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Conservative Reform Party Needed!

Thirty years ago Charles Haughey took hold of the Irish economy and brought
it into the sphere of Finance Capitalism by use of the powers of the State. He did
this democratically in the face of the hatred of all the parties of the democracy, not
excluding his own.

He was hated because he was an innovator. And he was hated because he was an
unreconstructed traditionalist. He was an innovator who rejected liberalism as the
ideological medium of change, and, if he was not hated for the one thing, he was
hated for the other. He was hated most of all for bringing the two into combination:
an economically innovating political traditionalist.

The British approved of him at the start as an economic ‘moderniser’, taking it for
granted that he was a political liberal. The two things went together in their under-
standing. When they saw him as being the one thing without being the other thing,
they understood that he was the most dangerous man to their interests in the Irish state.
Hence the venomous Irish Times campaign against him as a kind of Stalinist thug.

Successful capitalists gave him money. The petty bourgeois reckoning, given clas-
sical expression by Fintan O’Toole, was that he was therefore corrupt: “There is no
question but that he was on the take: the only question is whether he gave anything
in return’”.

He did a service to the capitalist system by bouncing it into the world of Finance
Capitalism. It was a necessary development, given that the system was capitalist
with no actual possibility that it could become something else. He made it more ef-
fectively capitalist.

The sentiment of the easy going life of the country of small property owners was
affronted by this. It was undoubtedly a pleasant life. But it involved a high rate of

Netanyahu/Gantz Deal
And The West Bank

Ganrtz PovLiTicaL Suicipe?

On 20th April 2020, Benjamin Netan-
yahu signed a 41-clause agreement for an
“emergency unity government” with his
chief political rival, Benny Gantz.

The agreement provides for a rigid
power-sharing arrangement between them:
each will have a veto over most legisla-
tive and policy matters; each will serve as
Prime Minister for eighteen months, with
Netanyahu going first; ministerial (and
deputy ministerial) posts will be shared
more or less equally between their two
blocs, even though the bloc led by Gantz
is much smaller, over half of his MKs
(members of the Knessey) having deserted
him because he agreed to sit in govern-
ment led by Netanyahu while he is under
criminal indictment, having promised not
to do so in three successive elections (see,
for example, David Horovitz, Times of
Israel, 21st April 2020).

The deal envisages a six-month “emer-
gency” government primarily focused on
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The Sindo Anti-Sinn Fein Party And Its Holy War

Eoghan Harris has undoubtedly
campaigned long and hard to see his
ventriloquist’s dummy, Fianna Fdil
leader Michedl Martin, become the 26
Counties Republic’s next Taoiseach. For
Harris has viewed Martin as the best hope
of ensuring the achievement of his own
primary political objective in life, the
complete exclusion of Sinn Féin from
any role in Government. Week after

week, from the New Year onwards,
the very headings to Harris’s Sunday
Independent column underscored that
campaign:

“The North had no choice on SF
in government—but we do”
(January 19);
“Seamus Mallon knew that Sinn
Fein poses a moral problem”
(January 26);

“Dark shadows still dominate
Sinn Fein’s Shangri-La”
(February 2).
In that same issue, on the eve of the
General Election, and under the heading
of ‘Micheal Martin rules out possibility
of Sinn Féin-Fianna Fail government
after election’ ,Harris Mouthpiece Martin
proclaimed that his primary objective
was indeed that voiced week after week

continued on page 15
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emigration, and was reaching the end of
its tether. The changes brought about by
Haughey made it viable economically, in
great part because Haughey demonstrated
to Europe that Ireland was capable of being
something better than Britain’s echo.

Haughey was resented by the elders of
Fianna Fail, and by more than the elders.
They fed themselves on the lie that he
had engaged in treason in 1970 for the
purpose of bringing about a War of North
and South. They could not see how he
could have come to power without being
helped by some power of Evil, or how,
having come to power, he could have done
what he did.

They saw him as a trouble-maker
against England, even though he dem-
onstrated that it was possible to act in
the Irish interest against England while
maintaining perfectly civil relations with
it. In that respect, Fianna Fail would not
accept political heritage from him. And
it is now where it is.

The Sunday Independent,with the pos-
sibility of a Fine Gael/Fianna Fail Govern-
ment in view, asks if Civil War politics are
overand done with. Itis assumed the Civil
War politics are a bad thing.

If they are, where are party politics to
come from?

And the question must be asked, are
party politics a good thing? Is it a good
thing that government should be so ar-
ranged that one part of the Legislature
is always committed in principle to try-
ing to prevent the governing part from
governing?

England pioneered this development,
without ever intending to. For a long
period the existence of parties was seen as
a hangover from the time when a govern-
ing monarchy divided the country against
itself in order to rule it. It was distortion
of the Constitution. As peace settled in,
it would disappear and there would be
harmony.

But today an arrangement without
inbuilt party conflict is regarded as being
inherently unconstitutional. There must
be division. There must be conflict. Oth-
erwise there is no democracy.

If Fianna Fail has run its course and
it joins with Fine Gael as the only way
a government can be formed, where is
the Opposition party to come from? It
can only come from a development of
Sinn Fein which enables it to supersede
Fianna Fail.

The Northern origins of Sinn Fein have
not prepared it for democratic politics.

Northern Ireland is not a democratic
state. It is not even a state.

The function of Sinn Fein in the North
was to support the IRA at war, and then
take part in devolved government in a
system which did not hinge on a Party
forming the Government.

In the South, during the Northern War,
Sinn Fein’s business was to influence
Southern opinion in favour of the War.
Its development was not within the demo-
cratic politics of the state. When peace in
the North set in, it based itself in the South
onacouple of liberal absolutes coming into
vogue in Britain: abortion ondemand,and
homosexual marriage (which effectively
abolishes the institution as it has existed
throughout human history, as a means of
reproducing the race). And, in addition, it
inherited a kind of contempt for the Irish
State, which was entirely understandable,
given the Northern origins of the Party,
and the duplicity of the Dublin position
on the North from the Treaty down to the
present day.

But, if Sinn Fein is to function as a
party of the state, it must adapt to what
the state is and become its conservative
reformer—which is what Fianna Fail
used to be.

In the North, since the War ended, it has
been a party in the eccentrically devolved
system of the state, which is not itself a
state, while the Government of the state
did all the essential things that a State must
do. It has functioned within a fagade of
the state, set up by the Government of the
state in 1922 for some devious political
purpose that was never explained.

And one of Sinn Fein’s moral strengths
against the SDLP was that it did not care
whether the facade was there or not. Its
War was against the State, not against its
local false-front, while the SDLP was a
facade-party.



In the South it must be a Party of the
State. It was given an easy start with a
couple of liberal absolutisms on matters
deriving from late 19th century English
legislation, when the vital force in the
Liberal Party was Fundamentalist Protes-
tantism. There was no Irish law against
homosexual practice, and Dublin used
to be where Belfast homosexuals went
for dirty weekends. And the scandal of
the Kerry Babies, raised by the Dublin
middle class, showed that there was a
large degree of tolerance in the country
on these matters.

In the North, Sinn Fein is an Irish Party
in the British state. In the South it has yet
to become at ease with itself as an Irish
Party in the Irish state on anti-Treaty
foundations.

]
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Lucky Lenin!

little or nothing to create themselves..

Lenin was a lucky man (or genius?)

Luck plays a huge role in political success. Most successful politicians utilise politi-
cal situations that come about, that they do not or cannot predict, and which they did

Lenin was lucky with the Great War, he was lucky Britain made the Tsar fight to
the bitter end, he was lucky with the incompetence of the Provisional Government
he was lucky the Germans lost the War after he signed up to Brest-Litovsk, he was|
lucky the British exhausted themselves winning it, he was lucky Lloyd George tried to|
humiliate the Turks rather than adopting Churchill’s policy of destroying Bolshevism
eiving him a southern shield against Imperialism.

Nobody, as far as we know, created or foresaw the Corona virus. But whoever acts
upon the circumstances it creates to advance a political cause will be the one who
shapes the future. Is there a Lenin in the wings?

Pat Walsh|

Obituary

John Gault:
Some Recollections

I knew John Gault when he was living
in Dublin in the early 1970s. One day he
took me aside and, almost secretly, he took
some trouble to get me to understand that
facts that were being presented in science
as support for the belief that the origin of
species lay in the emergence of one spe-
cies from another, through a process of
adaptation to changes in the environment,
were actually proof of the contrary —that
species preserved themselves by survival-
ist adaptation to changes in the environ-
ment. Adaptations were conservative, not
revolutionary.

Ifbutterflies changed colour from white
toblack when arural environment changed
to a smoky industrial environment, that
was in order to remain butterflies. There
was always some variation in each new
generation and the variants that enhanced
the chances of survival flourished.

This was heresy in scientific circles in
Trinity College, which in John’s genera-
tion there seems to have been dominated
by the highly intellectual, but also so-
cially revolutionary, movement called
The Internationalists. 1t was stringently
materialist, and it seemed to me to be
groping for proof that the world came
about scientifically, and was inclined to
take short-cuts in reasoning.

John was a Derry Protestant—that is
to say, Anglican. I don’t know that he

was at all religious (in the sense in which
that term was used in Slieve Luacra), but
I doubt that he would have made an issue
of it on formal occasions.

He was married to Lorna Turner, who
was a Derry Presbyterian. I don’t think
I ever asked them what marriage service
they had.

Lorna was acquainted with a Catholic
singer from Derry who was very famous
at the time, and whom Lorna always
referred to as Rosemary, which was not
her famous name.

Judging by John and Lorna, I got the
idea that, beneath the bizarre political
systemimposed by Westminster, there was
in Derry a stratum of relaxed civilization
proper to a bourgeois town such as I had
never noticed in Belfast.

I'lost contact with them after they were
obliged to move to Sligo. In those days
Belfast was very poorly connected with
Sligo by public transport. I can only say
that it was a pleasure knowing them.

Brendan Clifford

JACK LANE WRITES:

John came from Derry from the Unionist
side and became attached to the Interna-
tionalists in Trinity around 1967-8. He
was not a typical supporter as he was far
too level-headed to be so.

Along with others from that ‘stable’
he joined the ICO in the late 1960s and
participated in the intense debates and
actions. such those of the DHAC (Dublin
Housing Action Committee).

What I recall is his contribution to
debates on Darwinism and Mendelism —
and his preference for the latter which
was very, very unfashionable then—and
now —especially on the Left.

I also recall his involvement in the de-
fence of the Falls in August 1969, though
naturally enough he never spoke much
aboutit: and therefore the details are prob-
ably known to very few. My recollection
is that afterwards the Special Branch took
a particular interest in him and he did not
find it easy to get work.

Manus O’RIORDAN ADDS:

I think it important to acknowledge
John’s personal courage on both sides of
the national question, when it mattered.
A Derry Protestant, he did not hesitate
to defend Northern Catholics during the
August 1969 pogroms. But he also knew
the social reality of the national question
and he firmly upheld the B&ICO Two
Nations analysis. Living in Dublin in the
early 1970s, and encountering the vitriol
with which that analysis was met across
the spectrum from Blueshirt to Stickie,
he was willing to sell “Communist Com-
ment” from pub to pub, notwithstanding
the added hostility he would have met from
Dublin pub nationalists as a Northern Prod
expounding that analysis.

His employment difficulties were
finally resolved in the mid-1970s when
he took up a position as a lecturer in the
Sligo Institute of Technology, where he
remained for the rest of his working life,
and was highly thought of by the students
he taught.

c
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While continuing our series on events of 1920 with the help of the daily newspaper of the First Dail, the Irish Bulletin, we
are reducing the amount printed to just one week per month as reproducing the full monthly report of the summaries is
taking up too much space at the expense of other items in The Irish Political Review. The weekly summary of events below
and those of following weeks for the month, as well as all the previous instalments which have appeared in this magazine,
can be seen on our dedicated Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/FrankGallagher1919/?modal=admin_todo_tour

It should be noted that these summaries are not by any means the full content of the Irish Bulletin which also contains
daily accounts of all significant developments in the war.

LEST WE FORGET (17)

The following are Acts of Aggression committed in Ireland by the armed Military and Police of the
English Government, as reported in the Daily Pres Week Ending March 6", 1920

Date: March:- 1st 2nd 4th 5th 6th Total.
Raids:- 156 105 153 32 401 918
Arrests:- 71 36 319 20 8 479
Sentences:- - - - 3 1 5
Proclamations & Suppressions - 1 - - -- 1
Courtmartials: - - 1 - 1 1
Armed Assaults:- 2 2 - 2 - 8
Deportations:- - - - 2 1 2
Sabotage:- 4 - - 2 7
Murder:- - - 1 1
Daily Total:- 233 144 473 62 412 1,422

A new element has entered into the armed suppression of the Republican Movement in Ireland. Troops and police are now
encouraged to wreck the property of well-known Republicans. In the foregoing week seven such incidents have occurred, these
are usually accompanied by looting on the part of the troops. These occurrences appear under the heading “Sabotage”. In the

above six days the sentences passed for political offences totalled one year and ten months.

MONDAY, MARCH 1st, 1920.

Raids:-

Military and police in large numbers raided and searched
upwards of 100 houses in the Rushbrook district of Co. Cork.
At Dublin, in the early hours of the morning, military and
police accompanied by armoured cars raided the residences of
many prominent Republicans. Some twenty houses were
searched including those of Mr. Robert O’Brennan, of the
Rathmines Urban Council. Dr. Kathleen Lynn, - Member of
the Rathmines Urban Council. In the raid on Mr. O’Brennan’s
house the troops ordered Mrs. O’Brennan out of bed and when
she subsequently asked them not to raid the rooms in which
her three young children were sleeping the officer in charge
replied “we can’t help that” and ordered the room

be searched. In a raid upon the residence of Mrs. Hazlewood,
that lady fainted and when an effort was made by a Mr.
O’Brien who lodged in the same house to go to her assistance
he was held up by the troops who ordered him at the point of
the revolver to stand back. (See Military Sabotage). Military
and police raided ten houses in the Kildorrery district of Co.
Cork. In the Ballingar district of Co. Galway twenty five
houses were raided and searched by armed police. Military
and police raided the Labour Hall at Inchicore, Co. Dublin.
Arrests:-

Two young men named Hynes and Kilkelly of Abbey, Co.
Galway have been arrested on an unknown charge. Messrs
James Burke, M. Cronin and T. Jackson, of Rockmills, Co.
Cork, have been arrested. No charge has been preferred
against them. Fifty six persons were arrested in the Streets of
Dublin on a charge of being “abroad” between the hours of 12
midnight and 5 a.m. without the permission of the British

Military authorities. Mr. Thos. Donovan of Kilsheehan, Co.
Tipperary, was arrested on a charge of having in his

possession arms and ammunition. Five young men found in
the Emmet Hall, Inchicore — where the local Labour meet, -
were arrested in a raid by military and police. Messrs. M.
Doohan, C. Doohan, Jos. McGinley and J. Coyle were

arrested at Falcarragh, Co. Donegal, on a charge of “unlawful
assembly”.

Armed Assault:-

At the trial of the above-mentioned men at Falcarragh,

Co. Donegal it was admitted by the police that they attacked
and batoned a gathering of civilians. An effort was made by
the police to justify their action by alleging that the civilians
first stoned them, but the case fell through, the four men being
released. The incident mentioned in last week’s list in which
the armed forces of the British Government stationed in

town of Thurles marked the houses of prominent Sinn Feiners
by painting at night time threatening symbols upon them, has
had its sequel. In the early hours of Saturday morning British
military filled the streets of the town and wrecked the houses
they had previously marked. They destroyed shop-fronts, and
smashed in the windows and doors of private houses. The
local Sinn Fein Hall was almost completely wrecked. The
troops engaged in these operations were accompanied by their

officers.
Military Sabotage

The new element which recently entered into the armed
suppressions of the Irish people, that of wanton destruction
and looting by the British Military, is being evidenced more
frequently. In the raids in Dublin mentioned above, pictures
were smashed in several houses, from the residence of Dr.
Kathleen Lynn valuable ornaments were stolen by the military
raiders, while in the jewellers shop kept by Mr. Farley at 84
Parnell Street, Dublin, a force of British troops looted and
destroyed property valued at several hundreds of pounds.
Further, in the town of Thurles during the sacking of Sinn Fein
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residences above mentioned, damage to an enormous was
done. In all these instances the troops were acting under
their officers.

TUESDAY, MARCH 2nd, 1920.
Raids:-
Armed police raided the residence at Derrygarve, Co. Derry
Mr. P. Diamond. The residence, in the same district, of Mr. F.
Murphy, was also raided. The raids took place just after
midnight. Both the occupants were arrested. (See below). A
strong party of police raided the Sinn Fein Hall at Ballinasloe,
Co. Galway, while a dance was in progress, and arrested the
young men who were attending it. At Derryhee, Emyvale, Co.
Monaghan, armed police raided two private houses.
Large forces of military and police continued the searching of
houses in the Cloyne district of Co. Cork. Over 100 houses
were forcibly entered and every room in them ransacked.
Arrests:-
At Derrygarve, Co. Derry, armed police arrested in bed Mr. P.
Diamond a man of over 70 years, who is under constant
medical treatment. They brought him to the police barracks
where he has had to be visited frequently by the doctor. The
charge against him is one of being in possession of a shot gun.
Mr. Diamond is a farmer and the gun is necessary to him for
the preservation of his crops. On a similar charge, Mr. F.
Murphy was arrested also at Derrygarve. At Ballinasloe, Co.
Galway, 30 young men were arrested in a police raid in the
local Sinn Fein Hall. A dance was in progress at the time.
This the police suppressed, arresting the men on a charge
of “unlawful assembly”. Mr. Thos. Reilly of Mullaheran,
Co. Cavan, was arrested on a charge of advertising the Irish
Self -Determination Fund displaying posters appealing for
subscriptions to it. Mr. H. McCabe of Clarinagh, Enniskillen,
was arrested on a charge of having arms in his possession.
Two persons were arrested on the streets of Dublin on a
charge of being “abroad” between the hours of 12 midnight
and 5 a.m. without the permission of the British Military
Authorities.
Proclamations & Suppressions:-
Armed police forcibly suppressed a dance at the Ballinasloe
(Co. Galway) Sinn Fein Club, arresting 30 of the participants.
Armed Assault:
In the streets of Thurles, Co. Tipperary, police armed
with hand grenades, rifles, bayonets and batons,
attacked a number of townspeople who had peaceably
gathered in the street. Many were injured. In the same
town armed police accosted a local tradesman named
James Moloney and having ordered him to hold up his
hands beat him with the butt-ends of their rifles.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 3rd, 1920.

Raids:-

At Newport, Co. Tipperary and in the neighbouring
districts armed police raided and searched fifty houses.
In Cork city police raided over a score of private houses
and searched them. Sinn Fein Hall at Ballinasloe, Co.
Galway, was again raided by the police.

Arrests:-

Ten persons were arrested on the streets of Dublin on a
charge of being “abroad” without the permission of the
British Military Authorities. In the second raid on the
Sinn Fein Hall in Ballinasloe, Co. Galway, fifteen young
men were arrested. The charge upon which these further
arrests were made has not been stated.

Sentences:-

Master James Staines, a boy of 17, recently arrested at

his father’s house by a party of military who were trying

to take Ald. M. Staines, M.P. into custody, was

sentenced at the Northern Police Court, Dublin, to one
month’s imprisonment for “having in his possession
documents which if published might cause disaffection”.
The documents were found in the accused’s father’s house
when it was raided by the military. The

magistrate said he could see no connexion between the
defendant and the documents; nor did he think some of

the documents were “seditious”. Nevertheless the
defendant was sentenced as above.

Courtsmartial:-

Mr. Joseph McMurray was tried by courtmartial at Derry
city on a charge of having in his possession 11 rifle
cartridges of obsolete pattern and an empty Mills bomb
case. He was found guilty. Sentence will be

promulgated later.

Provocation:

At the weekly meeting of the Thurles Urban Council, the
Councillors protested against the conduct of the police who
frequently smashed peaceful citizens windows at night, and
savagely beat innocent civilians returning after dark to their
homes. One of the Members of the Council stated: “The
terrorism in Thurles is simply terrible”. Mr. McCarthy, also a
Councillor said when he protested to the police authorities
against the conduct of their men he received letters from the
police threatening him with violence whenever the police
could catch him.

THURSDAY, MARCH 4th, 1920.

Raids:-

In the city of Dublin large bodies of military and police raided
fifty houses, shops, offices, etc., in many cases smashing in
the doors with crow bars if any delay in opening them took
place. When the raiding parties had effected an entrance into
the houses they did wanton damage to the furniture,
ornaments, flooring, etc. of almost every house raided.
Among the houses entered were the residences of:-

Mr. T. Hunter, Member of Parliament.

Mr. WM. O’Brien, Alderman of the Dublin Corporation
Ald. W. Cosgrave, Member of Parliament.

Ald. Thomas McDonagh, Member of Parliament

Professor F. Fahy, Member of Parliament.

Mr. J. J. Walsh, Member of Parliament.

Mr. W. Paul, Member of the Dublin Corporation.

Mr. S. Brennan, Member of the Dublin Corporation.

Mr. Dowling, Member of the Dublin Corporation.

Mr. T. Loughlin, Member of the Dublin Corporation.
Military and police also forcibly entered and searched:-
The Women Workers Club, Langrishe Place.

The Irish Women Workers Union, Nth. Gt. Georges
Street. St. Kevins House — A residence for Catholic

Girls. The residence of Miss M. Browne, M.A.

The offices of the various sections of Irish Labour were
raided as were all the principal Irish Language Colleges

in the city. Over a dozen houses were raided and

searched by the police at Oristown, Co. Meath. Armed
police raided and searched the residence at Thurles of

Mrs. McGee. In the Burton Port district of Co. Donegal
armed police and military raided over forty houses. At
Clonross, Co. Clare, armed military and police raided
some fifty houses.

Arrests:-
In the course of these raids the military and police
endeavoured to effect many arrests. As on previous



occasions they failed to take into custody the majority of
those named in their lettres de cachet. The list of those
whom the military sought to arrest included six
Members of Parliament and eight or nine members of
the Dublin Corporation. Those actually taken into
custody in these raids were:-Ald. W. O’Brien, recently
elected to the Dublin Corporation and Secretary to the
Irish Trades Union Congress; Mr. T. Hunter, Member of
Parliament for North East Cork; Mr. P. Clancy, Dublin
merchant; Mr. Samuel Ellis; Mr. P. Murphy, School
teacher, and another gentleman whose name had not
been published. Mr. W. J. Bland of Youghal, Co. Cork
was arrested at Rathmore, Co. Kerry on a charge which
has not been published. Mr. Bland was a leader of the
Sinn Fein adherents in his district. He had fought as a
member of the British Army through the great war. At
Rushbrook, Co. Cork, large bodies of troops and police
surrounded the local docks and arrested every one of the
dock labourers who numbered 300. The men were
brought before impromptu enquiry Courts, were
questioned as to their movements and were overpowered
and searched, even the lining of their clothes being torn
by the troops acting under the command of their officers.
The men after being detained for several hours, were
released. Eight persons were arrested on the streets of
Dublin on a charge of being abroad between the hours
of 12 midnight and 5 a.m., without the permission of the
British Military Authorities. Three young men whose names
have not been published were arrested at Cork. No charge
was preferred against them. An Irish Language teacher named
O’Connor, was arrested at Clonross, Co. Clare.

Armed Assault:-

During the raids on houses of prominent Republicans in
Dublin, the crowd showed vocal hostility to the military
and police. The troops immediately charged using the
butts of their rifles to disperse the gathering.

FRIDAY, MARCH 5th, 1920.

Raids:-

More than a dozen houses were raided at 1.30 a.m. in
Dublin. Big forces of military were used in the raids.
These, if the door of the residence was not opened at the
first knock smashed it in with crowbars and trench tools.
One of the houses raided was that of Mrs. M. Lynch of
Richmond Road where the military turned the four lady
occupants of the house out of bed. Every room in the
house was then searched. At Ballinasloe, Co. Galway,
some twenty houses were raided by military and police.
Arrests:-

In the raids upon the houses of Republicans in Dublin
the following were arrested. No charge was brought
against any of the men taken into custody:- Messrs.
William Kavanagh, Michael Kavanagh, Eamonn Price
and John Kiernan. Four young men, three of whom are
named Canty, Hurley and Allen, were arrested by
military and police at Bandon, Co. Cork. No charge has
been made against them. At Ballinasloe, Co. Galway, a
young man whose name has not transpired was arrested
on an unknown charge. Eight persons were arrested on
the streets of Dublin, on a charge of being “abroad”
without the permission of the British Military
Authorities, between the hours of 12 midnight and 5
a.m. Messrs. T. Connell, Barrets Park, Co. Galway, and
M. Ruane and T. Holland of Lisheen in the same
County, were arrested. No charge has been preferred

against them.

Sentences:-

Messrs. J. Keating, J. Downey and P. O’Donnell, tried at
a crimes court at Tipperary, were each sentenced to three
months imprisonment on a charge of “unlawful assembly”.
Armed Assault:-

While three young men were driving past the barracks at
Holycross, Co. Tipperary, they were stoned by the police. In
the streets of Dublin, citizens, even those who had permits
from the British Military Authorities to be “abroad” were held
up by fully armed troops and having been overpowered were
searched.

Deportations:-

Alderman WM. O’Brien, whose arrest is mentioned in
yesterday’s list has been deported. Mr. Killeen also
recently arrested, was similarly deported.

Murder:-

At the inquest held into the cause of death of Martin
Devitt of Cahirsherkin, Co. Clare, who was shot by the
police on February 24th, the Jury, the members of which
were selected by the police, returned the following
verdict:-“We find that Martin Devitt died, 24th

February, from the bullet wound received

fighting for the freedom of his country, which freedom

is prevented by misgovernment; and we tender our
sympathy to the relatives”.

Military Sabotage

In the raids upon the houses of prominent Dublin

citizens mentioned above, the troops as has now become
usual smashed their way into several of the houses,

raided and wrecked rooms. As well in the raid on the
residence of Mrs. M. Lynch, Richmond Road, the

raiding party took £5 from two purses upon which they
came while searching the premises. The empty purses
were subsequently discovered by Mrs. Lynch.

SATURDAY, MARCH 6th, 1920.

Raids:-

In a widespread drive in the Ragg district of Co.

Tipperary, military and police, accompanied by

armoured cars raided and searched 300 houses. In the
Corofin district of Co. Galway military and police raided

and searched over 100 houses. Military and police raided

the residence of Mr. Bohan, 36 Blackrock Mall, Dublin.
Arrests:-

Seven persons were arrested on the streets of Dublin a charge
of being “abroad” between the hours of 12 midnight and 5
a.m. without the permission of British Military Authorities.
Mr. Bohan, T.C., recently elected member of the Dublin
Corporation was arrested also on a charge of being “abroad”
between the prohibited hours.

