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The Ori"’gi'n's' of Tro
ireland

Ciaran Crossey works in the public service in Norh;q?t;nn;rf;e:;:)ddrarrw\g
is a member of the MSF union. As a supportgr of il oo 'but
Irfaas written a number of articles for the Militant Irish I\/Loar;] Iij\;'es .
this is his first full-length thist?:‘ic;:ee_srsre;{.s kJ;r;:eri (;\(I/Z:]ae% an flves 1
Dublin, and has been active ate bl amreceate
i e early 1970s. We are sure that our readers wil Ci:
:II'\':? ;[gnscier)x{cious research_and docume_ntatlon, trarielratlij rs]zlr;r)’r(:)s\:\rlwg
that this subject has not received such serious trea

Introduction

HE GREAT black poet Claud McKay once said of the US }?OIEmc‘i:lllS(;
Party leader James P Cannon, who later _b'ecamc a Trotskyist, tl l?t t; ould
have risen to the top of any bourg.:'foish .polltl_c:;l pa};t};.c Sagcr)ll?tri]’call ;athcbased
1 j ticle, cho: .
Trotskyists who form the subject of this article, e pastadl gt PR
i ds of the working class, rather than ,
on a perception of the nee e W 3
iti furtherance of a conventionally ‘su
to personal ambition and the | B e O
iti . Those who believe that Cannon sho ‘
géﬁtciiﬁ?hrty will find little of in_tcrjslt §nhtl%1s sttgy,ta;i :Jv;llagr;go:;t:gg
he struggle of the first organised Irish Trotskyis ] . :
{relgf?;glittye. z)th%i of less decided views may find this account informative, an
les described admirable. . o .
" E]t;;'%l%lcérossey has been careful to try, insofar as it is pgszlble, tot Sle:gtltl;
articipants in this story speak for themselves. Magisterial ju ?CI}?CE s 2 o
Svho was ‘right’ or “wrong” in the various disputes and debgtes of the
i far as possible. : ‘ T
aVO{;‘iES Iarslo:: imgortant and valid heritage passed on from thxfi C%rottz)p bllllcii:dlr;
the fact of their struggle in hard times against ovel"whc:lmm% ;) 1 ;;ld o bott
revolutionary party that might challenge the domination dcthrelrish e
the native bourgeoisie and imperialism, and ultxmgtely lelz: he T M
class to power. They aimed at the creation of an Irish wor crsb}rgp c as part
of a United Socialist States of Europe. They failed in their ambitions,
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failure was an honourable one, particularly when contrasted with the actions
of their main rivals in Irish left wing politics.

Few on the Irish left of this period could point with any pride to their re-
cord in opposing repression and upholding human rights. Sean Murray, for
example, the leader of the Communist Party of Ireland, refused to make any
protest at the massacres in the Soviet Gulag of numerous fellow veterans of
the Lenin School in Moscow. Jim Larkin Junior, more creditably, withdrew
from the Communist Party in demoralisation. During the Second World
War, the Communist Party confused support for the Soviet Union and anti-
Fascism with support for British imperialism, and acted. as little more than
strikebreakers, if not worse,

The Labour Party, then as now, preferred to purge its own left wing to
fighting for the defence of the oppressed. Its leaders have been able, hypocriti-
cally, to share Cabinet posts with bourgeois parties, and yet are unable to co-
exist with the left, especially the Trotskyist left, in the same party. Nothing in
its actions in the period here suggested an interest in the welfare of the work-
ing class, or indeed of Socialism in even its palest pink form.

The only remaining group of note was the Republican movement, the
Irish equivalent of Russia’s Socialist Revolutionaries. It had so much courage,
so much sacrifice, so little political understanding, preferring instead even a
perverse pride at times in having no politics.

This article represents only a beginning in the writing of Irish left wing
history. Much more needs to be researched. As new material is unearthed, a
more definitive version will be possible. Future projects include an examina-
tion of the life and times of Michae] Price, who appears to have been either
written out of history by the Stalin school of falsification (for example, Gil-
more’s History of the Republican Congress), or damned with faint praise. The
evolution of this militant from a Republican leader with conservative social
ideas in the 1920s to a leader of the Republican Congress remains to be
charted. His relevance to this article lies in the fact that it was he who opened
the pages of the Torch to Trotskyists in the 1940s. His premature death was a
great loss to Irish Socialism.

Similarly, Tom O’Flaherty is an interesting and neglected figure. He
was the older brother of the author Liam O’Flaherty. Tom was both a
leader of the Communist Party of the USA, and then the Communist
League of America, the main Trotskyist group. After his return to Ire-
land, he continued his journalistic work in both English and Irish. Along
with Mairtin O’Direann, he was a founder of the Irish language journal
An t-Eireannach, which combined literature with anti-Fascism and left
wing Republicanism.
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James Monaghan - . .
This work would never have been possible without the support of Hilary
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The First Individuals

i in Ireland

The first person who actively supported the Trotskyist Irfxovden:le?rt 11119 de anc

; Padd pTrench. Trench had moved from Ireland to o:il lot bt M;rxist

W?xsilstachre had joined the Independent Labour Par_t)}r],. antheaﬁ byt

g up, a Trotskyist organisation which worked within o .Despitc o

Lrodg; Trench unsuccessfully worked as an artist and ]ouril catéd e
13(:2 writings in Ireland, no articles in his name have been lo

iali ly 1930s. . |

qahlsr: l;r;fasz ct)}t;ghsep::is};x Civil War broke out, :;f]d Thrench ]01r(lici1a:?§ \:]‘i?}igtghz
i 1 as ass

i Republic. He went to Spain, where he was as Bt &

& c"}?fcggi(:{tgfga;ization, the POUM.! During his time u} fg::;y 1;:—1@-

z;dzouse of his artistic skills to paint a street scene of revolu

5 : s 0
Jona. Throughout his life Trench was afflicted with tuberculosis, and even

) i itali with-
the generally warmer climate of Spain he was hospitalised, and then

i i 3 . . . . . h 2
drav‘l;gctl? i}rslnlle:don he resumed his political activity in the ILP. John Archer,

i 1 ings in 1937-38.2
an activist since 1934, remembers seeing him at some meetings

i ot 1 f 1939,
This activity continued until the death of his father in the summer o

1 ber.
1 h returned to Dublin that Septem : s
aﬁerovxvlh}ll?? rz'trlel?rf he joined the Irish Lalﬁouz Partg, whg:dh:sc\l;liltc}i(x tcc(;ﬁe:;on
the Torch. This paper has been descri ton
t}:ewgfsktlgepigce)rs,t pf)pular and stimulating labour papers ever produced 1
o

1. ] Byrne, interview with C Crossey, 2.0ctober 1987.
2. J Axcher, letter to C Crossey, 30 April 1988.
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Dublin. The Zorch had contributed much to the phenomenal growth of the
Labour Party in the city3 It had been produced by the Dublin Constituency
Council since May 1939, and it reflected the views of the left of the party.
From his first article in the issue of 16 September 1939, Trench was to write
regularly for the paper over the next three years. The paper eventually col-
lapsed in 1944 as a side effect of the internal divisions in the Labour Party.

Given his experience with the Marxist Group in London, it didn’t take
him long to start working to build support for his ideas. Shortly after getting
involved in the Labour Party, he convinced two young people to join him in
putting forward Trotskyist ideas. Ironically, neither of them came directly
from the Labour Party. Steve Daly, a taxi driver, was won from a Stalinist
viewpoint, whilst Joe Noonan, 18, was won over from the Republican move-
ment. Noonan had been an active Republican for over six years, although
Johnny Byrne says that he was always more Socialistic, more Communistic
than the rest.! He was in Connolly House, the offices of the Communist Party
of Ireland, on North Strand Street in April 1933, when it was attacked by
Catholic mobs intent on burning it down.

Having won over these initial recruits, Trench and the other two started to
hold regular meetings which other people from the Labour Party would at-
tend. Amongst those at these discussions was the 16-year-old Johnny Byrne.

