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Editorial

Sowing The Whirlwind

There has been a dramatic increase in British Army
recruitment intheRepublic. That isthelinetheBBC hasbeen
pushing out. But in fact the dramatic increase anounts to a
percentage increase on a very smdl base. The hope is tha
enlistment inthe British Army will be anormd thing todo in
republican Irdand. But a vigorous British recruiting drive
produced about a couple of dozen recruits for the Army in
2008.

WEII have to do better thanthat if thespirit of the Afghans
isto be broken.

The business of taming and dvilisng the Afghans and
bending them to our will has now been going on for more than
acentury and ahdf. One of the early editorids of the Young
Ireland paper, The Nation, in the 1840s, was about it. The
Nation contrasted the response of the Afghans to British
invasion with tha of the ultra-civilised Chinese

A British Army of 20,000 marched through A fghanistanto
its cepitd, Kabul, around 1840, meeting with little resistance
Only one of these soldiers managed to get out again. They
were butchered by the popul acein various bar baric ways. The
civilised way of doingit would have been the way of Dresden,
Tokyo, Hiroshimaand Nagasaki.

Maor Paddy Ashdown's spirits perked up in 2001 when
yet another invasi on of Afghani stan was projected. He revealed
that his great-great-grandmother was caught up in the First
Afghan War. And hereminded usthat the British Empiretook
revengesomeyearslater for the loss of theArmy in 1840. But
the Afghans remained Afghans. It proved impossible to
engender existentid discontent anong them. So the struggle
goes on. They cannot be let be, because they don't live right.

Theultra-civilised Chinese, ontheother hand, just suffered
intheFirst Opium War (Britan'swar to open Chinato British
opium exportsfrom India). The ChineseState was not expan-
sionist. It never atacked others or tried to interfere in the
dfarsof others. And, for that reason, it was unableto defend
itsdf inaworld tha was being remade by the British Empire
Theinfluentid ideologist of the Glorious Revolution of 1688,
Algernon Sydney (whose writings were also very influentid
in the United States for many generations), laid it down that
atack was the best form of defence  Sydney came to be
forgotten as his teechings were absorbed into the habitud
practiceof theBritish State. Attack isnow cdled pre-emptive
defence.

The Chinese State, having been unaggressivefor countless
centuries, was unable to defend itsdf. Its Government pad
reparaions to Britain for having tried to defend itsdf, handed
over territory to it, and opened some of its ports to British
merchants to sdl opium in. But it kept on trying to gpply its
anti-opium laws, and so a Second Opium War had to be
fought.

Napoleon looked & Chinaand decided it would be foolish
to awaken that "slesping giant". But Britain, driven by some
demon within itsdf, could let nothing in the world be. It
poked a China and tormented it for a hundred years, until
eventually Chinarenovated itsdf politicaly and constructed a

modern Army equipped with the most advanced military
technology, and acquired the means of economic intervention
intheWestern States that had tormented it for so long.

A pre-emptive war against a non-existent threst from Irag
was launched by the USA and Britain with Irish complicity
fiveyearsago. When thethreat was demonstrated not to have
existed, the invasion was justified on other grounds. Martin
Mansergh, the only member of the upper straum of Fianna
Fal who likesto tdk about foreign aff airs, said that a least the
invasion got rid of Saddam Hussein. So it did, dong with at
lesst a hundred thousand Iragi civilians.

Iragwasaliberd secular stateuntil theinvasion. It was not
democraticdly organised. There is no necessary connection
between liberalism and a democraic mode of government.
Britain, the prototype of the modern liberal state, established
itsliberd cultureunder an aristocracy or oligarchy. Theorigin
of theliberd regimeis conventiondly put at the accession of
William of Orange—though the 1688 revolutionwas in fact a
rejection of the much wider liberalism of James 2. The first
smdl measure of democratisation did not come until 1832—
and it was very smdl indeed. A mgority of adult mdes did
not get the voteuntil 1868. A majority of the adult popul aion
only got the vote in 1918. The complete adult franchise
followed about ten years | ater.

By exduding femdes, one can say that Britain became a
democrecy after an aristocratic liberal regime had been
functioning for a century and three-quarters. If femdes are
not excluded, the gap istwo centuries and a hdf.

Iraq was thrown together by Britain to be a subordinate
'nation-state around 1920. There was no prior Iragi nationdism
to sustain it. The first dection, tha of a King, was openly
rigged by the British administration. The candidatewho would
certainly have won, Sayid Tdib of Basra, wasinvited to tea by
the famous British Arabist, Gertrude Bél, so tha he could be
kidnapped out of sight of the populace, and he was deported.
The electorate gathered the meaning of democracy from this
masterful action of the conqueror, and they voted for the
candidatethe British brought in from the Western desert, who
had no prior associ aion with Basra or Baghdad.

Nomind independence was granted to Iraq in 1933 on the
understanding that therew ould be ongoing British hegemony.
A 'Treaty' was signed. Like thelrish 'Treay’, it was not an
agreement between sovereign powers. It was dictated by the
Imperial Power, the alternative being continued | mperid rule

Under the terms of the 'Treay’, British military bases
remaned in Irag, and Britain had theright to pass an Army
through Irag. In 1941 Britain decided to invade Iran and the
Iragi Government was informed that it would be sending an
Army through Basra Baghdad did not object, but sad it
would supervise the passage of the British Army through its
state. Churchill took off enceat this. He dedared Iraqtobein
"revolt", overthrew the Government and instaled a puppet
regime. The puppet regime |asted for dmost twenty years. It
was morally undermined by the British invasion of Egypt in
1956 and was overthrown. A period of confusion, of coup and
counter-coup, of conflict of Communism and nationadism
followed. Eventudly a stable regime was established by
Saddam Hussein with American support and dedicated to the
realisation of the American dream in the Middle East. A
liberd state was s&t up in a predominantly Muslim country,
and whileit was based on the Sunni community, it drew Shia,
Kurdsand Christiansintoits system.

Then there was the fundamentaist Shiarevolutionin Iran,
and gpprehension about its expansive power around theMiddle
East. Liberal secular Irag went to war with Islamist Iran with
the approvd and support of theliberd West. A big arliner
full of pilgrims to Mecca took off from Iran and was shot
down by an American warship in the gulf on the off-chance



that it might be amilitary plane on the way to Iraqg.

Thelranian revol ution was contained by thelragi invasion,
but proved to be stableinternally. Thewar ended in stdemae.

Thesignificant thing about Irag was that theliberal secular
regimein the state was not subverted by Shiadissent during
the war with the Shiarevolutionary power in Iran, dthough a
substantid part of the Army was Shia The conflict demon-
strated the stability of both the Islamist regimein Iran and the
liberd secular regimein Ireg.

The"terrorismof evil tyrants" does not expla n such things.
The Shah had aterror regimein Iran but it meted avay almost
overnight when it affronted the sentiment of the popul ace.

Theliberal state was functiond in Irag until the leaders of
the liberd West decided to destroy it by use of overwheming
military power, followed by a draconian sanctions policy
gpproaching blockade

At theend of thewar with Iran, Irag found tha Kuwait was
encroaching on its oil-fields while demanding punctual
repayments of loans given to hep fight thewar. These Gulf
States, with smal populaions and dduged with money, are
Ameranglian constructs for Ameranglian purposes. Iraq
consulted the USA about the conduct of Kuwait and was given
thegreen light to deal withit by direct action. But, whenit did
so, Britan joined America in denouncing it as a war crime.
The'diplomatic of fensive' that was launched was not intended
to achieve an Iragi withdrawd. It was conducted with the
purpose of preventing Iragi compliance by making it
humiliaing. Americas General Schwar zkopf later explained
on Radio Eireann that an Iragi withdrawal in good order was
the "nightmare scenario”. So it had been decided in
Washington that the regime which it had helped to put in
place, and had supported against Iran, must be destroyed.

it was in those circumstances that Iraq declared the
annexation of Kuwait—on the principle that it might as well
be hung for a sheep as a lamb. (Kuwat was pat of Basra
province tha had been nipped off by Britain for the obvious
reasons.)

The Iragi Army was def eated as a matter of course—and
was slaughtered without military purpose in the greet aerid
"turkey shoot" after it had disengaged and was retredting.

Amerangliathen caled ontheoppressed peoplesof Iragqto
arise and overthrow theregime. Those who were oppressed
were the Shialslamists and the Kurdish separatists. When the
US saw what the insurrection in Southern Iragwas, it changed
its mind and lifted its interdiction of Iragi ar space so that
Baghdad could restore order.

Forcewas used to suppress that insurrection, likeany other
insurrection, but force does not explan the restoration of the
liberd secular regime, and its continuation despite severe
economic sanctions and the ddiberate destruction of the
infrastructure of urban life by the United Nations—which in
thisinstance amounted to US/UK on the Security Coundil.

Maddine Albright did not dispute the figure of hdf a
million children killed by sanctions, but said it was worth it.
Worth it for what purpose was unclear, because the liberd
secular regime remai ned secure.

Then five years ago there was a direct invasion. The
people were called to aise and loot. A statue of Saddam was
pulled down by the Americans and a group of Iragis was
rounded up to come along and beat it for tdevision. And
British Defence Minister Hoon gave aloutish perfformancein
theCommons, prai sing thelooting asthefirst fruit of freedom.

The Ameranglian propaganda had from thefirst the purpose
of inciting civil war. The Shiawere told that the Sunniswere
their oppressors and were urged to tekerevenge. 1t seemed for
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awhile that there would be dl-out cvil
war, but this was averted as an dement
of Iragi statecraft emerged out of Shia
fundamentalism, e g. Mogtada d Sadr's
movement. (TheU S tried to assassinate
Moqgtada)

Who among us can imagine how he
would behave if an absolutely
overwhelming military force descended
on us—aforce capableof exterminating
us a the push of a button if it wanted
to—and incted usto arise, to rebd, to
loot, to destroy, to pay off grudges, to
put every fantasy we ever thought of
into action?

Theremarkable thingisthat, despite
all of this the US has found itself
confronted with such astubborn nationd
will in Irag that it now seems to have
agreed to acomprehensive withdrawd,
which is not something it contemplaed
when invading, or even last year.

Undoubtedly it went into Iragwith a
programme of using it as a base for
mopping up theMiddle East and putting
the place in order. Now it has been
given notice to quit within three years.

The net result of dl the killing and
mayhem is increased scope for the
terrorism it was supposed to restrict, and
thereplacement of aliberal secular state
with an Islamist stae.

Thelrish Government played the part
of asneak-thief in the Irag affair, but it
seems to have become ambitious to play
abolder pat. Thecountry isbeing satur-
aed with militarist propaganda. The
Home Rule paticipation in the Great
War of 1914-18 is being glorified.
Recruits from Irdand into the British
Army are being sought out and
publicised as "Irish soldiers'.

But amidst dl of thisweare not told
what the Great War was about. Why
did Britainintervene in a European War
and make it intoaWorld War? Wasthe
outcome of the War such that, one can
look back on it and see tha, whaever
Britan's motives might have been in
launching it, the result of it was good
for theworld? Why did thelrish nationd
leadership discard the traditiond Irish
scepticism about Britain's motives for
going to war? What effect did thewar
have on Unionist/Nationdist hostility
within Ireland?

Radio Eireann broadcast a prog-
rammeabout the Great War towardsthe
end of November. Chris M'Gimpsey of
theUlster Unionist Party took partinit.
It was put to him tha the great slaughter
suffered in thebungled attemptto invade
Turkey in 1915 had led to a degree of
dienation between the Austraians who
took part in it and the British Empire.
Why did it not dienate the Ulstermen
whotook part init?

M'Gimpsey's reply was matter-of -

fact, wdl-informed and realistic. It was
ungpologetically Ulsterish. It put the
World War into proportion asamargind
event, theconflictin I rd and over Home
Rulebeng themain event.

It was in that sense a continuation
under fireof the training whichtheUVF
had been undergoing inthe paks of the
Big HousesintheNorth in the Spring of
1914 with therifles got through the Larne
gun-running. The Great War was an
incident in the Home Rule conflict. It
was not something to betaken seriously
in itsdf and brooded over. And the
UVF cameback "tooled up" for thered
war a home—as he put it, "both sides
came backtooled up”.

TheHome Rul el eadership di sorient-
aed itsdf by taking the propaganda of
the War too much in earnest. In
recruiting for the war on Germany, it
was fighting its corner too, but it fet
obliged to engage in a groundless
idedism of deception and sd f-deception
about German evil. It built cestles in
the air about how Nationalists and
Unionists overcame their own
antagoni sms when they joined theBritich
Army to meke war on this evil.

T. Ryle Dwyer wrote an atide in
prase of the World War for the Irish
(formerly Cork) Examiner (8.11.08), in
which heinduded the Exami ner's victory
editorid of 12th November 1918:

"Might, nomatter how gorgeously it
may be appardled, and fortified with
dl thea dsthat wed th and sciencecan
bring to its suppart, can never uurp
the place of Right. The war has
demonstrated that the principles of
Christianity and humanity are stronger
than thearmi es that Germany has been
ale to rase or the implements of
destruction tha have been paced in
their hands"

That's the hype of Empire in the
moment of victory when there is nobody
todisputeit. But,looking at thefacts of
the matter soberly, itis evident that the
baance of Might was heavily against
Germany even before Britain increased
itbyjoiningin. The War lasted so long
because of the spirit—the morale/
mordity—of the Germans who were
conducting a desperae defensive war,
at any rate from September 1914
onwards. Britain, France and Russia
were unableto win with ther preponder-
ance of Might. What beet the Germans
findly was the entry of an American
Army into combat in 1918. And what
counted was not American numbers, but
the fighting spirit and technique of an
American Army in whose formation
there had been a strong Prussian input.

The mind-boggling thing about the
victory editorid is the counter-posing

of Christianity against Germany in 1918.
Christianity was indisputably gronger
in Germany, (both kinds of it), than in
Britan—where it had been subjected to
creeping euthanasia by the dominant
culture of the State over many
generations and was dead—or in France,
where it was officially persecuted.
Russia had left the War and formdly
renounced Christianity.

This nonsense about the defea of
Germany being avictory for Christianity
is an echo of the demonology inserted
into the British propaganda right & the
start by two smart Home Rule
intellectuals writing for the London
papers, Tom Kettle and Robert Lynd.

Kettle had the bright idea of telling
the confused English Liberds, who had
been manipulated into the war by the
Libera Imperidist diquetha had gained
control of the Party and the Government,
that Germany had fallen under the spdll
of Nietzsche's philosophy of Evil and
was dedicated to restoring barbarism in
Europe

Clive Bdl of the Bloomsbury set
recdled thisin abook cdled Civilisation
published in 1928:

"...just when we were beginning to
wonder whether the war could be
exactly described as a crusade, some
cautious and cultivated person...
discovered that what the Allies were
red ly up agai nst was Nietzsche.

"That discovery was, & first, a grest
success. Nietzsche was a buit for the
hi ghoutrageous mettle of every oneof
us. Tha he wasa German and a poet
sufficed to put himin the wrong with
theruling dass and sincehewassaid
to have desp sed medi ocrity themiddle
and lower had some grounds for
disliking him. Down with Nietzsche!
Ah, that was fun, drubbing the nasty
bl ackguard, the man who presumed to
sneer a liberals without admiring
liberd -unionists Hewas an epil eptic,
ascroful ous fd low, and nogentl eman.
We told the working men about him,
we told them about his beng the
prophet of German imperidism, the
poe o Prussia and the lickspittle of
the Junkers. And were anyone who
had compromi sed himsd f by dabbling
in German literature so unpatriotic as
tocal our scholarship in question, we
cdled him atraitor and shut him up.
Thosewere thedays, thebest of 1914,
when France and England were
defending Paris against Nietzscheand
the Russian steamtrol ler was catching
himin theback.

"And yet thisholdingthefort agai rst
Nietzsche was not satisfying ether...
Nietzsche was so difficult to pro-
nounce; and besidesitseemed too odd
to be fighting against someone of
whose exigence, six months ealier,



not one in ten thousand had heard"
(Introducti on).

Tom Kettleknew Nietzschewell. He
supplied an Introduction to a Life of
Nietzsche, translaed from the French of
Danid Hdevy by JM. Hone another
Home rule intellectual, that was
published in London in 1911 as a
companion volume to a translation of
Nietzsche's Collected Works.

The message of Nietzsche's
Zarathustra that God wes dead, and we
had to learn to live without him, was
more rdevant to France and England
than to Germany, where god wes far
from dead amongst the populace—in
addition to which, Nietzsche was
venomously hostile to the German
Empire (i.e,, to the Union of German
Stetes that was formed after 1870). All
his books were commercial flops in
Germany.

Nietzsche had done nothing towards
killing God. That was doreby rationdist
critics of theBiblein England and France
and in German Universities. When
Nietzsche came on the scene, he saw
that the deed had been done, and he
asked "What now?' Hedid not cd ebrate
Deicide He saw it as a dangerous
problem for European culture

"The sea of religion is receding,
leaving swamps and stagnant pools
naions are pulling apat again in a
hogtile manner andlonging to tear each
otherto hits Sciences pursuedwithout
restraint are shettering dl firm belief.
Theeducated d assss and the statesare
swept dong by a despicable money
econony. Theworld was never more
worldly, and never poorer inlove and
goodhess. The educated dases ae
no longer beacons or refuges amidg
the turmoil of secularisation, but
themsdves grow more restless daily,
more thoughtless and more lovel ess.
Everything in at and science now
serves the approaching barbarism"
(Thoughts Qut OfF Season, Part 3, No.
4).

Kettle was in Europe, buying guns
for Redmond's Volunteers, when the
War stated. The English Liberds had
seen tha ther leaders were intent on
War and had tried to raisea campaign to
stop them. Butthings happened too fest.
War was declared by theLiberal Imperi-
dists. TheLiberd presswasbaffled. It
did not dare to oppose the War &fter its
party leadershad dedared it, but did not
know on what ground to support it. The
famous Editor of the Manchester
Guardian (now the Guardian), C.P.
Scott, would not write war editorids.
He let his Assistant Editor and son-in-
law, C.E. Montague, write them.
Montegue, another Irish Home Ruler,
became a very fierce war propagandist.

The main Liberd Paty paper was
the Daily News (founded by Charles
Dickens). Right from the start, Kettle
supplied it with inflammatory atides
which overwhelmed reason with raw
emotion in fine disregard of facts. His
atide Europe Against The Barbarians
(10 August 1914) dedared: "The 'big
blond brute has stepped fromthe pages
of Nietzsche out on the plains about
Liege'. And English Liberdism was
quickly infected with Kettleism. Public
opinionwas maddened and wasinnofit
condition to make a workable peace
settlement four and aquarter yearslater.

A chain reaction of warswas set off.
The condition in which the Great War
| ft Europeled quickly to aGreater War.
The Cold War was inherent in the way
Britainconducted the Second World war.
TheU SA defeated Germany inthe First
World war launched by Britain, and
Bolshevik Russia did it in the second.
Straight awvay in 1945 the struggle began
to destroy the Power that had destroyed
Nazi Germany. The means was the
ddiberate instigation of nationadism in
the Soviet sphere, even where the
antecedents of some of those
nationdisms were fascist. The Soviet
sphere collgpsed in 1990 and nationdist
wars began.

In Ireland James Connolly pad no
head to Kettl€sranting. Hesaid avictory
for Germany would be best for the
working dass. And hesaid agood word
for Nietzsche in TheWorkers Republic.

But it's no use mentioning Connolly
to the Irish warmongers of today.
Despite his substance and good sense,
hewas degraded into ahollow icon long
ago. So le's end with the views of
George K ennan, the American architect
of cold War strategy, ontheFirst World
War that the Irish Government now
insistson cd ebrating. It isfrom alecture
a Chicago University in 1951:

"I woudlike... to sy aword abaut
thetad result of thesetwo world wars

in Europe. Thesewarswere fought &
the price of some tens of millions of
lives of untdd physica destruction,
of the destruction of the bdance of
forces on the Continent—at the price
of rendering western Eurgpe danger-
ously, perhaps fatefully, vulnerableto
Soviet power. Both wars werefought,
really, with a view to changing
Germany, to correcting her behaviour,
to making the Germans something
different from whet they were. Y,
today, if one were offered the chance
of having back again the Germany of
1913—aGermany run by conservative
but rdaivdy moderate people, no
Nazi s and no Communists a vigoraus
Germany, united and unoccupied, full
of energy and confidence, bleto play
apat in the bd ancing-off of Rusdan
power in Europe—well, there would
beobjectionsto it frommeany quarters,
and it wouldnt make everybady heppy;
but in many waysit waouldn't soundso
bad, i n comparison with our problems
of today. Now, think what thismeans.
When you tdly up the tatd score of
the two wars, in terms of their
ostensble objective, you fird thet if
there has been any gain & 4dl, it is
pretty hard to discern...

"Edipsed for many of us by the
fresher and more vivid recollectiors
of World War 2, this first World War
has become in many respects the
forgotten factor. Yet dl thelines of
inquiry, it ssemstome, lead back toiit.
World War 2 seemed really so
extensively predetermined... Andthe
main d ements of thet tragi c Stuation—
the sickness and impatience of
Germany, the weekness of eastern
Europe, the phenomenon of
bolshevism in Russia, and the
wesariness and debility in France and
England—d| these things took ther
origin so clearly in theperiod of 1914-
20 thatitseemstobehere, if anywhere,
thatthered answers shauldbe saught”
(American Diplomacy 1900-1950).

Cathal Brugha

our gallant sons

brave Cathal Brugha."

A reaeder asks whether we have ever heard of the following poem. Heistrying
to ascertain whether there are more verses.

"England gave the orders and England gave the guns
And Michael dressed the boys in green to shoot

England gave the orders and gave the cannons too
And Michael dressed the boys in green to shoot

If you can hdp, write to the Editor (address on page three).

A Question




Report

Senator Harris saves the day for sectarianism

Harris, Hard Gospel and
Hot Stuff in Co. Cork

Members of the Church of Ireland
were treated to some 'Hard Gospd' in
theRadisson SAS Hotd in Littlelsland,
Cork on Monday, 8th December: aone-
day seminar on 'Protestants, the War of
Independence and the Civil War in
Cork—see programme below. It was
patrolled by a security company. The
man who marshalled the security
marshadssaid it was becausethe A ubane
Historicd Society planned to gorm and
disrupt themeeting.

Security was so tight that Alan
Stanley who 'met murder on the way' a
Coolacrease was ref used entry and was
wandering around until he was rescued
by Senator Haris. The Bishop of Cork
runsatight ship.

No locd Catholics needed apply to
listen a the Church of Irdand &ffair,
with academics invited dong to tak on
the subject.

The audience had to show ther pre-
issued passes a the entrance (all day
long), but no sign was seen of themyster-
ious band of dlegedly disruptive Aubane
historians. The carefully-sdected but
mystified audience heard Fianna Fail-
gppoi nted Senator Eoghan Harris declare
war on the same Aubane Society. They
were "mentally deficient”, said the highly-
animated representative.

Senator Harris stated that priests
should not be"dabbling" in history. They
should keep their heads down, while
Protestants should keep theirs up. Harris
was referring to aparticul ar "meddl esome
priest", the Oxford/TCD/UCD-educated
Dr. Brian Murphy of Glenstd. This was
an unusud, rather ominous, message for
a Church of Irdand gethering, bordering
amost on sectarianism. Certainly notvery
respectful.

Historian Meda Ryan did not meet

TFwin ey o F Beee laanal
Unired Dinceageas af Cork, Clayna and Ross

Understanding our History:
Protestants, the War of Independence
and the Cavil War in County Cork

Hnrd{is:mfa:paﬂ

B e rash e

imam Clard

with the Harris sed of approvd dther.
Nether did some heads-up Protestants.
Fianna Fal TD Matin Mansergh, for
instance, was castigated as a "lie down
and dieProtestant", according to Senator
Haris. A few members of the audience
were seen to shift uncomfortably.

At one point in his stream of con-
sciousness, Harristold thetd eof an Aunt
who embarked on a romantic interlude
with an exotic creature known as a
'Protestant'—apologies if the details are
hazy, possibly the finer ones have yet to
be concocted—during the holding of the
Eucharistic Congress in 1932. The two
had arived in ahotd bedroom and were
contempl aing their own typeof congress
when Count John McCormack's operatic
rendition of a religious character came
wafting up from the ground floor of the
Hotd. For whatever reason, this had the
effect of putting an end to their intended
interlude

While the denouement clearly needs
work, this Hard Gospel is certanly Hot
stuff.

Harris, spokein theaf ternoon without
notes (or much knowledge of the histor-
icd variety). He criticised one spesker
from the morning session, John Borgo-
novo. While the San Francisco historian
was speaking, Harris was seen to fidget,
tak, get up, wak to theback of the room,
go to wak out, think better of it, before
settling down to frown severdy at the
spesker. Possibly, it had all became too
much for him.

Harris and thosewho thought similarly
may have been irritated also by the star
turn, Peter Hart. He said there was no
"ethnic cleansing” of Protestants during
or after the War of Independence. Hart
sadtherewasfear of retribution, but not
much of the substance of sectarian
violence Thisisareversd of themessage
Hat once openly espoused. Perhgps he
has been reading the criticism. Brian
Murphy and Nidl Meehan's "Troubled
History, a 10th anniversary critique of
The IRA and its Enemies, published
exlier this year, set out the problems
with the Hart andysis. Perhaps he is
findly taking it to Heart.

If Hart retreated, Borgonovo advanc-
ed and seriously disrupted the Harris
message of persecuted Protestants.

Protestants in the South of Irdand
consistently denounced unionist atacks
on Cathalics in the North between 1920-
22. In contrast, it seems they stated both
early and often that Protestants were
treated very kindly by their Catholic
neighbours in the south. Some even
prased the IRA.

Haris, theformer republican, had the
answer: the aforesaid Protestants "had a
gun to their head". Redly? And when
did these Protestants, who spoke out on



unionist sectarianismin every Irish Caunty
not under Unionist control, reveal this to
Senator Harris? What is his source, goart
from the windmills of hismind? Perhgps
Senator Harris could tel us how many
Protestants he hel ped persecute when he
was af ully paid-up supporter of thecause,
perhapstheodd poppy lady in Patrick St?
Those were the days!

According to an observer, Harris,
"seemed livid" and was "working up to a
great frenzy'. Harris reported tha, when
oncehe wasin deepest, darkest, Dunman-
way, he was approached by four menina
car who pulled him to theside of theroad
and told him to lay off. Harris, who
informed the assembly of his daughter's
conversion to the Protestant cause, was
having none of it. Heknew how to handle
such sinister people, "from experience”,
hesaid obscurely. Thiswar, whoeveritis
with or aganst, is decidedly not over in
the Senator's eyes.

He wants Southern Protestants to
affirm aBritish identity or torecover it if
they have lost one so that the Irish state
canthenformdly recogniseit. So herewe
have a proposd for the creation of anew
sectarian constituency from a Fianna Fall
Party-sponsored | egi sl ator whose Govern-
ment Ministers are forever promoting
reconciliation. Have Hanna Fail no respect
for themselves? And what of Martin
Mansergh? How much more is he
expected to endure from this senatorid
nincompoop?

Andy Bidenberg of University Col-
lege, Cork (UCC) spoke about beginning
research into the finer detals of Protest-
ant emigration, 1911-26—and that
promisesto be interesting. Harris manag-
ed to get the gist of Bid enberg's research
hope essly wrong in theSunday Independ-
ent on December 14th (but tha should be
No surprise).

Andy Ruaneof UCC spokeon French-
Irish Protestant connections, but as he
came a the end of the day and ater the
excitement of Senator Harris, heads nod-
ded off. Ruane did question the Haris's
atempt to re-ethnicise Irish Protestants
with a British identity. His research
suggests that they have given most tha
oldimperid guff up.

It was frustrating for the people who
atended—up to 140 of them—as they
were not given the opportunity to spesk.
Questions were allowed, but strictly
screened by the Bishop. Such control
freskery might be thought unusud. We
certainly think that. More democracy and
opennessinthe Church of I reland, please.
A response from the floor would have
been interesting but it didn't hgppen.

Theevent was organi zed by the Church
of Irdand's Hard Gospd Project, which
carries the sub-title, "love God, and love
your neighbour”. The project was set up
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someyears ago to distance the Church of
Ireland from the Orange Order's annual
anticsat Drumcree Church of Ireland Parish
Church. That was a step forward. This
gopears, in some respects, to be one back.
It would have been time better spent for
theloca Hard Gospel branch to show some
ne ghbourliness to immigrants to Irdand
as some members had proposed (and that
this should be regarded as one of their
primary purposes) but were, gpparently,
overruled by theBishop no less, infavour
of listening to the excitable formerly
Catholic Senator.