Sentences:-

Mr. Andrew Holt of Ferrbybank, Co. Wicklow, was sentenced
courtmartial held on February 24th, to one year’s
imprisonment with hard labour on a charge of having in his
possession an empty revolver.

Armed Assault:-

For the third time within a week the British troops stationed
at Thurles issued from barracks and smashed windows and
wrecked the houses of prominent Republicans.

Sabotage:-

At Thurles, Co. Tipperary, British military accompanied by
their officers again wrecked the houses and business
premises of prominent Republicans.




The O'Connor Column

Revisionists and Trees

The current Covid plague seems to be
calling a halt to the gallop of the globalism
ascendant since the 1990s. While some fear
the universal emergence of the depoliti-
cised military-medical authoritarian state
in efforts to tackle the plague will actu-
ally reinforce further global uniformity
and conformity as a consequence, the
Director General of the WHO, Dr. Tedros
Ghebreyesus,ahumanitarian globalist, has
taken a different tack.

In an unusually philosophic comment,
broadcast on 21st April and carried on
RTE’s News Now site, Tedros noted that,
while elaborating global collaboration in
a generous internationalist spirit would
be important in “beating” the virus, it
would be those societies which exhibited a
“strong” andinternally “genuine national
unity” and intrinsic social solidarity that
would most successfully emerge from it.

Tedros thus singled out coherent na-
tional societies as humanity’s real and vital
secret weapon in fighting Covid. This is a
momentous statement, utterly at odds with
the Zeitgeist of progressive denationalising
globalism. This rising global ideology had
been triumphantly smashing all Chinese
walls in its path, atomising and discard-
ing the now ‘redundant’ national entities
as it surged. The individualised atoms of
humanity were destined, according to this
ideology, for a bright future as happily
consuming “citizens of the world” . With
a single phrase, Tedros has demolished
that delusion.

It would seem not inappropriate, there-
fore, to use the Column this month toreflect
on as aspect of the very birth of ruthless
globalism under England’s Elizabethan
reign of terror. I refer to the denuding of
Ireland’s historic woodlands that began at
that time, and their eventual, albeit imper-
fect, recovery. The process of destruction
was only finally reversed through the wilful
actions of a new state, founded precisely
on the type of “genuine national unity”
which Tedros has identified as essential
to a successful defeat of Covid.

Plagues come in many other forms than

(Part 1)

the physical too, not least that of academic
fashion serving a political purpose. One
of the most curious of these—and also
relevant to this story —has been that of the
de-nationalised Irish historical ‘revision-
ism’ that has accompanied Ireland’s own
globalisation. It swept the country (or at
least its academic apparat) from 1972,
after being adopted in panic as official
state doctrine in the headlong retreat from
the realities of the Northern war.

This revisionism has had little to do
with an honest “revising” of historical
judgements in the light of new evidence.
It was far more an unseemly rush to
produce alternative “narratives” (plural
sic.!) to replace the “national” one that
now —absurdly —stood accused of hav-
ing caused the Northern War. To disarm
what was now perceived as a perennial
timebomb, if not quite a virus itself, Irish
history was henceforth to be atomised into
disjointed “discourses” on the sundry
activities of the natives. The natives and
their activities would henceforth be treated
as “historical subjects”, acting over
centuries devoid of national context. The
preferred medium of analysis became the
“socio-economic”. Uniquely in Ireland’s
case, it was discovered that the nation was
in fact nothing more than a “myth”, what
Roy Foster called the “stories the Irishtell
themselves” . Stripped of this “myth”, the
atomised ants could be seen to have simply
been pursuing individual economic self-
advantage, though occasionally stirred by
ancientimagined ghosts to actirrationally.
A problem for the revisionists is that this
action ended ultimately in the natives
producing a state of their own.

The Mystery of Ireland’s
Absent Tree Cover

A since purged British Labour Party
leader, Jeremy Corbyn, startled the Com-
monsrecently when hetold them: “We [the
UK] have the lowest level of tree cover of
almost any country in Europe "—just 13%
ofthe UK landmass consisted of forest and
woodland compared to an EU average of
30%. In fact the two EU countries with
an even lower cover—not mentioned by

Corbyn—are Malta (with almost zero)
and Ireland (with 11%). While the case
of semi-arid Malta should not surprise,
that of Ireland, a non-densely populated
island with a typically moistand moderate
north-European climate, requires some
explaining.

Various popular theories circulate to
account for the phenomenon. One is that
rabbits, a popular medieval source of
food and game-hunting introduced by
the Normans, represented, from a for-
estry perspective, the start of something
of a plague, eating forest floors bare of
young tree shoots. But this theory falls
on the fact that much of northern Europe
has suffered rabbit infestations without
thereby becoming so totally denuded of
their forests.

Theunique manner in which industriai-
sation occurred in Britain, the vanguard of
globalism—aterm which hasreplaced the
previously more accurate descriptive one
of the “capitalist mode of production”—
meant that forests were destroyed at a
much greater rate there than elsewhere.
Nevertheless, from the nineteenth century,
whatremained began to be managed better
to ensure replenishment and reproduction.
Industrialisation in Italy, Germany, France
and related cultures, on the other hand,
where considerable elements of feudal
practices continued into the modern era,
evolved in a more supervised framework.
This included woodland management. To
this day, rural dwellers in such countries are
often required to co-manage local forests,
with the harvesting of timber restricted in
its extent and season and within amanaged
system of woodland rejuvenation. Forest-
ers managing this system are respected
local authority officials. In Germany,
a highly populated and industrialised
country, an astounding 32 per cent of the
landmass remains forested.

The current Irish forest cover of 11%
may be very low by German or French
standards, but in fact represents a major
recovery since Independence, when trees
covered less than half of one per cent of
Ireland’s land area. It was an utterly —and,
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as they would say today, unsustainably —
deforested country when the British started
to withdraw.

There are issues around the species
which compose modern Irish forests, but
these stark figures on forest cover speak
volumes, or would do if minds were not
cluttered by a “revisionist” historical
narrative that has reduced them to mean-
inglessness.

A Traditional Narrative and its
Revisionist “Refutation”

A web essay a few years ago by a
certain Arthur Sullivan, broadcast on
Germany’s English-language “World
Service ’-typebroadcaster, Deutsche Welle
(www.dw.com), exulted in the remarkable
recovery of small forests in Ireland thathad
occurred since his childhood. His essay,
‘Ireland’s forests: Watching a vanished
world return’, recounted the basic facts
of Irish woodland history as once known
to every Irish child:

“The story of the destruction of Ireland’s
forests is not a happy one. No other coun-
try in Europe experienced such a whole-
sale ravaging of its native woodland. By
the beginning of the 20th century, forest
cover on the island was down to less than
1 percent of the total land mass of 84,421
square kilometers ...

“The destruction of Irish forests was
largely down to human activity over the
centuries. Industrialization, agriculture
and an expanding population thatrequired
food and shelter all played a part.
“Ireland’s vanished forests—Ilike ‘an
Ghaeilge’,Ireland’s native language now
spoken fluently by justa small minority —
are lost chords in the country’s cultural
and physical identity.

“During the 20th century, the Irish state
began to grasp the extent of whathad been
lost,and began a process of extensive tree-
planting,establishing forests —mostly of
exposure-tolerant conifers —on mountain
land.” (etc.)

The piece had no overt “nationalist”
slanttoitatall,euphemistically describing
the denuding of Irish woodlands as due
to “human activity over the centuries”,
which, as a matter of fact, was decisively
reversed by State intervention only after
Independence.

But a certain Michael Collins, who
described himself as a historian, took issue
with Sullivanin alengthy blogged rebuttal
on the DW site. Sensing the whiff of an-
cient ghosts, he rushed to correct Sullivan’s
straight-forward narrative before readers
drew obvious conclusions from it.

Ireland, heblogged, “overthe centuries,
...experienced a near-total destruction of
its forests mainly because of human ac-

tivity and a deterioration of the climate:
from an initial forest cover of around 80%
to less than 1%”. It was the ice age and
“climate change” at that time that had
stripped Ireland bare and left it “the only
country in Europe where such complete
forest destruction took place”. He then
fast-forwarded a millennium to account
for why Ireland—since miraculousy
reforested (so it wasn’t the Ice Age after
all!)—to claim that —
“it is generally accepted that the large-
scale deforestation of Ireland’s landscape
started around 1390, as land was cleared
for agriculture and grazing. Rapid ex-
pansion of the country’s population
necessitated that forests be cleared to
increase food production. Further areas
of woodlands were cleared toward the end
of the 16th century, as the exploitation of
Irish woods by English settlers began. By
1600, it is estimated that only 12 percent
of the country was forested.”

Collins does in passing admit that
“around this time, English forests were
close to exhaustion, and Irish woods were
seen as a cheap source of wood to fuel
Englishindustries” . This was why “many
Englishiron- and glass-working factories
were established along the Irish coast, ...
the abundant wood burnedto provide heat,
and the finished product exported back to
England.” He adds that “a bonus to the
English settlers of removing Irish forest
cover was that it also reduced the hiding
places for the Irish rebels who fought
against English rule”. Finally, as wood
was far more expensive in England at the
time, “this business plan made economic
sense” (sicl).

Collins has further to admit that “de-
forestation in historic times did include
asset-stripping under the Elizabethan and,
more particularly, Cromwellian planta-
tions” . Irish oak went to build the Royal
Navy when Britannia “ruled the waves” .
But this was aminor factor, Collins insists,
the far bigger culprit being the production
of barrel staves for the huge (native) export
trade in butter and bacon, salt-fish, beer
and whiskey, as well as supplying the
French and Spanish wine barrel industry.
In addition, given Ireland’s lack of coal,
hard-wood forests were felled to produce
the charcoal to fuel Ireland’s “growing
industrial base” and gunpowder for the
Royal Navy.

Collins must concede all of these
facts—even while pleading for their
mitigation—and could not do otherwise,
asthey had been so irrefutably established
in those great scholarly histories—Eileen
McCracken’s Irish Woods since Tudor

Times. Their Distribution and Exploita-
tion (David & Charles 1971) and Eoin
Neeson’s A History of Irish Forestry
(Lilliput 1991).

But, having conceded these points, Col-
lins’s faux- “objective” tone in his riposte
to Sullivan is abandoned as he rises to his
dramatic rhetorical conclusion:

“Many hold the mistaken belief that
we had wonderful unspoilt woodland
here until the Sasanach came along. It’s
simply not true. Forest clearance had
started 6,000 years ago when the first
farmers arrived and since then woodlands
faced a losing battle against agriculture
and population expansion... No doubt
the occupiers used much of the little that
was left on ship building and such, but
the natives had done a fairly good job in
felling most of italready. A greatexample
is the blanket peat mountains of the west
coast ... The peat only exists because the
original forests on the mountains were
felled...”

The Sasanach stuff, he concludes, par-
rotting Foster, is all but an Irish tall tale
that “just plays in to a certain narrative
we tell ourselves”.

Collins’sisnotaneccentric theory of his
own,butrather a well-ploughed revisionist
line on the issue. In 2014, the Four Courts
Press published atome entitled 7he woods
of Ireland. A history, 700—1800, by Nigel
Everett, who the publishers describe as
“an independent historian specializing
in English and Irish landscapes”. Its
blurb states:

“The accepted view of Irish woodlands
is that Ireland was covered in trees until
the English came and chopped them
down. While admirable inits brevity, this
interpretation is inadequate regarding the
actual management of Irish forests from
the later Gaelic era to the close of the
eighteenth century. The author focuses
on the fundamentally pragmatic and com-
mercial view of trees adopted by much of
Gaelic civilization, and the attempts of
the various Anglo-Irish administrations
to introduce more conservative woodland
practices. By the late seventeenth century,
there-afforestation of Ireland had become
a paramount badge of respectability for
Irish landowners, and gave rise to a dis-
tinctive body of landscape design and
painting, exemplified by the works of
Thomas Roberts and William Ashford.”

So, despite a benign gentry exulting in
forests, with a culture shaped by romantic
landscape painters, and the valiant “at-
tempts of the various Anglo-Irish admin-
istrations”, spoliation by the rapacious
natives could not be halted. The planter
landlord class (“Irish landowners”!!)
repeatedly tried to save the Irish and their
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forests from their awful selves, but sadly
their efforts were in vain!

So, were the natives the problem?

What these revisionist narratives omit
is that other countries also went through
extensive deforestation to make way
for agricultural expansion, population
growth and—far more than Ireland—
industrialisation, while managing to
keep large woodland resources through
careful management of their exploitation
and regeneration. It is success in this that
Ireland lacked.

Collins in his Deutsche Welle blog
rushes us through the nineteenth century
(when the natives were at their most de-
spoiling), though not without stressing
the valiant attempts “by the then govern-
ment” to curtail the destructive practices
of the natives:

“The overexploitation of Irish forests
continued throughout the 18th and 19th
centuries, despite several laws passed by
the then government meant to protect the
remaining forest cover.”

Along the way he pontificates on how
the natives’ ignorant hostility to progres-
sive laissez faire population reduction
policies during the “Great Potato Famine”
almost enabled them by default to come
to their senses:

“The Great Potato Famine reduced the
population of Ireland from eight to four
million inhabitants... and this eased ag-
ricultural pressure on the landscape and
possibly freed up land for forestry.”

Collins lauds the minuscule recovery
in forestry that occurred from the end
of the 19th century, again thanks to our
benefactors who, as so often before, had
sought to save us from ourselves:

“The end of the 19th century showed a
turning point, with the first (albeit small)
increases in forest cover in centuries
recorded, possibly as a result of planting
grants made available at the time by the
Royal Dublin Society.”

A Stubborn History

The reality, of course, is that the fate
of Irish woodlands was determined by the
nature of the colonial crustimposed on top
of Gaelic society and which over centuries
simply treated the place similarly to how
any colony was treated, whether the Congo
by the Belgians or the Caribbean Islands
by the British. The bit of forest recovery
that occurred in the nineteenth century
consisted of little more than forest “gar-
dens” planted around estate Big Houses

as an aesthetic landscaping adornment, or
once-off commercial plantations after the
population culling of the “Great Potato
Famine " had “eased agricultural pressure
onthelandscape . The upper planter class
never developed anintegrated society such
asisessential for the evolution of resource
management.

Despite Collins’ crude attempts to
rubbish a remembered history, the Irish
narrative is proving stubbornly resilient, a
tale the Irish certainly still tell themselves,
as the hapless Sullivan demonstrated be-
fore being ambushed on www.dw.com by
Collins. Of all the Irish poem-songs kids
learn in schools (though ever less so since
1972), few are retained with such a reso-
nance by Irish people as the famous 18th
century Caoine Cill Chais (‘Lament for
Kilcash’), which recounts the destruction
of the Gaelic leadership class, its culture,
husbandry and, yes, its forests:

“Cad a dhéanfaimid feasta gan adhmad?
T4 deireadh na gcoillte ar lar;

nil tracht ar Chill Chais nd ar a teaghlach
is ni bainfear a cling go brath...”

(“Now what will we do without tim-
ber, With the last of the forests de-
stroyed? T here’s no more trace of Cill
Chais or its household And its bell will
be rung no more.”)

Gaelic society placed great store by for-
estry and its proper protection, which was
codified in Brehon Law. As Desmond’s
history of Cork and Kerry recounts:

“There were twenty-eight trees and shrubs
identified in the Brehon legal tract Bretha
comaithchesa or Judgements of the
Neighbourhood, which were divided
into four classes of seven, based on their
economic value. The most valuable were
the ‘lords of the wood’, the oak, hazel,
holly, the yew, ash, Scot’s pine, and the
wild apple-tree... For an offence against
a lord of the wood there would be a fine
of two milch cows and a three-year-old
heifer. The penalty for damage to one of
the ‘commoners of the woods’, which
was the next classification, was one milch
cow, and so forth to the ‘lower divisions
of the wood’ and, lastly, occupying the
lowest rank, were the ‘bushes of the
wood’...”

Numerous place names throughout Ire-
land honoured woods and even particular
trees. Contrary to Collins’s claims of the
extinction of oak forests through a native
contempt, it is the oak that retains pride of
place in innumerable Gaelic place names.
McCracken (pp. 24-5) publishes a map
identifying hundreds of these.

Carribean Model

The destruction of Irish forests—in
the sense of non-regenerative managed
harvesting—began in the Elizabethan
terror. Ireland was viewed as a source,
among other things, of plentiful and
cheap timber which could be harvested
to extinction for staves, ship building,
barrel making for provision exports, and
charcoal for ore smelters. As the forests —
from asettler “adventurer” (i.e. capitalist)
perspective—were endless, and free of the
type of management costs inherent in an
integrated society. They could be and were
felled with abandon, making Irish timber
far cheaper than that produced in England:
it was harvested and exported by settlers
to supply markets in England.

One of the first to do so on a large scale,
as Eileen McCracken recounts, was Sir
Walter Raleigh who, despite a 1596 ban
on such exports designed to protect prices
and production in England, exported vast
quantities of shipping staves for a decade
with impunity from his estates around You-
ghal. After he was purged and beheaded
by the regime for other reasons, he was
succeeded by Sir Richard Boyle who, as
Earl of Cork, used up further vast tracts of
Cork woodlands in his ironworks and in
stave-making,exporting four million of the
latter alone between 1611 and 1628. The
East India Company also acquired woods
in South Cork, producing vast quantities
of timber for its ships and also procuring
and exporting further supplies from other
settler land-holders. What notional restric-
tions there were on Irish timber exports
were abolished entirely following the
Restoration (McCracken 100-101).

McCracken relates how one of the in-
ducements for settlers to move to Ireland
were the profits to be made from forest
exploitation. An Elizabethan-era docu-
ment, ‘Motives and Reasons’ ,enticed City
of London participation in the Plantation
of Ulster on the basis of the abundance
of wood available: “All sorts of wood
do afford many services for pipestaves,
hogshead staves, barrel staves, clapboard
staves, wainscot...” By 1615 large quan-
tities of raw and semi-processed timber
produced by settlers supplied markets in
England and Europe, and by 1625 virtu-
ally the entire oak needed for French and
Spanish wine barrels came from Ireland.
The main production centres were near
accessible waterways, notably on the
Bann, the Slaney and in west Cork. The
producers and their workers were again
almostentirely settler businessmen. When
Kenmare’s woods were surveyed, it was
expected they would produce 1,000 tons
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of hardwood timber a year for export until
exhausted,once sufficient English workers
could be procured. Though saved initially
from the same fate by their inaccessibility,
Kerry’s forests would nevertheless also
later succumb, being “eventually used up
in ironworks” (McCracken 98-99).

Approx. 150 wholly settler-“owned”
ironworks were established throughout
Ireland to service the lucrative English
market. This was before the technology
of coal burning was mastered, and oak
charcoal provided the primary fuel for
smelting. Ireland had average ore deposits,
butit was the plentiful availability of “free’
oak which was the reason so many smelt-
ers were established. Indeed, according to
McCracken (p. 92), Irish ore was often
of low quality, and English, Scottish and
Welsh ore had to be imported to mix with
it. The abundant timber was cheap because
the forests did not have to be managed,
but simply consumed:

“Ideally, the best charcoal for smelting

comes from twenty-five-year-old cop-

pice oak, and in England the iron masters
practiced coppicing to ensure a continu-
ous supply. Generally, an acre of coppice
gave enough fuel to make a ton of iron
every twenty-five years. But in Ireland,
except in Wicklow, no such provision
for a continuous fuel supply was made,
and the life of an ironworks was limited
by the supply of readily available wood.

Some ironmasters, such as Rainey in

Londonderry and Rutledge in Sligo and

Roscommon, moved their works from one

place to another as the local fuel became

exhausted ...” (McCracken 92).

The rate of charcoal consumption by the
ore smelters was immense, and McCrack-
en (pp. 92-3) describes the consuming of
this abundant cheap fuel in Ireland until
supplies, i.e. the oak forests themselves,
were exhausted:

“Gerald Boate... recorded that it was
almost incredible how much timber an
ironworks used... An account of the
Drumshambo works in 1770 [...] states
that the works was ringed with heaps of
charcoal as big as three Dublin houses. ..
Ittook about 2 Y tons of charcoal to make
aton of bariron. Irish wood was cheap by
Englishstandards. ...Englishironmasters
paid 6s to 7s a cord, whereas in Ireland
the price was in pennies ...”

Sir William Petty became a leading
deforester, felling forests to fuel several
smelting operations in the south-west of
Ireland around Kenmare. Common to
ironworks throughout Ireland was that not
only the owners were English but also that
all labour, especially the skilled trades,
were also imported from England, while

the use of Irish labour was discouraged
and even prohibited:

“Many of the ironworks supported quite
considerable colonies of people... Itisal-
mostcertain that most of the workers were
English or European immigrants brought
over as a labour force. Sir Charles Coote
had 2,500 workers, English and Dutch, at
his various works in Cavan, Leitrim and
Roscommon; Sir William Petty founded
a colony of 800 English at his ironworks
at Kenmare... Special permission had to
be obtained to employ 500 Irish workers
at the Mountrath ironworks in 1654 until
English workers could be obtained, and
even then the Irish workers had to live
within a musket shot of the works. How-
ever, it is clear that Irish workers were
sometimes employed: Colonel Brown
of Knappagh in Mayo asked permission
to continue to employ Irishmen during
the Williamite wars when gatherings of
more than ten were prohibited ...” (Mc-
Cracken 93).

This was an approach to labour utili-
sation and replacement not dissimilar to
Nazi German policy in Eastern Europe
during WW2.

The Final Destruction

Even after this mass and non-replen-
ished deforestation under the 17th cen-
tury plantations, considerable woodlands
remained, and these were used to supply
the burgeoning casking trade providing
barrels for provisions exports. But with
the resource rapidly dwindling, the export
of whole timber from Ireland, for which
there was still a high demand in England,
had almost ceased completely by 1700,
and Ireland increasingly became an im-
porter of timber, even for the provisions
casking trade.

The great “Estates” created under the
Cromwellian and Williamite plantations
saw subsequent large-scale clearance of
remaining woodlands to create pasture-
land. Thomas Carlyle would later reprove
a “thriftless people” who would not plant
trees. But under the Penal Laws any trees
planted by an Irish tenant became the
property of his landlord. Such was the
destruction of woodland and its increas-
ing scarcity that the building of timbered
houses in Dublin ended well before it did
in English cities. In 1766 Jonathan Swift
asserted that “thereis not another example
in Europe of such a prodigious quantity
of excellent timber cut down in so short a
time with so little advantage to the country
either in shipping or building.”

In the early 19th century, the English
Government moved to protect England’s
remaining forests and introduced managed
forestry. This was a science that had been

popularised in Germany and was gradu-
ally adopted elsewhere, as Eoin Neeson
describes in great detail in his history.
Measures were introduced to end the great
deforestation, and in Ireland bodies such
astheRoyal Society assisted reforestation
by landlords. But, as already stated, the
planting that occurred was often just for
aesthetic “landscaping” purposes and, as
the landlord system began to come to an
end, following this brief period of stabi-
lisation, felling experienced a renewed
landlord-driven boom:

“The year 1880 marked the zenith of
woodland acreage in private hands, for the
great land act of the following year began
to transfer land control from landlord
to tenant. The estate owners, conscious
now of their insecurity, not only ceased
to replenish their plantations but sold
much of the existing timber to travelling
sawmillers who came over from Great
Britain and moved across the country
from estate to estate like arboreal pests”
(McCracken p141).

Despite some new reafforestation
schemes under the colonial-era Depart-
ment of Agriculture from 1903, which
had decided that about 25 per cent of
Irish land was good for little other than
forestry and encouraged the planting of
fast-maturing cash crops in the form of
varieties such as the now ubiquitous Sitka
Spruce, these came to little as the “Great
War” delivered a further, final blow. Meet-
ing the timber demands of the Western
Front opened a lucrative final market for
plantation owners:

“World War I followed soon afterwards,
and, as in England, so much timber was
cut that by the 1920s there were in Ireland
only about 130,000 acres of woodland,
roughly a third of the acreage a century
before. The process which had been
accelerated at the end of the sixteenth
century was completed and about half
of one per cent of the land remained as
forest.” (Ibid.)

In other words, the miniscule 1.5% of
land under forestry that had survived to
1906 fell further to just 0.5% by 1920,
much of it low-value spruce. These were
Maltese conditions.

A New Official Line
The Department of Agriculture, Fisher-
ies and Food has issued a potted history
ofitself, “Irish Forests—A Brief History”
(2008—available on its website), which
tacks to the revisionist wind.

The Department’s narrative toys with
the “climate change” stories Collins
relates for distant millenia, and relates
that although “the demand for timber
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also increased and exploitation intensi-
fied under the Anglo-Normans and, later,
successive Englishmonarchs,” there were
nevertheless still “extensive forests in
Ireland before 1600.” These, however,
“were largely gone by 1800.” It waffles
on that “no single reason” can be given
for the decline, but that it is “generally
agreed” that the causes were a mixture of
“industrialisation”, ship building for the
British Navy and the clearance of “large
areas of forest” by planter landlords for
agriculture. The continued decline post-
1700 was due to commercial felling and
a “massive population increase” up to
1840. The latter of course was the native
horde, and its impact in further forest ero-
sion is emphasised as “vast areas of forest
[had] to be cleared to meet the increasing
demand for food and shelter.”

Allthatneeds to be said of this “history”
isthatall nations and regions across Europe
and farther afield experienced “massive
populationincrease” inthis period, though
atdifferentrates, withoutitresulting in the
type of absolute deforestation that occurred
in Ireland. The key difference elsewhere
was that integrated societies managed
forest exploitation with compensatory
and orderly forest regeneration. It was
the peculiar colonial political economy
that pertained in Ireland that marked it
out and determined that as with other
unsustainable aspects of development, its
forestry resources suffered too. Needess
to say, the Department’s “Brief History”
has nothing to say on that.

Forestry Policy after Indepndence

Over four centuries of colonial-com-
merial woodland destruction only began
to be reversed in Ireland post-1920, i.e.
following independence. Thisis astark and
indisputable historical and statistical fact,
which even a Collins or a Foster cannot
dismiss as simply a “story” or “just ...a
certain narrative we tell ourselves.”

Nationalist Ireland in its romantic,
Germanic, guise—i.e. Young Ireland—
hankered to restore Ireland’s forests, and
this was passed on as an ideal and major
issue for the Sinn Féin movement which
displaced the Redmondite tendency, and
hence for the new state when Sinn Féin
established it, even thr truncated ‘Free
State’ of the Treaty era.