Within weeks this initial group was joined by an experienced contingent from
Britain. :

The Workers International League Delegation

With the outbreak of the Second World War, the Trotskyist movement in
Britain assumed that because of their resolute opposition to imperialism, they
would face severe repression, According to Ted Grant, this repression included
a police raid on the first day of the war.5 In order to ensure that at Jeast some
of the membership was able to escape internment and keep producing mate-
rial, the Workers International League, which despite having only 40 members
was the best of a number of groups in Britain, decided to send a group of five
members to Dublin. Jock Haston and Gerry Healy were both leading lights in
the WIL, and they were accompanied by Tommy Reilly, a Scottish comrade
with family links in County Monaghan, George Noseda and John Williams.
On arrival in Dublin, the delegation quickly linked up with Trench. The
two groups, if such small numbers can be truly labelled as such, essentially
merged, and started to function as a branch of the WIL. Trench knew them
from London, and was basically in agreement with their policies. Haston and
Reilly stayed with Noonan’s family, and the rest with Trench in Howth, con
the outskirts of town.
Byrne recalled: ‘T used to go up and talk with them, marvellous discus-
3. M Milotte, Communism in Modern Ireland, p199.
4. ] Byrne interview.
5. T Grant, interview with Sam Bornstein, 22 August 1982,
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may have thought that I was Trot material, and he did visit Dublin to visit
Frank Edwards and me. By that time Frank and me were confirmed Stalinists,
so Bob’s journey was fruitless.” Nevertheless, this shows that they were rightly
grabbing every chance to build the organisation.

Another example of the activity in which the Dublin comrades became
involved was intervening at meetings of the Communist Party. Byrne remem-
bers that the Stalinists used to hold meetings in Sackville Place, and the leaders
of the Trotskyist group wiped the floor with them.? It was originally through

discussions with the Stalinists that Trench won over one of the early mem-
bers, Steve Daly.

The intervention of the Dublin group in the Irish Labour Party consisted
of attending local party meetings and writing articles for the Toreh. In October
1939 Gerry Healy wrote an article that considered that supporting the call for
air raid precautions meant supporting the war. This position was later
changed, as they were to argue for ARP, whilst still opposing the war. Trench
had a series of articles in the paper, especially after mid-1940 when Cathal
O’Shannon was replaced as editor. Included in the paper was an obituary of
Trotsky after his murder by the Stalinists in August 1940.

With the outbreak of the war, the WIL’s expectation of widespread re-
pression failed to materialise, so after a few months the delegation started to
move back. When Haston went back in April 1940 he used borrowed Irish

identity papers, as he lacked proper ones — something for which he was later
arrested'® — and the only original WIL member left was Tommy Reilly.

Debate on the National Question

Did the WIL group really establish anything here? Physically the movement
benefited to the extent that Reilly remained in Dublin for nearly two more
years helping to guide the work of the comrades there, whilst Bob and Elsie
Armstrong stayed in Belfast until 1948 providing the core of the organisation
there. :

Politically, the movement benefited in a number of ways, the primary one
being the clarification of its position regarding the reunification of the island.
In a copy of an internal bulletin, not dated but the evidence points to January
1940, there is a debate between ‘Robertus’, who also called himself ‘Belfast
(Robertus)’, and the editor of Socialist Appeal. Mattie Merrigan has identified
‘Robertus’ as Bob Armstrong!! (admittedly not the world’s most obscure
pseudonym!), and presumably Haston was the editor.

This exchange was sparked off by the articles in Socialist Appeal about the
national question in Ireland. ‘Robertus’ argued:

8. ] Monks, letter to C Crossey, 27 August 1987.

9. ] Byine interview.

Bornstein and Richardson, War and the International, p11.
11. M Merrigan, letter to C Crossey, 23 November 1987.
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A Minor Point on Gerry Healy

In this early period of Irish Trotskyism it was faced with one minor problem
which has attracted disproportionate interest because of the involvement of
Gerry Healy. Healy was born in Ireland, and later emigrated to England in
1928, where he joined the Communist Party of Great Britain, and then the
Trotskyist movement in 1937.13
As has been mentioned, Healy was a part of the WIL group sent to Dublin
following the start of the Second World War, but things did not run
smoothly. There were a number of problems, and it would be intriguing to
discover the basis of the controversy over secondary tactical issues relating to
local activity which resulted in Healy’s resignation from the Irish group.®
Healy resigned from the branch, and said he was going to fight against the
organisation in the Irish Labour Party.
Given the distances of time, it is impossible to unearth the truth behind
these events. It seems that there were personality disputes within the group,

none of which can be proved now, as most of those concerned are dead. Al
Richardson gives the following story:

‘What really angered the WIL delegation over there is that whilst they were all
living together communally, sharing their food and as often as not on the
edge of starvation, after a while they found out that Healy had a Post Office
savings book, and had been living off that without their knowing. This piece

of secret greed and uncomradely behaviour angered Tommy Reilly and the
others, as well it might.’s

The only reason there is any interest in the squabble is because of Healy’s later
fame. The WIL’s statement then goes on to say that Healy was sent back to
London after discussions between the National Committee of the WIL and
the Irish group. The British comrades did not want him publicly disciplined,

so they withdrew him in order to be able to make further use of his organisa-
tional talents.

The Armstrongs

With the return of the majority of the WIL delegation, the most experienced
member left in Ireland was Bob Armstrong in Belfast. Bob came from Glas-
gow, and was originally involved in the Independent Labour Party Guild of
Youth before joining the Young Communist League in 1933, then graduating
into the Communist Party of Great Britain. Through his work in the CPGB,
Bob participated on the Republican side in the Spanish Civil War, in which

13.  Socialist Ontlook, December-January 1989-90.

14, Statement of the Politbureau of the Workers International League, 15 February 1943.
15. A Richardson, letter to C Crossey, 18 August 1987.
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the Irish Republic which organised public meetings, published pamphlets, etc,
on the question of Irish unity. This work was instigated by Irish members like
Jack Murphy and an unspecified Mr Dunne. Murphy was arrested several
times for addressing meetings at Hyde Park about Britain’s role in Ireland, and
for talking about the ‘bloody Union Jack’.

Elsie Armstrong, née McCullough, was from an Orange family back-
ground in East Belfast. She had moved from Belfast to London in the mid-
1930s to work in the civil service as a stenographer. Whilst there she joined
the Communist Party. Because of the war Elsie was transferred by the civil
service back to Belfast, and as Bob was not working, he came over as well.

Belfast Activity

Whilst it is not possible to give a complete picture of the activity carried out
in Belfast, enough information has survived to show them establishing a small
but effective group, which despite repression, economic pressure and the diffi-
culties of working under wartime conditions, was able to put forward the
public face of Marxism in Belfast for the next eight years.

After establishing themselves in Elsie’s family home off the Cregagh Road
in East Belfast, Bob and Elsie set about starting work here. The initial activity
was selling the new Irish paper, Socialist Appeal, the WIL paper, Youth for So-
cialism, and the theoretical magazine, Workers International News. These were
mainly street sales, as Bob established a regular pitch in Cornmarket where he
would sell the papers at least twice a week.

This activity quickly paid dividends as they were able to bring a number of
young people around them. In November 1941 Jimmy Deane, a leading activ-
ist in the WIL, informed Millie Lee, one of the organisation’s leaders, that the
Belfast group consisted of about 13 comrades. One was originally from Liver-
pool (the source of Deane’s information), three had been won from the Zion-

1st movement, along with the Armstrongs, and seven Irish comrades.”® Within
a few months, Bob was able to say in the May 1942 issue of Socialist Appeal
that: ‘Our members are young and almost without exception, comparative
newcomers to the organised labour movement.” The group met in rented
rooms in Donegal Street, in the city centre. From 1943 they met in the Arm-
strong’s house at 18 Brookvale Avenue in North Belfast2* until they found
other rooms in the city centre in 1944.

Joe Quinn was one of the recruits of this period. He had been involved in
the Republican movement since 1935, when he joined na Fianna Eireann,
until 1939 when he left the IRA to join the Communist Party. He says that he
went down to the party bookshop in Skipper Street, and offered to join: ‘It
was the nearest thing to Socialism to me. When they went into the war with

for a few months, before conceding to pressure and becoming the RWL.
23. ] Deane, letter to M Lee, 27 November 1941.
24.  Jim McLean, letter to C Crossey, 2 July 1991
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Britain and America I left them.” His involvement with the group was Vvery
limited, as he was quickly interned by the RUC for three years because of his

previous links with the IRA. He said that there were paper sales in the pubs
around the Lower Falls, Sandy Row, the Shankill and in East Belfast. Gener-

ally they would be good sales, with an occasional bit of hassle.”
As well as the street sales of the paper, Bob went about publicising the ex-

istence of a political alternative by holding public meetings Of lectures. These
meetings, a number of which were held in the Locarno Room of the Grand
e of Belfast, were to continue

Central Hotel on Royal Avenue in the centr
¢ both to publicise the group,

sporadically throughout the war in an attemp :
tent these were

and to bring workers towards the organisation. To some €X
de with the movement was

successful, as the first contact many people ma :
through one of these meetings. Attendance varied at the meetings, although

those present usually included Jim Hanna* Jim McLean, Jim Truesdale and
John Gunn, as well as Bob and Elsie Armstrong. Quinn said: “There’d be three
or four of us at the meetings, as the rest didn’t always turn up’

Amongst those 1 ly period was Eric

who were recruited in this ear

Thompson, a solicitor’s clerk who had become involved with the Central
Youth Section of the Northern Ireland Labour Party,? as had Jack McDowell
and Hanna, before the Armstrongs met up with him. In the group were sev-
eral young people who had been friends of Elsie’s before she left Belfast for
London. They, including Thompson, had been active in the Youth Hostel
Association. At this stage it was very common for young people in the labour

d villages around the

movement to go off hiking or cycling to small towns an!
North in an attempt to build support.?®
Quinn says that along with the indoor meetings, the group held a number

of street meetings. The traditional spot for such meetings in Belfast was on the

25. Joe Quinn, interview with C Crossey, 19 September 1988. Quinn (1920-1990) remained
around the Republican movement until his death. He left the Provisional Republicans to
join Republican Sinn Féin in the 1980s over the question of taking seats in the Diil, the

Southern parliament.