A day of 'learning and reflection'
indeed.

NOTE: Jack Lane of the Aubane Histori-
cd Society wrote al etter to the Bishop of
Cork about the denigration of the Society
and its members a this Seminar. Itisin
the January issueof Irish Political Review.

Wilson John Haire

A
Dysfunctional
Family?

Lot’s wifelooked back
despitethe angd’s warning

and saw too much

during that Imperial dreamtime

With asound|ess scream
sheturned intosodium chloride
asthe bomb hatchesopened
and theracksemptied

ove Sodom and Gomorrah

And he

who obeyed theangds

was madedrunk in acave

by histwo daughters

whothinking

that noman waslé&ft on earth

seduced him in turn

that night

and guaranteed the future
of the human race

Out of necessity

moral laws are cast aside

after moral indignation has
doneits worse

(October 26, 2008
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Jeremiah O’Donovan Rossa

We are indebted to Manus O’
Riordan for sending us the following
extract from A Fenian Ballad, which is

also known as Sweet lveleary

India: A Fenian Protest

...| joined the Redcoats then—mo
leinl—what would my father say?

And | was sent in one short year on
serviceto Bombay.

| thought to be a pauper was the
gregest human curse
But fighting in a robber's cause |
felt it ten times worse!

The Spaakers
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| helpedtoplunder and endavethose
tribes of India’ s sons

And we spent many a sultry day
blowing sepoys from our guns.

| told these sinsto Father Ned, the
murder and the boaty.

Thesewerenosinsfor me, hesaid, |
only did my “duty” ...

No sn to Kill for English greed in
somefar foreign clime

How can it be that patriot love in
Ireland isa crime?

How can it be, by God' sdecree, I'm
cursed, outlawed and banned?
Because | swore one day to free my

trampled native land.




Hidden History, Part Two

"The Devil's Wind'

"The Indian Mutiny' is the British
term for India's first War of
Independence, which was put down with
exemplary force. War crimes on a
horrendous scale were committed by
soldiers serving the Empire.  All this
was done with a good conscience and
someof those involved went on to write
memoirs.

Cegptain S. H. Jones-Pary, aWesh-
man bornin 1830, was alifelong soldier
who led the adventurouslifeof aBritish
officer of hisgeneration, involvedinthe
greatest territorid expansion of empire
of all time He took part in the taking of
Burma and in various British
"campaigns' inIndia aswell asin oper-
aions to Persia, Condantinople and the
Crimea. Hiswell remunerated "service'
induded the suppression of the "Indian
Mutiny", where he served with the
dreaded MadrasFusiliers ("BlueCaps")
that played acentral rolein thecampaign
of retribution that followed the"mutiny".
After its suppression, the proportion of
Indiansin British regiments was greatly
reduced as a matter of policy and the
European 'stock’ expanded. Thiswasthe
context of the forming of the so-caled
"lIrish" Regiments. The Madras
Fusiliers, which dready contaned acore
of Irishmen, becametheDublin Fusiliers
and similaly the Bengals became the
Munsters.

Jones-Pary |eft behind a readable
memoir (An Old Soldier's Memories,
London, 1897), which he dedicated to
Lt. General Sir John Blick Spurgin and
"all officers pag and present of the Royal
Dublin Fusiliers'. Thememoirs provide
quite a jolly—but also revealing—
account of the business of empire-
making and rebellion-quelling as carried
out around the world by Victorian
England on asca eunprecedented bef ore
or sincein its ambition and success.

Jones-Pary arived in 1857 to find
Indig, as he put it, "in a blaze'. His
memoir gives only hints of thered nature
of the British campaign to smash the
upstart I ndians.

Indian Rising
On 10th May 1857 British rule in
Indiawas shaken to its foundations when
Indian troops ("sepoys’) at Meerut
mutinied and their rebel lion goread, soon
cgpturing anumber of towns, induding
Ddhi. The Indian soldiersin 55 of the

Massacre and pillage during the 'Indian Mutiny":
memoirs of a Dublin Fusiliers officer and others

—savage crushing of India’s First War Of Independence—

Philip O'Connor

75 regiments of the'Bengd Army'turned
on their British officers (the other 20
were disbanded beforethey could rebel),
as did dl ten Bengd Cavdry regiments
and the 70-odd 'irregular’ (i.e militia)
regiments. They were soon joined by
the rural population of Bengal and
beyond. The 40,000 British garrison
troops (26,000 Regular Army, 14,000
East India Company) found themsdves
confronted by 300,000 Indian 'rebds,
but the Britishdso had at thelr disposa
about 80,000 'loyal' troops, mostly
hastily recruited Sikhs, Gurkhas and
other northern tribes formed into
irregular units, as wel as most of the
atillery and other heavy wegponry.
The revolt was triggered by any
number of humiliations suffered by
Indian soldiers in the British Army—
incuding poor pay (they were paid less
than the civilian servants of British
officers). One particular insult that
became legendary was when news
spread tha the cartridges for the new
Lee Enfield rifle introduced in 1853—
which had to be bitten open—were
greased with pork fat, asacril egiousissue
for Hindu and Moslem dike. Therevolt
was not simply an army 'mutiny’ how-
ever, and was coordinated by a politicad
|eedership and mobilised mass support
on the basis of hared of British rule,
particularly among the rurd population.
Resistance had been building against
corrupting British land reform’ policies
and cultural arogance. The revolt soon
engulfed most of northernIndiaand led
to aproclamation of Indian Independence.
During therevolt British officersand
cdvilians were killed. Such incidents—
much publicised in the British press—
were to form the justification for the
campaign of "just retribution" that
followed. In Meerut, 85 "sepoys' who
had refused to accept new cartridges had
been sentenced to 10 years' hard labour,
and during their liberation from
imprisonment by rebel troops, four
cvilian men, eght women and eight
children werekilled in the fighting. As
the revolt spread into Dehi, up to 50
civilians—allegedly mainly Indian
Christians—were killed in the city.
These deaths were laer used to justify
the mass killing of sepoy prisoners,
though sepoys werenot involved in most
of them and, infact, many more people
were killed in Delhi when the British

exploded a mgor arsenal to prevent its
contentsfalling into Indian hands (three
British soldiersand 400 Indian civilians
were killed in the massive expl osion).

The most famous incident happened
at Kanpur (known by the British as
"Cawnpore"). Whenit fell to thelndians
on 27th June saf e passage out of thecity
was granted to the men of the British
colony. But in an incident still much
disputed, firing brokeout a theboatson
the Ganges from where they were to
depart, and most of themen were killed.
The 200 British women and children in
thecity were taken hostage. Two weeks
later, on 15th July, as the British retook
the city, a rebel leader ordered the
hostages killed. When the sepoys
refused, five civilians amed with knives
and swords carried out the order in a
brutd manner and flung the bodies down
awdl.

Cannon Law

Though thisinc dent was to become
the battlecry of the avenging British
army, by the timeit occurred thesavage
punitive expedition led by Generals
Nicholson and Lawrence had been in
full swing across the Punjab for over a
month, killing many thousands. As
Lieutenant Colond James George Smith
Nell of the Madras Fusiliers (Jones-
Parry's unit) was advancing towards
Kanpur, they indulged in a string of
massacresin revengefor red and dleged
killings of colonia garrison popul éions.
Nell—lionised by the British press as
the "Saviour of India"—ordered all
villages along the Grand Trunk Road to
be burned and their inhabitants hanged.
Nearly 2,000 died. During one of these
punitive operations, Mgor Generd Sir
Henry Barnard, during afive day drive
from Karnd to Alipore (11 miles north
of Delhi) left in hiswake atrall of death
and destruction:

"“We burnt every village®, wrote
Lieutenant Kenda Coghill of the 2nd
Bengd Fusiliers, “and hanged dl the
villagers who hed tregted our fugtives
badly urtil every treewas covered with
scoundrels hanging from every
branch”... “There were deven more
villagers hung yesterday, to the great
ddight of Fawcett, Blair and Evans,
who rearly forfeited their dinner for
the butchery”, wrote an officer of the
9th Lancers to his wife on 4 June....
Tridswere little more then drumhead
courts with officers and men vowing
to kill prisoners whether they were
found guilty or not..." (Saul David,
The Indian Mutiny 1857, London,
2003 p. 154)

One officer, Thomas Lowe, later
wrote of the wholesale slaughter of
"pandy" prisoners. On one occasion his
unit actually returned with 76
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prisoners—his men, he explaned, were
simply exhausted from the killing and
needed a rest. Later, ater aquick trid,
even these prisoners were lined up with
British soldiers positioned a couple of
yadsin front of them and shot, "swept...
from their earthly existence."

Generd John Nicholson formed a
"Movable Column" of British and
Punjabi Skh irregulars. With this force
he swept through the Punjab, scorching
and killing everything in hispath. Heis
credited with introducing the "blowing
away'" of mutineers from cannon mouths
in spectacular mass executions. In one
incident done in early June Nicholson
had forty prisoners simultaneously
blown from the cannon before the
assembled garison of Peshawar.

An Anglo-Irish Lieutenant, Frederick
Roberts (later Lord Roberts of Kandahar
and Waterford, and Commeander in Chi ef
in Indig), commented that Nicholson's
methods were "awe-inspiring certainly,
but probably the most humane as beng
a sure and instantaneous mode of
execution”.

When the British retook Kanpur
itsdf, General Nell—in what Jones-
Parry described as "exemplary punish-
ment" —ordered the hundreds of sepoy
prisoners taken to be executed (though
the sepoys had not been involved in
killing the hostages). What this
"exemplary punishment" was has since
been explaned: the prisoners were first
forced to eat beef (if Hindu) or pork (if
Muslim) and then taken to thesitewhere
the hostages had been killed and forced
to lick the bloodstains from the walls
and floor. The mass execution itsdf
was an orgy of violence. Some of the
Muslim sepoys were sown into pig skins
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before being hung and, in an act of
further humiliation, road sweeperswere
employed to execute the high-caste
Brahmin rebels. The mgority of the
sepoy prisoners in Kanpur  were then
hanged or "blown fromthe cannon."

Extermination
Dr. V.S Amod Saxena, an Indian
academic working in the USA, gave a
lecture on the 'Indian Mutiny' to the
Chicago Literary Club in 2003 (‘Revolt
and Revenge, a Double Tragedy'). He
reaed how, following Kenpur, British
soldiers, with the battlecry "Remember
Cawnporée", engaged inawar of exter-
mingion aganst civilians by sacking
villages, rgping women, killing children
and hanging countless numbers of men:
" Sri nging men up and shooti ng them
in front of their family was asport the
troops enjoyed. Watching women
stooping and begging for the lives of
their men seemed to thrill the young
soldiers and their officers. The
prisoners were made to stand under
the hat summer sun for hours 'til they
fainted. It was easy to flog themwhen
they were haf corscience, othewise,
they would squirmand mekeit hard to
strike. Hogging invariably ended in
killing of the victims.... On severd
occasions the British sold ers bribed
the executioners to keep the noose
loose enough for the victims to go
slowly towardstheirdesth The English
cdled dow dangling of the bady on a
rope the “ Pandies' hornpipe’
Cannon-shows were announced to a
whole village. Here, a prisoner would
be tied to the mouth of cannon. The
cannon would then be fired blowing
the poar man to pieces. Smdl bits of

Execution By Cannon

fleshmixed withfreshbl cod expl ading
in the ar made a spectacular show.
The next prisoner was forced to pick
the flesh pieces from the ground, and
clean the cannon beforehewastied to
the cannon mouth. In sverd cases, a
victim would befl ogged before being
sewn divein pigskin and beleft inthe
sun to die of asphyxiaion and heat.
Such punishment was meant to
demonstrate the military power of the
British and to instil fear in the minds
of thepublic."

It was a systematic campaign of
retribution led by Generd Neill who, on
his marching map, marked out the
villages he had chosen for special
treatment. Saxena quotes historian
Andrew Ward:

"Neill gppointed commiss orersto
oversee the retribution, induding one
particularly homicidd civilian who, on
June 28, boested tha “we have the
power of life and death in aur hands,
and | assure you we spare not” Each
day he hed strung up “eight and ten
men” and after asummary “trid” each
prisoner was placed under atree with
arope around hisneck on the top of a
cariage, and when it ispulled away,
“off he swings'..." (Our Bones Are
Scattered: The Cawnpore Massacres
and Thelndian Muti ny Of 1857).

In one village, when around 2,000
villagers came out in protest waving
traditiond laith canes, theBritishtroops
surrounded them and set the village on
fire. Villagers—men, women and
children—trying to escape were shot to
death. In another incident, a soldier
recounted in a letter home "We took
aéghteen of them prisoners; they were



all tied together, and we fired a volley
at them and shot them on the spot”. In
another letter home, asoldier of the 78th
Highlanders related:

"We shouted thet he was a sepoy,
and to seize him. He was taken and
about twe ve more. We came back to
the carts on the road, and an old man
came to us, and wanted to be paid for
the village we had burned. We had a
megi strate with us, who found he had
been harbouring thevillains ad giving
them ams and food. Fve minutes
settled it; the sepoy and the man that
wanted the money were taken to the
roadsi de, hanged to abranch of atree.
We care to thevillage and set it in
fire. The sun came out, and we got
dry, but soon we ga wet again with
swesat. We cane toalagevillageand
it was full of people. We took about
200 of themout, and st firetoiit..."

In this way Nicholson's and Nell's
forces suppressed the rebellion in the
Punjab and forced the rebel army back
to Ddhi which they then besieged. On
30th August 1857 therebels in the city
offered terms for surrender, but the
British refused and stormed the city,
cgpturing it in September 1857 after
fierce fighting in which smal numbers
of British troops were killed, among
them, however, Nicholson. During the
street fighting, the British set up artillery
in the main mosque in the city and
indiscriminately bombarded the
neighbourhoods within range. These
included the homes of Muslim nobles
from all over India, and contained
innumerableculturd, attistic, literary and
monetary riches. The rebel leaderinthe
city, Bahadur Shah, was captured (and
later hanged), and his sons and grandson
shot. Mass killings of 'rebels then
ensued and the troops proceeded to loot
and pillage the city. The liberation of
Ddhi was accompanied by an orgy of
killing and looting. A letter published
ater the fdl of Ddhi in the Bombay
Teegraph and reproduced in theBritish
press testified to the scd e and nature of
the retdiation:

"All thecity peoplefound within the
wadls (of the city of Delhi) when our
troops entered were bayoneted onthe
spat, andthe number wasconsiderable,
as you may suppose, when | tdl you
that in some housss forty and fifty
people were hiding. These were not
muti neers but residents of the city, who
trusted to our wel-known mild rule
for pardon. | amglad to say they were
disappointed.”

Generd Montgomery (a rdation of
thelater Anglo-Irish General Montgom-
ey of West Cork and Second World
War fame) wrote to Captain Hodson,
the conqueror of Delhi, goproving of
the cold blooded massacre of Delhites:

"All honour to you for catching theking
and slaying his sons. | hope you will
bag many more!" On another occasion
Montgomery complained that lack of
resolve on the British side had let the
rebellion spread out of hand: "A severe
example of one regiment would have
saved much bloodshed and a campaign.
Bya severe example, | mean destroying
them" (quoted in David, Indian Mutiny,
p136).

The massacres did not seem to dl to
be sensible colonid policy. John Law-
rence, a top Anglo-Irish official in
Punjab and brother of one of the
avenging Generals, wrote to General
Penny, theCommeander in Ddhi:

"I wish| couldinduceyou tointerfere
in this mater. | believe we shdl
lastingly, and, indeed, justly beabused
for theway in whichwe have despoil ed
al dasses withaut distinction. | have
even heard, thoughit seemsincredible,
that officers have gone about and
murdered natives in cold Hood ...
Unless we endeavaur to diginguish
friend from foe, we shdl unite dl
classesaganstus.”

But the massacres continued, egged
on by an outraged public opinion in
Britain. Edward Vibart, a 19-year-old
officer, recorded his experience

"It wasliterdly murder... | haveseen
many bloody and awful sights latdy
but such aoneas | witnessed yesterday
| pray | never see again. The women
were dl Pared but their screams on
seeing their husbands and sons
butchered, weremost pairful ... Heaven
knows | feel no pity, but when same
old grey bearded man is brought and
shot before your very eyes, hard must
be that man's heart | think who can
look onwith irdifference..."

As the campaign of retribution un-
folded across northern India, the
destruction of villages and crops meant
a death sentence by starvation for the
‘natives’. In atypicd incdent a Scots
Highlanders recdled how inone village
hisunit caught around 140 men, women
and children. Sixty of the men were
forced to build gdlows of woodenlogs,
while others were flogged and beaten.
Ten men were then hanged without any
evidence or trid: "There was one of
them fdl; the rope broke, and down he
came. Heroseup, looked all around; he
was hung up again."

Meanwhile in the Punjab, when a
brigadeof sepoysa Sidkot rebdled and
began to move on Ddhi on 9th July
1857, they were intercepted by John
Nicholson's British army as they
atempted to cross the Ravi River, and
trapped on an island. Three days laer
Nichol son annihil ated the 1,100 trgpped
sepoys by gun and bayonet—British
casudties: 6 wounded. The Rgputsdans

in Jaunur dso rebd |l ed, and attacked East
India Company bases throughout the
region. At the end of June the Rgputs,
amed only with swords, spears and a
few serviceable muskets, were atacked
by Company troops aded by atillery,
Skh'irregulars and Hindustani cavary,
and were routed at the "battle" of
Pisnaharia-ka-1nar. They fled back
across the Gomti river and the British
pursued them, sacking every Rajput
village and committing many arocities
in ther advance. Tha the burning of
vill ages was asentence of death on those
that survived was understood by one
British officid quoted by David: "the
aged, women and children aresacrificed
as wel as those guilty of rebdlion.....
Cultivation is impossible a famine is
consequently almost certain... The
sternest measures are obviously
necessary... but here there seems to be
no discrimination.”

Toned Down

In his memoir, Jones-Pary gives a
sanitised account of the pacification of
villages around Kanpur in September-
October 1857. "Advancing” inthe wake
of Neill'stroops heremarked "Thegrand
trunkroad to Cawnporewas desolation
personified; wires cut, villages still
smouldering, and the hand of havoc
apparent everywhere'.

Writing for aBritish audiencehewas
restrained in his language, and this can
be presumed to be a euphemism for
destroyed crops and corpses hanging
adong the road from gibbets. Jones-
Parry's column of Englishmen and
Irishmen were mopping up what Neill
had missed. In one incident, &fter shots
werefired a two soldiers, he ordered in
heavy artillery and destroyed the
offending village. He describes women
and men being taken prisoner in another
subdued village and how he dlegedly
interceded with his soldiers (Sikhs of
course) to spare the women's lives.
Murders areinvariably atributed in such
memoirs to the 'natives among the
troops.

He d so describes the shooting up of
villages and the practice of Sikh troops
"blazing into the roofs of the houses, in
hopes of dislodging Pandies, who were
very fond of hiding in the thatch and
remaining quietlythere until they could
get a shot at an officer" (pl80-1). He
describes the burning of villages as
generd practice to deprive the rebels of
shdter. In another incident:

"A paty wes sent out to a village
near, which was saidto behostile The
women and children had been removed
which showed they anticipatedafight.
About e ghty men werekilled; some, |
am afrad, innocent. We last one Skh
killed, and a93rd Highlander wound-
ed" (pp. 179-180).
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During thefirst battle of Luknow in
November 1857, the Royal Palace
(Secundra Bagh) was stormed by the
93rd Highlanders and 4th Punjab
Regiment suffering light casud ties. Once
inside, the Skhs and Highlanders, with
bayonets drawn and shouting
"Remember Cawnpore!" cosed in on
the trapped defenders. Jones-Barry
briefly describes what followed:

"The building was full of regular
sepoys and the 93rd and Sikhs fired
volley after vdleyinto thedense mass,
until nothing was left but a moving
mess like mites in a cheese.. When
thewark of destructi on inside hadbeen
completed, and 2,000 of the sepoys
had been killed, the men of the 93rd
and Skhs were recalled, and we had
an hour'srest” (p183-9).

Lieutenant Roberts (Later Lord
Roberts of Kandahar and Waterford)
described the same scene:

"They were now completdy caught
in atrgp... Inch by inch they were
forced back to the pavilion, and into
the gpace betweenitand thenathwal,
wherethey wered | shot or bayoneted.
Therethey lay in ahegp ashighas my
head, a heaving surging mass of dead
and dying inextricably entangled. It
was a sickening sight..."{findly the
Britishset themass of bodies on fire}
"and to hear theliving ... cdling out
in agory to be sha was horrible..."
(quoted in David, Indian Mutiny,
p.328).

The horrific numbers of Indians
killed intheseengagements standsin no
rel aion to Britishcasudties. Throughout
September-October 1857 Jones-Pary's
regiment (Madras Fusiliers) lost just 75
killed to the thousands of deaths they
inflicted. In 'battles' in January 1858 he
regularly recorded similaly dispropor-
tionate casudties. At Alumbagh in one
fight the Indians ("Pandies") lost 1,000
dead to just six or seven wounded on his
side(p216).

Bloodlust, Rapine & Pillage

A racial contempt infuses his
accounts of thelndians. After oneattack
Jones-Pary wrote "We are supposed
to have caused a great slaughter... It is
sad to have to feel such pleasure in
hearing of the death of hundreds of them.
They areabitter, crud, wretched enemy,
and | fed it difficult to think humanly,
much less Christianlike, towards them'
(p225). One atack was led by "a very
fat Subadar"”. Hehad " scar cdy advanced
afew yards when one of the84th hit him
right in the stomach, and he went pop
like a ripe gooseberry; then all the rest
bolted under cover like rabbits" (p198).

But theendless killing was d so prov-
ing tiring and demordising for thearmy.

In January 1858 Jones-Parry noted in
hisdiary: "anythingisbetter than being
forced to hunt them down and kill them
in cold blood; if weget themto stand all
will soonbeover” (p219). But thekilling
continued. The leaders of the Dabhi
Rgputs were invited to a peace confer-
ence in May 1858 but treacherously
arrested by the East India Company
troops when they arrived a the meeting
house. All were summarily executed by
hanging from a mango tree. The dead
bodies were further shot with muskets
and left hanging from the trees.

InMarch 1858 Lucknow wasfinaly
retaken with the capture of the imperial
palace (Kaiser Bagh). Jones-Parry
relaes how the British troops were
rewarded: "thecity up to theKaiser Bagh
isgiven up to plunder” (p. 227). "Every
housewas gutted, and turned insideout;
the street was strewn with furniture,
pal anqui ns, cooking-utensils, doth silks,
velvet, and satins, some of themost costly
description... Sailors passed and
repassed, with embroidered muslims
wrapped around their heads... It was
perfect pandemonium, a chaos of loot"
(p231). He describes the lavish oot
collected by the troops—gold, silver,
diamonds, ivory, money etc—and often
sold onto officers for smdl amounts of
money or for dcohol.

Another soldier |ater recdled:

"to my cetan knowledge many
solders of the English regiments got
possession of jewellery and gold
ornaments taken from the bodies of
the slain city inhabitants and | was
shownby men of my regiment strings
of pearl and gold mohur which had
fdlen into ther hands. Tha many
private soldiers of my regiment
succeeded inacquiringagreat quartity
of valuable plunder was fully
demonstrated soon after our return to
England."

Thus were many family fortunesin
Britain and Irdand based on the looting
of Indial With the capture of the
Residency, the city of Lucknow was
back fully in British hands and thekil ling
of prisoners continued. Jones-Parry
recdled:

"While a the observatory, some
prisoners were caught with slow
metches, evidently lurking about to
spring mines; our fdlows rammed
greesed cartridges into their mouths
and then shot them. You cannot
imaginehowirfuriated our fdlowsare,
and beinginsight of theold Residency,
where they suffered so much, nathing
can restrain them' (p.30).

Fief & Famine
Indiawas re-organi sed after thewar.
The East India Company was abolished
and the colony brought fully under the

crown (Queen Victoria laer becoming
"Empress of India"). A new system of
colonial government was developed,
based on a corrupting system of pliant
Princedoms. Land was confiscated ona
massive basis and regranted to loyd
individuds. But there was no red trust.
The India Army was reorganised with
traditional colonial regiments now
stocked up with recruits from theBritish
homeands. This is how the Bengd and
Medras regiments become the Munster
and Dublin Fusiliers respectivdy. For
the controlled recruitment of Indians, a
list of"races" wasdrawn up onthebasis
of their supposed martid qualities. Skhs,
Gurkas and other mountain tribes—
dassified asthe"Martial Races"—were
pref erred. Sepoy artillery was abolished
dso, leaving dl heavy atillery in British
hands.

Within afew decades India became
thesource of food exports as cash crops
became the mgor activity of the huge
estates created in the post-"mutiny"
arangements. Therailways built (mostly
from the Famine Fund) accel erated the
capitdist peneration of rurd Indiarather
than serving the alleviation of rural
destitution. The result was massive
famine in the 1870s, 1880s and 1890s.
In 1878 the Journal of the Statistical
Soci ety contrasted the thirty one serious
famines which had occurred in 120 years
of British rule with the seventeen
recorded famines of the previous two
millennia (Mike Davies, Late Victorian
Holocausts, London, 2002, p. 287).

In 1886, H. M. Hyndman, f ounder of
the Socid Democratic Federation, wrote:
"I am firmly convinced that inIndia we
arewor king up to a hideous economical
catastrophe, besidewhich thegreat Irish
Famine of 1847 will seem mere child's
play'.

The British regime of Lord Elgin
responded with the poor house, to which
the Indians reacted much as the Irish
had done: "The hatred of the poorhouse
has in many instances proved more
strong than the fear of death" (p. 147).
By March 1887 Elgin himsdf conceded
that 4.5 million Indians had perished,
though Indian nationalists mainta ned
that the totd, induding plague figures,
was over three timesthat number (p141-
152)

. . .Happily Ever After

Ceptan S. H. Jones-Pary, on the
other hand, retired from the Dublin
Fusiliersand returned to run alarge farm
inWdes 1868. Hed so becameaDistrict
M agi strate and High Sheriff and became
involved in locd politics. An upright
Man.

British history writing takes theform
of wdl-refined propaganda telling an
acceptable story of the British stete.
Numbers are dways an issue, and in



cases such as the Irish Famine, the
bombing of Dresden, and the 'Indian
Mutiny', many studies appear 'proving'
the numbers of the victims of these
Imperial crimes to be lower than had
been accepted hitherto. Thus have the
1.5 million of thelrish Faminegradualy
become 800,000, the 200,000 inci nerated
a Dresden 60,000 and the hundreds of
thousands of Indian deaths which
occurred in the wake of the "Devil's
Wind" and the many millions who died
in the famines which followed the 're-
organisation' of rural life are rardy
counted. We'll |et thereader decide. . .

Evenitsvery title, Thelndian Mutiny,
istheBritish imperidist euphemism for
what the Indians themsel ves remember
as ther "First War of | ndependence”.
Theretribution tha foll owed—in which
Parry-Jones played such an active and
bloody part—is recdled as the "Devil's
Wind".

One of the first acts of Eamon De
Vderaon losing power in 1948 was to
visit Indiato pay homageto thesuccess
of the Indian nationdist movement in
findly achieving Independence. He was
received with an overwhe ming warmth
of emotion and celebrated as the
towering and pioneering figure of anti-
colonid naiond liberation that he was.
This is the Irish heritage that should be
remembered with pride

Report

The following report appeared in the
Irish Independentof 9th August 2004.
By honouring a war-criminal in this

way, Ireland is buying into the British
myth of Empire: all under the cover
of a spurious 'reconciliation' with
Ulster Protestants. When the Mayo
Peace Park was established in
October 2008, Coughlan wasone of
the war criminals commemorated in
it. Accordingly,Jack Lane sent the
letter of protest below) to the Mayo
News, and it appeared on 7th October,
the day the war park was officially
opened by President McAleese in the
presence of the the British, Canadian,
Australian and Belgian Ambassadors
and representatives from the German,
the United States and French
Embassies.

"Soldier's courage recalled
150 yearsonin
‘reconciling’ ceremony

"An old-style military ceremony,
ind uding amusket sd ute by men dressed
as Redcoats, marked the unveling of a
gravestoneof an honoured soldier.

Theceremony took pacea theMayo
graveyad, where Sgt. Mgor Corndius
Coughlan is buried. A native of
Eyrecourt, Co. Gdway, he was one of
about 200 Irishmen to receive the

VictoriaCross, Britan's highest military
honour.

Sgt. Mgor Coughlan was decorated
for bravery inthelndian Mutiny in 1857,
but his grave at Aughavale Cemetery,
near Westport, Co. Mayo has been
unmarked since hisdegth in 1915.

