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Conor Cruise O'Brien And Israel

Ireland's i nheritance from Conor Cruise O'Brien is an egoistic brutdity of sentiment.
That iswhat hisregection of what hecdled Pearsean romantic nationalismamountsto.
Hedid not rgect nationdism. Heknew that such athing would be an empty gesturein
theworld of the late 20th century. What hedid wastry to teach the Irish what an Itdian
PrimeMinister cdled "the sacred egoism of nations" in 1915, when he waslaunching
anunprovoked war of aggressionon theA ustro-Hungarian Empire Britan offeredlitaly
asubstantid additiontoitsterritory, ifitlaunched anirredentistwar against Austria The
ltdian Socdist Paty and the Catholic Church were against this war for romantic
reasons—reasons having to do with something other than power. But the Government,
urged on by Musolini, went to war and extended its State up to the Alps.

Thesentiment of sympathy with the Pd estinians under the Jewish coshisromantic
and deplorable because it engages with alost cause The duty of aligning onés
sentimentswith theredity of thepower structure of the world leads oneto sympathise
with Israd over the difficultiesit isexperiencing in thecompl etion of its conquest and
colonisation of Pdestine

Someyearsago Presi dent/Gener d Sharon saidhew oul dhitthePd estiniansuntil they
begged for mercy. O'Brien did not live long enough to take plessure in seeing them
begging. He might have lived alot longer and yet not had that pleasure.

Isreeli Army Chief of Staff Refael Eitan (aMiniger in Sharon's Government inthe
1990s) has sad "When we have settled the land, all the Arabswill beabl e to do about
it will beto scurryaround like drugged cockroachesin a bottl€' (14.4.1983). Oneof the
things about cockroaches is tha they don't know when they're beaten. They lack the
mord sensethat woul d | eadthemto submit totheconqueri ng Power and makeobei sance.

It was imprudent of a leader of the Jewish State to describe the Pdestinians as
cockroaches. But heonly expressed what isavery widespread view withintheJewish
democracy of Israd. (The Pd estinianswithin wha isnow considered Israd proper are
not part of the democracy of the Jewish State. Last year Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni
spokeof expdlingthemif the 'two-state solution ever materiaises.)

Those views of the Pdestinian natives, expressed by busy politicians of the Jewish
nationdist conquest, are somehow | ess obj ectionabl ethan the academicaly stylised and
oblique expression of the same position, worked out by O'Brien amidst his idyllic

90th Anniversary
Of First Dail

SothelrishTimeshasfindly discovered
tha there was an Electionin 1918 which
gave democratic authority for the
establishment of an independent Irish
State, and not just an unauthorised
rebellionin 19196. Tha fact escaped its
notice in 1918, but was noticed on 21st
January 2009 in a Supplement on Dall
Eireann: 90 Years Of Parliamentary
Democracy.

But in its 32 pages, and over a dozen
named contributors, one little thing is
missing: an explanation of why a
democratic election, followed by the
formationof ademocraticParliament,and
ademocraic Government, did notlead to
a peaceful separation of Irdand from
Britain, as Norway had separated from
Sweden in 1905, but to a War of
Independence—just as if there had been
no democrdic dection.

Fintan O'Tool e—who must express an
opiniononwhaever isinthenewswhether
hehas one or not—says that:

"the basic and breathtakingly bold
idea—win a mgority and assume the
administration of Irish affairs—was to
becrucid tothefoundationof theState'.

"Breathtakingly bold"!! After four

years of warfare, in which a couple of
hundred Irishmen took part and 50,000 of

The following letter appeared in the
Irish Times of 15th January 2009

O'Brien & The UK Unionists

Jeffrey Dudgeon's memory errsonthe
side of exaggeration when he maintans
(December 30th) that in April 1972 he
observed the late Dr Conor Cruise O
Brien's "foresight as he went bail for a
group of nine Northerners from the
Workers' Association for theD emocratic
Settlement of the Naiond Conflict in
Ireland". Hedid not. Likemysdf, hewent
bal for just one of them.

The protesters had chained themsdves
to the radiaors of the Department of
Foreign Affairs, demanding the ddetion

of Artides 2 and 3 from the Republic's
Constitution. The nine protesters in fact
comprisedfour fromaNorthern Protestant
background,threef romaNorthernCatho-
lic background (including one former
Republican internee) and two from a
Southern Catholicbackground.

As afdlow member of the same Work-
es Association, | wasdeputedto ask Dr
O'Brienif hewould consent to beabails-
man for one of thedefendants, andto his
credit he readily agreed.

Regrettably,onceaGovernment Minis-
ter, Dr O'Brien was not so amenable to
further lobbying on my pat. When his
government defended itsdf against the

Cartoon showingl srael luxuriating in a
swimming pod of blood and death, while
Bush wraps himself in an Israeli flag, the

UN bringspool-sidedrinks and the
world lies back on a sun-bed
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surroundings on thehead of Howth.

In 1974 he refused, as a Government
Minister, tobudgee ther onthe Council of
Irelandor Articles2& 3andthuswrecked
the Sunningda e power-sharing. For the
next threeyears he was intransition, and
was neither onething nor theother. After
hel osthisDail seatin1977herevdueddl
hisvaues. He was appdled by the stub-
born insurrection agai nst misgovernment
in the North, and he described it as
“irredentist". But in May 1974 he
defended his refusal to budge on the
Council of Ireland by saying tha the
violence in the North was "endemic"
(meaningthatitwasinternally gener ated),
and postponing the Council of Irdand
between North and Southwoul d have had
noinfluence onit.

Aninsurrectionarisingou of conditions
intheNorth, not supported by Government
in the Republic, is not irredentist. The
Itdian attack on Austriain 1914, which
the Redmondites played some part in
bringing about, was purdy an irredentist
invasion. (There was no insurrection by
the Italiansin theregion clamed.) But
O'Brien, despitethe pretence of academic
rigour, often played fast and loose with

cruci d facts—whichisanotherinheritance
of the present intd ligentsiafrom him. He
condemned the Northern insurrection as
irredentist—and then immediately
associated himsdf with themost extreme
irredentism known to history: theJewish
nationd da monPd estineafter anadbsence
of two thousand years.

Thepresent predi cament of | srael isthe
result of an incomplete Jewish conquest
of Pdestine. O'Brien gave the name of
TheS egetohisbigbook on that conquest.
Thefactud groundsforthisheavily biassed
namei sthat theconquerorsaresurrounded
by the people they are conquering until
they manage to get rid of them.

The project of establishing a Jewish
State was launched by more or less
secularised Middle European Jews as a
responsetotheri se of Europeannationalist
movementsin thelate 19th century. The
British ruling dass, with roots in the
Biblicd fundamentalism of 'the English
Revolution' of the 17th century, was
attracted to the Zionist movement by
sentiment, and aso saw a usefor it asa
Britishcol onid movementinplaceswhere
Englishmen would not go in large
numbers. It first proposed to set up the

Jewish State in East Africa O'Brien
reprints the following account by the
Zionist leader, Weiszmann, of his
discussion with Bdfour about it:

"I sad, 'Mr. Balfour, if you were of-
fered Pari si nstead of Londonwoul dyou
tekeit?...! He looked suprised. He
'But Londonisourown!" I sad: 'Jerusa
lem was our own when London was a
marsh'..." (Ch 1).

O'Brien comments. "Balfour was
profoundy impressed. The seed of the
Bdfour Dedaaion had been sown.
Ba four knew that Pd estine was d ready
inhabited”. (As, of course, Weiszmann
knew of thei rrd evant detai | thet Pari swas
dready inhabited.)

BritangavePd estinetotheJewsbef ore
it had gotit. O'Brien describesthegetting
of itin Chapter 3, A Home Contested:

"On December 9, 1917, fiveweeksafter
the Bdfour Dedaation, British forces
took Jerusd emfromthe Turks. Generd
Allenby made his officid entry into
Jerusd em; throughtheJaffaGate onfoot.
Thiswas a snub to the Kaiser, who hed
entered the Holy City ningeen years
before, mounted onawhitehorse, undera
triumphd arch, practising

Such boastings as the Gentiles use
And lessr breeds without thelaw.

The original Muslim conqueror of
Jerusd em, Caliph Omar, had adopted a
medi an pasiti on, between the extremes of
pride and humility, when he made his
solemn entry into thecity, 638 AD...

"Under Briti shrule,theMuslimconquest
was about to beundone..."

TheKaiser went toJerusd em as part of
astatevisittothe Ottoman Empire. Itwas
theoppositeof aconquest. Germanpolicy
wasto hd p the Ottoman State consolidate
itsdf as pat of the order of the world.
Islam, asone of themajor cultures of the
world, needed to be made pat of the
official order of theworldin theform of a
strong state. The Kaiser's visit therefore
wasaccompani edby ceremonia smarking
an dliance.

TheBritish entered as conquerors, but
bearing the burden of the triple duplicity
inwhichthey had engagedin thecourse of
theconquest: undertakingsto the Arabs,
contradi ctedtoundertakingstotheFrench,
contradicted by undertakingsto the Jews.

German policy was to give Islamic
civilisaionan orderly placein the world
through the Islamic state. British policy
(implementedindliancewithRussig) was
to break up the Islamic state, erode Islam
asacivilisation,andincor poratetheregion
into thetwo Empires. But theTsarist dly
fdl by thewayside in the course of the
Wer.

A British anti-German hysteria was
launched in England (and Ireland)
immediatdy on the dedaration of war in
1914. Germany wasthedemocratic state
in which the Jews were most a home—
they were a home inadifferentway in a



Polish/Ukrainian corner of the Tsarist
Empire, though occasiondly subject to
pogrom—and the Jews were seen as a
paticularly insidious kind of Germans.
WhentheGermanr esistancetotheBritish/
French/Russiandlianceprovedtobevery
much stronger than expected, Britain
adopted the bold measure of turning the
Jews against Germany by offering
Pd estine to the Zionist movement.

Britain, as is well known, said it
launched theWorld War in 1914 in order
to maketheworld safefor democracy and
establish the rights of naions to sdf-
determination. When America entered
the War in 1917, as Britain'sdly against
Germany (but not against Turkey), it
formdised thisaim in President Wilson's
14 Points.

There was a strong movement in Eng-
land to give structural expression in the
post-war settlement to this declared
purposeof the War, and it wasreinforced
by American entry. A League of Nations
wasset up. SirMauriceHankey, Secretary
of the Committee of Imperid Defence
before the War (who had played amgor
part in the secret arrangements madewith
France in preparaion for the War) and
Secretary of the War Cabinet during the
War, thought the Government was in
ear nest about the Leagueand prepared to
become its Secretary, but was told to
remain in his Cabina position. The
practicd meaning of thiswasthat Britan
would run the world by means of the
Empireandwould margindisethelL eegue.
The Leaguewas window dressing.

TheMiddleEast had lived contentedly
within the Turkish Empire. Its various
peoples and reigions went about their
afarsharmoniously. TheStateimposed
no irritating and contentious ideol ogies
on them.

If Britain had achieved the easy con-
quest it expected when invading Basrain
1914, the Middle East would have been
governed Imperidly, as an extension of
the Indian Empire. But the Turkish
resistance proved to be as difficult to
overcomeastheGerman. Britaintherefore
worked up an Arab nationdist rebellion
against the Turks, and secured the
prodamation of Jihad aganst Turkey,
promisingtorecogni seanArab Statew hen
victory was won. For tha reason the
replacing of the Turkish Imperial
administration by the British had to be
discontinued. But Britainhadno intention
of honouring its promise to recognise an
Arab State. | twent insteadf or Bd kanised
nationdisms. And 'Arab States' sounds
very like'an Arab State, though entirdy
different in redity.

Instead of an Arab Stae, there was
Irag, Jordan, Syria, Lebanon, and Pdes-
tine. TheFrench demanded apiece of the
Middle East during the War and were

LETTERSTO THEEDITOR -LETTERSTO THEEDITOR-LETTERSTO THE EDI TOR

Free Gaza!

SomeProtestant groupsinthe Six Countiesareflyinglsradi flagswhileintheCatholic
areas the usud Pdestinian flag. In Derry “You Are now entering Free Derry has been
changed to: “You are now entering Free Gaza.'. Wilson John Haire

Gaza & Ireland

Zion Evrony, Isradi anbassador to Irdand, in aletterin The Irish Times, January 9,
2009, sad“Fintan O'Toole... living in aStatethat, hgppily, has never had to defend its
own existence...”. Fintan O’ Toolelivesin Dublin, and therolling noisetha both heand
Zion Evrony hears may becoming from gravesin Glasnevin Cemetery. EsmeGeering

Editorial Note: And the Imperial Power attemptedto subvert Ireland s independence votein
the1918 H ection just as the West does today withthe el ection of Hamas.

B&ICO and Birmingham 6

Jack Lane (Irish Political Review Jan. 2009) respondsto Steven King's"review" of
the Cool acreasebook. Could | add acomment in re aion to the Birmingham 6 business.
As an (Irish extraction) born and bred Brummie | was in Birmingham that day of the
bombings. | admit that | was somew hat apprehensive a having to wak through thecity
centre that night: | thought that if questioned by the constabulary my Irish namewould
count against me asuspicion judifiable by what hagppened to the6.

However there was no doubt in my mind and many othersin Birmingham that the 6
were innocent. My own mother, WinnieDoherty, inher 70s, went knocking on working
class doors, petitioning for their rdease

Now with that background, wouldn't| have been highly sensitiveif therehad been the
slightest hint that theB& ICO had slurred thenames of theBirmingham 6? | had from
thelae 60s, thedays of NICRA, looked for an explanation of the6 Counties " problem":
read everythingfrom EamonnM cCanntothe Sunday Telgraph, and eventual ly foundthe
"Economics of Partition".

Sol wasaware of theB& ICO and indeed read their literature avidly. | recal nothing
that said anythingbad against the Birmingham 6. | discovered ayear or two later that
somemembers had cometo Birmingham afew days after the bombings and handed out
|esfletson New Streettoexplantothe Birminghamworkingclassthereality of Northern

Ireland: abrave thing todo in thosecircumstances. Tom Doherty

Foster On Line

An Australian reader writes:

Regarding the Australian letter on Roy Foster in the January issueof Irish Political

Review—theaudioisstill avalable here -

http:/AMww.abc.net.au/r/lateni ghtlivelstori e5/2008/2371351.htm

givenSyria. AndwhenArabindependence
was proclaimed in Damascus it was
smashed down by the French Army. And
disobedience in Iraq was broken by the
British Army.

Britain and France gave themsdves
MandatesfortheseterritoriesinthelL eague
of Nations. Theideaof theMandateweas
that the peoples of these territories were
not yet ready to govern themsdves as
nation states and woul d be shown how to
do it by their Mandatory Powers. There
was afair anount of humbug about it, but
acondition was put on the Pa estine M an-
date that contradicted even the humbug.
Theotherterritories weregovernedby the
Mandate authority with some gesture of
preparing them for sdf-government by
the inhabitants, but preparation for sef-
government by the inhabitants was
prohi bited by thePd estineM andate. There
had to be achange of people before sdf-
government washroached. Arabs,whether

Muslim, Christian, or whatever, were to
be replaced by Jews.

A quater of a century laer Richard
Crossman, the Left Socidist intheBritish
Labour Party, who was active in the
establishment of the Jewish Stete in the
late 1940s, criticised the British Govern-
ment of 1919-22 for theway it went about
implementing theBdfour Ded aration. It
funnedled Jewsinto Pd estineand | €ft it to
them to overcome the Arab inhabitants.
Hesai d theright thing wouldhavebeen to
present the Jews with an empty land by
undertaking a great act of Imperid ethnic
deansing of its Arab inhabitants.

Wha would have been the right thing
for the Arab inhabitants to do when they
realised what wasin store for them? The
CC OBrien Society, which has been so
vociferousin support for the bombing of
Gaza, do not seem to have given mord
instruction onthat point.

Anyway, there was someArabrioting
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against Jewsin 1920, and O'Brien quotes,
from the Zionist Archives, the following
exchangeabout it between Rond d Storrs,
the British Governor of Jerusdem, and
Menachem Ussishkin of the Zionist
Commission:

"Col. Sars | have cometo express
my grief toY our Honour over the catas-
trophewhich befdl us...

Mr. Ussishkin IsY our Horour refer-
ring to the pogrom?

Col.Sorrs(Emationdly): Itwasnota
pogrom! It isimpossibletocdl these
riotsapogrom!

Mr. Ussishkin  You, Colond, are an
expert in administrative metters and |
aman expert inthelaws of pogroms; |
can promiseyou tha thereis no differ-
encebetweentheJerusa empogromand
theKishinev pogom" (Ch 3, Sect V}.

O'Brien does not dissent from theview
that an attack on the long-established
Jewish minority in Russia (who seem to
have been converts rether than immig-
rants?) by amob urged on by the Tsarist
Statewas of akind with themob response
in Jerusdem to Jews as expropriators
backed by the dominant military power in
the world.

The scapegoating of the smal Jewish
minority in Germany by the Nazis in the
1930s, and theresistance of the Pd estine
Arabsto Jewi shconguest and col oni sation,
have beenlumpedtogetherin recenttimes
as Anti-Semitism by committed
ideologues like David Aaranovitch.

The Jewish State, we are often told, is
surrounded by enemies. Tha waes its
choice. It chose to establish itsdf by
conqguest, colonisation and ethnic
ceansingagai nst thewill of thei nhabitants
of Pdestine and all the Governments in
theregion. After the League of Nations
| gpsed,andwhenthe Briti shEmpirewhich
was set the process in motion was being
broken up, the UN Generd Assembly
passed a motion giving morethan haf of
Pd estine to the Jews for a Jewish Stéte,
but didnothingto maketheestabli shment
of that Stete an orderly process. Grester
Jerusdlem was not awarded to the Jews,
but was to remain under UN control. The
motion was carried by Russia and its
dependent states in Eastern Europe and
the USA and its client states in South
Ameica. Every Middle Eest stae voted
against: Iragq, Lebanon, Syria, Saudi
Arabia, T urkey, Egypt, andY emen. Also:
Afghanistan, Pakistan, Greece, India, and
Cuba

Almost haf the population in the area
was awar ded to the Jews was not Jewish.
A Jewish statecould not beestablished in
ateritory that was dmost hdf Arab. A
massive ethnic deansing of Arabs from
that territory was therefore undertaken
immediady after the UN Resolutionwas
passed late in 1947 and the British pull-
out (in the face of Jewish terorism) in

May 1948. And things went on from
there. Here are O'Brien'sthoughts about
itdl:

"TheJwshadrecovered Jerusd em, after
nearly twothausandyears, throughatrain
of efforts and events so strange and
unprecedented asto gppear to somea most
miraculous and to othersliterdly so. To
expect the Jews, having thus again come
i ntopossessi onof Jerusd em,tohand over
theOld City,withtheWa | adtheTemple,
to an Areb Power, or to aninternationd
authority, isto expect what cannotbe. To
ask Israd to giveup dl or most of Judea
and Samariafi .e theWest Bank Occupied
Territory]istoask for theunlikely; to ask
Isradl to handover theheart of Jerusdem
isto ask for theimpossble

"So the fdt needs o the Jewish Sate,
and the ani mati ng concept of the Return,
oppose what seem to be impenetrable
barriers to the voluntary acceptance by
Israd of the kind of settlement which
internationd opinion, dmost universdly,
cdlsfor onthe West Bank.

"That thosethingsare so, as amatter of
fact, wouldbehard to deny... But same,
who accept that thesethingsareso. .. still
passionatd yurgetha theyought nottobe
so. TheJewishSateand theReturn may
dominate the situation... But they have
no right (itisargued)todominateit. Both
are illegitimate concepts. The Jawish
Saeisarecist concept. TheReturnisa
mystica concept. .. Theseconcepts being
illegitimate havenoright to prevail over
a legitimate, rational and humane

principe that of the Consent of the
Governed.

"I should liketo take abrief |00k a that
argument...

"'"The Jewish Sateis aracist concept..
Yes,inaway. Itisradisttotheextentthat
dl netiordlismisracist, and that isalarge
extent...

"The idea of therights of the Jews to
return to Pdesting as transcending the
will of the majority of the settled
popul aionof theareg,i scertainybasicd ly
ardigiousone

"Doesthefact that theRight of Returnis
basicdly a rdigious idea make it ipso
factoillegitimate?

"Probably only the tougher-minded
within the secularist tradition would
answer thet question withan urhesitating
“Yes'. Butsone kind of yesisimplicitin
the whde tradition of Western Eurgpe
andNorth Ameri casi ncethe18&h-century
Enlightenment... The question is,
however, whether the dominent intel lect-
udl traditionintheWest d sogppli esinthe
Middle East.

"Onthesurface, it might seemto. The
rhetoric of the Arab-Isradli debate has
been dmost entirdy the rhetoric of the
Western Enlightenment tradition. 1t is
rhetoric which has extremely high
internationd prestige—as rhetoric—
largely dueto the phenomend success of
the three great Western revolutions
inspired by it—English, American and
French—andthroughthemimicry of much

of it by the Soviet Union... The United
Natiors Charter isfull of Enlightenment
language. ..

"The Arab case against Israd is most
effectively expressed in terms of that
tradition...

"But thisisadama n whererhetaricand
redity are far gpart. Politicad practice
based on Enlightenment values... only
exceads the boundaries of the Westina
few exceptiond cases,noneof theminthe
MiddleEest...

"It isargued that conquest, asadamto
rule... is no longer acceptabl e since the
Fourteen Points, the Atlantic Charter and
the Charter of the United Nations. But
boththe Jawishand theMuslimcdamsto
Jerusdemareexteriortothosedocuments
by meny centuries...

"The Righ o Return is besed on the
Bible, and contested (by i mplication) by
the Koran. But when the Koran is
defeated. . .thegpped goesout tothepost-
Christian world, in terms o the post-
Christian ideology dof the Enlightenment,
under the slogan of Consent of the
Governed. But theredities pertaining to
that slogan be ong to theworl d apped ed
to, not the world which appeals..."
(Epilogue, Section V11).

Biblicad fundamentdism, mysticism,
racism,irredentism,romanticnationadism
ae dl OK in the context of Western
(Enlightenment) foreign policy for the
Middle East, dthough Pearsean ghosts
are dbominable in Ireland. And the CC
O'Brien Society supporters of the
pulverising of Gaza seem quite happy
with the duplicity lad on for them by
O'Brien, though they are coy about
expressing it themse ves.

O'Brien's reasoning would be to the
point if the Middle East situaion since
1914 had been determined by a conflict
mobilisedunder thebanner of theB ook of
Joshuaand for ces under thebanner of the
Koran. ThentheEnlightened West might
look onit asamatter involving theforces
of civilisations for which it had no
responsibility. But that isnot the case

There-establishment of aJewish State
in Pdestine a couple of thousand years
after the first Jewish State had brought
ruin onitsdf by its excesseswas an act of
British Imperid policy. It was as an
instrument of of theEmpi rethat theJewi sh
Agency wes established in authority in
Pdestine. It was Britan tha opened
Pdestine to Jewish immigraion while
restricting immigration to Britain itsdf.
British Imperid power was applied inthe
work of destruction and construction in
Pd estineand € sewherewith theded ared
purpose of re-making the world in
accordance with British vdues. And it
was British power that hed down the
Arabs whilethe Jewish colony was being
built up. TheZionist movement rebd led
as the Empire decayed, and the Empire
retreaed in the face of Jewish terrorism,
but it wasthe Empire that made it aforce



intheworld. Israel then becameaprotege
of the USA &s it was taking over world
hegemony from Britain. So 'Enlighten-
ment' standards apply, OK ?

Alsoit was not theforces of theKoran
that took Jerusdem from the Jaws. That
was donecenturies earlier by the Roman
Empire.

O'Brien's comment that Zionism was
racist "to theextent that all nationalismis
racist" doesnot stand uptomuchscrutiny.
There is a basic difference between the
nationd i smof thei nhabitantsof aterritory
assertingthe rrighttogovernthat territory
themsdves and a nationdism which has
theam of conquering aterritory that they
do not inhabit, colonigng it, and then
governing it.

Thefollowing observaionisrelevant:

"Intwo importart respects the Jewish

raceis decidedly unique and such even
to an extert bordering on the miracu-
lous The first is the maintenance of
their racid i dentity for d most two thou-
sand years in spte of their having no
homd and and no other centrd uniting
authority,andmoreespecidly in gpiteof
their being in dispersion among practi-
cdlydltheaher retions of theworld...
Thesecond i stheamazi ng adaptability
of the Jewi shrace, which makesit pos-
siblefor themtofit themsdvesinto the
nationd structure of the various coun-
triesin which they hgppentolive”

This statement of theracial integrity of
theJews, ma ntainedamongst the nations,
is authoritetive Its author, D.F. Mdan,
was of coursean expertin recid matters.
He was in sympathy with Nazi Germany
and he wasthearchitect of the Apartheid
system inSouthAfrica. Butthat isnot the
reason why the statement can be taken as
authoritative.  The reason is that it wes
written for a Foreword to TheBirth Of A
Community: A History Of Western
ProvinceJewry by Israd Abrahams, Chi ef
Rabbi of theUnited Council of Orthodox
Hebrew Congregationsin CapeProvince,
and Prof essor of Hebrewat theUniversity
of Cape Town. And the book was
published by the Cagpe Town Hebrew
Congregation in 1955, during the high
tide of South African Apartheid.

First Dall

continued

themwerekilled,and of whichtheded ared
purpose was to esteblish democracy and
the rights of small nations, it was
breathtakingly bold for asmdl naionto
voteitsd findependent andbegintogovern
itsef!

If that was bold, what would have been
moderate? Not to have bothered with the
election, but to launch another war,
knowing that Britain took no account of
e ections whose outcome did not suit its
purpose. That would a least not have
exposed the British war propaganda so
cruelly as totd humbug.

ProfessorMichad Laffanof University
College, Dublin says:

"Despitethe understandabl e sdl f-con-
fidence which the British government
and peop e experienced after their vic-
tory in the Great War, Irish nationdist
voters remained defiant”.

"Remained defiant"! He does not
mention when they had ever been defiant
before. Indection after dection they had
voted to remainin Britain and the Empire
becausetheir Home Ruleleaders assured
them tha Britain would alow nothing
ese But thenin 1914 thosesameleaders
told them tha the British Empire had
committed itsdf to establish democracy
and therights of small nations throughout
the world, and had urged them to join in
the fight. So Britain had changed the
rules! And thesmdl Irish nation avaled
of Britan'sfundamentd changeof position
on the mater, voted itsdf independent,
and got? ——another war.

The only sensein Laffan's sentence is
that, because British sdf-confidencewas
high as aresult of winning the Great War
for democracy and the rights of smadl
nations, it was in a position to deny the
very things it had started the World War
for—and the vote of the Irish electorate
was thereforeabreathtakingly bold act of
defiance.

Laff anpretendsthat theSinnFeinparty
constructed after 1916 was in some red
senseacontinuétionof Griffiths pre-1916

Sinn Fein. Referring to thelatter, hesays
that Griffiths':

"ams and methods were rgected as
unacceptably moderate by many inthe
IRB [Irish Republican Brotherhoad)].
They had no fath in politics, littletrust
in themeass of thelrish peodeand they
bdieved the British government woud
yiddonly to violence"

Is there some doubt about the vdidity
of that beief? Even &ter the Grea War
for democracy, when thepeople put their
trust in politics, it was still the case that
Britain wouldyidd only to violence

Stephen Collins writes:

" Oneparadox abouttheswespingSinn
Fein victory in the 1918 dection... is
that the heirs o 1916 enthusiasticaly
adoptedthepoliticd tacticsoftheirIrish
Party opponentsinordertocrushthem'.

If he thinks Sinn Fein defeating the
Home Rule Party in an election is a
paradox, heneeds to buy a dictionary.

He follows this pathetic excuse for a
paradox with another one

"A gregter paradox i sthet theStaethat
ultimatedly emerged owed more to the
democratic tradition of O'Connell,
Parnd| and Redmond than tothe cult of
bload sacrifice and mysticd nationd-
ism personified by 1916 leaders like
Pearse and McDonagh".

So there was no more"blood sacrifice'
after the 1918 Election then!

As to the rest: O'Connell carried
Caholic Emancipation with a credible
threet of force by mobilised masses. He
tried it again with the Reped movement
but backed down when the British
deployed dragoons on the roads to
Clontarf. Repeal was not got, and
O'Conndl'smovement fd| apart as heleft
thecountry without purposef ul | eadership
of any kind.

Parndl tried to destroy his own Party
whenitrefusedtoaccept himasitsdictator.
Heattempted to brush it asidewith awild
gopeal tothe masses, asMao Tse-tungdid
60 years laer, but faled, and l€eft the

O'Brien And UK Unionists

continued
late Kevin Boland's challenge to the
constitutionality of the Sunningdale
Agreement by reassertingitscommitment
to Artides 2 and 3, | proposed to Dr
OBrientha alogicd consequenceof that
stancewas that heinconscience shouldno
longer be a paty to his government's
insistence on ploughing ahead with the
Coundil of Irdand in theface of mounting
mg ority oppositioninNorthern Irelandto
such acoundil with aRepublicrefusingto

amend the territorial claim in its
Constitution. But as we in the Workers'
Associ étionplastered D ublinwithposters
saying" SavePowersharing,Drop Artides
2 and 3", Dr O'Brien insisted on
implementing Sunningdde to the full,
mai ntai ningthat otherwisetherewouldbe
avil war (The Irish Times, April 2nd,
1974).

The net result of Dr O'Brien's
bullheaded stance—in gross violaion of
the principle of consent—was that
powersharing itsd f was brought downin
May 1974.

I donot know of any of thenineWorkers
Assodi i ondefendantsof 1972whowoul d
havefollowed Jeffrey Dudgeon'slogicin
championing Dr OBrien's later
membership of the UK Unionist Party.
Theperson for whom Dr O'Brien himsd
went bal, Bdfast man Eamon O'Kane,
beieved in a united Irdand by consent.
General secretary of Britain's second
largest teaching union at the time of his
deeth from cancer in May 2004, Eamon
O'Kane chose to have Sean O Riadds
musicfor MiseEire played at hisfuneral.

ManusO'Riordan
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country faction-ridden.

And Redmond? Wdl, he went to war
without a mandate, was responsible for
thegreatestbloodsacrificeinlrishhistory,
and left ademordised Party behind him.

Callins,thePoliticd Editor of thepaper,
then writes:

"Just as SnnFein's triumph paved the
way to independence for the 26 coun-
ties, the strength of unionism, as ex-
pressed in the bdlot box, led to the
cregtion of Northern Irdand”.

Wel, Sinn Fein sought i ndependence,
and got it eventually in 26 Counties. The
division of the country had been
accomplished, before the reconstruction
of Sinn Fein dter 1916, by the way the
HomeRuleParty had beenconductingthe
nationd movement since 1886. But 6
County Home Rule did not follow from
anything that was "expressed in thebal lot
box' in1918.

When defying the balot box in 1912-
14 the Ulster Unionists raised anillegd
Army, theUlster Volunteer force, and set
up aProvisiond Government for Ulster,
to be made operative if the Home Rule
Bill fordl Ird and wasenactedandamove
was made to implement it. The British
decision to launch aWorld War in 1914
headed off that course of events. The
BritishUnionistParty, of whichtheU I ster
Unionist alliance was pat, broke the
Liberal HomeRuleParty inthecourse of
theWar, and becamethe dominant party
intheCoalition Government.