26. Jim Hanna subsequently moved to England, a

gar. Heisa member of the Irish Labour Party and the Labour History Society.
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where we took a different line. In fact we were constantly uniting in activity’.3
In the early 1940s the leadership of the NILP, especially Harry Midgley,
grew more and more openly sectarian and pro-Unionist. The CYS objected to
this process, and McDowel] says that on some pretext or other the entire CYs
was suspended from the NILP, including young Midgley. The NILP eventually
set up a new CYS under its control.7 Not surprisingly, the comrades re-
entered it.
The group continued to operate independently after its suspension, and
the influence of the Stalinists grew. The left eventually took it over when
Hanna moved a motion calling upon the CYS to ‘change the whole way the
movement was going. This motion was saying we should be involved in lead-
ing issues of interest to the people of Belfast. For instance, message boys for
chemist shops, what wages did they get? What hours did they do? Issues like
that. I said the Central Youth Section was more like a social club, as we went
off hiking across mountains, bicycle rides, etc.”®® McLean says its ‘leadership
was middle class and had a genial and kindly Socialism. It was all very middle
class and piddling.”* When this motion was backed by the Stalinists present,
those against it left the meeting. Those who left included Billy Kennedy and
Harry Midgley Junior.® )

After this, the CYS and the Young Communist League seem to have been
basically interchangeable. Hanna and McLean, as members of the CYS, were
able to sit in at Communist Party meetings in the shipyard to discuss indus-
trial action. At one of these was Andy Boyd, a future leader of the Amalga-
mated Union of Engineering Workers, who said: ‘Do we want to help the war

. effort? Yes. Would any strike hinder the war effort? Yes it would. Therefore

are we for the strike? No we’re not. !

Hanna and McLean did not accept this, and used their position on the
Apprentices Committee in the shipyard (of which Hanna was Secretary) to
bring the apprentices out in support of the workers, something which only
rarely occurred, as the unions generally didn’t call apprentices out. After that
the Communist Party took action against them. Hanna describes the scene:

‘Betty Sinclair brought me into her room, said she’d heard I was associated with the
Trotskyist Fourth International, that I did it openly and didn’t even try to hide it
from them. She said I was supposed to be in the CP, but that I couldn’t be a mem-
ber of both groups. She might not have mentioned Armstrong’s name, but she said
I'was expelled for my association with the Trotskyists.

36. ] McDowell interview.

37. Irish News, 29 January 1941,

38 ] McDowell interview.

39, J McLean, letter to G Crossey, 2 July 1991.

40. ] McDowell interview. Billy Kennedy is the father of Lawrence Kennedy, currently the leader

of the Conservative Party in Northern Ireland, and Harry Midgley Junior was later a research
worker for the Conservative Party in England.

41. ] Hanna interview.

42. ] Hanna interview.
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ment difficulties, and as a
undermine trade unionism.,

‘Conscripts, unlike volunteers, will have their jobs guaranteed, they say.
Yet Greenwood, Cabinet Minister, predicts there will be seven million unem-
ployed when peace returns. The frenzied war boom will cease. Victorious or
defeated, Britain will emerge from the war with most of her former dominions

and South American markets lost to the United States. Foreign trade will
dwindle and few ships will be required. How then will conscripted shipyard
workers, for instance, get their jobs returned to them?

‘The British government is coquetting with
with a view of intimidating Eire into surr
Ireland in internal strife and fishing in tr
and its puppet Stormont government wi
whatever strife is provoked.

‘We stand for conscription of labour b

means of utilising unorganised female labour to

the idea of conscription here
endering the ports, or immersing
oubled waters. British imperialism
II bear the sole responsibility for

alone. So long as the basic means of prod

uction belong to the exploiters, and
the civil service and armed forces

are commanded by their representatives, we

, but that would rather be the organisation of the
producers, because no parasitic class would exist to oppress or expropriate.

“True, the British workers have been conscripted, but that began before the
war. At this stage when the mismanagement and rapacity of British imperial-
1sm are opening the eyes of workers on both sides of the Channel, it would be
shameful to submit like sheep. The working class, independent and self-reliant,
must lead the struggle against conscription.

‘The postwar collapse of industry will drive the capitalists everywhere to-
wards Fascism. Passively to accept conscription now would be to cultivate the
habit of surrendering positions in advance.

‘But, are we not opposed to Hitler’s victory? Yes, we are against the Hitlers
everywhere, including those at home. The only way to victory over Fascism
lies through victory over capitalist imperialism, which breeds Fascism. The
capitalist class — look at Vichy! — will betray us to Hitler, or strive to impose
their own brand of Hitlerism upon us whenever it is in their own interests to
do so. Smash Hitlerism at home first. Demand workers’ control of the banks,

factories and armed forces. Until then, a militant class front against conscrip-
tion!’

Repression

One feature of political life in Belfast was the increasingly common repression

by the police and the employers. Bob Armstrong described the latest attacks
in the May 1942 issue of Socialist Appeal:
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lating an appeal to its members and other

campaign, Armstrong wrote to the Belfast and District Trades Council seeking
to be allowed to speak to it about this clea

r case of victimisation. In his letter,
Armstrong pointed out that McKevitt was a trade unionist, a member of the
Irish Section of the Fourth International, and that he had no contact with any
illegal movement,

On 8 January 1943 the Belfas
Sinclair, moving that the deputa
authorities intended to send M
movement was against the war

groups on the left. As a part of the

t Telegraph carried this report: ‘Miss Betty
tion be not received, said she understood the
cKevitt back over the Border. The Trotskyist
effort and its politics were not of the working
class.” That disgraceful and typical Stalinist attitude ended the discussion, and
the Release Committee was refused permission to address the meeting. As it
turns out, Armstrong was unable to attend the meeting himself, as will be
explained below. When the February 1943 issue of Socialsst Appeal said that the
‘political renegades at the head of the so-called Communist Party in Ulster,
have cooperated as stoo] pigeons and informers’, it appears to be accurate
enough. Allegations of Communist Party links with the RUC were also made
by the IRA during the war.¥”

As forecast by Sinclair, McKevitt was in fa
thing to note is that this admission was made
Committee, or his solicitor were
ter links with the Special Branc

To keep up the pressure, t

ct deported. The interesting
before his wife, the Release
informed. Presumably the Stalinists had bet-
h than anyone else...

he RUC arrested Bob Armstrong on 6 January,
and held him for 18 days in Crumlin Road jail under the Special Powers Act.

-He was arrested whilst leafleting in the city centre against the Special Powers
Act and the detention of McKevitt. Whilst he was detained Armstrong had a

number of discussions with members of the Republican movement which
helped in the later development of the organisation.

Following this arrest, the organisation locally and internationally began a
series of protests, sendin

g telegrams to the Home Office, to Stormont, and so

, tells how the Republicans wanted to
buy a printing press from the Communist Party. Arrangements were made, but at the last
minute the Communist Party reneged on the deal. As a military organisation, the IRA
moved to resolve the problem. They sent a raiding party to the Communist Party rooms,
which put everyone, including Betty Sinclair, up against the wall, and took the machine. Mi.
lotte confirms these memories on Page 203 of his book. Milotte gives more serious examples
€ two groups. He details statements by Billy McCullough, speak-

i ty’s congress of 1942, when he condemned the IRA in the strong-
est possible terms for helping only ‘the enemies of progress’. Milotte then says that some
Belfast units of the IRA believed the Communist Party was actively assisting the police in
putting Republicans behind bars. Following the arrest of a special IRA intelligence unit
which was composed of Protestants, and which Milotte says the Communist Party had en-
tered by having one member in it, some Republicans wanted to execute Betty Sinclair and
Billy McCullough. The Northern commander, Hugh McAteer, withheld permission.
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Within months of those incidents, another arrest was made in Ann Street, in
the centre of town, whilst one of the comrades was selling papers. He was us-
ing a poster with the slogan ‘Churchill’s Cheating Russia’, when a middle class
female Tory took exception and called in the RUC. The RUC man threatened
to ‘smash his skull, knock his head off, break his jaw, etc’. The report goes on
to say that most of the crowd were indignant about the cop’s behaviour. The
poster was seized, and the seller was marched to Chichester Street barracks.5

Dublin

With the departure of four of the members of the WIL delegation back to
London, the Dublin organisation in early 1940 consisted of Trench, Daly,
Noonan, Byrne and possibly one or two other young ex-Republicans, al-
though Byrne, at least, was quickly to follow the others over to England. In a
letter from 1940, Trench says: “Your absence, has of course been a blow to us,
but it is an advantage at the same time because it is making us get together
more and work out the things we can do without your assistance; and so in
the end it will lead to sound activity all round, which you will be able to sup-
plement when you come back.”!

