were dissatisfied
with this proposal and there were cries of “Too long™
and “We'll give them one hour to reinstate you™. Barrett
replied, “No, we will give them eight days to consider
the matter and give us a definite answer.”

He told them that their petition had been for-
warded to the Commissioner and that in due course
it would go before the Inspector General, a West-
minster MP (probably Sloan) had been given a copy.
The petition contained the demands which had been
circulated several days earlier, it did however contain
this last paragraph: “The urgent character of the de-
mands now made by the men necessitates their being
urgently attended to, and, acting on our instructions,
we have to press strongly, and with the greatest
possible respect, for a definite assurance within a week
that our case will be favourably dealt with forthwith.™

When this was read out the police broke into deafening
cheers, the strikers outside burst through the doors
and joined the policemen. Barrett spoke again, he
welcomed the strikers saving *it has been alleged
that the authorities can put 10,000 men in our place,
but there are 100,000 loyal union men in the City
who will support us”. He then announced that the
next police meeting would be held on the Custom
House Steps, and read out telegrams of support; that
done he asked the crowds to disperse.

The crowd however was far too roused to simply
go away. Barrett was chaired by constables and strikers
and carried to the Custom House Steps. Total in-
decision ensued. There were calls to demonstrate
outside the Commissioner’s house, to wreck the
barracks, to go to the docks. Barrett persuaded them
to avoid violence, and they returned to the barracks.
From there thev went out by the gate into Townhall
Street and to the City Commissioner’s office in Chi-
chester Street. The five district delegates elected on
the Wednesday night, including Barrett went in ac-
companied by a Unionist Councillor, F. C. Johnston,
JP. The delegation were informed that Assistant
Inspector-General Gamble was to arrive from Dublin
at 6 pm. and would discuss any grievances. At
6 p.m. th_e crowd reassembled within the barracks
However, it was not until 8 p.m, that Barrett reappeared
with the result of the talks with Gamble. He told
the meeting, “I am suspended. He has refused to
reinstate me.” Once again Barrett asked everyone to
disperse. Again both civilians and police suggested
that thE}: rush _the Commissioner’s office. ‘

At this point the strike leaders appeared for the

who had demanded action were
and listen to the leaders of the
and other 511‘;1-:%1‘5-T Tilil:ﬁ .::':I?Eakcrlﬁ
1 gt T the lrades Louncy|,
included John MurPh::_, ?}t;grﬁ:iiigipﬂ] Sl
Alex Boyd, leader -D'mn:! Jlso prominent in the Inde.
of the strike r]ﬁmf';:r?cr{ N alio Jimes e ton encrd
pendent Orange Halignriul Thion ot otk Eabousers
Secretary of lhcamrv . sirike leaders from outside
Despite 1|.1§:|r {|}11£:1nt “less critical in their assessment of
DIOVECY] Imf the rebellious policemen than the
the pt:lsuu:-ln ﬂ‘-;f';'h-’ﬂ‘i Alex Boyd told them *“*he hoped
Ptﬂmm]mni*]]mgfr Neville Chamberlain (the Inspector-
that Colone he had every confidence would
Genezal) in Jhath. o5 >~ When the he
investigate the matter to !hr.: l?{:ntmm_. T eat
had gone out of the situation, with much talk of
this kind, the strike leaders suggested that civilians
i after the policemen began to
should leave, and soon p
dmg;ri?;]ing to take any immediate action ihcrpnhcamqu
had already sealed their fate. ‘They had timed their
action to take advantage of the existing situation
Belfast, and their sole strength lay in forcing con-
cessions while the authorities were ]:nnwcrlf.:ss. _In:’-;lF.:El{l
they attempted to go through legal channels in a situation
in which they had no legal rights at all. As a result
they had given the authorities eight days’ grace.

The Tory Press were quite aware of the position
by Monday. The “Newsletter’’, which had dismissed
the whole affair as Nationalist rumour. now said,
“When we say that these men numbered more than
500, that they met in defiance of orders, and that they
or some of them hooted their officers it will be seen
that the situation is serious enough and calls for prompt
and decisive action on the part of the government.”