The conditions in which a Unionist
Provisiona Governmentwasformedearly
in 1914 no longer existed in December
1918. There was no hint of any measure
of Ulster Uni oni st separatismfromBritain
in the Unionist eection campaign. The
assertion that "the strength of unionism,
as expressed in the ballot box, led to the
formation of Northern Ireland" is
groundless. What the Ulster Unionists
wanted was to be governed as pat of
Britan. What they got wasnot Partition—
which woul d engbl ethem to be governed
onthesameterms astherest of Britain—
but Partition accompanied by 6 County
HomeRule. They did not vote in favour
ofthe'PartitionBill' of 1920 becauseof its
6 Co. Homeruleprovisions. Their leader
sadinParliament thatthey didnotwantto
govern Catholics, but wanted to be
governed themselves, along with the
Caholics,asanintegrd pat of theBritish
Stae

It was something dse that led to the
formation of Northern Ireland and all that
followed fromit. Butthelrish Timescan
still not bring itsdf to sy what it was.
CeatanthingsarestilltoosacredinAnglo-
Ireland to be described and andysed.

Maurice Manning hasan artidecd led
TheFight For Democracy. Sotheballot
box was not good enough for the Mother

of Paliaments. After the people had
voted, they had to fight too.

Noneofthewritersso muchashint that
British conduct with relation to Irish
democracy, at a moment when Europe
and the world were waiting for asign of
what British victory intheGreat War for
democracy andtheri ghtsof nationsmeent,
must havehad aprof oundinfluenceon the
course of events internationdly. By its
conduct in Irdand, Britain was seting a
precedent for the post-War era.

Themost interesting thing about these
atidesiswhat isnotsadinthem. While
a number of the writers go through the
revisionist routine of saying that Sinn
Fenonly got 47% of thedl-Irdand vote,
they dl hasten to to say this was only
because the voters in a quarter of the
constituencies weredeprived of the right
to voteby thedefection of theHomeRule
Paty, and that if dl constituencies were
contested Sinn Fein would certainly have
ganed a massive mgority of the votes
cast.

And nobody says tha Sinn Fen only
sought a mandate for independence, and
not amandatefor war intheevent that the
M other of Parliaments refused to heed the
verdict of thebdlot box. Theabsurdity of
the argument that Sinn Fein should have
sought and ectoral mandateforwar seems
tohavesunk infindly. Wehave not been
publishingentirdy invan dl theseyears.

Gaza Round-Up

Briscoes Thismagazinehasbeen eff usive
inprai seof therol eof theBri scoepolitica
family (Ben as a FiannaFal TD, Dev
supporter and Lord Mayor of Dublin,
and hisfather'sbrave rolein the War of
Independence). Butitspositiononlsrael
is not so good however. Joe ("the
Dub.Fusilie", RTE) D uffy had onashis
top guest on Friday, 9th January Ben's
son, Danid. Dan is a doctor living 20
years in lsrael, with sons/daughters
apparently in the lIsraeli Army. He
justified everything his chosen
Government is doing in Gaza and
despicably fobbed off the slaughter of
800 and therest of it as unfortunate but
necessary (thisfrom a"doctor"), and the
resultof Hamas" humanshidd" activity.
In his plummy Dublin middle class
accent he cast doubts on Red Cross
accountsof army atacksonambul ances
(which aretrue). Apparently 20 of the 40
ambul ances available to the main
hospital in Gaza City have been
destroyed by thel sraeli Army. Hewould
not say where the Pd estinian Statewas
meant to be located.... but obviously
nowhere near him!

Here he followsin the footsteps of
his grandfather. Robert Briscoe was a

strong supporter of the leading light of
the right-wing "Zionist Revisionist"
movement, Jabotinsky, and, in
1939,went on a fundraising trip to the
United Statesfor Jabotinsky'sRevi sionist
Zionist movement—the group that
spawned both Menachem Begin's Irgun
and Yitzhak Shamir's LEHI, both of
which collaborated in perpetrating the
massacres to accelerate the ethnic
deansing of Pdestine, such as at Der
YassininApril 1948.

On his 1939 US trip, Bob Briscoe
used hisstanding inthelrishwartogan
credibility among potentid funders of
Zionist terrorism in Pdestine In fact,
Bob Briscoes 1939 trip totheUS was to
raisemoney to buy gunsfor thelrgun—
from which LEHI had not yet split.

The previous year, he had made a
trip to Poland for Jabotinsky's
Revisionists who cdled themsdvesthe
"New Zionist Movement”. On page 268
of his memoir, For The Life Of Me,
Briscoe writes that,in 1938,the
Revisi oni stssent himtomakeyet another
proposition to Jozef Beck, the Polish
minister of foreign affairs, which went

asfollows:
"Onbehal f of theNew Zionist Move-

ment ... | suggest that you ask Britain
to turn over theMandatefor Pdestine
to you and makeit in effect aPolish
colony. You could then moveadl your
unwanted Polish Jews into Pdestine.
This would bring grest relief to your
country, and you would have a rich
and growing colony to aid your
economy."

This Zionist gpproach to Poland
fitted in well with Poland's own policy
todumpitsJewsinlsrad, which Eamon
Dyas has e dborated in great detail inthe
current issue of Church & Sate inan
atideentitled, Anti-Semitism& British
War Aims In 1939.

Irish Jews Speak Out There wereeight
signatories to a letter published in the
Irish Times on 22nd January, protesting
a Israd's "slaughter in Gaza". They
wrote:  "In this climate we feel it
important to assert that it is not anti-
Semiticor anti-Jewishtoopposel srad's
action". Leonard. W. Abrahamson,
Chaman & Stephen Molins, President,
Jewish Representative Council of
Ireland, said the signatories were
unre[:l)_resmtative adding:

"The overwhdming mgority of the
Iri sh Jewi shcommunitysupportslsrad's
right—i ndeed, obligation—todefendits
popuaion against Hames... Aslrish
citizensand membersof the Jewi shcom-
munity we are concerned by the tone
taken againstIsrad by someof theme-
diain recent weeks,ignoringdtogether
thestepslsrad hasbeenforcedtotaketo
protect itscitizens' (IT 27.1.09).

Aengus O'Snodaigh TD of Sinn Fen
during the Dail Foreign Affairs



Committee hearings on the Gaza
Blitzkrieg (13.1.2009), said that Dr.
Goebbel swould have been proud of the
propagandist defence of Isreel's war
crimesin Gazaby Ambassador Dr Zion
Evrony. Alan Shatter, the Jewish Fine
Geel TD and the Ambassador made an
issue of this subsequently, but
O'Snodai gh refused to apol ogisefor the
compari son.

Gerald Kaufman, the Jewish British
Labour MP, drew a similar comparison
in apowerful Commons speech on 15th
January:

"My grandmother did not dieto pro-
videcover for Isradi soldiers murder-
ingPd estiniangrandmothersinGaza
Thecurrent Israeli Government ruth-
lessly and cynicdly exploit the con-
tinuing guiltamong Gentiles over the
slaughter of Jews in the holocaust as
justification for their murder of Pdes-
tinians. Theimplicationistha Jewish
lives are precious, but the lives of
Pd estinians do not count.

On Sky News a few days ago, the
spokeswoman for the Isradi army,
Mg or Leibovich, was asked about the
Isreeli killing of, & tha time, 800
Pd estinians—the totd is now 1,000.
Shereplied instantly that "500 of them
were militants'.

That was thereply of aNaz. | sup-
pose that the Jews fighting for their
livesin the Warsaw ghetto could have
been dismissed as militants.

The Isradi Foregn Minister Tzipi
Livni assertsthat her Government will
havenodealingswithHameas, because
they are terrorists. Tzipi Livni'sfather
was Eitan Livni, chief operations of-
ficer of theterrorist Irgun Zva Leumi,
who organised the blowing-up of the
King David hotel in Jerusdem, in
which 91 victimswere killed, includ-
ing four Jews.

Israel was born out of Jewish terror-
ism..."

Foreign Minister Livni: In December
2008 sheindicated that so-called Isradi
Arabswouldhavetoleaveif aPd estinian

Statewas established:

"OnceaPd estinian statei sestabl i shed,
| can come to the Pd estinian citizens
whomwecall Isradi Arabs, and say to
them'youareditizenswithegud rights
but the nationa slutionfor you isd s
where" Livni was quoted by Army
RadioassayingtostudentsataTd Aviv
highschooal.

Experimental Weapons Just astheNazi
arocity at Guerni cawasatestingground
for using new wegpons against civilian
populations, now Gazais being used by
the Isradi Zionists to test their new
weapons of destruction and terror. This
new typeof wegponisreferedto by the
acronym DIM E which stands for Dense
Inert Metd Explogves.

Scdentific studies have found tha

HMTA ischemicdlytoxic, damagesthe
immunesystem, rgpidly causes cancer,
and attacks DNA (genotoxic). Dr Joma
Al-Sagga, chief of theemergency unit at
Gazds largest hospitd, Al-Shifa, says

that

"despite the damage in internd soft
tissueinthebodi esof i njured people the
fragments were not detected by X-ray.
In other wards, they had di sgppeared or
disolved insice the body. When the
wounds were explored noforel gnmete-
rid wasfound. Therewastisaledegth,
theextent of which was difficultto de-
termine” The effects of the wegpon
seemed "radi cective™: and'it causesvery
strong burns thet destroy the tissues
around the bones... it burns and de-
stroys internd organs, like the liver,
kidreys,andthespl eenand other organs
and makes saving the waunded a most
impossble. As a surgeon, | have seen
thousandsof woundsduringthelntifada,
but nothing was likethis weagpon."

ChrisAndrews TD hasdeclared Israd a

"rogue state' and demanding tha the
Isradi ambassador be expelled from
Ireland. In justifying Isreeli terrorist
atacks on Gaza, the Ambassador had
sad, completdy misleadingly: "Tryto
imagine Dublin with 8,000 missile
attacks day after day, night after night”
(Irish Exam, 13.1.09). The call for the
expulsionofthelsradi Ambassador was
backed up by 45 signatoriesin aletter to
thelrish Times. Andrewsal sodemanded
internationd sanctions against Israel.

A Sinn Fein emergency motion a Dublin

City Coundil (from ClIr. Dathi Doolin)
proposed condemnation of Israeli
invasion, the expulsion of the Isradi
Ambassador until acompletewithdrawa
of lsrael's army from Gaza, and
demanded that the | sraeli Ambassador
meet the politicd leaders of Dublin to
accountforlsradi crimes. Itwasrg ected
7th January, with the opposition led by
Eric Byrne of Labour (former Stickie),
who banged onto Sinn F&n about "your
terroristfriends’. TheCoundil agreedto
invite the lsraeli and Palestinian
ambassador s to attend to explan ther
politics.

Prof. Henry Patterson of the School of

Policy Studies (Univ. of Ulster,
Jordanstown), an adviser to David
Trimble and former Stickie, criticised
"thethrongof mordisinggrandstander s"
who condemned Israd in aletter inthe
Irish Times (8.12.09).

148 Academics signed aletterinthelrish

Timesca lingonsanctionsagainst Israd :

"Webdievethatitistimeto renewthe
cdl mede by Irish-based academics in
September 2006 foramoratoriumonthe
funding of Isradi academic institutions
by nationd and European culturd and
research institutions, and an end to the
EU's practiceof tregting Israd asaEu-
ropean statefor the purposes of awvard-
inggrantsand contracts Such amorao-

riumshould continueuntil Israd endsits
repressive policies aganst Gaza, and
abides by UN resolutiors (which in-
dudetheending of theoccupation of all
Pd estinian territoriey)" (23.1.09).

Boycott Gets Legs Around 500 people
attended an organised boycott
demonstration outside stores selling
Isreeli products in Cork city centre on
10thJanuary. On 17thJanuary,numbers
weredown becauseoftorrentid ranand
high windswhich blew placards across
and along the stregt. It wasintended to
embarass Tesco, Dunnes Stores and
Marks and Spencer simply by standing
outsi de chanting, whileboycott |egf lets
were handed out to passers-by and
shoppers. However, peoplewerecarried
away by anger and most of the 300,
carying placards, flags and banners,
accompanied by a powerful portable
sound system on a trolley which was
blaring out "Boycott Isreel”, marched
into the Merchants' Quay shopping
centre, proceeding down the central
"street" of the centre to the entrance of
Dunnes Stores, which was blocked by a
line of security men who stood arm in
am.

ICTU: DavidBegg, Generd Secretary of
thelrish Congress of Trade Unions, has
been an active intermediary with
Government for Gaza, while President
PatriciaM cKeownhas writtento theEU
Office in London stating the ICTU
position on Israd'sillegd actions under
the Euro-Med Agreement and
demanding tha"theEU ... takethesteps
required to enforce Isradi compliance
withitsobligationsor,intheal ternative,
to end theagreementsifitfailstodo so."
The letter endoses a copy of thelrish
Palestine Solidarity Campaign
document, The European Union'sBlind
Eye.

Itissuspectedthat agroup of Stickie

supporters within the ICTU are

obstructing the strong lead by Begg,

McKeown and others. For instance,the

launch of areport ("Israd and Pdestine

ICTU Ddegation Visit November

2007") was poorly organised. Itdied a

degth, despite its sensationd findings

and excdlent policy recommendations
to Government and the internationd

Trade Union movement (including

Sanctions, Boycott etc.). There was not

one press report of its launch in 2008.

Trade Union Officials were directly
written to on 6th January by the new
Information Officer at the Israeli
Embassy, Dermot Mdeady. His letter
carried a long atachment denouncing
Iran, Hamas etc. as out "to wipeout the
Jews'. Queries have been raised as to
where the Embassy got its daabase.
(Meleady, a former teacher, had a
biogrgphy of John Redmond launched
by Eoghan Harris.)
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Gaza

It is often said tha in time of war the
first casudty isthetruth. It might aso be
sad that a consequence of war is the
debasement of language.

And so we learn that the Isradli atack
onGazaisa" defensive" measuretoprotect
Isreel. An Isreeli writes to the Irish
Independent saying that Hamas is trying
to "bully" Israel, its more powerful
neighbour. And, as the Pdestinians are
being brought to their knees by the only
nucl ear pow er intha part of theworld, the
Israelis denounce Hamas for aspiring to
destroy the State of Isreel.

The Isradi propaganda cdls to mind
thecomment of Tacitusontheimperidism
of Ancient Rome:

"They medeadesert andcalledit pesce.”

THE BrRuce ArnoLD " WE"

Bruce Arnold OBE is someone who
a so uses language in an interesting way.
Hethinksthat "we' redly are awful. Ina
Sunday Independent article(16.11.08) he
writes:

"The Depatment of Foreign Affars
makes up most of its protacol asitgoes
adong. Wedont do protocol. Weve d-
ways done the oppodte We thirk a
casud, 'Whatever-you're-having-your-
sdf', gpproach is rather charming. The
British, masters of the art of protocol,
have it for dmost everything and have
taught it tothe rest of theworld This
teaching hes been | esst successful here,
wherewe havespent most of our higory
trying to underminethe protocol of our
nearest neighbour."

Thiswould beatypicd exampleof the
SundayIndependent'snationd sdf hatred,
ifitwerenot for thefact that Bruce Arnold
describeshimsdfas"Englishmiddlecl ass’
(see Dubliner, February 2003). In the
Dubliner artid eheexplansthat hedoesn't
mean "we the Irish" when he uses that
pronoun but "wethe people living in that
place’. Inthisway he canlectureus (the
Irish) without gppearing to do so. And the
person who once referred to John A.
Murphy'sfreethinking mentd ity asfl abby
comparedtothe"morerigorousdiscipline
of the Protestant mind" (Thelrish Times,
28.10.04) concludes his Dubliner atide
in slippery fashion:

"Inwhat | havewrittenl amawaysl, but
wemay beus, or wemay bethem.”

WhHy "WE" (THEI RISH) ARE AWFUL
But how did "we" or our public
representati vesbreach protocol . Appar ent-

ly, Miched Martin, our Minister for
ForeignAffarsdaredtocriticisetheCzech
President’s atendance & a dinner hosted
by Declan Ganley in Dublin. Arnold
thinks:

"Martin must have seriously embar-
rassed many in the Department of For-
agn Affarswho spend a good ded of
timetrying to control theraucous, goss
and ill-bred politicians who barge irto
aress of formdity and meke a mess of
things.Nonedoitwithmorerudevigour
than members of Hanma Fal" (Sunday
Independent, 16.11.08).

But howcouldMartinhaveembarrassed
the Department of Foreign Affairs since
Arnoldhasdready sadinthesameartice
that the Department "makes up most of its
protocol asit goes along"?

Thefactistha inthisinstance Martin
did not breach protocol . Hewas perfectly
entitled to criticise the Czech President
who did breach protocol. The public
representatives of a State are perfectly
entitledtodiscouragepoliticd interference
by the public representatives of another
State

The dinner in honour of President
Vaclav Klaus was not a"private' dinner
as Arnold says. It was a poaliticd rdly
consisting of 100anti-Lisbon guestsfrom
the world of politics and journalism.
However, it was noticeable tha none of
theguestswerefromthel abour movement
or SinnFein.

Thereisabasi sforoppositiontoLishon.
A strong case can be madethat the Treaty
does not sufficiently take account of
nationd rights. But it gppears tha the
Ganley wing of the "No" campagn has
even more contempt for the Irish nation
than the most arogant of the Treay's
supporters.

NEwsTtaLk 106

Unfortunatdy contempt for thenation
is not confined to Ganley's supporters.

Newstalk 106 broadcasts a current
aff airsprogrammeevery Sunday morning
hostedby Karen Col eman. Theprogramme
is noticeable for the host's propensity to
expressher own opinions. Shedoesn'tjust
chair debates but ectively participates in
them. Oneof her guestson 21.12.08 was
John Bolton, a neo-conservative and
former United States Ambassador to the
UN.

After some brief verba skirmishes on
Iraq and Afghani stan, Bolton went onthe
offensive. Hesad that Ird and has always
let other countries do her work for her.
Shestood idly by whilethe Allies fought
against the Nazis.

Sowhat coul dtheopi nionated Coleman
say in response to this provocative state-
ment? She could have sad:

"Irdand is proud of her neutrdity and
consi dersthepolicy of noninterferencein
thedfairs of other countries admirable”

Or, since Bolton seemed anxious to
givehistory lessons, shecould have sad:

'The United Sates only entered the
SecondWorldWarin1941toadvanceher
interests in the Pecific after provoking
Japan. And none of the Allies fought to
savethe Jews.

Coleman coul dhave madethosepoints,
but didn't. Her sol e def encew asthat many
Irish people joined the British Army in
both World Wars. Is Coleman suggesting
that Irish citizens who joined the British
Army enabled the Irish State to achieve
international respectability? Has ideo-
logicd submission to the British world
view reached such depths among thelrish
chatering dasses?

Tony GREGORY

No one can accuse Tony Gregory of
ideologicd submissionto aBritishWorld
view. And thedignified manner in which
hehandled hislast dayswastypicd of his
Republican vaues. He took out a legd
injunction to prevent media speculation
about hishealth, becausehi ssuff ering and
impending death were of no more
significance than any other citizen of the
Republic. Buthislifewas another matter.

A few months beforehis desth hegave
an unsentimenta politica testament inan
interview with RTE's Aine Lawlor. He
will be forever known for the "Gregory
deal" and he quoted thehistorian Joe Lee
who sad tha the scandal of the Gregory
ded was not that it had been implemented
but that it had taken so long for the
problems of the inner city to be tackled.

Gregory conceded in hisinterview that
hewasmorewel | digposedtowardsCharles
Haughey than Garret FitzGeraldwhen the
party leaders came knocking on his door
following the February 1982 election. He
bdieved tha Haughey had imported ams
for the Catholic population in the North
when they were under attack in 1969.
Also, FitzGerdd's constitutiond crusade
was anathema to him because of the
proposd to ddete Artides2 and 3 of the
Constitution.

It gppears that most of Gregory's sup-
porters were enamoured by FitzGerdd's
‘constitutiona crusad€. But, in thefina
andysis, the choice of Taniseach was
determined by locd politics. Gregory and
his supporters believed that Haughey was
more likdy to implement their dectord
programme. And Gregory acknowledged
that Haughey behaved honourably &fter
the bargain had been struck. When the
Haughey Government fell in November
'82theFi neGad /L abourcoditionatempt-
edtoreversethegansof theGregory deal,
but was only prevented from doing so by
Trade Union solidarity.

Itwasw holly appropri atethat represen-
tatives of the State should attend the
funerd. Gregory had given service tothe
Stateand therefore the Statewas obliged



toacknow | edgehispassing. Theeccentric
decision to dlow Joe Higgins give the
graveside oration indicates that Gregory
has no successor.

Theleast that can be said of Gregory
wasthat hewasanhonest republican. And
in that respect he contrasted with the
"Officid" republicans that hepartedcom-
pany with. Eoghan Harris drew atention
to Gregory's association with Seamus
Costdlothe leader of the INLA (Sunday
Independent, 11.1.09). But, of course, the
ex-Stickie couldn't tdl hisreaders which
organi sationwasresponsiblefor Costelo's
murder.

ANGLO IRISH

Therevd aionsabout Anglo- rishbank
cdl tomindtheobservationof Al Capone
"It isbetter to ownabank thantorobit.”

The Long Fdlow is reieved tha the
State has withdrawn its offer of a €1.5
billion loan to Anglo-lrish bank even
thoughthel cangavethe State 75%voting
rights and 10% ayear interest. Thepolicy
placed the Statein aposition of having to
throw good money &after bad in order to
protect its loan. This could only have
benefited Anglo-Irish's shareholders.

The Nationdisaion of the Bank is a
better option. Atlessttheshareholdersare
taken out of the equation. The Long
Fdlow's initid view was that this sick
bank should have been let die. However,
Brian Lenihan thinks that its survivd is
important to the Irish economy. It has
deposits of €100 billion which is not far
short of the€150billionof Bank of Ird and.
It would be interesting to know the
proportion of Anglo-lrish's deposits that
come from abroad.

Joe HiGains

The Long Fellow thinks the share-
hol dersof Anglo-I rishshoul dreceivelittle
ornocompensationfromtheStaebecause
thebank would not havesurvived a dl if
the State had not stepped in. But thisisa
view, which isnot shared by JoeHiggins
of the Socidist Party.

Higgins—the champion of thelumpen
bourgeoi sie—thirkstheStateshoul d com-
pensate the shareholders. He said thison
the Pat Kenny show (16.1.09). On the
same show he thought that the
multinaiond Del Corporation should be
nationdised to save the workers' jobs.

This is typicd of a certain kind of
political tendency: revolutionary when
thereis no possibility of proposds being
implemented but reactionary on practicd
matters of immediate ef fect.

A LittleL oyal Jewish Ulster?

There has been aflood of support for
thelsraeli assault onGazafrom the Ul ster
Unionist columnists of The Belfast
Telegraph over the past weeks. Onelady,
Gall Wdker, wrote that she was with the
Israelis"all theway" no matter what they
chose to do. Eric Waugh and Lindy
McDowell penned words of admiration
for theZionist campaign. And thewhole
impression given was one of envy. An
envy that darenot speak itsname—ifonly
the lesser breeds could have been dedt
with in Ulster as they were being dedt
with in Gaza.

Afew yearsago, aftertheIRA ceasefire,
| remember Eric Waugh writing in his
column of the unfortunate accident tha
occurred a the Mull of Kintyre. Herea
heli copterwent down contai ningthecream
of British intdligence. These were the
men that had dealt with the IRA at
Loughgdl, and Waugh believed they had
plans to begin deding with Republicans
inthelsradi manner, with helicopter gun
shipsandcross-border raids. They had the
Fenians on the run and wanted to finish
thejob. But therewas a mysterious crash
of theaircraft inwhich, unwisdy, dl had
been caried together, on its way to an
unknowndesti nation. Appeasement began
amost as soon as they had gone.

It has been said that the Ul ster Unioni st
affinity with theZionist isthat of asettler
race surrounded by hostile natives. But
thereis more to it than tha—there is the
common cause of thehigher races against
the lesser breeds.

So where did it dl go wrong? Why
couldthe Ul ster Protestantsnot belikethe
Zionists? In the past, when the Jewish
Statewas being established and Northern
Irdand constructed the question was
reversed.

RonddStorrs, thefirst Britishimperid
Governor of Jerusdem, s& out what he
imagined the Jewish Colony in Pdestine
might becomeunder British directionina
passagein his autabiography, Orientations:

"In spite then of nonZionist and anti-
Ziorist Jews, world Jewry was & last
within sight of hame. No morewould an
i nfinitesi ma minority outof d | her sixteen
millions creep to Jerusalem for the
privilegeof bei ngd | owedto dieon suffer-
anceasifinaforeign courtry. No longer
would the Jewsrema n apeoplewithouta
land, in exile everywhere... Civilization
had | ast acknowledged thegreat wrong,

Israd AvoidsHamas Deal
IN APRIL 2008: "After extended discusdons... Hamas | eaders... agreed to accept any
peace agreement that might be negatiated between the Israelis and Pal estinian Authority
President Mahmoud Abbas who also headsthe PLO, provided it was approved by a majority
vote of Palestinians in a referendum or by an el ected unity government” (ex-US Pred dent
Jimmy Carter, An Unnegessary War, 8 January 2009, Washi ngton Posgt).

had proclamed theword of Sdlvation. It
was for the Jaws to provethemsd ves by
action worthy of tha confidence to
exerdse practicaly and materidly thar
historic 'right’. The soil tilled by ther
fathers had lain for long ages neglected:
now,withthemodernprocessesavail eble
toJewi shbrai ns Jewi shcgpita and Jewish
enterprise, the wilderness wauld rejace
and blossom like the rose. Even though
theland coul dnot yet absorb sixteen mil-
lions, norevenei ght,enoughcouldreturn,
if not to form the Jewish Sate (which a
few extremists publidy demended), a
| esst to provethat the enterprisewas one
that blessed himthat gaveaswel ashim
that took by forming for England*alittle
loyd JewishUIlster’ inaseaof potentidly
hostile Arabism'" (p357-8).

The British scheme for Pdestine did
not envisage the establishment of an
independent Jewish Stete. It wasredised
that in the past Jewish states had been
conducted in a way that did not lead to
stability and tended more towards caa-
strophe. A Jewish Staewould have been
anticipated to go theway of all theothers
in1918but onewas possi bl eunder British
auspices—if a balancing act could be
accomplishedbetweentheJewsand Arabs.

But, if Britain imagined tha the Jews
could be turned into a loyd garrison of
England’ sinterestsintheregionthey were
to be disgppointed. The Jewish colonists
were not content to meekly accept arole
within acommund grind with the Arabs,
inthelmperid interest and in perpetuity.
They were of far more substantid stuff
than the other group which Britain wes
embarking on this project with, theUI ster
Protestants—andhadideasof nationhood
of their own.

The Jews might have started out like
the Protestant plantersin Ireland but they
amost ingantaneously turned out to be
morelikethelrish Catholics, whom Eng-
land had been intent on denying nation-
hood to.

TheBritish objectiveof establishing a
Home Rule State of Jews, or a Jewish
Dominion in Pdesting, for strategic pur-
poses, had that one potentid flav—that
the Zionists, like the Irish, might redly
want more. The Jews might even become
whole-hearted nationalists and desire
politicd independence. And what would
become of Imperid plansthen?

Thisposs bility momentarily concerned
somein the Imperid periodicals during
theGrea War. But,likemany other poten-
tid problems of the post-War world that
were being creaed in the waging of the
War, it was a problem that was quickly
wished awvay and | €ft for another day. But
it isvery difficult to read the following
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passage, with the knowledge of what
transpired, without gettingtheimpression
that the author was hoping, rather than
knowing, that everything would turn out
& Britain desired.

Thisis from an Imperid publication,
TheNew Europe, of 27th September 1917.
The author is Albet M. Hyamson, an
Anglicized Jew:

"A common fdlacy isthebdief thet the
am of Zionism is the cregtion of an
independent Jewish Sae, into which a
vast body, perhgps the mgority, of the
Jews o the Diaspora, will migrae To
those who hdd that view Zionsmisan
Imperidist movement, one amed a the
conquest, perhaps peaceably, if not,
forcibly, of theHoly Land, carryingwith
it, presumably, the ousting of its non
Jewish populationrs. But this isvery far
fromthetruth. Torespong bl eZionigsthe
ata nment of the statusof an i ndependent
Satei nPd estinei snotametter of practica
politics a the present day. The Jewish
peopl eis not ripe, nor can it bein thenear
future ripe, for independence. In the
politicad sphere dl tha Zionism asks
immediady is autonomy for the Jawish
popuation, present and future, of Pdes-
ting, sf-government in domestic, in
interna metters,anextensiond theauton-
omy which the Jewish colonies aready
enjoy under the Turkish regime,
independencein matters of education, of
locd government, of rdigion—gas and
water HomeRul eonemightsay, butrather
more than that: culturd Home Rule. As
the Jewish popu aion incresses the area
covered by thi ssygemof Jewi shautonamy
will incresse. It will not incresse a the
expense of the non-Jewish popuaion,
nor will its liberty, its right to sdf-
government, diminish the liberty or the
rights of itsne ghbours. Thereisroomin
Pd estinefor & lesst anather millionJews
without displacing the inhabitants.
Pdestine is an empty land, a deserted
land, not a desert, one that has been
deprived of itspeop e Foritsregeneration
a popul ation must be provided and it is
only from the Jewries of the Digersion
that the popu ation will come Tha itis
quite practicabl e for sdf-government of
thischaracter to be enjoyed by the Jawish
popuatiaon, is shown by theexperiments
of thepastthirty years. Duringthat period
between forty and fifty sdf-governing
Jewi sh sattlements, ranging in dze from
threeor four thousandinhabitantsto less
than a hundred, have sprung up. The
TurkishGovernment hasgranted anauto-
nomy that is practicdly complete The
only groundsof i nterferenceby theCentra
Government are in respect of taxation...
and seriouscrime...

The rd aionship between these Jewish
colonies and their Arab neighbous isin
every respect friendly. Thebenefit to the
latter isdirect and isadmitted. ..

Zionists donot desireto dotainabsolute
control of P estine... They want d < the
protection of aPower that will securethe
land against dl possibility of autside

aggression. Politicd ly,the
fondest dream of the
Zionsts is the incorpora:
tion of Pdestine in an
Empire whose basis is
liberty and justice..."

According to the Encyc-
lopaedia Judaica Albert
Hyamson was an English
Zionist Jew who became
anti-Zionist after servingas
Britain'sChief Immigration
Officer in Pd estine between
1921-1934. He published
severd books including A
History Of The Jews Of
England and dso agenerd
ref erencework, Dictionary
of Universal Biography:.

HyamsonwastheDirector
of theDepartment of Inform-
ation, which the British
Foreign Office set up in
1917 to spread propaganda
amongst Jewish communi-
ties about theBa four Dec-
lartion. Pat of his work
was to organi seaeropl anes
todrop leafl etsover Germany
and Austria as pat of the
Department's work.

In 1898 during avisit to
Palestine the Kaiser had
spoken favourably of the
Zionists and increased
autonomy for the Jewish
settlements. But theOttoman
Administrationrej ectedany
formd autonomy, restricted
landtransfers,and preserved
the arrangements which
proved conducive to good
rel aionsbetweenAraband
Jew.