After the departure of the British delegation, Trench and the rest in Dub-
lin agreed to finalise an almost ready edition of Socialist Appeal, but following
that they decided not to produce a regular monthly journal, but to publish a
series of pamphlets: “The next issue, already in preparation, will deal as fully as
we know how, with the crisis plan, both theoretical criticism and how to cope

“with the situation it creates in the party.” Whilst Trench goes on to mention
further plans for pamphlets on unemployment, etc, no evidence has been
found that the plans came to fruition.s2

Despite the loss of these experienced members, the Dublin group quickly de-

veloped its activities, especially within the Irish Labour Party and amongst the un-
employed. The 20 April 1940 issue of the Torch carried material from Thomas
Reilly, Secretary of the Dublin Unemployed Workers Movement, based at 51
North Great George’s Street, Dublin, about the organisation of the unemployed.
He wrote that the unemployed must be ‘brought into the fold of organised labour’,
and that the tasks for the DUWM demanded: ‘A programme of minimum de-
mands has to be prepared and adhered to, every attempt to use the unemployed
against striking workers in any way has to be met, for unity is the first essential
condition. To the unemployed not already organised we appeal to you to join at
once and help us fight a united struggle.” As an article from carly 1940 says: ‘This
organisation has already taken to the streets, and is pursuing a vigorous policy for
work or full maintenance. They actively fight the bourgeois policy of divide and
conquer, and unity between the employed and unemployed is their aim.”?

50.  Socialist Appeal, Mid-June, 1943.
51.  Extract contained in the Haston Archives.

52.  Letter to ] Haston in the Haston Archives.
53.  Extract in Haston files.
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All the activity occurred at a stage when the government planned to force
people onto work schemes to entitle them to some money. In protest against
this the DUWM led a number of demonstrations in April 1940. In a ‘Letter
from Dublin. For members only’, dated 29 April, Trench gives an example O
the government’s attitude to these demonstrations:

‘DUWM meetings were banned two days in succession. On the second day,
being unable to hold the meeting, they went up O’Connell Street to Parnell
Monument and turned round to come back the other side. When returning
they were attacked by the Guards without provocation and some were badly
battered. The following were arrested: T Dunne, Steve Daly, and Tommy
(WIL), and taken to Bridewell. It is understood... that they will probably be
charged under a certain section of the Offences Against the State Act’

They were in fact briefly interned in the Curragh.* In the 11 May 1940 issue
of the Torch there is an article on the period the two comrades spent in the
Curragh. It exposes some of the politically backward elements of the Republi-
can movement. Some of them threatened Dunne and Daly with violence, re-
sulting in them being kept in isolation. The paper said the best remedy for
this attitude was a dose of Connolly’s works, that they should read the readily
available pamphlets by Connolly.

Trench goes on to say: “The DUWM agitation centred around the new
formation of labour camps on the turf bogs.’ss This campaign succeeded in
forcing the government to withdraw that scheme because, even under duress,
the unemployed refused to go on it. As well as this successful agitation, the
group also worked within the Labour Party. Rayner Lysaght reports that
Trench had been Secretary of the Pearse Street branch from at least November
1939. In a discussion between Byrne and Lysaght, Byrne said he was also a
member of this party branch.* Tommy Reilly was the first Secretary of the
Crumlin branch, which generally stood well to the left of the party. Inciden-
tally, Crumlin is also where supporters of the Militant first won a base in the
Dublin area in the 1970s.

Further details of their activity are given in Lysaght’s document, unfortu-
nately only given a limited circulation as a Peoples Democracy education
bulletin in 1981. He says: ‘In practice, the Dublin Trotskyists were activists.™
Amongst the various examples he gives is their major réle in the opposition
to Fianna F4il's anti-trade union legislation, which would have curtailed the
right to build the unions, along with various other restrictions on their activ-

ity. , ; o
Through the struggle against these laws a Council of Action was estab-

54. Milotte, p187.
55.  Extract in Haston files. )
Conversation between ] Monaghan, Rayner O’Connor Lysaght and C Crossey, Dublin, 27

August 1991.
57. R O’Connor Lysaght, Early History of Irish Trotskyism, p1.
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o last for the rest of the existence of the

Party.® Merrigan’s involvement was t
ich he had a long career on the far left

Trotskyist group in the 1940s, after wh
of Irish politics.

In an interview with Sam Bornstein in 1974, Merrigan gives an outl
some of the activity:

ne of

‘Sales of the paper were limited. Limited to the extent that we had basically
four or five people who at any time would be involved in distributing and
selling literature. We probably sold about maybe 10 dozen copies of the paper

a month. That was the Socialist Appeal. The Militant Was less frequent 1n 1ts
ituation. But The Militant appar

delivery, by reason of the shipping and mail st
ently sold because it was an American paper, and anything with a sort ©
American flair or orientation would catch the imagination of Irish people

rather than an English publication.’*

from early 1943 by ‘Joe’, references are made to problems in
h. He reports: ‘It is a surprise to our central organisation
that Paddy Trench is still a member of the group. We were under the impres-
sion that he had left us a long while ago.” Joe goes on to dismiss a proposal by

some younger comrades to split away from the branch, and to set up 2 sepa-
rate group: ‘Even if t. it would be the most harm-

all your criticisms are correct,
ful stand possible for young comrades to commence with a split. Rather the
difficult process of trying to unify and work with a middle class group who
stand on the same programme than commence 2 struggle from the start.’
Whilst Joe’ had problems with Trench, he was personally willing to continue
e majority of the branch, giving them the names of contacts

working with th
he had, as well as arranging the delivery of the British papers.®
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ently in Cork. This group centred around an American sailor called Carrol
who sailed on the City of Vancouver into Cork.” Presumably he was a member
of the American Socialist Workers Party, as he sold The Militant. Corcoran
says that the group rose to have 10 members, but collapsed before the end of
the war. Whilst none of the other survivors in Dublin or Belfast can remem-
ber such a group, it is not impossible. Bornstein and Richardson give a num-
ber of examples where activists in the army, navy, etc, did build new groups or
link up with others from different states, such as Egypt, Israel, Germany and
Italy. If such a group did emerge, it unfortunately did not make any links with
the other comrades in the rest of the island.

Revival of the Movement

The year of 1944 saw a general revival in the fortunes of the Trotskyist
movement, North and South. In the North there were a number of important
developments industrially, the key event being a major strike in the Belfast
shipyard. In the South there were developments in the Irish Labour Party and
in the unions. The combined interventions in these developments resulted in a
growth of the organisation from a handful back up to about 20 within a few
months.

Whilst the CPNI gave its full support to the war effort, as a part of its
strategy for the defence of the Soviet Union, the Trotskyists kept up their
arguments for the independence of the working class. A result of that ap-
proach was that they believed that the class war could not be suspended until

- after the war. Any strikes which developed received their full support.

In the course of the war sections of the working class were affected by jin-
goism, but even so the majority was still aware that whilst the media could
talk about the ‘nation’ and so on, the ones being forced to make sacrifices
were the workers. Despite legislation introduced to make strikes illegal, a sub-
stantial number did occur during the war. The Mid-April 1943 issue of Social-
ist Appeal lists the following as being on strike at that stage in Belfast — 4000
transport workers, dockers, painters, welders, blacksmiths and busmen. One of
the most substantial industrial disputes that occurred during the war was the
Belfast engineering strike of 1944.” On 25 February 500 fitters went on strike
demanding an increase of one shilling an hour, putting them near the average
wage in Shorts, one of the other big engineering plants. The trade union lead-
ers tried to keep the workers in the yard, but the directly elected shop stew-
ards, mainly NILP members, said that unless the full claim was met they

would ‘place the full strength of the workers in Belfast behind the men on
strike’,

By 8 March 4000 were on strike, rising to 22 000 by the 22nd. Despite
pressure by the CPNI and the Northern Ireland Prime Minister Basil Brooke,

76. To add credence to this story, there was a ship on the Lloyd’s Register, the Vancowver City,
which is close enough, in the years 1943-44.