The authorities were already moving into action.
The Assistant Inspector-General arrived on the evening
of Saturday, July 27. He held talks with County
Inspector Morrell for most of Sunday. Meanwhile
officers, head-constables, and sergeants from all stations
met under District Inspectors Kelly, Gelston and Clay-
1;’“: Stern tactics for dealing with the mutinv were
e s ¢ In troops, which must have had

support of Augustus Birrell, Secretary for Ireland.
i gadc, SIX new magistrates were sworn in. There
fﬁfwﬂﬂfﬁi‘fﬂ rlz;v ﬁgjﬂf[}m”m Inspector Kelly of
accept a transfer. g rom the force rather than
camhe frst troops. 00 men of the first batalion o
Regiment. arsived oo i G, /00 men of the Berkshire

Tiichs o O e e L. Tucsday, July 30,
the policemen ‘“EE]I?EH ing doom had their effect on
daye BAlS 31, snid. O Strike”, writing on Wednes-
15 a‘m:;:njégt *DE{?I " Comrades, the demon of division
move.” Mgde;ategml;-ldt and C“,“‘fIUET' is the latest
square one and submj €re proposing to go back to
General.  Alth }imt.d NEW petition to the Inspector-
intent or ough caught between the authorities.
- 1 repression, and the moderates liblinG to salvas

mething, the “More Pay™ ping to salvage
On Wednesday, July 31 }’lhmﬂvcmcm was still active.
aimed at the higher rank ¢y send round a circular
Preparing to crush ranks who were at that moment

sh them. Tt was addressed “To the

first time. The men

prepared 10 stop
dockers, the carters



head-constables and sergeants of the RIC de_sint:u:-; of

joining in and assisting the movement for increased

pay and pensions™. Replies to the following questions
were “respectfully requested™:— :

“1. Are you in agreement with action of the men
carrying on the ‘More Pay’ movement?

2. Do the demands made on behalf of the force
meet with your approval?

3. Are you prepared to strike and agitate and co-
operate with the men if and when required in
order to force the concessions claimed?

4. In view of the fact that the County and District
Inspectors and other high placed police authorities
are strongly opposed to the *More Pay’ movement
and in as much as the government have been
misled in the past by the representations of these
officials as to the pressing character of our griev-
ances and the crying injustice of our case, the men
are of the opinion that all our future representations
and communications should be direct to the res-
ponsible minister of the crown. For this purpose
we reguire to know, are you prepared, notwith-
standing disciplinary regulations to the contrary, to
support the decision come to, to hold direct
communication with authorities other than the
police authorities?"

Unfortunately by the following day, Thursday,
August 1, it was clear that “other authorities™ were
just as unsympathetic as the police authorities. The
Under-Secretary for Ireland gave the reply to the
petition handed in by the men the Saturday before.
His statement included the following: *It is impossible
for the government to entertain a petition presented
under such conditions of disorder and insubordination,
and of which the concluding paragraph is of a threaten-
ing nature.” Before any representations were heard
there would have to be “‘complete re-establishment of
discipline”. The petition was “‘a serious discredit to
all the constables concerned”. Constable William Barrett
was dismissed and six other constables were suspended.

The next day, Friday, August 2, the day before the
next planned meeting of dissident policemen, further
blows fell. 200 policemen, most of whom had been
involved in the trouble were told to prepare for im-
mediate transfer to distant and scattered country areas.
On Saturday morning the “Newsletter” reported that
their replacements were already billeted in Lisburn and
“the married and senior constables of Antrim, Down
and Louth have been communicated with and ordered
to hold themselves in readiness to take du‘t‘}r in
Belfast when required”. The same morning the “Irish
News” reported that most of the men at Mountpottinger,
Springfield Road and Musgrave Street Barracks were to
be moved that morning. ,

The price of militancy was now clear. Barrett’s
most enthusiastic supporters were being got out of the
city before they could cause any more trouble. Any
tempted to join in the Saturday demonstration knew
what lay in store for them.

