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BARCELONA WEEKLY: SUMMARY OF 
C N T.
In an article in Triunfo, 3/7/76. there is a 
resume of the “C.N.T; present and future”: . 
"during the past few weeks, many papers have 
spoken on one occasion or another of 
conferences taking place, or about to take 
place, of the ‘revived’ National Confederation 
of Labour (CNT). Without any doubt, 
during the last 35 years as at the present
time, the CNT has not had the chance of 
conditions of freedom — nor even of mere 
toleration — to hold a conference. The 
last that took place of the confederal 
organisation was in Saragossa in May 1936.

"What has taken place in Madrid during 
the months of May and June has been a 
gathering of the militants of the Local Federa­
tion of Syndicates. In various meetings, 
some hundreds of militants have attended, 
examining and debating the situation in its 
various aspects and discussing the role of 
the organisation in regard to the present 
and future situation in our country.

In each of these meetings they have 
discussed passionately and sometimes 
vehemently the problems of the present
day. The agreements reached have been by 
majority vote, and the decisions of the local 
Federation of Syndicates have been expressed 
in the following terms

“The CNT is in favour of the plurality of 
workers organisations and while for the 
unity of the working class, does not consider 
this unity can exist without options of 
choice. Real unity is obtained by the workers 
in the struggles of their class in which they 
are able to express their will. Those who 
insist on trade union unity without taking 
this into account are deliberately deceiving 
the workers.

“Unity must proceed from the many 
organisations of the workers, avoiding a 
centralised and unitary unionism.

“The unions must be for wage struggles 
and for revolutionary possibilities alike . . .
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WE NEVER FORGET

The CNT insists on honesty with the workers 
and that nobody should speak of unity when 
what they want to establish is a hegemony 
over the workers.

Although a lot is being said about inde­
pendent trade unionism independent of the 
State and the political parties, in fact such 
unions generally speaking do not exist. All 
the illegal trade union movements, with the 
exception of the CNT, form part of the 
political opposition led by the parties and are 
thus in a position of dependence. That is 
why one of the principal ingredients of 
unity does not exist.

“The CNT demands trade union co­
ordination when it is possible of achievement 
without giving up the independence of the 
workers. Common action is possible when 
it is in their interests. The CNT has always 
struggled for the autonomy of the working 
class movement . . . The Local Federation of 
Madrid renounces all contact with vertical 
unions since onlya syndicalism created by 
the workers themselves merits any considera­
tion and respect. . . Finally, the Local 
Federation of Syndicates considers itself 
effectively and not only formally, part of 
the International Association of Workers.”



Marie McPhillips

Send Protest to: 
The Minister for Justice 
Republic of Ireland 
72-76 St. Stephen’s Green 
Dublin 2, Ire land

(Noel Murray)

THE DUBLIN HANGINGS
THE FACTS AND THE PEOPLE
On 11th September 1975, the Allied Irish 
Bank, Dublin, was raided by at least three 
people and £7,000 was stolen. The robbers 
were followed in a car by an off-duty police­
man, Garda Reynolds; who was later found 
in St. Annes Park, shot in the head.

The “Dublin Evening Herald” ran head­
lines that the garda had been shot by 
anarchists, while at the time the police 
were saying they didn’t know who was 
responsible. A reward of £20,000 was 
offered for information.

On September 23rd the police started 
raiding the homes of all known anarchists 
and the relatives and friends of imprisoned 
anarchists, plus a wide spectrum of people 
involved in community and welfare organisa­
tions, including prisoners rights groups. 
About 200 raids were carried out. One 
person who was ‘helping police with 
their inquiries’ was released with several 
ribs broken, another they put into 
hospital for two weeks. They had all been 
asked to ‘confess’ to knowing who was 
responsible for the bank raid.

One of the people raided, interrogated 
and later released in these raids was Ronan 
Stenson, who worked for the Prisoners 
Rights Organisation, which had become 
an embarrassment to the government 
because of their persistent exposure of 
inhuman prison conditions.

On October 9th Noel and Marie Murray 
were arrested by 20 armed police as they 
returned home. At 10.30 a.m. that same 
day Ronan Stenson was also picked up 
from his home.