For the story following independence,
we will, appropriately enough, discard
the imperial measure of the acre (A) and
apply the Napoleonic European measure-
ment of the hectare (Ha) instead, with 2.4
A=1Ha.

Amodest programme of reafforestation
was initiated by the Free State govern-
ment as early as 1923, when a 388 hect-
ares (nearly 1,000 acres) were planted
as woodland despite the multiple other
challenges the state faced. The current
Department’s “Brief History” states that
this was confined to “poor quality mar-
ginalland” ,withland “fit for agricultural
purposes” excluded from the programme.
The accusatory tone of this statement is
somewhat frustrating, given the inherited
problems of residual land distribution
and the fact that abundant such marginal
and often untenanted land was readily
available. In 1928, when the government
estimated that only 89,000 hectares of
woods had survived in the country, it
amended the British-era 1919 Forestry
Act,inparticular restricting further felling
or forestry clearance, and for the first time
gave government the power to “compel
the replanting of felled areas”. Grants
were also provided from 1931 under the
Act subsidising landowners to undertake
new plantations. Given the land structure
of the time, it is unsurprising that such a
private-sector approach meant that the
“main beneficiaries” were the remaining
“large estates” .

Following these minimal initial initia-
tives, the de Valera era witnessed aradical
up-scaling of afforestation, especially
through direct state-owned plantation. This
rosetoabout3,077 Hap.a.by theend of the
1930s, falling during the war for obvious
reasons, to just 1,711 Ha p.a. by 1944/45,
withnew planting largely spruce replacing
hardwoods felled during the war for fuel
and timber. The forestry programmes of
the 1930s-40s were driven by a desire to
achieve timber self-sufficiency, provide
sustainable rural employment, generate
local industry, and also gradually recover
ancient native woodlands. This policy
increased afforested land mostly as acom-
mercially productive resource, butalso set
a target of a quarter of all new planting to
consistofregenerated “native” forest. The
Forestry Act 1946 established the legisla-
tive framework that endures to today, and
seta goal of achieving increasing planting
by 4,000 Ha per annum.

Shortly before losing power, in 1948 the
de Valera government adopted a major af-
forestation programme based on the 1946
Act, setting a 40-year aim of achieving
Im acres of forest (400,000 Ha) by 1988,
largely through state planting. Progress
was initially slow, but surged from the late
1950s under the last de Valera government,
finally achieving, and surpassing, the an-
nual 10,000-Ha target in 1960, when over

10,162 Hawere planted. The Department’s
“Brief History” continues:

“By 1970, the total planted area of State
forests amounted to 530,901 acres (c.
214,853 hectares) and 4,395 people
were employed in the State forest sec-
tor. During the 1970s the afforestation
programme continued, achieving an
average annual planting rate of 8,800
hectares between 1970 and 1979 ...
However, this rate of afforestation could
not be maintained. Government policy
to exclude agricultural land from the af-
forestation programme, underpinned by
Government restrictions on the price the
Department could pay forland, meant that
it was becoming increasingly difficult to
acquire suitable land. Consequently, the
rate of afforestation by the State started
to gradually decrease, with the average
annual rate of afforestation undertaken
by the State between 1980 and 1989
falling to 5,700 hectares. By this time the
total State forest area comprised 304,232
hectares ...”

Of the total 465,000 Ha of forest
in Ireland in 1989, and despite a grant
scheme in place since 1931 to encourage
private planting, only 10,192 Ha, or 2
per cent, of woods consisted of private
forests. In addition, a massive 70% of
total forestry—322,000 Ha—had been
planted since 1949, mainly under Fianna
Faéil governments. Thus, by 1988, the state,
despite its many economic challenges
since Independence,had managed toraise
Irish forested land cover eightfold from
0.5% in 1920 to over 4.3%, overwhelm-
ingly through state forests.

ok o3k

How was the 4.3% forestry cover
achieved by 1989 more than doubled to
today’s 11%? The answer lies in politics,
and particularly in a strategy initiated by
Charles Haughey in the 1980s and imple-
mented with vigour from 1988. He would
unleash the most far-reaching afforestation
and woodland strategy yet seen in the his-
tory of the state. Needless to say, this goes
wholly unacknowledged in revisionist
“histories”, and the man himself earns
not a single mention even in the Depart-
ment’s own official 2008 history of itself,
Irish Forests—A Brief History. As with
many problems revisionism encounters,
Haughey is disposed of by obfuscation
and the silence of the airbrush.

The concluding part of this article
next month will reveal that strategy and
the means by which it was instigated and
implemented within the two short years
1988-90 at a time when the state was im-
poverished and highly leveraged. O
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es ahora-

‘The Court of O Ceallachain’

“I saw, said she, “in that palace of music,
speckled silks, sheer satin cloth,

blades being sharpened, mead for the sick,
warriors playing with the ficheall teams,
harp-tunes playing melodiously,

histories read by the learned and wise,
with flawless accounts of every Order

and family name that arose in Europe,

doors never shut on amber dwellings,
candles lighting each wall and room,
casks for the company always opened
and never an ebb in the tide of drink...”

This is an extract from a long elegy on Dénall O Ceallachain who died in the
year 1709. It is noteworthy that a Gaelic ‘Big House’ at the beginning of the
eighteenth century could still be thought of as dispensing such lavish hospitality.

Clona, a Queen of the sidh, speaks the lines.
An Duanaire, 1600-1900, Poems of the Dispossed. Sean O Tuama.
With Translations into English Verse by Thomas Kinsella. The Dolmen Press. Ireland. 1981.

“Life in the big house, in its circle of trees, is saturated with character: this is, I suppose,
the element of the spell. The indefinite ghosts of the past, of the dead who lived here and
pursued this same routine of life in these walls add something, a sort of order, a reason
for living, to every minute and hour. This is the order, the form of life, the tradition to
which big house people still sacrifice much.”

Elizabeth Bowen. Bowen’s Court. 1942.

Elizabeth Bowen

A review of Patricia Laurence’s biography. Part 3.

More than once in reading this biogra-
phy have I stopped dead at seeing a huge
mistake which of course has the effect of
undermining one’s faith in the rest of the
scholarship in this book. Laurence for
instance states that:

“Bowen spoke with politicians (members

of Taoiseach, the Irish parliament) when

what she means is the Ddil in Leinster

House.

She also takes the view that the
Dominions Office was Dublin based:
“because the Irish Free State was still,
to some degree, under the sovereignty of
the British...”

She has John Maffey and John Betje-
man as the two top UK representatives
in Ireland when Sir John Maffey was UK
Representative to Eire and therefore its top
diplomat here. Laurence also states:

“While on her Irish errand, Bowen tell-
ingly became friends with James Dillon,
almost the only member of the Irish
Parliament in Leinster House who was

It Is Time

against Ireland’s stance of neutrality.
Early on, she viewed Dillon as a British
ally and reported, “all sensible people
in this country follow the line taken by
Mr. James Dillon”. “She viewed him as
someone who might lead the Irish away
from what the British and Americans then
considered a ‘belligerent’ stance about
withholding the treaty ports.”

She falsely claimed,

“Mr. Churchill no more than deprecated
the loss of the ports as bases, making no
demands nor threats.”

“She {Bowen} described Dillon as one
of the ablest members of Parliament,
someone who could take on de Valera’s
policy: courageous, able and dynamic.
But she misread him and the climate: his
position was unpopular, and after a rous-
ing speech as deputy leader in 1942 when
he petitioned the Government to abandon
neutrality, side with the Allies and go to
war, he was forced to resign.”

From the foregoing,itis easy to see how
far off Patricia Laurence is on her analysis
of the situation. She certainly does not
grasp that John Dillon was not a member

of the Fianna F4il party of Government, but
that of Fine Gael and was Deputy Leader
of it until he was forced to resign.

As for Bowen’s friendship with James
Dillon, she had tea with him once and they
had what he thought to be a long, friendly
chat. Going back to Laurence’s account:

"In the 1970s, when Robert Fisk, his-

torian, revealed to Dillon that Bowen

had been reporting his opinions to the

Dominion Office in Ireland {sic} and

the War Office in London, Dillon was

taken aback. According to Fisk, when

Dillon read the secret memorandum,

he showed no bitterness, stating “only

that she had abused his hospitality in

1940 by breaking the confidentiality of

the meeting”. And in response to her

description of his “religious fanaticism”,
in the report he snapped back about her

“unhappy agnosticism”.Bowen’sloyalty

to Britain and the anti-Fascist cause led

her to break Irish trust."

But, long before there were any talk of
ideology, Elizabeth Bowen, knowing Vita
Sackville-West and her husband Harold
Nicolson, and being friends of them both,
she knew that the latter worked in the Min-
istry of Information, in London, and went
there and offered her services in Ireland for
whatever Britain’s war might need without
qualifications or justifications.

As her letter to Virginia Woolf makes
clear, she would do whatever the British
State asked of her and only hoped she was
up to it. And, in a short space of time, the
British authorities had set her up with a
nice flat in Dublin, and with, as a raison
d’étre, that she needed to do research for
her book on her family history which she
had begun rather fortuitously in 1939. It
is tempting to speculate that such a book,
providing an excuse to travel and meet
so many people, was so useful to Bowen
that perhaps it had its origins in Britain’s
intelligence intrigue!

The book was ‘Bowen’s Court’ and she
had met Sean O Faolain in 1937 after he
had sent her on a ‘fan-letter’ about her
books while the latter was teaching in
London. They met and had a sexual fling
which lasted, depending on whose ac-
countone reads,a year or thereabouts. But
O’Faolain was an important Irish figure to
know, someone who had many contacts in
Dublin and Cork,both political and literary
and a friendship with him could give her
access to people she thought important in
her Intelligence role.

In 1937,Elizabeth Bowen was proposed
for membership of the Irish Academy of
Letters by her friend, Sean O’Faolain: the
proposal was accepted and she became



a member—and all this because of her
friendship with O’Faolain. And, through
him, she met W.B.Yeats, Frank O’Connor
and many others who were to prove quite
useful to her in learning about Irish atti-
tudes and positions about World War Two.
And she was all the more effective because
these people were totally innocent of her
aims and took O’Faolain’s introductions
as a stamp of approval.

O’Faolain himself never for a second
thought her to be a spy and was only too
happy to squire her around Dublin and
introduce her to everyone and anyone he
thought she might find interesting. And,
when ‘The Bell’ got going, O’Faolain
again stepped in and had her interviewed
by ‘The Bellman’ aka Larry Morrow in
1940, an interview in which she avowed
that she was an Irish writer. This really
was a brilliant coup for Bowen who now
had officially ‘arrived’ in Ireland.

So, all in all, Bowen’s literary and
personal credentials were well burnished
for her spying activities here. And didn’t
she do it all with such aplomb!

Victoria Glendinning in her 1977
biography of Bowen thought that this
interview was quite an important one for
Bowen. It “placed” her firmly within an
Irish setting. As she wrote:

"Inevitably, ‘The Bellman’ brought up
the question of whether she herself was
really an [rish writer at all. ‘There are
people in this town’, he said, ‘who re-
fuse to admit’...” ... “Elizabeth” stated
Glendinning “dealt with this one very
firmly”:

“I regard myself as an Irish novelist. As
long as I can remember I've been ex-
tremely conscious of being Irish—even
when I was writing about very un-Irish
things such as suburban life in Paris or
the English seaside. All my life I’ve been
going backwards and forwards between
Ireland and England and the Continent,
but that has never robbed me of the strong
feeling of my nationality. I must say it’s a
highly disturbing emotion. It’s not—I must
emphasise —sentimentality”..." (Italics —
Glendinning.)

Glendinning found the question about
hernationality,about "where her ‘loyalties
lay’", offensive —asking:

"Why it mattered so much where her

loyalties lay, why was it so inevitable

that Dublin should ask of a major novelist
‘But just how Irish is she?’..."

But Glendinning, writing then in 1977,
knew of her “activities”, citing her spying
butnever calling itthat — so Bowen'’s “loyal-
ties” mattered a lot as she made clear:

"Lord Cranborne, who passed on Eliza-
beth’s findings to Churchill noted that her

Ministry of Information reports had been
‘sensible and well balanced’..."

Lord Cranborne even “met Bowen in the
Dominions Office” And she also visited with
much secrecy and security clearance the War
Office. Cranborne, who was the Domin-
ions Secretary, served his Prime Minister
Churchill with great effect: and that he took
time to meet with Bowen served to illustrate
how powerful a role she was playing at the
height of World War Two.

Patricia Laurence gets completely
bogged down about Irish affairs in her
biography. She complains to Jack Lane in
their letters in the March and April editions
of the Irish Political Review that she was
handling a lot of information and trying
to balance it all but surely that is what a
scholar does? She seems equally at a loss
evenabout American political affairs, writ-
ing that President John F. Kennedy beat
Henry Cabot Lodge in the Presidential
elections which put Bowen’s patrician
nose out!! It was of course Richard Nixon
who lost to President Kennedy.

Laurence also states: "Echoing British
views, she {Bowen} asserted that the Irish
are naive in politics and “not yet adult
in citizenship”...". It is such a pity that
Laurence does not source this rdméis. She
alsoattributes to Andrew Christopher, “the
historian”, some quotation, but of course
it was Sir Christopher Andrew who wrote
‘The Defense of the Realm: The Authorised
History of MI5’, Allen Lane, London,
2009. She writes up M.E. Antrobus as
“Britain’s representative to Eire”, when
it was Sir John Maffey. According to
Laurence, what Elizabeth Bowen—

“most feared, and O’Faolain and Mac-
Neice agreed, was that Eire’s isolation
from European ideas and culture might
breed a “national childishness” bred by
censorship of newspapers, authors, and
intellectuals, and the parochial influence
of the Catholic Church.”

Considering that someone of the ilk
of Séan O’Casey said that Ireland’s cen-
sorship during the war was “piffling” in
comparison to that of Britain, Laurence
might wish to examine those who would
like to suggest otherwise. Louis MacNeice
was working as a British propagandist at
the BBC; he was not, as Laurence notes,
“Anglo-Irish” ,being the son of a North of
Ireland Bishop in the Church of Ireland.
O’Faolain was another matter but, consid-
ering the Universal Catholic Church and
its influence, to suggest that its influence
caused Ireland to be bereft of European
culture is just the purest of nonsense.

Indeed, when Bowen eventually met for
tea—again on a story of pretence —with

the Archbishop of Dublin, John Charles
McQuaid, she was floored when he spoke
fluent French, while she had to admit to
having only a grasp of school-girl French.
Conning the Archbishop into thinking
she was interested in “social work”,
she obtained an audience with him. The
whole set-up was initiated by TCD Lecky
Professor of History, ConstantiaMaxwell,
whose own ‘activities’ in Ireland have yet
to be explored. And, if this can be done,
it is my contention that she—this quiet
woman —will prove to be the most excit-
ing of them all. Eunan O’Halpin hints
that the “she” in the Liddell Papers are
the best place to start, but when will they
be released in full? I have but a fraction
in my filing cabinet and have yet to go
through them in depth.

The academics/journalists outraged
at the Aubane Historical Society’s con-
tinual updating of any new spy reports by
Elizabeth Bowen are a dismal lot. They
actually try and say what she did was for
the benefit of Ireland! This is so out-
rageous, but it does not stop them. They
point to her support for ‘neutrality’, when
what she actually did was report justly
that such a policy was widely supported
by the people in the state. Churchill and
Cranborne needed to be sure of that and
she was the one who made them sure.
Laurence pulls Bruce Arnold into her
history to debunk the theory that she was
a spy. Does she have any notion of those
who need to be trusted and those who one
needs to be wary of?

Bruce Arnold, OBE and of ‘The Irish
Independent’ trots out such utter cant that
it is hard to believe. But Laurence does
believe—and again I ask why? She had
her “Fulbright Foundation for support in
University College, Cork, 2011” and had
Eibhear Walshe, School of English,

“forearly support,enlightened conversa-
tion, and travel to Farahy and Bowen’s
Court...” She,Inote, has upgraded Eib-
hear Walshe to Professorship. For those of
us who follow academic goings on, many
were saddened to hear that poor Eibhear,
notonly didn’t get to be Professor or Head
of School, but was sidelined to be ‘Head
of creative writing’— the Cinderella of
academia. But it was no contest against
the brilliant Clare Connelly whose many
‘placements’in English academic institu-
tions and whose published works were,
in the end, unbeatable.

But just how did Eibhear and Patricia
Laurence get to travel to Bowen’s Court?
Bowen’s Court was demolished in 1959,
and no trace of it remains!

Julianne Herlihy. ©.
To be continued.
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Netanyahu/Gantz Deal
continued

the COVID-19 crisis, a period which can
be extended by agreement between the two
of them. During this period, the deal rules
out the introduction of major legislation
on non-CIVID-19 matters.

However, it makes an exception for the
issue of West Bank annexation and it ap-
pears that from 1st July 2020 onwards Ne-
tanyahu will be free to begin the annexation
of parts of the West Bank, as agreed with
President Trump back in January. More on
this below. Obviously, Netanyahu would
like to have this process completed before
November, so thatif President Trump fails
to get re-elected President Biden will be
faced with a fait accompli.

NETANYAHU CHARGED

Criminal charges—bribery, fraud and
breach of trust—were finally laid against
Benjamin Netanyahu in January 2020 after
years of gestation (and his trial is due to
begin on 24 May). Nevertheless, in the
General Election on 2nd March — the third
in ayear—he improved his electoral posi-
tion, his Likud party winning 36 seats in
the 120-seat Knesset compared with 33
in last September’s election.

Since 2009, he has served three con-
secutive terms as Prime Minister, in each
case leading aright-wing coalition. How-
ever, in all three elections in the past year,
he and his right-wing allies failed to win
enough seats for that to continue —after
the 2nd March election they were 3 seats
short of a Knesset majority. But, Benny
Gantz hasn’t been able to put together a
governing coalition either after any of the
elections,although his party, Kahol Lavan,
won approximately the same number of
seats as Likud in all three elections.

GanTtz / NETANYAHU POLICY
DIFFERENCES MINIMAL
Gantz was the Chief of Staff of the
Israeli military from 2011 to 2015, serving
under Prime Minister Netanyahu. He was
in overall command of the Israeli military
offensives against Gazain November2012
(Operation Pillar of Cloud) and July/Au-
gust 2014 (Operation Protective Edge).

Heentered politics for the firsttime early
last year and fought the three Elections
under the banner of Kahol Lavan (Blue
and White). Former Israeli Government
Ministers Yair Lapid of Yesh Atid and
Moshe Ya’alon of Telem were allied with
him in Kahol Lavan.

Gantz launched his entry into politics

with a pair of videos boasting of the death
and destruction the Israeli military had
wroughtin Gazaunder his command (Elec-
tronic Intifada,21stJanuary 2019). One of
them showed drone footage of adevastated
neighbourhood in Gaza in August 2014,
following Israel’s 51-day assault on the
territory and bragged that “parts of Gaza
were returned to the stone ages”. The
other displayed a kill-counter of Palestin-
ians while in the background Palestinians
are seen taking part in funerals.

Gantz entered politics with the clear
intention of ending Netanyahu’s career
as Israeli Prime Minister. But his policy
differences with Netanyahu are minimal,
so much so that the agreement they signed
on 20th April contains almost nothing
on policy. Instead it says that “after the
establishment of the government, a team
will be established to formulate the basic
principles of the government” .

On the Occupation, he is at one with
Netanyahu. Asked on 2nd April during the
last election campaign if he supported the
establishment of an independent Palestin-
ian state, he refused to answer but said:
“We must maintain the Jordan Valley as
a security border, we can’t go back to the
1967 line, and Jerusalem will forever stay
united as our capital” (Haaretz,2nd April
2020) . When back in January Netanyahu
got the blessing of President Trump for the
annexation of parts of the West Bank, he
described it as “a significant and historic
milestone” and said that if he won the
upcoming Election he would immediately
“work toward implementing it” .

GANTZ BREAKS PLEDGE GIVEN
AT THREE ELECTIONS

Gantz’s opposition to Netanyahu was
based almost entirely on his alleged cor-
ruption—and in each of the three Elections
he pledged not to enter into Government
with Netanyahu so long as he is under
criminal indictment. He has now broken
that pledge, giving as his excuse the need
for a “emergency unity government” to
deal the Covid-19 pandemic.

That excuse hasn’t been sufficient for a
majority of his Kahol Lavan MKs, more
than half of whom have deserted him,
reducing their number from 33 to 15. Yair
Lapid, his former ally in Kahol Lavan, has
also deserted him and apologised

“to all those people who I convinced
to vote for Benny Gantz and Blue and
White this past year. I didn’t believe that
they would steal your vote and give it to
Netanyahu, that they would use your vote
to form the fifth Netanyahu government.”
(Times of Israel, 21 April 2020)
®

It is difficult to avoid the conclusion
that Netanyahu’s call for an “emergency
unity government” ,ostensibly to help deal
with the Covid-19 crisis, was in reality a
cleverplantoensnare Gantz, who couldn’t
easily refuse to participate, but was going
to be in trouble with a large section of
his supporters if did participate. For
Netanyahu, the deal has the happy side
effect of securing the Premiership for
himself, when all other efforts over the
past year have failed to do so. True, he
has a limited term in Office after which he
has to hand over to Gantz, but the nature
of the power-sharing arrangement he has
persuaded to accept means that he will
still have a veto on most decisions when
Gantz is Prime Minister.

The Agreement is being challenged in
the courts. But, if it gets over that hurdle
and is approved by the Knesset, it will
end more than a year of political dead-
lock, during which Netanyahu acted as
Prime Minister. Now, he should be able
to continue as Prime Minister until at least
October2021 with the prospect of winning
an Election in three year’s time now that
Gantz has been severely weakened.

(Itis possible that the courts decide that
itis illegal for a person under criminal in-
dictmentto serve as Prime Minister. If that
happens,the Agreement will fall and there
will be another General Election,in which
case he could run on a platform promising
legislation to heed the will of the people
by overriding the courts —and conceivably
become Prime Minister again.)

IMPLEMENTING ANNEXATION

Articles 28 and 29 of the Agreement

are concerned with the implementation

of the annexation of parts of the West

Bank, as Netanyahu agreed with Trump
last January.

Article 29 refers to this as “the exten-
sion of sovereignty” and states:

“...as of July 1, 2020 the Prime Minis-
ter will be able to bring the agreement
reached with the United States regarding
the extension of sovereignty for discus-
sion by the cabinet and the government
and for the approval of the government
and/or the Knesset”

This appears to give Netanyahu a green
light to go ahead with the process of annex-
ation (and appears to deny Gantz a veto over
doing so). However, Article 28 states:

“In everything related to the declaration
made by President Trump, the Prime
Minister and the Vice Prime Minister
will act in full agreement with the United
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States, including the issue of the maps
vis-a-vis the Americans and engaging in
an international dialogue on the issue,
while striving to preserve the security and
strategic interests of the State of Israel,
including the need to maintain regional
stability,uphold the peace agreements and
pursue future peace agreements.”

Obviously, Israel is not going to
progress the annexations in the face of
opposition from Washington, which did
exist back in January when Netanyahu
wanted to make progress on the issue in
order to boost his chances in the election
on 2nd March. Since then, Israel has been
working with the US in a joint committee
mapping out the precise boundaries of the
territory to be annexed.

Commenting on the Netanyahu-Gantz
agreement on 22nd April 2020, US Sec-
retary of State Mike Pompeo said:

“As for the annexation in the West Bank,
the Israelis will ultimately make those
decisions. Those are—that’s an Israeli
decision, and we will work closely with
them to share with them our views of this
in a private setting.”

That gives the impression that the US
will not oppose Israel proceeding with the
annexations.

Will other considerations prompt Israel
back? Forinstance,Jordan has threatened
torenounce its peace agreement with Israel
if it annexes the Jordan Valley. Will the
desireto “upholdpeace agreements” make
Israel think twice about going ahead? It
seems unlikely.

David Morrison
27 April 2020

“28.The Prime Minister and the Vice Prime
Minister will acttogether and in coordination in
order to advance peace agreements with all our
neighbors and to advance regional cooperation
in a range of economic spheres ...

“Ineverythingrelated to the declaration made
by President Trump, the Prime Minister and the
Vice Prime Minister will act in full agreement
with the United States, including the issue of
the maps vis-a-vis the Americans and engaging
in an international dialogue on the issue, while
striving to preserve the security and strategic
interests of the State of Israel, including the
need to maintain regional stability, uphold
the peace agreements and pursue future peace
agreements.

"29. Despite what is written in 'Article 28'
above, and following discussion and consulta-
tion between the Prime Minister and the Vice
Prime Minister on the principles outlined above,
asof July 1,2020 the Prime Minister will be able
to bring the agreement reached with the United
States regarding the extension of sovereignty

for discussion by the cabinet and the govern-
ment and for the approval of the government
and/or the Knesset. [emphasis added]"

(*) Under the terms of the deal, which will
end over a year of political deadlock during
which Israel has not had a permanent gov-
ernment, Gantz will become prime minister
in 18 months. Until then, he will serve as
defense minister and have veto power over
most legislative and policy matters. While
he had campaigned on a promise not to sit
in a government under Netanyahu, Gantz
said the about-face was necessitated by the
coronavirus crisis.

(*) It’s not clear what this proposal
would amounttoin practice. Of the present
relationship between the settlements and
the Israeli state, the Israeli human rights
organisation B Tselem explains:

“Although the West Bank is not part

of Israel’s sovereign territory, Israel

has applied most of its domestic laws
to the settlements and their residents.
... Israel has refrained from formally
annexing the West Bank (except in

East Jerusalem). In practice, however,

it treats the settlements established

throughout Area C as extensions of its

sovereign territory and has virtually

eliminated the distinction for Israeli
citizens.”

Thatbeing so, itis difficult to judge how
Netanyahu’s proposal, if implemented,
would alter the existing relationship in
practice.

(*) https://www.haaretz.com/misc/article-print-
page/.premium-u-k-eu-states-warn-netanyahu-
gantz-government-against-west-bank-annexation-
1.8794334

https://electronicintifada.net/blogs/ali-abunimah/
eu-backs-warning-israel-over-west-bank-annex-
ation

https://www.haaretz.com/misc/article-print-
page/.premium-how-israelis-who-voted-for-gantz-
feel-now-he-s-in-bed-with-bibi-1.8793939
https://www.state.gov/secretary-michael-r-
pompeo-remarks-to-the-press-at-a-press-avail-
ability/
https://www.haaretz.com/misc/article-print-
page/.premium-pompeo-says-annexing-west-bank-
is-israel-s-decision-to-make-1.8791028
https://www.jpost.com/breaking-news/pompeo-
west-bank-annexation-is-an-israeli-decision-to-
make-625509
https://www.breitbart.com/middle-
east/2020/04/22/pompeo-annexing-west-bank-is-

israels-decision-to-make/

Israel shuts Palestinian coronavirus
testing clinic in East Jerusalem

Clinic in Silwan raided, activists arrested
because kits were provided by the Palestinian Authority

Israeli police raided a coronavirus test-
ing clinicin the EastJerusalem Palestinian
neighborhood of Silwan and arrested its
organizers on Tuesday night because the
clinic was operated in collaboration with
the Palestinian Authority.