Thetol erant, easy-going
andcosmopolitan Ottoman
Empire, before it was des-
troyed in Britain's Great
War on Germany, had been
amagnet to the Jewsand a
great facilitator of their

THE SAD SANDS OF RAFAH

1
Why doesn't the name of Iman d-Hams
ring out asloudly astha of Anne Frank.
Shot twice, then automatic fire point-blank,
aschoolgirl, 13, dieson Rafah Sands,
back October 5, 2004.
Anne, throughout the decades, isloved world-wide.
Iman? For fifteen secondsthe world cried.
There was compassion but who dosed the door.
The EU and the US have sanctions
against the oppressed Pd estinians,
whilel srael adds land to its dimensions.
Joshuacdlsfrom the millenniums,
sending in settlers for multiple theft.
No equdity inlife, lessin death.

An Isreeli amy euphemism:

'Quickly gpproach and confirm the kill '

Any wounded enemy fitsthe hill.

Dreaming, thewatchtower loomsinto vision

Does shehear?. 'Don't shoat, it'salittlegirl!

A soldier doesn't recogni se the foe.

But his commander knows the status quo
and shattersthis Pd estinian pearl.

Southern Gaza, Rafah Refugee Camp:

Another day, another burid,

one more Isreeli mediarevamp,

another life cast as ethereal.

First found a nation on biblicd tomes

then ethnic cleanse and know that God condones.

The First Internal Investigation:

'Ceptan'R' didn't act unethically.'

(Truth, dso shot, liesflat onitsbhely)

Hiswounded heart rece ves embrocetion.

Second | nternal Investigation:

'‘Ceptain 'R, aDruze, is agun for hirel'

His unit loathes him, drags him through the mire.

But Death singsin any congregation.

'So, Captain 'R’ killed ayoung teenager?
'Y es, the girl died but it wasn't murder.'

Compensation, promotionto Mgor,

with agood view of the Gaza border.

Iman's dad listens to the legd gen:

'Keep dying, Pdestinian children?

Wilson JohnHaire. 24th December, 2008

prosperity. Ottoman Sd onikabecamethe
greatest Jewish city on earth; Baghdad
was their Garden of Eden; Ben-Gurion
recruited a Jewish militia to defend
Pd estinefrom theBritishin 1914, Moshe
Sharett (later Prime Minister of |srael)
and many other Jewsjoined the Ottoman
Army.

During the e ghteenth and nineteenth
century the Ottoman Empire had been a
refuge for Jews escaping persecution in
Christian Europe, particularly theJewsin
Russia, suffering the pogroms of 1881.
But the forcing of the tolerant Ottoman
Empireout of Europe by the new Bakan
nationdisms sed ed thef ate of the Jewish
communities. Many of the Jews flesing
from the Russian pogroms settled in
Rumania, where they were subjected to

further persecution by the Rumanians
amedatforcingthemtoconverttoChrist-
ianity or to moveonto Ottoman territory.
The newly-independent state of Serbia
expd ledwhat had beenextremdy prosper-
ous Jewish communitiesinboth Sargevo
and Belgrade. And, when the Greeks
occupied Sdonika, awave of emigration
was sparked. Theresult of dl of thiswas
that around 100,000 Jewsf | edfrom South-
esstern Europe into the Ottoman Empire
throughout thelate nineteenth century up
totheGreat War.

Up until theemergenceof Zionism the
Ottoman Statenever restrictedthe number
of Jews coming to Pdestine But the
immigrants chose to go to Sadonika and
Baghdad instead. In amemorabl e phrase
after the Bdfour Declaration, The Irish



News doubted whether it had a chance of
success in the long term, noting that the
Jaws would be unlikdy to forsake ther
homeland, seeing that their historic
pref erence for "flesh-pots”.

Hyamsonobviously bdievedthat Eng-
land could preserve good rdationsinthe
region, asthe Turks had done, and build a
substantid Jewi shcol ony a thesametime,
But subsequent events proved how
mistaken he weas.

Itwouldhavebeenarealisticcd culation
to assume tha there would be no red
conflict of interest between Araband Jew,
provided that Britain honoured its agree-
ment withtheShereef of MeccaandBritain
recognised an Arab Stateat theend of the
War. Faisd Hussaen, who was to be the
King of tha State agreed to accept the
Balfour Declaration on condition that
Brita nhonoureditscommitment to accept
theArab State. However, Britain divided
the promised Arab State, sharing part of it
withFrance, andthenchopping upitsown
share of the spoilsinto aseries of puppet-
states. And that put the position of the
Jews and Arabs in the new State of
Pd estine on an entirdy different footing
than Hyamson may have imagined.

So why did the Ottoman Garden of
Eden for Araband Jew soquickly become
aHdl on Earth under British auspices?

It was a widespread view within the
British Imperid ruling dassthat the Jews
represented aforce for disruption in the
worl d. They wereadangerousi ndependent
source of financial power, mercenary
agents of Germany, and the force behind
the Young Turks (who originated in the
great Jewish centre of Saonika).

They needed to beput in their place—
their place being, according tothe Bible,
Pdestine

Britain, in atempting to turn the Jews
from internationalist meddliers into a
nationalist people, made a fatal mis-
cdculaion in its ecstatic stae of Grea
War Biblicd fervour. If Britan beieved
the Jews to be mere mercenaries of Ger-
many, w hy coul dthey not d sobethesame
of Britain?It was never considered that in
turning the Jew s into nationdists of Zion
this might cause them to cease being
mercenaries.

Would they then not see themsdves,
aftertherreturntoZion,asreal nationdids
withnationd independenceastheiram—
theonly objectiveworthy of the name of
sdf-respecting nationdism? And would
that not maker epd themfromthel mperid
motherland—which was not really a
mother to them at all but really just a
surrogete?

Findly, what would the éttitude of
thoroughgoing nationdists, imbued with
notionsofreligiousandracid superiority,
make of alarge and hostile group within
their midst? That seems to be what
happened in 1947-8, and then ever since,

isn'tit?

By theti mehewr otehi sautobiogrgphy
in the 1940s Storrs had despaired of
Zionism and, like Hyamson, seen the
experiment as a terrible mistake. When
contempl aing anotefor a1948 edition of
Orientations Storrs wrote the foll owing:

"Re-reading these chagpters | compared
what Britain had done for Zioniam with
what Zionsmhad doneto theBritish, to
the peaceful inhabitantsof theHoly Land
and totheMiddle East, toJudaismand to
world Jewry,tothefar nameof theUnited
Natiors, tothe Anglo-American rd ation-
ship, upon which the future of humenity
depends—then, i n the speech of ourbook
of common praye—1 hdd my tongue
and spake nothing' | kept silence, even
from God's words but it was pain and

grief to me" (Rory Miller, Sr Ronald
SorrsAndZon: The DreamThat Tur ned
Into ANi ghtmare, Mi ddleEaster n Sudies,
July 2000, p.138)

Britain made the nightmare of Zion
possibleand then suffered for it—before
washing its hands of it.

Knowing his Bible wel,Sorrs should
have appreciated that and redised that he
was the successor of Pontius Pilate But
there was no escaping the nightmare for
"thepeaceful inhabitantsof theHolyLand
and the Middle East."

They are paying for it today.

Pat Walsh

Pat Walsh'sbook on Ireland's Great War
with Turkey will be appearingthis Spring.

Cowen/Sarkozy Lisbon Deal:
the primacy of politics over legalism

Brian Cowen was Minister for Foreign
Affairsin 2001 andwasin Ramallaha a
meeting with Yasser Arafat when Al
Qu'ida attacked the New York inter-
national financial services centre. He
immediatdy held ajoint press conference
with the Pdestinian leader and, while
uttering plaitudes warning against Arab
rejoicing, nevertheless effectively
displayed Irish solidarity with him at that
crucid moment, amoment when no other
European leader would have been seen
within ahundred milesof him. Whileno
Frank Aiken in Foreign Affairs, this
display of character augured wdl for the
contribution Cowen as Taoiseach might
make.

Cowen andtheilluson of Brown's
"nationalisation" of thebanks

Cowen was hardly in the post of
Taoi seachw henthe property bubbl e burst
in Irdand and the internationa banking/
financial crisis hit. He acted decisivdy,
first with the master-stroke of the bank
guarantee, alead that the rest of Europe
have since followed. He refused to be
ralroaded into the 'British Solution' of
Excheguer "capitalisation”, favoured by
the less than independent commentaors
of Thelrish Times and RTE, who simply
re-peddled the incessant atacks on Irish
fisca policy propoundedby TheFinancial
Times and | esser organs of British policy.

These atacks werereinforced by Irish
left wing journalists who mindlessly
repeated the fantasies of Guardian com-
mentaors on Brown's re-cgpitdisaion
programme and consumption-driven
recovery packageassomekindof socidist
nationalisation of finance. Europe
dithered—theBigFourmet todeci dewhat
they would do, dispensing with European
solidarity,andthemesting of theEurozone
States, which finally took place after

Ireland had acted, was notable by the
presence a thetableof ahostilecurrency
in the form of Sterling.

So Cowen acted unilaterdly after
informing his European colleagues what
he intended to do. The liquidity of the
country wassavedat astroke (andamode
wasprovided forother countriestofol low,
whichmost havesincedone). T heGovern-
ment has stoodfirm against excheguer re-
cgpitdisation: the minimad pension fund
or exchequer investment which may be
undertaken by the Sate in a number of
banks would seem to have stemmed the
collgpse of the system (a the time of
writing no actud such investment had
been made—the rescue package has not
yet cost the Irishtax payer a penny).

Social Partnership given central role
SPTU as the"industrial wing of the
national movement"

In addition, a budget was hastily put
togethertostabili sfinancid andeconomic
policy & amoment of potentia economic
metdown. The fect tha it was rushed
(Departments had just weeks to come up
with their restructured budgets) meant
that mi stakes were made, induding some
short-term and socially reactionary
decisions. Once society protested, these
were mostly rectified, thanks largdy to
SIPTU, thereal labour paty of Irdand.
(A 1919 recruitment leaflet of the
ITGWU—the forerunner of SIPTU—
proclamed theunion to be"theindustrial
wingof thenati onal movement" and, under
the leadership of Jack O'Connor, it
continues to operate in this spirit.)

Asthecrisisrapidly degpened, Cowen
summoned the Social Partners and
dedared that the Irish pahway through
the world economic crisis would be
chartered through Socid Partnership. A
New Year agreement with the socid
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patners, he dedared, "will be the key to
Irdand's recovery from the recession”
(Irish Times, 19.12.08). The Fine Gad
position, which had been riding high on
anti-budget rhetoric, was suddenly
exposed asthehollow anti-public service
and anti-Trade Union position that it was.
The indiscriminate but well-orchestrated
onslaught on FAS was accompanied by
Eamon Gilmores shameful Irish Times
soundbite headline about leading trade
unionistshaving "a case to answer” (IT,
29.11.08). But since then, both FG and
Labour have reined in, and gppear to have
moved on to supporting a Social
Partnership-based national recovery
programme(Richard Brutonmod recently
on Questions and Answerson RTEL, 19th
January).

The Labour Party had toyed with
breaking the role of the Unions in the
party (as regularly reported in Irish
Political Review over thelast year). Atits
recent Kilkenny Conference, when the
Trade Unions wereagain supposed to be
margindised within the paty, it was the
Trade Union input which was thebiggest
news. Jack O'Connor, David Begg and
others again made the obvious case for a
real labour party, which had workers
concerns & its core. Gilmores animus
aganst Trade Union power is incom-
prehensible Thisparty, whichwal ked out
of the Fianna Fal codition in 1994 for
obscurereasons, subsequently condemned
itsdf to the politicd wilderness by an
obstinate refusal to share power with
FiannaFal, despite thisoption beng for
thetaking on severd occasions. Had it so
chosen, it could have co-shaped the State
throughout theperiodof the'CdticTiger’,
probably todl our benefit.

Europeand Ireland:
Didthe EU "stop and think" ?

Now wehave theLisbon ded. Thishas
(of course) receivedasceptica andcaustic
reaction from the media The academic
eite was quick off the mark, apoplectic
with rage & the very notion of com-
promising with the concer ns of thosewho
had voted No. Professor Antonio Bar
("Jean Monnet professor of European
Unionconstitutional lawat theU niversity
of Valendia") thundered that "a simple
reading of the Lisbon Treaty proves that
there was no need for the guarantees
demanded by Cowen" (lrish Times,
17.12.2008). But is the ded so bad? An
editorid inthefirst issueof Irish Foreign
Affairs just before the last ref erendum
cdled for a'No' vote, arguing that the EU,
with its mindless expansionism, its
embracingof un-Eur opean neo-liberalism
anditsguttingof thepreviously purpossful,
integrationist Commission, had lost its
direction, and that an Irish'No' vote might
make Europe stop and think about where
it was heading:

"...wear eof theopinionthet theorigina

EU projectisnotirretrievabl eandthat the
Irish haveakey roleto play initsrenas-
sance. The first step is to stop the
momentum for enlargement and cdl on
theEU todefinethebordersof itsterritory.

"A 'no' vote in the forthcoming
referendum will help bring continentd
Europeto itssensesandurgeitto returnit
to the task o building a stable Federd
European Sae A continuaion of the
policy of afreetrade area withundefined
bordersaswe | asever d oser col laboration
with American imperidismisabetrayd
of Europeenideds." (‘For anEU Federd
Sad’, IrishForegnAffars May 2008)

And events seem to be proving the
substance of this view. | am constantly
told thet the Irish vote has put usin the
doghouseof European opinion,and Brigid
Laff an andotherscan hardly conced their
deep senseof embarrassment about it dl.
| travel quiteabit in Europeasaresult of
projects | am involved in through work.
This is not the reaction | get. After the
Irish vote, the Frankfurter Allgemeine
Zeitung editorialised that the result
reflected not an Irish problem but a
Europeanone—thedemocrati cl egitimacy
of the EU. It stated that bridging the
credibility ggp between the coursethe EU
was taking in the world and wha the
popul éions of thecore EU countries had
bdieved the EU to be about (the Délors
vision) was the chdlenge facing it. And
Angd aMerkel respondedtothelrishvote
immediatdy to scotch suggestions of a
twin-track European process then being
olefully promotedby TheEconomistand
othersof itsilk.

| hgppened to beinViennaas the Euro-
peanCouncil metinDecemberinBrussd s
to hear the Irish case and decide on its
response to Brian Cowen's proposed
conditions for a new Irish referendum.
Agan, theViennese pressreported over-
whe mingly positivey onlreland'sstance.
The Irish are seen as fundamentdly pro-
Europeandasol utiontothestubborn Irish
isregarded asasol utiontoabroader Euro-
peanproblem.Intherun-uptotheBrussd s
summit, the new Socidist premier of
Austria, Werner Faymann, defended the
rightsofthelrishdectoraetovoteasthey
did and cdled for the EU Summit to
"respect the feisty Irish" (Die Presse
01.12.08). Thiswas front page news in
Austria

Is EU neo-liberalism collapsing?

What has hgppened sincethel rishvote?
Hrstly—Wemustsay:" Godbl essRussia!"
InJuly theRussi ansand Chinese put down
amarkerthat thedaysof asol e superpower
—ushered in following the destruction of
the Soviet Union: the Project for aNew
American Century—were over. Thisthey
did by vetoing the British-US atempt to
imposeUN sanctionsontheformerBritish
colony Zimbabwe (on top of theexisting
USUK sanctions).

Andthenin August Russiadrew aline
in the sand in Georgia regarding the
boundless NATO-EU expansionism of
recent years. The boys are back in town,
and the future of the continent will again
be a negotiaed one between the EU and
Russia Even the Poles baulked & the
prospect of anew ColdWaragainst Russa

Then Manddson went. Along with
Baroso and ChalieMcCreevy, Mandel-
son represented the fanatical neo-liberd
faction in the Commission. Though the
crcumstances of his recall toBritain are
unknown to me, it is significant that he
wasf orcedtoabandonhisCommissioner-
ship so soon &fter hisneo-liberd solo run
a the World Trade Tdks had become
unstuck. Hehad overstepped his mandae
and had to go. Thestubborn resi stance of
the Irish Farmers' Associaion to being
bought for the Yes campaign was vindi-
cated, andyou canbe suretherewas many
awry smileinlIrishfaaming drdesat the
news of his departure

If the IFA can be credited with putting
a spoke in the headlong—and scarcey
mandated—ql obdli st rushof the Commis-
sion, the economic crisis has cetanly
brought it to a standstill.

Inforeign policy too, Europe has been
showinganindependencewehadnot seen
sincethe French refused to dlow the UN
togpprovethe USUK onslaughton Iragin
2003: Despite American opposition,
Sakozy visited Moscow in August to
broker atruce deal in Georgia and later
also expressed reservations about US
staioning of missiles directed against
Russia in Eastern Europe. Despite
Americanresi stance, EU partnershipta ks
with Russia are again back on the cards.
On his recent visit to Japan, Cowen
dedared that the 2003 invasion of Irag
had shown the limits of US power (The
Irish Times, 16th January 2009).

Forces of Production central again

In 1996 Will Hutton(The SateWeAre
In) argued that Britain was abandoning its
industrid base at its peril, and should
resist the dlure of an economy driven by
ever more delusory “"financial instru-
ments'. He hoped an industrid revival
would be the basis of areforming labour
admini strati onunder thebri ght whitehope
of Tony Blar. Blar decided otherwise,
making his choice dear when heallowed
thecar industrytogo tothewdl. Blar had
been dected on a pro-EU plaform and
had appeared to represent arevivd of the
old Heath approach of British integration
into Europe and abandonment of world
imperial ambitions. Once in power
however, Blar rgoidly abandoned this
scenario.Movingtothe'centreof Eur ope'
became shorthand for a programme for
the anglification of EU economic and
foreign policy. Britain got ten years of
financial capitaism, rdentless industrid
dismantling, and continuous war. The



reformed financial speculaor, George
Soros, dmilaly warned at the time (The
CrisisOf Global Capitaliam, 1998) that
the rdiance on financid trickery would
cause the next international economic
crisis, and hewas right.

This penny isnow findly beginning to
drop heretoo. Nid| Fitzgerald, oneof the
Irish heroes of internationd capitdism
thrown up by theCdtic Tiger (Chairman
of Unilever, advisor to Ndson Mandd a,
speaker to the World Economic Forum
€tc.), set out in a recent speech the new
terms of trade:

"How didso many bankers, regul ators
Government ministers—everywhere, dl
around theworl d—wander intothiswith
their eyes dosed?... Were we dl just
blinded by the money drculaing in
financid services?Howdidthe USA and
Western Eurgpeinparti cula—with their
|ong hi goriesof innovati on entrepreneur-
ship and businessbuilding—tun into
financid playgrounds for traders and
speculaars, interested only inplayingthe
markets for thegreatest persond return?

"... Thetruthis, tha tofeed theappetite
for trading, the banks deve opedfinancid
systems that no longer bore any
understandebl erd ati onshi pwi ththeworld
that weworkin,theworl dof productsand
tangible assetsand dear cash flows At
times like thes, | turn to the volume of
DasKapitd thet | keep by thebed. Karl
Marx and| donot agree ond | matters, but
he saw this onecoming:

"Thisiswhat hewrote 'Tothepossessor
of moneycapitd theprocessof production
appears merely as an unavoidable
intermediatelink, as a necessary evil for
thesakeofmoneymaking.' Inotherwords
it isannoying actudly to have to meke
something. Marx went on: 'All nations
witha capitdig node o production are
ther efaresel zed periodical lybyafeverish
attempt to make money without the
i nterventi onof thepr ocessof production.'

"That ssems to describethemost recent
period well. Welve withessed a feverish
spining of money, through i ncressingly
complex financid irstrumentsthat were
beyond the understanding of the people
actudly runningthe banks.

"... Irdand took a brave decision to
become an open econonmy and we have
benefiteddi ropartioretdy. Nowweare
in a dowvntun | fer we can expect to
suffer dispropartionatdly.

"... When did building sustainable
businesses becomeboring? Wel now is
the time to meke it fashionable again, to
start v ungthebuilder mentaity. Nowis
thetimeto think of longterm, to think of
legacy. Companies nead to focus on
fundamenta vaue, produci ngwhatpeople
redly want to buy and building and
investing for the long term. We were dll
guilty of bowing a the dtar of next
quarter'searnings...." (Sunday Business
Post, 14 December 2008)

Withthecrisisof financid capitdism,
the forces of production (the "real

economy" )areback a the centre of things.
Thoseinvolvedintheproductionofthings
inthecreationof vd ue, havemovedto the
centre of the strategy of recovery. After
yearsof "finandal instruments' andsharp
precticeaccountancy, itisthecallsby IFA
leaders for an export strategy based on
food production, dongwith SSPTU (and
now business leaderslike Fitzgerald) for
anindustridly-basedrecovery whichputs
productive policy and the strengthening
of workers' skillsa the centre of things,
which are now getting a hearing. IFA
President Padraig Walsh has already
pointed to the threat of renewed world
tradetd ksnextyearandstated that the EU
needed to rethink its negotiating strategy
intheWTO and rebdance it infavour of
Europé sfood producers(SundayBusi ness
Post, 14.12.08).

European crises
and how to deal with them

In crises of the EU, there are forces
which see them as things to be resolved
and forces for whom they are an
opportunity to underminethe EU project.
| was reminded of the crisis for Europe
which arose a the time of thefdl of the
BerlinWal and the'threa' of German re-
unification. In Britain, Prime Minister
Margaret Thatcher reacted to the German
‘threet’ by summoning aspecid think-in
of Oxford historians and the like in
Cheguers to discuss the German psyche,
which they predictably declared to be
faulty, dueto not having been conquered
by Rome two millennia previously. This
was thestart of twodecadesof destructive
Britishpolicy a medat reversing European
integrationby repl acingit withasuperficid
and simple market-based expansionism.

Meanwhile Mitterand in France took
another tack altogether. Rather than
repeating the disaster of 1939—when
France had previously followed British
'leeder ship' in Europeand issued a mean-
ingless guarantee to Poland which
precipitated world war—Mitterand got
together with Kohl and worked out how
they would do it. For France. the way to
make German re-unification acceptable
was to tie Germany further into the EU.
For Germany, especially given the
wrecking of EU integration by theforces
represented by Thatcher's arriva on the
scene, Mitterand's proposd s presented an
opportunity to launch the Euro project. If
the British had brought European
integration to a standstill, the project of a
common currency, if successful, would
creaeeconomi cfactsonthegroundwhich
could not beessily reversed, regardless of
British success in disrupting European
integration.

And soit hasturned out to be. In 1996
Hemut Kohl visited Dublin during the
Irish EU Presidency presided over by the
Ranbow Codition. The date of his visit
was significant—it was thethen German

national holiday, 17th June (the
anniversary of the East German rising of
1953). In a speech a Dublin Castle, he
stated, very emotiondly,that hewantedto
come to Dublin onthisdate and take the
opportunity to thank thelrish for therole
they had played in breaking the deadlock
a the Council of Ministers back in 1990
over Germanre-unificaion. Accordingto
Kohl, Charles Haughey, presiding a a
parti cul arly fraught meeting of theCouncil
in 1990, had broken theice with amotion
that the European Union congratul aed
the German people on the peaceful re-
unification of ther country. Who could
vote against tha? John Bruton, who as
Taoiseach was hosting the 1996 Dublin
Cestle event, was left stuck for words.

The Irish as a European crisis

So, since the Irish vote on Lisbon, the
mindless expansionism of the EU has
been brought to ahdt, ashasitsembrace
of neo-liberd globaism. This has been
the result of external factors rather than
internd politica development, but is no
lessred forthat, andisprovidingthebasis
forarevivd of the Europeanintegr ationi st
forces. Mandelson is gone, and the
Russians are back. Sakozy, tha some-
times ephemeral and sometimes quite
brilliant statesman, sees the Irish Lisbon
situation—alaMitterandsoto speck—as
acrisistoberesolvedrather thanexpl oited.
"Wecan only have theLisbon Treaty," he
dedared, "if our Irish friends vote Yes
and, for that to happen, something new
has to appear, and that is one commis-
sioner per country." (‘Sarkozy lauds I rish
move on second referendum’, The Irish
Times, 17.12.2008). The French know
that thel egalismswhichthelikesof Brigid
Laffan, Ben Tonra and the rest of the
Euro-enthusiast establishment in Dublin
get so uptight about, are ultimately
negotiableand fluid. Therulesneed to be
changed? Ok, let's change the rules if
that's what's needed. The primacy of
politics over legdism. He cautioned that
the fixation on the need for a smdler
Commission (to be "efficient") was
overstated, and declared that the
assurances made to Irdand a the EU
Summit—statements safeguarding Irish
neutrality, tax sovereignty and family
legislaion—were "no problem" for the
rest of Europe We can only say "Vivela
Francd "

The Cowen-Sarkozy Lisbon Deal

TheY escampa gn—i.e ThelrishTimes
—ded ared after the referendum that the
Irish vote was an act of lunacy incom-
prehensibleinrationd terms,astheTreay
was simply introducing efficiency in EU
Governance,w hichwassdf-evidently"in
Ireland's interest". Following a poll
showingthedrifttowardsaNovote, editor
Geraldine Kennedy had asked whether
we had "lost our collective minds' while
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Garret Fitzgerald pronounced that the
electorate was being led astray by
"nutters’.

Thankfully the Government has not
teken theadviceof Tara Stret, where the
paper now resides, totreat thel rishvoteas
aproblem of collective psycho-andysis.
Instead it assessed the composition of the
Novoteandbrought acoherent " Statement
of Concerns' to Brussd s, to bededt with
regardiess of legdistic barriers to ther
fulfillment. Thisis the European way of
doing things, how Haughey worked—the
primacy of politics over legdism.

At the European Summit on 11th-12th
December, Brian Cowen presented the
"Satement of the Concerns of the Irish
People on the Treaty of Lisbon" to his
fdlow European heads of state, stating
that the Irish Government would put
Lisbon to anew referendum by October
2009 once the following concerns were
met:

a) Ensuring tha Ird and's requirements
regarding ma ntenance of its traditiond
policy of neutrdity are met;

b) Ensuring thet theterms of the Treety
of Lishon will not &ffect the continued
goplication of the provisions of the Irish
Constitutioninrd ation to therighttolife,
educationand thefamily;

¢) Ensuring tha in the area of taxation
the Treaty of Lisbonmakes no changeof
any kindto theextent or operationof the
Union's competences,

d) Confirming that the Union ataches
highimportanceto:

* sodd progress and the protec-
tionof workers' rights

* public srvices, as anind spens-
able instrument of socid and regiond
cohesion;

* the responsibility of Member
Saesfor theddivery of education and
hed th servi ces;

* the essentid role and wide dis-
cretion of nationd, regiond and locd
Governmentsi nprovidi ng,commi ssion-
ing and organi ng non-economic ser-
vices of generd interest which is not
affected by any provigonof the Treaty
of Lisbon,indud ngthoserd aingtothe
commoncommercid policy (Annex1to
Presi dency cond usions—Brussdls, 11-
12 Dec. 2008, 271/08 12);

The'Presidency Condlusions' issued a
the end of the EU summit state:

1. TheEuopeanCoundil re-affirmsthat
the Treay of Lisbon is considered
necessary in order to help the enlarged
Union to function moreefficiently, more
democratically and more effectively
induwlingininternaiond afars. Witha
view to enabling the Treety to enter into
force by the end of 2009, the Europeen
Coundil, while respecting the ams and
objectives of the Treati es, has defined the
followingpath.

2. On the composition of the
Commi ssion theEurgpean Councilrecdls
that theTresti es currently inforcerequire

tha the number of Commissioners be
reduced in 2009. The European Coundil
agressthat provided the Treaty of Lisbon
entersintoforce adedisionwill beteken,
in accordance with the necessary legd
procedures, to the effect that the Com-
mission shell continue to incdlude one
nationd of eech Member State.

3. TheEuopean Courcil hes carefully
noted theother concernsaf thelri shpeople
presented by the Taoiseach as st outin
Annex1rdaingtotaxationpdicy,family,
socid and ethicd issues, and Common
Security and DefencePolicy (CSDP) with
regard to Irdand's traditiond pdicy of
neutrdity. The European Council agrees
that, provided Ireland makes the
commitment in paragraph 4, dl of the
concernsset outinthesa dgaement shdll
be addressed to the mutud sati Sacti onof
Irdland and the other Member States.

Thenecessary legal guarantesswill be
given on thefollowing three points:

* nothing in the Treaty of Lisbon
makes any change of any kind, for any
Member Seate, to theextent or operation
of theUnion'scompetencesin re aion to
texation;

* the Treday of Lisbon does not
pre udicethe security and defence policy
of Member Sates, induding Irdand's
traditiond policy of reutrdity, and the
obligati onsof most other Member Sates;

* aguaranteetha theprovisionsofthe
IrishConstitutioninre aiontotheright to
life, education and the family are not in
any way dfected by the fact thet the
Treety of Ligon atributes|egd statusto
the EU Charter of Fundamentd Rightsor
by thejusticeandhomeafairs provisions
of thesad Treaty.

In addition, the high importance
atached to theissues, induding workers
rights, st out inparagraph (d) of Annex 1
will be confirmed.

4. Inthelight of theabovecommitments
by theEuropean Council,and conditiond
on the stisfactory completion of the
detaledfoll ow-onwork by mi d-2009and
on presumption of their satisfactory
i mpl ementati an, thelrish Government is
committed to seeking ratification of the
Tresty of Lisbon by theend o theterm of
the current Commisson. (Presidency
conclusions—Brussels, 11 and 12
Decamber 2008, 17271/08 2).

How todo it?

This statement of "legal guarantees' is
a vindication of the constructive pro-
Europe No stance adopted by the Irish
eectoratelast June (as encouraged by the
Irish Palitical Review). Thecommitment
on commissioners is possible as Artide
17 of Lisbon states that the European
Commission will be made up of
representatives of two-thirds of the
member states from 2014, unless the
European Council unanimously decides
to modify this (e.g. in the accession
agreement for Croatia expected in 2011).

As regards the statement on neutrdity,
this will qudify Artice 42 of Ligbon,
which commits member states to make
their military and dvilian infrastructure
avalable to EU security and common
defence objectives. It is up to Ireland to
define what that policy actudly is.

The deal seems like alegd tight-rope
act, but one for which the Presidency
seemsto have found amechanism. After
the summit, Sarkozy dedlared:

"Theproblemisthelegd formof those
politicad commitments.Inlrd and,thereis
aconstitutiond court,and nodoukt people
wanting to vate Nowould go tothet court
to ak for the [EU Summit] agreementsto
becomplied with

"So wha we now need is not re-
ratification by dl countries—we haveno
interest in sdving one problem to cregte
26 others.”

He said the commitments given to
Ireland would belegislated for in the next
EU Treaty on enlargement, most likely to
enableCroatidsaccessionin20100r2011.

"So what we have proposed isthat when
this enlargement takes place—and only
then—we will add to the Croatian
accession treaty the so-called ‘'lrish
protocol' with these guarantees® (The

IrishTimes, 17.12.08).