The only encou ent for the police in Belfast came
from RIC men in other parts of Ireland. At Athenry
on Al:fust 1, 70 men met, and again the following
night despite the opposition of the local DI. They

passed three resolutions.
1. They objected to being made herds of.

2. They would stand by any strikers who were vic-

timised.
3. They would support a strike.

Support also came from Tipperary and Nenagh.
Cork, however, was more typical. On Tuesday, July 30,
the men agreed to apply to the Inspector-General for
permission to hold a meeting. On Friday, however, they
were refused permission and instead of taking any

action decided to wait and see what would happen
in Belfast.

Belfast was packed with troops on Saturday, August 3.
The English “Daily News™ described the scene: “The
great industrial centre, crowded with 6,000 soldiers
represented an armed camp. It is impossible to
imagine a dockers’ strike at Liverpool or Hull pro-
ducing such a tremendous marshalling of military
forces.” The “Constabulary Gazette” voiced the fears
that day ‘‘the military have been pouring into the
city, and it is no exaggeration to say that in all
sections of the population there is a reign of terror”
and “if the police and the military are set in active
opposition the result will be hell™.

A huge crowd gathered, on the Saturday afternoon
at the Custom House Steps, and at 4 p.m. Barrett
appeared to speak. He told the crowd that *“No
military can make men work who are dissatisfied with
their conditions. Down with blacklegs and cheap labour
say I whether in civilian or constabulary life. All men
are entitled to a living wage. Complaints are made
that we demand redress of our grievances at the wrong
time. 1 quite agree that we ought to have struck out
for more pay at the time of the Boer War when
there was no military force available in this country™.
Barrett had perhaps by now realised his tactical error
in not pressing home the advantages held by the police-
men. He went on to describe the police as *‘victims
of a degrading system engineered by the successive
governments in the interests of the landlord reactionaries
against the masses of the people by the manufacture
of crime”. He considered that much of the work of
the ordinary policemen involved detaining people for
offences which only landlords would consider to be
crimes, he believed that the RIC was vastly overloaded
with District and County Inspectors and in order to
justify their existence these men aided and abetted
this “manufacture of crime™.

After the meeting Barrett was chaired by the demon-
strators, and a crowd of between 3,000 and 5,000
followed him as they toured the barracks of West
Belfast. The procession went via the Donegall Road,
Upper Library Street and Townsend Street, and then
along the Falls to the Springfield Road returning by
the Grosvenor Road.

For all the noise and clamour the march did not
achieve its objectives, the mutiny itself had been utterly
crushed. Many of Barrett’s supporters had left on
trains from Great Victoria Street that morning, the
others dared not appear. For the first time there were
signs that sectarian politicians, in particular Nationalists,
were more interested in the police mutiny than the
labour leaders. The *““Newsletter” reported that there



was ‘“a large Nationalist element in the crowd”., The
“Telegraph” headed its report “NATIONALIST DI::;'
MONSTRATION — Ignored by the Constabulary .
Many of the marchers had shouted “Home Rule for
Ireland” and there had been signs of tension when
the march neared the Shankill. ;

Mationalists were, of course, interested in the police
mutiny, far more interested than they were in the
labour struggle. The police mutiny and the introduction
of British troops raised for them the purely national
question of British force in Ireland. The Dungannon
Club, later to merge with Sinn Fein, led by Bulmer
Hobson, later a bitter opponent of the Labour move-
ment in the South issued a characteristic statement
which included *“for too long Irishmen have done
the dirty work of their British masters for pay, but
some of ys are finding out that it pays better to be
true to Ireland than to sell Ireland. The RIC are
finding out at last that they are the sons of Ireland
before they are the servants of the English government,
and that if they strike it won’t be the heads of their
brother Irishmen they'll hit.”

