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The 'trouble' in Northern Ireland has been raging
for exactly three years now. During that time, well
over a hundred people have been killed and many
hundreds more injured. Unemployment now stands
at 10. 8 per cent and the minimum estimate of the
number of homeless in the province is 10, 000.
Guesses at the amount of property destroyed vary
between £12 million and £150 million (the real
reason, incidentally, why troops were moved in).
Yet here in England how much significance, really,
is attached to the struggle? True, the media daily
pepper the English public with items of Irish 'news':
the latest death here, the most recent incident there
and the latest 'assessment' of what may or may not
be happening by some pundit /politician wherever it
may be squeezed in. Bul, we repeat: how much
significance is attributed to the Northern Ireland
crisis? In our view, very little indeed. In a way,
that is the most significant thing one can say about
it: in London politicians, money-makers, civil
servants, the mass media, people at large and most
of the Left regard the situation as not terribly
significant. We disagree.

In 1910,1911,1916,1918-23 and, again, in 1935 (to
speak only of this century) Ireland has exploded in
the faces of its Imperial masters. Today Westmin-
ster continues in its refusal /inability to realise the
true dimsensions of the crisis and would 'wish it
away.' Meanwhile, the jumped-up councillors of
Stormont, dull-witted and vicious, are enabled to
determine the actions of the occupying forces. The
struggle in Northern Ireland has, in this sense, now
reached the stage where it constitutes the greatest
internal threat to the existence of the British state
seen this century.

REFORMS?
Examine the 'reforms' to see what the anti-Unionist

minority has 'gained' over the past three years. The
Civil Rights demands were . . .

demand legislation
1) 'One man, one vote' O'Neill's franchise
reforms, 1969.
2) 'Disarm the RUC' Hunt Report, 1969.
3) 'Disband B-specials' - " = and Ulster

Defence Regiment formed.
4) '"Take away Housing
Trust from sectarian Central Housing Trust
control’ formed, 1970.

Legislation has certainly taken place, but in real
terms what have been its effects and, more import-
ant, how has it been implemented?

1) There have been no local elections nor any
Stormont elections under the franchise reforms, as
it was '"too late' to put them into effect. Derry is
still ruled by a commission appointed by the gover-
ment and its electoral boundaries have still not
been redrawn.

2) The R.U.C., according to the Hunt Commission

was only to be issued arms in extraordinary circum-

stances and riot duty was to be left to the Army,
particularly when there was a danger of armed
conflict. Practically the entire police force now

carries arms openly and the R, U, C, was recently
used for riot duty in Derry's Bogside.

3) The 'B'Specials were disbanded, true. In their
place came the Ulster Defence Regiment, predom-
inantly recruited from their ranks. Its number was
originally fixed at 6, 000. Recently, however, this
limit was totally lifted and now units are to be drawn
from their own localities just like the old 'B' Spec-
ials. The number of Catholics has sharply declined
many resigning after internment was introduced.
Also, the number of guns in the hands of gun clubs
formed by the Ulster Special Constabulary Assoc-
iation and kindred other bodies is now estimated to
be more than 110, 000. This, besides the illegal
arms in the hands of the Protestant vigilantes of
the U. V. F. (Ulster Volunteer Force -a proscribed
organisation) who openly display them while carry-
ing out evictions in the mixed districts.

4) The Central Housing Trust, founded to prevent

sectarianism in the distribution of publicly owned
housing, the issue which triggered the civil rights
campaign initially. The Housing Trust has aided
and abetted the polarisation of the districts rather
than the opposite. They have, with the British
Army's consent sought ghettoisation as a means of
implementing the division between the two commun-
ities, which, from the Army's point of view makes
'policing' so much easier. This explains why the
Army turned a blind eye to evictions and now
actively assist the forcible movement of population..
.... A sorry collection of 'reforms' which adds up
to a tidying of the graveyard rather than a genuine
attempt to break down sectarian barriers. Each

one of these 'reforms' has been manipulated by
Stormont to polarise the community and at each
step it has been assisted by the Army. The Civil
Disobedience campaign may yet see the Army

evicting Housing Trust tennants for non-payment
of rents - another of their attempts at 'community;
relations' no doubt.