77.  Cf M Maguire, ‘The Belfast Engineering Strike, 1944, Milstant Irish Monthly, April 1985,
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from the CP, together includj

who called the strike an act of sabotage, the strikers held out and rejected _
been an ardent young Stalinist g Harry Beckett from East Belfast, who hag
° > 2 a

l
various minor compromise offers. Having failed to end the strike by persua- l
sion and minor concessions, the government decided to use repression, and
arrested the five leading shop stewards for organising the strike. As Marxists
have pointed out, in cases where the material interests of the capitalist class
come under threat, the so-called impartiality of the system comes apart, as it ’

!nternational Affiliations

openly backs the capitalists.
At the court the judge, Major McCallum, said: “The law has been broken, W?S effectively a part of the British mené 1 Ireland, the Irish membersh;
- sttuat ou Crs
re for 1on which was to continge unﬁ;lr theplﬁls;‘icl’;ke;; Inftemanonal League ilj
rades for, >

and broken deliberately, callously and calculatingly. There is only one cur
such sabotage, and that is imprisonment.” Having had his bit of bile the judge

sentenced them to three to five months hard labour in Crumlin Road jail In are important, because tl h
North Belfast. The strikers were told they could get out on bail and appeal , WIL and the main;tream i:there were differences of opinion b
against their sentences, but James Morrow, the leading steward, refused the fected the attitude of the le;l - he. Fourth International, differeg o
offer on their behalf, saying that it was the government’s responsibility to let Bornstein and Richards crsiip of the International to the coces which af-
them out, and that if they were not released the government would have to ’ Sections of the Revolution: o fSect the idea that the decision inrilrades
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the strength of the Irish organisation was in Belfast, and that if resources were
available they should send £2 per week to hel

p in Belfast. Should the com-
rades, however, insist on sending a full-time organiser to Dublin, the Belfast
committee suggested either Haston or Healy.

Armstrong’s view at this point on the issue of separation was that ‘the
deeply rooted Irish consciousness of considerable sections of the wo

rkers may
make a formal separation expedient, when we are sufficiently developed to

influence large masses... In short that js the music of the future.’ Basically, the
problem centred on the fact that the British and Irish differed politically from

the majority of the Fourth International, and it could be said that the ap-

proach of the International’s leadership was to use the issue of affiliation as a
means of splitting a ri

val group. A few of the problems which could have
arisen over early affiliation would have been whether the Belfast and Dublin
members would have to stop selling Socialist Appeal, and use instead the Milr-
lant, the paper of the RSL, and if emigration occurred, would they have to

join the RSL rather than the WIL in Britain? John Archer reports that he had
the impression that the WIL consciously kept the Irish membership at a dis-

tance in order to avoid contact with the different 1deas of the RSL.#

With the development of events in Britain, the success of the general ap-
proach of the WIL became apparent as it grew to have 300 members, whilst
between 1939 and 1944 the RSL had split three ways. Given these changes, the
International Secretariat moved towards encouraging fusion between the vari-
ous groups, and eventually in March 1944 they merged to establish the
Revolutionary Communist Party, with a membership of 400. The conference
was well attended, and amongst others present were Byrne and Bob Armstrong

representing branches in London and Belfast, whilst Merrigan was there from
the Dublin branch 2

The position of the Iris
it removed the problem o
On 21 August 1944 Arms
lutionary Socialist Party
Fourth International, they
national. He said that all th

h group was considerably changed by the fusion, as
f the WIL’s being outside the Fourth International.
trong said that after the establishment of the Revo-
in July 1944, and further discussions about the
favoured a separate affiliation to the Fourth Inter-
e members were in favour, citing three reasons:

‘1. Right from the start t
should be acquired.

2. There is a very stron
ing even the Protestants,

‘3. Irish domestic politics are complicated, and whilst that is all the more
reason for secking advice and guidance from Britain, it is nonetheless the rea-
son for being absolutely prepared to take the initiative in highly complex
situations, as it is on the one hand perhaps difficult to follow events from the

he habit of regarding themselves as a leadership

g nationalist sentiment among the workers, includ-

85. ] Archer, letter to C Crossey, 30 April 1988.
86.  Ann Keen, a founder of the

WIL, states that Armstrong was present (letter to G Crossey, 5
November 1987). Merrigan s;

aid that he was the delegate from the Dublin branch.
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the first time. Previous to this the organisation tended to move around to
t be sufficient time to report and whatever accommodation they could get. In Belfast the comrades acquired
:de and, on the other hand, there may no rooms in 36 Gresham Street, off Royal Avenue in the city centre. In Dublin
outside and, the rooms were in 5 South Leinster Street.
o 87 N 5 :
seek advice. ¢ that in July 1945 the Intern;l' A part of the increased activity was the production of 2 small, four page
It of all this correspondence wa £ the Irish group as of 20 July document called 70C Betrayed: O’Brien and Co Bare Thesr Teeth: Throws Work-
The elnsd r::;riat recognised the official status o e the €13 into the Arms of Reaction. This was distributed around Dublin, attacking the
tional Sec ) : s now calle right wing split in the Irish Congress of Trade Unjons organised by William
88 ational, Wthh, Wi tional. oL . . .
194%16 Irish Section of the Fot;;tgnﬁt;r; play its role n thet Iifl‘]tecfa‘;i;:igm t(;eBricItn. i—Ie v:i,afi og)poiedkgo thbe :ﬁlsFence é)f 'Brltxsh.-bas'ed tgadf lt)mlon; and
Revolutionary Socialist Party, CE opean Executive, helped Oud bsies. andl 2B role played by the Larkins, both Jim and Jim Junior, in the La our Party
eve ibuted leaflets from the Europ ists, participated in deba ,d finally - Merrigan had been on the Dublin Constituency Council, representing the
It C!lstrl u eoression of the Indian Marx ’mer school of 1947, an Amalgamated Transport and General Workers Union, when he helped get the
agaglzt ttl}:: rrch:(t conference in 1946, the sum endorsement of Larkin as a candidate for the Labour Party.5!
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giving testimony against the shop stewards jailed in 1944. After yet another
raid on them, Harry Diamond, a Republican Socialist MP at Stormont, asked
the Northern Ireland Minister of Home Affairs, Edmund Warnock, some
questions in Stormont. According to the ‘Yes Minister-speak’ of Warnock -
there was no raid, but the RUC had:

‘... visited this address for the purpose of attending a meeting arranged by the
Revolutionary Socialist Party. The names of those present were taken, as well
as their private addresses and occupations, but they were not asked for their
places of employment. The government does not use its powers against
working class organisations. It is in power by the votes of the working people
of Ulster, but it does and will continue to use its powers against any organisa-
tion which seeks by unconstitutional action to promote revolution.’

Diamond’s second question asked if it was appropriate that seven police raid a
meeting of 11 people. The Minister’s reply, on behalf of the RUC, was that
they were ‘agreeably surprised to find that the meeting was a colossal failure,
and that it was quite unnecessary in the circumstances to send seven or eight
policemen there. We thought from the amount of propaganda that this asso-
clation was using that this meeting would have been of sizeable proportions,
and they were agreeably surprised to find that it was not.” As this was not a
public meeting, it is not overly surprising that only a dozen or so people
should be present. The RUC did, however, seem to recognise the effective
work of the organisation in advertising itself.

The second conference of the RSP was held in Belfast over the first week-
end of August 1945. Byrne said that they discussed North-South liaison and
tactics, and that Bob Armstrong was writing theses on the Irish party.”

A regular part of the Belfast activity were the Sunday afternoon street
meetings held in Blitz Square, High Street. At these meetings the newer mem-
bers were trained in the arts of public speaking, papers were sold, and gener-
ally the group was advertised. Betty Graham, who’d been recruited through
the CYS, made her first public speech there, opposing the monarchy, in 1947.