Sakozy, asaninventive French states-
man, has produced a mechanism which
will providealegd framework for deding
withlrishconcerns. Thelrish, efter dl, are
the only Europeans who had the right to
vote on Lisbon. And the constructive
European response to the Irish voteisto
provide a sol ution to the European (and
not Irish) problem. For the re-sinstitution
of a commissioner for eech country—
regardless of what mechanism is found
subsequently to makethis"efficent"—is
avictory for smdler EU states, and they
knowit (atleasttheAustriansdo: Austrids
Dublin Ambassador told the Viennese
press that the concession to Irdand in
rel aionto mai nta ning one commissi oner
per country "wascertai nlysomethingwith
which Austria can fully identify'—Die
Presse, Vienna, 18.12.2008).

Ganley

Peopl eget very worked up about Ganley
of 'Libertas. Ganley filled a ggp. The
substance of theN ovotewas rooted notin
Ganley's Eurosceptic rhetoric but in the
stancestaken by the IFA, SIPTU, Bishop
Brady, thePeace and Neutrality Alliance
andothers, andaslistedintheGovernment
"Satement of Concerns' to the EU
Summit. Ganley is now atempting to
spread his party throughout Europeand it
will beinteresting to seewhere this goes.
But | would not hold my bregsth. The
ground he representsis occupied in most
countries by awingof the neo-fascist and/
or neo-libera movements. Ganley'sisin
fact avery British Eurosceptic position,
anditwouldnot besurprising—and,given



Ganley's effuse expressions of nationd-
ism, it would be certainly ironic—if the
place where his movement does findly
take wings at the Euro-Parliament
eectionsnext year isBritain, and Britan
aone possibly as a replacement for the
jeded UKIP.

Irish voter s vindi cated:
but SPTU demand not met
The unprecedented deal was steered
throughtheEur opean Coundil by Sarkozy
operating on French redist reflexes in
response to Cowen's robust ded making
proposal. The Irish vote, as the Irish
Foreign Affairs had hoped, did make
Europe "stop and think* about where it
was heading, and theresults are pd pable.
While most "Irish concerns' are being
addressed intheformat of "legal guaran-
tees", oneglaring gap remains, andthat is
theareaof workers' rights. During Lisbon
1, Jack O'Connor of SIPTU (which
functions as the real Irish labour party,
when the electoral one, as a present, is
confused) expressed his reservations on
the trend of European Court decisionsin
termsof workers rights.W hiletheCharter
of Fundamentd Rights atached to the
Treaty protectsany number of TradeU nion
andotherworkers'rights, decisionsby the
European Court (onthebasi sof theGenerd
Services Directive et al) have given
precedenceover theseto neo-liberal trade
"freedoms” . But workers' rights anchored
in nationa legislaion would take legd
precedence
"Our pasitionisthat wewill supportthe
LishonTreety if theGovernment commits
tolegid atefor anenti i ement tothebenefits
of collectivebarga ningfor workers(and,
by implication, prohibition against
di scrimiretionfor seeking to organisto
achieveit). Thisisenshrined inthetreaty
through the Chater of Fundamental
Rights Itisdready enjoyed by workersin
virtudly every other country in the EU.
However,itwillbeof littlepracticd vdue
here even if the treaty is ratified, unless
the Oireachtas legidaes for it" (Jack
O'Connar, letter, Irish Times, 4th dune
2008).

Incomprehensively, the Government
faled a thetimeto respond, and Trade
Unionistsformed thelargest singleblock
of 'No' voters. Cowen will need to address
theissuethistime, as hiseff ortsto secure
a protocol on the rights of workers and
Trade Unions inthe new ded negotiated
in December was effectivdy vetoed by
Britan's"Labour" |eaders:

"Ontheworkers'rightsissue, EU sources

sad there were concerns legdly bindng
guarantees offered to Irdand on socid
rightscould havecaused politica prablems
inBritain.Britishforei gnsecretary David
Milibend sai dthatgivingwarkplacerights
concessionstothelrishcouldhaveled to
demands fromthe House of Commonsto
re-opendeteteontheLisbon Treaty” (Irich
Times, 13thDecember).

Nevertheless, the summit statement
does specify that "the high importance
attached to theissues, induding workers
rights, set outinparagraph (d) of Annex1
[i.e the"lrish Concerns' —PO'C] will be
confirmed" . TheBritish oppodtionto any
concessionin this area seemsto makenot
adent intheliberd-left fantasies of some
Irish circlesregarding thesocidist nature
of Brown's British Labour Party. But if
Lisbon 2 isnow to be passed, the absence
of movementintheareaof labour rightsis
theremaining barrier. Jack O'Connor has
cdled for nationd legislaioninthisares,
as such legislation would be protected
under theexisting terms of the European
Treaty. He has reiterated the SIPTU
position from the first referendum
campaign:

"Workersvoted overwhd mingly agai nst
the arigind proposition and are unlikdy
to be atracted by an dternative, unless
issues reaing to people€srightsa wark

areaddressedinatang bleand meaningful
way. There are issues which need to be
dedt witha EU leve but agreet ded can
be dane by the Irish Government a an
exdusively domesticlevd” (IrishTimes,
13th December).

So far the Government hasdragged its
feetonthis. But,ifthereisoneissuewhich
mi ght secureamgj ority—incl udingwork-
ing class support—for the re-negotiated
Lisbon Tredty, itisthis. Unfortunatdy it
is the reemergence of Russia and the
world economic crisis, rather than any
internd politicd deve opment, tha have
put ahalttothecharge of theexpansionist,
neo-libera EU of just ayear ago. Come
on, Brian Cowen, you have shown your
mettleon many fronts. Give SIPTU what
it needs and Lisbon 2 will be aded tha
can be endorsed across the spectrum of
Socid Patnership and locate Ireland at
the" centreof Europe" inthere-shaping of
itstroubled destiny.

Philip O'Connor

Book review : Ireland And The Eur opean Unionby Brigid Laffan and Jane O'Mahony

(Palgrave Macmillan 303pp, £22.99)

Lisbon Debate

Brigid Laffan draws the right conclu-
sion in her most recent book on the EU.
Shesays:

"The outcome of the Lisbon referen-
duminJure 2008 leaves Ird and'sEuro-
pean policy and its pogtion inthe EU
ooz of its moorings. Theold narrative
on the EU as asource of modernisation
and finencid transfers is no longer rd -
evant. It has not been repl aced by anew
narrativeof Ird and's placein the EU of
the21st century” (p264).

This perfectly sums up the current
situation. However, itismost unfortunate
that thisgppear sinthevery last paragraph
of herbook. It shouldhavebeeninthefirst
paragraph and if her book was then based
on seeking to createthat new, necessary,
naréive this could have been a most
useful publication. However we are not
given that and we are presented instead
with a most flawed narraive of Ireland
and the EU.

The basic theme we are given is tha
Irish independence led to disasters and
falures personified by De Valera and
particularly thefailureof protectionism—
from which Sean Lemass saved us by
introduci ngFree Trade and gettingusinto
theEEC. Naturaly,hersourcesarereplete
with reference to Roy Foder, Richad
English, and Tom Garvin ec. Europewas
and is the Panglossian solution to dl our
problems and this makes the reection of
Lisbon atotd mystery which Ms Laffan
can only explan by lack of information
and explanation.

| do hope | am not caricaturing Ms
Laffan'stheme and | wasresssured that |
washot doingsowhenl readthereview of

thebookin thelrish Times. The'journal of
record' said:
"The authorsdraw the ba ance sheat of
Irdl and'sengagement withtheEuropean
Economic Community (EEC), thenthe
EU, with great lucidity and authority,
from precession as a peripherd basket
casethrough, as emerging star pupil, to
the simultaneous crises engendered by
thedemi e of the Cdtic Tiger andre ec-
tionof Lisbon' (22.12.2009).

| think that putsMs Laffan's narrative as
bluntly asit could be put.

However, the problem is that her
narréive simply does not fit the fects. It
will benewsto many tha thecountry was
a basket case during the 1960s prior to
accessionin1973. Itwascertainly newsto
meand| thinktoanyonewholivedthrough
theperiod.

Thecountry was transformed at every
level for well over 10 years before
accession. Even the Irish Times itsdf
changed quiteabit and it is not averse a
times to daming tha it was the leading
agent of thechangesthenmade—an absurd
clambut successd wayshasmany parents.
The paper certainly did not lead the case
for joining theEEC inthosedays. It was
a thistimetha it decided at | ast to throw
initslotwiththenativesandcatch upwith
thelrel andtha wasbe ngmade by Donagh
O'Madley,Haughey,Lenihan,andtheother
Young Turks of the period. They were
refor ming a arapi d pace andi mplemented
oneof themost significant of al women's
ri ghts—non-discriminaory i nheritance—
years bef ore entry. T hey were providing
the ultimate proof that an independent
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Irelandwas heretostay and Anglo-Ireland
has better joinin or dieoff completdy. In
fact, Ms Laffan acknowledgesthat, in the
anti-discrimination area, "while such
domestic non-discrimination legislation
would more than likdy have been intro-
duced in thefullness of time, accession to
the EC speeded up thisprocess' (p38-9).

In case my view was affected by
sentimental rose-tinted reflection, |
decided to check with the Irish Times's
ownaccepted authority onthesematers—
someonewho could never be regarded as
putting a Haughey or Fianna Fail line—
theiconic Garret (the Good) Fitzgerald.
Garett dso happens to be Ms Laffan's
mentor in EU and other matters. So, an
impeccable source for dl paties con-
cerned. He was a regular commentator in
the Irish and British Press on the pheno-
menon tha was 1960s Irdand. In one
report he summed up the position of the
'basket case during the 1959-70 periodin
the London Times as follows:

"The1980sinlIrd and weretheyears of
industrid breskthrough. The smdl and
seemingly fragileindustria sector of the
republic's econamy, painfully bult up
behind hightari ff wal sduri ngtheprevious
generation, bust into aflurry of gowth
after 1959, and doubled its output in the
next decade. The growth of output was
amost three times as fast as in Britain
during the same period" (Garret
Htzgerdd, 23.3.1970).

Some ruin, en? Some might even be
saying, plesse bring back the basket case?
A number of other points should beborne
inmindtoputthisinafuller context—this
devel opment occurred eff ectively across
three decades, from the late 50s to the
eaxrly 70s; Irdand had the most nation-
aisedeconomyinWestern Europeduring
the period; development occurred with
hardly acent of outside money and with
minimd FDI. All this defiestheaccepted
mantras of recent years. Yet it happened
and it meant that Irdand joined the EEC
on ahigh in every sense and not in any
desperatebidtosaveitsdffromthelunatic

asylum.

There are many other flaws in the
narr ative presented by Ms Laffan. Weare
presented with a constant counterposing
of Protectionism (bad) and Free Trade
(good). It isassumed tha entering the
EEC was entering aFree Tradeworld but
itwasnot. Forl rdand, theattractionof the
EEC ineconomictermswasthat it was a
larger, protected, guaranteed market. It
took Mrs. Thatcher and Leon Brittan and
a bitter struggle with Delors to get the
protectionist outlook fundamentally
changedinthe EU. Rememberthedleged
horrors of 'FortressEurope'? But nothing
of this dispute iseven mentioned by Ms
Laffan in her long account of the EU!

In fact sheinadvertently points out that
a choice was made between Free Trade

andtheEEC inthemid 50s. At tha point
there were two riva European associat-
ions: theEuropean Free TradeAssodiation
(EFTA), s&t up by the UK to destroy the
incipientEEC. Irishpoliticd independence
was the crucid factor tha endbled it to
avoidtheFree Tradedterndiveof EFTA,
which eventudly disgppeared into the
proverbid dustbin of history. It was its
failure tha encouraged the UK to adopt a
"if you can't beat them, jointhem" policy.
All thisis missing from her narrative.
Shedownpl aysthewhol ethingandsimply
says "Irdand found itsdf outsidethetwo
alternative and competing European
structures that were promoting different
formsoftradeliberalisationand economic
integration." (p16). No explanaion asto
why these two organisation existed—
goparently to do the same thing?

If only Free Trade and economics were
a issue, then Irdand should have joined
EFTA and not given atoss for the EEC
and its Protectionism. But theissuenever
wasandnever isan economiconeand that
was proved by the fight to the death
between the EEC and EFTA—between
theUK and the EEC. Nobody tdlsit like
that now and the whole thing therefore
becomes meaningless.

Despite the constant counterposing
between de Vderaand Lemass, thereis
not a shred of evidence provided that de
Vderaand Lemass diff ered on economic
policies. Lemassintroduced and oversaw
theProtectionist eraanddid thesamewith
the Free Trade era He saw no conflict
whatever as both were simply economic
toolstoservethecountry. | nasimilarway
he had no objection to nationdisation or
privatisation or any combination of them
and neither had de Vdera Both were
tools and wha worked best in the context
of thetimewaswhat mattered. If economic
progress could be ensured by everyone
standing on their heads it would be
implemented.

Protectionism is a common tool used
by countries devel oping infant industries.
It was especidly vduablein countering
theGreat Depression. Andmany countries
were Protectionistinthe1930s.MsL affan
does not mentionthe Depression. Itislike
Shakespeare writing Hamlet without the
Prince (Infact,| donotrecollect amention
of ether World War, which means even
Shakespeare is missing!). Protectionist
policy istheref oremade to look like some
sort of perversity on deValera's part.
Protectionism was a great success in its
time and whatever weaknesses which
emerged came after two decades of
success—and there was more than one
way of coping with those. Palitica
independence enabl edthe Gover nment to
manage the success and to ded with the
wesknessesthat emerged after thesuccess.

Will the conditions of Free Trade and
De-regul ationbecasti gated asvehemently
for giving us the current recession and the

CdticTigerperiodignored? Aswithmany
economic policies the strengths are dso
the weaknesses: it dl depends on the
context. That is how the Protectionist
period was, and should, be regarded.

AlsomissingfromMsL&ffan'snarrative
is Irdand's most significant contribution
totheEU body palitic, aninstance where
Ireland redly punched aboveher weight,
intheform of Pat Cox when President of
theParliament. Cox'suni queachi evement
was to humiliate and downgrade the
Commissiononastupi dcorruptioncharge.
TheCommi ssionwas di sembowe | ed and
has never recovered its central roleasthe
focus of EU deve opment. And without
that the EU project is rudderless. a the
mercy of whatever stete or grouping of
stateswantsto throw their wei ght around.
The central integrating element is now
just a bureaucracy. How could an Irish
authority on theEU missthat?

AlsomissingistheEU roleininitiating
the Balkan conflict by recognising
Slovenia, and thereby unravelling the
Federal Republicof Yugoslavia She has
nothingtosay about the EUroleinthewar
onlrag, Afghani stan,nor doesshemention
EU threatsto Iran, subservienceto | sreel,
or its acceptance of the USUK 'war on
terror' syndrome, etc. etc. In omitting al
thisshemakestheEU narrativeanesoteric
collection of processes and procedures
that float around inthe ether.

Thereisanold dichéthat if you don't
where you have come from you are not
likdytoknowwhereyouaregoingto, and
likedl dichésit istruein many situations
—and never truer than when reading Ms
Laff an's book.

Thered story isthat Ireland joined the
EEC, just as it joined the UN and other
bodies,asanaturd part of itsdevel opment
as an independent State. EC membership
complemented Irish development in a
vaiey of economic, social and culturd
ways, but themain thing wasthat Ireland
was an equad member of an European
grouping that had amechani sm for closer
integration and was establishing an
independent polityin theCold Wer era. It
fdt totdly at ease in thisenvironment.

That environment has totdly changed
and Ireland no longer feds a& ease. By
contrast, the UK—which fdt ill a esse
before—now fed stotdly a essewith the
EU. ThatisbecausetheU nionnowrefl ects
itsviewof theworld. That meansthatitno
longerreflectsire and'sviewof theworld.
Hencetheproblemover theLisbon Treaty.
Lisbonisessentidlyarequest foravoteof
confidencein the current EU. Irdand has
to be browbeaten to giveit. Not a sound
precticd basis for a union of any sort,
whether of thepoliticd or persond kind.
To proceed on that basis isto build on
sand.

Jack Lane



History Of Irish Times

Review: Thelrish Times aHigoryby Mark O'Brien

In this reviewer's view the author of
this book is overly sympathetic to The
Irish Times. At times he suspends his
criticd faculties. Neverthd essthebookis
ava uabl econtributi ontoanunderstanding
of the new spaper.

The author traces the newspaper's
politicd orientationfromitsfoundationin
1859. He rightly describes it as a
conservativeand pro-Empire newspaper.
For example, it was against changing the
Church of Ireland's status as the
Established Church.

ThelrishTimesknew which sideitwas
onandsodiditspoliti ca opponents.While
theauthor saysthat itwas"sympaheticto
land reform”, the Land League used to
refer to the paper as the 'Liarish' Times.
Whenone of thepaper'sreportersattended
alLand League meeting he was asked to
leaveby William O'Brien.O'Brienaccused
the reporter of not being areporter a dl
but a"spy'. O'Brien had to be restrained
fromassaultingthereporter when thel atter
denied the charge. Asreadersof thelrish
Political Review will know O'Brienwasa
liberd who opposed sectarianism within
the Home Rule movement and was an
enthusiastic supporter of andliancewith
the largely Protestant tenant farmers of
Ulsterandthe Catholictenantsin Southern
Ireland. Sointhisreviewer'sopinionthere
ismoreto O'Brien's anger than theauthor
has reved ed.

Theauthor coverstheParnd | splitquite
wel| reveding that the newspaper likethe
Caholic hierachy did not hesitate to
denounce Parndl'smords.

Thenew spaper was d so asupporter of
the lockout of 1913 and praised William
Martin Murphy for the"fine stand" which
he took. Neverthdess it found space for
George Russell's (&) powerful
denunciation of the 'Masters of Dublin’
which the author reproduces:

"Thasewhohaveeconomi cpower have
civic power a so, yet you havenot used
the power tha was yours to right what
waswrong intheevil administration of
thiscdty. You havedlowed the poor to
beherded together so that anethirks of
certain places in Dublin as of a pesti-
|ence Therearetwenty thausandrooms,
ineachofwhichliveentirefamilies,and
sometimes more, where no function of
the body can be conced ed, and delicacy
andmodesty arecregturesthat arestifled
ere they are born ... The men whose
manhood you have broken will loath
you, and will dways be brooding and
scheming to strike a fresh blow. The
children will betaughttocurseyau. The
infant bei ng moul ded in thewomb will
have breathed into its starved body the

Four Courts Press; €35.00
vitdityof hate | tisnotthey but youwho
are the blind Samson puling down the
pillars of thesocid order" (p42).

The author ded's with 1916 quite well
and reproduces the notorious editorid
advocating the "surgeons knife" to be
applied following the crushing of the
Rising.Heal soremarksthat the Freeman's
Journal denounced The Irish Times for
"bloodthirsty incitement to the
Government". The Irish Times also
disagreed with John Redmond's cdl for a
hadt to the executions that followed the
Rising.

The author runs quickly through the
1918 Election and the War of Independ-
ence and then has the following bizarre
description of Bloody Sunday:

"Theeventsof Bl codySunday inwhich
Michad Collinss souad killed fourteen
Briti shagentswasdescribedas'Duldin's
most dreadful day since Easter week of
1916; acountry whosecapitd city coud
'be the scene of fourteen cdlous and
cowardly murders,ononeSunday morn-
ing had reeched the nedir of mord and
politicd degradetion'..." (p54).

Remarkably,theauthor doesn't mention
the killing by the British of fourteen
cvilians in Croke Park on the same day.
Perhgps the author is merely reflecting
The Irish Times's reporting. But if The
Irish Timesfailed to condemn the killing
of innocent civiliansin CrokePark that is
surdy worthy of note

On the Treaty the author comments
that the newspaper felt tha Southern
Unionistswould"dotheir besttomakethe
new settlement a success'. But he then
concludes:

"The same could not be sad for dl
nationdigs shortly afterwards, thecoun-
try was plunged intocivil war" (p57).

This seems to lay the blame for the
post-Treaty conflict on the anti-Treay
side, which is @ best a very arguable
proposition.

Following Independence The Irish
Times had to adapt to the new politicd
|andscape.H owever, thenew spaper didn't
hesitae to interfere in the formation of
governments as thefamous"Jinks affair"
of 1927 showed. One story has it that
future editor of The Irish Times R.M.
Smyllie, Major Bryan Cooper
(Independent TD) and Nationd League
TD John Jinks were 'on the bater' and
Jinks forgot about a Government no
confidencemotion.But,whileJinksfailed
toturn up, Major Bryan Cooper not only
turned up, but contributed to the debate
and voted with the Government. Thevote
was tied 71 each and the casting vote of
the Ceann Comhairle saved the Cumann

na nGaedhed Government and averted
the possibility of aFianna Fal-supported
minority Government. William Red-
mond's Nationd League was destroyed
by theincident in the subsequent generd
eection.

The author presents some evidence,
induding aclam by Jinksthat healways
opposed the no confidence motion. But
this assertion was in an interview in The
Irish Times. Willian Redmond said that
Jinks dedared his support for the motion
on themorning of thevoteand stated that
Jinks "must have been spirited away asa
result of methods of a century back”. The
author does not express an opinion, butin
my view Redmond's view is much more
credible

The author deds quite wel with the
newspaper's views on the emergence of
the Blueshirt movement in the 1930s. It
thundered against deV d erasdismissa of
Eoi nO'Duffy and accusedtheGovernment
of abandoning even the "pretence of
democracy". But thepaper madeno such
accusaions agai nst the Blueshirts. Onthe
contrary it opined:

"Its organisation is distinctly Fascist,
but its prafessions are democrdtic. It is
constitutional but it desireslargeand, as
yet,vaguechangesinthepresent system
of parliamentary government"” (p75).

The paper was disgppointed with de
Vderdsdedision to ban the Blueshirts (or
Army Comrades Assodiation to give the
official name) and contrasted thiswithhis
tolerance of the IRA. It praised the "new
hopefulness, vigour and discipline' that
the Blueshirts had brought to public life
and commented sympathetically on
O'Duffy who had:

"...outlined an ambitious scheme of
politicd reform, which seems to bein-
spiredby Signor Mussolini's great work
forltady’ (p76,ThelrishTimes, 26.8.33).

According to the author the paper
seemed to gpprove of O'Duffy's proposd
that:

"...by means of a chastened franchise
and by various methods of vocationd
representati on,to bresk thestup drigours
of the present paliamentary regime'
p76. Thelrish Times, 26.8.33).

It was ecstatic on theamal gamation of
Cumann nanGaedhed and the Blueshirts
toform FineGad:

"...the hearts of dl good citizens are
inspired with new hope and courage’
p76, Thelrish Times, 9.9.33)).

And yet, despiteFineGeel'slinkswith
fascism the newspaper in the 1930s never
tired of accusi ng deVd er aof authoritari an-
ism and comparing him with Hitler and
Mussolini.Asl pointoutinmy ownbook,
Thelrish Times never had aproblem with
authoritarianism aslong asit was not for
a Republican purpose. The newspaper
bdieved tha what the country needed
was.
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"...amanwhowill besufficiently bold
to announce definitey that he is op-
posdtoarepubic,andthat theSeorsta's
future lieswithin theframework of the
BritishCommonwedth" (p78, Thelrish
Times, 30.10.34).

Inthi sreviewer'sopinionthebook gives
anexcdlent descriptionof Thelrish Times
during the Second World War. It isoften
sadtha Thelrish Times was opposed to
censorship. But when this proposition is
examined mored osdyitturnsout thatthe
censorship it most vigorously opposed
was the State's censorship of the
newspagper's British propaganda during
the Second World War.

The author gives afascinating insight
into the Staes view of Thelrish Times
and The Irish Times's view of the Stae
during this period. The Controller of
Censorship Joseph Connolly sad this
about the new spaper:

"...Running through d| its editorids
was asuggestionthat our neutrdity was
unred and of a temporary nature. Such
phrases &s 'the temporarily safe shelter
of Eireésneutrdity' frequently gppeared"”
(p101).

ConnollywrotetodeVderadescribing
his role
"Our lines haved| beenaimed & pre-
venting publication of anything that
would inthedightest degreeimpair our
neutrdity,butitisdready evidentthatit
is going to be difficult to keep out of
‘opinions’, leaders and sub-leeders the
suggestions @) that we are not redly
neutrd , b) that we cannot continueto be
neutra, c) that we are wrong inbeng
neutrd, d) that the big mgority of the
people are opposd to the enemies of
Britain... it seems likdy that we will
have definite difficulty in the case of
catanpaperssuchas ThelrishTimesin
restraining them from tincturing dl or
most of their meterid withapro-British
tinge and, particularly in ther leading
atides, gettingthemto followastrictly
neutrd lineof argument” (p102).

Thereisno doubtthat ThelrishTimes's
view of Irdland's neutrdity persiststothe
present day among historians. However,
asManus O'Riordan has pointedoutin a
previous issue of this magazine, senior
military figuresinthelrish Army operating
aong theBorder considered the threat of
invasion from Britain more likdy than
from Germany. All the evidence suggests
that Ireland was genuindy neutrd during
theSecond WorldWar andthat herprimary
concer nwastopreserve herindependence

The newspaper continued to use “the
Army" and "the Nawy' when referring to
theBritish Army or Navy. When German
citizensleft Ireland toreturn to their own
country at the beginning of the War, The
Irish Times wondered if the "German
Government does not believe in the
permanence of Irish neutrality”.

The Censorship Board excised an Irish

Times picture of theRoyal Coat of Arms
on the old Parliament Building opposite
Trinity College Thisappeared inapicture
of aL SF (part-time Army, theforerunner
totheFCA)recruitment rd ly. Frank Aiken,
the Minister responsible for Censorship
fdt that thiswas an attempt to portray the
Irish Def encefor ces as being pro-British.

For many years The Irish Times had
incd uded memoriam notices for Irishmen
whofought for theBritishArmy under the
heading "Roll of Honour". However, it
agreed to indude death notices for the
current war under themoreneutra heading
of "Killed on Active Service with His
Britannic Majesty's Forces". However,
this did not last long and dl Irishmen
killed in the service of Britain were
included under the "Roll of Honour"
heading. The Censorship Board was
infurigted. It restricted the "Roll of
Honour" heading to desths during the
First World War, arguing that many Irish
people bedieved they were fighting for
theircountryinthat war and thel rish State
did not exist. However, it threstened to
banthe"Roll of Honour" headingevenfor
thecurrent War if Thelrish Timesdid not
change itsways.

Another cause of contention was The
Irish Times socid column. This column
was headed "Court and Personal” under
theBritish Roya Coa of Arms. Thehead
of the Censorship Board felt tha the
column:

"mergesthe Xateand its personnd in
asubordi neteway withtheBritish Court
asthough the Satewere part of thelife
and government of Britain."

The Censorship Board decided to
prohibit the Royad Coa of Arms and the
titte "Court and Personal". It also
prohi bited mentionof any foreigncitizens.
In 1945 the restrictions were lifted and
The Irish Times resumed its descriptions
of the doings of titled people But the
emblem of theRoyal Court of Armswas
not reinstated. Nor was the title "Court
and Personal”. It was replaced with the
title "Social and Personal”.

However, the Statecontinued to be 'at
daggers drawn' with the paper. Right up
until the end of the War The Irish Times
li sted Presi dent Dougl asHydeéef ter "every
hyphenated name in the country' in its
Social and Personal column. This
infuriated Frank Aiken. The State was
a so angered by the pgper's support for the
British-Soviet invasion of | ran to protect
shipping conveys. The parallels with
Britain and Irdand were obvious.

The paper's Births, Marriages and
Deaths column referred to Portlaoi ghise,
Co. Lavighiseand DunLaoghaireby their
imperid names of Maryborough, Queens
County and Kingstown.

Smyllie complained that "political

censor ship was acting under the aegis of
the Gadic League'. But the new names
were the names designated by the State,
which the newspaper gopeared not to
recognise

Of course, the censorship had its
ridiculous sideand most accounts of The
Irish Timesinthisperiod play thissidefor
laughs. Oneof thefamous stories was that
Smyllie referred to the nava attack of
British soldiersof Irish nationdity a sea
as a"boating accident”.

However, having read the author's
account of this period, this reviewer has
cometo thecontroversid concl usion that
not only Neutrdity, but dso war-time
Censorship served to reinforce the
independence of the State.

Theauthor ded sinterestingly with the
post-War period. In particular he has a
revealing anecdote about Myles na
gCopdeen. De Valea had set up the
Institute of Advanced Studies with the
participationof thedi stinguished German
physicist Erwin Schrédinger. The latter
gave alectureinwhich he sadtherewas
no logicd basis for the bdief of afirst
cause or divine cregtor. T. F. ORahilly
aso outlined his theory tha there were
two different Christian missionaries—
Palladius and Patrick—who had been
confused as one figure, St. Patrick.

By any standar dsthesewereinteresting
intdlectud developments in 1942. But
how did Myles na gCopa een respond to
them?H e condluded:

"...thefruit ofthisinstitute, therefore,
has been an effort to show thatthereare
two Saint Patricks and no Gad" (p130).

Andthat there wasarisk the Institute
"...would makeus thelaughing stock
of theworld".

In this reviewer's opinion this was an
unfunny and sma I-mindedreaction,which
contributednothingtointe lectud freedom
in the country. And yet the conventiond
view is that de Valera was the rigid
conservative and Myles na gCopal een/
HannO'Brien/BrianO'Nolanwasabroken
man whose comic genius was stifled by
Ireland's authoritarian environment!

The author also gives an intriguing
anecdoteabout Smylli€srd ationshipwith
Archbishop John Charles McQuaid.
During the Teacher's Strike of 1946
SmylliewrotetotheArchbishoptoexpress
disappointment that the Minister for
Education had not taken up the
Archbishop's offer to act as a mediator
betweentheteacher sandthe Government.

Here wehave Smyllie encouraging the
CaholicChurchtointerfereinapoliticd
matter and yet within a few years he
denounced the Church for interveningin
Nod Browne'sM otherand Child Scheme.
The author does not meke dear that The
IrishTimesfail edtosupport Nod Browne's
scheme. Its editorial denounced the



Caholic Church for intervening and thus
givingthei mpressionthat the Churchwas
running thecountry, an impression which
would not be lost on Northern Unionists.

Interestingly, when Alfred O'Rahilly
thePresident of University College, Cork,
wrote a series of artides in the weekly
Caholic paper The Sandard denouncing
ThelrishTimes, Smyllieinitidly madeno
response. It was only &fter the second
week that Smyllie commented
condescendingly by quoting from
Proverbs:

"Answer not a fool according to his
folly, lest thou dsobeliken untohim."

So, the Editor having abandoned the
fidd of battle it was left to Myles na
gCopdeen, whom O'Rahilly described as
the "court jester" of the newspaper, to
defend Smyllie's editorial line. Myles
conceded that the editorial lacked
prudence. He also conceded that the
Bishops' intervention was "perfectly
legitimate'. Hisonly objection wasthat it
should have been done "overtly'. This
egting of humblepiedidn't prevent Myles
from dismissing The Sandard as asmdll
pious weekly. To which O'Rahilly
responded that it had twicethedcirculation
of The Irish Times.

The author gives the fd seimpression
that The Irish Times opposed the inter-
party Government inthe 1951 Election. It
is true that it was critical of it, but
notwithstanding the Mother and Child
debacleand—moreseriously for Thelrish
Times—the declaration of the Republic,
The Irish Times bdieved the outgoing
government deserved another chance. T he
1954 Election was thefirst election that
The Irish Times advocated, albeit very
grudgingly, a Fianna Fail vote. This
probably reflected the fact that Alec
Newman had becomethe de facto Editor
inthelast year of Smylli€slife

Newman was probably thefirst liberd
Editor of the newspaper. Hewas also the
first Editortobe sacked by the newspaper.
Theauthor notesthat N ewman denounced
the Anglo-French occupation of the Suez
canal in 1956.