According to the clinic's managers,
there is a shortage of coronavirus tests in
Silwan, where doctors say there are 40
confirmed cases and where overcrowded
living conditions could lead to a rapid
spread of the virus.

The clinic was opened in a hall at one of
the local mosques. It was closed on Tues-
day night because to the end-of-Passover
curfew, but police officers nonetheless
arrived,questioned neighbors and arrested
four activists who were involved in setting
up the clinic.

The coronavirus tests were meant to be
processed by the Palestinian Authority in
the West Bank. However, Israel prohibits
any PA activity in Jerusalem and last month
also prevented PA workers from disinfecting
public spaces in the capital. In contrast, two
weeks ago Israel allowed armed PA forces to
respond to a violent dispute that took place
in one of the Jerusalem neighborhoods that
are beyond he separation barrier.

Nir Hasson | Apr. 15,2020 1 1:13 PM | 12

"You [Israeli authorities] are not helping
us and are preventing us from getting help
from others," said one of the residents,
Farhi Abu Diab. "For the first time, we
have a common enemy, so let's work
together."

Abu Diab said the Israeli government will
respond after it's too late, after the month
of Ramadan, which he said will surely ex-
acerbate the outbreak. "Instead of working
together, [Israeli authorities] are bringing
politics into this. I don't care about who has
Jjurisdiction. If something happens to my son
I don't care who tests him."

On Mondays, at the behest of Jerusalem
Mayor Moshe Leon and health profession-
als, the Israeli Health Ministry opened a
testing clinic in Silwan, but it is only ac-
cessible to members of the Clalit health

maintenance organization.
(Haaretz, 15 April 2020)

This and other stories are to be found on:

HYPERLINK "http://www.sadaka.ie"
http://www.sadaka.ie

See also:
HYPERLINK http://www.david-
morrison.org.uk
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Sindo Anti-Sinn Fein Party

continued

by Harris:

“Fianna Fdil leader Michedl Martin
emphatically ruled out any engagement
with Sinn Féin over forming a government
after the February 8 General Election as
he warned there is a deep anger amongst
his party’s voters with Sinn Féin and their
lack of contrition over what happened
during the Troubles.”

Butthe expectant Taoiseach-in-waiting
was to be disappointed by the electorate.
The ruling Fine Gael Party dropped down
12 seats to 35, with 21 percent of the vote.
ButFiannaFail also dropped seats —down
7toto 38 (including the Ceann Combhairle),
with only 22 percent. It was Sinn Féin that
shot up by 15 seats to 37, and would have
gained more seats with more candidates,
since it garnered 25 percent of the vote.

The new Ddil had its first meeting on
February 20th and accordingly failed
to anoint Martin as Taoiseach, since 80
affirmative votes were needed for such
an outcome. The outgoing FG Taoiseach
Varadkar received 36 votes for continuing
as Taoiseach, but 107 voted against. SF
leader Mary Lou McDonald received 45
votes for, and 84 against. But FF leader
Martin received a mere 41 votes for, and
as many as as 97 against. The Green Party
leader Eamon Ryan received 12 votes
for and 115 against. So Varadkar would
carry on as a caretaker Taoiseach for the
time being, and the only way Martin
could now become Taoiseach would be
to fix a deal with FG, and for a third party
(and possibly even a fourth) to be either
cajoled or bullied into signing up to such
a FF/FG stitch up—designed to exclude
SF, the most popular of each of the three
larger parties, from any involvement
whatsoever in Government.

Three days later,on February 23rd, and
under the heading of “Micheal Martin re-
Jjects Sinn Fein and speaks for the Republic,
Harris enthused about his protégé:

“Last Thursday,Micheal Martin movingly
defended the Irish Republic from moral
and political corruption in a magisterial
speech whose historic import was missed
by most of our craven media... The media
also missed Sinn Fein’s subjugation of
the so-called left opposition. Shamefully,
not even the Social Democrats called out
Sinn Fein...”

Three days later again, it was Ash
Wednesday, the beginning of Lent, and
since the Sindo sees that its principal

mission in Irish politics is to wage a Holy
War against SF,I suppose we might regard
that as Harris’s Lenten Pastoral. And, on
the following Sunday, March Ist, just like
an old fashioned Redemptorist preacher
delivering the parish’s Lenten Mission,
Harris roared out his impatience at how
dilatory Varadkar was behaving in his
failure to date to crown Martin:

"Fine Gael must stop playing games
and give us stability.

The Irish Republic has been hollowed out
and no longer rests on the firm founda-
tions of alternating Fianna Fail and Fine
Gael Governments... Luckily, there are
still wise heads from the SDLPtradition...
Last week, Alban Maginness, writing in
the Belfast Telegraph ...had no doubt who
had held the line for Irish democracy: ‘It
is to Fianna Fail leader Micheal Martin’s
great credit that he has rejected the idea
of joining with Sinn Fein as a partner in
a new coalition government. Micheal
Martin has, instead, advocated a grand
coalition, between Fianna Fail and Fine
Gael, together with the Greens.” ...It’s
about backing Micheal Martin against
Sinn Fein’s atavistic agenda and telling
Leo Varadkar to stop posing and get on
with giving us a government.”

A fortnight later, on March 15th, the
third Sunday of Lent, and referring to
what he called “the gyrations of the
Green Party”, Harris thundered: “Call
for national government is a sure sign of
bad politics”.

Harris was, of course, aided and abet-
ted by an array of other Sindo columnists,
if somewhat less stridently, in pursuit of
that paper’s Anti-Sinn Féin Party agenda.
There was but one exception to the rule.

Gene Kerrigan is the resident leftie
on the back page of the Sunday Indepen-
dent. A gifted and eloquent commentator,
Kerrigan provides incisive social analysis
on aregular basis. But, as long as he does
not directly challenge his fellow colum-
nists head to head, he has not just been
merely tolerated by the Sindo powers-
that-be, he has been cherished in a ‘look
how broad-minded we are in publishing
his column’ sort of way, when, in an era
of declining fortunes for the print media,
every sale counts, there is a realisation
that there are some out there who might
buy the paper if only to read Kerrigan’s
Column.

However, on the fifth Sunday of Lent,
March 29th,Kerrigan became more direct-
ly Party political in challenging the Sindo’s
own line. “Amid political opportunism
andwondrous dedication, we see that Tony
Holohan is the real Taoiseach” was the
heading to his Column that day wherein
he cogently argued:

“Today, it’s seven weeks since we got
the general election results. In the weeks
that followed, Leo Varadkar and Micheal
Martin played games. The ploy was to
insistit was Mary Lou McDonald’s job to
forma government—knowing she didn’t
have the numbers. Then, after weeks of
play-acting, they could accuse her of
failure and reluctantly agree to form a
coalition ‘in the national interest’. Their
childish insistence that they are the Adults
in the Room has inadvertently created
a Constitutional Crisis by leaving the
new Seanad unable to function and the
‘caretaker’ government potentially unable
to pass laws. In a political culture with
a sense of responsibility, Varadkar and
Martin would by now have resigned from
public life. Instead, one or the other or
both will probably end up Taoiseach in a
new government.Idon’tcare who gets the
State car. The truth is, Dr Tony Holohan
(the State’s Chief Medical Officer) is the
effective Taoiseach. He and his colleagues
have been running the country since the
Covid-19 crisis began...”

“Who gets to sitin the big chair,I couldn’t
give a toss. I believe that, in their recent
game-playing,Leo Varadkar and Micheal
Martin have done serious damage to par-
liamentary democracy. Putting political
games above ballot-box results, dressing
their ambition in the clothes of moral judg-
ment, they devalued politics.I’ve noidea
what the long-term consequences may be
but if I was an anarchist I'd be quietly
pleased. We’re also getting used to the
Great Economic Gear-change. Yesterday,
we couldn’t afford anything. We hadn’t
the money to house our people, as Fianna
Fail did in the 1930s and 1940s. No room
in the A&E for many of the sick. We
couldn’t even afford to pay the student
nurses who were rushed into keeping the
wards going, putting their health on the
line for our sake. Overnight we can af-
ford everything, as long as it doesn’t cost
more than a few billion. The reality of the
virus blew away the mock economics that
governed us fordecades... When the crisis
ends it’ll be fun watching the political
representatives of the rich try to recreate
their version of normality...”

For some time now, the Sindo has
placed the articles of its columnists behind
a pay wall online. So it’s just as well I'd
paid up! For, with reduced availability
of newspapers during the lockdown, I’'d
failed to get a copy of the print edition that
Sunday. But at least I managed to secure
a copy of the print edition the following
Sunday, or otherwise I would not have
known what Kerrigan next wrote, since
his Column that day was excluded from
online availability —the only availability
that really matters these days.

On Palm Sunday, April 5th, Kerrigan’s
heading read: “So, we’re all in this to-
gether? Well...sort of . Ordinary people are
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putting their own lives at risk, but it’s too
dangerous for the Ddil to meet. Strange
days.” He emphatically pointed out:

“Fine Gael/Fianna Fail have along history
of financial, social and class connections
to therich... Over the next five years,alot
of decisions will be made. The economic
consequences of this crisis will be decided
politically, just as the consequences of
the 2008 economic crisis were decided
politically. Those decisions, ultimately,
determine who among us is winning and
who’s losing... We’re in similar territory
now.And the clicking into place last week
of the old FG/FF firm is the first step in
ensuring those decisions have similar out-
comes to the decisions made after the 2008
crisis. Which means limiting the adverse
effects on one sector, while imposing a
greater burden on the rest...”

“FG/FF have history... Put all those deci-
sions together and they spell austerity. FG
and FF spent eight weeks play-acting. The
manoeuvres were about isolating Sinn
Fein and other outsiders, while seeking
to entice Labour or the Greens into the
game. The arrival of the Covid-19 crisis
added urgency. All the more reason to
ensure the exclusion of any political
views that might object to the same old
solutions, when the bill came in for the
emergency measures... It appears we’re
stuck with Fine Gael and Fianna Fail as
they prepare to ‘step up to the plate’.
That’s what they call it when they stick
together after spending two months refus-
ing to compromise with the party that got
the most first preferences...”

The key points that most sharply chal-
lenged the chief political objective of the
Sindo/FF/FG agenda—which we might
otherwise designate as the Sindo Anti-
Sinn Féin Party —read:
“FG and FF spenteight weeks play-acting.
The manoeuvres were about isolating
Sinn Feinand ... seeking to entice Labour
or the Greens into the game ... refusing
to compromise with the party that got the
most first preferences.”

The Sindo knew, as Kerrigan himself
had explicitly stated the previous week,
that Mary Lou McDonald did not have the
numbers to become Taoiseach of a SF-led
government. It was no longer a runner.
What might still be a runner, however,
was what Kerrigan referred to as “a com-
promise with the party that got the most
first preferences”, since the Green Party
had called for a National Government that
would include SF.

In the Sindo stable, Gene Kerrigan
was, of course, a lone voice crying in the
wilderness. His Palm Sunday intervention
was outweighed, even in the print edition,
by those other columnists who had been
frantically calling for FF/FG rule. And

so we read:

"In a time of high crisis, will parties on
left learn to do the right thing? Voters
will punish those politicians who fail to
do their duty to a nation in need, writes
Jody Corcoran."

By "partiesonleft",of course,Corcoran
was playing the "anybody but SF" tune,
demanding that it was high time for the
three parties in his sights to instal FF/FG
rule for the next five years:

"The Greens ... are running a mile from
government formation talks, wrapped in
a cloak of cynicism unsuited to their im-
age... The hope for a stable government
rests on the shoulders of the new Labour
leader,Alan Kelly, this weekend,and with
him the Social Democrats whose joint
leaders face a last spin of the merry-go-
round before time passes them by."

In a division of labour, Emer O'Kelly
focussed onasingle target. Under the head-
ing of "It's time Ryan and his Green pals
focused on the big picture", she berated
the Greens for not backing a Government
that would exclude SF:

"Eamon Ryan, with parliamentary (and
ministerial) experience under his belt,has
learned that membership of a national
parliament means you must take off the
blinkers... Ryan presents as increas-
ingly lame in his support for a national
government rather than the formation
of one with a properly constituted op-
position. Having ploughed a lonely
furrow with only one other Green TD in
the last Dail, he now heads a small but
significant party... Maybe Eamon Ryan
doesn'trealise the immense responsibility
of his position. That could be called an
attractively modest stance. But he has to
wake up: our country is in dreadful peril,
and he and his admittedly rookie TDs are
needed. It's time for him to kick ass and
tell them to grow up."

Underthe heading of "Labour neededin
governmentto help fix a broken economy—
fairly",Eoghan Harris set himself the task
of love bombing Alan Kelly, the rump
Labour Party's latest leader. Spinning yet
another column on behalf of his own ideo-
logical puppet, FF Taoiseach-in-waiting
Martin, Harris wrote:

"Last Friday, Professor Gary Murphy
gave Fine Gael a reality check on behalf
of Irish democracy —and had some wise
words for the Labour Party. On RTE,
he reminded Leo Varadkar there had
been a general election, Fine Gael had
come third, and the current caretaker
government had no mandate to continue
indefinitely... Leo Varadkar, during Br-
exit, bigged up what we now see was
the hollow promise of EU solidarity. He
does not strike me as the party leader

best fitted to get tough with the EU. In
contrast, Micheal Martin showed no
starry eyes about the EU ... Add to that
Martin'sradical call for asingle-tier health
system and Prof Murphy's case for Labour
in government is even more compel-
ling. Like me, Murphy believes Labour
will not be punished for doing its duty
in a crisis—but will certainly suffer if it
dodges the column... Ask anyone outside
the lefty cocoon and they tell you they
are disgusted by the servile march of the
Soc Dems and Greens towards the swal-
lowing mouth of the Sinn Fein Moloch.
(And Harris's column was accompanied
by a cartoon supporting his portrayal of
"the SF' Moloch"—MO'R). Going into
either government or opposition with Sinn
Fein is a political bourne from which no
fellow-traveller returns. Alan Kelly, the
new Labour leader, has a good feel for the
majority private sector. Kelly and Martin,
in government with FG, could ensure that
exit from the lockdown, however hard,
is equally hard for all."

The columns of Corcoran, O'Kelly and
Harris were posted online just after mid-
night that Sunday morning, long before
the print edition hit the newsagents. But
on this occasion a decision was taken to
EXCLUDE Kerrigan's column from any
online posting. Nor was it posted any
day thereafter. That was his Holy Week
chastisement. Soit was a good job thatI got
my hands on a print copy and transcribed
it for a Facebook post, or otherwise it
would have died a death and would have
had no other existence than in the tattered
newspaper clippings kept by eccentrics
like myself.

That silencing of Kerrigan online had
one single purpose. The Sindo wanted
only one message to go out: All hands on
deck for FF morphing into FG, but still
led by Martin, with whatever regime they
can construct for the next five years, and
with Martin as Taoiseach.

The Sindo love bombing of the new
leader of the Labour Party intensified the
following week, Easter Sunday, April
12. “Kelly mustn’t pass up Labour’s big
chance”, Mairia Cahill empathised and
cajoled:

"You have to feel for Alan Kelly. Ambi-
tious, he finally gets the reins of his party
in the middle of a pandemic. Tasked with
reinvigorating and injecting impetus,
ironically, Ireland’s difficulty could be
Kelly’s opportunity. While the Greens
are growing salad on their window sills,
and Shinners compete for soundbite of the
week, Labour has a real chance to effect
change... The Labour brand of a party for
workers is not enough... Either it acts as
a watchdog to a centre-right coalition to
ensure protections are afforded to the most
vulnerable, or it becomes a mud-guard to
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anon-constructive hot-air opposition led
by Sinn Fein. There is no going back to
old politics. Kelly has his work cut out
for him—however, he is not afraid of a
challenge. He should take the ball, and
run with it. A good player never scored a
goalsitting as a substitute. A good Labour
politician in government is worth 12 on
the opposition benches.”

Jody Corcoran impatiently polemi-
cised:

“It should be noted that the ‘national
unity’ proposal is really a mechanism by
which to rinse Sinn Fein for government
shortly thereafter, where its advocates in
Fianna Fail, the Greens and others hope
the popularity, or populism of Mary Lou
McDonald’s party, will be diminished
as it has been for others who have taken
office at a difficult time... Last weekend
Micheal Martin spoke to the Sunday
Independent of a ‘new social contract’
on housing, health and climate change,
among other things.Itis tobe assumed the
framework document agreed by Fianna
Fail and Fine Gael last Friday reflects this
thinking. Furthermore, he referenced the
opportunity now available to introduce
a single-tier health system, for example.
Surely the Social Democrats —certainly
somebody as policy driven as joint leader,
Roisin Shortall —must see the prize now
available,to create alasting legacy on the
public administration of this country by
introducing such a health system? More
than that, Martin said: ‘“We need to re-
think how we live.” What a simple, yet
powerful expression of an opportunity
that must also appeal to the ideologies
of the Greens and Labour.”

Eoghan Harris also sought to cajole Labour
TDs—other than Howlin, they literally
add up to no more than a handful! —by
enticing them with his attempt to work up
envy of Howlin’s ministerial pension and
a craving to chalk up their own:

“The old guard in the Labour Party led
by Brendan Howlin, warned that Labour
would be committing a ‘fatal mistake’ by
going into government. Easy for Howlin
with his 40 years in the Dail, and his
fine pensions, to deny young, ambitious
Labour Party TDs of the government
roles he relished in his day. This dog-in-
the-manger negativity contrasts with the
wise advice of that most able of all serious
socialists, Proinsias De Rossa, who set
out an alternative vision. “Wouldn’t it
be wonderful to be in government lead-
ing the implementation of a New Social
Green Deal, which would re-orientate
the Irish economy to address the multiple
existential crises Ireland and the global
community are facing?’ Yes it would.”

It would be wrong for me to say that the
Easter Sunday Sindo contained nothing but
shameless propaganda to make Harris’s
mouthpiece, FF’s Martin the next Taoise-

ach. There was actually one serious piece
of political analysis, and it was explicitly
so. Under the heading of “All the policies
that were in everyone’s manifesto except
Fine Gael’s”, Hugh O’Connell assessed
“Fianna Fail and Fine Gael’s historic
coalition talks” and wrote:

“While much of the document’s contents
have leaked over the past week, we are
told to expect a document that will signal
significant policy shifts by both parties.
‘The tone and pitch will surprise people’,
says one source... All those involved say
it will be squarely aimed at trying to get
the Greens, Labour and Social Democrats
on board, while studiously ignoring the
elephant in the room that is Sinn Fein.
Its housing spokesman Eoin O Broin
correctly noted this week that the two
parties appear to have adopted the Sinn
Fein manifesto. A Fine Gael Cabinet
member was more blunt: ‘All the policies
that were in everyone’s manifesto except
Fine Gael’s’ ... TWO OUT OF THREE
AIN’T BAD.” (This last phrase appear-
ing under a photo of FF’s Martin, FG’s
Varadkar and SF’s McDonald.)

Easter Sunday also saw a Sindo resur-
rection of Kerrigan online. But why can I
not award a plaudit to that day’s column,
similar to the one I awarded the previous
week? After all, his Easter column was
indeed headed “Calling people ‘heroes’
is the easy part: As the old FG/FF crowd
prepare a new government, the medics
offer us values we need to cherish.” But,
thereafter, Kerrigan pulled in his teeth:

“For weeks, the political forces that have
always represented the values of the
millionaire set have been play-acting.
They’ve manoeuvred toward another
coalition of the type that saw a 32 pc rise
in the wealth of millionaires. When the
crisis ends, their task will be to praise the
hard-working nurses and others, while
they seek a return to the old values.”

But this time there was no mention
made of either the specific Anti-SF Party
or anti-National Government agendas
being pursued by FF/FG, and cham-
pioned by his paper. Kerrigan’s Easter
column demonstrably lacked the bite
of his indictment a week previously.

If “Love Bomb Labour” had charac-
terised much of the Sindo style on Easter
Sunday, it was more a case of “Lean on
Green” the following week, April 19th.
The editorial, headed “Greens’ mandate
to govern is clear”, set out once again to
undermine its call for a National Govern-
ment and called for that Party to support
a FF/FG stitch-up in its place:

“We needed torethink how we lived, trav-
elled, worked and how we consumed, the

Greens said in language strikingly similar
to that used by Fianna Fail and Fine Gael
in the broad coalition framework docu-
ment presented to the smaller parties last
week... On the back of excellent results
in the European and local elections last
year, the manifesto clearly resonated
with the electorate. Among the smaller
parties, the Greens showed the largest
gains, increasing from three to 12 seats.
By any yardstick this can be taken as a
mandate to enter government to imple-
ment green policies... Yetthe Greens here
are showing remarkable reluctance to
enter government. In doing so, the party
risks squandering its input into half of
the precious decade remaining to make
the changes necessary to save our natural
world. This is an unconscionable state of
affairs. The Greens are not alone in risk-
ing the potential to act on the mandates
received. The Social Democrats urged
citizens to “Hope for better. Vote for bet-
ter” and had their best-ever result, winning
six seats, a gain of four. Similar to the
Greens, the Social Democrats are showing
every sign of passing on the opportunity
to act according to the mandate provided
by voters. Indeed, of the three smaller
parties,only Labour,under its new leader
Alan Kelly, could be reasonably excused
from seeking to avoid participation in an
emerging government involving Fianna
Fail and Fine Gael. Labour had a poor
to average election result. The oldest
party in the State has served in the pastin
difficult times. Undoubtedly, it has paid
the price for so honourably serving. It
has been reasonably speculated that the
fear of similarly losing support is what is
keeping the Greens and Social Democrats
from stepping forward now...”

“Coalition plan critics are missing the
point” ,penned Jody Corcoran, with refer-
ence to the sheer shallowness of the

“historic compromise” framework
document:

“The most predictable thing about the Fi-
anna Fail-Fine Gael coalition framework
document was the uniformly sceptical
reaction to its publication. Politicians,
economists and the media responded in
a similar fashion, singing from the same
tired, old hymn sheet: the document was
a wish-list designed by the dastardly two
Civil War parties to lure into their death-
knell embrace an unsuspecting smaller
party;toclingonto poweratall costs,and
it would never be implemented anyway
because it was too unaffordable. Where
were the costings, parroted some who
would not know one end of a balance
sheet from the other... In attempting to
form a new government, Fianna Fail and
Fine Gael have gone italone without Sinn
Fein, and ultimately may come to regret
that. We’ll know in five years. What is
evident, though, is how much the Civil
War parties have taken from Sinn Fein,
or least ways, from the outcome of the
election. Change was coming anyway,
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Covid-19 or not. As a result, a single-
tier health system is on the horizon, a
living wage on the agenda, climate ac-
tion policies will be implemented with
or without the Greens, a referendum on
land ownership is on the cards and even
the question of a united Ireland has been
taken into the light and away from the
Department of Foreign Affairs... So,
well done Fianna Fail and Fine Gael, 1
say. And as for the rest of you, it’s time
to get on board. The future train is about
to leave the station.”

On that same note, under the heading
of “It’s not enough to ‘win the argument’,
you've got to actually do something”,
Declan Lynch opined, as he too leaned
on behalf of FF/FG on those three smaller
parties:

“When we used to care about such things,
alot of people voted for the Greens or the
Labour Party or the Social Democrats, in
the hope that they might bring a ‘progres-
sive’ twist to the next government... Yes,
we understand there has to be a bit of
tomfoolery around the ‘negotiations’, the
smaller parties have to pretend at least that
being in government is not for them at
this time— Alan Kelly does a particularly
amusing version of this one on behalf of
Labour, fair play to him. Yet there was
an apparently serious contribution from
outgoing Labourleader Brendan Howlin,
alleging it would be a ‘fatal mistake’ for
Labourto gointo government (as Eoghan
Harris put it last week, ‘easy for Howlin
with his 40 years in the Dail, and his fine
pensions...”). Moreover that ‘fatal mis-
take’ had already been made by Howlin
himself, insisting on becoming leader
just because he could—with six seats
they are not technically dead, but being
in opposition hasn’t exactly electrified
them either... To the small progressive
parties of Ireland, there is a lesson here —
you’re winning all the arguments, in fact
you have been winning the arguments for
years. For the greater good, maybe you
should consider losing a few?”

Intheliturgical calendar, this April 19th
was Low Sunday, a designation with two
possible meanings: A traditional name in
English is Low Sunday, perhaps given
this name because of the contrast with
the high festival of Easter on the preced-
ing Sunday, or the word “Low” may be
a corruption of Latin Laudes, meaning
Praise. Or perhaps both were applicable to
that day’s Sindo. Even Eoghan Harris had
calmed down,no longer feeling compelled
to indulge in yet more high blood pressure
berating of Varadkar for being dilatory in
crowning Martin, and now ready to lavish
praise on him for finally “stepping up to
the plinth”:

“For apeople who are obsessed withevery
petty oppression of the past, it’s strange

what small attention has been paid to the
historic coming together of Fianna Fail
and Fine Gael. Critics have concentrated
on complaints about the framework docu-
ment being pie in the sky —a complaint
I shall return to presently. What they
ignore are the personal and psychological
hurdles faced by the two parties born of
Civil War—and, paradoxically, the op-
portunities opened up if they can clear
them. Because history shows a fruitful
dynamic is often released when former
political foes find themselves on the same
side fighting a greater enemy...

“Let me now return to the critics of the
framework document (henceforth called
Framework) and their complaint thatitis
too aspirational, and not costed.

They miss the point. The Framework
was never meant to be a costed economic
programme for government—nor does it
pretend to be... Anyone with any feel for
the public pulse can sense most people
wish this new ship of State well and
want to give it a fair wind. That is why
the leaden response from Roisin Shortall
on Sean O’Rourke last Wednesday was
both deeply depressing —and politically
suicidal. Because in opposition the Social
Democrats will be totally overshadowed
by Sinn Fein who will be running more
candidates next time around. Fur-
thermore, Labour’s Alan Kelly, who
cursorily dismissed the Framework as
“aspirational” (as if that were a bad
thing), won’t be getting an early bounce
at the polls or any reward at the next
general election. Eamon Ryan seems to
be still trying to do the right thing for
his party. Going into government is the
Greens’ only option if they want to avoid
a second general election this year. The
Greens have more to fear from a second
general election than any other party.
Their supporters are mostly idealistic
middle-ground voters who crave stable
government and responsible politicians. If
the Greens go into opposition, these voters
will flee back into the arms of Fine Gael
and Fianna Fail. The Framework offers
the Greens more than any other party:
a ‘new green deal’—a commitment to
revisit carbon reduction targets, a pledge
to look at economic recovery viaa ‘green
lens’. But if they drag their heels much
more, the Framework parties should take
Noel Dempsey’s shrewd advice and form
a Government from the ranks of the will-
ing, and dare the smaller parties to cause
a general election.”