INTERNMENT

Internment was in fact aimed at the 'left' political
opposition. Its implementation polarised the
community in an unparalleled fashion. Violence
escalated within half an hour of the internees being
seized. Within two hours the entire community of
the Catholic ghettoes was in arms. The people
instinctively knew that this was a deliberate attempt
to crush what political voice they had left.

The Left in England reacted swiftly to the situation
but was lamentably unable to maintain any unity of
action. Differant slogans are put out by differant
groups, more to illustrate the purity of their own
politics than to assist the struggle in the North. The
seriousness of the American struggle against the
Vietnam war or the brilliantly effective campaign
against Australian involvement in Vietnam has yet

to evolve. Some sections of the Left have even

gone so far in their attempts to have their 'line’
heard in Ireland as 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
North. Again, the demand issued by 1. S, 's front
organisation, the Labour Committee against Intern-
ment was, "Fair Trial for All Internees'- an
obvious sop to its 'respectable’' Labour M. P, s.

It was heard by the Northern groups with incredulity
and they felt, bitterly, that they had been let down onc
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 people
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
Vietnam war without the help of 'fronts’', 'parties’

and the like or waiting for analyses.

The first stage in furthering the struggle in the
U.S. was education(Teach-Ins, etc), coupled with
mass action. This issue of Anarchy Magazine aims
to contribute to the former. Only you can provide
the latter. b i

Introduction
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At a more crass level we descend to Patrick Riddell,
columnist in the ‘“Sunday News”, and author of “Fire
Over Ulster”. If nothing else, his book accurately
reflects the kind of ill-informed prejudice which con-
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 years
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.

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 to
deny the existence of community conflict in the North,
those who do so bury their heads in sand, it is to say this,
community conflict is an expression of acute pressures
on the working-class, and cannot conveniently be iso-
lated from the question of class conflict, often indeed
community conflict has been used as a deliberate safety
valve to prevent class conflict. Time and time again
the labour movement has almost succeeded in bringing
class war to the fore in Belfast. This was true in 1907.
It is only when they fail that disillusioned workers
seeking other outlets for their despair fall easy prey to
the slogans of sectarian war.

It is then a vital task for Northern socialists to learn
for themselves the real history of the working-class
in modern Ireland, and to broadcast to the masses
their true heritage. This work is necessary for those
committed to one or other section of the Labour
movement. The very fact that today the Labour move-
ment in the North is going through its darkest period

is witness enough to the fact that mistakes have been
made in the past and that there are important lessons
to be learnt from those mistakes.

PriOR TO 1907 the Trade Union movement in Ireland
was conservative and reformist, and was dominated
by skilled workers. Unskilled workers were hardly
organised at all, and yet in the two large cities,
Belfast 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
National Union of Dock Labourers. So successful
was his message of militant solidarity between unskilled
workers 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 angry workers on every street. Carting soon ceased.

The authorities were extremely hesitant in the face
of what for them was a rapidly deteriorating situation.
They 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 had
the active support of many Catholic workers, the ship-
yard workers, and they were led by a Catholic. Black-
leg carters were being attacked in places as far apart
as Divis Street, Sandy Row and the Ravenhill Road,
indeed on the Ravenhill Road the police had to baton
charge rioters.

By July 12 at least 5,000 workers in the City were
affected by strikes. At the Independent Orange Order
demonstration a collection was held for the strikers,
and in the following week strike meetings were held in
Sandy Row, Ballymacarrett, on the Falls, on the
Shankill and in York Street. In the face of this united
stand by the unskilled workers of Belfast the authorities
were first unwilling to act, and then, when they did
prepare to act, found that their instrument of oppression,
the Royal Irish Constabulary, would not act for them.