Theauthor ded scompetently withmare
recent events. There is a detailed
descriptionof ThelrishTimesTrustwhich
was set up in 1974. He dso discussesthe
"white nigger" Ietter and the other 1969
documentsre easedby theBriti shRecords
Office. However, the newspaper's
handling of the controversy in 2003 is
inadequatdy dedt with.

The author is interesting on the brief
and unsuccessful period inwhich Fergus
Pylewas Editor (1974-1977). Pylecomes
acrossasbeingavery cautiousEditorwho
was anxious to avoid controversy. The
authorgivesasan exampletheBulaMines
controversy in which the State bought a
24 pe cent stake in the company. The

newspaper got hold of an independent
vauation but sa on the story until the
Sunday Independent published it first. It
so hgppened that one of the beneficaries
of the sde was Richard Wood who dso
was a Governor of Thelrish Times Trust.
Unfortunatdy, the author does not spell
out why Thelrish Times sat on thestory.
Did, forinstance, the State pay more than
the shares were worth? Was there a
suggestion that Wood intervened to
prevent publicaion? This gopearsto have
been a controversid politicd event, but
theauthor does not spell out why.

Uncharacteristicdly, FergusPylethrew
caution to the wind on a story reveding
the existence of the Garda"Heavy Gang"”,
which used psychol ogicd tacticsto bresk
suspects' resistance to revealing inform-
ation or signing i ncriminati ngstatements.
The author notes the:

"...coincidentd fact that thepaper broke
the dory a the time that the State wes
pursuing a case againd Britain in the
European court of humen rightsover the
useof unathodaox i nterrogati on methods
in Northern Irdand” (p216).

The European Court found Britan's
"unorthodox methods" to be "inhuman
and degrading”.

But anumber of deputiesin Fine Gad
thoughtThelrishTimes'sreve ationswere
very far from being acoincidence. Gerard
Lynch TDin aspeschin Listowe sad:

"[tisnocoinci dencethat thesecharges
get prominenceinasection o the press
that hasbeentraditiondly hostiletolrish
insti tuti ons and who never ceese to a-
tack themord andpolitical standardsby
which Irish peoplelive. Netherisita
coincidence that such charges are lev-
dledwithincreasingferocity a thevery
time when the retion from which such
organswould haveustakeour standards
isontrid beforetheworl dfor ectivities
that more properly belong to Cromwe -
lian days or the era of the pitch cap for
the mere Irish. Cbvicusly the publicity
givento such dlegationsin the British
Pressand their dliesintheRepublicis
desigred to distract atention from the
Irishcasea Srashourg, andit should be
seen assuchby dl Irish people’ (p217).

Another FineGad TD, FintanCoogan,
accused thepaper of "doingthedirtywork
for John Bull".

Theauthor concludeshisbook withthe
following sentence:
"The Irish Times hes hel ped open wp
andtransformlrishsocietyandwill con-
tinuetodosofor many decadestocome’.

This book is not criticd of Thelrish
Times. Too often the author gives the
newspaper the benefit of the doubt.
However, there is much valuable
informationwhichwill givethediscerning
reader pause for thought. For readers
interested inthesubject of ThelrishTimes
thisbook is highly recommended.

Review: Fromthe Marginstothe Centre:
A History of Thelrish Timesby Dermot
James
The Woodfield Press. €45.00

The author of this book spent his
workinglifeinthecommercid depatment
of Thelrish Times. Heagppearsto havean
interest in Anglo-Irish themesjudging by
thetitlesof theother bookshe has written:
The Gore-Booths Of Lissadell; John
Hamilton Of Donegal 1800-1884: This
Reckl esslyGenerousLandl or d; and abook
he co-wrote with the title The Wickiow
World Of Elizabeth Smith 1840-1850.

He was recruited to the newspaper by
typicdly informd methods. His faher
knew someone in Helys, a printing
company that shared directors with The
Irish Timesfrom the early 1940s up until
1972when Heyswasbought by Smurfits.
George Hetherington, who was adirector
of Hdysand Thelrish Times, arangedin
1946for theyoung Dermot Jamestow ork
asone of the counter staff accepting pre-
pad advertisements.

So James's book is written from the
perspective of the insider. But thisis no
'kiss and tdl'. Nor is it the memoirs of a
disgruntledemployeewithaf ew scoresto
settle On the contrary he seems to have
been treated with nothing but kindnessin
hislong career with the paper.

The book is not without merit. The
author is rightly proud of the fact that he
unearthed a long forgotten Editor of the
newspaper James Scott (1877-1899). As
the author points out, this indicaes the
newspaper's complete lack of interest in
its own higory. Some readers will be
interested in James's descriptions of
developments in printing technology.
However, dthough the book may not be
theauthorised history of Thelrish Times,
it reads likeoneand as such ithas many of
the evasions that one has come to expect
from people associated with that

newspaper.

While the author concedes that The
Irish Times was a "Protestant and
Unionist" paper (p19) he spends alot of
timetryingto show that itwas not quiteas
Protestant or Unionist as many people
might think. For instance, he points out
tha thefirst owner Mg or Laurence Knox
was a Home Rule MP. However, this
requires some explanation. The Home
Ruleenvisagedinthe1860swasamessure
of locd autonomy, but firmly within the
Empire. It wasaplaything of Anglo-Irish
Protestants. Home Rule was compatible
with Unionism. But, as soon astheHome
Rulemovement begantoattract thesupport
of the mass of the people and advocated
greater independence, The Irish Times
reaffirmed its traditiond Unionism and
denouncedwhat theHomeRulemovement
had become under Panell. The Home
Rule movement had changed, not The
Irish Times. Mark O'Brieninhisbook has
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a pertinent quote from an editorial
od ebrating its 50th anniversary:

"Initsfifty years of exigencethelrich
Times hashad one change d ownership
and no change in policy... We have
supported every retiona movement,and
al legidation, that seemed likeytopro-
motelrd and'sprestigeandwe fareasan
integd part of the United Kingdomand
the British Empire. Honestly, and tothe
best of our ability, we have resisted
every action and every messure that
seamed to us cdculaed to injure or
retard that am" (The Irish Times,
8.6.1909).

Jamesin hisbook gives quitelong and
tedious extracts from the newspaper to
indi catethat itnoti ced Catholi cs.However,
whenitreferredto "the Church”, itaways
meant the Established Church and not the
denominationof themgjority of peopleon
theisland (p15).

It was dso completdy unaware and
uninterested in politicd deve opmentsin
theCatholicpopul ation. Theauthor quotes
from an editorid of 14th March 1864,
which indicates to this reviewer how out
of touch the newspaper was. Theeditorid
wasinresponsetoaM ember of Parliament
who accused Irdand of being"disloyal":

"Irdand isthoroughly loyd, and well
affected to the Queen and to the Royd

lineinwhich theinheritance of the Im-

perid Crown isvested. In no part of her

Mg esty's dominions is her character

more respected, or her happiness more

desired, than in her redm in Irdand.

Thoughwerardy,andbutfitfully,enjoy

theaunshine o thepresence of Mg esty,

we know and fed it is amiserable and
selfish clique which interposes its

shadow between the Sovereign and a

faithful peopl e Irishmenarer eady now,

to cortendto thedesthfor the honour of
her Mg esty andthedi gnity of her Crown,
and for theintegrity o the conditution”

(p14).

The author does not comment on this
editorid, but it is quite typicd of Irish
Times editorids from its foundation to
Irish independence and beyond. Its
conception of the Irish nation was
Protestant and loyd to the Crown. The
emerging Catholic, nationalist and
republican popul aionwasinvisibletoit.

The newspaper did, however, notice
the Catholic Archbishops denuncietion
of Charles Stewart Parnd| following the
O'Shea divorce case in 1890. The author
reproduces this statement. But hedoesn't
let us sample The Irish Times editorid,
which similarly denounced Parnéll.

Theauthor coverstheFirst World Wer
and 1916 quitewdl. Aswdl as rdevant
editorid shequotesfrom P.S. O'Hegarty,
oneof the leaders of thelrish Republican
Brotherhood, on the paper's coverage of
the 1916 Rising:

"...the army and The Irish Times
demanded blood and gotit" (p70)

Theauthor does not mention the 1918
Election or the 1919 Dail and devotes
only afew lines to the War of Independ-
ence. There is not much about the
newspaper's coverage of the first couple
of decades after independence. There is
no mention of the Blueshirtsor theJinks
affar. He does mention the paper's
oppositionto deVdera's policy of ending
the land annuities.

The author reproduces an editorid of
1st October 1938 on the Munich Peace
Agreement:

"As we thirk, two men, above and
befored| others, have been responsible
for thefact tha Eurgpe entersthemonth
of October a peaceinstead of war. Both
of themhavenothesi tated tomakeheavy
sacrifices for the sake of those meny
millionsof innocentlives... Oneo them
is Neville Chamberlan; the other, Ed-
ward Benes..."

Interestingly, dthough the newspaper
had spotted thesignificanceof theded, in
paticular the control Hitler obtained of
thearmamentsindustry, it wasremarkably
sympatheticto Benes's capitul ation:

"From the moment when Herr Hitler
spokea Nuremberg theissueweas d ear.
Therightsand wrongs of the Sudeten
Germans' case against Czechoslovakia
did not metter. What did metter wasthe
fact that Germany possessed themi ghti -
est armamentsintheworld; that i tsleeder
had set hisheart on acertain dbject, and
that he was determined to go to any
lengthsto secureit...

"What sha | we say of President Benes
forwhomtheheart of humanity i sbleed-
ing today? Since the crisis began, Ed-
ward Beneshasbeen subj ectedtounpar-
dldedprovacation.Hehasbeenreviled
and abused in the coarsest and vilest
terms not only by Herr Hitler and Field-
Marshd | Goering, but dsobythewhole
controlled Pressof Germany, which has
depicted this vadiant and high minded
statesman asacunning crimind, seek-
ing to embroil theworld in asuicida
war. Hehardly could have been blamed
by history if he had given way to the
popua clamour andled hisnationto an
epicfae but Edward Benes hasa con-
scienceand no man... has deserved bet-
ter of mankind' (p112).

Could this have been an example of
internationd solidarity anong Freemasons
(Smyllieand Benes)!?

Theauthor deal sless comprehensivey
than Mak O'Brien with the issue of war
time Censorship, but does look a the
controversy between Churchill and de
Vderadter the war.

This reviewer found the author's
handlingof theFethard on Seacontroversy
of 1957 curious. This was a boycott of
Protestant businesses following the
abduction by aMs Cloney of her children

toBdfast because of her husband'srefusd
to bring up their children as Protestants.
James claims that the boycott was
instigated by locd dergy rather thanby a
"number of women" as reported by The
Irish Timesa the time. He doesn't givea
ref erence for thisdthough it gppearsthat
this was the view of Hubert Butler. Nor
does James mention an &ffidavit from Mr.
Cloney daming that, when he searched
for his children in Belfast he was
goproached by his wifes barrister who
told him that his two children would be
brought up in the Protestant faith and that
heconsider changing hisown religion.

If local dergy instigated theboycaott, it
isextremdy unlikey that it wasdl locd
cergy because The Irish Timesreported
that al ocd priest advisedaCatholictescher
who had been working in a Protestant
school to return to work and ignore the
boycott.

M ost curi ousi sthefol | owi ngcomment
by James:

"When the Taoiseach, Eamon de
Védera was asked to intervene, he was
unabl etodo so butdescri bed theboycott
&s'ill-conceived, ill-cond dered and fu-
tilefor the purposefor which it ssemsto
have been intended™ (p150).

Itisdifficulttoknowwhat Jameswoul d
consider as an intervention! De Vdera
made a public staement on the matter,
which waswelcomed by Thelrish Times,
whereas Fine Gad remained silent. What
moredoesJamesexpect of deVadera? The
Irish Times's editorid & thetime sad:

"We welcome de Vd ea's atitude to
theboycott of Protestantsi n Fethard-on-
Sea...Hespesksfor dl hanourablemen
insaying thatitisunjusttoconfoundthe
innocent with the guilty' (The Irish
Times, 5.4.57).

Theauthor is very disgppointingon the
setting up of The Irish Times Trust in
1974. He quotes extensively from the
business editor of the time, Andrew
Whittaker and from Conor Brady's book
on theworkings of the Trust. But thereis
precious little from the author himsdf
whowasmuchclosertotheaction.Dermot
James was secretary of The lrish Times
from 1974 andsecretary of ThelrishTimes
Trust from 1978 and yet hehasvery little
of his own to say about them and their
workings.

Anirritating aspect of thisbook istha
theauthor seems proud of thefact that he
knows far more than he is telling.
Commenting on the Articles of
Association or Congtitution of the
Company he says:

"...it isinteresting tha while the ar-
tides specificdly state tha directors
undertake to 'doserve strict secrecy re-
specting dl transactions of the com-
pany' no such rule gpplies to the com-
pany secretary” (p216).



While discretion can be considered a
virtuein ahuman being, itisaviceina
writer and asour ce of endlessfrustretion
for thelong-suffering reader.

Needless to say James doesn't even
mention the "white nigger” |etter or the
subsequent controversy. Thereis not the
slightest criticism of Mgor McDowdl or
his role in running the paper. There are
numerous pictures of Mg or McDowdl in
the book, but not one has him sporting a
monod e, which this reviewer gathersis
no longer the image which the Mgor
wishes to present.

In condusion thisbook isnot without
interest. But while Mark O'Brien can be
accused of not being sufficiently criticd
of the newspaper this does not capturethe
essence of James's book. Dermot James's
work is not so much adescription of The
Irish Times as it has been since 1859 but
rather a faithful exposition of how The
Irish Timeswould like to be perceived.

It should be read with tha caveat in
mind.

John Martin
|

GAZA NOTES concluded

Oliver Donoghuepublished a pro-lsrad
|etterinthe Irish Times on 7th January.
Heisaf ormer | eading Sti ckie(or gani ser
of the "Industrial Section", the unit set
up to teke over the Trade Unionsinthe
1970s-80s). Donoghoe retired from the
ICTU,wherehewastheseniorindustrid
officer, in 2008, but still works on a
consultancy basis. He maried shortly
before he retired, and the best man's
speech was by Harris. Can it redly be
true tha the old WP/Harris network
continuestofunctioninthe TradeUnion
movement?

TradeUnion Friends Of Palestinehdd
ajoint meeting in Liberty Hdl on 7th
January to launch a campaign of
sanctionsand boycotton Israel. Chaired
by Philip O'Connor of IPSC, it was
addressedby JackO'Connor (Gen.Pres.
SIPTU), Michad Mulcahy TD (Fianna
Fail), Brendan Archibald (former
MANDATE officid who had organised
theDunnesStrikeagaint SouthAfricain
the1980s),DavidLandy (TCD academic
—who coordinaed the letter by 148
academics across Ireland calling for EU
sanctions against Israel), and Shane
Cullen (awdl-known artist, who cdled
for cultura sanctions).

Tony Gregory did a find post-mortem
sarvice for the oppressed a his well-
atended Dublin funeral on 7th January.
His brother called for dl to remember
the Pdestinian people under current
onslaught, adding that Tony if dive
would have stood shoulder to shoul der
with them. The audience of several
thousand burst intolong applause The
ceremony was de rigeur for politicd
leeders: Cowen and Martin (among
others) were in atendance.

esahora*

STRANGE TRAGEDY oFF SouTH CoAsT

Before Christmas there was precious
little media coverage of an incident that
occurredoff thecoast of Cork thatinvol ved
one fatdity. With the exception of the
Evening Echo and | ocal papers, itwas off
the nationd radar As there was a huge
rescue effort involved, it makes the
incidentdl themoreintriguing.NineSwiss
menwithther Irishhost, Michad McGill,
who owns Coney Island, left the Colla
pier near Schull in a16-foot punt for an
800yardtrip. It wasafter 11.30 p.m. and
weather conditions were described as
"atrocious"', with "galeforce eight winds
and high seas'.

Theten men, it has sincebeen reported
werew earingdivingsuits(highly unusud
and this aspect has since been shrouded in
secrecy and rumour) but dl are agreed
that they had enginefailureand then tried
using an auxiliary engine but dlegedly
thiswas not strong enough for them to be
takento Coney | sland. It gets murky here
as to wha happened next. Some say a
wave overturned their boa and one man
swamto Long Island where heraised the
damat 1.45a.m. Wha isnot in doubt is
that a huge rescue operation began with

up to

P "60 peop e from Schull Inshare Res-
cueBoat, Castl etownbereand Ba timore
RNL | stati onsandcoastguard uritsfrom
Goleen, and ToeHead shortly before 2
am. The nire other men hdd onto the
boa and eght of them were washed
ashoreon Longisland. Thebody of the
62 year old man was found shortly be-
fore3.30am."

The men were found shivering inside
intwooldhousesandw eretakentoBantry
Hospitd where they were discharged the
following morning. The dead man was
broughttoCark Uni versity Hospitd where
a post-mortem was hdd. But hereis the
kick. The gardai took the unusud step of
notreleasingthenameof the dead man or
any further detail s about him. They stated
tha badly (afirstin my opinion) asit is
mandatory for the Stateto name thedead
where thenameisknown and therewasa
tota acceptancethat they knew thename
anditwasnot suppresseduntil therd atives
wereinformed ether. All very oddindeed.

But thenext jarring note was sounded
whenmember sof theSchull InshoreCom-
munity Rescue crew brought ashore the
punt. Bearing in mind thiswas supposed
to have overturned, it was with dishdief
that the front-page of the Evening Echo
(Friday, 5th December 2008) pictured a
perfectly turnedout puntwithal themen's
bags, a petrol can, the white outboard
engine and the anchor all nicdy nesting
inside with no evidence of it having
capsized.

*It Is Time

There is a bdief tha there was some
kind of operation going on, bearing in
mind that Schull and its environs have
some pretty big heavy hitters sometimes
inresidencenearby. SirAnthony O'Rellly
hasacompoundinGlandore, Peter Suther-
landhas apadinGoleen. Thereisahistory
of deathby accidental lydrowninginthese
waters. Oneonly hasto remember thetop
business-man Bernie Cahill, who fdl of f
the pier in Schull one night, and then of
course there was the shocking drowning
of former MarineMinister HugeCoveney,
oneof the Captainsand theK ingsof Cork,
who fell off the diff in Robert's Cove
tryingto save his dogit wassaid.

BARNARDOS

Barnardos is an English children's
charity which has launched itsdf into
Ireland in the last few years. It has an
intensemediapresence. Thisisbecause it
carriessubstantia advertisementsdailyin
the nationd media, the Irish Times, the
Daily Mail, the Irish Examiner and
probably the Irish Independent. Its Chief
Executive is former Labour handler and
media spinmeister Fergus Finlay, who
aso has a weekly column in the Irish
Examiner. It dso acts as an advocacy
group pressuring the Government into
bringing aChildren's Rights Referendum
to the Irish people. They dam that our
current Constitution doesn't protect them
enough, instead giving primacy to the
family unit—which liberds want to see
abolished.

But therei sd ready sufficient | egislaion
enacted to protect out children. The
Childcare Act, 2001—allows "health
boards extra powerstointervene in cases
of suspected abuse. It also includes
statutory duties to deliver support
services' (Irish Times, 2.1.2009).

Any story, in this casethe Roscommon
scandal—about which | feel hugely
uncomfortable writing anything as there
has been such mediahysteria (amother of
six children wasjailed for seven yearsfor
acata ogueof dbuse)—i mmedi atd ybrings
out the cdls from interested parties for
sweeping changes—not d l owing acooling
down period of reflection first. The
interested parties that 1 mention are of
course various groups like Barnardos and
thelegal prof ession—al with something
to ganif one has to be truthful.

It has to be said that Barnados is
sometimesisgivencredittowhichitisnot
entitled. Inthe Evening Echo (19.1.2009)
therewas anews piecedeclaring 'Barnar-
dosopen new kid'scentre . We weretold
that the Minister for Education Batt
O'Keeffeopenedthe”BarnardosBrighter
FuturesCentreinKnocknaheenyofficially
this morning" and that 97 children had
passed through its doors since it opened
last April. "Brighter Futures' offers a
"widevariety of servicesinduding a pre-
birthgroupfor expectant mother s,aparent
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and toddler group which teaches parents
to get the best from their child's
devel opment, an early years service and
aprés-school service". Next day therewas
amost a full page aticle on 'New €2.9
millionchildren'scentreofficiall yopened'.
There was a photo of four lovey children
and one of Bat and Fergus with their
hands painted bright green and blue
respectively.

But who provided the money? There
was a smdl due above the children's
photo—'Bar nardos and Bon Secours
Bring Fun'. Within thetext of the article
we were informed that the €2.9 million
funding "wasprovided by privatedonors,
the Bon Secours Foundation, The Equal
Opportunities Childcare Programme,
Department of Environment and local
government”. So there was no funding
from the source who was claiming
ownership—Barnardos. And inthe Cork
Independent (22.1.2009), there wasa photo
of thecutting of theribbon ceremony, this
time indusive of a Bon Secours nun—
Sister Margaret Mary Handfin.

Private Eye, the English satirical
magazine, in issue No. 1225, 12-25th
December 2008, carriedapieceonEnglish
Banardos. Matin Naey, head of the
charity there, rightly attracted strong
criticism for suggesting "that had Baby P
not beenkilled, hi sbackground suggested
hemay have grown up to become “ feral,
aparasite helpingtoinfestour stregts”..."
MPs accused him of being "insensitive
and provocative" for using the case of a
child who had died &f ter months of abuse
toillustraetheneed to tackl e poverty and
deprivation.

Whét they didn'tmention wastha only
eight days earlier, Narey had been
spearheading a Barnardo's campaign to,
er, stop branding children as "vermin",
"animals"’ or as "feral".

As Private Eye commented, Narey in
his labelling of Baby P was "clearly
reverting to his previous incarnation as
head of the Prison Service".

THE CATHOLIC CHURCH

Nosooner had theRoscommonwoman
been jaled than the media went into
metdown. Wha has followed had been
one of the steepest learning curves for
thoseof usw ho seek toanal yseour soci ety
with some precision and darity. Such
precepts were sadly lacking in nearly dl
of the reporting that followed. From Day
Onethechorus of themost vitriolic abuse
was against the Caholic Church. The
Irish Times (22.1.2009) kicked off with
front page reportage tha "Court told of
support for incest mother by Catholic
group”. Readingthetext of theartide, this
turned into "a Catholic right-wing
organisation"—which eventudly boiled
down into just one person, a "woman
called MinaBean Ui Chroibin".

By the next day, the Irish Times

(2.1.2009) accepted tha only thatwoman
was mentioned in court and there was no
right-wing group involved, though the
paper again tried it on, saying "she is
known" to various anti-abortion groups).

Though admitting tha shewas now an
elderly woman, the intrepid reporters
rushed off to battle, besieging the home of
the poor woman, trying to get in. Their
front-line reports noted:

"Though an dderly women could be
seen through net curtairs in the fla-roof
housead; oi ningthepod-offi ce therewas
no answer to calls In the post office
entrance area was an “Unsung Hero”
certificate avarded to Bean Ui Chroibin
in 2006 by then Lord Mayor of Dublin
CetherineByrne Itwas gven, itsaid, for:
“Having demonstrated dedication as an
active citizen through your participetion
and effort... Thank you on behdf of dl
the peopleof Dublin”."

How dare these peopl e hound this poor
woman? Why didn't Editor Geraldine
Kennedy intervene in disgust to stop such
harassment by her employees?

One notices, though, that as a fdlow
former PD member with a Fine Gad
background hersdf Madam was careful
enough about identifying the party to
whichCatherineByrnebd onged. Ifithad
been Fianna Fall, there wouldn't have
been such reticence——non?

Inother papersit wasthewomen columnigs
who were worst in the avowedly sectarian
outrage againg the Cathadic Church. Regina
Lavel le(who she?) screamed, " Thosechil dren
were let down by the Church as much as by
thar mother". Nowhereis there any mention
of a father or fathers letting their children
down. One wonders how Lavelle came to
overl coktheforcesi nsocietywhi chhavebeen
breaking down family structure— astructure
which obviously was absentin Roscommon.
Perhaps itisbecause sheis one of those kick-
ingdown such institutions

ThelrishDailyMail(23.1.2009) carriedher
article, and a two-page spread as well, with
ever more|urid headlines. Therewas also an
archive picture of Mine Bean Ui Cribin (dc¢)
with the red-lined title 'The Fanatic'. Politi-
cianslikeAlan Shatter wereurgi ngimmediate
inquiries. Another woman col umnist for the
Irish Daily Mail likenedthe story tothe 'house
of horrors inAustriaand call edforachangeto
the Constitution. She—Aileen O'Meara—
quoted the opinion of alegal expert, Geoffrey
Shannon, that parentshad " soverei gn domin-
ion over their children". So what does the
Congitutionreal ly say aboutthisissue:

Artide42.1."...itistheduty of parents
to provide, according to their means, for
the rdigious and mord, intdlectud,
phydcd and socid education of ther
children.

"Artide425.".. theSaeasguardian
of the common good, by appropriae
meeans, sha | endeavourtosuppy theplace
of the parents, but dwayswith dueregard
for thenaturd and i mprescriptiblerights
of thechild."

By thefollowing day, (24.1.2009) that
paper had anothertwo-pagespread headed,

Betrayal of AnnLovett by Susan O'Keeffe
with ahuge picture of the statue of Our
Lady in Granad, Co. Longford. Going
back tothedeathof theyounggirl in1984,
O'Keeffe ranted aout
"thehypacri sy thet preventsusscreaming
fromtherooftopsto rid ourselves of this
ghastly church with itsghastly waysthat
long ago lost its right to be enshrined in
our corstitution, influence our politics
and run our schools."

But wha have young girls got out of
this new dispensation, created by the
liberds. TheMaer Hospitd re eased data
over Christmas(14.12.2008) showingthat
the binge-drinking culture of our youth
was impacting seriously on their health.
TheCentrefor Liver Diseaseat theMeter
stated tha younger and younger patients
were turning up for treetment and "one 18
year old female had end-stage liver
disease'. Sexud infections (no longer
diseases) are growing among teenagers,
aswd | as suicides. Contemporary Ireland
isnosafe havenfor ouryoung, but bashing
the Church has becomethe new templae
for modernity.

And it is strangethat aleading Church-
man himsdf is leading the affray. Step
forth Archbishop Diarmuid Martin. Teke
your bow becauseyouhavewd | earnedit.
If the lesked reports from Rome are true
and you aresoon to beout of here, it can't
comequickly enough. You area disgrace
and acoward. When someone needed to
say stop, you certainly didnt do so. You
have blackguarded the very Church and
its members you were committed to
protecting. It findly took a layman—
Richard Waghorne to say what everyone
knew. It was

"open season for the nationd sport of

Church-bashing... There comes apant

when awillingnessto attack Catholicism
onwhaever pretextisto hand shadesinto
something d screditable. We dorit know
why the courts left the Roscommon
childrenwiththeir abud vemotherin2000
or why the HSE [Health Services
Authority] did not gpped the decision.

But wedoknowthat thosedeci sionswere

mede by the ams of the Sate not the

Church. To blame the later anyway is

another sign of out-of-control anti-

Catholicism’ (Ir. Daly Mail, 24.1.2009.)

In a published Ietter, the Irish Times

had areader from Surrey write

"...the time has come for indvidud
priestsand peopletodepart fromthelrish
RCChurch,not merely asindividuds, but
as organi sed groups.

"We have fine, home-grown, pairiotic,
well-run, democréic, theologically
modern Irish Christian churches such as
the Church of Ird and, the Presbyterians,
Methodists and the newer evangdica
churches avail bleas dternatives'.

The Archbishop's
degfening........ and telling.
JulianneHerlihy

silence is



Historians
Keogh And Whitaker

Dermot Keogh's long, rambling,
hagiographica apologiafor Jack Lynch
comesclosetobreakingdownat onepoint
under the weight of the hostile evidence
even as presented by Professor K eogh
himsdf:

"Lynchwasunder great pressureinmid-
August 1969 to provide a vigorous
response to the British. His pubdic
diplanecy straegy was huriedly put
together and was, in part, ill-judged. It
was strident and confrontationd and a
vari ancewiththeconvertiond dipl ometic
policy subsequently adopted.

"Lynchfourditvery difficulttohd dthe
different strands within his Government
together” (p186).

And of course he failed utterly to hold
it together. Indeed hefailed catastrophic-
ally. He ended up prosecuting on a
spurious crimind chargeone of the most
ableMini stersinhisGovernment, Charles
Haughey; fearing to prosecute another,
Nel Blaney, agai nst whom a much more
credible body of evidence could be
assembled than against Haughey; and
losing athird, Boland, who just walked
away from himin disgust.

It isthebusiness of aPrimeMinisterin
aPaliamentary systemtoholdtogetherin
Government representatives of the mgor
strands of hisParty. Party politics never
ceases to opeae in the Paliamentary
system. TheAmericanPresidenttakeshis
Ministers from where he plesses—from
anywhere except thelLegislaure. He has
no rivas in his Government. The Prime
Minister must tekehis Ministersfrom the
Legislaure and theref ore they aredl his
rivas, inprincipled least. ThePresident
hasfreeExecutiveauthority forfour yeers.
Congress may obstruct him up to a point
but itcannot replacehim, as, for example,
theCommonsreplaced AsquithwithLloyd
George and the Dail replaced Haughey
with Reynolds, and later replaced Rey-
nolds with the Leader of the Opposition,
Bruton. Thepoliticd skillsrequiredof the
Taoiseach are different in kind from
Presidentid skills.

Dublinjourndistswho turnto writing
history with a world view apparently
formed in a Kindergaten (e g. Stephen
Coalling seem to be shocked when they
find tha Lynch's Cabinet was not char-
acterised by monolithicuniformity. And
then dl they can see inthepolitics of 1970
ispersond power strugglesbetweenLynch
andhiscolleagues—or, rather, permanent
scheming by Lynch's colleagues to
overthrow him, and to manoeuvreagainst
eech other while doing so—because the
commentators have reduced Lynch to a
kind of plaster saint who would never do
anything so vulgar as struggle for power.

continued

Riva ry amongst col | eeguesin Govern-
ment shoul dbeassumedtobepermanently
operative a varyinglevel sof intensity, in
the Parliamentary system. That shouldbe
presumed to be thecase, even when there
islittleevidenceof it, becauseitisthe case
inprinciple.

Theevidenceisthat rivary of thiskind
wasa avery low leve of intensityin Dall
politicsin 1969-70.

Blaney and Haughey ran the election
campaign for Lynch in mid-June 1969,
only two months before the North went
into flux. Both had stood down in his
favour when Lemass retired two years
earlier. When Colley contestedthel eader -
ship against Lynch Boland supported
Lynch. ThesurvivingParty founders were
not happy with the development. Aiken
supported Colley, and MacEnteethought
Lemass's retirement was irresponsible

Lynch had the active support of the
most able of the new generation of the
Paty. And thereisno evidence, beyond
the general presumption that
Parliamentary colleagues are ipso facto
rivas, that they set aout trying to replace
him only two months &fter winning the
Electionfor himand at atimewhen hewas
very popular inthe country.