The Labour leaders were far less anxious to talk
about the police mutiny than the Nationalists. It raised
difficult questions for them. When policemen in the

South and West supported the Belfast mutineers, did that
mean that Belfast strikers and mutineers were expected
to throw in their lot with the Southern peasantry? If
strikers either fought the military or supported mutineers
were they not in fact threatening the whole fabric of
British Rule in Ireland? No Labour leader had the
courage to spell that message out. They still held
to the belief that the strike movement was a strictly
economic and non-political affair. But the strike had
grown so large that it could no longer remain non-
political. The police had mutinied because of the
pressurés put on them by the strike. When Labour
leaders had nothing to sav about the mutinv and let
it die a guick death, their supporters were simply
confused, and what was worst of all. stood by as

into the City, little r::aii.n;i:.ug that
d dealt with the police, 1111::}-.3:-.;.;3..4[{]
Four days after Barrett’s final
3. 1,000 troops were out

G000 troops came
once the soldiers ha
deal with the strikers.
forlorn meeting on AUgust
protecting hliwklb.lgl f{?rlﬁﬁml merely stand by while the

Some Labour leaders Lllhr:"-’ helieved that if the strikers
covernment during 1|?-:_'_ mutiny,
“Mr. Appelton, a British TUC
le the carters’ dispute during
the police mutiny because “there ""'T""; .;:E;-"'I.I;ﬁirl];rT
danger of a conflict between the ,rm .lL fa.": to r{:mn';t:-
[ felt that it would be of the greatest L S
one of the elements of danger if possible FE‘ ”Lﬂ EItI]-; : a.
(July 27) because then certain steps WErc to Ef:: i ]Ln n
connection with the dismissal of Hnmf:‘{f_f 2 piﬂ. ol
Note that Appelton u:qmﬁjclr;rcd_ the striking car %fr.alcm
“an element of danger” which indeed they s YO
were more concerned with® the continuing stability of

jtis le in Ireland. ‘

HI’II[‘ES ;Ei:{}dﬂ of the police mutiny illustrates well
the main failing of the labour movement in the North,
often aeainst all the odds the workers of Belfast h:n:u
reached the brink of success, but the greater their
success the more political questions about the whole
nature of society in Ireland and its control are raised.
When the labour movement flinches from those
questions and claims to be non-political, or turns to
British Parliamentary Democracy in its hour of crisis
then it is defeated and often smashed. In 1907 they
had to work with the police to succeed, they dared
not do it and failed.

There is then perhaps a final comment. Events
such as these occurred in a decade typified as that
when all Ulster Protestants, rich and poor, exploiter,
and exploited stood shoulder to shoulder against an
equally united Catholic population. For those who
have perpetuated the myths of Ulster’s history “Willing
to Strike’s” words fit well. “There is no one so blind
as he who will not see.”

i JOHN GRAY.

mutineers were crushed,
showed their loyalty to the
they might even gain by il.
delegate, attempted to sett
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CHURCH AND S5TATE IN MODERN IRELAND
(1923-1970). Published by Gill & Macmillan, 1971,

£4.25.

AT THE OUTSET OF HIS THESIS Dr. Whyte stipulates
the terms of reference under consideration. The state
referred to is the 26 county state, the Republic of
Ireland which came into being in 1922 as a result
of the treaty. The Church in question is the Roman
Catholic Church—i.e. “‘the church of the great majority
in the 26 counties”. The book has three main purposes.
Firstly, to provide a general account of Church/State
relations in Ireland since 1923, secondly, to proivde
a more detailed examination of the most celebrated
episode in Church/State relations during the period
__the long drawn out difficulties over the shaping of
the Public Health Act. The third stated purpose is an
attempt to answer the gquestion “How much influence
DOES the Church really have in Irish politics?™
The years 1923-27 reveal, so far as religious values
are concerned, a remarkable consensus in Irish society.
There was overwhelming agreement between the estab-
lished parties that traditional values should be main-
tained. There is, in fact, little evidence to suggest
that pressure from the Hierarchy was needed to bring
this about. The two major parties were: Cumann Na
Ngaedhael, later to become Fine Gael—the Treaty
arty which accepted the British Settlement offer of
1922 and which subsequently became the first govern-
ment of the newly created statelet; and Fianna Fail
which initially was part of the greater Republican
movement which had refused to recognize the Treaty
on the basis that the 1916 struggle had been engendered
with a view to liberating ALL 32 counties from the
yoke of colonial imperialism (Fianna Fail were later
in 1927 to become *‘constitutional” and enter parlia-
ment). Though they differed bitterly over constitutional
and economic questions, they were certainly at one
on religion. Cumann Na Ngaedhael regulated films and
books while Fianna Fail under De Valera regulated
| dance halls. Cumann Na Ngaedhael banned any literature
on contraceptives, while Fianna Fail banned their
outright sale and import. In all this they had the
support of the third party in Irish politics, the Labour
Party. The Catholic populace gave no sign of protest,
and the Protestant minority quietly acquiesced. Accord-
ing to Whyte the only opposition came from a coterie
of literary men, among them Yeats and George Russell,
and their influence upon the public was negligible.