Dick Montegue, who went on to become the mainstay of the World Socialist
Party of Ireland, which is linked to the Socialist Party of Great Britain, was one of
the people introduced to Trotskyist politics through these meetings. Montegue had
been a member of the Republican movement, and had served time in the Crumlin
Road jail for arms offences. Before and during his time inside Montegue started to
reconsider his politics, and was still doing this when he stumbled across the street

meeting in 1946: ‘At this mecting there were a few people, the group had a banner,
the Revolutionary Socialist Party. I later found out they were a Trotskyist group.
The speaker was Jim McLean.’ Montegue adds: ‘T asked a few questions of McLean,
I'was perceptive but politically ignorant. As they did not disagree with anything I
said, I joined.. I became associated with them, sort of evolved into membership

96.  Northern Ireland Hansard, 18 October 1945, columns 727-728.
97. ] Byrne, letter to ] Haston, 19 September 1945.
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In an answer to those who thought then, as some still do today, that we

should argue for unity first and then worry about the social structures of soci-
ety, he goes on to say: ‘National unification under the capitalist sys
plunging the hostile Protestant proletariat of the Northern industries into
permanent unemployment, would either head straight to the social revolution
or to Fascism. There could be no middle way.
Armstrong cuts to the bone the ‘republicanism’ of the Irish bourgeoisie.
He states that the patriotism of the Irish bourgeoisie is ‘inseparable from its
property interests’, and that they were able to see a virtue in partition in that
‘it keeps the working class — the supreme enemy — divided’. He then contrasts
the pro-British attitudes of the rich ranchers and their allies with the patriot-
ism of the working class: “This is an ennobling sentiment, notwithstanding the
poisonous bourgeois chauvinism mixed into it by the capitalist politicians and
their reformist and Stalinjst hangers-on who will at all times seek to manipu-
late the freedom-loving aspirations of the workers for their own reactionary
ends.’ The article then deals with the r8le of the Catholic church, the persecu-
tion of which over the centuries served to reinforce its hold over the working
class. The impact of this, combined with national oppression, was to fuse na.
tionalism with Catholicism. In a strange image Armstrong talks of the ‘mass
display of Catholic icons’ as a means of “flaunting their irreconcilable hatred
for imperialism’.13

Despite an inclination by some co
paign against these religious beliefs,
pressed workers will throw away thei

tem, by

mrades to go for a strong public cam-
Armstrong argued instead that ‘the re-
r icons as soon as the ideas of Socialist

ingly, he exposes the réle of the Ch

the counter-revolution’. The labour movement was therefore required to ex-
pose this in order to isolate the reactionaries.

After dealing with this pernicious aspect of Irish politics, Armstrong ex-
plains the réle of Orange 1deology amongst the working class. He attacked
Craigavon for his statements about a Protestant government for a Protestant

people, and Brooke’s declaration that he wouldn’t have a Catholic worker on

his estate:' “While the alternatives confronting the Protestant working class

103. A similar mixture could also be seen durin
when the church played a major réle in Soli
104. Sir James, later Lord, Craigavon (1871-194

g the upsurge of Solidarity in Poland in 1980
darity’s campaign against the Stalinist regime.
0) was the Prime Minister of Northern Ireland
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working class political consciousness and the spirit of solidarity due to the Northe
relatively high employment levels, and to the role of the USSR during the war. numbe i fIreIand had developed into the S
This process was reflected in the growth of the NILP, a huge expansion of Th ré) released prisoners Joined it buf octalist Republican Par ty after
the CPNI, and a small but growing band of the most advanced workers in the stron € downturn badly affected the ,RSP eventually even this disappeared &
Fourth International. One other aspect of this period was a weakening of sup- here gO wrote to \Haston in London abouyt t;nd‘ on 12 December 1944 A;m
port for Unionism, but Armstrong warned against any belief that this was Socia.lz'[ i’; consequence of this fall off jp, ¢ virtual crack-up of the grou ;
permanent. The support of Protestant workers for Unionism would ‘only be had aIJ ({P ¢4l by more than 50 per cent t n;(;n bers Was a cut 1n the order 0112‘
cut clean through by a process of revolutionary surgery’. An example of the say th;ia })]' et the order for the Amf.’ricar(: 0 per issue.! The Belfast grou
backward tendencies lurking below the surface was the legislation on the du- hgiiy ft ey ‘have almost no mcmbersh~p a}p <t The Militant.” He goes on 'Ef
ration of residence used against the Eire workers as a means of harassment. I g for a break. The Dublin sityati p left, but we are pluggin
all this is extre : ! situation is equally b 88INg away
mely disheartening after ¥ bad. As you can Imagine

The only local labour and trade union organisation to protest against this was - over so | :
r Ong a period.” This period, ho

the Trotskyist movement.
A major section of the document dealt with the nationalist working class

and the Republican movement, and lists repression and victimisation as being

the source of support for the Republicans. Publicati
Campaigns by the labour movement against poverty, unemployment and 5D OF the Workers RePUinC

repression could have altered the political development of Northern Ireland. Consistent actiyi
Armstrong goes on to say that a clear campaign against repression, for exam- resulted in new gro

ple, arbitrary searches, prison conditions, etc, could build support for the left: o L coftapse of the grou il
1947 that they had llgrnen};i)e

‘In short, by making a public display of samples of the British “democracy” also had a number of ‘promis;
MISINg contacts

being daily meted out to hundreds of Ulster citizens, a Civil Liberties Council McDowell, an ex- 4

has a revolutionary réle to perform. It can hasten the downfall of the regime. , s Tt anember, on the fringes. and a number of people, like
It can set on fire the conscience of the whole community, shaming and
shocking even the Protestant petit-bourgeoisie into protest. The fight for civil
liberties is an integral and immensely important aspect of the class struggle.’

IS In Belfast, with three mo

The article also makes a sideswipe at the Stalinists. In their newspaper, Unity,
of 13 March 1943, they stated that they wanted to change the Special Powers ne major deve] Aoy i
Act, not by abolishing this pernicious piece of repressive legislation (of which start the production of 4 nIt I this period was the decisi
the South African government was later to say it would scrap all its apartheid tron being produced i Mr:iyri;}:l - wblic, with the first edj

. ‘T » irst edi-

Jaws if it could adopt it), but by replacing it with the Emergency Powers Act o

from Britain as a ‘fairer’ method of repression. : y
The end of the war saw a downturn in the labour movement. The prob- { stissue: ‘The comrades [aup ched th

lems facing the RSP were not unique. The end of the war, accompanied by ' In early May.’ This was followcrelé’ lt)hﬁ); had 500 at 4 Connolly dem:, Patper.on

LP, and even the victory of “ against 100 at the Cp : Y 400 at a street ./ tIonstration
: meeting held at th meeting in early June

as had only ;
ton on 16 June about thjs fir My just moved over to Belfast wrote to

rising unemployment, disillusionment with the NI
the British Labour Party in the general election creating further illusions in same topic. Our meet; € same ti
. . ’ . tings . me, same p] .
all this combined to make life very : The entire print rurglg 031561?88” 1? cing very heavily police a? lace and with the
. s 3

the possibility of reforming the system, ,
hard for all the far left. The membership of the Communist Party collapsed. proposed going to 2500 copies for th
1 . Or the second one. Becaus
: ¢ of problems with

Milotte states that the CPNI had grown from a prewar ‘membership of a few the printer, Stirling compla; .
dozen to a peak of 1000 members organised in 32 branches by 1943. By the Ing errors by the printer }L?med of a ‘very cheap looking job’, A
end of the war this had slumped to eight branches.®® Armstrong says that the i >, 1 Mmistakes a - As well as
CPNI was effectively back to its membership of 1932.1% The Socialist Party of 107, Thesaiat:
- 1he Socialist Rep,

this first edition sold out, and so they

; . Ity i
s Road. An anti-partition organ; s leading figure was Harry Diamond

105. Milotte, p209.
2 hel . .
106. B Armstrong, letter to ] Haston, 6 December 1946. . 108, E:eiejtrgoe;?zh-sh : > !za[t)lon Vr‘"ith some Protestant support, i
R Abour Party in 1949 [Editor )
. tor’s note]
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eventually all the comrades still politically active (and that was a lot less than
in 1945) ended up in the Labour Party. The call, therefore, for the creation of
a Marxist group in the various Labour Parties here seems to fit in with that
general orientation. It also harks back to the earlier work of the Irish members
inside a range of political organisations, including the Irish Labour Party, the
NILP, the Communist Party and the Labour Youth group.

The second issue of Workers Republic appeared in July 1947 (despite being
dated Autumn 1947).""! Amongst the articles is material on Stormont, an ap-
praisal of the IRA, along with pieces on the Irish Labour Party, the unions
and international notes. The main article, which deals with proposals made by
De Valera, ends with the following points:

‘An intensification of the class struggle is inevitable, whether under the exist-
ing set-up or under a United D4il. This is dictated by the continued decay of
world capitalism. Periods of reaction or passivity will give way to periods of
revolutionary development. Meanwhile the task of the vanguard is to separate
itself resolutely from all the claimants of split [partition] which operate under
the guise of national unity — Fianna Fdil, Anti-Partition League, etc. The task
is to expose openly all the vested interests — Northern, Southern, British,
landlord, capitalist, church politicians — and ceaselessly propagate and organ-
ise towards the goal of the Workers’ Republic, a republic which will rest on
socialised property, democratically controlled by the workers and peasants,
irrespective of what religion they profess or dialect they speak.’