So, Harris was now happy to proclaim
his FF/FG/Framework parties fighting
fit (though this reads more like a speech
impediment), “on the same side fighting
a greater enemy” .

And, sure, what harm in posting
Kerrigan as the resident dissident leftie
curmudgeon?

“Daft ‘draft’ makes ‘missions’improb-
able” and “While some rethink the future,
FF/FG haveissued analarmingly vacuous

proposal” was his Low Sunday offering.
He began:

“Two documents crossed my desk in
recent days, two ways of looking at the
plight in which we find ourselves. Each,
in its own way, seeks to lay out what
the authors think our world might look
like ‘when this is over’...” And he went
on to favourably contrast a Financial
Times editorial with what followed from
FF/FG:

“Now, the FT says, ‘Radical reforms —
reversing the prevailing policy direction
of the last four decades — will need to be
put on the table...” This reflects an estab-
lishment fear that sustaining a workable
society isn’t feasible while clinging to
the legacy of Thatcher and Reagan. The
editorial says that governments ‘must
see public services as investments rather
than liabilities,and look for ways to make
labour markets less insecure. Redistribu-
tion will again be on the agenda... Policies
until recently considered eccentric, such
as basic income and wealth taxes, will
have to be in the mix’. In short, even the
financial establishment recognises that
there are great risks ahead, and great
possibilities, in a world that is far from
stable.”

“What of Ireland? The draft document
produced by FF/FG is some tulip. It’s
as though nothing has changed since
February 8, when we voted. To these
people, politics is the paper-thin differ-
ences between FF and FG, and stability is
about ensuring that nothing disturbs that
cosy cartel. Here’s the FF/FG document...
‘We are an island nation, bound together
by solidarity, united in our determination
to play our part in the world...” You can
almost hear Dev’s quivery voice. There’s
not a sentence that couldn’t have been
written in 1962, or 1932.”

But did not the Sindo further indulge
Kerrigan this Low Sunday by allowing him
to spell out his full wish list for the next
Government? “Mary Lou for Taoiseach?
Our experts pick who should be in charge
intheir fantasy cabinets” was the heading,
and “Four Sunday Independent political
writers pick their fantasy formations” was
the subheading.

Predictably, Jody Corcoran, Eilis
O’Hanlon and Eoghan Harris, all picked
Martin for Taoiseach. Corcoran said of his
choice for Taoiseach: “They said it would
never happen. They were wrong. But can
the man who saved Fianna Fail save the
country?” And of the other component
of this FF/FG Government: “A Cabinet
based on a working assumption that the
Greens and Soc Demswill bottle it and that
Labour will once again serve the nation.
It would be the most stable, too.”
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Eilis O’Hanlon saw all three smaller
parties being seduced to join her FF/FG-
led anti-SF Coalition, but Eoghan Harris
left the Soc Dems out of it and gave just
on Cabinet seat each to the Greens and
Labour—with Eamon Ryan in Environ-
ment ("Will be a sorry man if he allows
Neasa Hourigan to block himfrom getting
this job"); and Alan Kelly in Housing ( “SF
rivals willbe wary of the AK-47 slung over
his shoulder").

Of his choice of Martin as Taoiseach:
"Also special responsibility for Northern
Ireland, aunitedisland, and the promotion
of pluralism, decency and civility in public
life." And of his keeping Charlie Flanagan
in Justice: "Bravest justice minister since
Paddy Cooney; deserves credit for his plu-
ralist attempt to honour decent RIC mem-
bers and for head-hunting top cop Drew
Harris." Indeed, in the Harrisite scheme
of things, Drew can be seen as operating
as Eoghan’s paramilitary wing.

Gene Kerrigan went for a SF-led Left
parties Government, with McDonald as
Taoiseach:

“While the FF/FG cartel remains
dominant, a Cabinet chosen on tal-
ent, intelligence and an ability to see
things differently, must remain a real
fantasy. Taoiseach: Mary Lou McDon-
ald (SF)—No other party leader could
credibly represent change. The current
jockeying (‘It’s Meehawl’s turn, so itis’)
makes a farce of the office.”

But Kerrigan also gave readers the
quirky addition of two non-Left individu-
als to his fantasy Cabinet—FG’s Simon
Coveney continuing on in Foreign Affairs
("Instinct says Danny Healy-Rae, just to
see Boris Johnson’s jaw drop. But Brexit
matters need continuity"); and FF’s John
McGuinness in Transport/Tourism/Sport
("Played an honourable role in the Mc-
Cabe scandal; doesn’t stick to the party
line").

YetKerrigan failed to add that these two
would either have to resign or be expelled
from their respective parties. But why go
down that road at all? Why did Kerrigan
not keep up the pressure on FF and FG,
as he had in his April 5th article, which
the Sindo excluded from its online edition,
where he denounced the FF/FG refusal
“to compromise with the party that got
the most first preferences”? This might
have encouraged the Greens to stick to
their guns—or greens, or whatever—in
calling for a National Government that
would include SF, the possibility of which
had been Harris’s greatest fear.

Harris’s project for a Martin-led anti-SF
Coalition had nothing more to fear from

Kerrigan, now that the latter was content
to lapse into playing a Sindo role as its
harmless leftie Court jester. It was indeed
a Low Sunday for Kerrigan. His pathetic
“joke” —indeed sneer—about “7932”
and “Dev’s quivery voice”, was in stark
contrast with his acknowledgment of Dev’s
achievements in his March 29th column,
as he berated the present FF/FG line up
with that record: “We hadn'’t the money to
house our people, as Fianna Fdil did in
the 1930s and 1940s.”

In contrast, there was actually one
opinion piece in the April 9th Sindo which
was sharply analytical, by Breandan Mac
Suibhne, under the heading “Fianna
Failers keep asking same old question:
where did it all go wrong?”, and the
subheading “After 50 years of hoping
for a brighter future, can the party faith-
ful expect anything better under Micheal
Martin?” Yet,even here, the editorial pre-
sentation of this article acted to undermine
its essential message, with yet another
sneer at Dev—an enlarged photograph
of him with the caption “Who takes over
whenthe Big Chiefdies: Eamonde Valera
wearing a Native American headdress. In
1919 he was made an honorary chief of
the Ojibwe-Chippewa people” .

The facts of the matter were that Mac
Suibhne did not make a single mention of
Dev! Nor indeed did it he mention Dev’s
successor, Lemass. Instead, he delivered a
sustained critique of every other FF leader
since those first two—Lynch, Haughey,
Reynolds,Ahern,Cowen and Martin—and
took as his point of reference a February
1982 Derry People interview with a then
86 year old FF founding member, Charlie
Gallagher, described by Mac Suibhne as
“Mr Fianna Fdil in West Donegal”. Mac
Suibhne’s own opinion piece began:

“Where did it all go wrong? Over the
last half century, supporters of Fianna
Fail have had more occasions to ask
themselves that question than adherents
of other parties. Some stalwarts asked it
in the 1970s, after Jack Lynch had an-
nounced, in 1969, thathe could no longer
stand by and watch nationalists being
burned out of theirhomes by B Specials —
and then stood by and watched.”

And he concluded:

“Jack Lynch left Charlie Gallagher cold.
And one imagines that the current Cork-
man would scarcely warm him.In making
a ‘principle’ of not going into govern-
ment with Mary Lou McDonald, Pearse
Doherty and Eoin O Broin—recognised
by fair-minded opponents as politicians
of high calibre —Martin will cod few vot-
ers. Leaving aside that he expects Arlene

Foster and Diane Dodds to sit in govern-
ment with Michelle O’Neill and Conor
Murphy, he well knows that, whenever
it has served its interests, Fianna Fail has
come to arrangements with Sinn Fein on
county councils. ‘Holier than thou’ is the
tone of a Mother Superior and the high
moral ground is a cold and lonely place.
And Martin’s desperation for power, at
any price, will doubtless, as Varadkar
well knows, prove massively counter-
productive for Fianna Fail. After all, the
current price of Micheal Martin becoming
aLanigan’s Ball Taoiseach, stepping out
and in again, is that Mary Lou McDonald
becomes the one and only leader of the
opposition and calmly bides her time,
waiting for the next dance. How is that in
the interestof his party? ... Yes, ‘Micheal’s
principles’ may soon be the next answer
to that recurrent question, where did it
all go wrong for Fianna Fail?”

Wisha Michedl, alanna (a leanbh, dear
child), even if you do secure a stint as
Taoiseach,you will yetcome to rue the day
you ever gave an ear to that other fella!

Manus O’Riordan

Is The Henry Jackson
Society More Dangerous
Than The Corona Virus?

On Monday April 20 The Times report-
ed that 80% of Britons, polled by the
Henry Jackson Society, want China to
face enquiry over the outbreak of the
Corona Virus.

Ireckon that 99% of Britons have never
heard of the Henry Jackson Society and
would think that 80% of readers of The
Times have no idea what it is. It’s not a
polling outfit like Gallup or YouGov, but
a collection of individuals who believe in
waging unprovoked wars, supposedly to
preempt countries acquiring the capac-
ity to attack “the West” but in reality, to
install their own puppets and loot those
countries’ assets.

I first looked up the Henry Jackson
society three years ago and it inspired
my Blog “Scoop” of 5 July 2017. The
Society isevery bit as sinister as I thought
and is hell-bent on stirring up trouble
with China.

The Daily Mail, which, with Benito
Mussolini formed a Mutual Admiration
Society for nearly twenty years, and
supported Moseley’s Blackshirts, shares
the Henry Jackson Society’s anti-China
Platform. And Charles Moore of The
Telegraph is frantically whipping up
anti-Chinese paranoia.

The anti-Chinese bias of the British



media was sufficiently noticeable for
me to write the Blog “Congratulations,
China” on 2nd October 2019 for the Jude
Collins website.

The discovery that the Editor of the
recently folded Jewish Chronicle,Stephen
Pollard, was a member of the Henry Jack-
son Society inspired my Blog “Turds Of
a Feather — Two Guys Called Pollard ”
on 2nd December 2019. The Chronicle
was condemned by the Independent Press
Standards Organisation, for a series of

dishonest articles — part of the successful
campaign to hound Jeremy Corbyn from
the leadership of the Labour Party.

How the anti-China campaign will end,
now that Joe Biden and Donald Trump are
singing from the same Hate-Sheet as the
Henry Jackson Society, I don’t know. But
that Western Alliance may yet prove more
dangerous than the Corona Virus.

Incidentally, Professor Bew is a mem-
ber of the Henry Jackson Society.

Donal Kennedy
April 24,2020

Under Cave Hill

One hundred years of British influence
in the North of Ireland has left its mark,

What would have happened if there had
been no state-sponsorship sectarianism
from Westminster? We even leave them
out of the equation sometimes when wed-
iscuss it, though they created the system
of having Northern Ireland outsidethe UK
political system while claiming the NI
was within it. Some have suggested, like
Danny Morrison, that the Catholic popu-
lation could have thrived under a British
administration that had no sectarianism.
And, withno sectarianism, there wouldn’t
have been a paramilitary police force like
the RUC?

I just can’t see the nationalities, British
and Irish, and Ireland with its turbulent
history, living side by side for any length
of time. Remember that British influence
was already very strong in the North. It
would have been nice to say that British
Labour, Conservative and Liberal politics
would have been happy in the North. Of
course such a thing had to be fought for
anyway. You can’t let a State like Britain
make the decision for both Catholic and
Protestant to be swept under the carpet. it
was only right that they shared what was
happening in UK proper.

Up to the de-industrialisation of NI,
English management and control was
quite heavy. It was no use telling them
they were in the UK and not in another
country: they were in another country. It
was only during WW?2 that the labour force
came together but that would have been
in Belfast and Derry where the industry
was and high wages was being paid. Ad-
ditional skilled labour came from South
of the border, forcing the workforce to
70,000 in the shipyard, and an additional
forceintoaircraft factories and other heavy
industries. There was full employment

with less than 16,000 unemployed out
of a population of about a million and a
half. It was a strictly-controlled industrial
population, working seven days a week
in most cases. The RUC could be up at
your door if you went missing from work.
Industrial wages were doubled but there
was nothing to buy in clothes, furniture
and timber. Everything wasrationed. Eggs
and farm-produce could be bought on the
black market by going to the countryside.
The police raided buses as they returned
from the countryside and there were heavy
penalty fines.

The IRAoperated throughout the WW2.
There was a widespread and continuous
manhunt, with buses, trains and trams
searched by the RUC. Sectarianism was at
its height during WW?2 in the countryside
with B’Specials reported as firing over the
houses of Catholics. Catholics could be
Nazi agents in their eyes.

In the meantime, huge signs at the
entrance to the Republican/Nationalist
Falls Road said: Out of Bounds to Brit-
ish Troops. These were put there by the
Unionist Government. They might have
been a warning to British troops not to
stray in there while on leave.

The fact is, 38,000 from Northern
Ireland joined the British Armed Forces.
It is hard to say how many of these were
Catholics. Iexpect,foralotof young men,
itwas joining a military-industrial complex
that could take them to various countries
they couldn’t afford to go to.

When conscription was mooted just
prior to 1939, there was quite a protest
from both Catholic and Protestant. The
old 1930s CPI led a lot of this protest. The
slogan was: "If they give you rifles make
sure you point it at the right person".
This was said at an open air meeting in
Belfast by a Protestant member. Arrests

were made by the RUC.

Anumber of the CPI had done their two
years at the Lenin International School in
Moscow and any national divisions in the
North were ignored. The CPI had a big in-
fluence in East Belfast where the shipyard
was, as well as in other industries. Even
though the Soviet Union was to enter the
war after being attacked, conscription in
Northern Ireland was not advocated by
the CPI, later the CPNI.

Because of Catholic protests against
conscription, the communist movement
didn’twantto seem Loyalist. That certainly
suited the shipyardmen and other indus-
trial workers, the vast majority of whom
were Protestant. Desmond Greaves, who
liked to read into what the Protestant was
thinking, got his signals wrong on this one.
They were still British and weren’t going
to cave in to Nationalist thinking.

WW?2 always puzzled me in that re-
spect. There was no great loyalty for the
war in Northern Ireland. At our public
elementary school we were shouted at by
teachers acting as sergeant majors; they
marched us up and down; we did air shelter
drill; learnt how to put out fires when the
outside toilets were set on fire; how to
avoid plane attacks; and we had the British
Army come to the school to demonstrate
their heavy weapons. Posters were in the
corridor showing German booby-trapped
weapons and, on top of that, we crept on
to US and British Army firing ranges to
pick up live ammunition dropped by the
soldiers, which we traded for comics.

Despite all that war influence when we
came to play our lunchtime war games we
divided the school into English and Ger-
man,in what was a Protestant school. It was
as if WW2 had nothing to do with us.

After WW2, say April 1946, when I
joined the workforce of the shipyard, a
number of the shipyardmen were return-
ing to their jobs from the British Armed
Forces. They were not full of bravado, in
fact, they were full of complaints. One
former soldier talked of being given a
crowbar to wrench off the track of a Ger-
man tank because the army didn’t have
the weaponry. And so on.

The shipyard also had quite a lot of
former WW 1 soldiers. Many had been in
the UVF when they joined up and were
ideologically more prepared than the
WW2 men. They never protested though
some of them had a leg missing: and in
its place a heavy steel one. Another had
the mark of a horseshoe on his face, while
another one appeared to have a pit where
his stomach should have been. WW 1 and
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WW2 men never mixed, as far as I could
see. But, then again, most of the WW2
men were pro-Soviet Union: it had saved
their lives. But of course, in a couple of
years, they had stopped talking about so-
cialism, as the Northern political system
seemed to wake them up, and now it was
the B’Special for some of them.

When I was twelve years old, just after
my birthday in April 1944, my father gota
letter asking him to send me to the shipyard
for an interview. I was to be an apprentice
wood worker, which incorporated joinery,
carpentry and cabinetmaking.

I was to start at 16 years old but in the
meantime I would startat 14 in the shipyard
Wages and Timekeeping offices, that were
darted all over the shipyard. I knew the
drill. There were rumours that my father
was married to a Catholic. But it couldn’t
be proven. He was part of what you might
call a dynasty in the shipyard, going back
abit,and my cousins and uncles were also
working there.

I was to find the Joiners’ Shop in this
vast industrial complex on my own. No
one could come with me as it was a re-
stricted area, with its machine-guns and
anti-aircraft guns and with quite a few
harbour police running around with rifles.
My father couldn’t be there as he wasn’t
allowed to take off an hour or so, from
his job in the Harland & Wolff aircraft
factory, to help me. I must have shown
my letter of introduction a dozen times to
uniformed and plain clothes police, and
been given instructions of how to get there
but I couldn’t figure it out.

There was the scene of the slipways,
with dozen of naval ships and merchant
navy ships being built, and the long rows
of ships that had been launched, and were
being finished, stretching for miles. Very
confusing and startling as T had come from
the quiet countryside (but not politically
quiet!).

Asking around, I found the Joiner Shop,
with its hundreds of benches and wartime
blacked-out windows, and artificial light,
under war conditions. The head foreman’s
office was somewhere up near the roof,
where he could survey the entire shop floor.
He had on a bowler hat and wore a neat
suit with shirt and tie. The charge-hands
also wore bowler hats, but with a brown
dustcoat over their suits, collars and ties.
They had separated glass offices through-
out the shop at vantage points.

The head foreman asked me various
details about my education, mainly, could
I read and write and how well could I do
that. I had to give an example of of my

handwriting, and to read from a pamphlet
called ‘Wartime Restrictions’. 1did read
a lot so there was no problem. I had my
father’s name and I went to a Protestant
school, so it should have been straight-
forward. But there was that rumour. He
began to make disparaging about the
Pope, followed by asking if I had a flat
head through the priest patting it when I
was just born and my head being pliable.
I stayed poker-faced but might have burst
into laughter at some point: it was all
going so absurdly. In the end I seem to
have got my name down to start in two
years’ time. The only thing was the head
foreman never mentioned Hitler and there
was a war on.

April 1946, at fourteen, I was working
inthe shipyard and quite enjoyingit.It was
just one big playground to me: sneaking
on to ships to see what they looked like.
Many passenger liners had been converted
into troopships and here they were back
again for conversion back to passenger
ships. There was also the captured Ger-
man warships I might sneak onboard with
lads of my own age, when the watchman
happened to be in the lavatory. We knew
he had a weak bladder and would keep
watch on him. Then it was all Achtung,
phoney German accents and a boy as
Hitler threatening to blast Belfast with
one of the ship’s guns.

Though it was 1946, there were still a
jumpiness in the atmosphere. Extraheavy
armoured plating was still being put on the
rear decks of oil tankers and other ships to
take anti-aircraft guns. A ship’s manager
(usually bowler hat, neat suit, shirt and
time) asks a man where he’s going with
his tea can, when it’s isn’t the lunch break
(dinner time) The man, a former soldier,
aged about 25, seems to have had a fit and
begins to rant and rave that—

"He had been prisoner of Japs and they
couldn’t stop him getting water!"

Everyone stopped work to watch the
scene. They were now threatening to throw
the manager into the tide if he dared sack
him. He didn’t.

Rules were very strict. If found sitting
down, forexample, it was instant dismiss-
al.Caught smoking was also dismissal. To
be sacked from the shipyard meant you
would never be employed there again in
your lifetime.

But not so strict in some ways: A
manager of the Joiner’s Shop was caught
bringing out timber in a shipyard ambu-
lance with the bell ringing as in emer-
gency. He was in league with his head

storekeeper.

The storekeeper agrees to take the rap
and gets 18 months in the Crumlin Road
jail. A year later, with 6 months off for
good behaviour, he is back in his job.
The Unionist enclave was full of that—a
mixture Unionism, Freemasonry and the
Orange Order saw things right.

One old joiner who had made a bad
blunder in his work, took out his pipe, lit
itup, and sat down. He was sacked but not
for making a blunder but for smoking and
sitting down. He had rescued his reputation
as a skilled tradesman.

Generally, as I have just written, the
people of Northern Ireland, Catholic and
Protestant, have lived under British influ-
ence for a 100 years. In the 1920s, we had
radio with the crystal set. It was still being
used, as [ remember in the 1930s, by those
who could afford this very contraption
with it crystal and cat’s whisker. Even
post WW2, and you were 14, and wanted
your own personal set for your bedroom
and couldn’t afford a radio (wireless),
you bought the very cheap parts in the
Smithfield Market in Belfast and made
it yourself.

In the kitchen you listened to the old
battery radio/wireless as a child and got
Children’s Hour from London, as you sat
there in the countryside without electric
and with outside dry lavatory,in the middle
of Carryduff, County Down. The nights
were jetblack and the stars about on a clear
night were wondrous. Children’s Hour was
the highlight of the day after school.

Within it was Toy-Town, which had
the outdoors bereft of children while the
programme ran. Catholic children also
listened toit. Once a week there was ITMA
(It’s That Man Again), which featured
Tommy Handley, the comedian, who
seemed able to get his English humour
to work on the population of Northern
Ireland. Certainly most of the Catholic
population of the North also listened to
it. The programme was made up of dis-
reputable characters, like the alcoholic
former colonel or the Mrs Mop (cleaner)
who always seen to be up to something
with her boss.

(We also listened to the wartime Ger-
man radio station run by William Joyce,
Lord Haw Haw.)

The Belfast streets, and as well as
farmhouses, rang with the chimes of Big
Ben, again from London. It was the Nine
o’clock News. If you were playing out
in the countryside as a child, and were
required to be home by 9pm and passed
afarmhouse, then you usually heard those
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chimes ring out and knew you would be
late home and due for punishment.

Then there was Music-While-You-Work
on radio again from London, which was
played into the shipyard, aircraft factory
and industrial complexes at 3.30 pmevery
day, with a different band each day. Com-
panies like the Royal Opera Company or
the Royal Ballet would visit industrial
Belfast at lunchtime and put on a profes-
sional show. Nothing was too good for the
workers during the war effort of WW2.

Meanwhile in the streets of Belfast you
had a suspected IRA man gunned down
and killed by a member of RUC, whose
remarks were:

“I was more interested in his St Christo-
pher bracelet than his wounds.”

As reported in the Belfast Telegraph of the time.

So there was no change there, WW?2 or
not. In post-WW2 in Belfast there were
British films in British cinemas and mainly
English acts in the Empire Theatre. English
Professors dominated Queens University.
Protestant academics wouldn’t have liked
this. They might declare themselves Brit-
ish but they weren’t to be ignored. They
were not of the crawling kind.

Belfast had its traditional industries,
which were run by the native. But there
were alsonew industries post WW2, which
had their English administrators. Such
a factory was the man-made industrial
complex of Courtaulds, built immedi-
ately after WW2. It was just on the edge
of Carrickfergus, in County Antrim, and
dominated the town. It employed thou-
sands, including workers from England
and Wales. A new estate had been built
not far from it with public money. The
houses were dished out by the Northern
Ireland Housing Association in the same
manner as a borough council give out
houses in England.

There was a guaranteed protected ten-
ancy. It was also a Unionist Government
experiment in social engineering. There
were said to be an equal amount of Catho-
lics there as Protestants. Every tenant had
either a Catholic or a Protestant neighbour
living beside them. My family moved
there from Carryduff in 1950. The estate
had the optimistic name of Sunnylands
Estate. We lived in Sunnylands Avenue.
Also living there we had a large English
and Welsh section. The estate smelt of
chemicals right into the rooms of the
houses from the large factory. It was before
the organisation of petitions. Anyway, so

many living on the estate there worked in
the man-made fibre factory nothing much
could be done about it. There were also
problems inside the factory when locals
realised they would never get promotion,
that the English workers were getting all
the foreman and supervisory jobs. It was
mostly the Protestants who were protest-
ing and they even led a strike which was
not successful.

Because of that industrial complex the
local paper become radicalised, Trade
Unionilsm was on the up, and the local
library stocked the works of Mao and
Marx. Sectarianism in the town, that saw
King William the Third land on the 14th of
June, 1690, took abackseat. I, with others,
managed to get a ten-member branch of

CPNI started.

My sister, who attended St Dominic’s in
West Belfast, was able to come home on
the estate in her Catholic school uniform,
without having to suffer any remarks.

Then, in the 1960s, it was all over. I
visited Carrickfergus and the factory had
been demolished, with green fields in its
place. Elements on the Sunnylands Estate
would begin to run pogroms against the
Catholic tenants. The local Orange Lodge
would be awash with union jacks. It had
become a dangerous town. In many ways
like the rest of Northern Ireland, much
more dangerous that it had ever been
before.

Wilson John Haire.
15April 2020.

A Marginal Incident

The events in Derry and Belfast in Au-
gust 1969 had a profoundly disorientating
effecton political opinion in general. They
seemed to be inexplicable. Athol St. at-
tracted attention because its understanding
of the Northern situation was not shocked
by them. These events fitted in with what
it had been saying before the event. It
had stood apart from the agitations of the
preceding year, regarding them as funda-
mentally misconceived.

For that reason, the attention of many
strands of opinion were focussed on it for
some years after August 1969 —Irish and
British, Nationalist and Unionist. With
Fianna Fail alone we had no contact at all.
By reflex action it rejected categorically
the suggestion that the Ulster Plantation
had undergone a national development of
itsown over the centuries and the proposal
thatthe Constitution should be amended as
a precondition of opening lines of discus-
sion with it. The Taoiseach (Jack Lynch)
said that Partition was the cause of the
troubles in the North and that peace could
only come after it was ended.

Fianna Fail was a self-sufficient, en-
closed party. It was a managerial party. It
had done its thinking, and its understand-
ing of what was to be done was passed on
from father to son in influential families
whose influence came from having fought
against the Treaty.

It was a weighty existential presence
in the public life of the Free State. It was
rumoured that De Valera had advised
that, if it had policies, they should be
kept under its hat and implemented op-

portunistically as the necessity for them
became pressing.

It could outdo the pious Free Staters at
being Catholic when required, but it held
the moral ascendancy over the Hierarchy
which had excommunicated it in the ser-
vice of the Treaty and could carry through
reforms disapproved of and stopped by the
Hierarchy when others attempted them.
But the North was entirely beyond its
comprehension.