Two grea-great-granddaughters of
the heroic Sergeant Major, Patricia
O'Callaghan and Pauline McGowan,
both from Glasgow, attended Saturday's
colourful ceremony.

Ms O'Cdlaghan (49), a secondary
school teecher, said she had never been
ovely concerned about the fact that the
memory of her great-grea-grandfather
had been largely ignored.

“ | think the most important thing is
that he has become part of the peace
process’, she explained. Ms O
Cdlaghan's sentiments were echoed by
DefenceMinister Michad Smith TD and
by the British Ambassador to Ireland,
Mr. Stuart Eldon, who were among the
many attending the ceremony.

...Mr. Eldon sad: "It symbolisesthe
devel opment of therd ationshi p between
Britain and Irdand, thenew willingness
to discuss things which werenot so easily
discussed at all and the willingness to
think about the extent of our shared
history".

Captain Dond Buckley , a director
of Military Heritage Tours, sad:

“The fact thet thismen served in an
imperid amy is not the point. The
fact that he was denying the Indians
their independence and imposing
colonid rulewas not the point.

The point is that sddiers in combat
are not thinking of ambition or oty
ideds. They are thinking of staying
dive and ther loyalty is to ther
conrades.”

Letter published in Mayo News
newspaper on the day of the
"Peace" Park Grand Opening:

Four years ago a paticipant in one
of thegreaest war crimesin history was
honoured in Mayo by a minister of the
Irish government. Sergeant Major
Corndius Coughlan (Victoria Cross) of
the Gordon Highlanders was praised by
Defence Minister Michad Smithfor his
rolein putting down theso-cdled Indian
Mutiny of 1857, which Indianscdl their
First War of Independence. Minister
Smith praised Coughlan, d ong withsixty
other brave Irishmen, as he put it, who
were awarded the VictoriaCross during
the military campaign thet followed the
Indian Mutiny.

A letter published after the 1857 fdll
of Delhi inthe'Bombay Tdegraph', and
subsequently reproduced in the British
press, testified to the scd e of the mass-
acres carried out by British troops: "All

the city people found within the walls
(of the city of Ddhi) when our troops
entered wer ebayoneted on the spot, and
the number was considerable, as you
may suppose, when | tel you that in
some houses forty and fifty people were
hiding. These were not mutineers but
residents of the city, who trusted to our
we l-known mild rule for pardon. | am
glad to say they were disappointed.”

Fanatical blood-lust saturated the
Empire. Charles Dickens said: "l wish |
were commander-in-chief in India ... |
should proclaim to them that |
considered my holding that appa ntment
by theleave of God, to mean that | should
do my utmost to exterminate the race.”

A book published last year (War of
Civilisations. India AD 1857, by
Amaresh Misra, a writer and historian
based in Mumbai) argued that up to 10
million Indians, and not the 100,000
acknowledged by Britain, were
slaughtered over a 10 year period in
revenge for the so-cdled '‘Mutiny'. In
India this period of acute terror was
cdled 'the Devil's Wind'. Being blown
to pieces at the mouth of a cannon was
regarded by the British perpetrators as
one of their more humane methods of
slaughter (‘instant deeth to the victim,
sdutary terror to the onlookerswho had
body parts sprayed dl over them').

What would we say if a Dutch or
B osnian government mini ster today were
to honour oneof their many countrymen
who, asvolunteersin the German army,
were decoraed by Hitler for their role
in similar Nazi extermination in the
Ukrainein 1942?

On October 7, President McAleese
will endorseinour nametheMayo Peace
Park.

We are told this Peace Pak' will
honour those Mayo people who fought
in foreign amies and foreign was in
thetwentieth century. Soif they partici-
pated in the exteemination of half a
million Filipinos by the American Army
in 1902 we honour them. Or the
incineration of a hundred thousand
defencdesscviliansin Dresden in 1945,
or the obliteration of Hiroshima in the
same year. Or the My La massacre in
Vietham in 1968. Or the razing of
Fallujah in 2004. Or any of the in-
numerable other crimind acts for which
we as a people gave no authorisation
and had no responsibility.

Is Mayo about to slegpwalk into yet
another war crime commemoration
similar to its ceebration of the rape of
Dehi by Corndius Coughlan and his
colleagues in the British Army?

Jack Lane(PRO, AHS)

See
http://www.indymedia.ie/article/
89339

for further reading.
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Religious Scaffolding

Dublin Cathedral?

According to a report in The Irish
Catholic(27.11.2008), Dublin will have
aCaholic Cathedral for thefirst timein
dmost 500 years : well, dmost!

The city's 'Po’ Cathedral will be
given the honour of being raised to a
full Cathedral to mark the2012 Euchar-
istic Congress cdebraions which the
Vatican has announced will teke place
inDublin.

Dublin city has not had a Catholic
Cahedral since the 16th century when
dergy loyd to the Pope were expdled
from Christ Church Cathedral following
King Henry VIII's Reformationin 1534.

Regarded as oneof thegreat Catholic
capitds, it isextraordinary tha thecity's
Caholic bourgeoisie failed to devae
theProvinceof Dublin (Primatid Seeof
Ireland) to a Cathedrd city! Witnessthe
beautiful edifices of St. Mary's Cathe-
drd, Killaney; St. Macartan's, Mona
ghan or St. Eunan's in Letterkenny—all
built in predominady rurd Irdand and
in times of great deprivaion, ye they
mustered thefath and will to undertake
such outstanding architectural landmarks.

Dedicated to S. May (Immaculate
Conception), the building in Marl-
borough Street was completed in 1825
pending the constructionof amorefitting
location and given the title Cathedral
pro tempore (for the time being). W. T.
Cosgrave, President of the Executive
Coundil of the Free State from 1922 to
1932, suggested tha the burnt out shell
of the General Post Office, the location
of the 1916 Easter Rising, beturned into
acahedrd, but the idea was not acted
on.

Archbishop John Charles McQuad
bought the gardens in the centre of
Merrion Square and announced plans to
erect a cathedral there, but this plan was
|ater dropped.

Development

The Archbi shop was more concer ned
about soulsthan architecture: during his
episcopate John Charles McQuad built
some eighty new churches; over 250
primary schools were provided or
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reconstructed; and over 100 secondary
schools established. His episcopate of
thirty-one years (1940-1971) saw the
Catholic population of the Dublin
archdiocese increase from 630,000 to
over 800,000; the diocesan clergy
increase from 370 to 600 and religious
from 500 to 800. The Archbishop
constituted sixty new paishes giving
the archdiocese a totd of 131 a his
retirement.

He may not have had a Cathedral
but he sure had some congregation.

During the epi scopate of Archbishop
Dermot Ryan (1971-1984), dmost £4
million was spent on replacing the roof
of the Pro-Cathedral and therestoration
of anew dtar.

The Pro-Cathedral was built on the
site of the old town house of the
Northern peer, Lord Annesley. In an
exlier age, the Cistercians locaed an
abbey on the same site

When Henry VIII established the
Anglican Church of Irdand asthe State
Church of Irdand in 1536, Chrig Church
has remaned under Protestant control
ever since.

"The designation of . Mary's as a
full cathedrd woud effectivdy end
the Catholic Church's claim to
Christchurch as the cathedrd of the
Archbishoployd to Rome" (Thelrish
Catholic, 27.11.2008).

An Irish Catholicreader suggested
that:

. we might persuade our
Anglican brothers and gersinChrist
to return one of them [Christ Church
or St. Patrick's] to the Catholic
community to replace the Pro-
Cethedrd, if thiswereto come about,
| would suggest Saint Parick's might
be more suitable, as it was never an
ordinary Diocesan Cathedrd as wes
Christ Church (The Cethedrd of Holy
Trinty). It is beyond questionthat both
Cahedrals were build with Pgpa
authority, by and for the use of the
Catholic community, whowerein full
communionwithRome" (4.12.2008).

In the end, it dl comes down to
Mammon! Archbishop Diarmuid Martin
sad hewould like to renovate the Pro-
Cahedral but monies aretight.

The Dublin archdiocese may even

have to curtail its pastord services inthe
future to finance the mounting cost of
compensaion to victims of dericd sex
abuse.

A spokeswoman for the diocese said
the €12.4 million (€9.1 million in
settlementsand €3.3 millioninlegd costs
for both sides) paid out in sttlements to
date had been taken out of "funds that
areavailableto the Archbishop to useat
hisown discretion™.

"But those funds aren't going to be
thereindefinitdy, in thefuturewehave
to change andadapt astheneads ari "
the spokeswoman said.

"Given theinformeationthat conti nues
to cometo light, it iscear that some
Diocesan pastard planning may have
to be curtaled to dlow for adequete
compensation of victims of abuse and
other childprotectionservices."

To date, 120 civil actions have been
brought against 35 Dublin priests or
priests who hdd appointments in the
diocese. Of these 94 havebeen cond uded
and 26 are ongoing. The Commission of
Inquiry into dericd child ause in the
Archdiocese is due to report in January,
2009 having secured three extensions to
ded with the unprecedented number of
dames.

"The Archbishop of Dublin wants to
build more Churches, but financial
pressures are upsetting his plans . . . .
Why build more Churches when the
country is littered with churches? As an
American friend once sad of Irdand,
I'm Massed out!™ (Garry O'Sullivan-
Managing Editor, The Irish Cathoalic,
4.12.2008).

Cork: the 'real’
Ecumenical Capital of Ireland

" lconic cathedral poisd for €1m
repairs grant from coundil" was the
headline in the "Irish Examiner" on
October 11, 2008. Cork City Council has
sanctioned the moveto partidly fund the
estimated €4 millionrefurbi shment works
onthelandmark St Fn Barres Church of
Ireland Cathedrd, it will kick-stat the
process of securing further funding from
central Government.

Designed by William Burges and
consecrated in 1870, the Cathedral is a
city landmark. The site of worship since
the Seventh century, it is of internationd
architectural significance and atracted
more than 26,000 visitorslast year.

"At theReformation, thissteand the
existingchurch, amodest affair, passed
into the ownership of the Church of
Irdland and has remai ned soever since.
<. FnBaresCahedrd isthemother-
church o the Church of Ird and Diacese
of Cork, Cloyne and Ross, whose
members contri bute signrificantly to dl



aspects o the public life of Cork."
(Dr. Sean Pettit-"Pilgrim Trail in
Cork").

In Cork, we have such a dvilisd
way of saying and doing things, "passed
into the ownership" rather than being
"booted out", or "expd led” from our own
church and place of worship.

Now were going to pay a€1 million
foritsupkeep! And poor ould Diarmuid
Martin can barely maintain a Pro-
Cathedral in one of Europe's richest
cities, once the "second city of the
Empire' and again, beginning to act as
if itisback in the British Empire!

The entire works a St. Fin Bares
could cost upto €4m.

The Protestant Dean of Cork, the
Very Reverend Nigel Dunne, had
discussed the issue with city manager
Joe Gavin who recommended to
coundillors tha the city offers financial
support, up to amaximum of €1 million,
over the coming years. The Dean has
gpproached the Heritage Council and
the Department of Environment,
Heritage and Local Government for
funding.

"In view o the important heritage
vaue of & Fin Barés, | recommend
that the city coundil offers financid
support,” Mr Gavin stated in areport
he presented to councillors. Mr Gavin
is grgppling with a direction from
Government to slash 3 per cent from
the council's payroll budget, funded
fromrevenue sources.

It is understood the funding for the
St Fin Bare's project will come from
capital spending. The city is using
€1.25m from capitd funds to buy the
origind North Monastery School from
the Christian Brothers and to transform
itintoaculturd centre.
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George Errington and
Edward McCabe's Red Hat

George Errington, MP for Longford
(1874-1885), was accustomed to spend
thewinter in Rome and dabbled inlIrish
Church &ffars to an incredible degree.
Although anomina Catholic he would
seem to haveput theinterests of England
beforethose of the Church. He emerges
moreasan agent of Britain and atraitor
of Irdand than ahamless M P seeking a
mildwinterin It y—ashisschemingin
relation to Archbishop of Dublin,
Edward M cCabe (1816-1885) indi cates.

He had hoped to use McCabein re-
organising the Irish Church and then
have a lever to work with and bring
pressure to bear when necessary.

Errington went so far as to promote
McCabes elevaion to the Cardindae
and was able to report to the British
Foreign Secretary that Cardina Ludovici
Jacobini, Papd Secretary of State, had:

. . .supposad the government
approved of McCabe's {politicd}
conduct. | saidMr.{ William Edward}
Forster { Quaker-born Chief Secretary
for Irdand and strong opporent of
Home Rule} had over and over again
spoken to me most highly of hm and
would, | am sure, be very gad if he
wereinaposti on to makehisinfluence
morewiddy felt."

On 6th March 1882, Foreign
Secretary, George Granville wired
Errington at Rome on McCabe's
devationtothe Cardindate:

"Express the cordial acknow-
ledgement by Her Majesty's Govern-
ment of the Pope's wisdom in making
such an gppoi ntment."

McCabe was never a man to court
publicity : he spoke his mind.

He was reputed to have little
sympathy for the Land League
movement; regularly denounced what
he considered agrarian outrage and
showed his strong disapprova of the
"no rent" manifesto.

The Archbishop of Cashd, Thomas
Crokeatacked McCabein aletertothe
newspapers over the Dublin
Archbishop's pastord condemning the
Ladies Land League. McCabe was
shocked to be atacked in public by a
felow bishop. Thedispute was referred
to Rome but the matter was settled and
then f orgotten.

McCabe was hasty and outspoken,
but never aman to hdd agrudge! Indeed,
he and Croke became lifelong friends
thereafter.

At the Popées request, he had met
Lord Spencer, the Lord Lieutenant of
Irdand, at Dublin Castle on a few
occasions to discuss Anglo-Papal
rdaions, which is why many referred
to him as a "Castle Bishop". However,
it is doubtful if he ever took pleasure
involving himsdfin politics.

When he passed away in February,
1885, the Freeman's Journal wrote of
him thus:

"Dr. McCabe was an ided priest, a
charitable Christian and a most wdll-
meaning and practicd man; but of
politics he knew little and about them
he cared nothing. Born and bred in
Dublin city, agriculturd Irdand was a
sed ed book to him. Hehad read of it."
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The President and
the Polish Chaplain

She sad that: "the old days of them
and us in which so much energy and
hopewaswaged al ong thoseformidable
demarcation lines of Catholic and
Protestant, of landlord and tenant, of
Irish and Anglo, have manifestly begun

to give way to a shared purpose and
shared identity as shapers of a shared
future" (President McAleese at
Maynooth, 13.11.2008).

" Peopl e often confuse integration
with asimilation. And the policy in
this country is integration—we do
not have to become like the Irish,
thereisusandthereisthem and we
co-exist together." (Fr. Jaroslaw
Maszkiewicz, head of the Polish
chaplaincy in Ireland-The Irish
Catholic, 4.12.2008.).
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No, we are never
too old to learn!

"PRESIDENT MARY Mc
ALEESE has turned her legd mind
to thestudy of thelaw of theCatholic
Church.

"Mrs. McAleese, adevou Cathdic
who ignited controversy by receiving
communion in Chrig Church Cahe-
drd, was yesterday conferred with a
Higher Diplomain CanonLaw." (Irish
Independent, 9.10.2008).

Thiswas no honorary accolade, such
as she has been awarded by universities
the world over, but the end of a one
year programme of study a Dublin's
Milltown Institute where the President
atended dassregularly.

The President has now embarked on
afollow-up MA in Canon Law, which
involvesin-depth resear ch of oneaspect
of the Code of Canon Law.

A spokesperson for the President said
this was an area of study that she was
interested in and she had undertaken the
course in aprivate capacity in her own
time

Mrs. McAleese, who gradueted in
law from Queens University Bdfast, was
a member of the Catholic Church
Episcopd Ddegation totheNew I rdand
Forum in 1984 and a member of the
Caholic Church dd egationtotheNorth
Commission on Contentious Parades in

1996.
"Back in 1997, Mrs. McAleese was

accused of bresking Canon Law when
she received Communion in the
Protestant Christ Church Cathedrd,
Dublin, in what she saw as a bridge-
building gesture agai nst abackdrop of
the evolving Nathern peece process.
However, the then Archbishop of
Dublin, Dr Desmond Conndll, took a
dimview and sadit wasa"sham' for
Catholics to receive communion ina
Protestant church.” (ibid)
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Theinnocent reader buying the book
gets both more and less than could be
expected from thetitleand cover. More,
because the book begins in 1641 and
covers morethan the conquest of Ird and.
Less, because Cromwel occupies only
two chapters and God hardly gets a
mention. Theauthor indeed asks why so
much is made of Cromwel |, when others
played as great a part inthe conquest of
Ird and, and were responsi blefor as great
or greater arocities. The conquest of
Ireland was not a foregone conclusion,
and Cromwell madeit moredifficult for
the English, not less. But the author
doesn’'t really answer hisown question.

A Subliminal Battle

To the outsider reading about Irish
hi story, thevocabul ary can be confusing.
The innocuous sounding term
"plantatior for example meansthetaking
of lands from their owners and the
expulsion of sad owners to be replaced
by col oni sers, with consequent hardship,
to put it mildly. Words like
‘expropriation’ and 'confiscation’ are
much cdearer and would make it more
difficult for historians to write phrases
like" Catholicresentment at loss of land”
(p21), which seem toimply that Cetholic
were offended in their honour, rether
than totdly deprived of their homes and
livdihood.

Pejorative phrases like "bands of
native outlaws' (pl14) or "landless
labourers and notorious outlaws'
become comprehensible but harder to
use blandly, as the author does, when
you know the redity behind the word
plantation

The author is surdy trying to write
objectively, but in atempting to do so
he uses the vocabulary of the invader:
thelrish were "recalcitrant"; there were
"disaffected” elements among them.
"They refused to embrace the reformed
faith, creating degp divisions". Creating
divisions! "Ther stubborn refusal to
discardther faith". Stubborn! Discard!

Throughout the book, the Irish are
described as "rebds", even though the
author makesit dear that they supported
the Stuart Kings of England, Scotland
and Ireland from beginning to end.
Chambers Dictionary gives themeaning
of 'rebd" as'one whoresentsand resists
authority or grievous conditions'. It is
therefore not necessarily a pejorative

Review of God's Executioner, Oliver Cromwell And The Conquest of Ireland,
by Micheél O Siochr(. Faber and Faber, 2008

Stuart Ireland And The Cromwellians

Catherine Dunlop

term. While it may be wrong to resist
authority, it is right to resent and resist
grievous conditions. Thetrouble isthat
the term is ambiguous and easily taken
and understood in its negative meaning,
especidly in a book which seems to
take the English point of view for
granted. The other problem is that it is
not cdear who the rebds are rebdling
against, and itis too essy to assumethe
Irish were rebelling against 'England',
when it is not the case, as the author
makes plain.

Legitimacy
O Siochr writes that, in 1641-42,

"therebd |eadersdearly d ginguish-
ed between the inditutions of power,
which they supported, and the current
occupants, in this case the Lords
Justicesin Dubin, whomthey bitterly
opposd. They fought against bad
governorsrather then a bed system of
government" (p27); the rebds then
"established apardld government to
the coloniad administrationin Dublin”

(p33).

The author means they formed an
dternative to the Dublin Parliament, of
which we learned that the Catholic 'Old
English® were members, although no
longer dominant in 1641.

Later, on page 35, we learn that
"Paliamentarians'—O SiochrU's term
for those in England who were against
the King, tha is, the Puritans—came to
form the majority in Dublin also.
Describing the Puritans as " Parliament-
arians' ismideading astheword caries
a modern connotation of democratic
legitimacy. Furthermore Cromwel | ruled
without Parliament for years. Hecdled
selected Parliaments and suppressed
them at will.

The very term "1641 Rebdlion"—
whichis applied to thelrish response to
English constitutiona upheaval—oon-
veystheEnglish view of what hgppened.
By contrast Rising or Revolt would not
convey disgpprova of an illegitimae
action. It was England that was in
rebellion, as Lord Clarendon recogni sed
when he wrote his History Of The
Rebdlion.

Penal Laws

In London Puritan opposition to the
Kingin Parliament had been continuous
since the 1620s, gradudly gaining in
strength. Oneof their wegponswas anti-

Caholic propaganda: they insisted that
Penal Laws begpplied strongly, ensuring
that, if you wanted to be part of upper
layers of society, you had to beaProtest-
ant. Catholicswere not allowed to hold
office, send their children to public
school, buy property in London or pract-
ise their rdigion in public etic. The
objective was to remove the Catholic
rdigion from England, and it succeeded
to alarge extent. Since Ireland was a
province of theKingdom, thesamething
was to be done there, but obviously toa
much greater proportion of the popul ation.

TheKing'srepresentativein Irdand,
Strafford, built up the country as a base
of support for the King. To further this
objective, he developed the Parliament
into an institution representative of
variousinterests and built up the country.
When the King executed Strafford at
the behest of the English Parliament, it
was dear to supporters of the Stuarts in
Ird and, that measures agai nst them were
in the offing. Tha was when Gadic
|and-owners rose against the planters in
Ulster, providing ammunition to the
Puritan propaganda offensive in
England.

Within Ireland:

"The ferocious reaction of the gov-
ernment exacerbated an dready expl os-
ive situation. On 23 Octdber 1641,
theday dfter therebdlionbrokeoutin
Ulster, theLords Justi ces, Sr William
Parsons and Sr John Borlase, issued a
prod amation blaming the d sarder on
‘evil dfected Irish Papists’ without
distinction.

"Over the next two months brutd
and indiscri minate reprisals by colonid
commeanders ... horrified the Old
English community.”

Tdking aout St. Leger, a colonid
commander,

"a commentator recorded the
execution of imocent civilians 'gave
the peopleagenerd gpprehension that
theextirpationof theCatholic rdigion
and the nation, not the punishment of
men's paticular crimes, was the end
heamed at".

In this context—and O Siochru
explains the context in grea detail,
including "heavy handed colonial
military tactics', indeed, the habitud
"government sponsored slaughter"—a
massacre of Protestant settlers in Ulster
occurred in November of that yeer. He
adds: "Latest research suggest that up
to 5000 Protestants perished during the
first few months of the rebellion, along
with a similar number of Cathalics,
victims of retaliatory attacks by
government forces". Obviously we are
taking of aprocess here: it is not that
5,000 Protestants werekilled, then 5,000
Catholics. There was tit-for-tat killing



and counter-killing.

The author explains that later
commentators tried, wrongly, to meke
out that Ireland was peaceful and
prosperous when therising occurred. He
points out that the Earl of Strafford—
thestrongest and ablest ally of theKing
and his representative in Irdand, at a
timewhen thelrish Parliament was being
taken over by the King's enemies—was
executed; leaving Irdand without roya
representation. O Siochr( does not point
out that Irdand wasin apoliticd vacuum
asaconsequence. Nor tha thelrish had
only further repression to expect from
the dements who forced the King to
execute his Minister.

Revenge?

In England "Revengefor the Settlers”
was then used to whip up enthusiasm
for the Puritanwar inlreland, and & the
sametimetojustify it, in language with
modern resonance in England's later
was. This slogan was effective, and
destined to have along life. The date
1641 is ill a live dae in Northern
Ireland. Strangely, dthough the author
explansthenatureof theeventsdearly,
he still says that the English came to
Ireland "to avenge the Protestant
settlers'. (pp51, 53, 63, 79, among
others). If hehad used inverted commes,
it would be dea that it was England's
position he was describing. By simply
repeating the propagandist terminology
of the conqueror, heisrenforcing it.

According to the author, Cromwdl |
was wrong to dam Drogheda was des-
troyed "to avenge the sattlers”, because
the population had had nothing to do
withtheUlster rebellion!

Elsewhereinthebook itisdear tha
the Puritans came to Irdand to grab the
land. Within months of the rising, in
1642, the Adventurers Act raised money
against theexpectation of 'forfeited' Irish
land, with Cromwd| investing £600 of
his own money in the venture Thus
politics and business made good bed-
fdlows, and even those who had no
direct pat in the Puritan Crusade in
Ireland shared in its profits. The anti-
Catholic crusade improved the standing
of the Puritans in England after the
unpopular execution of Charles I.

Again, indescribing these events, O
Sochru uses the English term"for fei ted"
without inverted commas, obscuring the
robbery involved: confiscated would be
less opaque, but could still cary the
implication of a just retribution. Yet
e sewhere, the author seemsto acknow-
ledge that the massacre of settlers was
an excuse invoked for public
consumption in England, for instance
writing on page 227 that, "Cromwel,
publiclyat least, predicated hismilitary
intervention in 1649 on theneed to exact
revenge'.

Savages?

~ Still probably trying to be impartid,
O Siochru givesthe English view of the
Irish as barbarous savages, without
comment. In doing so he perpetuaes
the myth with the general reader of an
uncivilised society. Thereis just one
sentence mentioning poets who wrote
about Cromwdll, and the Bibliography
tdls us that "lrish bardic poery has
provided a rich seam for historical
research’. You have to read John
Minahanes essay Irdand's War Poets
1641-1653 (in The Poems Of Geoffrey
O'Donoghue, AubaneHistoricd Society,
2008) to find out tha Catholic noble
families sent their sons to poetry
schools—for as long as twenty years—
and that poets were not just paid bards
but noblesand soldiers.

Destroy the castles, chase the noble
families from the land, and you destroy
the culture a the same time, which
happened a the end of the War when
"Catholics werel eftin possession of only
one fifth of the land total, a huge
reduction from the 60 per cent they
owned prior to the 1641 rebellion"
(p248). 1 am reminded of comments by
the French philosopher Simone Well in
The Need For Roots regarding Julius
Caesar'spolicy of exterminating druids;
they were poets, masters of a huge
inheritance of verse. This is not
something you learn in the Roman
history.

Genocide?

Thenotion of "extirpating thewhole
nation" ismentioned &t |east three times
in thebook in the shapeof theauthorities
denying they had such intentions. For
example, the preamble to the Act of
Settlement of 1660 "reassured the
general population that the
parliamentary regime did not intend 'to
extirpatethewhole nation'..." (p226).
Did the Irish need to be reassured that
the authorities did not have genocidal
intentions?

Under that Act, dl Caholic land-
owners wer e condemned to full or partid
confiscation of their estates. The
populéion of dl ranks was removed
from ther land and pushed to the West
of Irdand. Thisisshowndealy onthe
map on page 236 (once you have
mentdly adjusted the cgptions, which
are the wrong way round). Thousands
were killed, or sent as slavesto theWest
Indies; many soldiers went to the
Continent to enrol in the French and
Spanish amies.

In this context | would like to quote
John Minahane:

"On the Confederate side, vast
numbers of fighting men wereleaving
for Spain. Among themwas Theokal d
Purcell, Baron of Loughmoe in

Tipperary, who must have taken ship
some time in 1650. He had fought
throughout the Rebdlion with the
Confederates, and by now hisestaes
wereruined and his position hopd ess.
Hai céad made a moving poem on his
depature. Here for the first time
Hai céed faces the prospect of defest,
thelikdihood of years of tyranny, and
thefact of his avn aging, which means
hewill na seethesol diers' return:

"No warsg, | fed, is the slaughter of the
strong,

than my friends dive being hegped over
thesea

and if they retun, the way will nat be

short,

I won't bethere—no happy end for me! "

(p210, author'stransl aion of the

origind Irish whichisaso given).

Role Of Cromwvell
O Siochra, if anything, plays down
theimportance of Cromwell, taking him
as being representative of English
attitudes:

"There is a falure to acknowledge
fully the extent to which Cromwel's
viewsonlrd and mirrored those of the
vast mgority of his contemporariesin
England, who gpplauded the crushing
of dl native resistance, regardless of
the cold-blooded methods empl oyed
inachieving hisgod" (p5).

He was "unquestionably the most
ruthless exponent of his country's
uncompromising pdicy of conquest
and colonisation” (p2).

Far from impetuously rushing across
theseato do God'swill, Cromwd| spent
months preparing the campaign and
would not go until he had been given
the enormous sum of £100 000, by a
Parliament already impoverished by
years of civil war—which presumably
intended to recoup the money. His
conduct of the war "almost certainly
prolonged it by a number of years"
(p249). The book shows tha the war
had littleto do with Cromwd l'swill and
personality. Theso-cdled Cromwdlian
Act of Sattlement of 1652 was in fact
contained in the 1642 Adventurers Act
(see p224).