In fact the acknowledgement of the “*Special position™
of the Catholic church by the 1937 De Valera con-
stitution may be taken, despite the phrasing, to be
the culmination of this process. The 26 county siate
appeared to be totally committed to the traditional
Catholic values.

From the Hierarchy’s point of view, the De Valera

adminisiration was proving to be a “model one".
The church’s position had been underlined in the
1937 Constitution. During the 1940s it promoted the
idea of vocational organization as laid down in the
Papal encyclical **Quadragesimo Anno”. This indeed
was a remarkable record for a party whose leaders
had been excommunicated over the civil war issue.
It would be misleading to suggest that on all issues
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government and Hierarchy were in complete accord,
for some questions which provoked disagreement did
occur between 1932 and 1942. None of these were
serious enough to cause any real breach, but there
was evidence that some of the men who had clashed
with the church during the civil war period were not
totally subservient.

By the mid 1940s however, a rift had developed
between the two “philosophies” of government. One
could be labelled “vocationalist™ and called for diffusion
of responsibility among vocational groups, a view
which provoked strong reaction. This arose after the
publication of a long and detailed report by the
Commission on Vocational Organization and a second
more concise document by a Catholic bishop Dr. Dignan
on Social Security services, which also stressed the
need for diffusion of responsibility. This idea, which
came from the developing Catholic social movement
was anathema to the “bureaucrats” in the govern-
ment who wanted to avoid “‘decentralization™ and rely
on the British concept of “ministerial responsibility™.

The most important clash to occur however was of
course the prolonged row that developed out of one
section of the 1947 Health Act. The Mother and Child
Scheme. Dr. Whyte devotes two chapters to this. One
deals in detail with the actual provisions of the act,
the other with the subsequent controversy surrounding
the dismissal of Dr. Noel Browne, the Minister for
Health who had introduced the mother and child
scheme.

Generally the scheme followed the lines which
the framers of the 1947 Act envisaged. It provided
for “the safeguarding of the health of women in
respect to motherhood and for atiendance to the
health of children up to the age of 16 completely
free of charge without an applicable means test”. It
was to be based on the dispensary doctors whose
numbers were to be increased to cope with the increased
volume of work. This demand produced a head-on
clash with the IMA. The whole point at issue can
be traced back to emergent Catholic thinking in the late
thirties and early forties. Whyte reports that the
Hierarchy feared an intrusion by the State upon the

rights of the individual, if the mother and child scheme =
were 1o be implemented. A conflict of moral and social

doctrine lay at the base of the whole affair.

The subsequent controversy dragged on for a
time and its eventual result was to harden the Hierarchy’s
atiitude on many matlers, especially the idea of
socialized medicine. The issue was eventually resolved
by shrewd pnliﬂ-.:kliug on the De WValera
and the Fianna Fail government,
inter-party government of which Dr. Browne had been
a member. ;

Since then there has been little dispute. The attitude
of the Church on Catholics attending Trinity College
Dublin has at last been recently revergaq, but censor-
ship of books and films by the Church is just as strong.
Similarly, its views on birth control and contraception
are as unflinching as €verL We have had to wait
until 1971 to see the growth of a Women's Lib move-
ment prepared to militate on these issues. The author
in his coriclusion quotes the present head of the
Hierarchy, Cardinal Conway, as saying that in selations
hetween church and state the pressure from clerical
sources has been slight. Mr. Sean Lemass, a former
Taoiseach, echoes the Cardinal in expressing sentiments,
but these palpable lies should fool no one when taken
in conjunction with the statement by Dr. Lucey, Bishop
of Cork, who blatantly admitted : —