The first sign of thought that we noticed
on this subject was Charles Haughey's
opinion that "Northern Ireland was nota vi-
able political entity". But we had no more
contact with the Haughey tendency —if
there was a tendency and not just the man
himself—than with any other tendency.

The first—and only —contact we had
with Fianna Fail was in 2007 when we were
contacted, out of the blue by an adviser
to the Taoiseach saying that the Taoiseach
would like to launch a book of ours.

Brendan Clifford was at the time writing
a book about the Irish Press. The Irish
Press was the Fianna Fail daily newspa-
per published from 1931 to 1995. It was
funded by public subscription. Its found-
ing Editor was Frank Gallagher, who had
been active in the War of Independence,
and before that as a journalist on the Cork
Free Press, the paper of the movement
that broke Redmondism in Co. Cork in
the 1910 Elections.

Gallagher was prosecuted on a charge
of seditious libel in January 1932, in a
Military Tribunal set up in 1931, under
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an 18th century British law.

The charge was that on 22nd December
1931 the Irish Press published "a sedi-
tious libel concerning the Government of
Saorstat Eireann, and intended to bring
the administration ofthe law into disrepute
and vilify the Government of Saorstat
Eireann."

In his book on the Irish Press, Clif-
ford summed up the Defence position as
follows:

"Fianna Fail was committed to changing
the character of the state by peaceful
methods, but while awaiting its opportu-
nity it refused to condemn the IRA out of
hand. Itheld that the wilful refusal of the
Government to engage in any Republican
reform of the Free State system made
continuing IRA activity inevitable."

The Tribunal found against the Irish
Press, as it had to do under the law under
which the Government had chosen to
prosecute, but, seeing the way the wind
was blowing, the sentence was only atoken
fine. The Free State Government fell in
the Election the following month.

The book consists chiefly of circum-
stantial accounts of the 1927 Elections,
the Military Tribunal hearings, and the
1932 fall of the Free State system.

Clifford had understood for more than
thirty years that anything he wrote would
be suppressed as far as possible by the
Dublin and Cork Establishments, partly
because of its content and partly because
of his description of the Ulster Protestant
community in 1969. He had accepted that
as being how things were, and had gone
on with producing books that would never
be seen in Cork bookshops because of
the hostility of the University which was
a major economic power as far as book-
buying was concerned.

That condition had become part of his
routine. But he agreed to take part in
launching abook along with the Taoiseach,
though he did notexpect thatit would ever
actually happen.

The text of the book was sent to the
Taoiseach's adviser chapter by chapter
by chapter. The book was completed.
Against all probabilities the Taoiseach's
adviser said it was fine.

It made no sense. The book, though it
ended with 1932, wententirely against the
'modernising' anti-Haughey spirit of the
time. Haughey had come and gone. He had
constructed his own party within the Party,
and had brought Ireland into the epoch of
Finance Capitalism without jettisoning
the traditional Republican medium, and
he was being demonised again.

He is not mentioned in the book. It was

not written under his influence in any way.
But, if launched by the Taoiseach (Bertie
Ahern), it would have been regarded as a
regression towards Haugheyism.

The book was printed. The Taoise-
ach's adviser became uncontactable for
arranging the details of the launch. Our
contact with Fianna Fail ended. We had
not sought it, and we soon forgot that it
had ever happened.

We did not waste effort trying to find
out what it was all about. A Taoiseach has

many advisers. We assume that somebody
put his foot down firmly.

The book was published by the Aubane
Historical Society under the title, Fianna
Fail, The Irish Press, And The Decline Of
The Free State. With that our contact with
Fianna Fail began and ended.

Fianna Fail, The Irish Press And The
Decline Of The Free State, by Brendan
Clifford.Index. 172pp. €15,£12 (post-
free in Ireland and Britain)

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR - LETTERS TO THE EDITOR: LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

POI |t|ca| Fog ? [The following letter has been received. It is unsigned.]

The Editorial entitled Sinn Fein And The Fog Of Party Politics unfortunately includes
a number of unsupported claims. It is not meaningful to claim that current political
stances on the peace process or on Sinn Féin participation in government make Fianna
Fdil a pro-Treaty Party, or, in other words, to try and interpret them by reference to the
ideological framework of old divisions.

The peace process was based not on an agreement about the legitimacy of the IRA
campaign, but on placing Northern Ireland politics and wider relationships on a different
footing for the future. As I pointed out in my February column in the Irish Catholic, it
is not Fianna Fdil's attitude to the Treaty that has changed, but the attitude to Sinn Féin
compared to earlier key stages in the peace process.

As for the far-fetched claim that my influence turned Fianna Fail into a pro-Treaty
party, which it neither is nor was, I attach a copy of a speech setting out my position at
a Trinity College Philosophical Society in 2015, opposing the motion that "This House
Would Have Signed The Treaty', giving fiving reasons, first in summary and then in

detail.

I would like to thank the Phil. For
their invitation. It brought back to mind
the first time I participated in a debate of
this Society in 1987, marking the 50th
anniversary of the Irish Constitution, with
the late Michael O'Leary, former Labour
Party leader.

It is generally accepted by historians
that this State derives from the Treaty, so,
assuming we value our independence, why
would we not have signed it? Moreover,
unlike tonight, the atmosphere at the time
was very tense and highly charged,and the
Irish delegates who had huge responsibil-
ity were under immense and conflicting
pressures, so no one today can say with
certainty what they might have done, if
they had been in Hans Place, Sir John
Lavery's studio and the equivalent of what
we would call today the Irish delegation

room, or Downing Street that night.

Martin Mansergh, 30 March 2020

Philosophical Society Speech

"Remarks by Dr. Martin Mansergh in a University Philosophical Society Debate,
opposing the motion 'This House Would Have Signed the Treaty', Trinity College Dublin,
Thursday, 12 March 2015, at 8.00pm approx.

To my mind, there are five reasons why
the Irish delegates should not have signed
the Treaty on 6 December 1921.

The first is that they had promised their
cabinet colleagues, only a couple of days
previously, not to do so without further
reference back.

The second is that by signing the Treaty
they allowed the British to split the inde-
pendence movement, having already split
the island.

The third reason was that immediate
signature was being demanded under threat
of immediate and terrible war, and treaties
signed under duress are strictly speaking
invalid in international law.

The fourth reason is that the status of
the Irish Free State to come into being
exactly one year later was not based on
democratic principles of consent or self-
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determination but on imperial concession
described euphemistically on the British
side as 'dominion home rule'.

The fifth and most important reason was
that the Treaty put forward a sham united
demanded on the Irish side coupled with a
deceptive device,the Boundary Commission,
which led not only to long and difficult de-
cades of Anglo-Irish relations, but to conflict
in Northern Ireland, after discriminatory and
permanent one-party majority rule, which is
not democracy, was eventually challenged
on the streets by the Civil Rights Movement
in the late 1960s.

I'willnow elaborate alittle on each of those
reasons. No Ministers or negotiating team
in virtually any country today would dream
of signing a major Treaty in opposition to
the known wishes of their leader or going
outside an agreed cabinet position without
first consulting back. The telephone existed
in 1921 but was not used. Now I noted that
in an Irish Times report of 6 March 2015 that
Finance Minister Michael Noonan, reflecting
on the Eurozone Finance Ministers travails
with their Greek colleague, quipped that "if
Michael Collins had amobile phone we would
still be under the British", implying that he
was right to cut the knot. Lloyd George was
a brilliant and theatrical negotiator. If Grif-
fith and Collins, neither of whom were subtle
negotiators, felt the Treaty had to be signed,
they should have gone home and made that
case, even if that meant a political crisis, and
ifnecessary broughtback de Valera with them.
One can understand the view that people did
not want a resumption of the war, and that
Ireland was militarily vulnerable, but the
delegation should not have acted unilaterally.
The reality rarely commented upon is that
the Treaty brought to a head an increasingly
bitter internal political power struggle, and
saw de Valera ousted by Griffith and Collins.
Aproofthatit was not purely ideological was
the stance of de Valera's critic in America, the
old Fenian John Devoy. He denounced the
Treaty at first, because he thought it had de
Valera's support, but reversed position and
supported it when he learnt that de Valera
was opposed to it.

The only people to feel a sense of triumph
over the Treaty were Lloyd George and his
friends. He had split the independence
movement, and now the British could
hand over to one side the task of bringing
the other to heel as an enforcer, severely
weakening the country that would become
independent in the midst of civil war. In
the first half of 1922, the ever pugnacious
Churchill as Dominions Secretary advised
by the imperial ideologue Lionel Curtis
vetoed every compromise, and pushed
Collins and Griffith into taking on militar-

ily their opponents, supplying the guns that
bombarded the Four Courts, including, by
one account, a gunner.

As Lloyd George laid out in a letter of
13 August 1921 to de Valera, regarding the
Irish claim that Britain should acknowledge
the right of Ireland to secede from her al-
legiance tothe King, "No suchrightcanever
be acknowledged by us". On 7 September,
he referred to the principle of consent as
the foundation of British constitutional
development, but said he could not accept
an interpretation of that principle which
would commit them to any demands they
should present, such as setting up a republic
and repudiating the Crown. As we know,
de Valera, without much republican sup-
port, was prepared to agree what he called
"external association" with the British Com-
monwealth. A generation later, beginning
with India in April 1949, Britain dropped
its opposition to republics within the Com-
monwealth, just at the point Ireland was
headed for the exit. Lloyd George, who
depended on the Tories, had little room for
manoeuvre on this, and it was an issue that
would be sorted out over time. The Irish
Free State was a dominion only in name not
in sentiment, with that status reduced to the
bare minimum post-1932 before the passing
of the External Relations Act of 1936.

The worst failure of the Treaty related to
Northern Ireland, where it emphatically did
not provide the freedom to achieve freedom.
On unity, on which Redmond had been so
strongly criticized, the delegation was look-
ing for a fig leaf, a placebo, a face-saver,
or in the words of the diary of Tom Jones,
Lloyd George's private secretary, after a
conversation with Griffith "a conditional rec-
ognition of Irish unity, however shadowy".
Like Redmond before them, Sinn Féin let
Fermanagh and Tyrone slip through their
fingers, where there was a clear Nationalist
majority, for which, as Lloyd George put
it privately, no one in Great Britain was
prepared to die. When power would be
transferred to anominal 32-county Irish Free
State, Northern Ireland would be allowed to
opt out, which it did the following day. The
Boundary Commission, which wasonly ever
going to recommend very minor two-way
adjustments, allowed the pro-Treaty side
to believe or at any rate to claim that large
areas would be transferred, even making
Northern Ireland unviable, while the British
side privately assured Unionists that North-
ern Ireland would for all practical purposes
stay as it was. The biggest failure of first
Redmondites and then Sinn Féin was that
they did not make Unionists face up to the
rigorous consequences of partition, which
was that no county or city contiguous to the

proposed 6-county border which had a clear
Nationalist majority should be incorporated
in the excluded area, subsequently North-
ern Ireland. That would have left a lot of
Unionists on the wrong side of the border,
which would at least have given them pause
for thought.

None of this is to justify the series of
mistakes made in 1922 both by civilians and
military, by Free Staters and Republicans,
and by the British Government as a third
party. Acollective cabinetdecision to accept
orrejectthe Treaty withoutbeing confronted
with a fait accompli was required, and the
delegates should have insisted on that, which
would have left Lloyd George with no basis
for carrying out his immediate threats.

Some Editorial Comments

Martin Mansergh's Address on the Treaty
was entirely unknown to us when in the
April issue we made the comment to which
he objects. If the text of the Address was
circulated to the press, it did not come to
the Irish Political Review and we did not
notice an account of it in the Irish Times,
which Fianna Fail has accorded the status
of the national newspaper of record.

The content of that Address is in the main
inaccordance with the criticism of the Treaty
published by the Irish Political Review over
decades —exceptfor the portion dealing with
Partition and the North.

If we exaggerated Mr. Mansergh's influ-
ence on the direction of Fianna Fail, we
were not the only ones to do so. We read
in a recent Oxford University book:

"I remember in my early days in the
Northern Ireland Office having very dif-
ficult discussions with Irish officials, and
observing them, and trying to get them to
face up to the consent principle properly.
Not just this stuff about: “Well we know it
would only happenifeveryone consented”.
We wanted to get them to accept, and say,
that, as a matter of principle, not merely
political reality, it would be wrong to have
a united Ireland except with consent. And
they wouldn't.

"I'think Martin Mansergh played a very sig-
nificantrole in that because he went further
than the joint declaration and propounded
the principle that, once a country had been
divided, it can only be brought together by
consenton both sides. Ithink he completely
changed the ideology of Fianna Fail by a
sortof stealth" (Negotiating A Settlement In
Northernlreland, 1969-2019by J.Coakley
and J. Todd, OUP 2020, p289).

This is the view of Sir Quentin Thomas,
a senior British civil servant assigned to
the Northern Ireland Office in 1988, who
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became its Political Director in 1991.

Sir Quentin, we assume, had extensive
contact with Mr. Mansergh in the course of
the process of negotiations, and was also
supplied with information by the British
Intelligence service. We know Mansergh
only through his letters and articles in the
press. If our view was not reinforced by Sir
Quentin—whose business it was to know
such things —we might think we had exag-
gerated his influence because he was the
only leading Fianna Failer who contributed
regularly to discussions in the press,

"The peace process was based not on

agreement about the legitimacy of the IRA

campaign,but on placing Northern Ireland

politics under wider relationships and on a

different footing", writes Mansergh.

That "different footing " in the internal life
of Northern Ireland consisted of recogniz-
ing people, who had hitherto been regarded
officially as the godfathers of murder, and
on whom the rhetoric of disgusting abuse
had been exhausted by successive Secretar-
ies of State, as responsible leaders of the
community, suitable to be members of the
devolved Government. In Athol St. we
used to wonder if there was a Committee
whose job it was to come up with ever
more disgusting similes for the Secretaries
of State to use.

"Murderers" were released so that their
"Godfathers" could enter constitutional
politics as leaders who had established
their constitutionality through war and
had negotiated a conclusion of it that was
advantageous to the cause for which it had
been fought. This is not how outbreaks of
organised crime are usually dealt with!

There was of course no formal acknowl-
edgement by Whitehall that it had set up a
system of Government in the Six Counties
which caused a War that it was unable to
win, but it was tacitly acknowledged by it
that that was the case.

Where it was not acknowledged was in
governing circles in Dublin. The Fianna
Fail leadership in particular still seems to
hold to the view that the Republicans re-
sponsible for War and Peace in the North
were criminals, and are not admissible to
the Government of the state against which
they did not make war.

We cannot quite follow the sense of this
statement:

"It is not meaningful to claim that current
political stances on the peace process or
on Sinn Fein participation in government
make Fianna Fail a pro-Treaty Part, or, in
other words, to try and interpret them by
reference to the ideological framework of
old divisions."

It was not Fianna Fail's stance on the

Peace Process that led us to conclude that it
had become Treatyite, but statements from
Fianna Fail sources that Irish statehood was
founded on the Treaty.

As to the "ideological framework of old
divisions", they served the country well
enough after Fianna Fail broke through
Treatyite obstacles and came to power as
an anti-Treaty Party, leaving Fine Gael to be
the Treaty Party. It is the rejection of that
"ideological framework"by Fianna Fail that
led to an election that was unable to return
a Party to govern.

The Labour Party, back in the days when it
thought it saw a great future ahead for itself,
argued that the Civil War party division was
irrational, and expected it to give way under
this criticism and make way for clear class
politics. It did not happen, and we did not
expect it to happen.

One of the most difficult things about
constructing a functional democratic system
of representative Parliamentary Government
is the devising of a system of party division
that works. Party systems planned according
to a formula tend to fail. The party systems
that pioneered this development and showed
it was possible came from Civil Wars in the
two major instances — Britain and the USA.
The Tories and Whigs were Cavaliers and
Puritans, and the Republicans and Demo-
crats were Yankee capitalists and Planta-
tion slave owners. They were not planned.
They were just there. And similarly with
Fine Gael and Fianna Fail, Treatyites and
Anti-Treatyites.

It was not Britain's intention to give the
Irish state a party system when it conceded
formal Dominion status in a way that was
designed to break up Sinn Fein and then
insisted that Collins should start the 'Civil
War' against opponents of the Treaty, but
that is what it did. The 'Civil War' did not
arise out of any conflict within Sinn Fein
that was waiting to erupt. It was a forced
development brought about by a credible
British threat of re-conquest by Boer War
methods. Butdivisions forced from outside
worked well enough as a party division. It
was Fianna Fail reneging on its role within
it, as established by De Valera, that brought
about the present three-party stand-off.

Dr. Mansergh begins his statement to the
Trinity Philosophical Society thus: "It is
generally accepted by historians that this
State derives from the Treaty..."

If there was no Irish State before the Trea-
ty, who did Britain make a Treaty with?

Britain did not recognize the State with
which it made the Treaty, but it was there.
It had been there for three years. The Treaty
did not create a State. What it did was enact

a regime change in a State that had been
established without its approval.

For the rest, there is nothing of sub-
stance to disagree with in Dr. Mansergh's
Trinity Address, other than his view of
the North.

It is certain that, with regard to 'North-
ern Ireland', the Treaty "did not provide
the freedom to achieve freedom". But in
Northern Ireland there was no general idea
of what freedom was. Two-thirds of the
population saw it as one thing while a third
saw it as a very different thing.

Itisindisputable that the Northern set-up
gaveriseto "discrimination and permanent
one-party majority rule, which is not de-
mocracy". But that was because what was
at issue in Northern Ireland was never the
election of a party to govern the state.

Northern Ireland was not a State. The
State was the United Kingdom, and North-
ern Ireland was an entirely subordinate
region of it, though excluded from its
political system.

All that was ever at issue in Northern
Ireland politics was whether the 6 Counties
should remain within the UK or secede to
the Free State/Republic. There was always
a clear majority in favour of remaining
within the UK and accepting the legislation
enacted by the British parties.

But that was not an arrangement desired
by the 6 County majority. In the 1918
Election the Ulster Unionist policy was that
the 6 Counties should be excluded from
the Home Rule Bill and remain simply a
region of the British state. The Northern
Ireland system was imposed by the Brit-
ish Government against the wishes of the
Ulster Unionist Party.

If the Six Counties had not been obliged
toconductadevolved governmentinexclu-
sion from state politics, it would not have
had one-party rule, and the conflicts of the
devolved system would not have produced
the political materials which sustained a
long war.

Dublin Governments of all complexions
preferred this Northern Ireland system,
which generated irreconcilable communal
antagonism, to areturn of the 6 Counties to
the democratic system of the state.

Partition need not have been a 6 County
division. Redmond might have negotiated
it down, but in order to do that he would
have had to acknowledge that it was
unavoidable, short of bringing the Ulster
Protestant community to heel by force. The
area of Partition had been on the political
agenda in his time. It was off the agenda
by 1921.

sesfeskskosk
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Money Creation. John Martin (The debate
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Manus O’Riordan

The Russian Revolution. B. Clifford (Part 15)

Mindless Liberalism. Pat Walsh
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Kennedy
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History Festival. Jack Lane
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Donal

Palestine Solidarity Campaign

Does It Stack Up? Michael Stack (British
Parliament in Action)

Two Poems. Wilson John Haire (LibFib, Left
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Labour Comment: Democratic Programme
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Haughey And Pddraig O hUiginn)

Constitutional Realities! Jack Lane
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Worthwhile Insanity Evidence Lacking At
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O'Sullivan

Money Creation: The Story Of Bank Money.
Martin Dolphim (Reply to John Martin in
the ongoing debate)

A Jesuit Solves The Money Problem, Gaé¢l
Giraud! Cathy Winch

A Tale Of Two Sedns. Manus O’Riordan

Rexit! Wilson John Haire (Poem)

The Russian Revolution. B. Clifford (Pt 16)

Some Thoughts On Fergal B. Keane. Donal
Kennedy

A GAA Debate In The Shadow Of Brexit.
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David Morrison

LEST WE FORGET (6). Extracts from Irish
Bulletin. British Acts Of Aggression, 6th August
- 9th September 1919 (ed. Jack Lane)

Dev: A Hated Hero? Donal Kennedy
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Approaching The Half-Centenary Of The Arms
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Trials. Brendan Clifford

War Of Independence And The Crossbarry
Commemoration. Séamus Lantry: Introduc-
tion. Tom Cooper: Address

Casement:, The Gauntlet Is Thrown. Jack Lane

US Troops In Carryduff. Wilson J.Haire

Money Creation. John Martin (The Debate
Continues . . .)

AlJesuit Looks At The Money System. Cathy
Winch (Part 1)

Housing And The Banks. Angela Clifford

Does It Stack Up? Michael Stack (Climate
and the Environment; The Environment;
Celtic Interconnector)

Labour Comment: The White Van Army!

July

State Of Play. Editorial

The Spectre Haunting Europe. Jack Lane

June Brexit Summary. Dave Alvey

Plus Ca Change In Northern Ireland? Bren-
dan Clifford

Readers' Letters: The Arms Trial Jury.
Dave Alvey

Polish Snapshot. Wilson John Haire

Mixed Reaction InIreland To Versailles Peace
Treaty. Report

LEST WE FORGET (4). Extracts from Irish
Bulletin. British Acts Of Aggression, 2nd
May - 7 June 1919 (ed. Jack Lane)

EsAhora. AMatter Of Inquiry. Julianne Herlihy.
(Part 2: Martin Mansergh; Fergal Keane)

John Morgan: A Stalwart Seeker For Truth
And Fighter For Justice. Obituary

A Scotsman, an Englishman, an Irishman,
and Casement Diary Discretion.
Tim O'Sullivan (Part 1)

Banks And Money Creation. Martin Dolphin

Fergal Keane. Donal Kennedy

Lemass: Some Economic Assessments.
Manus O’Riordan (Lemass, Part 6)

Poverty In The UK. Michael Robinson

British Troops In Carryduff. W.J. Haire

Blackshirts, Hitler Shirts, Blue Shirts, And The
Enigma Of Fine Gael. Donal Kennedy

Two Poems. Wilson John Haire (LIB-FIB-
LEFT-BEREFT; DRILL MUSIC)

Biteback: Arrogance And Alan Shatter —Two
Views. Manus O’Riordan

Does It Stack Up? Michael Stack (Environ-
ment Protection; More Geology; Gov-
ernment Legislation; Have you lost a cat
recently....?; Precious Metals

Labour Com., Election And Poll Results

August

England As It Is. Editorial The New Com-
mission President. Jack Lane July 19 Brexit
Summary. Dave Alvey

Readers' Letters: Fake Lies. Paul R. Hyde

Historians' Sources Not Always Reliable.
Donal Kennedy

LEST WE FORGET (4). Extracts from Irish
Bulletin. British Acts Of Aggression, 2nd
May - 7 June 1919 (ed. Jack Lane)

Es Ahora. Julianne Herlihy (Travels And
Some Reflections)

Lest We Forget The 1974 Bombings. Manus
O’Riordan (Two Books Reviewed)

Freemasons! Wilson John Haire

Casement Controversy: The Seen, The Unseen
And The Disappeared. Jack Lane

A Scotsman, An Englishman, An Irishman
And Casement Diary Discretion. Tim
O'Sullivan (Part 2)

Banks And Money Creation. John Martin

Clarifying Money Creation. Martin Dolphin

Some Zionist Terrorism. Donal Kennedy

Biteback: History Is Vital, At The Core Of What
We Are. Pat Maloney

'Constitutionalism'. And An O'Casey Song For A
Collins Execution. Manus O’Riordan

Europhile? (Report of remarks by Ambrose
Evans Pritchard)

Biteback: "The Brigade'. Tom Cooper (Unpub-
lished letter toSunday Independent)

DoesItStack Up? Michael Stack (Computerisa-
tion of Transport)

Biteback: Protestants And The War Of Inde-

pendence. Brian P. Murphy osb  (Letter,
Sunday Independent)
Labour Com.: Patricia King: ICTU Address
September

Slightly Constitutional! Editorial

If Boris Johnson succeeds? Jack Lane

August 2019 Brexit Sum. Dave Alvey

Readers' Letters: Kid Gloves For An 'Elderly’

_ Bigot? Manus O’Riordan

A Propos Sean O’Casey SONGS. . . J. Lane

LEST WE FORGET (4). Extracts from Irish
Bulletin. British Acts Of Aggression,4th Oc-
tober - 17th October 1919 (ed. Jack Lane)

Es Ahora. Julianne Herlihy (Martin Mansergh
And His Insights Regarding The EU)

Snapshots Of The North. Wilson J. Haire

Casement, The Congo,Belgium And The Great
War. Brendan Clifford

More onthe Seen, the Unseen and Disappeared.
Jack Lane

A Scotsman, an Englishman, an Irishman,
and Casement Diary Discretion. Tim
O'Sullivan

Unchanging Times: Press Gangs and Press
Gags. Donal Kennedy

From All For Ireland To All For Wine—One
Healy's Odyssey. Manus O’Riordan

Biteback: A Bowdlerised Letter. Dr Brian P.
Murphy osb (What the Sunday Independent
left out!)

Does It Stack Up? Michael Stack (Infrastruc-
ture Ireland)

Labour Comment: The New Capitalism:
Downgrading The Working Class!
Not Enough Migrants To Keep Pay Down:
Central Bank

October

In Limbo Land! Editorial

The so-called 'Treaty' and the so-called 'Civil
War' . Jack Lane

The Battle Of Brexit Intensifies. Dave Alvey
(September Brexit Summary)

Readers' Letters: Labour Candidates In NI?
Wilson John Haire

LEST WE FORGET (4). Extracts from Irish
Bulletin. British Acts Of Aggression, 2nd
May - 7 June 1919 (ed. Jack Lane)

Readers' Letters: Casement: Typescripts Or
Originals? Paul R. Hyde

A Casement Challenge! Jeffrey Dudgeon

Casement: Typescript Tensions.
O'Sullivan

Jewish Rights. Donal Kennedy

Es Ahora. Julianne Herlihy (Claire Wills.
Part 12)

Remembering What Didn't Happen. Brendan
Clifford (Review of Beiner book)

Lest We Forget. Wilson John Haire (Though
Most Of Us Never Knew!)

'Constitutionalism' And An O'Casey Song For A
Collins Execution. Manus O’Riordan

Biteback: AModest Proposal! Philip O’Connor
(Unpubl. Letter to Sun. Times)

Does It Stack Up? Michael Stack (Switzerland
and Ireland)

Tim

Labour Comment: WWI1And The USA -Clar-
ence Darrow and Fredrck. C. Howe

November

Some Guidance For The EU. Editorial

Meanwhile . .. Another EU Matter.
Jack Lane

Budget 2020: Competent On Brexit, Inad-
equate On Everything Else. Dave Alvey

Readers' Letters: Why Tory MPs Were
Expelled. David Morrison
Brexit And British Labour Party Policy.
Martha Seale

LESTWEFORGET (4). Extracts from Irish
Bulletin. British Acts Of Aggression, 9 - 29
November 1919 (ed. Jack Lane)

Es Ahora. Julianne Herlihy ( Clair Wills And
The Story She Tells, Part 13)

Toxin-Laden Atmosphere Surrounds Cli-
mate Change Campaign. Tim O'Sullivan

Inscrutable Politics. Donal Kennedy
A Minor Setback Before The UK Exit.
Dave Alvey (Brexit Summary, Oct.)