The fateful decision which finally precipitated mutiny




was taken on July 18. Members of the RIC were
ordered 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 p.m.” 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 years 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, confimed 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 24s., a wage marginally
higher than that of the best-off dockers and carters.
But policemen were expected to live in respectable
areas 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 73 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 “Irish News”
to put forward their plans and views, thus leaving a
unique record of their activity.

First let us take their attitude to the strikers. Their
letters show quite clearly how they had been enormously
affected by the strike movement. How they had in some

cases unconsciously adopted a revolutionary position
on the role of the police in Ireland. “Willing to Strike”’,
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
city in not attacking and batoning the unfortunate
strikers who are merely looking for justice from their
employers’ ‘“‘the strikers are as ourselves, trying to
better their conditions, and if we work together we
will wring from the government what 1 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
they 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™.

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 eyes 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
News” 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 is 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
the role of the RIC in Ireland as a whole. The
“Irish 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 employers 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 eloquent 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.”
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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 Can

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 the
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 been
told lately to strike, but such is not intended if it may
be avoided by granting us the justice which we deem
necessary’. Its concluding paragraph ran ‘“now com-
rades you are not required to do anything underhand
or injurious to your position. The press is always
willing to assist you. All that is required is justice
and no body of men have remained 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
general 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.

3. To apooint a solicitor to draw up a petition in

legal form, and submit same to His Majesty’s
Government.

Roval Irish Constabulary Captive

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

The day before the meeting, Tuesday, July 23, the
authorities acted. Acting Commissioner Morrell issued
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 to
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, I will not,
I am acting perfectly properly in warning these men
against interference. I will not.”” Morrell and District
Inspector Clayton rushed forward to arrest Barrett, they
seized him by the collar, the constable next to Barrett
punched Morrell and he went down on the floor. Morrell
then punched Constable McGrath and declared him
suspended. McGrath replied, ‘I don’t care about
you or your service. I can make as good a living
anywhere else.”” Then 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, I
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 I will
let them confer with me there. I give you ten minutes
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 to 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 yet 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 courtyard 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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James Connaollp

JAMES CONNOLLY (1868-1916) born in Edinburgh of a Co. Monaghan
father, was Commandant-General of the Dublin Division. He was a mem-
ber of the Military Council arnd Provisional Government. He founded the
Irish Socialist Republican Party in Dublin in 1896. In 1903 he emigrated to
the U.S.A., but returned after seven years. With Fadraic Pearse he led the
main Insurgent force from Liberty Hall to the G.P.O. Severely wounded
during the ﬁghtmg, he was taken after the surrender to Dublin Castle. Des-

pite his condition he was executed—snttmg on a chair—on May 12th, in
Kilmainham Jail.

AN IRISHMAN’S OPINION of James Connolly depends
a 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 left-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 to 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 party 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 to 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
Federation. The SDF eventually nominated him as
their candidate for St. Giles Ward and since he had
been obliged to give up his employment in order to
secure the nomination his subsequent defeat at the
polls forced him to take up other work and we
next hear of him working as a shoe-maker but when
Shane Leslie of the SDF suggested that he return to
Dublin in order to help develop the socialist movement
in Ireland, Connolly agreed. So in 1896 he returned
to Dublin and yet another change of occupation.
This time he worked as a navvy and a proof-reader,
his previous experience with the ‘“Evening News”
probably proving helpful to him in the latter occupation.
On August 13, 1898, the first issue of the paper with
which his name was to become forever associated
—“The Worker’s Republic’” appeared. It was
published by the Socialist-Republican Party and its
publication was due mainly to the generosity of
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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 party 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 orgamser for the Industrial
Workers of the World.

He returned to Ireland in 1910 and in 1911 he went
to Belfast as secretary and district organiser of the
Irish 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 protested 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 hands.
The strike funds were inadequate and to call a strike
would have meant hardship for the workers so he called
a meeting in St. Mary’s Hall and advised them to
return to work but to ignore any unreasonable rules.
His advice was simple. ‘If a girl is 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 spinning-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 to divide- the
working-class.