You could almost conclude that
Cromwel| was a convenient hate figure,
the scapegoat for thecrimes of anation,
an outsider only present in Ireland for
nine months and responsible for wel-
remembered atrocities. O Siochr( says
that English resident planters were often
redly responsiblefor atrocities atributed
to Cromwe l'stroops. Thelrishlived to
fight another day, again for aStuart King.
Thistimethe defeat was more absol ute,
but, by contrast, the event that
occasioned it is dill known as the
Glorious Revolution. *
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Jansenism

Review of Irish Jansenists 1600-70, Religion and Politics in Flanders, France,
Ireland and Rome by Thomas O'Connor, Four Courts Press 2008

Pat Muldowney

Jansenism is often thought of as a
puritanicd trend in Caholicism, given
to scrupulosity and rigour in rdigious
prectice. It is often blamed for Catholic
obsession with sexud sin.

This book provides a much fuller
explanation of Jansenism as a Catholic
reform movement following the 16th
century breach with Protestantism, a
movement influenced by a perceived
need for better dericd education and
improvement of standards in reigious
practice. The Jansenist movement was
influential in France, Flanders and
Ird and, where Roman Catholicismcame
under strong pressure from politicaly-
powerful Protestantism, and where
debate with Protestant theorists took
place.

On the Protestant-Catholic axis,
Jansenism can be seen as a shift in the
direction of Protestant religious va ues.
It was founded on the writings of St.
Augustine whose doctrine of divine
grace offered a sol ution to the Cdvinist
conundrum of Predestination versus Free
Will. (If an omniscient deity knows
everything tha will ever hagppen, then
He knows whether each individud will
sin or not. Therefore, in advance of the
individua choosing to commit the sin,
the outcome is dready known to God,
so theoutcomei's predetermined in some
sense It follows tha the individud's
choice or exercise of free will is an
illusion, and his future salvation or
damnation is pre-determined or pre-
destined.)

The Jansenists countered this with
thedoctrineof Grace. When | first heard
of thisdoctrine a ayoung age it seemed
to make practicd sense. Because fam
machinery was |ubricated with grease,
for which the locd pronuncigion was
"gr'ase’, it seemed reasonable enough

The Poems of Geoffrey O'
DonoghudDéanta Shéarfraidh
Ui Dhonnchadhaan Ghleanna,

with Irdand's War Poets 1641-53
translated and edited by John
Minahane

(first full cdlection of Geoffrey O'
Donoghu€'spoetry in Irish withtrand ations
into English; a0 includes a callection of
Gaelic poetry of the period of the
Confederate Wars of the 1640s with an
account of that conflict as seen through the
work of the mgjor poets of the era). 302 pp.
ISBN 978-1-903497-49-4. Aubane
Historical Society. 2008. €25, £20.

that God might usesome kind of divine
grease to make human conduct better.
And it made sense that the individud
should have to make an effort to
ingratiae himsdf with God in order to
earn some of this divine gresse. The
Predestination/Free Will paradox could
be resolved by linking human will to
divine will by means of grease/grace

Inthe 17th century, much more than
the afterlife hinged on these seemingly
arcane rdigious issues. The ownership
of Irdand was at stake, and the outcome
wasto dominate Irish life until theLand
Actsat theend of thenineteenth century.
The 17th century contest disrupted Irish
society fatdly. It wrecked an emerging
economic development based on the
indigenous socid elements, both Irish
and English A new, dien British stratum
was imposed which never 'took’ because
it proved incgpable of establishing an
organic connection with Irish life. The
long-term cost was centuries of conflict
and millions of famine deaths.
Ultimatdy the only feasible resolution
of the problem was Irish independence
from Britain—a step which in the 17th
century would have been considered
outlandish by most peoplein Ireland.

In France, Jansenism is linked with
Gallicanism, a movement which
favoured a French Catholicdism which
was relatively autonomous from the
papecy. It did not go as far as Henry
VIl who while remaining largely
Caholic in doctrine was, in naional
terms, independent of Rome. The Stuart
king Charles | was linked by marriage
to France, and the Suarts remaned d ose
to France until their extinction in the
18th century. In Ireland, Catholic
Jansenism/Gallicanism favoured
compromise with the Protestant Stuart
monarchy.

On the other hand, the papacy was
dlied to Span, the deadly enemy of the
new religious and political order in
Britain following Elizabeth, and theally
of Irish rebels such asHugh O'Neill and
theUlster Chiefs. In contrast to Jansenist
compromisers, thisfaction canbecdled
Ultramontane. While the Papacy,
represented in Irdand by Archbishop
Rinnuccini, might have preferred the
restoration of the Catholic Church cum
splendore (traditiond glory), even this
faction would have been unprepared to
hand back to the Church the monastic
lands which had been dished out to the
old landholders at atimewhen a serious

effort was being madeto integrate native
Irish society into the emerging British
order. Theseizure of monasticlands and
commons land was the basis of the new
cgpitaist economic devd opment.

In conjunction with land title
generdly, these problems tended to
aystdlise politicdly around the issue
of the Churches— thephysicd buildings
themselves—whether they would be
teken back from the State Protestant
Church and restored to Catholicuse. As
heed of the State Church, Charles| could
hardly agreeto that. Jansenists/Gdlicans
were prepared to concede on this point
in return for religious toleration and
confirmation of land title which was
under threat. Because a the start of the
1641 Rebdlion in Irdand, Charles had
signed an A ct under which confiscated
Irish estates would be the means of
paying the military for suppression of
therebdlion.

InIreland some of thenames of more
prominent dergy of the period are still
remembered. These include David
Rothe, Bishop of Ossory (or Kilkenny,
where the Paliament of the Confeder-
aion met). The Waterford Franciscan
Luke Wadding, represented the
Confederationin Rome. Florence Conry
(Flaithri O Maolchonaire) was chaplain
to the amy of Ulster in Hugh O'Néill's
rebellion and welcomed the Earls to
Louvan on the occasion of their Flight
in 1607. Hefounded thel rish Franciscan
College a& Louvan, and, as scion of a
bardicfamily, wrotethefamous Scathan
an Chrabhaidh (Mirror Of Piety), a
transletioninto I rish of a Catdan poem.

All of thesewere d oseto Jansenism/
Gdlicanism, and sought an accommod-
ation with the secular power of the
monarch Charles I, even though he was
Protestant. There were many practical
reasons for this, not least the monastic
lands which had been acquired by the
Caholic landowners in Ireland by the
actions of the English monarch Henry
VIII.

Traditiondly the papacy had asecular
rolein Western Christendom, embody-
ing in ome sense a system of inter-
nationd law recognised by the secular
powers. In this capacity PopeAdrian IV
in 1155 had given the English Crown
theauthority to rulelreland, an authority
which was not seriously chdlenged in
Ireland until the end of the eghteenth
century. All that happened in the
seventeenth and e ghteenth centurieswas
that the Irish disagreed with other
subjects of the three kingdoms as to
which of the damantsto statepower in
England should exerciseauthority inthe
three kingdoms.

On the other hand, the secul ar
authority had arolein rdigious afairs.
For instance, even &ter they had lost the



Three Kingdoms, the Stuarts continued
to have a role in the gppointment of
Irish Bishops. Even today religiousfath
plays aresidud role in secular affairs.
When you think about it, wha is the
secular logicof swearing oathsin court?
But in the seventeenth century, the points
of rdigion a issue between Jansenists
and Ultramontanistswere crucidly imp-
ortant to everyone, not just theologians.

The Janseni sts were bitterly opposed
to the Jesuitswho represented adiff erent
tendency in the Caholic reform. The
latter asserted amore traditiond role for
the Papacy as a secular powerbroker.
Because they regarded pgpal authority
(the authority of Jesus transmitted
through his divinely appointed
representatives on earth) as the essence
of Christianity, they were not so rdiant
asthe Janseni sts on arigorously uniform
system of Catholic rdigious practice in
order to distinguish true religion from
heresy. So they were much moreflexible
and adaptable to local tradition and
culture in their various missions in
Ching, Jgpan, India, North and South
America.

Thomas O'Connor's book sets the
scene by outlining the various politica
solutions to the problem of religious
minoritiesin western European Christian
states. The Treaty of Augsburg (1555)
established the principle of cuius regio
e us rdigio—subjects should subscribe
totherdigion chosen by ther ruler (why
not the other way round?); but this | ft
the thorny problem of dissenting
minorities. If they were not to be perse-
cuted and for ced to changereligion, how
was toleration to be organised and
managed by the State, and how should
the minority assert its interests without
jeopardising the State? After a period
of religious warfare French Protestants
were constituted into a separate estate
under the monarch and this settlement
lasted for a century or so. Dutch
Catholicswere kept out of politics.

The Catholic Church in Irdand had
been wrecked in the 16th century and
the Stete Church had failed to get popul ar
support. Thomas O'Connor's book traces
the huge intdlectua and politicd effort
made by Irish clerics in Europe and
Ireland to devise a solution. Jansenism
was one result. He tdls in detal the
politicd contestsin Ireland between the
varioustrendsin Catholictheol ogy, how
they related to the broader military,
politicd and socid developments inthe
first haf of the 17th century, and how
they fared in the aftermath of catadysmic
defea at the hands of Cromwell.

Asavery crude indicator, the secular
clergy (diocesan priests and bishops
whose livings depended on landowners
and the existing establishment) were,
with notable exceptions, in favour of a

settlement with Charles | and the
roydists & dmost any price On the
other hand, the regular dergy such as
the Franciscans who had, as papal
missionaries, revived Catholic practice
after the Elizabethan onslaught, werein
favour of re-establishing the mgority
religionin Irdand on thebasis of official
recognition. That meant restoring church
property to Caholic use Agan there
were prominent exceptions, such as the
Franciscan Peter Wdsh and the Irish
Jesuits.

TheUltramontanepolicy was ff ect-
ivey destroyed by the 1648 Peace of
Westphalia which ended the inter-
nationd secular role of the Pgpacy as a
militay powe and as (for Catholics)
the embodiment of internationd law.
Westphalia confirmed the Augsburg
principle, and asserted a principle of
religious toleration for Christian
minorities. Inregard to Catholicism this
was aFrench/Janseni st/Gdlli can triumph.
It cut theground from under the Pgpacy
which, asa secular power, had provided
military and politicd aid to the Irish
Confederaes who were still a war in
1648.

But the defeat and execution of
Charles | destroyed, in turn, the
Jansenist/Gallican policy in Ireland.
Archbishop Rinuccini left Ireland in
1649 in advance of Cromwel's arivd.
Cromwd introduced an era in which
Ireland is best compared, not with any
west European country, but with the

colonid territories of Virginiaand New
England. TheW estphdiasettlement did
not apply. Three centuries later the
situation was resolved by a policy of
Irish nationa indegpendence which, when
it was first proposed in 1645 by the
Cork Jesuit C. O'Mahony in his
Disputatio Apologetica, de lure regni
Hiberniae pro Catholicis Hibernis
adversus haereticos Anglos, was
dismissed out of hand in Irdand.

This erais important in many ways.
Not lesst in tha, having had a measure
of autonomy forced on it, Ireland
developed a foreign policy for thefirst
time

In Church terms, Thomas O'Connor's
book describes how Jansenism/Gdl lican-
ism itsdf lost ground in the Church as
the papacy retreated to a more strictly
religious role But rdigious modernisers
eventually got their revenge on the
Jesuits when they were suppressed by
theChurch a century or so laer.

Of all the European tendencies—
Calvinist, Anglo-Catholic, Gallican,
Jansenist, Freemason, Enlightenment—
it seems to me that the record of the
papally-minded Jesuits in resisting
European extermination of colonised
peoplesinthe 17th and 18th centuriesis
theone with most to recommend it.

Further reading:

Padraig Lenihan, Confederate
Catholics At War, Cork 2001.

Michael O Siochrt, Confederate
Irdand 1642-49, Dublin 1999.

Second part of a series on Robert Lewis Dabney, inspired by Sean Michael
Lucas, A Southern Presbyterian Life (P&R Publishing, Philipsburg, NJ,
2005). Part One of this series appeared in Church & State, No. 3 of 2008

Contending For the Faith

In the last issue of Church & Satel
was gently chastised by Robert Burrage
for my possibly extravagant numerical
clams made on behalf of the
Presbyterian church of America (PCA)
in the first pat. In fact, Robert could
have put the stetisticad argument even
more forcefully if he hadn't confused
the PCA with the post-1983 mainline
Presbyterian Church (USA), theproduct
of the united Northern and Southern
Churches, which had an estimated
membership of 3.2 million & the date of
union, but had been leaking members
steadily ever since. | beieve the PCA
haslessthan hdf amillion members, so
it's not much bigger than the Irish
Presbyterian Church, and is about the
same size as the bdeaguered Presbyt-

Stephen Richards

erian Church in Egypt; but it is still
growing.

Quite rightly my use of the word
"apparently’ is highlighted. A decade
of listeningto Gordon Brown has made
me distrustful of statistics; and
‘goparently’ was intended as a kind of
shorthand way of denoting the raised
eyebrow. It's dways easy for a smdl
organizationto clam that it has doubled
or tripled in size. Also, in the case of
the PCA, there is the added factor that,
in the course of its development, it has
incorporated into itsdf the Reformed
Presbyterian Church, Evangdicd Synod.
(I gpologize to hose who may not find
the kdedoscopic history of American
Presbyterianism as fascinating as| do.)

At a more general level, the
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phenomenal growth of the so-called
megeachur ches has tended to disguisethe
underlying weakness of the evangdical
constituency in America, especidly on
the Atlantic and Pacific sesboards. Out
of the older declining denominations,
however, has emerged ayoung, hardcore
reformed, i.e Cdvinistic, movement,
made up of previously disaffected or
disillud oned youths who suddenly find
themsdves reading Jonathan Edwards
under the tutdage of leaders like Mark
Driscoll in Sedttle and Tim Kdler in
New York (see Colin Hansen, Young
Restless, Reformed). Sothere arewaves
and counter-waves going on dl over the
American Christian cosmos, which
makes me condude tha the American
Evangdical story isnt likdy to shudder
to ahdt for awhile yet.

Federalism

Anyway, back to Dabney. However
dishonest he may bein his biblicd and
historicd exegesis at crudd points, he
is so blatant in his pecial pleading that
it dmost enhances therugged astringent
qudity of his writing. He just comes
out and saysthings tha seem to usa most
intolerabl e, and maybe seemed not much
less so to many of his contemporaries.
He had no time for the decent draperies
of language, which is what makes him
so interesting as a specimen of old
southern antebe lum man.

| was hoping that hismain polemicd
book, A Defense Of Virginia And
Through Her Of The South, would give
mesome idea of his theoreticd position
on secession, and the constitutional
arguments which were supposed to
underpin the Confederacy. The book is
still  widely available and was
republished by Sprinkle Publications,
Harrisonburg, Virginia, as recently as
1991 in acheap but atrectiveplain doth
edition. But the "defense" in this case
turns out to beadefence of Virginiaasa
slavestate, with ajustification on mord,
historicd and biblical grounds. The
nineteenth century white supremecist
writers of England aren't so easily come
by, or, aswith H.G. Wells and Charles
Dawin, their racid theories are hushed
up.

Of secessionist arguments per se |
can find very littlein Dabney'swritings.
It isof course assumed that theNorthern
states had overstepped the bounds of
congtitutiona propriety, thusleaving the
southerners no dternative but to band
together to protect ther rights to sdf-
government, but | would have expected
Dabney to argue at grea length the
virtues of hisirnterpretation of thefederal
system of government. The
constitutiond structure of the US has
been incredibly resilient. It has been
subjected to some tremendous traumas:
the Civil Wer itsdf, thetwo World Wars,

the New Deal (on which Desmond
Fennell has some very perceptive
comments), the Grea Society, Roe v.
Wade, and the Walmart-isation of
American culture. But somehow it
seems to resssert itsdf. Sates' Rights
has beentheinstinctivecry of American
conservatives. Ronad Reagan, perhaps
the most thoughtful of the post-war
Presidents, writes that people like him
are often accused of wanting fifty
independent countries (S ected Letters),
and he doesn't totdly deny the charge.
Nearly every Presidentid contender casts
himsdf in the William Jennings Bryan
mould, asthevoice of the outsider, with
amission to dean up Washington. There
seems to be something of the same
mentdity in the politics of the Irish
Republic as well, whereas in mainland
Britain that whole rhetorical device is
meaningl ess.

The whole idea of the United States
of America implies that certain
independent commonwedths (it's still
the Commonwedth of Massachusetts)
have entered into a defensive alliance
against a common enemy. It may be
that the relevant precedents for the
founding fathers were the United
Provinces of Holland the Swiss cantons.
The danger being removed, the states
can then go back and mind their own
concerns. If it'sfelt that there is some
overreaching end which can be best
realized in aFederd Union, this can be
limited to currency, postal services,
economic policy, and an army supported
by each of the states in proportion to
sizeor wedth, mainta ned for defensive
purposes only. If things had turned out
that way, the United States might not
have become a, or the, Superpower, but
economically it would have been the
wonder of the world.

Thiswas not an improbabl e outcome,
even if the possibility of its redization
was irrevocably lost in 1917, when the
US committed itsdf on theanti-German
side. From 1777 to 1791 Vermont had
remained doof from the rest of the
States, Texas had a history as an
independent republic, and welearn more
recently tha Sarah Pdin's Alaska has a
strong independence movement. Large
parts of thesouth were not reconciled to
the Federd Union for generaions after
the end of the Civil War. For eighty
years, until 1945, the people of
Vicksburg Mississippi refused to
cd ebrate Independence Day, which was
the anniversary of the surrender of the
town tothe forces of Ulysses S. Grant.

Power Politics

A substantid dement in Southern
sodi ety still resentsits nineteenth century
humiliation, but strangely this
resentment has gone hand in hand with
the increasing recognition of the South

&s the heertland of US militarism; and,
whilel haveno statistics, | would suspect
that thearmed forcesrecruit rather more
heavily from south of the Mason-Dixon
linethan from thenorth. It occursto me
that this development might be akin to
what the British Stae achieved among
the remnants of the defeated Highland
dans ater Culloden: it was @le to
transform them into highly effective
fighting units in the service of the
Empire.  Both the Highlands and the
southern States had becomedemordized
and disorientated after a catadysmic
defeat. The scarcity of other jobs
presumably was another factor.
Psychologicdly too these were both
proud patriarchal cultures, and they
neaded an outlet needed for ther sdf-
esteem, which they found by subjecting
other culturesto ahumiliation even more
profound.

While there has been more of a shift
of power to the federal institutionsthan
some feel comfortable with, the degree
of legislaive and financial autonomy
enjoyed by the individud statesis still
impressive.  One hears constantly, in
movies and in actual political
campaigning, references made as a
matter of course to "the great state of
Alabama" or wherever, reinforcing the
dictum of the late Tip O'Neill tha "all
politicsislocal". But | can'timaginean
English poalitician referring with a
straight face to "the great county of
Hampshire'.

A very proper criticism that could be
made of the European Union &s it has
developed is the lack of clear
constitutiond boundaries. The problem
isnot that it has become or isbecoming
a Federd Union, but tha it has never
become a federd union; so, despite
occasiond lip service being paid to the
concept of "subsidiarity”, there is no
mechanism in place whereby the
member states can appeal to a supreme
court for aruling on the competence of
domestic courts and legislatures. Lord
Denning long ago depicted theincursion
of European law as andogous to the
tidd waters running further and further
up the rivers. Something of the same
problem of courseinfects therd ationship
between the Westminster and Holyrood
Parliaments. the British constitution
used to be able to get away with this
kind of fluidity, but maybefor not much
longer.

Liberties

So, even in what he might have
judged to be its present-day debased
form, the US Constitution would still be
recognizable to Dabney. The building
designed by Jefferson has been knocked
about a bit over the years, and has had
oneor two interesting extensions bolted
on, but it's still structurdly sound, and



retains its dassicd form and function.
that function was to provideaframework
within which citizens could get on with
their own lives with a minimum of
interference, whether by Federal or
indeed state institutions. It enabled
communitiesto be sdf-governing. You
got excited (and Dabney did get very
excited) only when these liberties were
threatened.

Dabney as polemicist needs plenty
of ebow room to make his points, and
many of theparticul ar battlegrounds over
which hefought are now concreted over,
likemost of theCivil War battlegrounds
themsdves. First we will hear him on
the Walnut Street case which was
eventually adjudicated upon by the
Supreme Court, and where the issues
were dear to his heart:

"The Walnut Street or Third
Presbyterian Church of Louisville,
Kentucky, detesfrom 1842 Inthegring
of 1861 it had the Rev. Mr. McElroy as
stated supply, Messrs Watson, Gault and
Avery asdders, and aboad o trustees
dected biennidly by the congregation,
who, by a lav of Kentucky, were a
corporation entitied to hold their house
of worship. Theatemptsof the Generd
Assembly, Old School, to legislate
abolition and centrdizing politics into
Christ's kingdom, by a usurped spiritug
authority, of course produced many
divisionsin this barder church. Messrs.
McElroy, Watson and Gault, with haf
the congregation, sympathized with the
invaded spritud rights of the people
Mr. Avery and the rest with the
aggressive paty. These dividons a
length drew the atention of Synod,
which, in January 1866, visited the
church by a committes, which cdled a
mexting of the congregation to choosea
new stated upply and dect new eders.
Messrs. Watson and Gault, amg ority of
thesession{ dders} caused that bodyto
resist thiscdl as irregular, and a the
bidding of the session, whom the
Kentucky law of incorporation dothed
withtha power, the trustees d osed the
house against the meeting... when the
Assambly o 1866 meddled in the metter,
the session resiged their order on the
same ground. They were sustained in
both positiors by the court of Appeds
of Kentucky. But apart of the people
organi zed a meeting upon the sidewak,
and went through the form of instaling
three new dders... ...But Messrs.
Watson and Gault, with a mgority of
the trugtess, refused to recognize the
newly dected as red dders. { The new
‘dders’} began a suit in the Louisville
Chancery Court, presided over by a
radicad judge for possession of the
hous"

The decision didn't megt with the
goproval of the traditiond party, who

gopeded to the Court of Appeds of
Kentucky, where the decision was
overturned and the status quo ante
restored. But thematter didn't end there,
becauseby a despi cableruse, as Dabney
saw it, the innovaors managed to bring
thematter beforea Federd District Court
in the neéghbouring state of Indiana,
where they got ther way; and the only
gopeal that now lay wasto the Supreme
Court of theUnited Saes, whereit came
up for hearing in December 1871. The
first ground of appeal was that the
Federal Courts had no jurisdiction to
interfere in proceedings that were still
running their course in a Stae Court,
which "was related tothe Federal courts,
not as an inferior but as a coordinate
tribunal", which objection was
overruled.

"The second paint of the apped rai sed
themai n questian, with which dorewe
arenow concerned. Thegppd lantsheld,
in accordance with the Supreme Court
of Kentucky, that inthis courtry church
and staearewhol ly independert of each
other, and thecivil |aw guaranteed todl
absolue freedom of reigious opinion
and of rdigiousaction, 2 far as it does
not infringe thelaw or the civil right of
any fdlow-citizen. That consegquently
no civil tribund has any right to touch
spiritua doctrinesor rights as such; that
the proper sphereof thesecivil tribunas
isto protect andadjud cated dl civil and
secular rights..."

Dabney's contention was not that the
civil courts would never have to
adjudicate over interpretations of
ecclesiastical constitutions and
dispositions of church property. Indeed
the hard fought litigation among Irish
Presbyterians over thebequest of Matha
Maria Magee around tha sametimeisa
famous example of such intervention.
And just over ahundred years previously
a fierce property dispute with the Free
Church of Scotland reached the House
of Lords.

"But", says Dabney, "the court's
jurigdiction over such questionsreaches
only to the secular rights of a party in
the premises, and may not be extended
to meddlewith his spritud rights duties
or opinions. This, the established
doctrine of the British courts and the
prevdent one of American courts, was
overruled by themgority of the Supreme
Court of theUnited States.”

Thecourts, inessence, have to have
regard for continuity of purpose.

Dabney then proceeds to review the
leading English and Scottish authorities
on the diguted point with a panache
that indicates he would have made a
formidable lavyer. After this technical
tour de force lasting for thirty pages, he
cond udes with a mg estic peroration:

"The least perspicacious may seethe
bearing of thisnew law upon the rights
and existence o the Southern Presbyte-
rian Church. Its consigent application
would robus of every endovment, every
printi ng-house, church, manse, burying-
ground andschool, andevery missonary
or evangdisticfund hdd in thename of
the church... It isto be presumed that
the Supreme Court means to be con-
sistent. The Northern asembly, then,
has only to extendan enactment preci sely
identicd to dl our other churches, and
they must expect to see ther property
follow the fae of the Wanut Strest
Church. the only tenure by which
southern Presbyterians hold the
possessi ans, bought with Southern labor
and money, bestowed by the piety of
our sainted Southern ancestors, for the
purpose of uphdding the doctrines and
principes which we still maintain, but
whichthe Northern Assembly hasin pert
discarded and now assails, is the
optionary forbearance, or timidity, or
policy of that hostile and accusing body.
Does one say, 'They do not dream of
widding tha powe'? For ther own
credit we hope they do nat. But this
solaceis deshed by two thoughts. The
first is, whether a free people can be
content to hdd fightsso dear and dear
by the mere sufferance of another
associaion? the second isthe pertinent
enquiry, For what end and wse did the
Northern Assembly so eagerly engross
thislaw of tyranny inits own code, and
for what purposeis it nowreta nedthere?
To promote'fraternd re ations?"

There is a qudity aout Dabney's
writing, a pungency, astringency,
intensity, which makes it deansing to
the pdae Before we depart from legd
territory | have to quote from a lovey
essay of Dabney'son the mordity of the
legd profession:

"Many years ago, an advocate,
di sti ngui shed for hise oquenceand high
socid character, successfully defended
avileassasdn, and, by histact, bol dness
and pathos secured averdict of acquittd.
When the accused wes relessed, he
descended irnto the crowd of the cout
house, to receive the congratul aions of
his degraded companions and, admost
wild with elation, advanced to his
advocate, offeringhis hand, with profuse
expressions of admiration and gratitude.
The dignfied lawyer sternly janed his
own hands behind his back and turned
away, saying 'l touch noman's hand thet
is foul with murder.’ But in what light
did thisadvacatelearn that thiscrimina
was too baseto berecognized as afdlov
man? The court had pronounced him
innocent! It wasonly by thelight of his
private judgment—a private judgment
formed not only in advanceof, butin the
teeth of, theauthorized verdict. Where,
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now, wered | thequibbles by which this
honourable gentleman had persuaded
himsdf tolend his professord skill to
protect from a righteous dooma wretch
tooviletotouch hishand? Asthat, 'the
lawyer is not thejudge tha heis not
authorized to decide the merits of the
case'? Doubtless, this lawyer's
understandi ng spoke now, d ear enough,
in some such terms as these: 'my hend
is my own; it is a purdy persond
question to myself whether | shdl give
it tothismurderer; and, in deciding thet
persond question, | have a right to be
guided by my own persond opinion of
him. Indamingthis, | infringeno legd
righttolife, liberty or possess ons, which
the constituted authorities haverestored
to him But, was not his tangue his
own, in the same sense with his hand?
Was not the quedtian, whether he could
answer it to hisGod for having used his
tongue to prevent the punishment of
cime, a much a private, persond,
individuad matter, to be decided by his
own private judgment, as the question
whether he shoud shake hends with a
fdon?

"We cond ude, therefore, that the only
mora theory of the legd profession is
that which makes conscience preside
over every offidd word and act in
precisdy the same mode as over the
private, individud life. It does not appear
how the virtuous man can corsistently
go oneinch further, in theadvacacy of a
dient'scause, thanhis own horest private
judgment decidesthejudgeand jury out
to g, or justify in the bar anythingwhich
hewouldnot candidlyjustify inhis own
private cirde  or sek for any dient
anything more than he in his soul
beieves righteousness demands... It
might foll ow, d 9, that hewho undertock
to practice the law on this Christian
theory wou d findsthat hehad anarrow
and arduous road dongwhich to wak.
We, & lesst, should not lament, should
Christian youngmen conclude so. Then,
perhaps, the holy dams of the gospd
ministry might command the hearts of
somewho are now seduced... ... by this
attractive but dangerous profession.”

Society

It's just possible that Dabney had
some dim sense of foreboding with
regard to the massive litigation factory
which American sodi ety was to engender
over the next century. The disease of
compulsivelitigation was in a sense the
evil concomitant of his doctrines of
constitutional freedom and limited
government. But Dabney's bdief system
worked on the assumption that
individuas would no ruthlessly pursue
their own ends, but would be governed
by a network of family, social, and
religious obligations—responsible
communities, rather than irresponsible

individuds.