Middle East Cauldron. Editorial

Wackypedia. Jack Lane

Working Britain In The 1950s. W. John Haire

Mr. Dudgeon OBE: A Belfast Virgil. Paul
Hyde

Casement: Speculation And A New Con-
spiracy! Jack Lane

Centenary Of How The American Legion
Marked Armistice Day 1919. M. O’Riordan

England's Crisis Of Democracy, 1919. Pat
Walsh

Biteback: The Occupied Territories Bill.
Gerry Liston, Sadaka (Letter Irish Times)

Does It Stack Up? Michael Stack (Lest
We Forget 1; Lest We Forget 2; Martin
Mansergh)

British Roulette. Wilson J. Haire (Poem)

Labour Comment: James Connolly: Slums
And Trenches

December

Border Poll? Editorial

Remember, Remember, The Ninth Of No-
vember! Donal Kennedy

Final Outcome Hinges On UK Election.
Dave Alvey (November Brexit Sum.)

Readers' Letters: Anti-Semitism In The
Times. Pat Walsh

The Forgotten Remembrance.
Pat Muldowney

Commonwealth War Graves Commemora-
tion In Dublin. Manus O Riordan

Orphan. Wilson John Haire (Poem)

British Intelligence—A World Of Fantasy?
And A Nest Of Vipers? Donal Kennedy

LEST WE FORGET (4). Extracts from Irish
Bulletin. British Acts Of Aggression, 13th to
27th December 1919 (ed. Jack Lane)

Es Ahora. Julianne Herlihy (Clair Wills And
The Story She Tells, Part 14

Casement And Photographic Evidence. Jack
Lane

The Subjective Side Of History. Brendan Clif-
ford (A Meeting at Skibbereen, Part 1)

Historical Misdirection. Launch Report of
pamphlet on 'The Treaty'

Beyond Our Ken. Manus O’Riordan (Lemass
In The De Valera Era, Part 7)

Biteback: Britain—A Country Divided!
(Philip Jordan, Irish Times)

Does It Stack Up? Michael Stack (A New City
For Ireland; New Engine Technology)

Labour Comment:. James Connolly: A Chapter
OfHorrors: Daniel O'Connell And The Work-
ing Class (1915)
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A Jewish Problem

Cosmopolitanism is in decline. It now
appears to have been no more than a
veneer on Imperialism and the veneer is
wearing off.

The world seems to be reverting to Par-
ticularisms. Those national Particularisms
were always there, but for a couple of gen-
erations they were officially overlaid by
the conflicted Universalisms thatemerged
from the Second World War.

The alternative to Universalism seems to
be Fundamentalism. The Universalisms
were of course entirely fundamentalist in
spirit, and were entirely ideological but
we have to take words as we find them
used. And the way we find these words
were used is that particular developments
which are at variance with the dominant
Great Powerideology of the West are what
is called fundamentalist.

The Jewish movement is in the singular
position of having been in the forefront
of both the Cosmopolitanism of the 20th
century and the Fundamentalism which
was at variance with it, and was incom-
patible with it.

Before the Great War of 1914-19 it was
uncertain whether a Jewish movement
existed. There were Jews here, there and
everywhere in the world, as there were
Catholics, butit could not be said that they
acted as a coherent force in world affairs
regardless of the interest of the states which
they happened to be in. To suggest that
they were a dispersed nation, which had
an interest of its own, was then what was
called Anti-Semitism.

There was within Jewry an irredentist
movement, internationally organised,
which asserted that the Jews were a na-
tion, with a sovereign right to Palestine.
In 1917 Britain, which was engaged in a
conquest of the Middle East, adopted the
Zionist position, that the Jews were anation
with a right to statehood in Palestine, as
a war measure directed against Germany
where the Jews were most at home then.
(It was spectacularly successful in disrupt-
ing Jewish-German relations.)

Zionism was far from being dominant
within Jewry in 1917, but it became so
under the status conferred on it by the
Balfour Declaration and the League of
Nations adoption of it.

Zionism was a fundamentalist national-
ism fostered by Imperialist international-
ism, and until recently in Britain there
were usually Jews in public life who
applied general standards to the conduct
of the Jewish State which established
itself in Palestine by conquest and ethnic
cleansing.

One of the defences of Zionism was that
it would make the Jews a normal people,
with a state that was responsible for them
and for which they were responsible. The
assumption that, if the Jews had a state of
their own, they would go and live in it was
not realised. Most Jews live outside the
Jewish state, but wherever they live they
have rights in Palestine that are prior to
the rights of the Arabs who have lived
there for centuries. And the Jewish state
remains dependent onJews in the Diaspora
influencing the powerful Gentile states in
support of it.

This becomes increasingly difficult as
the Jewish State becomes more overtly
racist in its development—bearing out
the prediction of assimilating British Jews
who had opposed the Balfour Declaration
project at the outset.

Support for the doings of the Jewish
State on liberal secular grounds by British
Jews was never well founded. It has now
become impossible. This fact seems to be
at the source of the cry of Anti-Semitism
raised in Britain in recent years.

The meaning of Anti-Semitism has been
altered profoundly. It now means treating
the Jewish State as a normal nation-state
and commenting on its doings as one would
comment on the doings of any other State,
and it means condemning as Anti-Semites
Palestinian Arabs who detest the Jewish
State because itexpropriates and oppresses
them. And there are signs that it is com-
ing to mean regarding Jews in Britain and
Ireland as having some responsibility for
the Jewish State.

But the awkward fact is that they have,
under the Balfour Declaration and what
followed from it, national rights in the
Jewish state which over-ride the rights of
the great majority of the people who lived
there when it was founded.

Aboutten years ago aJewishcommenta-

tor in the British press, Melanie Philips,
said straightforwardly thather prior loyalty
was to Israel. She said it was unthinkable
that there could ever be a conflict of loyal-
ties as between Israel and Britain (which
created it), but if there was, her loyalty
would be to Israel. That is the Zionist
position. It was never stated by anybody,
Jew or Gentile, during the campaign to
brand Jeremy Corbyn an Anti-Semite. If
that had been said by a Gentile, it would
certainly have been condemned as anti-
Semitic by Zionists. The time for frank-
ness has passed away. But it remains the
case that Jews, wherever they are, have
privileged rights over Palestinians in the
actively colonising Jewish State.

How can Jews who are horrified by
what is being done in their name do any-
thing about their privileged status in that
foreign state?

We give below a Statement by an Israeli
Jew who served in the Israeli Army, and
is a well-known musician, which did not
find publication in Britain.

Addressing the Lies
Spread About Gilad.
by Gilad Atzmon

For more than a decade and a half I
have been subjected to a relentless and
sometimes violent smear campaign. I
have been accused of all sorts of ‘hate
crimes’ including the totally ludicrous
claim that I advocate the ‘burning of
synagogues, ‘incitements of violence’,
and have routinely been labelled, among
other slurs, a ‘notorious anti semite’ and
a ‘Holocaust denier’. Of course, if any
of these accusations had merit, I would
have spent time behind bars. The truth,
as should be embarrassing for the name-
callers, is that I have never been charged
with hate-speech or any other crime. No
law enforcement authority anywhere has
ever even questioned me about anything
I wrote or said. I perform and teach all
over the world, including in Germany
and Austria, where ‘holocaust denial’ is
vigorously prosecuted.

My detractors boast that they intend to
ruin my reputation, smear and impoverish
me and any others they deem improperly
critical of Israel. I should have written this
piece long ago but I found it demeaning
to deny baseless accusations founded on
lies and misquotes. For the record, I am
not an anti-Semite, a Holocaust denier,
nor a conspiracy theorist.
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My detractors are now terrorising the
extended music community in an attempt
to accomplish their insane mission. I defy
the idea that we live in a ‘post truth era’.
Athens, for me, is a core of inspiration
and truth-seeking and is my lifetime ad-
venture. Here, in response to the fabrica-
tions attributed to me by various Jewish
institutions such as the JC and the CAA,
are the actual statements I made.

GILAD ON BURNING SYNAGOGUES:
RATIONALITY VS. JUSTIFICATION.
Zionist pressure groups have claimed
that I advocated burning synagogues.
The origin of this preposterous assertion
is a misquotation attributed to me in a
Guardian article in 2005. According to
the Guardian,
“Gilad Atzmon,a pro-Palestine advocate,
gave atalk to students this month, arguing:
‘I’m not going to say whether it is right
or not to burn down a synagogue, I can

LAY

see that it is a rational act’.

A week later the Guardian agreed to
publish my letter in which I explain and
refute this claim.

“Your quote ...[of me] is inaccurate and
taken out of context. By no means did
I justify any form of violence against
Jews, Jewish interests or any innocent
people. In the School of Oriental and
African Studies we were debating the
question of rationality of anti-semitism.
I claimed that since Israel presents itself
as the ‘state of the Jewish people’, and
bearing in mind the atrocities committed
by the Jewish state against the Palestin-
ians,any form of anti-Jewish activity may
be seen as political retaliation. This does
not make it right.”

At the time, pro-Zionist online discus-
sion groups complained that the police
failed to charge me with incitement of
hatred. The reason for thatis obvious: there
was no evidence, I never advocated burn-
ing synagogues.have always opposed any
form of violence against Jews or anyone
else! The British authorities understood
that I was discussing the ‘discourse of ra-
tionality’(Reasoning) and not the ‘context
of rationalisation’ (Justification). Horren-
dous war crimes are grossly unethical but
may also be rational. The decision to nuke
Hiroshima, for instance, was a rational
decision although insanely immoral. The
same applies to Israel shelling Gaza with
white phosphorus. A calculated military
decision was made to engage in these
vile war crimes. Examining the rationale
for such crimes may be our best hope to
prevent them. Rationality and morality
are categorically distinct concepts as my
actual words made clear.

Is GiLaD A “HorocausT DENIER?”
I have been accused of being a ‘Holo-
caust denier’ or a Holocaust revisionist.
This is simply false. I have never denied
the Holocaust nor have I written a single
revisionist text as I am not an historian of
any sort. I guess no need to mention once
again that my mother’s family suffered
enormously in that terrible period.

Tamaphilosopher. As such,largue that
this chapter in our past should be treated
not as a religion or dogma, but must, like
all other past events, be subject to scrutiny
and open discussion. If history is the art of
narrating the past as we move along, then
revising our understanding of the pastis the
true meaning of the historical endeavour.
In my work I argue that engaging in a
discourse of history thatis open torevision
is at the core of the ethical insight.

It is also crucial to mention that the
notion of ‘holocaust religion’ was actu-
ally coined by the legendary Israeli
philosopher, Prof. Yeshayahu Leibowitz,
back in the 1970s. Leibowitz was fol-
lowed by Adi Ophir, another prominent
Israeli philosopher who offered his own
criticism of the Holocaust religion in his
paper, “On Sanctifying the Holocaust: An
Anti-Theological Treatise” .

DIp GILAD REALLY SAY THAT
HITLER WAS RIGHT AFTER ALL?

My words as they appear in my 2011
book, “The Wandering Who?”, show that
I said the opposite: even the thought by
some that Hitler might have been right is
presented as an unacceptable scenario.

“We, for instance, can envisage an hor-
rific situation in which an Israeli so-called
‘pre-emptive’ nuclear attack on Iran
escalates into a disastrous nuclear war,
in which tens of millions of people per-
ish. I guess that amongst the survivors of
such a nightmare scenario, some may be
bold enough to argue that ‘Hitler might
have been right after all.” The above is
obviously a fictional scenario, and by no
means a wishful one, yet such a vision of
a ‘possible’ horrific development should
restrain Israeli or Zionist aggression
towards Iran” (The Wandering Who?
pl79).

As you can read, my actual words are
diametrically opposed to the manufactured
misquotes attributed to me by various Zi-
onist pressure groups. I used the extreme
example of a nuclear war to argue that
Israel should finally seek peace with its
neighbours to deny anyone the thought
that Hitler was right after all.

Dip GILAD ASK JEWS TO APOLOGISE
FOR THE HoLocAusT?
In2014,in the light of huge anti-Jewish
protests in Paris, I wrote a piece titled
Holocaust Day — The Time Is Ripe For
A Jewish Apology. In the article I briefly
elaborated on historical hatred of Jews and
the Zionist promise to prevent the Jewish
fate by ‘fixing’the Jews and making them
‘people like all other people’. 1 closed the
article with the following paragraph:

“Many Jews around the world are com-
memorating the Holocaust this week. But
if I am correct, maybe the time is ripe
for Jewish and Zionist organisations to
draw the real and most important lesson
from the Holocaust. Instead of constantly
blaming the Goyim for inflicting pain
on Jews, it is time for Jews to look in
the mirror and try to identify what it is
in Jews and their culture that evokes so
much fury. It may even be possible that
some Jews would take this opportunity
to apologise to the Gentiles around them
for evoking all this anger.”

Nowhere in the article did I suggest
Jews apologise for the Holocaust. I accept
that my words may be infuriating to those
who are contemptuous of conciliatory ef-
forts. I reckon that it would not be such
a bad idea for Campaign Against Anti-
semitism to apologise to Labour members
and Jeremy Corbyn whom they smeared
mercilessly. The British Chief Rabbi
could join them, as might the Editors of
the three British Jewish papers who liter-
ally referred to Corbyn as an ‘existential
threat’ and practically equated him with
Hitler. Such a peace-seeking approach
on the part of some Jewish institutions
will help to diffuse the anger these bodies
engendered during the General Election
of 2019 amongst many segments of the
British Left.

Is GILAD A “PROMOTER OF CLASSIC
ANTI-SEMITIC CONSPIRACY THEORIES?”’
According to the ADL [Anti-Defama-

tion League, a US body], I'm an “out-
spoken promoter of classic anti-Semitic
conspiracy theories and a fierce critic of
the State of Israel”. 1 am indeed a fierce
critic of Israel and I am outspoken. But,
not only do I not promote “antisemitic
conspiracytheories” ,as I repeatedly state
throughout my entire body of work, ‘there
are no Jewish conspiracies. Everything
is done in the open’ and in front of our
eyes”.

What I do observe is that we cannot
speak about any of that: Jewish power, as
I define it, is the power to suppress criti-
cism of Jewish power. The Israel Lobby
dominates American foreign policy; it
pushes for a conflict with Iran. Similarly,
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the Congress’ performance of one stand-
ing ovation after the other for Netanyahu
wasn’t a secret ritual. In Britain, Jewish
institutions —such as the Jewish papers,
the Chief Rabbi, and a Jewish charity —
declared an open war on the opposition
party and its leader. None of that was
‘conspiratorial’ or secretive. We are deal-
ing with mainstream news, yet we dare not
talk about it let alone criticise it.

EVOKING ANIMOSITY IN OTHERS
In 2013 T was interviewed by Swiss
writer Alimuddin Usmanani, who asked
me to define what it means to be a Jew.
My answer was shortand conclusive: “7To
be a Jew is to evoke animosity in others” .
My answer was provocative and atleast as
challenging as the official Tikun Olam’s
answer to the same question, i.e., “fo be a
Jew is to fix the world”. However, while
there are no statistics that show that Jews
are actually engaged in fixing the world,
my critics within the CAA, the ADL,
The Jewish Chronicle and other Zionist
institutions publish polls on an almost
daily basis that suggest that Jews are hated
globally and locally.

The ethos that drove early Labour Zi-
onism both ideologically and politically
was the acceptance that, for one reason or
another, Jews can’t assimilate and would
be safer somewhere else where they would
become, through political training, into
“people like all other people”. 1 do not
say that Jews should be hated. Rather, like
those early Zionists, I contend that Jewish
institutions must self-reflect. Instead of
accusing Goyim, Brits, Labour members,
Americans, etc., they should engage in a
true introspective process. Crying about
anti-semitism and/or terrorising jazz
clubs and music venues won’t solve the
Jewish problem: it will make it worse
and the situation is clearly deteriorating
as the ADL/CAA/CST statistics on anti-
Semitism reveal.

Is DaviD DUKE A HUMANIST?
I oppose all forms of biologically-ori-
ented politics.T oppose all forms of politics
that are defined by race, gender or sexual
orientation. I contend that politics ought
to unite us as equals rather than divide us
on the basis of biology. David Duke and
I hold distinctly opposite positions on this
and other fundamental issues.

In March 2014 I gave an interview to
larmurerie.fr/ I can’t trace the original
French article, but a Google translation
of the French original exists on my site.
I was asked by the French Journalist the
following question:

“Many French people share your opinion.
For example, there is a French thinker,
Hervé Ryssen, who uses the same meta-
phor as you when you talk about the mir-
ror, saying that when a Jew accuses you
of being an anti-semite, you just have to
read the mirror image of the argument to
reveal his racism towards goyim.”

My answer was as follows.

“T actually use the word projection, but
the mirror image is no doubt similar. And
projection, by the way, is something that
Freud taught us about. Youknow, we have
to admit that some of the most interesting
humanists in the history of the West are
Jews: Christ, Spinoza, Marx were Jews.
Why is that?..Now there is something
very interesting and it’s again the first
time I’m saying it. The left is devastated
by David Duke for instance. He was in
the KKK when he was young. But here
is something quite amazing: I read him
and I was shocked to find out that this
guy knows more about Jewish identity
than I do! How could a supposedly ‘rac-
ist” Gentile who probably never entered
a synagogue know more than I do about
Judaism? The reason is in fact very
simple: he is a proud white man. He’s
interested in nationalism, in the culture of
his own people, so he understands things
that am noteven allowed to think about.
Believe it or not, even as a Jew, I wasn’t
allowed to think of myself as a racist. I
was a racist, maybe I am still one, but I
was not allowed to acknowledge it. Once
he acknowledges that he’s talking about
white people’s rights, in a way he thinks
like Avigdor Lieberman! But in fact, he
is way better than Lieberman. David
Duke is a humanist because he says,
«I want to celebrate my right and you
should celebrate your rights» whether
you are Muslim or black or whatever. He
believes that all people should celebrate
theirrights, this is his current philosophy.
Avidgor Liberman is not a humanist,
because he wants to celebrate his rights
at the expense of other people.”

In my book, Humanism is primarily
a universal adventure. Duke, today, is no
doubtaseparatist. He prefers to see people
living in partitioned enclaves, he opposes
immigration and his political thought
is racially oriented, yet, if I understand
it correctly, he believes that all people,
regardless of their race, ethnicity, skin
colour or religion, should enjoy such a
right.Atleastin comparison with the right-
wing Zionist philosophy that adheres to
the idea that one people should celebrate
their self-determination on the expense of
another people, Duke’s current offering
is more ethical, universal and humane. I
understand that some Jews may be upset by
the comparison, however, the way to deal
with disagreement is to produce a counter

argument rather than terrorising the music
community. I myself hold completely
opposing views to Duke’s on the matter:
I believe that people should learn to live
together and seek harmony. This is why I
leftIsrael. However,despite my disagree-
ment with Duke on some fundamental
and crucial issues, in consistence with
the Western intellectual tradition, I take
pride in making an effort to understand
positions before I criticise them.

DoEs GiLAD HATE JEwWS?
As I have stated time and time again,
I have never criticised Jews or anyone
else as a people, a race, an ethnicity or
a biology. I challenge my detractors to
produce a single reference in my work
that contradicts this. No one has ever
produced the goods. In my work there
is no hatred whatsoever, against Jews or
anyone else. Many years ago, I accepted
that some Jews regard me as a ‘self hater’
yet, I fail to see how me hating myself is
so unsettling for other Jews.

In 2014 T produced a statement that
some mistakenly saw as an admission of
‘Jew hatred’ and racism. At the time, I
engaged in a brief twitter exchange with @
OnePoundOne, an Israeli nationalist who
frequently urged the murder of Palestin-
ians, Muslims and Arabs.

On one occasion @OnePoundOne
insisted that “as a Jew” I should support
his violent anti Arab/Muslim rampage.
I replied:

“@0OnePoundOne 1. I am not a Jew
anymore 2. [ indeed despise the Jew in
me (whateverisleft) 3.1absolutely detest
the Jew in you.”

@OnePoundOne’s twitter account was
suspended shortly after our exchange for
spreading hate speech and advocating
violence.

Despite the suspension of @OnePoun-
dOne’s account, some examples of his
hateful communications survive on the
internet in the form of screenshots.

I have never before publicly addressed
the criticism over my answer to @One-
PoundOne. Anti-Semites are people who
hate Jews for being Jews. Anti-Semites
do not accept that Jews can stop being
Jews and morph into something else. My
response to @OnePoundOne dismantles
this racist doctrine:

1. T suggest that one can choose to
stop being a Jew. In this view, Jewish-
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ness is a cultural or religious construct
and is not either racially or biologically
determined.

2. To the extent I myself retain that
culture, I admit that I detest that cultural
aspect in myself.

3. Further, I rejected any cultural
impetus that may exist in @OnePound-
One’s hateful statements that called for
violence against Arabs, Palestinians and
Muslims ‘as a Jew’.

But there is a fascinating intellectual
exercise to apply here that helps explain
my reaction to @OnePoundOne’s vile
incitement of violence. Replacing the word
‘Jew’ with ‘Protestant’ in my answer to @
OnePoundOne would read as follows: “I.
1 am not a Protestant anymore 2. I indeed
despise the Protestant in me (whatever is
left) 3. I absolutely detest the Protestant
in you.” While some might find this of-
fensive, it is not racist, as Protestantism is
a belief system rather than a racial identi-
fication. If we proceed with this exercise
and replace the word Jew with abiological
category such as skin-colour or race, the
statement collapses instantly as ‘I am not
Blackanymore’is ameaningless statement
for someone who is Black. Similarly, ‘7
am not Caucasian anymore’1is just as silly
and hollow. In other words, my answer to
@OnePoundOne could never be grasped
asa ‘racist’ offensive statement as it defies
the idea that Jews are actually a race, as |
myself managed to stop being one.

I am afraid to inform my detractors
once again, that at least intellectually,
I operate as a philosopher. If they want
to fight my ideas, they will first have to
invest some energy in understanding what
I am saying.

Look at these clueless British stu-
dents recycling misquotes without
verifying their authenticity or their
meanings: https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=kYecmT2GhHQ

FINAL WORDS ON THE MATTER

Taccept that my deconstruction of Jew-
ish Identity politics upsets some Jews: no
one likes to be scrutinised or criticised.
But my work is limited to question-
ing politics and culture. I have never
criticised Jews or anyone else in racial,
biological, physiological or ethnic terms.
I dig into ideology, politics and culture,
assuming that these three must be subject
to criticism. The fact that I am smeared
and defamed for doing so, only suggests
to me and others that, in the eyes of some
self identified Jews, their politics, ideol-

ogy and culture are beyond criticism. In
fact, this is exactly the supremacist view
I deconstruct in my work.

Iwouldexpectthat by now,considering
their relentless efforts to destroy me, my
detractors would have managed to spot a
single incriminating line in my work so
they don’t have to keep fabricating quota-
tions and taking words out of context while
terrorising jazz clubs in between. So far
they have failed to do so. This raises the
assumption that their insane campaign
against me, one that reflects very badly
on my detractors, suggests that I have
something very important to say.

would engage with my writing instead
of attempting to burn my books, anti-
Semitism wouldn’t be an issue in Britain
or anywhere else. Jews would enjoy
their lives and live in harmony with their
neighbours. I guess that, in the minds of
some Zionists, crucifying me is the way
forward. Some people must be foolish not
to see that they turn me into an intellectual
martyr, a Jazzus figure.

From gilad.co.uk with permission
of the author. For biographical details
see: website. gilad.co.uk

Please note some of the original formatting
of the original regarding Facebook entries is

. . lost in thi .
T'honestly believe that, if my detractors ostin s copy

Unpublished Letter to Irish Examiner
Protestants And The War Of Independence

Itis a pity so sensible acommentator as Victoria White has fallen for fake-history
(Opinion, 16 April). The reason Minority Report, by her father Jack White, did
not heavily feature the Protestant victims in the Irish War for Independence she
comments on, is certainly because “he had never heard of them”. It is also because
most of them did not exist.

Her unintended misinformation derives from Gerard Murphy’s The Year of
Disappearances, that promoted conspiracy theories, e.g., that IRA leader Florence
O’Donoghue’s wife Josephine drowned Protestant teenagers; that she abducted a
Protestant teenager on the Blackrock Road; and that trees stand over the bodies of
three more Protestant teenagers. These are speculative fantasies, devoid of cred-
ible evidence.

At one point un-nameable, but also 'well known and prominent', Protestants
were supposedly kidnapped on St Patrick’s Day in Cork in 1922. Soon afterwards
Cork Business people made a statement condemning pogroms against Catholics in
Belfast. They also remarked that such treatment was foreign to them. Dr Murphy
construed that as proof of how terrified they were, in not referring to supposedly
disappeared co-religionists.

In other words, there is no proof that some of Dr Murphy's alleged victims ever
drew breath.

The Year of Disappearances was heavily criticised. I reviewed it, followed by
Prof. David Fitzpatrick, Dr. John Borgonovo, Padraig O Ruairc, Caoimhe Nic
Dhaibheidand Dr. Eugenio Biagini. Aside from Eoghan Harris and Kevin Myers,
Dr Murphy found no backing.

DrMurphy’s sectarianism allegations against the IRA are simply false: Protestants
were notdriven out en masse; Protestant population decline had started in the 1830s;
and the War of Independence had little discernible impact on the downward trend.
The late Professor David Fitzpatrick bluntly stated that the “inexorable decline of
southern Protestantism was mainly self-inflicted”.

Dr Murphy may be a smart guy; but that does make him an expert outside his
professional field, food science.

How should we think about the absence of reference to mass killings of Protes-
tants within Protestant memoirs? Either they were all too terrified to write about
it, or it never happened.

Think about it.
Niall Meehan
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The Constitution of Ireland.

The people of Ireland voted in a new
Ddil on 8th February 2020. You may
think that the next step towards forming a
Government would be for the Ddil to meet
and elect a Cathairleach and nominate a
Taoiseach. It is not so. Article 16.4.2 of
the Constitution indeed specifies that Dail
Eireann shall meet within thirty days of the
polling day but the Constitution omits to
say what the D4dil is to do when it meets.
To satisfy the Constitution all the Dail
has to do is to meet. To be sure Article
15.9.1 says:

”Each House of the Oireachtas shall elect
from its members it own Chairman and
Deputy Chairman.”