“When the bishops in this country took a stand not
so long ago on the Health Bill they were NOT acting
as a mere pressure group, they were NOT exercising
the democratic right as citizens to make representations
directly to government. They intervened on THE
HIGHER GROUND, that the Church is the divinely
appointed guardian and interpreter of the moral law,
in a word, their position was that they were the FINAL
ARBITERS of right and wrong, even in POLITICAL
MATTERS.”

At £4.25 this book is grossly overpriced but could
be a useful introduction to those naive enough to imagine
that the domination of the Church is a thing of the
past.

Seamus O'CAHAN,

THROW WELL

THROW GSHELL
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E USES OF DISORDER by Richard Sennett
;ﬂmd A. Knopf, New York, 1970). i

THIS BOOK 1S SOMEWHAT RARE in that the author
combines a sensitivity to the psychological problems of
urban life with an unusual grasp of classical anarchis
theory as it applies to urban problems, and with a
willingness to do some new thinking in anarchist terms.

Sennett divides the book into two parts. The first—
“A New Puritanism”™—is primarily analytic in character.
The second—"A New Anarchism™—is designed to
sketch out some broad outlines of what anarchism in
urban life might be like,

Part I is based on a few relatively simple and common
concepts applied in new ways to new contexts. The
key is Sennett’s bC:IiL‘:If that urban life is tending to
produce “a new puritanism”—a purity, based on a
vague myth of purity, of community and individual
identity which almost defies people to face the poten-
tially creative disorder of urban life. For a variety of
reasons, people tend to act so as to minimize creative
conflict and thereby bring to life the “myth of a
purified community”. Many separatists, segregationists,
and, ironically, some anarchists reproduce such a myth
without being fully conscious of it. Hence, Sennett
claims that,

The small town in upstate New York and the suburb

where “bad™ black families were excluded feared

conflict because conflict involved confrontation be-
tween men, friends as well as enemies, and that was
an uncontrollable and therefore threatening social
event. By an act of will, a lie if you like, the myth
of community solidarity gave these modern people
the chance to be cowards and hide from one another.

(p. 35.)

Sennett argues that confrontation is both necessary and
good ‘and that communities should not simply be
places to hide in.

This is not a blind argument for racial and ethnic
integration. Sennett does not make this point as clearly
as he should have, but assimilationist integration also
reproduces the myth of purity. Integration as it is
frequently defined is nothing but an anachronistic
atlempt to produce a “great melting pot” and reduce
cultural differences to a mass conformity (cf. Antony
Fleming, “The Machinery of Conformity” in ANARCHY
94 and reprinted as a pamphlet by Friends of Malatesta).
Mass conformity could be called mass purity and is
no more likely to produce creative disorder than is the
idea of pure communities in which people can hide
and avoid otherness of any sort.

The point seems to be that we can destroy ourselves
by a fear of the one thing cities can provide—conflict
with others at close quarters. This self-destruction
could also be called purification or, more to the point,
sterilization. Our own growth as human beings would
be made impossible because of the sterilizing effects
of the myth of purity and our own failure to under-
stand that it is a lie. We would, one way or the other,
hﬁ?ﬁ 4 new Fascism with less violence. We would be
doing what the Germans did to Marseilles for the sake
Elf_me_ﬂimea}t control. We would be destmyin% the

 UWINg, festering, potentially creative parts of our
Cilies and of our va for lheysake of avoiding conflict
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(cf. Constant Nieuwenhuys, “New Urbanism”™ published
by Friends of Malatesta).