An ealier passagein thesameessay
would suggest that Dabney had insights
in thisfiedd which werepossibly unique
to him, and withhindd ght, we [ -founded:

"Is {the US legd sydem} the best

judicial administration for which
avilized, Christian, free nations may
hope? Then, alas for our future
prospectd But it is notorious among
enlightened men, that there are Saes,
as for instance Denmark, Wurtemburg,
Begium, and even France, where the
generd purpose of order, security and
equd rights... ... are far better obtained
in practice than they are among us and
that, in some cases, without our boaged
tria by jury. Qur system, judged by its
fruits, isnoteven politic: it isapractica
nuisance to the Sae It may be wel
doubted whether, in spite of al our
boasted equal rights, the practicd
protection this day gven to life limb,
and estate, by the unmitigated military
despotism of the Governor-Generd of
Cuba, not to say, the tyrannical
government of Louis Ngpdeon, is na
more secure and prompt and equiteble,
than that now enjoyed in many of the
United Sates. And theworst fegtureis,
that asthelegd profession hesincressed
with the growth o the country, and
gotten more and more control over legd
transactions, these defects of judicid
administrationhaveincreased.”

Dabney is so opinionaed aout so
much that, even in an extended aticle
such asthis, | fed onecan bardy scratch
the surface of his world view. His
polemics on the pernicious effects of
state schooling would merit being
singled out for discussion in a future
issue of Church & Sate | cetanly
haven't space to do justiceto them here.

Darwinianism

I'd like to say something now about
his responseto the Darwinian furorethat
would have erupted in Dabney's
experience just around the same timeas
the Civil War, in his early forties. The
1860s was a tumultuous decade in the
lifeof Americadl round. | was surprised
to find out from the second volume of
the history of Princeton Seminary by
David B. Colhoun the extent to which
thegrest consarvativetheol ogians—men
like Charles Hodge and James
M cCosh—were open to Darwin's
theories. Even where they disagreed,
they tended not to draw a line in the
sand. They extracted so much as they
found useful and rgected the rest, the
rest being the naturdistic philosophica
underpinnings. Débney, as one would
expect, was much morecombative But
they dl took it for granted tha they
should befreeto comment on the content
of Darwinian theory itsdf, aswdl asits

theologicd and philosophicad implica
tions. It wes asif they put evolution in
the same category as theories in
economics, not something dictated by
theiron laws of scentific necessity. In
other words, it was an interesting, if
more or less pernicious, idea to toss
about.

To educated contemporaries, Darwin
can't have come as a great shock. One
might say that, evenif hehadn't existed,
and the Gd gpagos finches had continued
to lead the unexamined life, it would
have been necessary to invent him. In
politics, poetry and philosophy,
evolutionary presuppositions had
becomewell-established, and it was only
amatter of timebeforethey seeped into
biology. In any field of inquiry it's
pefectly acceptable to start off withthe
idea and then look around for corrobor-
dive evidence. In the absence of the
pre-existing culture, this particular idea
might not have surfaced. That it did
was largely duetothat culture

A locus classicus in the neo-
Darwinian narrative is the Huxley-
Wilberforce Debate a Oxford's Natural
History Museum in the summer of 1860.
However, as with other famous events,
it made more of an impact on future
generaionsthanit did at the time. John
Lennox (God's Undertaker: Has Sience
Buried God?) quotes a contemporary,
John Brooke:

"It isasignificant fact that thefamous
clash between Huxley and the Bishap
was na reported by a single London
newspaoer & thetime. Indeed there are
no officid records of the meeting; and
most of thereports come from Huxley's
friends.”

However frayed tempers were later
to become in this debate, back in the
1860s this was not something that
churchmen on either sideof the Atlantic
were going to diein the last ditch over.
They were getting much more worked
up, in the British Isles anyway, over
issues such as the dis-Establishment of
the Irish Church. So Dabney's reaction
wasnot typicd. Hereisasmal example
of it, for what it's worth:

"The whde posture and tore of this
dass o physicigstowardsrevdation is
hostile and depreciatory; their
postul ated, with their manner of meking
them, imply aclamof far more authority
for humen science than is dlowed to
inspiration. Thus theatempttorestrain
any corollaries, however sweeping,
which they may draw by the teachings
of Scripture isusudly resented. But in
any other fid d of reasoning, if two lines
of seeming argument lead to contra
dictay condusions, men dways admit
the rule that truths must be consistent
among themsdves, and, in obedienceto
it, they surrender the wegker lire to the



stronger, thus removing the collision.
But these physicists never dream of
surrendering a deduction simply to the
Biblicad contradiction of it. Thus they
betray very plainy whether they thirk
human science more certain than
revdaion The very atempt to bring
thetruthof their scientific conduson to
the test of the Bible is resisted as an
"infringement of the rights of science,
an unjust restraint upon the freedom of
their intdlects. Now these men will
scarcdy damforaman arightto argue
himsdf into the bdief of demonstrated
fdsehoods. Theimplicationis, that the
Scriptures redly setle nothing by ther
own testimony; that is, tha they have
no true authority with these scholars.
The public mind has become so
habituated to this imperious attitude of
phydcd sdence, tha itis hard for yau
totakeinitsfull significance. To enable
you to messure it, | will ask you to
represent to yoursd ves that some of us
theologians should raise the
corresponding outcry against the
physicists: thet we should be heard
exdaming, 'Weresent theintrusi ans of
phys cd scenceuponour divinescience,
a an infringement of the rights of
theology; and we resist them wherever
they they contradict our inferences, as
an unjust restraint upon the freedom of
man's indlect, when expatiating in this
the nodest of dl its domains!' Redize
to yoursdves the astonishment with
which sdentific worldly men would
ligentoour oucry. They woulddeemit
theextravagance of lunacy in us!"

We are back here in the world of
overlapping versus non-overlapping
magisteria. Dabney, like Dawkins,
makes absolutist daims for aparticular
understanding of the source of ultimate
redity. The theistic explanaion of
origins has the merit of plausibility, in
that the teleology is there from the
beginning and doesn't end up being
smuggled in by theback door (Dawkin's
blind watchmaker manages to be also
purposeful). Thefurther presuppositions
of the neo-Dawinians, who seem to
think cosmology is an extension of
biology, are that everything in the
universe is rationally explicable;
secondly, that everything is
understandable by us; and, thirdly, that
everything will be understood by us.
These are big assumptions which ae
not & dl scentificdly demonstrable
Theleaps of faith of the neo-Darwinians
are every bit as spectacular as those of
the theists, especidly as discoveries in
the fidds of the human genome and
molecular biology open up further
guestions, rather than providing neat
answer's.

It used to be that the divide was
between theism and non-theism, not
science andreligion. Itisacertan kind

of science that has now decreed that a
theistic scientist, & lesst one who is
prepared to own up to his or her bdief,
isacontradictioninterms. 1nhisrough
pugnacious way, Dabney foresaw this
development more clearly than the
Rena ssance men of Princeton.

I think I'll have to beg for spacein a
future issue if I'm to do justice to
Dabney's dark side. For Dabney attack

wasn't just the best form of defence, it
wastheonly form of defence andit'sin
defence of slavery that hebecomes most
strident. The interesting thing is that
we're not dealing with a crazy
psychopathic individual but with a
representati ve man who wasthe (a times
self-conscious) flower of Southern
honour, gentility, spirituality and
intdlect. How can these thingsbe? I'll
concentrate on tha question next time.

A contribution to the Evolution debate

| The Culture Wars To Come

The Editor headed Sean Swan's
atide The Culture Wars To Come as a
discussion atide (Church & State, No.
94). This was very wise Sean asserts
some of the dassic aguments of the
case for Scienceversus Creationism (i.e
religion) on those fundamentd i ssues of
lifeand the meaning of it.

When | tried to figure out some of
these issues in that dleged dungeon of
ignorance and superstition, Vatican |
Irdand, | was often reminded & acertain
point that what | was trying to find out
"was a bit of amystery". | found this a
bit frustrating and | put it down to the
limitations of ardigiousway of looking
a fundamentd issues of life, desth and
so forth.

| keep trying the non-religious
alternatives to these dilemmas for
explanations but | find them
extraordinarily similar to dead end
religious explanations, albeit in a
different forma. Both aredogmeas. | was
reminded of this when reading Sean's
article against the suggestion that
creationism betaught in school s' science
classes.

Hisvery confident cdlamsfor science
begs somenagging questions. To begin,
not at the beginning, but maybe
somewhere near it and a apoint tha is
of some significance to us—how did
life or consciousness originate? The
views of both sides rest on an act of
fath. Thereligiousdearly so. Theanti-
credionistswill not admit thisbut think
that providing some ever newer
conjecture or formulawill suffice

But the problem is that the origin of
life or consciousness is something that
is not observable or repeatable—the
basi c requirementsinmaking ascientific
case. So bdief in how this happened is
based on unverifidble assumptions or
hypotheses. It cannot be otherwise, |
submit. Not only dowe not know how,
there is even less evidence to know why
thisever happened.

Jack Lane

What follows the coming of life is
then explained by the theory of
evolution. Evolution is assumed to be a
linear pathway of progress, going ever
onward and upward to someunspecified
destination: the driving mechanism
being the survival of the fittest. But |
have ye to see any proof of evolution
separae and distinct from living things
adapting to their environment. Where is
the evolution in tha, which is simply
change and adaptation? That is simply
variousformsof lifeconsolidaing itsdf
to reman what it is. A totdly chance
genetic element ensures the surviva of
one particular aspect of a life form
because it happens to dlow for better
adaptation, the more to become itsdf.
But why is this not simply cdled the
survivd of the luckiest that helpsit to
reman what it is? That would be much
more accurate.

If adaptation, i.e, survivd, is not
possible, then extinction looms and
cearly hgopens. Is that not devolution
rather than evolution? And is not there
moreof tha than evolution? Speciesare
dedared to be disgppearing dl thetime
but | never hear of new ones gppearing.
This is worrying. If there are more
species disgppearing than gopearing is
therenot more devol ution than evol ution
going on? So is devolution the norm
rather than evolution?

Evolution may not be one-way
traffic, if it depends on adgpting to the
environment. The environment can be

ALBERT EINSTEIN

"The most beautiful thing we can
experience is the mysterious. It is the
source of dl true art and dl science. He
to whom this emotionisastranger, who
can no longer pauseto wonder and stand
rapt in ave isas good as dead: his eyes
are dosad."
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quite revolutionary by comparison. For
example, it is quite credible tha the
dinosaurs were stopped in ther tracks
by a huge meteorite—that created the
Gulf of Mexico—snuffing out most of
the light and oxygen in the planet for
some period of time Apparently what
evolved from the remnants of the
dinosaurs as aresult of thisdisaster (for
them) is the present-day chicken. This
is totally credible if one observes a
featherless, well fed chicken prancing
aound afarmyard. Is this evolution or
devolution and could chickens be
possibly re-evolving back to wha they
redly are—dinosaurs? It must befeasible
now that they are over the effects of the
meteorite. But how can we know? |s
such a thing subject to human
observation? Did the dinosaurs exist to
evolve so that we could have chicken
and egg sandwiches? If we cannot
observe a process going on how do we
know it exists?

Apparently, & lesst one form of life
survived the disaster that wiped out the
dinosaurs—cockroaches—and they will
dso survivea nudear holocaust aswdl.
They seem able to do this intact with
little or no need for adaptation. Surdy
thisisagreat illustration of the survival
of theluckiest asthey could not possibly
have prepared themsdves for ether
eventuality so quickly. Or could they?

There are other problems. If adapting
to ones environment is the basic thing
that shapes forms of life, what happens
if we cregte an environment we cannot
adapt to? The dinosaurs did not creae
their own destruction but the signsfor a
humanly-created disester for man are
somewha ominous. We are consuming
energy a an ever growing rae and the
fossil fud sources may run out (so the
scientistswarn us) and the only realistic
alternative, nuclear power, creates
problems in the form of war or waste
that seem likdy to endanger the human
species in the short or long term—a
meaningless distinction in evolutionary
terms. If we end up not being able to
survivean environment we havecreated
are we evolving or devolving?

Could evolution destroy us in other
more mundane ways? Take the case, as
one example, the MRSA bug. It is
evolving because of the antibiotics that
have been and are being flung at it and
its ancestors, weakening our resistance
and strengthening theirs—in order, quite
naturally, to adapt to their changing
environment. The evolution principle
pointsto apossiblesurvivd of the fittest
between humans and bugs. If the bugs
win, is it evolution or devolution? It
does not matter of course to anyone
except whichever survives.

Thereared | sort of other problematic
issues with evolution—why are there
still gpes if we evolved from them? Are
we just a more adgptable gpe, nothing
more and nothing less? Maybe we are
we just a freak genetic mutation that
will do more harm than good to the
world in thelong run? The evidence is
strong for this.

The religious accept a benign (for
the most part) god intervening to direct
his creation and the scientists accept an
intervening principle of evolution
(benign for the most part) to direct its
concept of things Both seem to me to
be the creation of comfort zones in the
face of the infinite void of redity (the
true meaning of Marx's description of
religion as the 'opium of the peopl € was
not pejorative, opium beingapan killer).

Both are convinced they are on a

path, adestinaion. Thereis aroad map
for both, to usea fashionableterm. The
religious are honest and straight about
this and they created theirs first. The
scientific dogmatists are imitators by
comparison.

The problem is that both can kill
naturd curiosity and wonder, which are
thekeysto discovering anything. | think
Vatican | Irdand had it right in looking
a thesethingsin theundogmatic way of
regarding them as beng mysterious. At
least it kegps you curious in an open-
ended way. | get the distinct feding that
Sean Swan and others are curious only
to do down the creaionists and if one
stays locked into that kind of fight the
proponents get even more like each
other. They become each others
environment and adapt accordingly to
it. Isthat not theway of evolution?

How Professor Dawkins misunderstands both religion and the distinctiveness of
human biology

The Phenomenon Of Mum

A remarkable tangle of truth and
ideology has been bundled together as
‘Darwinism’. Darwin himself knew
nothing of genes, ignored Mendel's
pioneering work and believed in the
'inheritance of acquired characteristics.
He also fully shared the prejudices of
his day—men superior to women, the
White Race superior to the rest.

Even with these faults removed,
modern 'Dawinism ismuch lessrationd
than it dams. Contrary to theimpres-
sion given by writers like Richard
Dawkins, science gives no reason to
distinguish between the tiger, the
tgpeworm and the daffodil as examples
of Natural Sdection in action.

Among the three, the tiger is
definitey the weakest link, and not just
because of human pressure. The rule
for mammas since the death of the
dinosaurs has been that any animd larger
than a fox has no long-term future.
Successive waves of fierce carnivores
and robust herbivores get bigger and
bigger and then go extinct. It is from
the lesser animdss, fox-size or less, tha
the future winners will emerge. Big
fierce animals are losers, from the
perspectiveof millionsof years. Biolagi-
cd history isa'triumph of themediocre.

But surely life is not just about
survivd? Human life isn't, I'd agree.
But natural sdectionisjust that. Itis
not about being a big fierce and
triumphant winner, or only incidentdly.
In human terms, genetic success is
measured in how many grandchildren

Gwydion M. Williams

an individud |eaves behind.

Options

Humean life indudes other options.
Newton left behind no children or
grandchildren, but his actud legecy is
immense. He was dso highly religious.
Thesamewas true of pioneering chemist
Robert Boyle, and dso Blase Pascal
who was a mathematician, physicist and
dissident theologian. All three were
religious and childless and also un-
orthodox in their religious beliefs.
Newton believed that the Christian
doctrine of the Trinity was wrong and
had induded a forged passage inserted
into the Bible, which was an un-
acceptable notion to most Christians.
Pascal was a Jansenist, a branch of
Roman Caholic bdief tha was con-
demned by the Pope Pascd cleverly
ridiculed the dishonest logic-chopping
of 'casuistry' in his Provindal Letters
but you can't ridicul e casuistry without
undermining conventional Christian
thinking.

Conventiond Christian thinking has
lost its grip most of the intdligent and
origind minds in the West. Marxism
flourished as one dterndive, and I've
argued elsewhere that it did partly
remake the world according toitsideas,
establishing vaues of socid eguality,
racid equality and sexual eguality as a
new norm in a way that conservaives
used to oppose and liberals tended to
evade. [D] But Marxism in Europe has



run out of steam. Vaious forms of
socidism are still flourishing, but so too
are religions. Buddhism has a wide
gppeal and Tibetan Buddhism with its
overtones of mystery. A reputation not
justified by itsrather squaid and i gnorant
reality, as | shdl detal in a pamphlet |
am working on.

You cant combat bad religion
without having some idea of the
dternatives. I've noted the noisy anti-
God writings from Dawkins, and from
Danie Dennet and Chrigopher Hitchens,
as a wave of protest as the New Right
consensus fragments and religi ous
extremism rises in the USA and dso
among Muslims. Dawkinswantsaname
for anew counter-movement: 1'd suggest
that the Campaign for Ineffective
Atheism would suit them nicely.
Reigion riseswhen secul ar society fails
to meet human needs, as has happened
in the Muslim world after the West
managed to discredit secular nationdists
likeNasserin Egypt. Reigionrisesina
rich society where the pressures and
uncertainties are too high, asis true in
the USA, though not in Europe where
we have centuries of solid tradition to
fdl back on.

Dawkins, Dennet and Hitchens
denounce religion as dreadful, insteed
of denouncing the excesses of the
'Fundamentdists', some of which can be
shown to beaga nst their own scriptures.
But they tend also to denounce the
functiond dternatives, Communisn and
some vaieties of socidism. Hitchens
theex-Trotskyist still failsto understand
that there was no serious prospect of
Irag functioning as asecul ar statewithout
Saddam running it, or someone very
much like Seddam.

Ideas

The doctrine of the 'Sdfish Gené
has fitted very wdl with the New Right
outlook. It isactudly an emotiondly-
loaded term tha isnot justified even by
Dawkins's own views on how genes
work. You can't be sdfish without a
sense of sdf and some ahility to plan.
You'd bevery surprised if yaur television
weather-person sad "today we've got
some very bad-tempered thunderstorms
swesping in from the west". But to
think of thunder storms as bad-tempered
is abetter predictor of actud behaviour
than to think of genes as sdfish The
behaviour of actual genes in actual
animas shows no sign of the kind of
shrewd cold cdculation that the typicd
selfish person can manage. Natural
sdection has led successive waves of
land animds into an evolutionary dead-
end: enormous size which brings short-
term gains, but guarantees extinction in
the longer run.

Dawkins doesn't ponder such things,
heis supremdy confident tha he done

is atough-minded rationdist. Thereis
no God and I'm his prophet’. A large
pat of wisdom is being aware of where
you are ignorant, and Dawkins does not
know when to stop. His doctrine of
'memes' is a half-arsed theory of
culture—some of our ideas drift inas if
they were mindless replicators, but not
many. Theideaof mental replicatorsis
a so much older than Dawkins:

"Historicdly, thenotion of aunit of
socid evolution, and a similar term
(from Greek mneme, meaning
"memory"), first gopearedin 1904ina
work by the German evolutionary
biologist Richard Semon... According
to the OED [Oxford English
Dictionary], theword mneme gppears
in English in 1921 in L. Simon's
translation of Semon's book: The
Mneme'.[A]

Dawkins's view of reigion is that it
is a collection of 'memes with an
uncanny ahility to propagate. These get
in the way of ‘rational thought',
understood as current Western ideas of
theworld. Hefalsto noticetha Western
idess of the world are almost totdly
built upon Latin-Christian historic
foundations. The first scientists in
Europe were Christians, often quite
devout—Gdileo was a serious bdiever
and hegot into troubleprecisdy because
he wanted to convince the Catholic
Church to accept the truths he had
discovered about the universe. And
Galileo did not stand alone: Europe
produced a network of scientists
communicating in Latin and initially
accepting the L atin-Chrigian framework
of thought. Other cultures had inventors
and some individua scientists, but no
comparable socid network.

The Latin-Christian tradition a so hed
three dear merits, three key ideas:

a  Allknowledgeshould beavailable
to theeducated d ass, thasewho knew
Latin.

b) Thereis dignity in manud work.
(S Paul was atent-meker, S Peter a
fisherman and Jesus a carpenter. The
religioustraditionnever scored manua
| abour, as heppenedinmost other times
and places.)

¢) Theology alowed far novdties, the
upsettingof tradition.

Europeans from a Latin-Christian
background had inherited these idess,
along with several centuries of
specul aivetheol ogy that had been begun
in mediaevd times in an effort to meke
sense of the creed. Some key advances
were made—Thomas Aquinas madethe
key distinction between natural and
supernatural, dlowing God to beexulted
but dso walled off from the ordinary
world. | don't think any such split ever
existed in Islamic thought or Chinese

thought, and definitely not in Hindu
thought. Theology within the Latin-
Christian creed provided a basis on
which other non-religious systems of
thought could be built.

Credos

A replacement creed is still needed.
Dawkins does not have it. He does not
even have a plausible explanation for
many aspects of the world as we find it.

In discussingevol ution, Dawkins and
others get baffled by the existence of
homosexudity, which seems to have a
genetic component, and yet how could
Natural Sd ection permits behaviour that
diminished or blocked the chances of
producing children and grand-children?
None of them seem to have the same
problem with the existence of cdibacy,
or maried couples who choose not to
have children, or married couples who
would like children but are unable to
have any. Since Latin-Christian culture
does not define these last three options
as wrong or sinful, gendticists who've
grown up within theculturefal to notice
the problem. Dawinism has become a
substitutefor religion, and arather weak
substitute. It is much less rationd than
it upposes itsdf to be.

Dawkins and similar characters—
let's cdl them the Dawkindred to be
short—think in too narrow a sense.
Consider the case of the Russian com-
poser Pyotr Ilyich Tcha kovsky, musical
genius and committed homosexual.
Interestingly, his brother Modest Ilyich
Tchakovsky was also homosexud and
aso atalented musician, suggesting a
gendtic dement. Now imagine similar
individuals born among the hunter-
gatherers of the Pdaeolithic, the time
when ape-people became modern
humans. Humansthen lived asrd aivdy
smal bands, and freely moved between
them. And they must have liked music,
since dl modern humans like it. So a
gifted musician who happens dso to be
homosexud will father no children but
will raise the status of the kin-group,
attracting more fertile females and
maybeal so gifted hunterswho can keep
more people diveinbad times. A gene
that favours both homosexuality and
musicd tdent will be favoured within
thekin-group

Of course it'sd so not truethat people
of ahomosexud disposition will dways
fal to reproduce. Oscar Wilde ruined
himself by flaunting his homaosexual
passions a a time when England was
definitely not ready to accept such things.
Interestingly, hed so had al esbian niece,
Dorothy Wilde, who was regarded as
gifted but achieved nothing and died of
drug abuse. But he dso fathered two
sons: onewaskilled in World War One,
but theother had ason whointurn had a
son, so his genetic legacy is still
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potentidly part of themix[T] Thesame
is true of Gene Robinson, the openly
gay bishop of New Hampshire, who was
formerly married and had two daughters:
he currently has two granddaughters and
there could wel be more.

There's alot of anecdotal evidence
that there area disproportionate number
of bisexuds and homosexuals among
people with musical tadent, and also
tdents for science and literature. We
are the dso the only land mammd that
sings and maybe the only animd that
dances, that translates music into
movement and vice versa

"So naturd isour capacity for rhythm
that most of ustakeitfor granted: when
we hear music, we tap our feet to the
beet or rock and sway, often uraware
that we are even moving. But thisinsti nct
is, for dl intents and purposes, an
evolutionary novety among humans.
Nothing comparable occurs in other
mammal s nor probably d sewherein the
animal kingdom. Our talent for
uncongci ousentra nment lies a thecore
of dance, a confluence of movement,
rhythm and gesturd representaion By
far themog synchronized group practice,
dance demands a type of interpersord
coordination in space and time tha is
almost nonexistent in other social
contexts.

"Even though dance isafundamenta
form of human expression,
neuroscientists have given it rdativey
little consideration. (Neuroscience of
Dance, Scientific American July 2008."

[B])

The actual path of human develop-
ment seems to be quite different from
what people think of as Darwinism. A
full study is needed, as I've suggested
dsewhere[ C] Were an unstablespecies
and nead definite creeds to stabilise our
nature and ensure tha the potentidly
gifted can actudly develop. We need to
feather- bed ourselves, becausethat'sthe
context within which interesting thinking
devedops. Encouraging competition, the
ided of Thatcher and Reagan and the
New Right, turnsout to produce unhappy
and not-very-taented people.

Atheism without a positive vision
essily becomes a shdlow admiration of
violence and money. Shaw in his play
Major Barbara has aman who espouses
a creed of 'money and gunpowder'.
Updated as money and gun-power, itis
very much themodern creed of the USA.
The less educated portion of the
popul aion d so garni shes this creed with
avesion of Christianity. But though it
dams to be Fundamentdist, it finds
ways to bend the Bible to suit the
dominant creed of money and gun-
power. Gunsand God if you don't have
money to make you happy: Obama had
that sort of person summed up, though

since he needstheir votes hehad to back
off from cdling them what they were.

Money and gun-power have a grea
vaiey of different expressions. Most
of the"Campaignfor Ineffective Athesm
are on the side of US globd power,
Dennet and Dawkins implicitly and
Hitchens explicitly.

Part2, Next Issue; Bat Feathers
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Mandate For A Rebellion?

Revisionistsare a funny lot. In ther
view the 1916 Rebe lion wasill egitimate
because the rebds had no democratic
mandate. Theref ore presumably if they
had had a mandate, the rebdlion would
have been acceptable? Yet when the
'rebels’ actudly do obtain a democratic
mandate, asin 1918, then somehow that's
not acceptable ether. Nor does one
generally hear them question thevdidity
and democracy of the decision to teke
the whole populaions of Britan and
Ireland to war against Germany despite
thefact that War was ded ared four years
ater the Election which brought that
Government into beng—and presum-
ably had not stood on aplaform of going
to war with Germany. Revisionistsmight
with some justification point to the
widespread jingoism and enthusiasm
with which the War was greeted—at
lesst until the desths began to pile up.
But, when it comesto thelrish dectorate
voting 'to have done' with the UK,
suddenly it becomestimeto goply much
more stringent standards of democracy.
Since this line of argument keeps
popping up in revisionist cirdes, it is
hepful to look at Steven King's Irish
Examiner column of 3rd December
2008, asit summarises many of themain
points.

King atempts to dismiss the results
of the 1918 Generd Election on several
grounds. First he brings up the issue of
the 25 uncontested seatswhich Snn Fein
obtained. Had he thoroughly read the
book on Coolacrease,* which he
supposedly reviewed in the Sunday
Business Post (30 November 08), he
would have discovered that this
represented the least number of
uncontested seats in a Generd Election
since 1892. In the previous Election of
1906 and in the two of 1910 there were
74, 55 and 53 uncontested seats
respectively—at least twice the number
of 1918. King generously admits that
Sinn Fein obtained dmost hdf the totd
vote cast. By contrast, unionist
candidates succeeded in obtaning only
a fifth. If this fifth of the vote entitled

Nick Folley

them to enforcepartition, as King seems
to imply, then surely Sinn Fein's
overwhelming half of the vote, not
counting the uncontested seds, entitled
the people who voted for it to expect an
independent Irdand.

He tries to give the impression that
some of Sinn Fein's success was due to
intimidation by same. Like most
revisionists, he conveniently ‘forgets' to
mention that most of the intimidation
that occurred came from the side of the
Britishauthorities. From even bef orethe
timeof the trumped-up 'German Plot' of
May 1918, Sinn Fein operated under
police (RIC) harassment—public
meetings broken up by police batons,
premises raided, nationdig newspapers
suppressed. By December 1918 over
one hundred Sinn Fein activists werein
jal and the organisation itsdf had been
dedaredillegd by theBritish authorities
since the previous July.** The year
following the 1918 Election gives some
idea of the scale of Westminster's
reaction to the Irish vote for self-
determination: 7 murders by occupation
(Crown) forces, 382 armed assaults on
dvilians, 12,589 raids on privaehouses,
963 arrests, 777 sentences, 364
proclamations and prohibitions, 26
newspapers suppressed.*** Cork was
burned to the ground by Crown forces
dmost two years on from tha Election.
All of thiswas happening while Britain
was blocking Ird and'srepresentation to
the Versailles Conference.

Nether was the conscription crisis
such amgor issue, sincethe diminishing
threat had passed definitively with the
November Armistice. The 1918 Election
came amonth later. Findly Kingtriesto
discredit the mandate received by
republicans by stating in effect tha the
dectorate had not signed up towar. He
admitsthe Sinn Fein manifesto did state
"by use of every and any means", but
fails to finish the quotation which goes
on to say "...by military force or
otherwise'. His most glaing omisson
though isto ‘overlook' the very obvious



and well-known fact that, inthe popular
public mind of 1918, Sinn Fein was
heavily associated with the 1916
Rebd lion—which was of course, avery
real act of war against Britain. Despite
this—or more likdy, because of it—the
Irish voted overwhelmingly for Sinn
Fen.