Less than ayear dfter that Election he
purged them all. They weretoo much for
him to hold together. After the purge he
was| eft withthereserves, theminortd ents
But heeven had trouble with those

Why did he find it too difficult to hold
themgor figures of the party together in
the Government? What was the pressure
tha made him dowhat hedid? Weasita
pressuref romoutsi de, or wer ethedifferent
strandsthat hecould not hold together dll
present within himsdf?

Hemay have beenadevil onthehurling
fidd, but it ssems that as Taoiseach he
wasw eak, indedi siveanduncomprehend-
ing, pulled this way and that by his own
impul ses, and without even enough
understanding of the Ul ster Protestantsto
know what he saidtotheminanice tone
of voice was certan to outrage them.

The plaster-saint figure presented by
Keogh is not credible—not in a leader
acceptable to Fianna Fal. In Fine Gad
perhaps—for all | know, EndaKenny is
what heseems. But itcould hardly betha
somebody who was in Fianna Fail for so
long—even though he entered it
accidentdly—and had risen steadily in
thehierarchy until hebecame Taoiseach,
should be entirdy empty-headed, or a
pureand simplecareerist. Hewould have
been found out. So it must be assumed
that theconfli ctingtendenciesontheNorth
whichalwayscharacterised FiannaFal—
andwhichspilledover toLabour andFine

Geel too under Fianna Fail hegemony—
were presentin Jack Lynchtoo. And the
speeches he continued to make on the
North long after the purge were more
destructive—assuming the object was to
gopeasethe Protestant community—than
any speech of Haughey'sthat | ever saw.

The most interesting thingin Keogh's
book isthereve eion tha Lynch's mentor
in1969-70wastheblessed T.K. Whitaker,
whose Memos to Lynch are quoted &
length and go some way towards
expla ningwhy Lynch'smindbecamesuch
amorass. Thefollowingarefromextracts
given by Keogh of a Memorandum on
Northern policy written by Whitaker in
November 1968 (just a month after the
Civil Rights movement took off on the

streets of Derry):
"Long since, we abandoned force as a

meansof undoi ng Partition,andrightly so
because (1) theuseof f orceto overcome
Northern Unionists woud acoentuate
rather than remove basi c differences and
(2) itwould not be militarily possiblein
any event. We were, theref ore, | ft only
one choice, apolicy of seeking unity in
Ird and by agreement in Ird and between
Irishmen. Of itsnaturethisisalang-term
policy requiring patience, understand ng
andforbearance andresol uteresi stanceto
emotiondism and opportunism. This is
thepolicy followedby Mr. Lemess... and
it underlines the cortacts made by him
and by thepresent Taoi ssachwithCaptan
O'Nell...

"Defacto a any rate,wehaverecogn sed
that Northern Ird and is a present part of
the UK and that the Government of N.
Irdland exercises responghility there to
the extent of the devol ution granted by
Westminder...

"TheBritih arenot Hame ess, asfar as
the origins of Partiti on are concerned, but
netherarethey whollytoblame. Nobody
can reed the history of the past century in
thesei slandswithout someunderstand ng
of thedeep, complex and powerful forces
which went into themaking of Partition.
It ismuchtoonavetobdievethat Britain
simply imposd it on Irdand. For the
Northern Unionists the main motive
bind ngthemtothe UK isfear rather then
|oydty—fear of |0ss of power, property,
privilegeand evenrd igiousindependence
if they weresubject toaDubli nParl iament.
They are also congtious (as are many
Nationdists too) of superior financid
advantage, in terms of agricultural
subddies, sodd srvices, etc. of being
part of the UK rather thanan i ndependent
dominion or part of Irdand receiving no
annud subvention fromWestminster...

"Wehaved ready drawvnthe conclusion
that dl wecan expect from theBritishis
a benevolent reutrdity—that no British
interest will be interposed to prevent the
re-unification of Irdand when Irishmen
Northand South havereached agreement.
This of itsdf, will becold confort if we
cannot, in addition, achieve a good
“marriage setlement—, in theform of a
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tepering-off over al ong period of present
Britishsubsid sationof Northern Ird and.
Otherwise, we in the South will be
imposing on oursdves a formidable
burden which many of our own citizens,
however strongthe rdesirefor Irishunity,
may findi ntolerabl e Wecannat lay certan
socid ills in the North a the door of
Partiti on without acknowledging (at 1 esst
inprivae)that conditionsfor Catholicsin
N.I. wouldbefar worseif Partition were
abolished overnight...

"The concern arousd [in Britain by
evidenceof discriminaion etc] israther
about thei mageof Britainandtheresction
will beto hestentherightingof socid and
politicd injusticein thelocd jurisdction.
TheBritish merdy wantto clean up what
they regard asan unpresentabl eback yard.

"...Wemust treat d | Briti shmanoeuvres
inrdationto N.l.asbenginspred by (1)
short-termpolitica party motives and(2)
the longer-term desideratum of desaning
up a“back-yard” which gives Britain a
bad imegeintheeyes o thewarld... We
shou d bemogt careful ... never to gopear
to suggest totheBritishthet N.I. couldbe
brought to hed by financid sanctiors,
such as the reduction, or withdrawa of
present grantsand stbsides. ..

"We, for our part, remain dedicated to
theided of aunited Ird and. Weneed not
torment cursd vesby thethought that Mr.
O'Néll'spolicy might succeed, that even
NorthernNationdi gswould someday be
seduced, by the elimination of
discrimirtion... into becoming happy
citizens of a N.I. within the UK. We
shoud rather remind ourse ves how Mr.
O'Néll's policy, besides being best for
our Natiordi st brethren in the shart-run,
is the most likdy to loosen the roots of
Patition...

"So fa as Patition (and Northern
“loydty” to the UK) rest on fea, the
grounds for this will be progressvey
removed by the growing prosperity of
bothparts of Ird and, the gpproach to full
employment and satifaction of housng
needs, the disgppearance, in other wards,
of theroot causes of discrimination. All
the modern trends are towards
liberdisgtion, towards grester concern
withhumanri ghtsand cond tions towards
| ooserregiond pditical groupi ng towards
greater tolerance (or indifference) in
rdigiousmatters. Thereisasoagrowing
desire, even withinthe UK., for greater
locd autoromy and thereis little doubt
that the N.I. Government envies our
distinctivestatehood...

"Our minds shoud be open to explare
dl kinds of possihilities, confederation,
federation, external association,
condominium, the Bend ux arrangement,
the politica integration principles of the
EEC. Thefinand d subsidisationprobem
is only one of the ressors why a very
specid formulamay haveto befound. It
need not involve any surrender of our
present independence. From the
standpoint of Nath-Southrdaionsitis
unfortunate that our 1937 Constitution

gopears to clam for Dublin such a
premature and dogmétic right, without
reservationsasto form, to rulethewhole
of Irdand. Butthereis nothingwe can do
about thi's, in present ¢ircumstances.

"...Forcewill get usnowhere... Reying
on Britaintoend Patitionisd o futile...
Tryingtoget Britaintoput pressureonthe
N.I. Government will pay no dividends
politicdly... Thereis, in fact, no vdid
dternaiveto thepolicy of “agreement in
Irdand between Irishmen”; any other
policy risks cregting a degper and more
red partition than has ever existed inthe
past. Wewerein real danger that such a
partition coud be created during the IRA
rads [in 1956 campaign]” (in Keogh,
p140-145).

Tha was dated the 11th of November
1968. Then:

"WhileLynchassi milated the Whitaker
memorandum, Craig announced a one-
month ban on dl marches. On 16
November 15,000 peope from a broed
front of nationdi stgroupsdefied theban. ...
On 22 Novembe the Government of
Northern Ireland issued a five-point
programmefor reform... On 30Novem+
ber there was a confrontation between
loydists and dvil rights marchers in
Armagh. lan Paisley wassent to jail for
threemonths far unlawful assembly... In
an effort to stemthe spread of protest, on
9 December O'Nélll medeadirect gpped
ontdevigon... sayingthat “Ulster 2ands
a the cossoads’... Cathdic leeders
recaved the speech very favourably.
O'Nell sacked Craig on 11 December...
Onfoa of suchdecisive action, Whitaker
wroteanoteof congratul aiontoONeill ...
Much depended on the future course of
eventsinNathernlrd andandonONeill's
ability to win support for compromise.
TheFHannaFal ard-fheiswashdd at the
end of January, a week after the
Government had celebrated the 50th
anniversary of the founding of Dail
Eireann. Lynch...warnedagai nstchange
that was besed on “ideologies which are
a;ahematothelrish peode’ ..." (p147-
8).

It emergesfrom thememoirs of Maire
MacSwiney, thedaughter of Terenceand
Murid MacSwiney, who had something
of anoutsider'sview of Irish affairs as she
had been brought up as German by her
mother until the early 1930s, that there
werenoGovernment planstocommemor-
atethefoundingof theD all until sheasked
Lynch about it. For dl the tak about
democracy,thel916 Rising—notthe1918
El ection—was taken to be the founding
event.

In fact, we had prepared for the 50th
anniversary even though the Government
forgot, and because of us there was a
stirring event inthelifeof thecapitd. We
too were outsiders in that we brought
"ideol ogies which areanathema” intothe
lifeof thepeople. W eset out toshoww hat
amockery the Democr atic Programme of
1919 hadbecome. An eventwasorgani sed

by thel aeDeni sDennehy and Pat Murphy.
Dennehy got himsdf arrestedfor squatting
in an empty 'Georgian' property, in order
to make an issue of the dire housing
situation in Dublin. Then heensured that
his arrest led to conviction and
imprisonment. And, inprison hewent on
hunger strike, timing it so tha the crisis
would be near on the date of the 50th
anniversary. Nationdist reflexes were
stimulated and were brought to bear on a
socid issue. Dublin went into uproar.
Nostagia was dispedled from the 50th
anniversary event at the Mansion House
The government was nonplussed, and
dements of dvil society, with Jesuits
prominent amongthem,cametoitsrescue.
And the "ideol ogy which was anathema"
was suddenly out and about in the papers
andtheradio.

Tha wasw hat preoccupied D ublinand
Cork six months bef ore the North went
intoflux. BICO, in conjunctionwith the
remarkabl e student movement cdled the
Inter nati onali sts,challengedtheCol dWar
mindset head-on and it retreated.
Bolshevism was in thear. Judges were
denounced in theown Courts and war ned
that they would meet with revolutionary
justice. And mog politicians|ost track of
what was going on in the North until it
exploded on them in August. They hed
their General Election in June 1969 and
went on long holidays while Northern
Ireland was being detonated. And then
Lynch had to rush back from holiday and
do something. Thehdf-baked notions of
Whiteker's Memo were of no use to him.

I wasinvolvedwith D ennisDennehyin
theeventsin Dublin. | refused to takeany
part in the agitation in the North, which
seemed to me to be a pursuit of illusion.
Themaster-minds of the sd f-consciously
revolutionary strainintheagitaion put it
to metha theagitation had either brought
about arevolutionary situaion (that was
in the Spring of 1969) or woulddo sovery
soon. | was scepticad about whether that
would happen, but asked what would be
doneifitdid. What concel vablerevol ution
would then beon thecards? The nearest
thing to an answer | could get was on the
lines of Lenin's quote from Napoleon:
First you engage, and then you see wha
can be done. Tha wasfinefor Leninand
Napoleon, wheretheaimwasclear anddl
that was doubtful was the means of
achieving it. But, supposing the North
was thrown into flux by intensifying the
Civil Rights agitation, wha could happen
intheflux except an intensificeation of the
conflict of the two communities?

When thesituationdetonatedin A ugust
| played a very smdl pat in defending
Weg Belfast, and published the Two
Nations view in September, which Lynch
rgected in October. The revolutionary
master-minds, having played a part in
causing theexplosion, retreated to sefety.



Whitaker's description of theNorth, or
of Partition, (hetook thetwo tobe one, but
they werenot), touches onredity hereand
there at atangent, but misses, or avoids,
theessentid thing.

In those days there was learned, or a
| esst hi gh-f d uti ng, di scussionof theword
"essence’ inthe"revol utionaryMarxism'
of theNew L &ft Review, whichcametome
viaProfessor The Lord Bew. There was,
as | recall, atheoreticd devidion cdled
"essentialism’, but | forget what it was.
And, if you took thekernel out of thenut,
woulditstill beanut: that conundrumwas
pondered over. Tha was what Marxism
had become, and it put me right off .

It seems to me tha there were two
essentid things about theNorth. Thefirst
wastha thetwocommuniti eswere netion-
dly distinct from each other. Thesecond
wasthat Northern Irdand was not astate,
ether developed or potentid, but apart of
theBritish Sateexd uded fromthepolitica
life of the British State.

If the two communities were not
nationdly distinct, but were parts of a
generd Irish nation, between whichthere
weresomepolitica diff erences connected
with locd vested interests, then it would
bearealisticpolicytodleviaethe conflict
of vested interests, so that theunderlying
unity of nationa sentiment might exert its
influence. T hatiswhat W hitaker assumed
to be thecase (or pretended to).

| couldseenotraceof nationd sentiment
at all that was common to the two
communities. When common traitswere
pointed out to me, they indicated no more
than theinfluence of English or American
culture on both.

Now, if thecultureof Protestant Ul ster
induded nothing that responded to the
gppeal of Irish naiondity, and you then
told theUlster Protestantsthat they were
neverthd ess adisobedient part of an Irish
nation, what youdid was merely antagon-
isethem. And, evenif themater appeared
to bedoubtful, the prudent thing would be
togivethebenefit of doubt tothedifference
and leave it to them to disagree if they
would.

And, ifit was the case that twohundred
years ago there was an Irish naiondist
strainin Protestant Ul ster, thething to do
was to show what happened to it, rather
than to beat them over the head with it.

However,if itwasthecasethat practica
politicsin the South madeit necessary for
leadersto assert that therewas acommon
Irish nation at every turn, and that the
Ulster Protestants had no right to opt out
ofit, and iff orcibleunificationwas off the
agenda, thebest thing wasto do nothing,
as far as that was possible.  Unity by
agreement was pie-in-the-sky if youwere
compelled to &front the other party every
time you opened your mouth.

It seemed to me tha if one's primary
concern was to establish some kind of
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Gaza: An RTE Complaint

Thefollowingletter, dated 19th January 2009,
was sent toRTE Radio’s Morning | reland programme

I writetoprotest at theunbal anced coverageof thelsrad i assault on Gazathat occurred
inthismorning’s edition of Morning Ireland (Monday January 19th 2009, RTE Radio
1). Y our correspondent John Murray interviewed thel sraeli Miniger for Education and
was so poorly prepared for the interview that he effectivdy gave an apologist for
genocide afree run on primetime Irishradio.

Mr Murray had one basic point to put to theMinister: that the military action of the
last sixteen days which had led to the deaths of at least tweve hundred people had
achieved nothing since Hamas were still in power and probably more popular than
before. That point was insufficient to maintain a bdance in the broadcast.

TheMinister replied by giving thelsradi version of therecent history of Gaza When
shearticulated thisversion Mr Murray was unabl e to counter any of her points. Shewas
abletopresent apremeditated, car efully planned, military assault onvirtudly defencd ess
peopl eas areasonabl eaction, alegitimate defensive action by asovereign Government
that had a reasonabl e objective.

Actudly what the | sraelis have donein Gazais indefensible by dl contemporary
standards of morality. The Education Minister's argument about Hamas breaking the
ceasefireis asmokescreen. The ceasefirewas not renewed by Hamas becausethel sraelis
had kept up acrippling economic blockade of Gaza, reducing thestatus of theareato a
large open ar prison camp. Hamas did nothing to escd ate the conflict following the
endingof theceasefi re: thesmall number of weak missilesfiredintolsrad werelaunched
by Pd estinian militants outside of the control of Hamas.

Behind aPR smokescreen the IDF have been planning an invasion of Gazaprobably
since2004 and certanly sincetheir unimpressive performancein thewar in Lebannon
in 2006. The Education Minister made much of the unilaterd evacuation of Israeli
settlersfrom Gazain 2005 but that initiativewas dearly ef fected to fecilitaeafull scde
military invasion, such as we have just witnessed.

Thelrish publicisknown to sympathi sewith the plight of the Pa estinian people. We
deservebalance in the coverage of theconflict. Isit too much to ask tha journdistsdo
some research on the background of such an important world news topic?

I suggestthat Mr Murr ay shoul d check out thef ol | owing source http://ilanpgppe.com/
. Itisthewebsiteof an Israeli academicwho di sagrees with Hamas but hasbeen hounded
out of Israd for championing the human rights of Pd estinians.

David Alvey

Irdland wou d be a scrupul ausly fair dedl
for dl—indead that the position of N.I.
Protestants would be particularly
respected”. Otherwise "theverymoder ate
Protestants... may be drivento side with
theextremists under threet, asthey seeit,
?f losing ther 'freedom, rdigion and
aws'..."

Atthispoint Whitaker'sadvicebecomes
fantasy. Everybody knew what was what.
Thebéttlelinesweredrawn. And theissue

democraticpolitica normdityintheNorth,
the way to do that was to normdise the 6
Counties within the politicd life of the
State. If that wasruled out by thepoliticd
culture of the 26 Counties, then again the
best thing to dowith rdation to the North
was aslittleas possible. And, inthecourse
of responding in a weekly Belfast
publication toDublininitiatives during the
1970s and 1980s, it seemed to methat the
only mgor Dublin figure who tried to do

that was Haughey. Lynch, C.C. O'Brien
and Dr. FitzGerd d were dways mischief-
makers in office

Whitaker presented Lynch with a
collection of glancing observations about
theNorth, tangentswhich never rolled up
into acircle He prepared Lynch to flall
and flounder when the crisishit.

On 15 August 1969 Whiteker advised
Lynch, regarding the defence of the
Bogside, tha "no Govt. can afford to be
critical—without overwhdming evidence
of misbehaviour, of police attempts to
restorelaw and order”. and heurged him,
inany statement to—

"avoid identifying the Govt. soldy with
the Catholicsor Nationdigs of N.I. and
meke it dear tha the am of a United

was how the Dublin Government would
handle its undenicble and undisposable
connection with the 40% in the North.

Two months later (18 October)
Whiteker's adviceis:

"Inthel ongertermi nterest of persuading
theNathern Ird andmoderaesto listen to
us,| woul dgoessy onexpresd onslike'our
cdamtounty. I think wecd get thesame
i deaacrosswithlessri sk of provocationby
somewordslike: “continuing toassert on
behdf of the vast mgority of the Irish
peopl e our degp and | egitimate desirefor
aunited Irdand”..." (Keogh p209).

That'd stay 'em!
Brendan Clifford
TO BE CONTINUED
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The Ex-IRA Chief Of Staff, The Free State
General, And Irish Defence Policy
Sean Cronin's 1984 Profile of M.J. Costello

Introduction: General Michael J.
Costdlo, who died in October 1986, had
been General Manager of the Irish Sugar
Company 1945-66, and his role in
pioneering agri-industry in Ireland is
worthy of study in its own right. This
atide however, is limited to being an
introduction to a reprint of one promised
in the uly 2008 Irish Political Review,
where we detailed Costdlo'scriticd role
in November 1984 in spiking any repeat
of the previous year'sinvol vement of the
IrishArmyinBritishLegionceremonids.
The coup-de-grace came d&fter the Fine
Geel Miniger for Defence Paddy Cooney
had accused Costdlo and other retired
Irish Army officers—who had been
protesting against any such involvement -
of "maki ngashow of themsd ves".Dougl as
Gageby, thelrish Times Editorandhimsd f
an ex-lrish Army officer and Protestant
Republican, effectively lobbed a
propaganda hand grenade in Cooney's
direction, with the publication on 3rd
November 1984 of afull page profileof,
and interview with, the self-same
"disgraceful"Generd Costdlo,whichwas
skilfully penned by that newspgper's US
correspondent, Sean Cronin.

In common with Gageby, Cronin had
sarved inthelrishArmy duringtheSecond
WorldWar, andforaf ew yearsther eafter.
He then began to have some world news
commentariespublishedinthelrishTimes
during a period when it was edited by
another Protestant Republican, Alec
Newman. But during thisperiod Cronin
dsohadapardld but secret lifewherehis
politics pated company with Gageby's
FiannaFal brand of Republicanism. For
itwasnoneother than Croninwhobecame
themilitary architect of the|IRA's Border
Campaign of 1956-62, serving as IRA
Chief-of-Staff during part of that armed
struggle, aswell as assumingthenom-de-
guerre and nom-de-plume of 'J.
McGarrity', until his eventua capture and
imprisonment.

Followinghisrdessefromjail, Cronin
emigrated to the USA, but he was to be
brought back into the Irish Times by
Douglas Gageby as its New York and
Washi ngton correspondent. Notwi thstand-
ing General Costdlo's Free State Army
rolein fightingaga nst the IRA during the
Civil War, and his related hero-
worshipping of Kevin O'Higgins, the
former IRA Chief-of-Staff penned a
masterly profilewhich was published just
a week short of Remembrance Sunday
1984. Cronin thus combined/conspired
with Gageby—previously vilified as a
"white nigger" by the Irish Times's own
owner, British Army Major Tom Mc

Dowdl—to ensurethat General Costello
was able to ddiver afatd blow to Paddy
Cooney's British Legion agenda for that
comingweekend. They hadmadenoovert
ref erence to the Remembrance Sunday
controversy itsdf, but with such a high
profiling of Coddlo, the principa target
of Cooney's vilification, they provided
ample evidence of who was the man of
substance and who was the pi psqueak.
ManusO'Riordan

[The sub-headings bdow are as they
gopeared inthe origind, which gppeared
in thelrish Times, 3rd November 1984.]

The General Looks

Back And Forward

Lieut-General M.J. (‘Mickey Jog€)
Costdlo has been a power in theland for
ha f-a-century, though he has never been
apoliticd figure Sean Cronin tdked to
him in his Dublin home about the Second
World War years, Irish neutrdity, and our
role vis-a-vis NATO and European

defence:
"You have the phenomenon in this

country now that someof our civil ser-
vants and army officers are more En-
glish than theEnglishthemsd ves', said
Lieut-Generd M.J. Costdlo, better
known as "Mickey Joe", in the front
room of his large military-style house
that overl ookstheseaa Clontarf." Ther
view of NATO is the view from Lon-
don", he continued. "The view from
Washingonis largdy the view of the
military-indugtria complex. They want
to huild up arms regardless of the pur-
poses to which they are put. The US
wants to extend theMonroe Doctrineto
Europe

We were discussing Irish neutrdity,
and someexplanationsare in order. [US]
President Eisenhower coined the term
"military-industrid complex" to describe
the dliance of ams customers and ams
manufecturers who keep each other in
business. TheMonroe Doctrine, in effect,
has given the US an exdusive right to
intervene in the efars of the Caribbean,
Centrd A mericaandeven SouthAmerica
because"itispractically sovereignonthis
continent”, as Secretary of State Richard
Olney noted in 1895. However, the
doctrine itsdf was conceived by George
Canning, Castlereagh's successor as
[British] Foreign Secretary, to thwart
French designson Spain'sex-coloniesin
Latin America and mantan the balance
of power in Europe, with Britain as
ba ancer. It suitedtheU S, thenanagrarian
republic, tobe shid dedby theRoyd Navy

from the other European powers. "l cdled
the New World into existence to redress
theba ance of the Old", Canningexpla ned
inDecember 1823. NAT Owascd ledinto
existencein1948-9 withasimilar pur pose
by Ernest Bevin, Foreign Secretary in
Clement Attlee's Labour Government.
Like Canning, Bevin did not quite trust
theFrench. Hewoul dexpandthe Brussd s
Pact to indude the US and Canada, and
thenBritainmight play theba ancer again.
The rationde for NATO was tha the
Sovie Union planned to invade Western
Europe. A State Department planning
committeeunder George K ennan decided
in November 1984 that therewas no such
threet; neverthel ess, theUS took thelead
in forming the North Atlantic Pact. The
Irish Government was invited tojoin but
Seén MacBride, theMinister for Externd
Affairs, argued that we could only bepart
of such a pact if partition were ended and
the defence of theisland of Irdand was
controlled by Dublin. The Americans
would not consider such a proposal, or
even discussit. TheBritish did notthinkit
would be "too tragic" if the Irish stayed
out of NATO, since they held the North.
At the sametime, a British Cabinet sub-
committee suggested that, "so far as can
beseen, it will never beto Great Britan's
advantage that Northern Irdand should
become pat of a teritory outside his
Mgesty's jurisdiction. Indeed, it seems
unlikdy tha Great Britain would ever be
ableto agreetothisevenif the people of
Northern Irdand desired it."

NO POWERBLOC

Irish neutrality was reaffirmed, and
remai nsour policy; asintheSecondWorld
War, wearenot part of any military bloc.
This policy has popular support, but there
are influentia voices demanding change
Thiswas thebackground to my tadk with
Generd Costdlo."| makeadear distinct-
ion between the European defence
community and NATO", he sad. "My
ideaof NATO is tha it originaed as the
desireof theBritish to restorethe bd ance
of power. | seethe European defence pact
as independent of the US and the Soviet
Union." Sincethefoundation of thestate,
the Irish bureaucracy has bdieved tha
whateverwasBritishwasbest,the generd
observed puffing on his pipe Heis 80
years of age, but hismind is dear, his
branisactive Wewould play our partin
agenuine European defence community,
hebdieves; wewould not beneutral. We
would have avoice inthe formulation of
policy.Itwouldbeadefenceforcewithout
nucl earwegpons or adevastatingairforce
to destroy open cities. A defencedoctrine
must bebased on actud peopleand actud
terrain. A European def ence pact would
be a "third force'. With NATO and the
Warsaw Pact, "it'saquestion of who gets
his blow in first". A "third force' would
concern itsdf with genuinedefence. The



position in the West is tha there is a
continuous cold war with theRussians. "
doubt very much if Truman, whom | did
know rather well, would endorsethis. He
was hisown man, and hebdieved tha the
buck stops withthe President.” If therés
no European defence community, then
we are back to 1939.

"We should build a defence in this
country that Britain ar Americawould
hesitate to take on When Cooney and
company say we should bein NATO,
they aresaying what James Dillon said
in 1939-40 when he was a minority of
one. The fundamentd factor in Irish
defence is the peope. We have along
friendshipwiththeUS, but noguarantee
that the White House will not be occu-
pied by someonewith other idess."

BUYING ARMS

Mickey JoeCostdlo is better informed
than most about Irish neutrdity and how
to defend it. In May 1939, afew months
before the Second World War began, he
went to Washington to buy guns and
ammunition for the Irish Army. "l was
sent by Frank Aiken, who was dedicated
totheideatha Ireland could be neutrd in
the coming conflict”, he said. Aiken was
Minister for Defence, Eamon deVdera
was Taoiseach, and Colond Costdlowas
Assistant Chief of Staff of the Nationd
Army. "There was astrong lobby in the
Department of Defence and the Generd
Headquarters staff which hdd that it was
not possible for us to be neutrd", he
recdled. "Itisthesameview tha i sechoed
today by those opposed to our neutrdity.
This element believes we should do
whatever the British do." DeVderadid
not involvehimsdf in detals of defence
"In many ways he was an innocent”,
Costdloasserts," combinedwithanability
to seethings, and anincredibleintegrity.”

Colond Costdlowaswell equipped to
negotiaewiththeAmericans. Hereceived
his military education a the Command
and Staff College, Fort Leavenworth, in
1926-7, with Hugo MacNeill. The two
commanded the 1st and 2nd Divisions of
the Irish Army during the Emergency—
Costdlo facing South, MacNeill facing
North. "Mickey Jo€"is d soakeenstudent
of US military history and an admirer of
Generd Phil Sheridan, thebrilliant Union
cavalry commander who forced the sur-
render of General Robet E. Lee the
Confederae Commander-in-Chief, at
Appomattox on April 9th, 1865, ending
the Civil War. Albany, NY, islisted as
Sheridan's birthplace, but Mickey Joeand
othersma ntainhewasbornnearVirginia,
Co. Cavan, before his parents emigrated.
By hisown ability hewon aplace a West
Point and rose in the amy. What did he
learnat Fort Leavenworth?" Thefirstthing
| learned was that US techniques were
unsuited to peoplelikeus, trying to main-
tain our neutrdity. We learned how to
handle big armies."

BRITISH IDEAS

When Costdlo and MacNei Il returned
from Fort Leavenworth, crammed with
US military theories, theMichad Collins
tradition and the British Army tradition
weredoingbattleintheyoungl rishArmy.
Even the rules of the officers’ mess
followed British practice. "Desmond
FitzGerd d, theMinisterforD efence, said
that London fdt I rish officers should not
betrainingin aforeign country (theUS),
but in England or one of the Dominions
So we were sent to visit the British Staff
College at Camberley." Among the
instructors a Camberley then were the
futurefidd marshd s Bernard Law Mont-
gomery and Alan Brooke; thefutureFidd
Marshd Alexander was a student there.
All were Irish-born. "Monty had come
back from Cork after being badly singed
by Tom Barry", General Costello
commented. ""He or gani sed amutiny—no
oneshould shake our bloodsta ned hands.
Dorman Smith supported us and went out
of hisway to make uswedcome."

Mickey Joe warmed to his subject.
"Collinss ideawas tha if wedidn't train
our officers in a neutrd country, they
wouldbeindoctrinated by theBritish." He
bdievestha iswha hgppened the of ficer
corps after the Second World War.
ColondsP.J. Hdly and Justin McCarthy
took staff courses at Camberley and
returned "with fixed British ideas which
wereincul catedintheCommandand Staff
School andthel nfantry School of Military
College Big Tom Fedy resisted whilehe
was there."

Colond TomFedy, Of ficer Command-
ing the Infantry School, was dso very
much his own man. Having been on his
staff a the Infantry School in 1947, |
could see how he would go about it. A
tough, hard-driving,down-to-earthsol dier
in the Costdlo style, he had the look of
one of those Red Army generds who
smashed the incomparable German war
machine between Stadingrad and Berlin.

"They adopted the British three-man
column which, unlikethefour column, is
unsuited to hedge country." General
Costdlo continued. "They scrapped the
man-handled (machine-gun) prams in
favour of Bren-gun carriers—road-bound
vehidessuitableforthepla nsof Germany,
but not for Irish hedge country.” Colond
Eoghan O'Neill wasthebest of the younger
officers, Generd Costdlo maintained,
presumably becausehi stheoriesof training
and defence are based on his country's
requirements rather than on British or
other "great power" doctrines of war.

The 1939 amsmissiontotheUS was
asuccess, but the pro-British dement in
Dublin—especially the Civil Service—
sabotaged it. If we had bought the ams
General Costello ordered, we would
undoubtedly be in good shape between
then and 1945. He had his eye on some
advancedwegponssystems; wecouldhave

had them first. "Thelrish Civil Serviceis
built on theBritish system", hesayswith
atired smile "They gpe and adapt British
idess." One of the advantages of going
into Europe, he bdieves, isto bresk that
pattern—"otherwise we won't be able to
shakeBritishinfluence, notonly indefence
but in politics and economics."

TOTHEPOINT

He goes off the subject like that a
times, chasing a hare down aside-road.
"Am | rambling?', heasks. "I am", hell
answer. Buthedwaysreturnsto themain
point. "Where was 1?" He was in
Washington taking to Joseph C. Green,
chief of the State Department's Division
of Controls, themanwiththe powerto say
"Yes' or "NO" to the Irish request for
ams. Costdlo thought thefina word lay
withPresident FranklinD.Rooseve t,who
was pro-British; he was wrong, though.
Thefina word, asit happens, lay withthe
British Foreign Office. And | have the
documents to proveit.