In Part II, Sennett sets out to show that a "new
anarchism™ will be necessary if we are to avoid the
two pure (sterile) alternatives most frequently pre-
sented to us in our society. The results of this “new
anarchism” would be to create disorder and conflict
so as to make it possible for people to leave adolescence
and attain adulthood. He claims that:

The terms of this possible adulthood may already

be evident: a life with other people in which men

learn to tolerate painful ambiguity and uncertainty.
To counter the desire for slavery that grows strong
in adolescence, men must subsequently grow to need
the unknown, to feel incomplete without a cerlain
anarchy in their lives, to learn, as Denis de Rouge-
mont says, to love the “otherness” around them.
(p. 108.)
In other words, accepting the “new anarchism” would
involve taking the risk of uncertainty about the future.
Sennett does not deny the risk; he does not, that is,
attempt to provide a grand, detailed plan. Rather,
he attempts to make the risk intricuing by offering
some interesting suggestions about a possible future.
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T nflict a major value.

The key to it ’;’ﬂimﬂ:mﬂlg;{;ricti:}n of differences ang
For ‘Ex}x“ﬂkc& men personally aware of the miljey
':““ﬁ“i;t” 1:?1:;1' own lives; the need is for men ¢
?;:S:;];nizr: conflicts, not to 1y Lo PUfl_f_.‘r' them away
. o solidarity myth, in order to survive. A social
in & §O 2 oes the move into adulthood thys
forum that encourages ey : us
first depends on making sure Kueeilsg escape from
situations of confrontation and conflict. The ecity
can provide a F;Eﬁue meeting ground for thege

Cci?ﬁ:fggnﬁﬁldﬁmomc more widcspread._ It would

not be carried out by elected rcpmatmatwcsh, I::-ull by

every person and group. This might mml::an that while
conflict increases, violence might fiﬂ‘fr'-‘-ﬁb‘ffthl‘*ug!};tlmrc

s no proof offered for this ﬁPW"!d“mi (c = BD. _'{irﬁl
Sennett does admit that, It may be that Llhl'}ll., and

racial differences would eventually be weakened in such

communities.” (p. 163.) But these differences might
be useless if purity were a major value, because pure
communities would not know _i-.’!.l'.l'_}-' differences cxeepl
that there were other people with whom they had no

contact or conflict. What might be even more im-

portant (though Sennett does not make this point) is

that cultures might die through in-breeding and self-
sterilization if purity were to be a goal. Sterility may
be avoided by gaining strength in creative conflict,

The result of all this is an optimistic book. Sennett
suggests that rather than cities being the urban jungle
to be feared and escaped from, we may be able to
view cities as places where a “new anarchism™ could
thrive and release the creative potential of the jungle.
This “new anarchism”™ might be an old tribalism
(Sennett claims to be opposed to tribalism, but maybe
he does not know about some forms of tribalism).
The old tribalism would not be the tribalism of com-
pletely pure and separate tribes, but it could be the
federalist type (e.g., The Iroquois Confederation of Six
Nations). The Six Nations achieved unity out of and
in conflict. They had a structure in which conflict was
always open and therefore minimally destructive. The
“new anarchism™ would not cause groups to cease 1o
exist, 1t would cause them to cease being hiding places.
Cities would be designed to bring out eroup and
individual conflict (now repressed) so that difference
would be open and eventually necessary for life.

Anarchy in cities, pushing men to say what they

think about each other in order to forge some mutual

patierns of compatability, is thus not a compromise

between order and violence: it is a wholly different

way of living, meaning that people will no longer be
lught between these polarities. (p. 181.)

1€ new anarchism” is basically an attempt at for-
mulating the outlines of a “new way of living”.

The Uses of Disorder may please some who arc
looking for a new way of living. But I suspect that it
will not be a bestseller. It will please some people for
the wrong reasons (eg. liberals). It will certainly
2?1 p %?Se: those radicals (anarchist, Marxist, etc.) who
BE still tied to Nineteenth Century ways of thinking.
thl-]t there 15 a need for new anarchist thinking, and
Sni‘i bﬂ'ﬂg IS a beginning. At worst it may shake up

€ cobwebs in anarchist thinking.

BOB DICKENS.
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This is the first fully documented

account of a movement which arose

in Irish politics in the 1930's and

lasted for a mere four and a half
years.