Ye wa was not inevitable Britain
could have respected the democratic
wish of the mgority Irish electorate to
go its own way and that would have
been that. After all, these were the
reasons it had given to encourage Irish
support in World War One—'democracy’
‘freedom of smdl naions and so on.
Wha Britain did instead was to ignore
the result and try to crush the fledgling
republican Government and its
institutions militarily. It ensured Sinn
Fein's delegation was blocked from
getting a hearing at the Versailles
Conference of 1919, shutting off an
avenue of peaceful advance to
implement the electoral mandate.
Revisionistsseam to comeat thesef acts
asif thelrish dectoratehad no red grasp
of theeventsthat were unfol ding around
them, as if awvareness of current and
world affairs were the privilege of
‘moderns..

Furthermore, by thetimeof the 1920
locd dections, theWar of | ndependence
was well underway and people had had
plenty of time to be familiarised with
what was meant by "use of every and
any means'. The result was yet another
magor victory for Sinn Fen. We can
theref ore suppose that a this point at
least the electorate had given their
sanction to therebelion. Nor could Dail
Eireann, the Republican Courts, nor the
IRA havelasted more than af ew months
without massive popular support.
Revisionists ignore such indicators as
much as the severd dection results.

King quotes Serjeant AM O'Sullivan
on the 1918 Election "many murderers
were elected but they had not stood as
murderers’. Theinnuendo is that these
election candidates engaged in some
form of duplicity, in hiding their real
nature from an unsuspecting dectorate.
But, if King paused to think aout the
phrase itself, another reality might
emerge. The candidates had not stood
& 'murderers because a the time they
stood most were not 'murderers, having
never killed anyone. British and unionist
intransigence in the face of a major
democratic mandate forced a situation
which forced many of these men into
take up the gun.

King then asks how Sinn Fein
expected to coerceunionistsinto aunited
Ireland. But he does not ask how
unionists expected to coerce 400,000

northern nationdists into a partitioned
statel et. Indeed in the 1920 local
elections two Ulster counties—
Fermanagh and Tyrone—returned aSinn
Fein majority. Unionists scuttled an
earlier moderae measureof HomeRule
in which they could still have played a
ma or parliamentary role, through armed
rebellionin 1912. Nothing short of totd
dominance would saisfy them. Their
origind ambition had been to keep the
wholeof theisland of Ireland withinthe
UK but, when this proved unfeasible
they settled for a large chunk of Ulster
instead. Unionists had no compunctions
about trying to coerce the mgority of
the peopleon thisisland intomaintaining
astae of union with the UK. As it was
they were quite comfortable with the
idea of coercing 400,000 mainly
nationalist Catholics into a northern
stadet, once their own dominance was
guaranteed.

As an aside the use of the term
'murderer’ is obviously highly |oaded and
implies a moral judgement from the
outset. As a labd it dso suggests a
certain kind of undesirable inherent
charecter. In the circumstances of the
time this isgenerally most unjust. If we
ae to consider the Irish Volunteers /
IRA as murderers because they killed,
we must also hold to account the
politicians in Westminster who forced
them into tha position when another,
peaceful, option was so open to them.
Perhaps their culpability is even
greater—a person may choose to
become, or not, akiller. But when heis
forced into that position, thosewho force
him (or her) aso havethe responsibility
of creating akiller where otherwisenone
might existed. A obvious example is
someone obliged to fight lethdly for
their lifeaga nst an assailant whom they
might otherwise have no dealings with.
On a more macrocosmic level it is the
situation that followed in Irdand when
a foreign power tried to suppress the
democratic wishes of the mgority by
forceful means.

Furthermore, we would have to
extend the use of the term to the
politicianswhoinitiated the First World
War, as well asthe whole of the British
Army, the RIC and Black & Tans who
engaged in killing. The objective moral
useof theterm 'murder’ in such acontext
is virtually meaningless, other than
having some civic sense. Theefore its
use in reldion to the Irish Volunteers
and IRA is designed both to give them
an unsavoury gppearanceand undermine
the legitimacy of ther struggle from a
avil perspective. If murder isteken to
be "unlawful killing" in the sense of
relaing to non-state sanctioned killing,
then, when acting legitimetdy in defence
of the State (founded on the democratic

mandate of 1918 which in turn is based
inthe sovereignty of the people) against
aggression or tresson, the IRA could
not be described as having engaged in
murder, whereas by the same token,
every killing by British Crown forces
was in fact 'murder’ in the dvil sense
This is one of the reasons why
revisionists who disparage the whole
project of establishing an independent
Irish State feel obliged to somehow
discredit the 1918 Election on which it
was initidly based. Though he may not
have written the header himsdf, thisis
summed up by the titleof King'sarticde,
1918 mandate can be consigned to the
dustbin of history'. Not so. The 1998
Agreement quoted by King was a
mandate from the people of Ireland to
seek anew way forward through consent
and without utilizing violence (which
King seems to suggest came from the
Republican side only, though even a
cursory glance over the pages of 20th
century history are sufficient to dispe
this myth) and recognize the peculiar
situation obtaining in the northern area
of the country. It was not a mandate for
reunion with the UK, a mandate for
rg ection of Ireland's existing statusasa
republic, or even arejection of apossible
re-unification of theisland asarepublic.
The only mandate was that this last
condition wouldhaveto comeabout with
consent. The 1918 Election, asthebasis
for the foundation of this State, still has
vdidity.

December 2008

* Heaney, Muldowney, O'Connor et al.
Coolacrease — the true story of the Pearson
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Independence. Aubane Historical Society.
Millstreet: 2008.

** McArdle, Dorothy. The Irish Republic.
Wolfhound Press. Dublin: 1999.

*** Borgonovo, John. Ed. Horence and Josegphine
O'Donoghue's War of Independence. Irish
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Empire Preference

"AT AN ANTI-HOME Rule
medting hdd a Killadoon, the
home of the Protestant County
Kildare landowner Henry
Clements, great annoyance was
caused when the locd Church o
Irdland dergyman mede a speech
hostile to Catholics; the situetion
was saved by theprincipd goesker,
Bernard Shaw's kinsman Sir
Frederick Shaw of Bushy Park,
who good up and sad thet the
Catholic and Protestant Churches
were like two billiard bdls; you
could hit whichever oneyou liked
and get as far with either."
(Twilight of the Ascendancy, Mark
Bence-Jones, Constabl e, 1987).
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Part One of a biographical series on the life and times of a
crucial figure in Irish Parliamentary politics

Wee Joe Devlin: Ulster Organiser

Joe Devlin'sfirst entry into politics
was the founding of a Debating Society,
named after the Labour-leaning Home
Ruler. Thomas Sexton, who became M P
for West Bdfast in 1886. Devlin was
fifteen a the time—most of the other
members were of a similar age. The
Society's motto was Thomas Daviss
‘educatethat you may befree'. Members
helped with the canvassing in 1885,
when Sexton lost by 35 votes and in
1886, when Sexton won by 108 votes.
In 1892 Devlin brought Michael Davitt
to Bdfast in the hope tha his Labour
reputation would help get working dass
Protestants to vote Home Rule Sexton
lost.

By 1890 Devlin was on the
Committee of the Bdfast Branch of the
Irish Nationd League. By mid-1891 he
was Secretary of John Dillon's Irish
Nationd Federaioninthecity. Hespent
agreat ded of effort during thefollowing
decade fighting 'factionists in Ulster. In
1895 he was invited onto a committee
s& up by Bishop Henry. This was to
teke advantage of the proposd by the
Corporation to extend the city
boundaries. There were no Catholics
on theCorporation. Therehad only been
three prior tothen, two Liberds (one of
whom was 'Barney' Hughes—of the
famous bakery) and a Consarvdive In
early 1896 Devlin put forward the
Committeg's proposds to a meting of
Caholic raepayers in St. Mary's Hdl.
The proposds were a four-ward city,
based on the parliamentary constituen-
des, each decting 15 Coundillors and
four Aldermen. Thesewereto bed ected
by a'cumulative vote (more or less a
single transferable vote). This gystem
would have maximised Catholic
representation.

It was decided to put this matter into
thehands of Vesey-Knox, the Protestant
MP for Londonderry. Vesey-Knox was
pat of Tim Hedy's faction (despiteits
being noisily Catholic). He had voted
against Dillon as leader of the
Parliamentary party. Devlin, engaging,
surely, in a piece of 'factionalism’
himsdf, wanted John Dillon to handle
the matter. Dillon led the largest group
in the'lrish Party'. In March 1896 the
Catholic Committee voted thanks to
Vesey-Knox. It rejected Devlin's
amendment to vote thanks thanks to
Dillon and the Party as a whole. Most

Sean McGouran

other members of the Belfast INF
resigned from the Committee Devlin
remained a member. He rejected a
suggestion from Dillon that he become
MP for South Louth. He thought the
situation in Bdfast needed all of his
atention. The Bishop opposed Devlin
beng sent to London to give evidence
to a parliamentary committee.

In May the Committee accepted a
‘compromise from the Corporation that
the Fdls and Smithfidd wards be so
drawn that Catholics would have a
permanent mgority. They had three
Councillors and one Alderman each.
This was ghettoisation. Devlin and the
INF found it objectionable. But they
did not want to stir up even moretrouble
for thecommittee. They were probably
somewhat in fear of the Bishop's power.
He controlled the main paper of the
community, the Irish News, and
employed some of them as teachers.
There were loud sectarian noises from
the Orange side of politics in Befast
and the North of Irdand.

There are times when readers could
be forgiven for assuming that the
Unionists were merely acted-upon by
their opponents. William Johnston ('of
Bdlykilbeg) MP damed, in the House
of Commons, 22nd June 1896, tha the
boundaries of the two wards "were
pencilled out by a Roman Catholic
priest".

Devlin used most of the Summer to
hep finance an Irish Race Convention
in Dublin. (These were gatherings of
Home Rul e supporters from around the
globe—mostly America—held to boost
mordeinlrdand. Andtointimidatethe
UK Government.) He found a certain
amount of hostility inrurd Ulster tothe
up-coming Convention, which many
priests denounced as 'unrepresentative.

Inlate September 1896 Bishop Henry
convened a public meeting & which a
congtitution for a Catholic { Represent-
aion} Assocaion (CRA) was announ-
ced. Devlin suggested that the Associ-
ation take no part in "municipal or
national" politics. Devlin, and other
INF memberswerenot dlowed to spesk,
and left the meeting. Devlin dlegedly
shouted "Wewill fight it at the November
dections'. Thelocd Parndlites agreed
with theINF stand and ajoi nt committee

was set up to contest the dections. Ata
selection of candidates (09.07.1897)
Devlin clamed that their "...sole aim
was the upholding... of a broadminded
nationality...". And "the safeguarding
and promotion of Catholic interests'.
He must surdy have realised tha the
two matters were somewhat contradi ctory ?

As the Irish News (on which Devlin
had worked between 1891 and '93—
going on to work for the D ublin-based
Freeman's Journal) took the Bishop's
side a weekly newspaper, TheNorthern
Sar was set up. There was an echo of
the United Irish pgper—the centenary
of the Rising was not too far away.
(Therewas acertain Norther n thriftiness
in the naming of the publication). The
journad was edited by Tim McCarthy,
from Cork, which provided aconnection
with William O'Brien. Despite a (pos-
sibly too hard-fought) campaign, with
many bitter atides in the NS and the
help of Dillon and Davitt, the CRA swept
theboardin Fdlsand Smithfidd.

The local Parnellites fused with
Devlin's branch of the Federaion (the
Parnellite organisation was the Irish
National League). The Devlinites
withdrew, or were thrown out of the
Centrd Caholic Club (an initiative of
Bishop Henry), and set up the Nationd
Club. Both werepurposdy in city centre
streets and not deep inside Catholic
aeas. Devlin drew some comfort from
the fact tha, in Bdfast of dl places,
'‘Catholic' and 'Nationalist' were no
longer that essily run together. That
had no effect on Orange extremistslike
Johnston of Bdlykilbegs. And, while
Devlin, and others, whose speeches were
reported in the NS constantly daimed
they werefaithful Catholics, theBishop's
men accused them of being anti-clericd.

This dispute continued for many
years. Devlintried to keep the CRA out
of the '98 Centenary celebrations:
Devlin's flying squad of canvassers (or
strong-arm men) dated from this period.
They had been involved in the '98
commemoration events and werelargely
National School teachers. Being
involved in the Commemoration events
consolidated the union of the Dillonite
Irish National Federation and the
Parndllite Irish Nationd Lesgue. This
'split’ was heded in Befast before the
setting up of the United Irish League,
with Redmond as Charman in 1900.
Redmond rejected the CRA's attempt to
join the new organisaion, writing to
them that the (now six) Belfast branches
of the UIL were the representative
‘Nationd' body in Bdfast (and Ulster—
Devlin had turned most of the Clubs set
up to commemorae the 1798 Rising,
into branches of the UIL). Joe Devlin



had acgpacity to rasemongy. HisUlster
organi sation was constantly cdled on to
rase cash.

His personal finances were
problematical. He spent nearly dl his
money on politics—paying hisown fares
travelling around Ulster, the rest of
Ireland, and Scotland—he had friends
and politicd dlies in Glasgow.

His mentor the (Protestant) Home
Rule MP Samuéd Y oung was not happy
with Devlin'suncompromising goproach
totheCRA. Hefdt it was pushing them
towards Tim Hedy's faction. Young
was Devlin'semployer, as manager of a
'spirit gore (an off-licence, in modern
parlance). Devlin had been an efficient
manager, but Young had allowed him
plenty of freetimeto pursue ther joint
political endeavours—Joehad organised
canvassing in Young's East Cavan
constituency. Devlin thought of moving
to Glasgow to set himself up as a
publican. At thispoint Redmond asked
him to go with William Redmond, to
North America on a fund-raising
expedition and to organise the UIL in
America).

Devlin and Redmond landed in the
USA on 10th February 1902. In the
meantime the UIL in North Kilkenny
selected him as a parliamentary
candidate. On February 26th he was
returned unopposed, as had become the
norm outside of Ulster. It speaks
volumes for theatitude of thelrish Party
to Westminster that Joe remained in the
USA until June. Almost incidentdly,
Devlin took his parliamentary seat on
22nd July 1902. Willie Redmond and
Joe Devlin damed that they had raised
£3,000 and formed 184 branches of the
UIL. The US President, Teddy
Roosevdt, Cardind Gibbons, and | esser
Ameican dignitaries were anxious to
make their acquaintance. Possibly they
saw the UIL as a counterweight to the
revol utionary Clan naGad —with whose
leadership Devlin had fruitless
discussions. Hecompla ned about ther
journds publishing untruths aout the
UIL.

John Redmond, Davitt and Dillon
went to the USA for thefirst Convention
of theUIL. Devlin was summoned to
America to work his magic in terms of
organisation and money-raising. After
seven months he had raised about
$70,000, and set up branches of the UIL
in unpromising places. He felt theWest
Coast was very had work. He did a
whirlwind tour of the South. Despite
UIL membersin theNorth suggesting it
might be rather futile, he was very
plessed a the results. In terms of fund-
raising he thought that semi-private

meetings were better than large public
ones. InJanuary 1903 he had discussiorns
with the AOH (Ancient Order of
Hibernians) and Clan naGad. The AOH
was quite happy to extend support to
him, a lesst, if not theUIL. The Clan
was |ess forthcoming.

Hewent to Canada quiteearly on, in
December 1903, and there he made his
first ‘imperidist’ speech. Thiswas partly
to do with thefact tha thelrish in Canada
were not particularly anti-Empire. The
Confederation of Canada (like the
Commonwealth of Australia) was
something of aY oung Irdand construct.
There is a statue of Young Irdander
James D'Arcy Magee a the entrance to
Canada's parliament building. The
Catholic Irish had supplied many
ministers, and even Prime Ministers, a
provincial and federal levd. Devlin
referred to Home Rule (and implicitly
Dominion status) as a way of binding
the Irish to the Empire.

Whilehewasin AmericaDevlin had
been given the job of Secretary of the
United Irish League, Great Britain. The
organisation in Greet Britan had been
enfeebled by the factionalism of the
1890s. Devlin commenced work in July
1903 (while he was in North America),
and was very successful in reviving the
organisation (which had been a
formidable force in Parndl's day. But
theIrish in Scotland and Waes and the
north of England were dready moving
into the Labour Paty—taking their Irish
nationdism with them).

Devlin was recalled to Bdfast in
October 1904 to hdp organise a by-
election. This was caused by the
resignation of the sitting MP. (Hehad to
stand for re-election due to his being
brought into the Cabinet.) Devlin
suggested that Bishop Henry might like
to take the chair. Dr. Henry dedlined
the invitation. The UIL's candidate,
chosen at a convention which no priest
atended, was Patrick Dempsey, whose
brother James was a CRA Alderman.
The by-election was lost. The UIL
blamed the CRA—whi ch had an updated
register of voters, but refused to hand it
over to the Netiondists. The CRA dso
again swept the board in Falls and
Smithfidd, in 1904, but with smdler
mgorities.

It had had a momentary fillip in
January 1903, when an All-lreland
Catholic Association was set up in
Dublin. This group was backed by
fifteen bishops (but not by the Hierarchy
asawhole—and Wad sh, the Archbishop
of Dublin, wes hostile). Apat from
anything dse the All-lreland Catholic
Association was 'non-political'—but

accepted the dfiliation of the Befast
group—which darmed many bishops.
They did not want to have the same
problemsthat Dr. Henry had (to an extent
brought on himsdf): his &titude to the
‘Nationd' organi sationswas dways quite
arrogant. When Devlin attempted a
rapprochement in 1900 Henry insisted
on him and other UIL members signing
and publishing a letter couched in the
most servile terms. Devlin and his
colleagues had to refuse.

There were further locd dectionsin
1905 won by the CRA (the Caholics in
other wards helped elect Labour
Councillors and Aldermen, for which
theUIL and Northern Sar thought they
should be more grateful). Most local
Labourites remained strongly Unionist
in ther politics. Dr. Henry was quite
intemperate about theUI L opposing the
CRA, cdling them 'Rebds of Lucifer'.
Hewas coming under pressurefrom the
priests of the diocese. The Hierarchy
was demanding a Catholic University,
and decided to usetheUIL in Parliament
tofurther thisproject. Dr. Henry was in
a quandary. He required the CRA to
collect for the Parliamentary Fund
(which pad the Irish Paty's expenses,
induding Joe Devlin's sday as (how)
the Secretary Generd of the Ul L, based
in Dublin). Some parochial priests
refused to send their contributions by
way of the CRA. Some sent them
directly to Devlin a the UIL's Dublin
address.

A cheque for £100 from the CRA
was returned to Dr. Henry, with a
courteous letter signed by John
Redmond, but drawn up by Joe Devlin.
It reiteraed the fact tha there dready
was a'Nationd' organisaion in Befast.
Devlin then put in tran a process of
arbitration. In May 1905 the CRA
effectivey agreed to becomean auxiliary
part of theUIL. Henry wasn't havingit.
He wunilaterally wound up the
Associaion. Thisled to the formation
of a National Registration Union of
Bdfast. The CRA wasdead.

There was an attempt to set up a
branch of the Catholic Defence Society
in Befast. This was founded in Dublin
in August 1905, and backed by impartant
members of the Hierarchy. It did not
flourish despite that. A mgor dement
inthedemi<eof the Catholic Associdion
and theconsolidation of theUnited Irish
League in Belfast was Joe Devlin's
General Election victary in West Belfast.

Next issue
DevlininBritainand Austrdia,
an imperidist evolution
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Theideathat Britan's war between
1939 and 1945 was of a nobler kind
than the one they fought in 1914-1918
is based upon the dubious bdief that
their second world war was embarked
upon as a conscious battle against the
evil of Fascism and Anti-Semitism.

It istruethat amere 25 years dfter it
embarked on its first world war
adventure, British civil society was once
more prepared to risk dl to save itsdf
and the world from the forces of evil.
However, it would be a mistake to
presume that it viewed Fascism as
synonymous with the evil it was now
pitching itself against. With some
exceptions, the vast mgority of dvil
society did not view Fascism as the
enemy. Churchill himsef had expressed
sympathy with Fascism and staed the
belief that, if it was not for the fact that
different circumstances prevailed in
Britain, he would have been active in
atempting to haveit adopted there. Al so,
Britain had already shown where its
sympathies lay when it refused to assist
the Republican Government against
Franco during the earlier Spanish Civil
War.

As fa as British dvil socety was
concerned, the enemy was not Fascism,
the enemy was the old evil of "German
militarign’. It was a mere coincidence
that the regime under which German
militarism was finding expression
happened to be Fascist. When Britan
dedlared war in 1939 it was not a war
declared against Fascism, if it was then
Franco's Spain would not have been | eft
out of theequation, or indeed Itdy which
was hot depicted as part of the enemy in
Chamberlain's radio speech declaring
war on the 3rd September 1939. Indeed,
nowhere in Chamberlain's speech are
the words Fascism or Nazi even
mentioned.

Nor wasthe War depicted & thetime
& a war aganst anti-Semitism. The
British were aware of the plight of the
Jawswell bef ore thestart of the War. In
fact theplight of the Jewsin Europe was
exacerbated by British strategy during
the First World War. At the end of the
War one of the Versailles Treaty
obligations which the Allied powers
forced upon Centrd European stateswas
the Minorities Treaty under which they
were obliged to guarantee the rights of
their respective country's minorities. In
reality, this was a completdy unwork-
able obligation placed upon the newly
emerging states. The British policy of

Anti-Semitism And British War Aims In 1939

Eamon Dyas

stirring up nationdist passionsin Centra
Europe during the First World War (as
part of its strategy to destroy the Austria-
Hungarian Empire) was bound to create
the seeds of anti-Semitism in those
countries wherethe Jewish minority had
been performing the role of a cross-
nationd middle dass. The resultant re-
organi zation of Central Europe | &ft each
statewith asignificant minority problem
and, with raw naiondism given free
play, these minorities were bound to
become victims. So Britain, esger to
keep thething a arms length, invested
great energy in ensuring that
responsibility was devolved to the
League of Nationsto overseethe resol u-
tion of any inter-stateconflict. The USA,
foreseaing thelikdy problemsthat would
ensue, decided against joining the
League. Despite someinitia successes,
the organi sation soon found it f unable
to solve mog of the conflicts aising
from the problem of minorities.

The Polish Minorities

Although Poland was not as such, a
component of the Austro-Hungarian
Empire, part of it (Western Gdicia) had
been and it was not immunetothe shock-
waves unlesshed in the process of its
breakup. Poland, in order to gain
internationd recognition a the end of
theWar, was obliged to honaur theterms
of theMinorities Treaty. The subsequent
1921 Polish Constitution induded the
stipulaions required by the Minorities
Treaty. In 1921 the census showed that
the country's minorities constituted over
30% of its populaion. Thiswas broken
down as 15% Ukrainians/Ruthenians,
8% Jews, 4% Belorussians, and 3%
Germans. Poland was thecountry, more
than any other, which waslikdy to show
the European fault-lines between an
energetic and assartive nationdism and
the competing minorities which its
redrawvn borders embraced. Under its
1921 Constitution, each minority,
irrespective of race, nationdity or creed
was entitled to equdity under thelaw as
Polish citizens. In effect this meant
nothing. The reality was that the Polish
authorities turned a blind eye to many
infringements of the rights of the
minorities and in other circumstances
officially initisted and sanctioned such
infringements. From the outset, despite
a brief flirtation with a federalist
approach, the Government quickly
becameassimilationist and by the 1930s
was launching pacification actions

against the Ukrainian minority in the
Eastern regions. Also, it embarked on
policies of colonization and grants of
land to Polish First World War veterans
(much of which had previously been
owned by Polish landlords) in theeastern
territories, while the indigenous
Be orussians and Ukra niansfdt that this
was their land. Simultaneously, the
Government adopted a policy of
Pol onization of the public school system
and the systematic closing of ethnic
schools.

In September 1934 the Foreign
Minister, Josef Beck used the pretext of
theadmission of the Soviet Uniontothe
League of Nations to renounce the
Minorities Treaty arguing that no such
obligation was being placed on the
Soviet Union or Germany. However, as
has been seen, the commitment to
minority rights was dready, to a large
extent, merdy apgper commitment, with
thesituationon thegroundvery different.

Pilsudki diedinMay 1935 andin his
report the War saw correspondent of The
Times observed:

"The greet task now confronting the
Government is to harness the youth of
thenation. The Russ an youthhave been
steered into Communism and the
German into Naiond-Socidism. The
spirit of nationdismis rampant anong
Polish youth, but it finds its main
expression in avirulent anti-Semitism’
(13 May 1936).

After his degth the Polish Govern-
ment cessed to havethe same coherence.
The country was effectivey ruled by a
triumvirae consisting of Josef Beck,
Marshall Edward Rydz-Smigly, and
President Ignacy Moscicki. This
situation dlowed the dynamics of Polish
naiondism to gather momentum. The
atacks on nationd minoritiesincreased,
& instanced by the following leter to
the Editor of The Times on 26th
September 1938:-

"Vanddismin Poland.

Sr—In March 1935, when therumour
was noised abroad that the Moscow
authorities planned the destruction of a
historic churchin Kiev, thedamof the
civilized world was voiced in severd
lettersto The Times from distingui shed
Englishmen. May | be allowed to cdl
atention to thefact that churches of rare
hi stori c and artistic worth arenow being
systematically destroyed in the
professedly ChristianPolish State?

Perhgps in this time of widespread
persecutionsitwou dberasiy optimistic
to expect agreat responseto yet another
gpped to humanitarian sentiment. Yet
surdy thosewho were roused to protest
in1935 shou dbe moved by this aesthetic
tragedy? | will cite only one instance
from a list too numerous to quote. In
May, 1938, there gppeared in the Polish



Press an account of the demolition of
the Ukrainian Orthadox Church of Our
Lady'sDormitionat Szezebreszyn, near
Zamosc. This little edifice was one of
thefirst Chrigian churches of those parts,
erected between 1184 and 1194 by Duke
Andrew of Horka, a vassd of the Grand
Duchy of Kiev, who was entombed near
by. In arecent Pastord , Mgr. Shepty<ky,
Primae of the Ukrainian Catholic
Church in Poland, wrote as follows:-

Approximatdy 100 churches have
been taken gpart and demolished. Many
have been d osed Somehavebeen burnt
by the hands of unknown md efactors.
Among the ruined churches were many
ancient monuments of ecdesiastical
architecture.

The work proceeds apace Is it too
much to hope that British opinion will
take note that these buildings are
representative of the at of the twe fth,
sixteenth, seventeenth, and eghteenth
centuries? Theruined chuches are, das,
quiteirreplacesble, but itisHill posibde
that the hand of the Philistine may be
stayed.

Y our obediert servant,
V K. Kisilewsky."
27, Grosvenor Hace, SWI, Sept. 23.

By 1938 the growing nationalist

Polish cird es estimete the totd number
so far expeled & 4,000. The Polish
citizens sdected for expusion, mostly
smdl tradesmen, were visited in ther
homes last night by the police and
informed that they mug returnto Poland
within 24 hoursand might take only 10
marks with them. To ensure their
departurethe men werearrested and held
overnight, and this morning police put
them on trains and escorted them to the
frontier. In Berlin there seems to have
been no compu sion on the women and
childrentoleaveimmediatdy, bu many
followed their men today. They made a
distressed and destitute picture as they
crowded into the Schlesischer station
seking trains to Poland. In Duss dorf
and in ore or two other districts whole
families are understood to have been
expdled. In Brunswick about 100 non-
Jewish Polish labourers were anong
thosearested.

German Explanation

The reasons for the German Govern-
ment's actionare explaned asfol lows:-

Sometimeago the Polish Government
ordered that Polish citizens abroad must
have a specid visa gamped on ther
passports by the Polish Consulaes.
Without that visa they might be refused
re-entry into Poland 2 tha the Reich

and Fiday and dispatched to the Polish
frontier for compulsory repatriation are
now awaiting anxioudy the result of
negotiations which will begn between
the German and Polish Governments in
Warsaw on Tuesday.

It is understood tha about 8,000 of
these persons had been actudly put
across the Polish frontier when, by
agreement with the Government in
Warsaw, the German authorities
yesterday suspended their measures of
expulson Most of the remainder had
reeched the frontier, and are now being
sent back to ther homes in Germany;
but those who had crossed will remain
in Poland pending the result of the
negotiations.

Theexpu sions have not been confined
to oneside. As soonasthey heard of the
German decision the Polish authorities
proceaded to expa German citi zens from
Poland. The number of thoseaffected in
this case was much smdler, but the
prompt action seems to have had its
effect here"

31st October 1938:

"MANY EXILESREACH POLAND.
Familiesdivided by Frontier.
Fromour own correspondent.