In 1912 he left Belfast for Wexford where he was
involved in trade union activities before finally going
to Dublin. Before reviewing his activities in Dublin
and the events leading up to Easter Week 1916 it
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 by
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
petty-bureaucrats. The growth of a trade-union
bureaucracy 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

warfare and the general strike is the weapon to be
used. In almost every respect the large syndicalist CNT
which flourished in Spain prior to and during the
Civil War probably bears the closest resemblance to
Connolly’s dream of the ideal trade union. It is worth
noting that the most bitter opponents of the CNT
in Spain were the communists who set up a rival
union and eventually engaged in open warfare with
the syndicalists.

The claim of the Irish communists is a very hollow
one even though it is accepted by many people in
Ireland.

Connolly was certainly a Marxist but syndicalism has
always been a mixture of anarchism, Marxism and
trade unionism and on some issues his views were
opposed to most of those who describe themselves as
Marxist. Some people consider his views on religion
to be ambiguous for anyone professing to be a Marxist.
He respected the ‘“‘earnest teacher of Christian morals™,
yet throughout his life he continued a scathing attack
on the church exposing many of its doctrines and
institutions. Yet the views of Karl Marx concerning
religion were more humane than he is generally given
credit for. ‘‘Religion,”” said Marx, ‘is the sigh of
the lost creature, it is the heart of a heartless world.
it is the opium of the people.” Marx, too, accepted
that not all clergymen were instruments of the
bourgeoisie- and his position is widely different from
that of those who are merely anti-clerical.

In his analysis of Irish 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 Ireland 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 is 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 sham-patriotism of the Irish bourgeoisie who merely
wanted to expel the foreigners in order to obtain for
themselves a richer share of the pickings. He equated
the Irish nation with the Irish 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 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 draped either the green or the red flag around
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 the
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
world war. The question of Home Rule had been
shelved until the war was over and many Irishmen

joined the British army believing that the re-unification
of Ireland would be assured once hostilities ceased. But
the Sin Feinners thought differently and concentrated on
arming themselves and training in preparation for an
armed rebellion. Connolly was opposed to the war
on the grounds that it was an imperialist 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 stay
his hand as he would have plenty of help if he only
waited. The question immediately arises as to why
Connolly 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 out
of socialism. When even the faint hope of successful
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: “It is
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better to perish with the revolution than to seek refuge
in the alms-house of reaction.”” The Ilatter 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
bourgeois 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 off 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
iyynorant  political commentaries describing him as
being 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 attempt 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 Ireland it will most certainly be
through the medium of the younger generation who
are much better educated, politically and qtherwise
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 quiet
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 TRA 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.

But a cloud loomed on the horizon, Lord Brooke-
borough, Prime Minister of Northern Ireland since
he stabbed J. M. Andrews in the back during 1943,
decided to retire to a local geriatric farm. He handed over
the tiller of the ship of state to one of the clever young
members of the gentry, one Terence O’Neill, thus giving
a kick in the teeth to a nouveau-riche upstart called
Brian Faulkner.

Unfortunately, Terence didn’t heed the advice given
to him by his wiser predecessor and was soon to be seen
visiting Roman Catholic convents and photographed
shaking the hands of nuns and generally giving the
impression that Roman Catholics were almost human.
This, mark you, despite the fact that he had hitherto

been prepared to play the dutiful Protestant and inserted
such ads. in the local paper as:—

“Protestant Girl required for housework.

Apply to, the Hon. Mrs. Terence O’Neill
Glebe House, Ahoghill, Co. Antrim.””
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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.

This saviour—Mr. Paisley, was a loud-mouthed
cleric; scheming, ambitious and bigoted. He knew
what his audience liked—the titillation of fornication
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 it 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 outbreak of the Divis Street
Riots (1964). These were the first riots that Belfast
had experienced for thirty years.