Who Wears Connollys Mantle?

In Dublin the comrades were also active around the various Connolly com-
memorations, and a copy of the leaflet of May 1948, Who Wears Connolly’s
Mantle?, survives. It may be coincidental that this leaflet reads like an early
Socialist Worker leaflet, but Tony Cliff was resident in Dublin at this stage, and
was in contact with the few members left. He had originally come over from
Palestine to Britain to combine his studies with work for the Fourth Interna-
tional. He was initially a strong advocate of the theory that the Soviet Union
was a deformed workers’ state, and so was used by the International to argue

- against some of the leaders of the British RCP who were promoting a state
capitalist position. In one of life’s little ironies, both sides switched, so that
Cliff has since been a strong advocate of the state capitalist position.

The leaflet talks of the danger of a third and fourth world war, leading to

extinction, as long as capitalism survives. Whilst the capitalists have no
worthwhile future to offer, the leaflet also attacks the Soviet Union, saying:

“The new social formation in Russia has absolutely nothing in common with
the free Socialism envisaged by Lenin and Trotsky; nor does it bear any re-

111. Fifty copies of the second issue were sent to Haston in July 1947.
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Armstrong said that ‘the majority of us have reached conclusions similar
to the WP(US)'.

In this process of redevelopment after the war, the Fourth International
organised a conference in 1946 in Paris. One of the most notable things about
this meeting was that on the third day the French police raided the discus-
sions, and detained all the delegates. With the exception of the three Ameri-
cans who were handed over to the US Embassy, the rest were held in police
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. g a,ttacklf}% thcat the ‘only rpad for The first postwar conference of the Fourth International was followed up

: cipation in a capitalist coalition”. It tsﬁ‘; struggle for a United So- by a summer school in Paris in July 1947, which was attended by Ronnie and
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active. I think this is our best

field of recruitment
us, because of lack of forces,

, and as it is impossible for
to work openly, we consider it best to work in-
side the Labour Party and the Socialist Youth.
‘We shall do our bes

t to maintain and build the Irish Section of the
Fourth International.’

In these final months the Belfast branch therefore had eight members; Bob
and Elsie Armstrong, Billy Burroughs,

" McLean and four others. The two
remaining comrades in Dublin were Me

rrigan and Byrne,
After Bob and Elsie left, McLean an

tion they also moved away from organ-
ised Marxism. Both ended up as left wing individuals in the Labour Party who
continued to read the material sent to them by the British and American or-
ganisations, but who had nothing to which to recruit anyone.!s
The group mentioned in Byrne’s report, the Socialist Youth, was set up by
elements of the Communist Party and Labour activists from the Crumlin area
of Dublin. A report in the Jrish Democrat said that it had recently experienced

and South. After the demise of

Marxism, as an organised force,

the Revolutionary Socialist Party in 1948,
the next 14 years,

was absent from the Irish political scene for

113. Billy Burroughs has not been politically active since the RSP, but is still convinced Marx
ist.

114. Bob and Elsie Armstrong

moved
Partition League. Bob wa

to London, where they became involved in the Anti

b and Elsie were attracted to the political line of F
Imperialism, which was sy i i

publicanism. David Yaffe, editor of FRFL, ap-
parently delivered the obituary speech at Bob’s
Mattie Merrigan continued to be active on the left of Irish politics. He rose to become
President of the Irish Congress of Trade Unions. He has been in and out of the Labour Party
several times. He was a founder member of the Socialist Labour Party, a split off from the
ILP, in the 1970s. Johnny Byrne was active in the labour movement for the rest of his Jife.

115.
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List of people interviewed

Billy Burroughs, Belfast, 26 May 1989

Johnny Byrne, Dublin, 2 October 1987

Jim Hanna, Dublin, 10 April 1991

Jack McDowell, Belfast, 3 April 1991

Mattie Merrigan, Dublin, 27 August 1991

Dick Montegue, Belfast, 21 and 28 November 1987
Joe Quinn, Belfast, 19 September 1988

Sources of material, information and advice

Linen Hall Library, Belfast
Hull University (Haston Papers)
Revolutionary History
John Archer
Rayner O’Connor Lysaght
Prometheus Library, New York
Central Library, Belfast
National Library of Scotland, Edinburgh
Marc Mulholland, for proof reading and encouragement
Rob Bell, for general help and major proof reading

Recreate the Fourth Internationall

REVOLUTIONARY RENEWAL

English language supplement of the Swedish Section of the External Faction of the
Communist Organisation for the Fourth International

$10 for eight issues, Posigyro account 468 01 68-4 {FRP),
PO Box 190 15, 5-161 19, Bromma, Sweden

TROTSKYIST INTERNATIONAL 20
Bethlonugelatiploin sl

Atticles include: The Socia
‘Refoundation ¢ The SWP’s internationa

list Labour Party e Italy's Communist

| in crisis? ¢ 'A critique of
“market socalism » Argentina ¢ Chechnya ® Trotsky's fight against
_centrism in the 1930se Piusreviews: Analytical Marxism, Palestine,
“Crisis Theory, Unions in Mexico ® PRICE £2.00 INCLUDING p&p. -

TROTSKYIST BULLETIN7

Trotskyism versus Centrism

The LRCI's struggle against Stalinophilia (£2.50) = = -

Available from LRCL BCM Box 7750 London WCIN 3XX, UK.
ques payable to Trotskyist Jnrtemational e

REV L ONAR His TOR i N 49
REVO UUOMf\ Y { .Y, \/OLU iE 6 C 273
i

Appendix: Further Material
on Trotskyism in Ireland

l: Tom O'Flaherty (18891 9236)

MIGRATION HA

: S always be, )

1 Ireland, s en a problem facing th :

fie gommry toallsoa ksubstanual number of young acﬁgistse radical movement
ok for work. Ope €xample of those i Jorced to leave

i &

Is alz)d, }%\;;r the years was Thomas (Tom) O’Flaher R e et the

i ;rg;, ;Vgh]% V&;a;da ll)]rother of the author tlirl:am o’

tllllc radicalisation foliowings tl?étgu;lsf an e jOi}led 't

there Was a movement to estab];

oneBof its founding members
ecause of the active rélt; h

21:; o(jommunist Party of the ngf le’?',}i:, 6h;a
reports that he was e ;

trl o O . e e’cted as an alternate memp !

t?e ey gggyg;ecf.ﬁ% ﬁl::hle;tzyz was also one of t}elre (gEtgfspc?erlty StCCH-

clandestinj 1 S R o o
stinity at Brldgeman, when it was rajded bv;atsh? ;lgl l;ISTCiC; C(EHC}_IFIOUS o

art of its cam-

Fl_alh_erty, emigrated
ocialist Party, With

quickly rose to the leadershi
_ ersh
nuary 1922 issue of 7pe Vo;'fe(;jf'

weekly, 7he Voj i Y e .
ouce of Labor, in Chicago, officia orgzn:V ?)sf $§ gﬁ;fgltqf OIf e
unist Party

Oi the Unltcd StatCS. HC was o ¢ (4 LB OTRer a]]d l
I th Staf}‘ Of n k > atél on thc Dﬂll
W(ﬁke] ()“l( lal organs ()t t [ ( :() 9 () ty was 8180

the editor of th

: e Labor D

organisation.? eﬁ-ﬂder’ newspaper of the International Labor Def;
efense

2]. II)VEMMI'IIMM, 6 June 1936,
x eter Drucker, Mux Shachtman and His Ler:

N A Sociali-s
ew Jersey, 1995, p27. Socialist’s Odyssgy Through the American Century’




E & NO
5C REVOLUT%ON/\R‘V’ HISTO, OLUM o

: litary intelligence
there exists 2 US mu ign 1N
N the left, because in Defense Campaigh
been involved in spY“;E o?o obtain money for the Igi;:;silf)l:d in 1987, says that
report sbout hir?a;ry PB% report of 26 January Ly 20 June 1920, along i Ml«:l
June 1121’;:}111118::\55 meeting on Boston Common - ted the Irish Transport a0
he spo e Al

chael T Barry and Kathleen O’Brennan, who represen
ae

i lin > s Connolly
General Workers Um}(l)n igrlgdll)l‘:g;g to G Schuller’s parnsp';l};;{::l’l’y - adiced
T 3’15; VZL;:;; qu]V}amist Analyss. o pqmpb1€§9véz but the Pamphlct is
and Irish Freeaom: ;

arty of America in
i P At b series.