Why did the police pick on these three? 
Obviously the police had decided they were 
guilty, but why, is a question that only 
the police can answer. All three were 
previously known to the police; Ronan 
Stenson because of his activities on behalf 
of prisoners, Noel Murray was wanted already 
by the police in connection with another 
matter (a petrol attack on the Spanish
Cultural Institute in 1974) and Marie 
Murray has at least one previous conviction 
for which she received a suspended sentence

- later squashed on appeal. Both the 
Murrays had been ‘in trouble with the police’ 
before, and the police had been in trouble 
with Ronan Stenson. Both Noel and Marie 
Murray were active anarchists. But what 
made the police single these three out 
from all the other people of similar back­
ground, only the police can say.

The three were initially interrogated 
separately. Stenson was beaten with a 
hammer and a nylon rope, as well as the 
‘normal’ methods of fist beatings, humilia­
tion and intimidation. When he had 
‘confessed’ he was taken to Curragh Military 
Prison where the army doctor, who exam­
ined him on admission noted that he had 
extensive bruising on various parts of his
body. He was refused any independent 
medical examination.

The Murrays were similarly treated,
Marie finally ‘confessing’ verbally after 18 
hours, having been put in the cell next to 
Noel’s where she could hear him being 
tortured. She was told that he would be 
killed if she did not confess, Noel is said 
to have made a verbal confession.

Ronan Stenson was so badly tortured 
that although he was put on trial with the 
Murrays they had to stop the case against 
him and transfer him to the prison
hospital, where he is to this day, nine 
months after his arrest, still unfit for trial. 

Stenson and the Murrays were brought 
before the Dublin Special Criminal Court 
for their trial. In this court the case is not 
decided by a jury of twelve ordinary 
people, but by three judges appointed by 
the government (one of whom had already 
tried Noel Murray some years before for 
another offence). At the trial the main 
evidence was the ‘confessions’. The
Special Court refused to believe there was 
any torture, maintaining this belief by
refusing to allow the defence to produce 
any evidence to support their claim. The 
condition of Ronan Stenson must have made 
this pretence even more difficult, and the 
abandoning of his trial due to ill-health was 
inevitable.

The defence was not only hampered 
from producing any evidence on any major 
point, but the defendants were not per­
mitted to be present at all for a large part of 
the trial, including when the verdicts and 
sentences were given. (Marie Murray did 
attempt to make the customary statement 
before sentence of death, but the judges 
would not allow even that.

The Special Criminal Court was set up 
in 1939 to hear cases involving large para­
military organisations, specifically the
I.R.A., to “prevent intimidation of the 
jury”. (It appears more likely that the 
major fear was not so much intimidation 
as the large number of people sympathetic 
to the I.R.A., who, if serving on a jury, 
might vote for acquittal; also the amount of 
evidence offered by the prosecution would 
not be enough to convince the average
jury)-

The Irish Government are using the court, 
which has no jury, and which was set up to 
deal with the I.R.A., to try three people 
who have no connection with the I.R.A., 
and to sentence them to death, in order to 
show how tough they are getting with the

I.R.A.
The Murrays appealed against the con­

viction and the sentence to the Appeal Court 
but predictably the appeal was turned down. 
There is a further appeal to the Supreme 
Court on November 1st, and so the date of 
execution has been deferred until after this 
last appeal. The chances of winning an 
appeal to the Supreme Court are remote. 
WE ACCUSE THE IRISH GOVERNMENT 
OF:-
1. OBTAINING CONFESSIONS BY 
TORTURE and then trying to pretend 
these confession are real, and trying to hide 
the facts by refusing any independent 
medical examinations and trying to prose­
cute the press for reporting on allegations 
of torture.
2. DENYING THE MURRAYS A FAIR 
TRIAL for a serious crime, instead con­
demning them with three government 
appointed agents who did not even hear (or 
maybe did not need to hear) all the evidence. •
3. CONDEMNING THEM TO DEATH.
Not for the crime they are actually accused
of, but because of the general unrest that 
exists in Ireland, and in order to further 
their own political ambitions by appearing 
to be ‘taking a tough line.’