Manning's treatment of the sub-
ject is indeed thorough - the back-
ground of Irish politics in the post-
Civil War period is concisely map -
ped out leading up to theactual for -
mation of the Blueshirt movement
whose original womd wasthe Army
Comrades Association, a professed
non=political body whose objective
was security of employment forite
members,[i.e.those who had fought
on the pro-Treaty side in the Civil
war of 1922-23). This association
was formed while the Treaty gov-
ernment was still in office, i.e.,
The 1932 election, however,

brought to power De Valera's Fian-

na Fail Party - the former anti
Treatyites in the 1922-23war. De-
Valera's Partyarose out of the IR A
split in 1927 over the policy of ab-
stention from parliamentary act-
ivity. Events after the 1932 elec-
tion accelerated at a tremendous
pace. The non-political ACA later
became the National Guard under

Blue Shirts - Maurice Manning

Dutty who B ko oar2l Eota
of Police in Cosgro r?t'u“}lsm'm?er
tration and for i *;::clmi Mhmms_
DeValera's. [jmt‘c:rhi;:u’f}u PET]UE{' %
. fiy's dir-
ection the organisation rapidly
assummedthe trappings of g para-
military force - uniform, arms
etc. - and violent t:mlfru:-ntatiun;;
;Lh;frl‘i]:?;:mnlmn throughout the coun-

F when Sl e ! . . "
hié{hﬂ:-;f p; :f::til]?“f;;;ﬂ eached its
ai?ns of the mov Moo

of ovement were total
opposition to Communism, to the
IRA, and to anybody else who was
not in effect an avid supporter of
Dictatorial Catholic power.

The movement rapidly became
political when _a coalition was
formed between National Guard
and the Opposition Parties: Cos-
grove's Cumann Na NGaedael Par-
tyand the National Centre Party
led by Frank MacDermot, which
adopted the name Fine Gael. As
time wore on, the military aspect s
of the Blueshirts were gradually
played downas O'Duffy's links with
the International Fascist Congress
became more and more apparent
and finally in 1937 O'Duffy resigned
from Fine Gael to pursue a lone
path with the section of the Blue
shirts which had split with him.
O'Duffy's greater involvement with
international fascism led to the
formation of a Spanish Brigade of
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35,

the Blueshirts whose actions can
be described as "stage-Irish", to
say the least. The information
available regarding their involve -
ment on the Falangist side in the
Spanish Civil War is indeed sparse.

Thetacticsusedbythe DeValera
government to prescribe, harass
andrepress the Blueshirts were as
harsh if not more sothanthetactics
used by Cosgrove's Co. against the
IRAtenyears previously. This was
later seentobe but target practice
for Fianna Fail's attempt to wipe
out the TRA, always regarded as
the mainthreat to Devalera's stab -
ilﬂ:_',r in government.

The one serious criticism which
can be directed at Manning is his
failure to document fully the rel-
ationship between the Blueshirt
Command and the Catholic hier-
archy. He does, however, state
that the leading theoreticians of
Fine Gael economic and social
policy, Professors Tierney and
Hogan, relied heavily on "Quad-
ragisemo Anno" - the Papal en-
eyelical of Pius XI which outlined
in detail the path intended for the
progression of Catholic Social
Philosophy.

SEAMUS O'CAHAN
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ARMY RECLAIMS SURPLUS: a carefully posed shot of a day's
haul from the Lower Falls Road area of Belfast. Note for
emht}siasts: the 45 pistols, 37 rifles, 2 sub-machine guns, 1
carbine, 1?{ shotguns, 8 grenades, 46 pounds of explosive ’

100 incendiary devices and 15, 000 rounds of ammunition :aire
not for sale but propaganda. BRING OUT YOUR GUNS
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ARMY RECLAIMS SURPLUS: a carefully posed shot of a day's
haul from the Lower Falls Road area of Belfast. Note for
enthusiasts: the 45 pistols, 37 rifles, 2 sub-machine guns, 1
carbine, 13 shotguns, 8 grenades, 46 pounds of explosive,

100 incendiary devices and 15, 000 rounds of ammunition are
not for sale but propaganda. BRING OUT YOUR GUNS
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