Warsaw, Oct. 30.
Thefirstbatch of PolishJews expdled

sentiment in the country had dready
came up against, wha it saw &s, the
Jewish problem because of the
disproportionate influence that
community had over itsinternd afairs.
A new emerging middle class was
fightingfor dominance. Among theeerly
official actions by the Polish
Government was the withdrawal of
Polish citi zenship to thosewho had been
living aroad for any length of time
Whilethisinduded a smal number of
non-Jews those affected were
overwhelmingly Jewish.

from Germany have begunto arive by
train in Warsaw. Other batches are on
their way to other Polishtowns, and are
be ngdirectedas far as possibleto places
wherethey havefriends or rd aives; but
alarge proportion of the thousands sent
across the German border yesterday are
gtill in the frontier zones, some in
barracks, othersin railway trucks.

They are mostly in degp distress,
without money o food, but the Polish
Red Cross and the Jewi sh organi zetion
"Joint" havecometotheir ad. They are

would nolonger bein apositionto expd
them should the necessity arise. The
Polish order comesinto forcetomorrow,
after which day, it isexplained, theRei ch
"could not be certain tha burdensame
Polish nationd sexpd led fromthe Reich
would be readmitted to Poland."
Accordingly messures were taken this
morning to "diminich the number of
Polish nati ord s in the Rei ch, who would
probably not receive the specid Polish
visa" Tha it to sy, "somethousands of
Polish citizens regarded by the German

Germany & the Polish Jews

In October 1938, Germany, in
response to the threatened withdrawal
of Polish citizenship from itsindigenous
Polish Jews suddenly began theprocess
of ther forced repatriaion to Poland.
The following reports, all from The
Times, provide a chronology of events
asthey unfolded:-

29th October 1938:
"POLISH JEWSEXPELLED.
ROUND UP IN GERMANY.

Fromour Correspondent.
Belin, Oct. 28.

Some thousands of Polish citizens,
manly Jews, were arrested in Germany
last night and taken taday by police to
the Polish frontier. The action is gill in
progress, but it may be cancdled as a
result of negotiations now proceeding
between the Reich and Polish
Governments.

authorities asundesrabl €' wereteken to
thefrontier.

It isexplained in officid circdes that
the Re ch sometime ago made proposas
to the Polish Government, which would
have obviaed the necessity for this
drastic action, but they were not
accepted. Presumably the Reich will be
reedy & | east tomodify its actionsif it is
given an assurancetha PolishJews will
beableto return to their own country a
any laer dae.

There are it is estimated, 150,000
Polish nationd sin the Reich, 50,000 of
whommay be Jews."

31st October 1938:

"POLISH JEWSIN GERMANY.
ExodusSuspended
Fromour correspondent.

. Balin,Oct. 30.
Themeany Polishcitizens, mog o them

Jews—ardiableestimate of their rumber
is 20,000— who were arested in dl
pats of the Reich on Thursday night

beng sorted ou, for families have been
broken up in the process of expusion.
In some cases parents have lost ther
children, husbands their wives; and, as
the expu sion hes been suspended now,
some families gppear to be dvided by
thefrontier.

Today itis stated that afew hundred
German citizens in Warsaw, Lodz,
Lwow, and d sewherehad been arrested
as a counter-measure, but before they
could be transported to the frontier an
agreament was reeched between Warsaw
and Berlin to suspend expul S onsinboth
directions, and the Germans have nearly
al been freed."

2nd November 1938:

"POLISH JEWS PLIGHT.
Shdter in Barnsand Sties.
Today's Conference.

Fromour own cor respondent.

o Warsaw, Nov. 1.

M. Josef Lipski, the Polish Ambass-
ador to Berlin, who came to Warsaw a
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few days ago in connexion with the
expulsion of Polish Jewsfrom Germany,
has returnedto Berlin andtheconference
betweenrepresentati ves of the Pdish and
German governments will begn there
tomorrow.

The totd number of Polish Jews who
will be efected by the decisions o the
conference is variously given, but the
most trustworthy estimeate gppearsto be
approximately 50,000. This figure
indudes those dready deported into
Poland who number 10000 to 12,000.
About hdf of them have reached the
interiar of Poland, but the stream from
Zbonszyn (a frontier station west of
Poznan) was checked yesterday. Some
5,000 or 6,000 are now waiting in thet
district. Nearly dl of themwishto retun
to their homes and belongings in
Germany, many having been born there
and scarcely any of them having
prospects of a livdihood in Poland,
where, but for their passports they are
strangers.

The Jews plight is being rdieved in
some measure today by the arivd of
tentssent by the Polish Government and
other supplies. Officids of the Jewish
organi zetion "Joint" which isdang its
utmost in conjunction with the Polish
authorities to rdieve the distress say
today that hundreds have been given
shdter in barns, stables, and sties. These
must consider themsdves relaively
lucky, astents are but poor shelter from
the November damp and cold. Severd
of the deportees around Zbonszyn are
sadto havelog their reason.

In Warsaw it is hoped that the Polish
dd egates will succeed in persuadingthe
Germans to dlow at lesst the 5,000 or
6,000 near Zborszyn to return to ther
homesin Germany with littledd ay.”

3rd November 1938:

"POLISH JEWS EXPULSON.
REFUGEESDESPOLED IN
GERMANY.

The Outbr eak of Disease.
Fromour own corr esponcent.

Warsaw, Nov. 2.

The two conferences in Germany
today—that in Berlin concerning the
recent expul sion of Polish Jews and thet
in Viennato arbitrate the Czechosl ovek-
Hungari an question—have absorbed the
chief politica interest in Warsaw since
this morning. Directly andind rectly both
affect Polish-German relations,
unplessantly ruffled sincelast week.

It isfdtin Warsaw tha the greatest
iniquity in the forced exodus of Jaws is
that the 10,000 or 12,000 sent back to
Poland are dl now penniless paupers,
wheress a week ago they were sdf-
supporting and somerd atively wed thy.
Poland has no ohjection, itisargued, to
teaking back these citizens if they ae
alowed to bring their capitd and ather
possessionswiththem. Asit isthey have

been despoiled of everything and nat
dlowed to take more than a nomind
sum of marks. And they cannot change
these paper marks in Poland. A specid
relief committee formed in Poland is
endeavouring today to get permisson to
redizethesenotes.

Thedepartees ind ude more than 2,000
children. The first train a Chojnicewas
simply driven to the Polish frontier
stetion and left there. Theofficid s a the
station were asleep, as ho tran was
expected a thet time of night. Among
those who crossd a Zbonszynisan &
year old whose oft-repested request is
that hemay bedlowed todiein his bed.
Thisbatch was expdled from the tran
on the German side of the frontier and
compd led tomakethelast four milesan
foot. They ded arethat they weredriven
by soldiers with a machine-gun, which
now and then fired afew roundsintothe
ar to make the crowd hurry. Disesse
has broken aut among them, especidly
among the chil dren, but medicd ad from
Warsaw today is relieving the didress.
Polesaswd | as Jews havejoined inthe
relief work, especidly a Kaowice.

Gratitudeto Poland.

The Union of Polish Rabbis decided
today to organize a thanksgiving
celebration in connexion with the
twentieth anniversary of the Polish
Republic, cdling upon Jews to express
their thankstothe PolishSatefor giving
Jews equal rights of citizenship, in
contrast with thetrestment Jews receive
dsewhere It isexpected in Warsaw tha
if Germany will not dlow the deportees
to return the Polishnegotiatorsin Berlin
will press for a restitution of ther
possessions, as deep resentment is felt
here, not orly at the inhumean trestment
of the deportees, but dso a having this
amy of destitute unemployed forced
uponthe Republic of Poland.”

4th November 1938:

"EXPELLED POLISH JEWS

NEGOTIATIONSBEGUN I NBERLIN.
Fromour correspondent.

Berlin, Nov. 3.

Officid sof the German Fore gn Office
and Ministry of the Interior today
discussed with a Polish ddegation the
question rai sad by the mass expulsion of
PolishJews from Germany & theend of
| ast week. So far the proceedings which
areexpected to | ast for somedays, have
been confined to generd statements by
representativesof both sides.

The expulsons from Germany were
stopped on threats of reprisds against
GermanslivinginPoland. ThePolesare
understood to have demanded that the
Rei ch shall take back somethousandsof
expdled Jews on the ground that they
are not Polih dtizens, but persons who
have become state ess by reason of |ong
absence from Poland. On the German

Side assurances are desi redthat Jewswho
areat present ditizens of Poland but live
in Germany will not be deprived o the
possibility of returning to Poland by
denationdizing measures on the part of
the Polish Government.”

30th January 1939:
"POLISH JEWSRETURNTO
GERMANY.

TERMSOF AGREEMENT.
Fromour own correspondent.

Warsaw, Jan. 29.

According totheagreement signed by
the representatives of Poland and
Gamany to sdtle the question of the
Polish Jews expdled from Germany at
the end of November, these Jews are to
be dlowed to return to Germany in
trainlceds of aout 1,000, and reman
therefor acertain periodto regu aetheir
dfairs.

They will bed lowed to takewith them
smdl atides of persond jewdry and
trinkets, but sums of money obtained by
theliquidation of effects and busi nesses
will be paid into a bank in Germany
with aview to ther eventud transfer to
Poland in accordance with a sort of
clearing system.

By asecond agreament signed a the
sametimeboth sides undertaketodesi st
from the practice o expeling members
of each other's nationdity from the
fronti er zones, andtorecond derthe cases
of those d ready expd | ed This agreement
appears to apply paticulaly to Poles,
mostly Polish priests, in German Silesia,
many of whom have recently been
deported toother parts of Germany.”

Poland and its Jews

At this point, it appeared that some
agreement had been reached between
the German and Polish governments on
the issue of Polish Jews in Germany.
The agreement was signed a the end of
November but the first notice of this
that | could find was in The Times on
the 30th January 1939 (above). This,
however, was viewed in Poland as a
side-show to the main Jewish problem
which still needed to be addressed. By
this time the growing anti-Semitic
sentiment in Poland was becoming more
vocal in its demand for Government
action.

5th December 1938:
"ANTI-JEWISH FEELING
IN POLAND.
DEMAND FOR EMIGRATION.
Fromour own correspondent.
Warsaw, Dec. 4.

The Jewish question is very much to
theforein War saw today. Passers-by in
dl the main thoroughfares have had
| esfl ets handed to them pointing out thet
Jews ae the enemies of Poland, thet
their fateinPolandis sedl ed, that Poland



must be deared of Jews. These lesflets
are signed "Committee of Radical
Nationdists® and are distributed by
groups of yaung people openly without
let or hindrance. The Warsaw University,
which was dosed afew days ago in
consequence o anti-Jewi sh excesses, is
to remain d osed until after Christmes.

Though the problem of wha to do
withtheJews o Poland where they are
approxi mately one in 10 of the
popuation, is an old one, it has been
forced into freshprominence by theta ks
in London about the posdbilities of
Jewish emigration. The opinion is
frequently heard that no rdief can be
expected from the countries which trest
their Jewswell. Thi sdangerousargument
would gather strength lessrgpidy here,
it is thought, if London showed some
sympahetic understanding for Poland's
Jewishemigraiondamns.

In the Seym yesterday General
Skwarczynski, leader of the Ozon
(Nationd Unity Camp), the mgority an
which the Government depend, cdled
for alarger, bolder policy by the States
in possession of sparsdy populaed
territories Althaugh heded ared that for
economic and culturd ressons Poland
must get rid of her surplus Jews by
he ping them somehow to emigrate, he
abjured anything in the nature of
"anarchicd trestment” of the Jews, as
thiswould be"dientothePolishknightly
spirit."

The Jews expdled last morth from
Germany to Poland are still mostly in a
sorry plight. Therewere about 15,000 0f
whom 2,000 wereunder 17. About 6,000
arestill stranded in a smdl area around
Zbonszyn, on thefrontier. What isto be
done with them eventually nobody
knows and theauthoritieswill notalown
them to penetrate haphazard into
Poland."

23rd December 1938:
"EMIGRATION OF JEWS
FROM POLAND.
VIOLENT METHODS OPPOSED.
Fromour own correspondent.
Warsaw, Dec. 22.

Generd kwarczynski, president of the
Natiord Unity Camp (Ozon), and 15
members of Ozon have presented a
formal interpellation in the Seym
requiring information on the
Government's titude and intentions in
theproblemof the Jaws.

Theinterpelation ded ares tha Ozon
had no sympathy with a policy of
violence and injustice, a policy
incond stent with the nationd honour of
Poland. Some other method must,
however, be found to decrease the
number of Polish Jews by emigration.
The Jews are an undesirable dement,
hampering and hindering the
deve opment of Polish nationd farces,

and Ozon stands for the Pol onizati on of
trade and industry as well as the
emancipation of the culturd and socid
life of Poland from Jewish influence
Ozon, therefore, desirestoknow whether
the Government intend to underteke
anything for the purpose of reducingthe
number of Jews by emigration For this
purpose Poland should have a her
disposd suitable regions and inter-
nationd funds.

Ozon, which has a large mgjority in
the Seym, i sthe arganizationfromwhich
theauthority of the Government springs.
It may therefore be assumed that the
Government intend in the neer futureto
make an impatant staement on the
question of Polish Jews."

Britain and the Polish Jews.
By the Spring of 1939, the Polish
Government had come up with a
proposd to solve its Jewish problem.
This, to dl intents and purposes was
similar to the one worked out some
months earlier between the German and
Polish Governments in deding with the
expatriated Polish Jews from Germany.
One additiond éement was the desire
to induce Britain to be amgor dement
in the solution. Its large Empire and the
fect tha it had control of Pdestine—
which it had promised during the First
World War to dlocate as a new Jewish
homd and—wes the Great Power saviour
that the Polish Government presumed
would be criticd in solving its Jewish
problem. Prime Minister Chamberlain
had already, onthe 31st March 1939, in
a speech to the House of Commons,
given unconditiona support to Poland
in any dispute with Germany. Josef
Beck, Polish Foreégn Minister, visited
London in response to that speech and
the following report in The Times
provides an outline of wha he hoped to
discuss with Chamberlain as a means of
solving his domestic Jewish problem:-

4th April 1939:
"THE JEWS OF POLAND.
A SCHEME OF DISPERSAL.
From Our Warsaw correspondent.

Apart fromquesti ors of war and peace
which have recently arisen, the chief
subject which Colond Beck, Foreign
Minister of Poland, haopes to discuss
during his vidt to London is tha of
emigraion, especidly thet of Poland's
Jews. It is expected tha he will not
merdy ask for space and facilities for
the setlement of emigrantsin theBritich
Empire, but that he will present
comprehensive suggestions and a plan
of hisown.

Many plans have been under
consideration in Warsaw directed
towards "unloading” Poland of her
surplus Jews by mutua consent and

arrangement among the parties
concerned, withaut turning the outcasts
into the world destitute. One of these is
an ingeniousplan toenabletheemigrants
to have a large pat of the bendfits of
their cgpitd when dbroad without the
inconvenience to Poland which would
follow if they were dlowed to take it
withthem.

The disl ocation which would ensue if
theremova of cgpitd wereunrestricted
may be indicated by the fact that Jews
arethechief owners of urban real estate
in Poland. Thereare 3,200,000 of them,
and, though they comprise only 9.8 per
cent of thetotd papulation, they account
for 62 per cent of those engaged in
commerce, 40 per cent of craftsmen, 23.5
per cent of those employed in indudry,
53 per cent of doctars, and 75 per cent

of lawyers.

Bondsfor Praperty.

The plan envissges a "public utility
company” to be set up in Warsaw.
Wesdlthy Jews desirous of emigrating are
to aurrender their property into the safe
keepi ng of this company, by whi chabout
80 per cent of its market vadue will be
booked to the credit of the would-be
emigrant. The remaining 20 per cent is
to besacrificed by himasthefee for his
be ngdlowedto go with his possessors
and to be usad chiefly to fadlitate the
emigration and settlement of poor Jews.
Hewill not, however, bed|owed totake
out the sum booked to his credit, either
in Polish orinforegn currency, bu the
company will issue special bonds,
guaranteed by the company itsdf and
the Bank of Poland. The scheme will,
before being put into operaion, have
been exp a ned toand gpproved by world
Jewry, especidly the Jewish financiers
of theUnited Sates. The bords will thus
acquirearestri cted negotiability autside
Poland.

Theemigantistobedlowed to engage
in cregtive enterprise droad goproved
by the company and dl the other parties
concerned. Fromthe profits to Poland of
his traffic with the homdand he is
gradudly to "acquire merit", o credit,
through whi chthe company’s bonds may
ultimetely beextingui shedtill herecei ves
their equivdent in foreign currency or
something dse of a tangible nature
abroad.
"Pioneers’.

So thet not merdy wedlthy Jews shdl
emigrae, but poor Jens in their hundreds
of thausands thewed thy emigrantswill
beinasense"pionears’ of the movement.
The enterprises they create abroad will
sarve as a receptade and source of
employment for destitute Polish Jews.
Under the management of the company
these will be assisted to go abroad to
hep build up the enterprise of the
pioreers, who will undertake to employ
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onlyor chiefly such labour.

To accomplish dl this the company
would have the territorid facilities not
only in Pdestine hut in some of the
"empty goaces" of the world. This is
wherethe Briti shEmpirecomesintothe
scheme— or theschemeinto the Britich
Empire It is considered tha the new
economic units to be crested will not
disturb the economy of any country.
They will rather become eventudly an
assdt to the warld as new sources not
only of production but of corsumption,
and as centres of employment. By
mekingthis pain andga ning the suppart
of world Jewry, induding particularly
thefinanciers of America, the promoters
hope that they will persuade the British
Government to hep the movement by
providing suitable territories from among
thelr possessions.”

It is difficult to know what was
offered to Poland by Britain interms of
solving its domestic Jewish problem in
return for an dliance. However, it would
gopear tha Colond Beck left Britan
somedays|ater avery satisfied man.

8th April 1939:

"BRITAINAND POLAND.
MUTUAL PLEDGESEXCHANGED.
WIDER AGREEMENT TO COME.

From our Di pl ometi c correspondent.

Colond Beck, the Foreign Mini ster of
Poland, left London yesterday
thoroughly well pleased with his
discussions here On the British sidethe
saidaction is no less degp. A new and
important understanding has been
created: a friendship medecloser.

How far the understand ng goes was
shownby Mr. ChamberlainintheHouse
of Commons onThursday during along
statement drawn up inconsultation with
Colond Beck. Thetwocountries, as Mr.
Chamberlain explained, soon found
themsdves in agreement of certan
generd principes. Therefore they had
agreed to enter into an agreement o a
permanent and reciprocd character to
take the place of the present temporary
and unilaterd assurance give by Greset
Britain to Poland He continued:-

Pending the completion of the
permanent agreement, Colond Beck
gave his Majesty's Government an
assurance that the Polish Government
would consider themsd ves bound under
an obligation to render assigance to his
Mg esty's Government under the same
conditions as those contained in the
temporary assurance dready given by
his Mg esty's Government to Poland.

Defining "Threats".

In other words, Poland would
immediately help Great Britain in
resisting any clear threats to her
independence. The pamanent agree

ment, as Mr. Chamberlain indicated,
would be both more precise and wider
in scope than the temporary; the nature
of likely threats would be more
accuratdy defined. Whereastheinterim
pledges— necessarily drawn up
quickly—refer simplyto "dear thregts,”
the permanent agreement will beframed
to cover any thredt, "direct of indirect.”
Thismay be taken to mean that atacks
on other States considered of vital
interest to one side or the other, or to
both will bebrought within the scope of
the Agreement.

At the same time it is clearly
understood by bath ddestha the Anglo-
Polish Agreement does not preclude
e ther of themfrom reaching agreements
with other countries in the cause of
consolidating peace. During histaks in
London Colond Beck dedared more
than once hisearnest desire to continue
friendly rel ations sofar as possiblewith
bothGermany and Soviet Russia

Late on Thursday night— after
returning from Portsmouth, where he
inspected warships, submarines, and
arcraft-cariers—Col onel Beck cdled to
haveafind longtadk withLord Hdifax
on a few outstanding points and for a
| ast review of the European reactionsto
the Anglo-Polish Agreement.

Col. Beck's Optimism

In conversation a hishotd afterwards
Colond Beck sad that for themost part
the clear declaration which Mr.
Chamberlain had announced in the
House, and which had been agreed on
by bothsides, spokefor itsdf.

Agreaement, he added, had been made
essier because of the simple fact tha
both sides had the same anxiety to
preserve peace, and both had fdt ittheir
duty to express their ideas and the
solidarity of their interestsinad ear and
outgpoken ded aration.

"l ammost optimistic,” hesad, "about
the possi bil iti es of permanent and stable
cooperation between our two
Governments and countries.”

Asked about Poland's rddions with
Gearmany and with other countries of
Europe as a result o the agreement,
Colond Beck smilingly said that hewas
ne ther aprophet nar the sonof aprophet,
but he had hopes and one thing was
dear—Polish policy had been quite
simplein the pest; shedid not conclude
contradictory pacts; and now when she
was enlarging her obligations she had
not dore anything thet contradi cted any
previousagreement.

On Soviet Russia he said that Polish-
Soviet rdaions had been regulated by
the Pact of Non-Aggession of 1932,
redefined in 1933 On Rumaniahe said
that collaboration with her was entirdy
logicd; as she was an dly of Poland's
naturdly the Polish Government would

discuss directly with her dl questi ons of
common interest.

Privatey Colond Beck said how much
he had gppreciated the direct manner in
which thetd ksand dl his contactshere
had been conducted. In paticular the
character and evident purpose of both
Mr. Chamberlain and Lard Hdifax had
clearly mede adesp impression on him.

ThePolishJews.

On Thursday afterncon, while Colanel
Beck was seeing theHeat a Portsmotth,
the Polish Ambassador cdled a the
Foreign Office to settle one or two
detals Afterwards it was learned that
during hi sconversat onswi th the British
Ministers Colord Beck had expressed
his desire that any internationd efforts
for tresting the Jewish problem should
be mede to incdude Polish Jews. He
hoped thet Jawi sh emi grantsfrom Pol and
would havether due hareinany scheme
worked out for settl ement abroad. At the
saretimehesa dtha he had been asked
by the Rumanian Government to draw
atention to their own similar problem.
Colord Beck was assuredthet the British
Government were wel aware of the
Polish and Rumanian difficulties and
would be ready & any time to examine
proposd s for a lution of them as part
of thewhol e problem.

Mr. Oliver Hardy, representing the
Secretary of Sate for Foreign Affairs,
and Sr Alexander Cadogan were a the
station when Colond Beck |eft London
yesterday. It islearned thet hewill travel
direct to Warsaw.

M. Tilea, the Rumani an Minister, who
went to Bucharest a fortnight ago for
discussions with his Government,
returned to London on Thursday evening
and called at the Foreign Office
yesterday "

No further publicreport was made on
thequestion of Britain'srolein the Polish
Jewish problem. It is inconceivable
however, that given the importance
atached to solving the problem by the
Polish Government, and the fact that it
viewed Britan as a criticd dement in
this solution, that thiswas not discussed
in some detal at the meetings with the
British. Thereisd so a strong indication
in thefind dement of the above report
that Polish expectations on the subject
were discussed and that Britain gavethe
impression that itwas prepared to accept
acriticd rolein any proposed solution.
How else are we to understand the
staement, "Colond Beck was assured
that the British Government were wdl
aware of the Polish and Rumanian
difficulties and would be ready at any
timeto examineproposal sfor a solution
of them as part of the whole problem'?
There islittle doubt that Colond Beck
completed his discussions with the



Britishwith thecdear understanding that
Britain would hep it to solveits Jewish
problem.

Of course Britain had no such inten-
tion. It had exacerbated the predicament
of European Jewry through its First
World War twin strategy of destroying
the Austro-Hungarian Empire and
offering Palestine as the Jewish
home and. This had theeffect of stirring
up nationdist passions in the Centrd
European countries while a the same
timeloosening the tieswhich bound the
indigenous Jewish populéions to ther
respective nationd areas. It was not
simply a question that by offering
Pdestine as a homdand it encouraged
European Jewry to turn ther alegiances
from their domestic states towards
Pdestine—dl thing being equal, most
Jewish peoples would have preferred to
remain in Europe despite their spiritua
afinity with thebiblicd lands—it was
themorecriticd fact that the anti-Semitic
feelings generated by the overdl situa

tion now had a ready-made solution
which could be couched in more
humanitarian language There was now
aphysicd location to which they could
be offloaded. Britan encouraged this
sentiment when it suited its policy of
building up dlies aganst Germany but
it knew dl dong that it was encouraging
unrealistic expectations.

There is little doubt that, if Germany
had acquiesced in its encirdement and
had not invaded Poland, the build up of
anti-Semitic sentiment in that country
would have made it impossibleto avoid
some kind of sodd explosion. In many
ways Germany's responseto theBritish-
Polish agreement got Britain off the
hook. History could now betaught in a
way which depicted Britain'sroleinthe
Second World War as a noble fight
aganst anti-Semitism while its actual
role in encouraging that anti-Semitism
(inits desire to gan anti-German allies
inthebuild up to that War) could remain
hidden in the chronol ogy.

The Sunday Business Post caried a
flimsy pretence of a review of the
Aubane book on Coolacrease, but soon
dropped the pretence of reviewing and
launched into a denunciation of Aubane
(reveding that it had had a connection
with BICO) and of me in paticular.
There was nothing surprising in tha.
The only surprise was tha the SBP had
been given a Review copy. When |
enquired, | was told it was because it
had asked for one. It doesn't seem much
of areason tome

When Athol Books began to issue
books (as distinct from pamphlets), the
Irish Times asked for review copies. But
it never reviewed the books—and it was
not sensible to expect that it would. A
letter was sent to the Literary Editor
(James Downey asfa as | remember),
pointing out that it olicited books but
then did not even mention them. He
replied that the paper was under no
obligation to review books received.
Tha was indisputable. what he did not
seem able to get his mind around was
that Athol Books was under no obliga
tion to send booksto animportant paper
likethelrish Times. Theideaof anlrish
publisher not caring a straw about the
Irish Timeswas beyond his comprehen-
sion, eventhough it was afact that some
of the biggest best-sdlers became best
sdlerswithaut thehd p of asinglereview
in any of the pagpers—a fact which says
alot aout Ireland. Anyhow, the Irish
Times had to buy these books after tha,

Brendan Clifford

Coolacrease And The Sunday Business Post

instead of being sent them free in the
absurd hopethat they might review them.

The SBP joined the Irish Times in
seeking out Aubanein order to denounce
it seven or eight years ago; that being
the only review the Society ever got in
either. What gave offence was the
inclusion of Elizabeth Bowen in the
North Cork Anthol ogy in Derridian form.
Shewas present sous erasurewhich was
a device invented by Derrida. We
translated the term and presented her
"inddeted form*. And not one of those
smart Alecs in the Dublin press
recogni sed the distinctive device of that
very influentid Europeanintdlectud.

The SBP was founded by one of the
Kiberd brothers, and we were denounced
in it by Mary Ellen Synon, who was
later obliged to take a holiday after
ridiculing the Olympics for thedisabl ed.
The other Kiberd brother, who wrote a
book called Inventing Irdland, cdled us
"nutters” on Radio Eireann. He too
faled to recognise how up to date we
were in entering Bowen in Derridian
form.

The SBP was founded to be a
nationdist paper, and was sold for profit
ater it became a commercid success.
Butitremained naiondist. It wasniche
nationdist. Tom McGurk of theBefast
Peoplés Democracy of the 1969 era
was associaed withit, and | believe was
Editor for awhile

In view of the offencethat | gave to
the entire spectrum of naiondism, and

to the Peopl€s Democracy in paticular,
with the"two nations" theory during the
Autumn and Winter of 1969-70, it was
unreasonable to expect anything but
condemnation and misrepresentation of
anything | was connected with. Forty
years later the hurt is still fdt, and the
fact that if you look a the substance of
the matter events hgppened with what |
sad was the case, rather than with what
they said, only makes it worse.
Subjectivism rules in that region, and |
have always fdt it was best to let it
fester in peace, avert my eyes, and carry
on.

The reason | take note of it in this
instance is that the exposé of mein the
SBP as a two-nationist was written by
an Ul ster Ulster U nionist, Stephen King,
who was David Trimblées advise—or
hi s co-advi ser, d ong with Eoghan Harris,
Professor the Lord Bew and Professor
Petterson.

It was sad by May Kenny in the
Independent that | was associated with
Trimble and had been an influence on
him. This was repeated in a big
biography of Trimblejust as the Unionist
Party was collapsing under his
leadership. | assumethat the source is
Trimblehimsdf, but thereisnot an atom
of truth init.