The President's senior military ade,
Generd Edwin M. Wilson—universdly
knownas"Pd'—was a Fort Leavenworth
with Mickey Joe. ("He was very thick",
saysthel rishgeneral.) It might have given
him an "in" a the White House, but the
State Department had been told by
Roosevdttha Costdlowastogetno ams
withouttheconsent of theBritish Embassy.
So much for | rish-American influence

Costdlo met Green at dinner in the
Irish Legation on May 16th, and they had
along conversation. Costdlo said he had
been wdl received by General Wesson,
Chief of Ordnance, and by Colond John
H. Jouett, president of the A eronautica
Chamber of Commerce, and "he thought
he was making rapid progress in the
accomplishment of hismission," asGreen
wrote in his memorandum next day.

"Hewas frankto say, however, that he
had sensed the existenceof somedoubts
as to the purposes for which the Irish
Government desired thearmswhich he
had been commi ssionedto purchase.He
sadthat he redised thet, as hehad not
been in apodtion to explain wha those
purposes redly were, American offi-
cddsmight supposetha thearms were
intended for aggression against North-
ern Ird and. He assured methat this was
not thecase."

The Irish Government had an agreement
with Britan and "fully redised tha it
would bedisastrous for Ireland to atempt
'tostabEngland intheback' inthe event of
awa with Germany ...."

The agreement referred to is that bet-
ween deValera and Neville Chamberlain
in the spring of 1938. On March 14th,
1938,whilethetd kswerestillinprogress,
de Vdera informed the US Minister to
Dublin, John Cudahy, an Irish-American
of the Chi cago meat-packing family who
was sympathetic to Irish nationalist
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aspirations, that "in any defence
arangement, he (de Vdera sad, the
position of Ireland would be one of
neutraity, with the understanding tha
Ireland would never take sides with any
enemy of Grea Britain." Cudahy's cable
to Washington condudes: "Irdand must
by necessity of eventstakeacourse pard | d
toEngland. Thiswasmademoremanifest
by therecent eventsin Austriaand he(de
Vdera) was satisfied that Irdand on the
continent would suffer a fate similar to
Austria"

TheBritish Government was aware of
Costdlo's mission, according to Green's
May 17th memorandum. But the Irish
Government was feaful that if Irish-
Americans got word that London and
Dublin were cooperating the mission
"might be subjected to widespread
criticisminthiscountry whichwouldhave
dangerous repercussions in Ireland",
Costdlotold Green.

BRITISH SAY
Looking across the span of 45 years,
Costdlorecdls his predicament.

"If we didnt get the British 'okay’, |
wastold wewoul dnt get thearms. 1 said
tha was dl right: | would go back to
Dublin and say tha the British woud
interdict thearms. They saidd | thatwas
necessary was to get the British
Ambassador's gpprovd. | withdrew to
New Y ork,fortacticd reasons. TheWar
Depatment wasin favour of giving us
thearms, for anumber of reasons. They
wereanxioustobuilduptheUScapacity
for menufacturing ams and, unlikethe
Sae Department, were anti-British,
be ng influenced by thefrontier and the
Civil War and the image implanted by
(Generals) Sheridan, Sherman and
Pershing.”

| regret to record that, inthisinstance,
Costdlowaswrong. Thearchivesindicae
that the War Department was even more
anti-Irish than the State D epartment was.
"| cdledon theAssi stant Secretary of War
this morning and informed him of my
conversation with Colonel Costello",
Green's memorandum of May 17thstates.
Colonel Johnson said that Colonel
Costdlo's anxiety had evidently arisen—
atleastinpart—from thef act that Generd
Wesson,withmilitary bluntness, had asked
theColond directly towhat use the Irish
Government intended to put the arms
desired if they were obtained. Colond
Costdlo had replied: "Your guess is as
good as min€', which had not served to
remove thedoubts which several officers
of the War Department dready had, and
which he knew were shared by theWhite
Houseand by officers inthe Department
of Stae

The Green (May 17th) memorandum
continues:

"Hesa dthat, asaresul tof thesedoubts,
he had given instructions that Colond
Costdlo was to be trested with every

courtesy and asd sted asfar as theWar
Department coul d properly assist himin
the purchase of most of the arms listed
under (1) of his memorandum but that
meeans shaul d be faundtopl ace 0 many
obstacdlesin hispath in the obta ning of
the atillery desired that it could not
posd bly bedd i veredintwoyears. Col o-
nd bhnonsadthet if SrRonadd Lind-
say (the British Ambassadar) shoud
meke the statement which | suggested,
hewould immediatdly modify thosein-
structionsso that theartillery wouldbe
dedtwithonthe sameterms asthe other
amslisted."

Thisisalessoninirternationd re etions
how great powersded withsma | countries
that seek to buy arms in order to defend
themsdves on theeveof war. Irdand was
inBritain'ssphereof influenceandtheUS
would make no move without dearing it
with London. Six days later (May 23rd),
Greentd ephonedthe Briti sh Ambassador
and asked him to cdl a his office Sir
Rond dsa dhewasleavingfor New York,
butwouldsend aMr. Mdleimmediately.
"WhenMr. Mdletcalled,| toldhimbriefly
of the ativities of the Irish Purchasing
Mission in Washington and of the
hesitation of this government to facilitate
the purchase of arms—artillery in
patticular—in this country by the Irish
Government without definite assurance
that such purchases would beagreegble to
the British Government", Green's
memorandumreads. Mdlet saidhewould
send a secret telegram to London
explaning the situation, and asking for
instructions. "He said he thought it
probable that everything which Colond
Costdlo had told me in regard to those
proposed purchases of armswastrue but
that he personaly knew nothing about the
matter and that hedid not believetha Sir
Rondd had any definite information."

Costdlowroteafarewd | | etterto Green,
saying hewas retur ning to Dublin, which
brought quick results. If he went home
empty-handed, deV d erawoul d protestto
the Americans, he told me. They didn't
want that. Green tel ephoned Garth Healy,
Secretary of thelrishLegation,todiscover
Costdlo's wheregbouts; and was told he
was in Irvine, Pennsylvania, vidting the
plant of theNationd Forgeand Ordnance
Co., asguest of theWa Department. He
was sailing to Ireland the following
Thursday, thiswasSaurday. Greenasked
Gath Hedy whether Colond Costdlo
would return to Washington if "by so
doing, he might possibly make arange-
mentsinregard to the plans and specifica-
tions which would enable him to enter
into contractswith Americanmanuf actur -
ersforartillery andartillery anmunition?'
Healy readily agreed. Heinformed Green
that thecol ond hadtol d him beforel eaving
thecity that hewoul dreturnto W ashington
"athemoment of saling" iftherewasany
change "in the dtuaion which he had
encounteredhere' . Thischangeof etitude

was the result of not a change of heart on
thepart of the Americans, but of an"okay
without reservations'—as Green
paraphrasedit—messagefromtheBritish
Foreign Office. An Embassy official told
Green that the Forei gn Office gppreciaed
the way "this affairs had been handled”.
Heaskedw hether theBritishGovernment
could betold what armsthelrish Mission
planned to buy. Green said the arms, or
most of them, would be listed in the
monthly press release on arms export
licencesissued by the State D epartment.

HOME VETO
"Thesequd wastha withtheexception
of the 155 mm guns for the defence of
Cork Harbour and the Shannon estuary, |
got what | needed", the generd told me.
"I came back from America with a
shoppi ngli stthat subsequently wasshot
down the then Quartermester-Generd
(Colond Dan McKenna) with the en-
thud astic assistance of the Department
of Defence. The anti-aircreft, anti-tank
gun was shot down becausetheBritish
didrit have it, and if it was any good
they'd have it. The Martin Parry adap-
to—each whed is independent and
doesn't need springs—was dso shot
down. We bought them fromthe British
duringthewar & 250 percent of theUS
cost. We coul d have bought the Garand
rifle—the most effective and best
wegpon intheworld. It stood up todirt
and abuse That was shot down because
it wasnt British Army equipment. We
hadachoi ceof Smith& Wessonrevol v-
ers, Colt autometics, Webl eys. | favoured
theColt autometichbecause theammuni-
tionwas the same as for the Thompson
(sub-mechine gun). The best revol ver
avalable was the Smith and Wesn
and it was ruled out because it wasn't
standard British Army equi pment. Any
bl oady fellowwhothaought | coddgoto
Ameri caand buy Britishequi pment,was
afool. The US gas mask was chegper,
contained less rubber. It could be
sterilised, but itwasruled out becauseit
wasn't British equipment. BEverything
was chegperin America If you wanted
an efident arcraft, you pad the price
forit. Wewerel ookingfortheGrumman
fighter—the British equivad ent was the
Wadrus, acumbersomeaireraft—which
was not dependent on an agrodrome ...
Noneof thesewere bought.”

In 1940 the Army received 20,000 US
Spring-fiddrifles.

IRELAND AND THEWAR

DeV derdsassuranceto Chamberlain
tha Irelandwoul dnot beused asjumping-
off ground against England was taken by
thepro-Britishd ementsinDublintomean
that Ireland would rdy ontheWar Office
for its defence needs. De Valera's
dedaration of neutrality wastaken, not as
anindication of hisreal intentions, butas
a cover-up. The Irish Government was
expectedtodo whaever theWar Officeor



the Admirdty asked. Some in England
thought Irishneutraity woul dl ast aw eek.
At the start of thewar, the Army had a
nomind brigade with auxiliaries in the
Curragh. The fundamental factor of the
defence of Irelandwasthereadinessof the
Irish people to defend themsdves. They
ended the war with eght brigades.

"Theonly seriousthreat duringthe
War wasfrom the British", thegeneral
said [my emphasis—MO'R]. "They
wanted to invade with one division. The
Americans estimated later it would take
eight divisions to do thejob." They had
good inteligence on British forces inthe
North.Onesourcew asBrendanBracken's
brother, who had been a Garda cadet in
1922 and liked the good life, he cameto
Dublinalot and talked. (Hewes, after dl,
the son of an IRB man, so perhaps he
takedintentionaly.) Another source was
the Chief Army Chgplan in the North,
Archdeacon Duggan of Cork. Mickey Joe
had no doubt that the Irish people forty-
oddyear sago woul d put upastout def ence
intheevent of aninvasion, nomatter who
atacked. "In the war years, we had an
agreement on the question that we would
resist any invader."

He is supported by a US military
estimate of the Irish situation drafted in
March of 1942. It istitled, "The German
Threat to Ireland and the Strength
Necessary to Meet it" and was requested
by the US minister to Irdand. David
Gray—no friend of Irish neutrdity. "The
(45,000-man) Eire Army iscomposed of
excellent materid”, theanalyst wrote. He
met the GOC, 1st. Division, Major-
Generd M.J. Costdlo, and "I formed a
very favourabl ei mpressionof thecharacter
and ability of the officers and excdlent
discipline and qudity of the troops'. In
theevent of aGerman invasion, theanal yst
wrote, "l amconvincedthatthe_ire Army
would fight bravey and that its high
command would wel comethe assistance
of theAlliesand would cooperaeloydly
withthem." Theanalyst believed tha the
Gemans had the cgpacity to mount a
Crete-styleattack on Southern Ireland by
ar and seq, using three divisions. They
woulddoso" ifthe possiblegai nsjustified
taking therisks".

David Grey sent the estimate to the
Irish Army Chief of Steff. Lieut-Generd
Dan M cKenna, whothought it pai ntedtoo
blesk apicture. A maximum effort would
bemade to def end the country's harbours
andairfie ds,hecommented,and"adenid
of thesefacilitieswoul d render asuccessful
German invasion of this country
precticdly impossible'. McKenna used
the opportunity to send his own shopping
listof ar msrequirementstotheAmeri cans,
ind uding mabileanti-aircraft guns, anti-
tank riflesand anmunition, amuch more
modest request than what Mickey Joe
couldhavepurchased| essthan threeyears
eerlierin Washington. Attheend of A pril,

Generd George C.Marshdl,the USChief
of Steff, turned down the request.

MAKING OF A SOLDIER

Mickey Joe Costello was born in
Cloughjordan, Co. Tipperary, the son of
school-teachers—his father taught Irish
toThomasMacDonagh. Hejoined Fianna
Eireann and then the Volunteers. During
the Tan War, "I was in various minor
actions'. In the two big operdtionsin his
area, an ambush and abarrack atack, "my
only job was to block roads and to fel
trees". When the truce came he wes a
divisiond officer. "l took theviewthatthe
oath | took inthe Volunteerswasto Dal
Eireann," He has no problem with the
Treaty.

He joined the Nationa Army and was
put in charge of training cadets at Mar-
yborough, now Portlacise. He and one
otherwer etheonly survivorsof anambush
in which the commander and staff were
killed. "Wetook 35 prisoners and Collins
promoted me colond -commandant.” He
was 18 years of age. When hewas sent to
Fort Leavenworth hewas 22, asmuch as
"boy colond" as some of the US war
veterans he met there. In Americahe met
John Devoy, theold Fenian, who toldhim
that Michad Davitt went to Generd
Sheridan for aplan of campaign aganst
theBritishin Irdand, and apparently got
it. Accordingto Devoy, Sheridan sympath-
i sed with Feniani sm but wouldnt join the
movement because of hisoath to the US.
The American Consul in Cork during the
war years,William Sma e, who had served
as an officer in the US Expeditionary
Forcesto France, 1917-18, said in one of
his despatches that Costdlo was the best
military commander he had known.

"TheBritish are moredominant today
than in my lifetime', Generd Costdlo
says of modern Ireland. "More so even
than in 1914." He has three fundamentd
documents he believes state the Irish
nationd case for sovereignty. They area
speech by Judge Danid F. Cohdan in
New Y ork in 1923, aspeech to the Oxford
Union by KevinO'Higginsin 1924 andde
Vderdsaddresstothef oundingArdFheis
of FiannaFal in1926. "When | get into
bad humour I reachf or John Mitchd 'sJail
Journal”, General Costdlo says, "and |
feel that I'm not donein beng extreme,
Oneof the thingsasa Tipperary manI'm
proudof isthat wed ected John Mitchd to
Parliament." They elected him twice—
andherefusedtotakehisseat becausethat
would recognise Britan's right to rule
Ireland.

Seén Cronin [November 1984]

In Memoriam
Bill Sharkey

SHARKEY, William Eugine Patrick
(Native of Urris, Donegd. Late of Derry,
London, Hampshire and Glasgow).

Suddenly January 10, 2009 &fter afull
and vibrant life. His passing deeply
regretted by his loving children Keith
andSarah, Murid, brothers Jimmy, Kevin
andDanny, hissigerMoiraGrandchildren
Liam, Hannah, Patrick and Niall, his
daughter and soninlaws, Alisonand Paul,
nieces and nephews and dl his rddives,
friends andcomrades far and wide.
Returning from Glasgow to the family
home 33 Ewing Street, Derry to bewaked
on Wednesday 21 January. Funerd a St
Michads, Urris22 January, 11am. Family
flowers only. All donations to the
ULTACH Trust.

Wehope to carry Appreciations of Bill
Sharkey'slifein theMarch issueof Irish
Political Review.

L ook Up Athol Books
on thelnternet

Bijou Book Reviewns

" Preventingthe present: why were we so
rich, sobriefly?" by Tom Garvin, BA, MA
(NUI), PhD (Georgia), Professor of
Politics. Alumnus, Wilson Center,
Washington, DC; Fulbright scholar.etc.
etc. (€100.00)

"Luck and thelrish, Volumell" by Roy
Foster, Carroll Professor of history,
Oxford, MA PhD LittD(Hon) Dub, MA
Oxf, DLitt(Hon) Aberd, Belf, DLaws (Hon)
Queen's, etc. etc. (€150.00)

Prescriptive History

These books would make a welcome
additiontoanyonéslibrary atthemoment.
They explainto us how wegot into the
present mess. Our politiciansin particular
would be wdl advised to read them as a
matter of urgency—and our bankers. As
everyone knows these authors are
renownedinthemediaa homeand abroad
forthe newapproachtolrishhistory which
enabled them to explanto dl why it took
us so long to decide to get rich and the
unique Irish qualities that made that
possible. Most peopl ewer eperplexed by
these phenomena but not these authors.
Theyrosetotheinte | ectual challengeand
found the secrets of our success and now
they rise to the new challenges to tdl us
how itdl went sowrong soquickly. More

detalswhen the books are written.
Jack Lane

Editorial Note: Readers areinvitedto
submit book reviews to thisnew series.
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OBAMA continued

the Irish operations of American firms
medenet profitsof $48billionin2005,the
latest period for which figures are
avalable' (IrishTimes, 7.11.2008).

Figuresindicatethat the profitability of
US subsidiaries in Irdand is second in
Europe only to the Dutch subsidiaries of
US firms.

Figures from the Bureau of Economic
Andysis (BEA), a division of the US
Commerce Department, suggest USfirms
moved hugely profitable activities into
Ireland as corporetion tex was gradudly
cut to 12.5 per cent in 2003 from 38 per
cent inearly 1997.

Companiesbacked by IDA Irdand, 48
per cent of them from the US, directly
employ atotd of 152,000 staff here and
many thousands more work in spin-off
firms.

The BEA figures show that the
combined net profit of US corporaionsin
Ireland was $8.58 billion in 1997, roseto
$13.39 billion by 2000and reached $31.3
billionin 2003. The$48 billion net profit
in Iredland in 2005, ded ared in mandatory
legd filings to the BEA, compares with
$37.01billioninBritanand$74.06billion
in the Netherlands. US companies in
Gemany made net profitsof $11.22billion
inthesameperiod,their French operations
made $9.52 billion and their Italian
operations made $8.58 billion.

Revenue figures show US companies
in Irdland had combined sd es of $151.52
billionin 2005. The Dutch operations of
US companieshad sd esof $195.48hbillion
in that period and their British units
$530.93 hillion.

Ameri cancompani esintheNetherl ands
had an averagenet profit margin of 37.88
percentandIrishoperationshadanaverage
net margin of 31.68 per cent. Theaverage
net marginin Britain was 6.97 per cent.

WHITHER FDI?

But could the 'golden age' of Foreign

Direct Investment (FDI) be neaing an
end?

"Almost haf of multinationas based
here have told the IDA they would not
choosetolocate again tolrd and because
of high business costs and poor
infrastructure.

A survey from the Stateagency found
that 45 per cent of compani eswoul dchoose
to locate in another country, with most
choosi ng Easter n Europe (61%) , followed
by India (23%), the UK (16%) or other
locations in Europe (11%)" (Irish
Independent, 10.11.2008).

The results of the survey come as the
downturn in business at computer
manufecturing giant, Del, continues to
havea devastating eff ect onits suppliers.

Dell computers made at least 700
temporary workers redundant but it is

speculaed locdly tha thisfigureexceeds
1,000.

Companies said the IDA should be
involved in addressing infrastructural
deficits, upskilling and supports for
researchanddeve opment,and addressing
costs—parti cularly of energy and utilities.

The 'key strengths of operaing in
Ireland relae primaily to the qudity of
people, it found, adding: "While
infrastructural deficiencies, along with
improving theR& D tax credit system, are
areas of concern, the majority of
compani eswould not chooseanal ter native
location if such a location decision was
made today" .

This was "based around quality of
people(inthemain) aswel| asfavourable
tax, regulatory and hi-tech knowledge
environment".

But the"high cost environment” led 45
per cent of those surveyed to say they
would not locate againin Irdand; 49 per
cent said they would chooselrd and again
and 5 per cent did not know.

A TRUE FRIEND OF | RELAND

"Tax plans of 44th US president 'will not
devastate invesment into Ireland™ read the
headlineinthe IrishExam ner on 5th Novem-
ber 2008.

On the same day, the Irish Independent
reported: "'Little to fear' froma new manin
White House—aide".

Irish peopleareil | -servedand patroni sed by
thar media, especialy by what is regarded as
the'serious media, the main broadsheets all
seem to be guzzling from thesame trough and
spill out thesamenonsense : they don't give us
thenews, they give ustheir opinion. Butthat's
another 'story'!

Theheadli nei ntheEvening Echoin Cork on
tha same day read: "Obama advisor warns
Irish of dependency”.

"Senior economic advior to new US

president Barack Obama, Dr Robert

Shapiro, has said thi scountry 'must ween

itsdf from dependence on fore gn direct

investment' (FDI).

"His comments in Dublin yesterday will

have sent shock waves throughout the

I DA whi chi sreedy tosend ahigh powered

ddegaiontotheUSto lobby against the

ided' (Evening Echo, 5.11.2008).

The commentsof Dr. Shapiro, aformer US
Under-Secretary of Commerce for Economic
Affairs, were being studied by IDA bosses.

Spesking @& UCD Business Schools,
Dr.Shapirosaid"l rdand must weanitsd f
fromdependenceonFDI. Alowcorporate
taxation ratewas not themost important
factor moving forward".

The next gep was not FDI but aseries of
palici esthatactively promotedspill oversfrom
FDI corporationstoIrishindi genous firms

The bes way forward was for young Irish
people to become entrepreneursand force ex-
i sting bus nesstocompeteandbecomethebest
in theworld.

FDI was atransitional strategy, not an end
game strategy, that created alagtingimpact.

The key to Irdand's next stage was to

make the entire economy a moder
economy and not one tha depended on
the success of foreign companies.

"Theabilitytodevd gpidessisthesingl §
most criticd factor and source of wedlt
andgrowthfor advancedeconomi estoday
replacing physica assts and thisiswhd
Irel and needed tofocuson.”" Shap rogaed
Mr. Shapiropraisedlrel and' sfavourabletax

|aws and sai d successwas al so hal f luck, and|
Ireland's half luck was our Engli sh-speaking
workforce

The out-going US ambassador to Ireland|
Thomas Foley, touched on much the samd
themein arecentinterview:

"The government's|ow taxetion poli
were'd everandvery deady’, butmeasures
were needed to build an entrepreneurid
dasstoinvestingoadsand productshere.

"I've been aurprised not to e more
internal business generation. Most
entrepreneurid activity hasbeen in red
estaedeve opment.”

"He sad that energy, property and food

costs were high in Irdand and uged

iniigivesto atract businessesthat were

"higher upthevaue-added cha nand morg

focusedon productivity. Wecanwithgand

rising costs if were getting incressed
productivity" (Sunday Business Post

9.11.2008)

Both Shapiro and Foley are correct, thei
comments are graws in the wind : Ireland is
still too dependent on foreigninvesment and
tooweak initsown corporate sector. Despitd
allthepad failures tryingtoreducethat weak -
nessmus remain apriority. Thecountryisal |
toodependentonitsl owprofitstax. Evenifthd
tax rate doesnot rise, itseffectivenessisvul -
nerable to actions from both the US and theg
EU.

The non-tax Irish attractions—skill
workforce, English language and good bus -
ness climate—tendto be exaggerated.

Ifthesame'cl everness'Mr. Fol ey referredtd
was applied with thesamegusto and energy to|
nati ve enterpriseand i niti ati ve, we would be 3
| ot less dependent onforeigninvestment.

Even the Agricultural sector which hag
made hugestridessince 1973, withthead
of €41 billion from Europe, has failed to
contributearedly substantia advance to
‘v ue added' and hence, the creation of
real jobsin the economy.

We put the second home and the SUV
ahead of any serious social obligationd
and laugh a the Germans for living i
rented homes, whilst depending on Berli
and Boston to provide our people with
jobs.

From an old socidist perspective, itig
acrying shame that we are in the world
forefront of continualy reducing the tax
teke from capitd, which ultimady id
replacedby hi ghertaxesonincomes, direct
and indirect!

"helearnt to do without,

before helearnt to enjoy"
Machavd i




OBAMA,
the man from Offaly

What will President Obama do for
Irdand?
ThesameasIrdand did for Obamal
Twe vemonthsago,theDublinglitterati
ere hosting a fund-raiser for Hilary
Clinton. Thesame people weretelling us
hat this 'messer’ Obama was really
muckingthewholeDemaocraticcampaign
up: tha by the end of the Democrétic
primaries, both candidates would haveso
exhausted themsd vesandtheD emocratic
machine, that John McCan would be a
shoe-in!
That's what Irdand did for Obama
Thentotop it dl—Obama proposesto
ref orm tax breaksfor US companiesthat
send jobs overseas, and that public
contractsshoul dbeawar dedtocompanies
that are'committedtoAmericanworkers.
"American workers' but what about
Irish worker s?What game does this man
hink heis playing, in wanting to commit
himse f to American jobs!

Obamahaspreviously saidhewill"levd
he playing fidd" for US business by
limiting the ability of multi national
corporaions from using tax havens to
"hide income overseas', and "firmly
i nstitutionalise the economic substance
doctrine so we can stop companies from
creating abusive tax shelters'.

Outlawing "tax havens" and protecting
American workers—a US President—
hat'sgoing abit toofar!

If hisactions correspond with hislips,
American workers will indeed have a
riend, andright nowthey damnwd | need
one.

The cost of wars, bank bailouts, tax
packages to he p theeconomy; combined

ith slowing revenues as recession hites,
meansthe USbudget deficitisheadingfor
dl-time highs of at least $500bn and
perhaps one trillion ($1,000bn).

The scde of the economic challenge
acing the new President was starkly
illustrated by the latest US jobs figures.
L ayoffsinOctober were 80 per cent higher
han a year earlier. Totd job losses this

ear cometo more than 750,000.

Employment, and the perceived | oss of
jobs &broad, was a central issue in the
Presidentid eection. Figures show tha
multi reti ond compani es shedtwomillion

orker sinsidetheUSA..inthe year s2000-
05.

Mr Obama insists that more must be
done to keegp jobs in the USA, and bring
back work currently being doneoverseas.

INDUSTRIAL DEVEL OPMENT AUTHORITY

However, President Obamawill have
o contend with the Irish Government

first!

"Proposds by the incoming Barack
Obamaadmini stration to reform corpo-
ration tax for USmultinationd swill be
strenuously oppased by the Irish Gov-
ernment.

"IDA Ird and has dreedy discussed the
metter with seniar members of Obamas
campaign team, and more meetings are
expected following his dection victay
| ast week. Thelrish Government plansto
contact US multinationas operating in
Irdand in reation totheir position over
thecomi ngweeks. It al sointendstol obby
member s of the USCongressand Senate,
paticularly public representatives with
strong tiesto Ird and.

"BrianLenihan, theMinigerfor Hnence,
said there would be "continucus liaison
with the business community through
diplomatic and oversess channds' to
monitar any potentid changestotheUS
tax system.

Lenihan said his department was
"always mindful of any international
devd opmentsthat coul d patentid lyi mpact
onforeigndirectinvestment here' (Sunday
Business Post, 9.11.2008)

Obama wants to make it more
atractive—or at any rateless pend—for
UScompaniestoconduct theiroperations
a home rather than dbroad. Irdand has
taken huge advantage of the USA.'s
peculiar tax lavs. These say tha US
companies owe tax on overseas earnings
only if they send those earnings back to
theUS Most countriestry to tax overseas
earnings a the domestic rate.

So US firms based here can pay Irish
profitstax at 12.5 per cent, and, provided
they keep the profits droad, are not licble
for US tax a 35 per cent. The funds are
then available for further overseas
investment, whichwaspart of theorigind
purpose of the law.

Obama proposed two pieces of
legislation to reduce these etractions—
the Stop Tax-Haven Abuse Act and the
Obama Pariot Act.

Ireland is not d assified asatax haven,
but may have somethingtoworry aboutin
the Patriot Act, which Obamaintroduced
in theSenate last year.

It proposed that oneper cent of taxable
income would be credited to employers
who make ther headquarters in the US
and comply with other conditions in the
Act. Even moresignificantly, companies
withsubsi diariesabroad woul d pay 35per
cent tax on profits earned overseas.

A measure likethat could have a huge
effect on US investment in | reland.

ForeiGN DIRECT | NVESTMENT

There are 580 US multinationds in

Ireland, whi ch produce goodsand services

vaued at $60 billion each year and pay

corporation tax of around $2.5 hillion to
the Irish exchequer.

Just underafifthof our totd exportsare
sold to theUSand, of course, theUS isthe
key source of foreign direct investment
into the country, with over 500 firms
employing close to 100,000 people, or
seven out of 10 of al those employed in
foreign-owned industry.

Or to put it in a more poignhant
perspective

"Close to 80 per cent of Irish exparts
come from US multinationa's and, for
those who doubt the significance of the

USinlrdand, consider thefdlowing: the

combined output in Irdand of Ddl,

Mi crosoft and Intel amountsto20 per cent

of Irish GDP.

"Ird and benefitshugedy from a strong
US WhentheUS is confident, it invests
abroad and we get a d sproportiorete
amount of this loat. For example, since
the end of the Cold War, Irdand has
reca ved twiceasmuch USinvestment as
India_and China_combined. (David
McWilliams, Sunday Business Post,
24.8.2008).

Itisonehell of alot of eggsinasingle
basket! Taken with goproximatdy €61
billion of European subsidies since 1973,
itwasthemaking of amoderneconomyin
thisstate

You could say wegot it theeasy way!
Maybe too bloody easy!

FDI: €131en 1N 2007
"Foreign direct i nvestment (FDI) into
Irdand totdled €131.4bnin 2007, ac-
cordingto new figures fromthe Centrd
Satistics Office
"The 2007 figure reflectsa €13bn in-
cresse on 2006 but it was offset by
€48.3bn of loans being advanced by
foreign-owned companies here tother
affiliates droad" (Irish Independent,
8.11.2008).

Therise was fudled by a doubling of
investment from the US to €31.3bn. EDI
from Europe fell to €87bn, but still
accounted for two-thirds of the totd.

The most recently available figures
also show that the services industry
dominated both outward and inward
investment. Services accounted for 80 per
cent of FDI in 2007. Of this, monetary
intermediaion and insurance services
accountedfor€32mandinsuranceservices
€26.8m, respectivdy.

Earnings of foreign-owned firms
operatinginlrd andincreasedfrom€31.4m
in 2006 to €37.4m in 2007. Most of this
increase was attributable to offshore
centres, whil eearningsof US-ownedfirms
dedined from €7.6m to €7m.

$48sN PROFIT IN 2005 FOR USFIRMS
However, itwasnot all onewaytraffic,
far fromit!

"Thefull scd ed the prdfitability of US
investment in Ird and has emerged for the
firsttimeinofficid datawhi chshowstha

continued on page 30
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affairswas regarded as a great asset.

"Many commentators postu ated thet
Britain was a modd modern econamy,
where services trumped industry and
where a mobile workforce was suffi-
centlyflexibleto compete In thearess
of entertainment and finance, there is
littledoukt that Brita nisaworl dl eeder.
The City of London is a significantly
bigger financid centrethan New Y ork,
even if there are precious few British
banks operating there.

"Themodd theBritish adopted inthe
City istermed, the "'Wimbledon Modd .
Like the lawn tennis tournament, the
Briti shhost the showand teke the kudos
forit, eventhoughBritish dayersrardy
featureinthelast 16.

"TheCityisand ogous. ThebigBritish
banksaredwarfed byirternati ord names
like Goldmen SachsandMerrill Lynch.
Y e this hardly metters becausetherev-
enue, jobs and saaries stay in London,
cregting the cash and effervescence to
keep it in poleposition asa globd cul-
turd centre In entertainment, the Pre-
mier League largdy copies the City's
goproach.