But it omits to say when this election
should take place. The usual practice of
course, would be for the Chair to be nomi-
nated and elected at the first meeting but
the Constitution does not require this to
be done. The Constitution does notrequire
anything to be done at the first meeting
and Article 15.7 states:

”The Oireachtas shall hold at least one
session every year” without specifying
what constitutes “a session”.

And so,having met within thirty days of
polling day, the Ddil need not meet again
until February or March 2021.

There is norequirement in the Constitu-
tion for the D4il to nominate a Taoiseach.
Perhaps this was foreseen by the drafters
of the Constitution?

Because Article 28.11.2 states:

”The members of the Government in
office at the date of a dissolution of Dail
Eireann shall continue to hold office
until their successors shall have been
appointed.”

Itstates: “shall continue to hold office”
as members of the Government. It does
not say they continue as Ministers, maybe
there is a legal difference?

Article 28.11.1 on the other hand
states:

“If the Taoiseach at any time resigns
from office the other members of the

Government shall be deemed also
to have resigned from office, but the
Taoiseach and the other members of the
Government shall continue to carry on
their duties until their successors shall
have been appointed.”

There is no reference to “Ministers”
here, the emphasis is on “carrying on
the duties” after the resignation of the
Taoiseach.

So much depends on whether or not the
Taoiseach has resigned. And he need not
resign in order to have the D4il dissolved
because Article 28.10 seems to envisage a
situation where the Taoiseach can advise
the President to dissolve the D4il without
the Taoiseach giving his resignation. The
wording of Article 28.10 is:

”The Taoiseach shall resign from office
upon ceasing to retain the support of
a majority in D4il Eireann unless on
his advice the President dissolves D4il
Eireann and on the reassembly of D4il
Eireann after the dissolution the Taoise-
ach secures the support of a majority in
Dail Eireann.”

Inorder forus to ‘(know’ constitutionally
whether the Taoiseach has not the support
of a majority in the D4il there has to be a
vote of confidence lost in the D4il.

Article 28.9 is much more straightfor-
ward. It states:

”The Taoiseach may resign from office
at any time by placing his resignation in
the hands of the President.”

And then Article 13.2.1 takes effect:

“Dadil Eireann shall be summoned and
dissolved by the President on the advice
of the Taoiseach”

or Article 13.2.2 which states:

”The President may in his absolute dis-
cretion refuse to dissolve Dadil Eireann
on the advice of a Taoiseach who has
ceased to retain the support of a majority
in Dail Eireann.

Therefore,arising fromall of the above,
it would seem that, if a Taoiseach could
show that he had not the confidence of a
majority in the Ddil, he need not resign;
and, under Article 28.10, he could ask the
President to dissolve the Ddil resulting
in an election and on reassembly of the
Ddil. The Taoiseach then would either
gain the support of a majority or could
continue in office as acting Taoiseach
while partaking in negotiations to form a
new Government. And then, not having
the support of a majority, he could follow
Article 28.10 and advise the President to

dissolve the Ddil and so on ad infinitum.
Used fully, Article 28.10 could be the way
to be a Life Taoiseach. This all hinges on
the Taoiseach not resigning.

Lawyers could have an enjoyable
time with all this.

There is no obligation on the Ddil under
the Constitution to nominate a Taoiseach
at all. One of the duties of a Taoiseach is
to nominate a Ténaiste: presumably this
could also be done under Article 28.6 by
an Acting Taoiseach if the D4il agreed.

All sorts of arrangements are constitu-
tionally possible if the bigger party leaders
privately agree among themselves to share
the spoils of Office. The vital element of
timing is absent from much of the Con-
stitution and leaves some Articles open to
being abused. When the Constitution states
something shall be done—it does not say
when that thing shall be done.

Specifically with regard to the present
ongoing situation during February, March
and April, while there is no Government
except an acting set of ex-Government
members carrying on their duties under
Article 28.11, the question arises, who
is drawing the Leader of the Opposition
allowance? Is the former leader of the
Opposition still drawing that allowance?
There can be no Opposition until there is
a Government.

There are two ex-TDs, not re-elected
on 8th February 2020, who are said to be
in Government yet. Are they both still
receiving Ministerial remuneration? The
Dail is not meeting because of COVID-19
and it is reported that TDs are still being
paid travelling expenses. The leader of
Sinn Féin has been ill with COVID-!9 and
apparently full advantage of her absence
due to illness has been availed of by other
parties, which continue to fence with each
other in a manner which seems to indicate
an intention not to form a Government.
None of it stacks up!

The elasticity of the Constitution is
being stretched to its limit.

COVID-19.

While the Covid-19 pandemicrages on,
certain extreme measures were taken by
Mr. Simon Harris TD, Fine Gael. Was he
within the law in introducing regulations
such as Euro 2,500 fine or six months in
gaol? Some of the measures such as the
“lockdown” on movement of people have
probably been effective in slowing down
the spread of the virus. But have they the
force of law? Other measures, such as the
spreading of abject fear through the media
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and misreporting the number of deaths,
have been oppressive.

Atthe beginning,only Covid-19 deaths
in hospitals were reported. Then deaths in
“Old-folks-homes” were not reported at
the start and later on all deaths in “Old-
folks-homes” were attributed, apparently
officially, to Covid-19. This later attribu-
tion, if true, will forever distort the impact
of Covid-19 which is known to attack
young and old in fact. We may have to
live with Covid-19 even as we live with
influenza and pneumonia.

In the political sphere it looks like
former Minister Simon Harris is almost
on his own. There is almost complete si-
lence from acting Minister of Agriculture
Micheal Creed TD, and from the acting
Ministers for Foreign Affairs, Justice and
Finance.

The borders of Ireland remained open
while all of the other EU countries shut
theirs. And this had the effect of some

people from the UK and the EU attending
funerals in large numbers.

Mr. Harris of Covid-19 achieved a
biblical-style miracle with the hundreds
of hospital patients on trolleys who, over-
night it seemed, took up their clothes and
walked! The hospitals emptied.

In Easter Week the big hospitals were
at one-third capacity. One large private
hospital with hundreds of beds is reported
to have has sixteen patients on 16th April
last.

There were no jobs for the reported
plane-full of doctors who returned to
Ireland from Australia. But accurate news
is difficult to get. There has never been
more censorship in the media in Ireland
and internationally.

Does it all stack up?
Difficult to say yet?
Michael Stack ©.

SENATE GENERAL ELECTION 2020
Election to 26th Senate

continued from page 34

Effectively, the Seanad cannot stop
legislation becoming law—it can only
delay it. The Upper House, cannot delay
a Budget.

Seanad Powers?

“The Seanad lacks significant power. Its
primary constitutionalroleis as arevising
legislative chamber.Itcan amend orreject
legislation passed by the Dail (apart from
money Bills), but Article 23 empowers
the Ddil to override the position of the
Seanad. In absolute terms, its only power
is to delay although the Seanad may, of
course, have a legislative influence that
is far greater.

The Seanad has a number of other consti-
tutional functions. Most importantly, its
consent is required for the impeachment
of the President, a judge or the Comptrol-
ler and Auditor General.

Finally,under Article 27,amajority of the
members of the Seanad may join with a
third of the members of the Ddil to petition
the President to refer a Bill, which has
been deemed to be passed by the Diil,
to the People. This procedure has never
been invoked” (Dr. Oran Doyle, Fellow,
Trinity College, Dublin, July, 2013).

ABOLITION OF THE SEANAD
In 1936, the Oireachtas of the Irish

Free State abolished Seanad Eireann.
The Oireachtas, thenceforth was uni-
cameral, with Ddil Eireann as the sole
House.

The Bill was introduced in 1934 by
the Fianna F4il Government of Eamon
de Valera. It had been frustrated by the
Seanad’s repeated use of its power to delay
(thoughnot veto) legislation. In particular,
FiannaFdil favoured eliminating symbols
of monarchy from the Free State, which the
Seanad, with anumber of Southern Union-
ist members, feared would antagonise the
United Kingdom.

A new Seanad was created by the 1937
Constitution, which included the right of
An Taoiseach to nominate 11 Senators.

2013 REFERENDUM ON ABOLITION
The Fine Gael-Labour Coalition Gov-
ernment proposal to abolish the Seanad
in 2013 was supported by Sinn Féin and
was lost by a narrow margin, with 48.3%
voting in favour of abolition, with 51.7%
against. Turnout in the election was
almost 40%.

The Government of Fine Gael and La-

bour claimed to be campaigning for a Yes
vote, although most of their senators and
several TDs were voting No. The Labour
TDs stood and watched on, bar some
individual TDs who were taunted by the
mantra of “You might be glad there’s an
Upper House after the next election” .

Fianna Fdil of the four main political
parties called for a No vote.

Anumber of advocacy groups took sides
in the argument. Democracy Matters,
whose number included former Ténaiste
Michael McDowell, wanted a No vote,
while One House, which included Chair-
man of the Labour Relations Commission
Kieran Mulvey, advocated a Yes vote.

Fine Gael claimed that abolishing the
Seanad would save €20 million per year.
This was based on €8.8 million being
saved in direct costs such as salaries,
expenses and staff, and with €9.3 million
saved indirectly through ICT, procedural
sections, as well as utilities, stationery,
the parliamentary legal advisor and pen-

S10nS COosts.
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“Personally, I always feel very lonely
when I know in the morning as I get up
that there is going to be no meeting of
the Seanad.” (Campbell, James Henry
Mussen, 1st Baron Glenavy-21.5.1924).
But sure, he only had to wander down the
street to the other Club, the Kildare Street
Club. Ah, Happy days!

UNICAMERAL/BICAMERAL

A unicameral system is a government

with one legislative house or chamber.

Armenia, Bulgaria, Denmark, Hungary,

Monaco, Ukraine, Serbia, Turkey, and
Sweden have unicameral systems.

Within US States, Nebraska is currently
the only State with a unicameral legisla-
ture; after a statewide vote, it changed
from bicameral to unicameral in 1937.
A 2018 study found that efforts to adopt
uni-cameralism in Ohio and Missouri
failed due to rural opposition.

In Australia, Queensland and the two
territories have unicameral parliaments,
with the single House being called Leg-
islative Assembly, the Australian Capital
Territory (ACT), which was established
to be a neutral site of the federal capital,
and the Northern Territory function almost
as states.

And don’t forget New Zealand! Until
1950 New Zealand’s Parliament was bi-
cameral with an upper house known as
the Legislative Council. Now it is uni-
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KELLY continued

“Parties such as Labour, the Greens, Social
Democrats and the Independents should
be in no doubt as to where their duty lies”
(Irish Independent 15.4.2020)
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In 1970, the Republic suffered a moral
collapse under the leadership of Micheal
Martin’s political idol, Jack Lynch, when
it turned its back on the Six Counties, it
has now come back to haunt them in the
form of Sinn Fein and again, they can’t
handle it!

In the March edition of the Irish Politi-
cal Review we stated:

“It goes without saying that this was an
extraordinary election with a surprise
performance by Sinn Fein who were as
surprised as anybody else by the result! Is
ita flash in the pan or areal break with the
two party system? Or will it be replaced
by another two party system with Sinn
Fein being one and Fine Gael the only
other, obviously conservative, party?
“That will be determined by how Fianna
Fail and Sinn Fein relate to each other.
Can Sinn Fein steal Fianna Fail’s clothes
or vice versa? And more especially, those
of the Fianna Fail that turned the State into
a progressive and independent country
following the Party’s foundationin 19267
One or the other has to happen but there
is no indication that either leadership can
bring that to fruition and, if that remains
so, thatcould mean Fine Gael are the long
term winners in party terms" (Labour
Comment-March, 2020)

Has Labour’s hour arrived? “A bold
general may be lucky, but no general can
be lucky unless he is bold.”

SENATE GENERAL
ELECTION 2020

Election to 26th Senate
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Senator David Norris pointed out in
a Seanad debate in May 2015 that the
combined University Panel electorate is
“150,000 times the number for the Tao-

iseach’s 11 nominees” .
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(Returning Officer completed the panels
of candidates on Monday, 9th March,
2020 and polling closed on 30th March.
Counting began 30th March 2020 and was
completed on 3rd April, 2020.)
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There are 60 seats in the Seanad: 43 Sen-
ators are elected by the Vocational pan-
els, 6 elected by the two University
constituencies, and 11 are nominated by

the Taoiseach.
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The following are the 49 Senators elected
to the 26th Seanad to the Vocational and
University panels, listed in order of their
election. The count concluded on Friday,
3rd April 2020:

Cultural and educational panel (5)
Candidates (20)

Electorate 1,691 - TDs, outgoing Senators
and city and county councillors.

Valid poll 1,133

Quota 1,133,000

(multiplied by 1,000 to avoid fractions in later counts)

1st Pref.
Sean Kyne (F.G.) Galway: 82
Malcolm Byrne, (F.F.) Wexford 71
Lisa Chambers, (F.F.) Mayo 99
John McGahon, (F.G.) Louth 102
Fintan Warfield (S.F.) Dublin 150

Agricultural panel (11). Candidates (25)
Valid poll 1,130; Quota 94,167
Victor Boyhan, (IND.) Dublin 89
Denis O’Donovan, (F.F.) Cork 83
Paul Daly, (F.F.) Westmeath 71
Niall Blaney, (F.F.) Donegal 58
Tim Lombard,(F.G.) Cork 56
Paddy Burke, (F.G.) Mayo 63
Michael D’ Arcy, (F.G.) Wexford 48
Eugene Murphy, (F.F.) Roscommon 44
Pippa Hackett, (G.P.) Offaly 76
Annie Hoey, (LAB.) Louth 63
Lynn Boylan (S.F.) Dublin 80

Labour panel (11). Candidates (20)
Valid poll 1,133; Quota 94,417

Jerry Buttimer, (F.G.) Cork 105
John Cummins, (F.G.) Waterford 92
Robbie Gallagher, F.F.) Monaghan 83
Joe O’Reilly, (F.G.) Cavan 73
Ned O’Sullivan, (F.F.) Kerry 67
Shane Cassells, (F.F.) Meath 70
Pat Casey, (F.F.) Wicklow 56
Gerard Craughwell, (IND.) Dublin

Pauline O’Reilly, (G.P.) Galway 80
Paul Gavan, (S.F.) Limerick 72
Marie Sherlock, (LAB.) Dublin 79

Industrial and commercial panel (9)

Candidates (34) Valid poll 1,135;
Quota 113,501

Micheal Carrigy, (F.G.) Longford

Barry Ward, (F.G.) Dublin

Aidan Davitt, (F.F.) Westmeath

Ollie Crowe, (F.F.) Galway

Catherine Ardagh, (F.F.) Dublin

Frances Black, (IND.) Dublin
Mark Wall, (LAB.) Kildare
Sharon Keogan, (IND.) Meath
Elisha McCallion, (S.F.) Derry

Administrative panel (7).
Candidates (19). Valid poll 1,134;

Quota 141,751
Mark Daly, (F.F.) Kerry 167
Diarmuid Wilson, (F.F.) Cavan 100
Fiona O’Loughlin, (F.F.) Kildare
Martin Conway, (F.G.) Clare
Garret Ahearn, (F.G.) Tipperary
Rebecca Moynihan, (LAB.) Dublin
Niall O Donnghaile, (S.F.) Belfast

National University of Dublin (3)
Candidates (19). Electorate 120,000
Valid poll 38,118; Quota 9,530
Réndan Mullen, (IND.) Galway 9,642
Michael McDowell, (IND.) Dublin 8,951
Alice Mary Higgins, (IND.) Dublin 4,944

University of Dublin, Trinity College (3)
Candidates (10). Electorate 36,564
Valid poll 15,064; Quota 3,761
David Norris, (IND.) Dublin 3,646
Ivana Bacik, (LAB.) Dublin 3,489
Lynn Ruane, (IND.) Dublin 2,780

Taoiseach’s nominees
The incoming Taoiseach will nominate
11 Members to the Seanad.
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Seats won, by each party: Fianna Fail: 16
seats (13 men, 3 women); Fine Gael: 12
(12 men, 0 women); Sinn Féin: 5 (3 men,
2 women); Labour: 5 (1 man, 4 women);
Greens: 2 (0 men, 2 women); Indepen-

dents: 9 (6 men, 3 women).
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The Seanad Eireann Register

Of the 161,000 Irish citizens registered
to vote in the Seanad election, some 94%
have addresses on the island of Ireland,
while the remaining 6% are located in more
than 100 countries. (14.7.2015)

The current Register, operative from 1st
June 2019, contains the names of 112,216
electors. The cost of the 2019 Register is
€169, either in hard or electronic copy.

The Electorate in this 2020 Seanad
election for the five Vocational panels
was 1,691. The Valid poll was 1,135. The
N.U.I panel Electorate totalled 120,000
and a valid poll 38,118. Trinity College
Electorate was 36,564 and the valid poll
15,064.

Seanad Powers?

continued on




KELLY continued

the current Ddil amid pressure from Fine
Gael and Fianna F4il to join a coalition
Government to deal with the economic
fallout from the Covid-19 crisis” (Irish
Independent, 4.4.2020).

“The party’s position that it should go
into opposition was reiterated at a pri-
vate meeting of Labour T.D s earlier this
week . . . But supporters of Mr. Kelly are
split on whether the party should enter
government with Fianna Fail and Fine
Gael in the weeks ahead" (Irish Times
4.4.2020).

Apparently,the Dublin Fingal TD,Dun-
can Smith believes that the party should
go into opposition, but Sean Sherlock,
(Cork East), another supporter of Kelly,
believes Labour should consider entering
government.

Alan Kelly, himself, has stated:

“...it is up to other parties to take their

responsibilities seriously and it is up

to them to form a stable government”
(Sunday Mirror,5.4.2020).
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CIVIL WAR IS OVER?—However, a
perceptive view was put by Dr. Ciara Kelly
that this may happen but not as expected.
She says "I always thought FF and FG
would eventually coalesce, in a symbolic
ending of our Civil War legacy politics. But
Iwas only half-right. They maymerge—but
Civil War politics are alive and well—but
the opposing sides going forwardwon’t be
FF and FG. They’ll be SF and "
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THE FRAMEWORK DOCUMENT

“Whatis evident,though,is how much the
Civil War parties have taken from Sinn
Fein, or least ways, from the outcome of
the election. Change was coming anyway,
Covid-19 or not.

“As a result, a single-tier health system
is on the horizon, a living wage on the
agenda, climate action policies will be
implemented with or without the Greens,
a referendum on land ownership is on
the cards and even the question of a
united Ireland has been taken into the
light and away from the Department of
Foreign Affairs” (Sunday Independent,
19.4.2020).

A single-tier health system, a social
partnership agreement, climate action
like never before, a referendum on land
ownership, “even the question of a united
Ireland” and the Labour Party wants to sit
on the opposition benches whilst this near
revolutionary epoch is about bring about
the greatest political and social transforma-

tion in the history of the state?

“Anybody but Sinn Fein says Martin
and Varadkar.” But what does Labour
say? The party is willing to engage with
others in the desire to overcome the present
political impasse! And Sinn Fein? Will
Labour engage with them? They have 37
seats, they gained 24.5% in First Prefer-
ence votes —surely there is meritin this, in
the past such historical engagement with
Sinn Fein laid much of the democratic
foundations of the new state : Labour
often boasts about this and the contribu-
tion Thomas Johnson, its first leader in the
Dail made with Sinn Fein in the founding
years of the state.

Acombination of FiannaFail, Sinn Fein
and Labour would result in 80 seats.

MIiCHEAL’S LATE WALKABOUT
Day after day, the Irish media keep
prattling on about how the electorate
will deal with the Greens, Labour and the
Social Democrats if the don’t rally to Leo
or Micheal’s call and yet, Sinn Fein with
37 seats and the highest First Preference
vote of 24.5% are treated as if they were
affected by an incurable strain of Corona
Virus— they must be Ostracised!

The 21 Independent TDs are worried
that none of the smaller parties will enter
into coalition with the two larger parties
thus blocking the way to forming a stable
government.

“If this happens, Fianna Fail will have to
talk to Sinn Fein because Varadkar said
he will not go into government without
a third party,” a TD said. (Sunday Inde-
pendent 19.4.2020)

WHERE DID IT ALL GO WRONG?
“Holier than thou” is the tone of a
Mother Superior and the high moral ground
is a cold and lonely place. And Martin’s
desperation for power at any price, will
doubtless as Varadkar well knows, prove
massively counterproductive for Fianna
Fail.

“Yes, ‘Micheal’s principles’ may soon be
the next answer to that recurrent ques-
tion, where did it all go wrong for Fianna
Fail?” (Breandan MacSuibhne, Sunday
Independent, 19.4.2020)

THE LoNG, Long Count

As Martin stood in his old GAA club-
house at Nemo Rangers in Cork City on
Sunday, February 9,2020, waiting for six
counts, to take the second seat after Sinn
Fein,by 76 votes, his political nous should
have told him what way the wind was
blowing but alas, this bumptious poseur
of the modern political era of revisionism

just couldn’t grasp it!

However, the political rot set in long
before that, in August of 2017: an old
Labour war dog, dragged the present
writer to the town of Skibbereen to visit
the Inaugural meeting of the West Cork
Historical Society, set up by Simon and
Victoria Kingston in Liss Ard estate,
outside the town.

This was a gathering of the “great and
the good” of the “what might have beens”
inapre-independent Ireland: Foster, Myers,
Harris, Dudley-Edwards. Attendance on
the night included the Protestant Bishop
of Cork, Cloyne and Ross, Paul Colton;
actor,Jeremy Irons; and all on his own, the
leader of Fianna Fail,Micheal Martin, who
apart from the writer, who is an ex-member
of Old Fianna Fail, were the only two of
that political blood line in the gathering.
There wasn’t a single, FF TD, or a local
Party Councillor present with the leader
of the party.

Micheal’s only contribution was a
limp and half-hearted defence of Charles
Haughey arising from an allegation by
Roy Foster that the former Taoiseach
“assisted the gun runners” in’69 and *70.
This writer challenged Foster, who then
withdrew the remark! What other choice
had Martin, but to come to the defence of
his former leader, he had no choice : but
his defence was pathetic and half-hearted
and one could detect the discomfort in his
contribution, especially in the midst of
such a ‘regal’ gathering!

And to think that this jamboree included
sponsorship from Cork County Council,
the Dept. of Foreign Affairs and Failte
Ireland.

One could only conclude that Martin
was with them in spirit and they had noth-
ing to fear from any government led by
him in the continuation of their distortion
and revision of Irish history.

Fianna FamL ANDp THE S1x COUNTIES?
The campaign to organise Fianna
Fail in the North fell apart after his old
S.D.L.P. colleague and former leader
Mark Durkin, decided to stand against
Fianna Fail in the European election in
the Dublin constituency under the Fine
Gael banner in 2019!
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“Irish Independent editorial — A Political
Rubicon crossed for Nation’s greater
good—It behoves Mr. Martin and Mr.
Varadkar to do all in their power to close
the deal:

continued on page 34
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Alan Kelly:

Has Labour’s hour arrived?

Alan Kelly TD was elected 13th leader
of the Labour Party on 3rd April 2020,
defeating Aodhan O Riordain, TD. Ac-
cording to the Irish Independent: “Mr
Kelly was formally declared the winner
Jjust before midnight after winning 1,047
votes (54.7%) to Mr O Riorddin’s 868
votes (45.3%)—(3.4.2020).

Mr. Kelly, a TD for Tipperary, will suc-
ceed Brendan Howlin, TD (Wexford). Mr.
Howlin stood down in the aftermath of
Labour’s disastrous general election in Feb-
ruary where it won just six seats, one fewer
than it had going into the campaign.

From the party’s point of view, many
membersregretthat Alan Kelly was denied
an opportunity to contest an election for
leadership in 2016, which would have
provided a good grounding for the then
41 year old Portroe man.

Kelly is the former Deputy Leader
of the party, who served as Minister for
Housing between 2014 and 2016 and was
ajunior Transport Minister for three years
before that.

A TD for Tipperary since 2011, Mr.
Kelly was previously a Senator and MEP,
with a long-held ambition to lead the
party he said he joined when he was 16.
He famously told the Sunday Indepen-
dent prior to the 2016 General Election
that power was a drug that suits him.

“Anybody who says that power isn’t at-
tractive is telling you a lie. Of course it
is. It’s obviously a drug. It’s attractive.
It’s something you thrive on. It suits some
people. It doesn’t suit others. I think it
suits me.”

And power has long been an ingredi-
ent absent from the endeavours of Irish
Labour. The “Sleeping Giant” seems to
snore on for ever!
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LABOUR TDs in the ELECTION:

Alan Kelly, leader (Tipperary) without
reaching Quota;

Aodhan O Riordain,(Dublin Bay North)
without reaching Quota;

Duncan Smith (Dublin Fingal) without
reaching Quota;

Sean Sherlock (Cork East) reached Quota
on 8th count;

Jed Nash (Louth) elected on 10th count;
Brendan Howlin (Wexford) elected on
8th count.
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WATER CHARGES
Kelly was also Minister for the Environ®
ment during the heat of battle over the
Water Charges, and to his credit held his
ground when fellow cabinet colleagues
slunk off to leave him on his own and
these weren’t all Fine Gael TDs
He claimed that any proposal to sus-
pend or abolish water charges will mark
“political, economic and environmental
sabotage”.
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“The issue of water has been a consistent
blight on the political system for many
years”.

He pointed out that in 1977 local rates
were abolished by Fianna Fdil and people
paid income tax of up to 77% in the 1980s
and there is a risk of repeating that period
again.

Speaking on RTE Six One News, he said
that almost 70% of householders had paid
for water charges.(RTE-28.4.2016).

In July, 2017, Taoiseach Varadkar con-
firmed that people who paid their water
charges were to have the money refunded
by the end of the year. It was! In one of
the most naked and opportunist acts of
populism of all time, they received their
money three weeks before Christmas!

LABOUR SENATORS: Annie Hoey,
(Drogheda); Marie Sherlock, (Dublin);
Mark Wall, (Kildare); Rebecca Moyni-
han, (Dublin); Ivana Bacik (Trinity
College, Dublin).

“Back TO Basics”

Mr. Kelly championed a “back to
basics” approach during his leadership
campaign,saying he would rebuild Labour
from the grassroots up and attempt to
“regenerate” the trust the party used to
have with the people of Ireland.

He said there would be no apologising
for the party’s mistakes in government,
particularly during the 2011-2016 Coali-
tion with Fine Gael. “The day of apolo-
gising is over”, he said.

“One of his first decisions as leader will

be whether to seek a reversal of the

party’s decision to go into opposition in
continued on page 35