the Workers (Commun &k Workers Club s it the Left
t:gore generally available in the CF O’Flaherty moved to SUppPOrt ¥ No-

’ d in the 1920s, ' o
o 'iz;xr:tsfgiv:\}}olilz; he was expelled from the Com
Opposttion,

¢ . B, i
1 i ominence in the part Ao

i 19'28. e :‘ 15airlfrand advertised the fact muihzf s g A o

o gicawghilst’ in the Communist Leiiguding Ameics for The

i Tbt Mdltgntl'lcrc he wrote for the press, 10

Opposition grou s

> - red ‘Ride ‘Em’. He was
1932 which he called ‘On the Spot” and s1gne the call
Milit:lli’tqct):no% 9Producers News in Plentywood,
co-¢e

N arked H’ehs‘tllllap(l);:;gstoneitcs,
> ,nd worked with the ites,
1 $ _Jabor party’, an the Lol
for the creation _offa fargllzrcommunist o pr(ﬁizﬁip o .
i i :1?;“ CLA dropped him from mem
For these reasons,
tt?c Prometheus Res

1 h iy

| 4 i finally dying
aditied ™ 1;)35215 he returned to Ireland 1n 133& B s
o tUbeérC;—lie 18 ’mcmorable, if not _forlfm_jxr1 phm- i B
fomicon B 19;) ;rvas the first Irish Trotskyist 1:111 gt e =
s of i o by g 1tl1 nd in the international
e pOhtlcal agwrzmber of articles about _Ire a e e
swlder SPREEETE ovement was linked to his arrC il Py
ress of the Trotskyst m tional, produced by the iy
\P;Cing that e en Ime{:?nl its April 1936 issue called NI
c

3.

f th
ver the concept O

:can Congress debates ©

to the Republican

li

‘9 nes: e 1¢ aIne VO '() .St and a
1 1 11 H Tem 11

i d |
Bolshevik to the en -
Weston: An Early Activist

t which, although they are
Ireland, are something 10

il: George

ences to an Trish activis

' er actiy
I have uncovered some ref e of e i

not directly linked to this s

n Prendiville to Jim Monaghan.

0.
here is from letters from Sea s T T aon, p59

information ¥
?4' }:r;elsnlg(ganmﬂ and the Early Years of Ameri

1

REVOLUTIONARY HISTORY, VOLUME 6, NO 2/3 51

which I believe readers will be interested. George Morris, an Irishman, was a
founder member of the Communist Party of Great Britain who worked under
the name “Weston’. Harry Wicks calls him British, but in this case in the ab-
sence of other details, I will side with Sam Bornstein and Al Richardson.

Some information concerning Weston is to be found in Bornstein and
Richardson’s Against the Stream, and Wick’s biography, Keeping My Head. He
had become an early supporter of Trotsky, despite being attached to a Soviet
intelligence department. His official job was with the International Red Aid,
which often functioned as a cover for such operations.

Weston’s claim to fame is that when James P Cannon smuggled out a copy
of Trotsky’s critique of the draft programme of the Communist International,
a document which helped to persuade a layer of people to begin the struggle

against Stalinism internationally, he had Weston’s help. Bornstein and Rich-
ardson recount the incident:

‘All the documents were under tight control, the same applied to the copy
seen at the time by James P Cannon and Maurice Spector, and in fact the one
that in the end was smuggled out of the country was obtained and spirited out
of the country by George Weston. He and his family were returning to Britain
at the same time as Cannon and Spector were going back to America, and the
epoch-making document was taken out of Russia and concealed in a teddy

bear belonging to Weston’s son, and then handed to Cannon before they
parted in Berlin.’ '

This story originates from a memorial volume to Cannon, James P Cannon As
We Knew Him. This account also says that he was known in Moscow as the
‘Mad Irishman’ for talking freely about Trotskyism.

Prior to his réle in smuggling this document out, Wicks says that
Weston was able to use his job, which involved travelling to Berlin, to
make ‘contacts with the Left Opposition there’. He goes on to say that
Weston ‘may well have been crucial in the germination of Trotskyism as
an international movement. He should not be suppressed from the rec-
ord.’

Weston remained active in the various incarnations of the Left Op-
position in Britain throughout the 1930s, with John Archer remembering
seeing him at a conference of the Revolutionary Socialist League in early
1939.% Unfortunately, there is no evidence of him having played any réle
in connection with the movement here. Whilst a few references are made
in Bornstein and Richardson’s War and the International about his later
activities in the Revolutionary Socialist League in Britain, these are very

limited, and there is also no information in respect of any later political
involvement.

5. ] Archer, letter to C Crossey, 30 April 1988,
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ment, and grandson of Karl Marx, who offered his assurance that Trotsky
would give ‘an absolute pledge not to take

part in any political activity’ in
Ireland if given refuge. De Valera also turned this request down.?
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the first step towards achieving the leading réle in the revolutionary move-
ment in Ireland. The new programme is not yet a correct revolutionary one,
but it is such an enormous advance on the previous one, that we are not in-
dulging in any carping or cavilling criticism. Through it they can supply an
alternative to Fianna Fdil (the majority Republican party in the Irish parlia-
ment, An Ddil) as by adopting James Connolly’s doctrine of the twin ideals of
national and social independence they have ended the divorce between the
national and Labour movements. This programme will be ready shortly. I
could also send you a copy.
This is not much of a letter, really it is only to establish contact.

Nora Connolly O’Brien

Dear Comrade

I was very touched by your kind letter. A great deal of circumstances pre-
vented me from writing to you immediately. I always have been greatly inter-
ested in Ireland, but unfortunately my interest remained only platonic. I never
had the opportunity to study in detail Irish history and politics. Since my
early days I have got, through Marx and Engels, the greatest sympathy and
esteem for the heroic struggle of the Irish for their independence. The tragical
fate of your courageous father met me in Paris during the war. I bear him
faithfully in remembrance. I made up my mind to read your book about your
father in the very next time. -

The revolutionary tradition of the national struggle is a precious good.
Would it be possible to imbue the Irish proletariat with it for its Socialist
class struggle, the working class of your country could, in spite of the numeri-
cal weakness of your population, play an important historical réle and give a
mighty impulse to the British working class now paralysed by the senile bu-

. reaucracy.

I take the liberty to send you in the same time my little book, In Defence of
Terrorism.\°

VII: Max Shachtman Visits Ireland

In 1938 Max Shachtman, at that time a member of the leadership of the
International Left Opposition and of the US Socialist Workers Party,
visited Ireland as he travelled to Europe for the founding conference of
the Fourth International. At that meeting it was stated that ‘there were
reports of contacts already established or in the offing with significant
revolutionary groups in the colonial countries and for the first time in

Ireland’." I would be inclined to put this down to the enthusiasm of the
10.  The first English language edition of Trotsky’s book was published under the title The Deferce
of Terrorism (Terrorism and Communism). The copy referred to here was probably of the second
English edition published in London in 1935 under the title The Defence of Terrorism. The edi-
tion published in London in 1975 has the correct title, Terrorisn and Communism. )

11, Documents of the Fourth International: The Formative Years (1933-1940), New York, 1973, p163.
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The ICG split in late 1965 into its Maoist and Trotskyist wings. The

. Trotskyist wing, the Irish Workers Group, existed for a period in Britain,
but without any support in Ireland. In its early period, the IWG held a
number of discussions with the Militant group in Britain. When the de-
bate inside the IWG developed over Maoism, Brendan Clifford wrote
documents attacking Trotskyism and the application of the theory of
Permanent Revolution to Ireland. The reply was written for the Trotsky-

ist faction by Ted Grant, who was at that time the political editor of the

o 38 _ Militant newspaper. A slightly abridged version is available in Ted Grant’s
movcr;“’;f;n" by the d yelopments during " The Unbroken Thread. ' o
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The ICG split in late 1965 into its Maoist and Trotskyist wings. The
Trotskyist wing, the Irish Workers Group, existed for a period in Britain,
but without any support in Ireland. In its early period, the IWG held a
number of discussions with the Militant group in Britain. When the de-
bate inside the IWG developed over Maoism, Brendan Clifford wrote
documents attacking Trotskyism and the application of the theory of
Permanent Revolution to Ireland. The reply was written for the Trotsky-
ist faction by Ted Grant, who was at that time the political editor of the
Militant newspaper. A slightly abridged version is available in Ted Grant’s
The Unbroken Thread. '

By May 1967 the IWG had set up a branch in Dublin, to be followed
a few months later by the Belfast branch, and then one in Dundalk. They
set up a paper called the Irish Militant (nothing to do with the later
group), and a theoretical journal, Workers Republic. The TWG lasted a
short period before it collapsed in late 1968. It suffered two splits that
year. After a factional discussion on three topics — the national question,
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