"Upuntil recently, thisservi ceeconomy
worked; unemployment fell to higori-
cdly low levds and the demand for
workers prompted a messive irflux of
over one million immigrants from Po-
land done.

"However,theupswingwasfud ledby
meassive debts and the ever-recurring
Briti shweskness—ahousingboam. The
British econonmy turned itsdf irnto, yet
agan, a large debt-laden casino. The
moredebt thelocd sincurred, the more
they gent and the more the resuting
'fed good factor' reinforced the notion
that thistimeit would bedifferent.

"Politicdly, as wdl, the Blair boom
care with the sweetener of positive
spin Government PR gurus mede sure
that the population was inured to bad
news—whether it be the truth about
wegponsof massdestructionorthered -
ity of ever more debt.

"Obviously, with sterling floating
fredy on thefore gn exchange markets,
this boom led to the currency rising
rapidly againg the euro, which put the
remnants of Britain'sindustrid heritage
under severe cost pressure. By making
imports chegper, the strong sterling
policy condemned Britain to its now
perennid tradedeficit.

"The overwhd ming problemwiththe
British modd of econamicsisthat itis
fadly prone to assat price bubbles.
Without theanchor of astrong manufac-
turing base, every time the 'fed good
factor' reemerges, the price of houses
goes through the roof and, each and
every time, thepeopl ethirkthistimeit's
different. Thebanksgetinontheact and
acredit freefor-dl ensues.

"Today, weand the'auld enemy' face
recession together. Thered shock, after
nearly acentury of i ndependence, isjust
how similar we still are, and just how
dependent we. remain" (David
McWilliams, Sunday Business Post,
14.9.2008).

He could have added "and after 36
years membership of the European
Union".

"They can cut interest ratesto zero, and
probably will, but after that, what has
been called the nudear option of
printing money will haveto betried.”
(Brendan Keenan, Irish Independent,
11.12.2008).

Euro DISINTEGRATION

James Seft isaReuters columnist. His

opinion was expressed in the lrish

Examiner on 17th January. Rest certan

tha it will becomeafamiliar themeinthe

British and Dublin press in the months
ahead.

"Some cri ses bring partners c oser to-
gether. Some, as investors in the euro
zone ae likdy to discover this year,
drivethemfurther apart.

"The liquidity criss of lest year |€ft
smdler members of the euro thanking
their lucky starsthey wereinsideahig
warm tent with a mgor currency and
criticdly, a powerful centrd bank that
could hel pbanks and maintain orderin
financid merkets.

"Irdland and Greece, to name but two,
could look & the disaster in ledand,
whi ch suffered abanking and currency
collgpse, and seethe red tangibe ben-
efits of membership.

"But now thet the crisis has morphed
intoone in thered economy, with ex-
ports plunging and employment hit,
things will be | ess cohesive within the
euro zone, with onecurrency having to
do duty for different countries with dif-
ferent economi esand leve sof competi-
tiveness.

"Sandard & Poor cut Greece's sover-
e@gn debtrating, citing fdling competi-
tivenessand arising fiscd deficit. S& P
has d so threatened the credit ratings of
Ird and, Portugd and Spainonconcerns
about deteriarating public finances.

"Theextrainterest Gresce must pay to
borrow money for 10years ascompared
withGermany standsat 246 basispoints
whilefor Ird and thefigurehit 180 besis
points, a2 arecord, and Preads have
widened too for Spain and Portugd.
Coming a atime of low interest rates,
withGerman 10-year debt yidding just
over 3 pa cent, these are whopping
premiums for debt tha theordticdly
shoud bevery tightly rel ated.

"To bed ear, the chances of acountry
leaving the euro zone currency project
aredtill exremdy smd |, though it now
rates as a possibility for discussion in

polite company.
"Foronethingtherei snoescapehatch,

no plan as to how anatiord currency
mi ght bereborn. Foranother, thereisthe
metter that while abit of awesk cur-
rency and an accommodative interest
ratemight seemattractiveat first blush,
the redity would include much higher
interestrates andthered risk of aLatin-
American style inflation and currency
aisis.

"There are a couple of hitter ironies
here for the euro zone. The world has
probably never needed an dtenaive
reserve currency more, with naturd de-
mand likely to risefor liquid, safe non-
dollar assets g ven U.S. imba ances and
monetary policy experiments.

"It isd s abit raw thet the downtun
that will tes the euro zore isnot of its
making.Itsconsumersby andl argedidnt
gorgeat thedebt feast andsavings rates
remai ned on thewhol ehigher.

"But that is cold comfort and noassur-
ancethe priceof therisksof euro dign-
tegrationwaon'trisefurther.” (James Saft,
IrishExaminer, 17.1.2009).

Banks aretoppling over like ninepins,
there is no saying that a number of
currencies could as easily disgppear. The)
temptati ontopredict acol |l apse of Sterling
isnot unreasonable. However, perfidious
Albionisnotwithout politicd resolution,
which is more than we can say aout the
current leaders of Europe!

As for the Irish advocates of Lisbon:
they are a pretty miserable bunch, it is|
doubtful if they even know wha they
stand for—other than loads of dosh!

PS: " HomE THougHTSs FRom ABROAD"

The recesson is good news for the "so-
called gap" between richand poor, aminister
claimed.

Minister of Stateat the Finance Department|
and Oxford schdar, Martin Mansergh was
compared to Marie Antoinettefor his" out of
touch" comments by Opposition TDs.

Mr. Mansergh drew heavy fire for claiming
Ireland haddone" prettywel 1" i nweal thdistri-
bution, asitismidway in the table of western
countries and thiswould improveinthedown-
tum.

"The paradox isthat the so-cdled gap
between rich and poor—which ignares|
the fact that meny people are middle-
dass—narows in recessionary times and
tendstoexpandingoodtimes. Therefore,
thosefi gureswill probably i mproveinthe
current circumstances. Thisdoesna mean

of cours that red povenywillnotincr
a the same time" hetddtheDal (Iri
Examiner, 13.11.2008).

Labour Financespokeswoman Joan Burton
said the remarks amacked of the same " Mar €]
Antoinette” attitudes that saw generations of
Irish peopleforced to emigrate to find work.
Shesaid thejobl esshadagain been | eftfendfor
thamselvesafteraGovernment"” surrender"to
theinevitability of massunempl oyment.
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Thecost totheStateat current exchange
levels would be roughly €800m over 12
months, he sad.

Britain still accounts for about 18 per
cent of totd Irish exports and 60 per cent
of smdl firmsrdy onitfor their earnings.

"Ird and's dependenceontheUK asa
trading partner has diminished, whilea
subgantid portion of our tradewith the
UK isdenominated inour currency (the
euro) rather than sterling, which shoud
soften theblow, at |eastinthe short run
Sill, the chdlenge of coping with a
relatively sudden 20-25 per cent cur-
rency gppred ationaga ng what remains
our gngle most impartant trading part-
ner (the UK accountsfor 25 per cent of
Irdl and's merchandi setrade) is adaunt-
ing one and poses a seriaus threat to a
large number of jobs

"The UK accounts for one-third of dl
merchandise imports into Irdand Ac-
cordingly, the euro's drength agai st
sterling should convert into substantid
pri ce reductionsacross a widerange of
imported items, processed foods and
other corsumer goadsin particular. The
Government and its agendies shoud
spare no effort in ensuring thet thisin
fact occurs. Thisisthelogicd quid pro
quo for sacrifices on thewagefront.

"It isworthnotingindl o thisthat we
actudly runa(merchandi ) trade defi-
cit with the UK. Wha this suggestsis
that the Irish economy is paentidly a
net benefidary from sterling weskness:
the gains from chegper imports poten-
tidly exceed the losses suffered by ex-
porters.

"In essencethechdlengeisto herness
thegai nsonthei mport sideinaway that
ensures tha the diffi culties experi enced
by exporters do nat lead toreductionsin
output and employment” (Prof. Jim
O'Leary, Maynooth, Irish Times,
5.9.2008).

Thesespokesmenared| avidLisbonites
but haven'tthemord courageto chdlenge
theBritishpolicy on theSingle Currency.
A policy which has put thousands of Irish
jobs & risk! Thisis as much a politicd
issueas one about the Euro currency.

Politicians, industridists economists
al refuse to engageon theissue—they jib
a any criticism of theBritish position on
Europe.

"If youwant to see Brown's economic
programmein action, the placetogo is
Debden in Epping Forest on theesstern
outskirts of London. That'swhere the
Bank of England has its notes printed.
"Those printing presses are running & a
record rate but the rea value of their
output istumbling" (Irish Independent,
15.12.2008).

BriTisHEconomYy

In Britain, officid figures showed
manufacturingoutput tumblingby 7.4 per
cent year-on-year inN ovember, 2008, the
fastest annud rate of declinesince 1981;
trade data showed export sdes plunging
despite the boost from a weak pound;
house prices continued their headlong
slump; survey evidence showed highstret
sdes suffering their sharpest slide since
theearly Nindties; and the British Cham-
bers of Commerce said tha businesses
nationwidewerereporting savagefallsin
orders, confidence, investment and
employment.

British interest rates now stand at 1.5
per cent; they have not been lower since
theBank of England wasf oundedin1694.
But many economists still fear the bank
has not done enough and will beforced to
follow the U.S. Federd Reserveinto un-
orthodox messures leter thisyesar.

Last month, the Central Bank made
their fourth cut since the global co-
ordinatedemergency reductioninOctober,
2008.

Thebenchmark ratehasneverbeen this
low since King William 11l founded the
Centrd Bank tofund awar against Louis
XIV'sFrance.

Therate began a six per cent and fell
nolower than four per cent throughout the
18th century.

It touched two per cent several timesin
the second hdf of the 19th century.

The Central Bank hdd it a that leve
throughout World War Il until 1951.

Finand d institutionsare hoarding cash
and a Bank of England survey in
December, 2008, showed they plan to
constrict credit further, even after the
Government unveiled a£50 billion (€55.5
billion) rescue plan.

"Selingistradinget level sthat ind-
cae Britan may loxe its AAA credit
rating as the Government i ncresses bar-
rowing to pull the economy out of its
first recessionin 17 years, according to

Merrill Lynch & Co.

'Wi th specul atorsalso bettingthebark-

ing crigswill forcethe UK to edopt the
Euro currency, sterling fell sharply on
forégn exchange markets an January
22,2009." (Irishind., 23.1.2009)

"Why should we even consider joining
theEuronow—aBrriti shmanufacturingand
tourism shoul dbesei zing thi sopportunity
in 2009 and kick start economic growth
again. Look at Northern Irdand, up to
60% of trade is coming from Eurozone
Ireland. A weak pound may just save us!
RS, Bdfast" (Times London, 31.1.2009).

British unemployment isrising. Credit
remai nsexpensiveorimpossi bletoobta n.
ThePound hasfdlen by aquarterinvdue
since the middle of 2007, and its fdl has

accelerated since the Royal Bank of
Scotlandannouncedthebiggest corporate
lossinBritishhistory onJanuary 19, 2009.
The prospect of a full-scae run on the
Poundisstill remote, given theweakness
of other currencies. But it is now real.

It has become dear tha the British
economy was one of the most over-
leveraged in the world. In 2000, British
banks had only asma gap between loans
and deposits. By 2008, under the noses of
theFinancia ServicesAuthority andBank
of England, they had built piles of I0Us
worth & |esst £700 billion morethan their
deposits. Many of those I0Us, such as
loans to some now-bankrupt foreign
investors, are worth nothing.

The Bank of England estimates that
Britishbankshave £4,400billionof assets
onther badancesheets. Tha ismorethan
twi cethecountry'sgrossdomesti cproduct.
Not dl thoseassets areworthless. Buttoo
many losses could spook investors. A
vicious drde is dready taking hold, in
which UK liabilitiesgrow assterling fdls
invaue Thelower thecurrency falls, the
more that it costs to service British debt.

The Royd Bank of Scotland is 70 per
cent Government-owned, its ligbilities
must effectively be regarded as state
liabilities. If the Government were to
underwrite dl the British banks, as it
might have to, the costs could prove
prohibitive. Having overspent recklessly
in the good times, presided over lax
regulation and left the cupboard
disastrously bare, the Government has
few reservesto draw on. Theremust now
bearisktha thecreditratingagencieswill
threaten to downgrade Britain.

"“The speed a which proposd s are put
together under pressure that don't even
pass an economictest isbreathtaking and
depressing”, Mr. Peer Steinbruck said in
an interview with Newsweek, published
yesterday. "The same people who would
never touch deficit spending are now
tossing around hillions... “The switch
from decades of supply-side palitics dl
the way to a crass Keynesianism is
breathtaking”, he said in an obvious
referencetoBriti shprimeminister Gordon
Brown, who has cdled for dl EU staesto
spend moreand cut taxesin an attempt to
stave off a long-lasting recession in
Europe. (Irish Times, 12.12.2008).

"Apat from banking, property and
entertainment, thereis very littlegoing
on inBritain. The great indugtries that
gave Britain its competitive edge over
theyears have di ssppeared. In compari-
son to Germany, France or even Itdy,
Britain is denuded of manufacturing
Over the past ten years, this state of

 cortinued on page 32
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Germany to gain acommitment from the
UK whether it intends to become a full
member of the SingleCurrency or not!

STERLING CATASTROPHE & | RISH EXPORTS

The depreciation of Seling against
the Euro has sent the British currency into
atailspin which spelsvery bad newsfor
Irish companies, said Jim Curran, head of
research, & ISME, the Irish Smal and
M edi um Enter priseorganisation.

Sterling's dedine puts huge pressure
on the 47 per cent of Irish firms who
export to that market, he said.

For some time Mr Curran sad the
situation for Irish exportersto Britan had
become™highly grimandisgettingworse".

The dependence of Irish-owned firms
on theBritish market "is morethan twice
thenational average, which shows a huge
reliance by native companies on that
market as an outlet for their overseas
sales’, hesad.

"Margins are being undercut and the
prognasi sisnot goodfor firmstryingto
operate in that maket a present,” he
sad.

Thefall in Sterling means Irish firms
are facing stiffer competitionon thehome
market andd soinmarketsoverseaswhere
they compete with ther British counter-
pats, hesad.

"Costsareahugeissueandwehaveto
becomealot morecost effective”

Hecadled onthe Government to givea
lead in that regard and demanded ahalt to
stedth charges that have placed such a
high burden on Irish business in recent
years. Of the 47 per cent of companies
sdling to Britain, recent research showed
65per cent regar dthi sastheirmainexport
market.

Ofthose, 56 percentarepaidinSerling,
and 39 per cent in Euro while40 per cent
of dl SME exports goto Britain.

At this stage 68 per cent are threstened
by British competitors on the domestic
market, 71 per cent on the British market
and 44 per cent in other markets, hesaid.

IRISH FARMERS ASSOCIATION
The depreciation of Sterling against
theEuroi sthebiggest threat facingfarming
andtheagri-food sectorin2009,according
to the Irish Farmers Association's chief
economist Rowena Dwyer.
Predictingthat thetwo cur renciescoul d
reach parity thi syear, shesa dtheweskness
of theSerlingishavingadi sastrousi mpect
on the competitiveness of the Irish agri-
food andmanuf acturing exporting sectors,
aslrishproductsaremuchmoreexpensive
toimport into Britain.

CONSUMER V. PRODUCER
Therehas been apublic preoccupation

with the effect of the Sterling currency's
strength on prices in Irish shops.

Ministers have been kept busy in the
Dall, soothing TDs upset by shops not
reducing pri cesof importedgoods, andby
gueues of North-bound cross-border
shoppers.

Ministershave beenhappy to panderto
the worries of our shopkeepers and
shoppers—but the most pressing need is
toprotect the exportsthat keepour country
afl oat from the currency trends.

The Euro's 30 per cent gan versus
Sterling in 2008 has decimated food and
drink export profitsfrom British sdes.

Bord Bia have put aspecid focus this
year on switching sdes from Britain to
continental EU markets, to which Irdand
exports more than €2.5 billion worth of
food and drink annually.

Irish produce is generdly welcomed
on the Continent, where environmenta
concerns and susta nability comefirst for
consumers.

Getting over the Sterling problem can
enable the food industry to maintain its
vitd exportrole because demand for food
is less sensitive to recession than most
other commodities.

And the strong Euro isn't dl bad news
for the sector, becauseit will help reduce
fertiliser and feed costs on farms.

With theslumpin thecost of crude oil
also pushing_down prices of_these
commodities, the recession may not hit

part-time farmers their jobs.

The agricultural sector has often
performed relatively well during
downturns, and can do so again. But the
strength of sterling is a new fector this
time around.

More HaND-ouTs
"Morethan 13,000jobscoul dbel ostin
companies exporting to Britain uness
the Government fundsamessureto re-
duce their losses on the wesk sterling
exchangerate, itwascdamedyesterday.
"ThelrishExportersAssociaion (IEA)
andthelrishFarmers Assodiation[IFA]
joirtly cdled for a scheme to dlow
exporters to sdl the sterling payments
they received to the Natiora Treasury
Management Agency (NTMA) at amore
favourable ra€' (Irish Independent,
16.1.2009).

Another 10,000j obswould beindirectly
aff ected by damage to the export sector,
bring the totd job losses to 23,500, IFA
President Liam Shanahan said.

The total export sales exposure of
manufacturing and services companiesto
theUK is€7billion, Mr. Shanahan stated.

Farmers say tha their sector i s hardest
hit and €1 billion of the€3 billion ayear's
worth of food exports to the UK are
paticularly vulnerable, with 4,400 jobs
under imminent threet if action is not

taken.

With Sterling a 90p to the Euro, down
20percent since2007, exporterssubmitted
asterling equalisation support schemeto
the Department of Enterprise and the
Government.

Thetwo bodies are dso cdling for a
State-backed credit insurance scheme
similar tothoseintroduced in France, the
UK, Bdgium and Portugd in thelast few
weeks.

Foop & DRiNk
FoodandDrink Industry Ird and (FDII),
theBEC group representing thefood and
drinks sector, cdledforinitiaivesto hdp
theindustry ded withtheemerging crisis
inthefood sector.
Inthepast 12monthsSterlinghasfalen
30 per cent against the Euro adding huge
pressure on Irish food firmssdlinginto a
competitive market where margins have
traditiondly been very tight.
Paul Kelly, director, FDIl warned
"thousands of jobsare now at risk".
Unless the Government moves quickly
to cut thecost of employment jobswill go
inlarge numbers, he warned.
"It isvery hard to seegiven the 30 per
cent drop how companies can copein
thelongterm," hesaid.

Upto50,000jobsaretiedupinthefood
and drinks industry in Irdand and the
British market accounts for €3.62 billion
or 42 per cent of totd food and drink
exports. Europe accounts for 31 per cent
while the rest is diversified across
internationd markets.

Mr. Kdly sad the fdl in Staling is
having a "dramatic effect” on the sector
and thisisin asector where margins are
paticularly low.

The industry has been making "a
concertedefforttostripout costsasfast as
they can”, hesad

Costsherearevery highby comparison
with Britain withwastedisposa up to 100
per cent higher than inBritainandthe cost
of electricity 15 per cent dearer.

"Irish costs are totally and utterly out
of linewith Britain" and the 30 per cent
collgpse in sterling represents a massive
step change for the sector here tha is
pushing it to the brink, he said.

John Whelan, Chief Executive of the
Irish Exporters' Association, said the
situation was so serious the Government
needtointroduce"acurrencyequalisation
fund" to avoid "a very significant run
downinour Irish export industry" which
sdls€18 billionin goods and servicesin
Britanannually.

Thiscrisisissimilar totha facedby the
banksandthe state needstoput afinancid
packageinplaceto protect thiskey sector,
hesa d, adding: "We need thesameradical

! continued onpage 33,
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1st January 2008, when Cyprus and Mdta
joined; the other members are: Belgium,
Germany, Irdand, Greece, Spain, France,
[taly, Luxembourg, the Netherlands,
Austria, Portugd, Sloveniaand Finland.

CENTRAL B ANK
Atthed oseof theoldyear, JohnHurley,
Governor of the Central Bank, expressed
thefollowing thoughtsinalengthy article
in the Irish Times
"An addtiond benefit o monetary
uni onhasbeenthecontinued progressin
European economic and financid inte-
grdion
"Over thenext decade| have no doubt
that theeuro will establish itsd f further
asanalternativereservecurrency. Inthe
10 years since EMU, we have seen the
region expand, with five additiona
economies adapting the currency since
itslaunch, induding Sovakia on New
Year's Day 2009. The continued attrac-
tivenessof monetary unionisevidenced
by the desire of most of the other EU
member states outdde the euro areato
join, as soon as the r economi ¢ circunt
stancespermit” (JohnHurley, Governor
of the Central Bank, Irish Times
30.12.2008).

Hurley makes not a single mention of
our nearest neighbour, the UK (the one
with whomwe have the"special relation-
ship")whereasaresult of the gopreciation
of theEuroaga nst Sterling, Irishexporters
arebe ng bledwhite andthousands of jobs
are at risk. Whatever about other
commentaors, one would expect the
Governor of the Central Bank and a
European Central Bank Director to
forward someopi nion, whetherin hopeor
despair at thepr ospect of thesecond | argest
economy in the Union joining the Euro
Zone or not.

The entire body politic has spent the
| ast six monthsbemoani ngthe outcome of
theJuner ef erendumontheL isbonTreaty,
of how lIreland is being forced to the
periphery of the Union and avay from the
heart of power and influence. Yet, the UK
with the second largest economy in the
EU refusestobepart of thesinglecurrency
and has no intention of being so. A policy
thatishaving disastrousconsequencesf or
Ireland, a member country that whole-
heartedly upholds and defends the Euro
andisnow beng financidly screwed by a
fdlow member of theUnion.

Then again:

"We have the absurd spectac e of the
Council President[Sarkozy] criticising
Irdand for causing problems for the
City of London in atracting Sterling
into the Eurozone—it shauld na dare
upset the poor dearsin the City of Lon-
don! IfthisisLisorisansvertolrd ands
crisisthenit'sacaseof God Savelrd and

from the Treaty!" (Irish Political Re-
view, January, 2009).

BriTAIN& THE EU

Britain marked the 10th anniversary of

thesinglecurrency withUK Independence

members burning Euro notes outside the
Bank of England.

"British voters have maintaned their
oppasition to adopting the Euro, the
currency shared by 16 other membersof
theEuropean Uni on, evenefterthepound
plunged i nrecent months apoll shows

"Of those surveyed, 64 per cent said
they would vote against accepting the
Euro if a referendum were held now,
while24 per cent saidthey woul dvotein
favour,accordingtoasurvey by Y ouGov
published in the Sunday Tel egraph

"The pourd's slide agangd Europes
common currency since the beginning
of the credit crunch in mid-2007 hasrit
dtered voters views of joiningthecur-
rency, the survey showed.

"TheUK currency droppedarecord23
per cent agai nst theEurol ast year" (Irish
Independent, 12.1.2009).

BRITAINUNDERMINES EURO

"Last week Fnance Miniger Brian

Lenihan complained tha the UK had

engaged in a 'competitive devd uatian'

agai nst other members of theEU" (Irish
Independent, 12.1.2009).

Of course, the UK is engaged in a
‘competitive devd uation' against the EU
Sterling is in competition with the Euro
and nowhere is this hurting more than in
Ireland. Minister Lenihan is correct and
endorsement of the Lishon treaty will not
change this. Yet Britanisat the'heart of
Europe and the Lisbonitestdl uslreland
has been rd egated to the periphery since
thereferendum outcome last June.

"Britain's dfficulties have triggered
fresh cdl sfor thecountry tore-examine
joining the single currency. Certainly,
beng part of abesfy and more stable
currency bloc has atractions in such
turbulent times. But if anything, thecri-
sis has strengthened the arguments of
the"no" camp. Britainhastheflexibility
toslashinterest ratestozero. Thereisno
suchoptionforwesker eurozoneecono-
mies, such asltdy and Greece, nor for
economiesgrgpp ingwi th propertyboom
and bug—such as Irdand and Span
How those economies cope with the
sind ecurrency may determinewhether
Britain eventudly dusts down its own
euro plans.” (The Times London,
31.12.2008).

TheEuroisaremarkabl esuccess story,
it is now the biggest dternative trading
currency to the mighty Dollar. Were the
politi csof Europe assoundasthecur rency
it would be an even more remarkable
story! This, despite the many grim
warnings from sceptics that the currency
union was doomed. The European single

currency would fail "economically,
socially and politically', Mrs. Thatcher
insisted: shehasbeenprovenwrongon dl
counts. Teke a look a Mrs. Thacher's
Britan!

"Itwasvery differentinJanuary, 1999,
when the single European currency was
launched. Then aEuro cog only 71p. It
got better for Serling the new currency
stated to dide and by March 2000 a
Euro cost just 60p.

"Snce then the pound has gradudly
slid back and the fdl has turned into a
near-collgpse in recent weeks. Thisis
not about euro grength, but poundwesk-
ness. The pound isplunging againg the
currencies of almost dl our bigtrading
patners. It is hardly surprising. Among
other things, a country's exchange rate
reflects its economic prospects, and
Britain'sright now are lousy. Past de-
pendence on growth fud | ed by borrow-
ing; ahousing and commercid property
bubbe overrdiance on financid s-
vices (fiveof aur ten biggest companies
were banks before the crunch); an d-
ready heavily indebted Government—
dl suggest that Britain will behit herder
andwillhavefewerresourcestod awits
way out of thedownturn.

"Monetary policy is adding to the
pourd's weekness With every cut in
interest rates, Britain becomes a less
atractivedestination for thetrillions of
dollarsin footl cose money that sloshes
around the world's financid centresin
searchof thehi ghestreturns. Baser ateat
2 per cent is a its lowest since the
Second World War" (The Times Lon-
don, 31.12.2008).

THE LisBoN TREATY
"We must look again a& the woad as

wel| as the trees," the Foreign Affairs
Mini ster Miched Martin said.

"Weneedtothinkabout thebi gpicture
of Irdand'sfuture in Europe dongside
thedetalsof theLisbonTreaty." (Irish
Times, 16.1.2009).

It has never been more imperative for
the Union to consolidate—the Lisbon
tregty proposes the opposite: expansion,
get bogged down in more troubl e spots.

Thatfitsinentirdy withtheBritishaim
of politica expansion, never dlow things
to settle in Europe You can bet your
bottom Euro, if Brussels succeeds in
achieving Turkishentry, thenext gpplicant
for an expanding EU won't be Pd estine—
itwill be lsrad.

Surdy the one true test for full and
committed membership of the Unionis
membership of theSingleCurrency! The
Euro currency is a core principle of the
entire European project, it should be a
gudification for membership. No Euro,
No Membership.

It is plainin the current global crisis,
that Ireland's immediate politicd task is
not Lisbon, itis to convince France and
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The global economic metdown has
changed theentireEuropean perspect-
ivefor I reland' smember ship—theissue
now isnot Lisbon! Theissueis British
membershipoftheEur ozone! I sBritain
at the heart of Europe or still pining
after old Empire'glories'?

Hardly acommentator,beit RTE,|eader
writer or col umni st hasn't expressed some
opinion on the plight of Sterling in the
money markets, every singleaspect seems
tohavebeencovered, wdl almost : bar the
obviousonefrom Irdl and'spoi ntof view—
why isthe UK not amember of the Single
Currency!

The only exception was Finance
Minister Brian L enihan who complaned

early last month tha Britain had engaged

ina'competitivedeva uation' agai nst other
members of the EU.

Even theplight of Irish exportersto the
British market is glossed over, typicd of
the abiding urban consumer mentdity in
themedia, thesoleconcernistherip-offs
being endured by Irish shoppers buying
British goods a exorbitant mark-up.

After extracting €180 million from a
pennilessexchequer over thedioxinscam,
theLords of theLand arenow calling for
a scheme to dlow exporters to sdl the
Sterling payments they receve to the
Nationd Treasury Management Agency
a a more favourable rate and let the
taxpayer incur the loss. But nowhere in
thelrish Farmers Assodiaion statement
is any criticism made of Britain's refusd
tojointhe Euro zone.

Almost everywhere there's a latent
sympathyfortheweaknessbe ng experien-
ced by Sterling—never praiseor support
a thestrengthof theEuro. Infactithasgot
worse!

A decisiontoleavetheEuro zonew ould
runtherisk of Irdand beingexpe led from
the EU, writes Jim O'Leary. It findly
surfeced, a the best of times, it bubbles
just beneaththeintd | ectua surf ace—yes,
we love the Euro but we miss the ould
pounds and pence!

Sterling v. Euro

"Might Ird and abandontheeuro?This
question, the merearti cul ation of which
would haveinvited ridiculeayear ago,
iSnow recel ving some etention anong
internationd economic commentators
Thereason is dear. A good, old-fash-
ioned devduati on would bean obvious
responsetotheawful conditionsfacing
theeconony,werethi soptionavail able.

"Therearegrounds therefore, asDavid
McWilliams has suggested, for seeking
specid EU assiganceto get usthrough
our current and prospective problems.
But thegrounds for thresteningto leave
theeuroshou d such areguest beturned
down are thin and treecherous.” (Jim
O'Leary, IrishTimes, 23.1.2009).

A most conspi cuous aspect of dl thisis
thesilence of theLisbonitesonthei ssue—
one would imagine it was a golden
opportunity to highlight the advance of
the Euro throughout the whole globd
crisis, but nay! Are they denying that the
Euro currency is a core dement of the
entire European project?

"President of the Euopean Centrd
Bank Jean-Claude Trichet told MEPs
the currency faced mgjor chdlengesin
the next decade. And France's former
president Vdéry Giscard d'Estang
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pl essed MEPsby sayingtherewascause
to cd ebrate becausethe Euro has made
“the biggest contribution to the Euro-
pean project sincedirect d ectionstothe
European Paliament were introduced
in1979'. (IrishTimes, 17.1.2009).

Thereisnear cel ebration a the oppor-
tunity to buy Sterling at extremely
atractivelevd s. Inmid-January, themg or
banks throughout Munster had run out of
Sterling such was the demand for that
currency.

EuUrRO ANNIVERSARY

New Year's Day witnessed the 10th
anniversary of the creation of the Euro.
On tha day also, Slovakia became the
16th country to join the Euro. With the
entry of Slovekia, the currency will be
usedby 330millionpeoplewithanannud
gross domestic product of more than €4
trillion.

Joiningupisamilestoneforthe country
of 5.4 million people in a region where
others have seen their currencies buffeted
by thefinancid crisi sstemmingfrom bank
| osses on securities backed by shaky U.S.
mortgages. Economists predict thestrong
and stable Euro will help the country
weather the storm.

Slovéakiaisadopting as somepeoplein
EU member countries, Denmark and
Sweden are rethinking their countries
refusal tosignup,whilePolandisspeeding
up efforts to jain.

Iceland, which isnot an EU or aEuro
member, suffered badly as an outsider,
being hitwithacombinationof aplunging
currency andthepopul arity of high-interest
foreign currency loans. That means
monthly loan repayments for cars and
homes have doubled this year, hitting
Icelanders hard as the economy teeters
and jobs are slashed.

Slovakiaisdso thefirst Statethat used
to bein the Soviet orbit tojoin.

The Euro was introduced on financid
markets on 1st January 1999 and notes
and coins first came into circulation in
2002. Thezone widened to 15 nationson
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