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 Ireland.

During the mid-sixties, a group called the Campaign
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
the Communist Party, began to discuss the social and
political set-up in Northern Ireland. In 1967, the
Northern Ireland Civil Rights Association was set-up
mainly as a result of the coming together of these groups.
NICRA was based on the constitution of the English
National Council for Civil Liberties. It was liberal
in all its attitudes, timid and afraid of confrontation—
not very surprisingly when one considers the CP’s in-
fluence. NICRA’s main activity in these days was
issuing press statements. They were given an oppor-
tunity to rather more when, in August, 1968, they
were invited to lead a march from Coalisland to Dun-
gannon protesting against the corrupt allocation of
council houses.? A similar march was planned for
Derry in October, organised by the local . Housing
Action Committee.* Again NICRA was invited io
participate. Among those who travelled from Belfast
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was a random grouping of Young Socialists, Anarchists,
| 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—Iliterally—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 usual 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 yet 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
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to the connivance of the police with the loyalists’
tactics, but determined to do something about it.

A very noisy, emotional and exhausting meeting
took place and lasted until after midnight. Attempts
were made by established student politicians to direct
the meeting, but these were quickly stifled, for 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 to
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 committee, 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 involved 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 Act.) The movement is committed also to
the principle of non-violent action.”

Despite the innocuous nature of these demands, in
the Northern Ireland context they 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 unemployed. A sit-in was
staged at the Stormont Parliament on United Nations
Human Rights Day. A similar sit-in at the City Hall
was followed by police violence and an attempt to
snarl up the evening rush-hour traffic. Various attempts
were made to march to the City Hall via Shaftesbury
Square to demonstrate the right of peaceful procession,

but on each occasion the way was blocked by police
cordons who were only too willing to accept the
analysis of Mr. William Craig to the effect that the
PD was “disloyal’”’ and therefore could not march
through ““loyalist™ territory.

However the PD was moving towards a deeper and
more fundamental analysis of the Northern Ireland
problem and its own role in it. Marches, it was
decided, were fine for publicity, but a more positive
educational policy was needed. ‘““The PIP” (Plan
to Inform the People) was an attempt to start a dialogue
on civil rights among the people, of all types and
classes, to point out the injustice existing on all sides
in Northern Ireland. To hammer this point home
—that injustice is not confined to Unionist controlled
areas—we chose Newry as a start. Successful public
meetings were held. However, when we continued
the PIP campaign in Armagh and Dungannon, physical
violence was used against us and the meeting either
harassed or broken  up.

Behind this statement lies the fact that, confronted
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, by
stirring up violently sectarian feelings among loyalists
by claiming that the centres of towns were being

were Catholics in disguise, and who wished to destroy
the fabric of society. 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 making 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 attempt to gull the
people and delay reform. However a march in Belfast
—to Stormont—on December 14 was cancelled. This
was due to 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 open
nature of the PD organisation, where anyone who
attended a meeting was automatically a member and
entitled to vote, meant that the movement was subject
to being flooded by people hostile to its aims who
would use their votes to distort the policy decisions
being taken.

This is precisely what occurred over the December 14
march. The University Unionist Club “the Cuckoo
Club” managed to pack the meeting with their sup-
porters and on a close vote, the march was called
off. At a later meeting however, a further march was
arranged, this time covering the 75 miles from Belfast
to Derry. The story of that march, the continual
harassment, the police partiality, culminating in the
highly organized ambushes at Burntollet and Irish Street,
has already been told (in ‘“Burntollet” by Egan and
McCormick), but its effects had massive reverberations.

taken over by Anarchists and troublemakers, th)% !
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O’Neill, who castigated the marchers and ignored their
attackers, was shown to be a sham. Within his own
party there was a rebellion because he was ‘‘soft
on civil rights”.® So he called an election.

Elections in Northern Ireland are usually so predict-
able that no one pays much 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 to 1969. Terence O’Nelll,
PM, had<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>