King says that | once described
"loyalism" as"avariant of fascism'. No
doubt | did describe certain loyalist
tendencies asfascist, becausethey were
fascist, whether daiming to beso or just
being so. But King'sphrasing issloppy
and | supposeitisintended to mislead.

Mainstream Ulster Unionism, during
thetime | was in Bdfast, | regarded as
anything but fascist, particulaly under
the leadership of Faulkner and
Molyneux. When a substentid fascist
strain after Stormont was abolished in
1972, it was seen off by Molyneux and
the Rev. Matin Smyth, largey by use
of the Orange Order.

| had two meetings with Trimble,
twenty years gpart. He was a student a
the first. we had a brief discussion,
which obviously had no influence on
him because a couple of years laer he
gpopeared as one of the firebrands of
William Crag's Vanguard movement. |
regarded Vanguard as fascist.

Twenty years later | met Trimble
agan. May McAleese brought a libe
action aganst me for publishing an
atide by asolicitor saying tha she had
got ajobinthelaw profession for which
shewas not qudified. | discovered tha
she had not applied for the job in the
first instance, knowing that she was not
qudified. Then, when nobody with the
requisite qualifications applied for the
job, her application was solicited, asswas
an application from Trimble. This
procedure was in breach of the Far
Employment rules then being enforced,
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but it was not she who breached them.
Neverthdess, it was she who sued. |
asked for ameeting with Trimble to get
detals for my Defence. Our discussion
kept strictly to the details of that
gppointment.

After a number of Court hearings,
McAleese dropped the action without
damages or costs. Then she became
President of therepublic and biogrgphies
of her began to misrepresent thecase. |
responded by publishing the Pleadings
in the action and surrounding detals.
And now Trimbl€s adviser says that
McAleeseisone of my "particular hate
figures'.

One thing tha inclined me to give
McAleese away out short of the Trial
was Trimble's nomination for a safe
Unionist seet. Trimble the passed-over
law lecturer, was one thing. Trimble
the Unionist MP was quiteanother. And
then Trimble became Party |eader.

At the time of his dection | sad in
the Irish Political Review why his
leadership was likdy to be disastrous
for the Party. | never wrote a word in
support of him. And he never showed
any sign of being influenced by me.

Here, togive the flavour, isasample
of this Unionist/Nationdist 'review' of
Coolacrease, abook which is made up
of documents and details about a
paticular 'incident':

"Their detractors dismissed them as
“‘thePeking Lodge’, and accused them
of providing theintd | ectua ammunition
for the UDA’s gurs. Think of any of the
far |eft’'s pet causes in the 1970s and
1980s and BICO could berdied upon to
take the opposite stance. The
Birmingham Sx, Sean South and Mary
McAl eese were some of their particular
hatefigures.

"Andthen jug as everyonedsestarted
meking peace, BICO cried foul. In its
Aubane guise, it decided to occupy the
ideologicd acevacaed by FanmaFal
in about 1957. The unionigs had ceased
beng unionist, so why should BICO/
Aubanedefend them?

"What others seeas a new maturity in
Irish nationdian, BICO interprets as a
betrayd of thei rdependence movement.
The good guys now are Islamists Snn
Fén, Robeat Mugabe and Casement
forgery theorists. All that remains of the
old BICOisthevigour with which those
who dare to disagree with them ae
denounced.

"Such spectacul ar flip-fl gps bring wry
smilesto thelips of BICO-wetchers."

Suchistherefutation by the SBPof a
reasoned analysis of unfounded
dlegaionsabout aparticularincident in
the War of Independence

| know there was an assumption
amongst Unionists that anyone who

made a case for them against John
Redmond on the Home Rul eissue must
as a matter of course disparage
nationdist Irdand and be committed to
rigging acase against it. | did my best
to get them to understand that such was
not thecasewith me. | published books
about the history of Catholic Ireland at
thesametimeas| did 9 about Protestant
Ulster, allowing each its actual
devel opment.

No reciprocd effort was made from
within Unionism to depict the nationd
devd opment of the Cathdic community.
And Trimble and his Queen's Young
Unionists were outlandish when they
tried to say something about Catholic
Ireland.

That Unioni st assumpti on was mirror-
imaged on the nationalist side. To
Haris's mind, in the early seventies, |
had to be either an Orange bigot or an
Orange stooge in order to be ale to
makeadefenceof the Ul ster Protestants.
Since those days he has flipped over
and become wha he said | must be, but
themindset remains thesame.

Unionism, inwhatever slight attempt
it madeto understand nationdist Ird and,
never got beyond the conviction that it
must be evil—and tha conviction wes
reinforced by the conversion of C.C.
O'Brien and Senator Harris. It wasnot a
conviction tha | ever gave comfort to,
and therefore | was never acceptable.

The Unionists dearly thought that
Harris had presented them with awinner
with his story of the Pearson killings.
Coolacrease was designated astheanvil
on which the Republican spirit would
bebroken, and itsevil made clear tothe
world. See for example, David Adams
in the Irish Times. If they had asked
me, who David Trimbleis saidto admire,
| would havetold them it wasn't so. But
they did not ask my advice on this, any
more than they ever did on anything.
But, since they insisted on
misunderstanding me, | can understand
their resentment that | should have
played apat inshatering ther anvil.

The SBP passes remarks about the
world of "micro-groups’ from which
BICO emerged, but its review' be ongs
to that world, with its characteristic
inability to deal with a conditional
statement about a particular, supported
by evidence, dong with its insuppres-
sible urge towar ds misrepresentetion in
the form of wild extrgoolaion. For
example: "In Aubane's version of
history, land was never an issue in
Offaly, and Pratestants per sewer e never
troubled by the IRA". The book does
not say that land was never an issuein
Offaly. Nodoubt it wasanissueduring
the land war some decades before, but

no evidence could be found tha the
killing of the Pearsons had to do with
land, rather than with their military
attivity in support of the Crown. And
no evidence could be found that
Protestants who did not act against the
Army of the Republic were interfered
with by it.

Refutation of the case made in the
Coolacrease book is essy. All it needs
is evidence of land-grabbing connected
with Republican activity in that part of
Ireland then; and evidence of Repub-
lican attacks on Protestants in
Coolacrease who did not engage in
adtivity against thelRA. If theSBP had
evidence of either, | assume it would
have publishedit.

Then: "the Pearsonshad crossed the
IRA and deserved to die, no ifsor buts,
full dop. One shudders to think what
kind of programme Aubanes members
themselves would produce, given the
chance". Not a programme in which
old sectarianism is groundlessly stirred
up, | imagine

With regard to the legitimacy of the
killings, this is an inescgpable case of
Either/Or. Was legitimate political
power in June 1921 Imperial or
Democraic? | always found it curious
how Ulster Unionists fdt deeply about
numbers and democracy in certain
directions, but those fedings switched
off automatically when they looked in
other directions.

The SBP says that we stopped
defending unionists because "the
unionists had ceased being unionists'.
It's news to me that we stopped
defending them in thesense of retracting
the historicd case we made for them
when the entire body of nationalist
opinion was hostile to them. But, what
need istheref or amicro-group to defend
them now, when naiondist Irdand has
(resentfully) given into thecasethat we
made then?

| concluded, after about twenty years
of trying to get Unionism to be British,
that it was a hopeess case. It was un-
alterably hostile to the movement to
normdise the Six Counties within the
paty politics of the British Sate. As
that movement was beginning to makea
strong impression, it was effectivey
sabotaged.  Unionism was insistent on
confining itsdf within the comfort of
the Unionist family, where there is no
place for Catholics. It preferred the life
of communa antagonism. My purpose
from the start was to find a way of
displacing that antagoni sm with another
one

A find matter. The SBP says that |
founded BICO. Lest thisshould passas
astaement of fact, | deny it. Insofar as



BICO can be said to have had a founder,
it was Pat Murphy. | doubt that it would
have been founded but for him. | knew
little about Irdand apart from the sdf-
sufficient world of Slieve Luacra. He
explaned it to me. And it was through
his rigorous cross-examination of
Desmond Greaves about the usefulness
—the purpose—of careful sectarian
head- counting in Northern Irdand, and
Greaves'sfalure to outlineanything like
aredisticpurpose, tha | got ahandleon
the North. (Tha was around 1963, |
reckon.)

| did not found things. | only went
adong with them. Theonly thing | ever
founded was a piece of eccentricity
cdled A Bdfast Magazine. And now
that is brought up aganst me by the
strange Unionist/Naionalist amagam
that defends Senator Harris's
Coolacrease broadcast in the only way
it knows how.

Thefollowing wassubmitted to the
Sunday Bus ness Postin answer to anad
hominemreview by Steven King of
Coolaa ease, The True Sory of the
Pearson Executions in Co. Offaly,
an Incident in the War of

Independence. It did not appear.

A responseto Steven King's
review of 'Coolacrease—the true
story of the Pearson Executions

Last Week (November 30) David
Trimbl€sformer adviser, Steven King,
abandoned the book he was supposed
to bereviewing: 'Coolacrease—thetrue
story of the Pearson Executions
(Aubane 2008). A third of the way
through he decided instead to atack it
by writing derisively about the
publisher, the Aubane Historical
Society. King accused them of
occupying 'ideol ogical space' that
Fianna Fal abandoned in favour of 'a
new maurity... inabout 1957'.

That date is apt, but not for the
reason Steven King promotes. 1n 1957
Gollancz published 'The Indivisible
Island', by Frank Gallagher, first Editor
of The Irish Press, supporter of Eamon
deValera, and author of Bertie Ahern's
favourite Irish history book "The Four
Glorious Years (1953). During theearly
1950s Gallagher had been tasked,
alongside then fellow civil servant
Conor Cruise O'Brien, with producing
Anti-partition propaganda 1957 marked
a change from a blunderbuss approach
to targeted research. Professor John
Whyte of Queens University Befast
sad of 'The Indivisible Island’ in 1983
that itwas"still themaost comprehensive
atack ever published on the unionist
record {in Northern Ireland}, and is

usudly reliable on matters of fact".

Also in 1957 Ireland's permanent
representative at the UN, Frederick
Boland, wroteto O'Brien, who was by
now an Irish diplomat. Just like
Gdlagher, Boland wondered whether it
might bebetter to concentrate on "some
paticular aspect of patition on which
we could make an effective showing".
O'Brien suggested thed |l ocation of local
authority housing as an area that might
expose unionist discrimination. Therest,
as they say, is history. The exposure of
such faults led to the crisis tha blew up
in everyones face in 1968. Gallagher's
gpproach was theone taken up by those
who went on to form the Northern
Irdand Civil RightsAssociaionin 1967.
FiannaFal became deraled inthemid-
1960s by Unionist Prime Minister
Terence O'Neil's promiseof reform, one
O'Nell did not fulfil.

Whatever of nationdist 'maturity’,
Northern Ireland's permanently
governing Unionist Paty exhibited its
own brand between 1959 and 1961. It
debated whether Roman Catholics
should bedlowedtojoin theexdusivey
Protestant party, but resolved in the end
to leave the status quo intact. Northern
Ireland's longest serving and its last
PrimeMinisters, Basil Brookeand Brian
Faulkner, agreed. Faulkner suggested
that, though most Catholics were not
republicans, they were 'good nationd-
ists. That was bad enough for him.
Papists could not openly join a party
that denied them equdity injobs, houses
and votes. One eccentric managed to
join secretly soon afterwards though.

This brings me back to the subject,
ostensibly, of Steven King's review, the
Coolacrease book. Itis about the IRA's
killing two members of a small
fundamentalist Protestant sect, brothers
named Pearson, in Offady in late June
1921. Frank Gdlagher'sequally popular
and influentid 'The Four Glorious Years
noted attempts by British propagandists
to pin a sectaian labd on republican
forces during the War of I ndependence.
An October 2007 RTE 'Hidden History'
programme on the Pearson killings,
which the Cool acrease book cha lenges,
was, ironicdly, amodern exerciseinthe
same propaganda tradition. The
Coolacrease book establishes that,
whaever critidism may be made (over
87 years later) of the manner of the
killings, they were devoid of any
sectarian intent or of any fixaion on
Pearson farmland.

It is not as though these issues were
not debated thoroughly during the 1920-
22 period. It was mainly southern
Protestants who rgected publidy and
emphaticaly northern unionig assertions
that southern Protestants suff ered in any
form the type of treetment meted out to

Catholics in Northern Ireland. The
Coolacrease book effectivdy puts the
case put then by southern Protestants to
amodern audience. It is a reflection of
the sad state of historical commentary
in Irdand today tha this is the truly
hidden history. | exempt the Sunday
Business Post television reviewer,
Emmanued Keogh. He produced by far
themost intdligent evaluation of RTE's
'Hidden History' programme (‘When
history and hearsay collide, October 28,
2007).

King makes much of a rgection by
the Broadcasting Complaints
Commission of acomplant against the
documentary. However, thedecision was
made purely in the context of broad-
casting bdance. The Commission fdt
itsdf incompetent and d so legdly barred
from consideration of historical fact and
interpretation. As the book reproduces
the entire documentary narrative,
together withorigind documents ignored
by the RTE programme, resders may
come to their own condusions.

| understand why, in the
crcumstances, Steven King was unable
to rise above his own brand of
ideological immaturity. Once, King
explained, the publishers had been
friendly to the unionist cause, but not
any more. | wonder why? Something |
read in the magazine the 'reviewer'
mentioned, The Irish Political Review,
gives a due The playwright, Wilson
John Haire wrote on pro-unionist
mextings he atended during the 1970s,
a the height of the Troubles. Speskers
uttered thoughts they expected to be
consi dered seriously. They weretypicd-
ly tothe effect tha Catholic mothers of
ten were dropping babies every six
months in a furious quest to out breed
Northern Ireland's Protestant and
therefore unionist mgority. The writer
concluded regretfully that such rep-
resentativeideol ogues were not ready to
be integrated into the democratic
structures of the British state 1, for my
part, am happy to wed comethem into an
Irish one, wher ethe passage of timewill
demonstratethefatuity of many unionist
presumptions. In the meantime, |
recommend for Christmas thebook King
largdy ignored, 'Cooleacrease, the true
story of the Pearson executions (Aubane
2008).
Niall Mechan
Author, with Brian Murphy, of "Troubled
History—atenth anniversary critique of
Peter Hart's The IRA and its Enemies
Aubane 2008).

The Cool acrease book costs €20/ £20
and can be obtained from the publisher
(page 3) or from

www.atholbooks.org
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FATHER AIDAN TROY, thepriest
who went to the defence of besieged
Catholic school girlsin Befast's Ardoyne
ater Loyalistsattacksismoving to Paris,
as a chaplain to English-speaking
residents there.

Fr. Troy became a household name
seven years ago during the highly-
publicised Loydist blockade of Holy
Cross girls' primary school in the
Caholic endave of north Belfast.

As Charman of the School Govern-
ors, the Wicklow-born cleric
accompanied the young children to and
from theschool daily, sharing with them
andther parentsLoydist jeers, misdles
and even a blast bomb.

Fr. Troy's moveto Paris was decided
by his religious superiors a a top-level
medting in Larne last June of the Order
of Passionist priests, of which he is a
member.

Fr. Troy admitted that he would
prefer to stay in his high-profile post in
Bdfast, but, as ardigiouswho took the
vow of obedience, hewas bowing tothe
decision of hissuperiors.

"Thereareother priestsand minigers
who haveto changether postings and
will not endup inas beautiful acity as
| am going to.

"l was seven yearsin Rome before |
care here, and when | was asked to
come to Belfast, | thought it was the
maddest suggestion. It has ended up
be ng the best seven years of my life
as apiest, and | have no hesitation in
sayingthat."

Fr. Troy last hit the headlines in
January, when he publicly attacked
Cadind Desmond Connd I's High Court
moveto prevent agovernment-appointed
investigation into the Archdiocese of
Dublin examining sensitive files on
paedophile priests.

He prai sed the Ar chbishop of Dublin
Diarmuid Martin for doing "the
honourable, correct and gospe thing"
by releasing thesensitivefiles.
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Church Schools
"THE HEAD OF the Anglican

P
A
T

community in Dublin and Wicklow
has said thet thereis ared andjustified
demand for schools under church
patronage.

"In agtrong defence of the cortinued
role of dl churches in education, the
Archbishop of Dublin and Glenda
lough, Jom Neill, yesterday pleaded
with the Government to maintain its
financid support to Protestant and

Catholic-run schools." (Irish
Independent-15.10.2008)
"School s under the petronage o the

Christian churches would seem now
to be in danger of becoming less
significant in the planning of, and
provisonof, new schoolsand are less
likely to be afforded the chance to
deveop than are other schools,” the
Archbishop warned.

But he stressed that the Church of
Ireland was not opposed to new modd's
of patronage that are emerging in
growing suburban areas to cater for
people of no rdigious persuasion and
for the Muslim and other faith
communities.

Whilewel coming the"encour aging”
devedopment of a new school building
in Bdbriggan, the Archbishop sad it
was very important that the choice of a
Church of Irdand school remained a
real option in areas which could not
sustain a 16-teacher primary school.

"Like the Roman Cathdic Church,
the Church of Irdand is insigent that
in today's Irdand, an Irdand which
though pludistic and increasingly
secular, there remains a red demand
for, and j ustifi cationfor schools under

Church patronage’, sad Archbishop

Neill.
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Bible

CARDINAL SEAN BRADY has
sad Catholics should imitate Protestants
by having a Bible in ther home and
read it often as afamily.

The Caholic Primate of All Ireland
and Archbishop of Armagh was gpesking
on 14th October 2008 in Romeat aworld
synod of Catholic bishops convened by

Pope Benedict XVI for a month-long
discussiononthe Bible

"Last night, Church sourcesinRome
told the Irish Independent that Pope
Benedict noted Dr Brady's comment,
which came the day after the
Archbishop of Dublin Diarmuid Martin
sad that the Bible was "dmost dien
territory” for Irish Caholics. In his
inaugurd address to the synod, Dr
Brady said that the contribution of the
Protestant tradition to Biblical
scholarship had been immense.”
(15.10.2008)

"It may assig theheding of memory
to affirm that the emphasis in the
Reformation on improving access to
the Scri ptures was agood from which
al Christians have benefited,” thelrish
Primate suggested.

Dr. Brady spokeof hisexperience a
an Easter meeting with Irish Protestants
when they washed each other'sfeet while
they listened to the account of how Jesus
washed the feet of his disciples a the
Last Supper.

"This strong experientid ritud of
'inter-communion’ in the Word took
us to a new leve of persond and
ecdesid commitment,” he sad. He
sad he hoped the synod would come
up with ways of using modern
technology to convey the Church's
globa message. (Irish Independent-
15.10.2008)
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THE DOMINICAN SCHOLAR
and activist, Father Austin Flannery
died on October 21st, 2008.

Born a Rear Cross in Co Tipperary
in 1925, Liam Flannery - Austinwasthe
name hetook inrdigion - was educated
a St Flannan's in Ennis, where two of
his contemporaries were Kevin
McNamara, later archbishop of Dublin,
and Tomés Mac Giolla, laer president
of Sinn Fén and two of its successor
paties.

His vocation to the Dominicans in
1943 thenled himto StMary's, Tdlaght,
and onward to Blackfriars, Oxford and
to theAngdicum in Rome

He was ordained in 1950, and
subsequently taught theology for two
years & Glenstd Abbey. In 1957, he
becameeditor of the Dominican journal
Doctrine and Life

Hehad been involved for many years
in the Irish Anti-Aparthed Movement,
of which he became successively
chairman and, in 1981, president. In 1983
he was involved with many others in
opposition to the Crimind Justice Bill
of that year, an issue which was cosdy
linked to his constant concern for cvil
liberties in anumber of other important
areas—prisons, socid justice, and the
powers being given to the police



It was an unlikely alliance, that
between Dominican priest Fr Austin
Flannery and the lae generd secretary
of the Communist Party of Ireland,
Michad O'Riordan.

But, in the words of Mr O'Riordan’s
daughter Brenda, quoted by Fr.
Hannery's brother, Jimmy, & hisrequiem
Mass in Dublin, "when nobody saw the
link between true communism and true
Christianity, he{Fr Flannery} and Dad
{Mr O'Riordan} confounded thetheorists
and shared many a common platform
on social justice issues."

Mr. Flannery recdled how the late
tradeunionist Michad Mullen had asked
him "how Austin was, as heappeared to
have become quiet on issues. | said,
'‘Austin is becoming conservative with
age. Micky's reply was, 'Austin is not
changing—society isand is catching up
with histhinking'."

Austin Flannery was born 10th
January 1925 and died 21st Octaber 2008
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Marriage Law

THE GOVERNMENT COULD
faceamgor legal chdlengeinthecourts
led by the Catholic Church and lay
bodies, the Primate of All Ireland and
Archbishop of Armagh, Cadind Seen
Brady has warned.

The prospect of the biggest Church-
Stete clash since the ratificaion of the
Congtitution in 1937 was signaled by
the Cardinal, when he threatened to
mobilise church and public opposition
to themost fundamenta changein family
law planned by agovernmentin 81years.

Thelrish government will bemaking
the same mistekes as Britan and the
U.S. if it brings in legislaion to give
cohabiting couples the same rights as
maried couples, the Cardind waned
on November 5, 2008.

In atrenchant defence of marriage,
the Archbishop of Armagh said
internationd surveys showed children
born outsideof marriage aremore likdy
to be unemployed, use drugs or get
involved incrime.

Dr. Brady told the Ceifin Conference
in Co Clare that the Government is
undermining thewill of God if it doesn't
protect the specid status of marriage in
the Constitution.

"Ireland looks set to repeat the
mistakes of sodieties like Britain and
the U.S by introducing legislation
which will promote cohabitation,
remove most incentives to marry and
grant same-sex couples the samerights
as mariage in dl bu adoption” he
sad.

The Government published its Civil
Partnership Bill last June and it is
expected to become law during 2009.
However, many Fianna Fal TDs are

opposedto it.

Dr. Brady said thelegislation would
dissolve the spedid status of mariage
between a man and woman enshrined in
the Constitution. "If we havethegood of
children and of society at heart thenitis
also clear that we need to try and
maxi mise the number of children being
raised bya married mother and father”,
headded.

Any change in the current laws
would signd the greatest revolution in
the history of the Irish family, he told
hisaudience. "But will it bearevolution
which promotes the common good of
our society?

"Will it redly help children and
married couples o will it further erode
marriage a atime when research and
experience point to the value of
marri age for children and society?

"The priority of the family over
society and over the State has to be
resffirmed.”

Dr. Brady cited studiesin Britain and
theUS that suggested that children born
outside of mariage are more likdy to
suffer family breakdown, do worse at
school, suffer poorer health and face
problems of unemployment, drugs and
crime.

'‘Woodstock' Apology:

Dueto pressure of space we have been obliged to hold over Part Two of thereport
on Woodstock, aswell as Part Three of our series on the Land War in Cork.
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Editorial

Obituary

Conor Cruise O'Brien

Conor Cruise O'Brien wrote Anti-
Pattition propaganda as a civil servant
in the Depatment of Externd Affars
for many years. Then he served on the
Irish diplomatic mission & the United
Nations and took part in General Secre-
tary Hammar skjod d's ambiti ous attempt
to break free of Security Council
authority and maintain the integrity of
theBd gian Congo when Bdgium, after
merdy exploiting it for generations, then
withdrew abruptly leaving theplaceina
mess, with a view to carving it up in
dliance with local warlords. ThePrime
Miniger of thediscarded Bd gian Congo,
Patrice Lumumba, was assassinated in
the local feuding manipulated by
Bdgium, and Hammarskjodd died in
suspicious circumstances. UN
orthodoxy was restored.

O'Brien then became a kind of
international revolutionary in the
medium of ideology. He served for a
while as an academic in Dr. Nkrumah's
one-party state in Ghana, where
"Consciencism' was theofficid medium
of thought. We have entirdy forgotten
what Consciendsm was.

He then played some part in the
internationd leftism associaed with the
Civil Rights movement in America,
before returning to Irdand, joining the
Labour Party, and contesting the 1969
Election under the Socialism In the
Seventies slogan. He made an unfortu-
nate remak about Ireland becoming
Europées Cuba, apparently not appreci-
aing that, asthelrish 'pessants had taken
over the land from the landlords sixty
years earlier, the Cuban analogy raised
the prospect of its be ng taken from them
by the State. In this matter everything
depends who the stete istaking the land
away from. Land nationdisationwould
no doubt have been popular in 1848, but
it was guaranteed to lose an dection in
1969.

OBrien then embarked on a very
confused career in Irish politics.
Through pa nful experienceintheearly-
1960s, hegrasped theimportant fact that
theidea of theUnited nationssoldto the
populace was bogus, and he held onto
it. For the rest he was confused and
confusing.

Heseemed to have been outraged by
thecrisisbrought about by Britaininthe
Northin August 1969; but then he went
aound to the British Embassy to tdl

them suspi ¢ ousci rcumstances surround-
ing aCivil Rights office in Monaghan!

Her g ected the 'two-nations' view of
the North. That was understandable in
view of his description of the Ulster
Protestants as"colons' inabook that he
wrote around that time. The term
"colon" was wel understood then and it
caried definiteimplications. Thecolons
were the French in Algeria who went
into rebellion when France began to
conciliate Algerian nationalism. De
Gaullebrokethe colon rebdlion and the
French settlers who woul d not recogni se
Algerian sovereignty were repatriated.
There was no 'two naions gopeasement
there.

In 1974 O'Brien was Coalition
spokesman for the North, where there
was a power-sharing Government under
Sunningddeterms. A Coundil of Irdand
was to accompany Sunningdde. The
Unionists understood that there was a
deal that the Constitution's daim of
sovereign right over the North wasto be
dropped as part of thenew arrangement.
Kevin Boland took legal action against
Sunningdde as being in breach of the
Constitution. The Codition defencewas
tha the Constitutiond dam remained
in place, and that it had only agreed not
to enforce it during its period in office.
This statement was carried in the
Unionist papers in the North, and it led
to asurgeof opposition to theestablish-
ment of the Council of Irdand. The
Codition then had the choice of putting
the Council onthelong finger, or cdling
areferendum to withdraw the assertion
of soveregnty. The Coalition decided
to do nether, and O'Brien was particul -
aly insistent on pushing shead with the
whole Sunningdale package, even
though the Unionists had a reasonable
case with regard to the Council. The
whole Sunningdd e set-up then col | gpsed
in the face of aUnionist General Strike
aganst itin May.

OBrien laer explained why he had
been against the cdling of areferendum
on the soveregnty daim. Hesad that
only Hanna Fail coulddo such athing.

This was an almost explicit recog-
nition of FiannaFail as the hegemonic
paty of the state and of the inferior
status, defacto, of the Opposition parties.
Rationdly this should have led him to
sek to enhance thestatus of theL abour
Party by making itaplayer ontheground

mastered by Fianna Fal. It led him
instead into an incoherent and dis-
gruntled denial of the fundamentd fact
which hehad acknowl edged in amoment
of practical decision in the handling of
politicd power. From that point on, he
marginalised himself and all who
followed him.

He lost his seat in 1977, and in
retirement he wrote a book about
Edmund Burke tha was launched by
President Robinson at the Aras, and
declared himsdf a "Burkean". Burkes
politicd philosophy said that the present
was an ephemerd interlude between past
and future in which a sense of direction
was got from tradition and not from
generd principles. And he urged tha,
when ref orms wererequired, they should
be done with the purpose of keeping the
inherited system functiond. A Burkean
politician was coming to the fore as
O'Brien retired to philosophise—and
O'Brien was consumed with hatred of
him. Charles Haughey devised "Irish
solutions for Irish problems". Nothing
could be more Burkeen than that.

Long before that, in the early
seventies, when the difference was no
more than a hint, Haughey had said
O'Brien was on the way to an empty
liberdismthat was sod dly dysfunctiond
while effective liberalism did not
displace tradition but modified it and
keptitalive

In hisirrationa hatred of Haughey,
O'Brien was driven towardstheabstract
principles of the French Enlightenment
that Burke hated and that O'Brien hated
when writing about Burke and forgetting
for themoment that Haughey existed.

O'Brien's achievement as Cabinet
Minister was to ban traditiond Repub-
lican culturefrom thearwaves asgiving
ad and comfort to the Provos. The
eff et of this was to confer the heritage
of generaions of Republican culture on
the Provos.

He never looked squarely a what
Northern Ireland was as a political
structure and a the position inwhich it
put the Catholic community. He hated
the Provos and despised the SDLP. His
policy, if hecan besaid to have had one,
seems to have been that the Northern
Catholics should betaken in hand firmly
and restored to a quiet, sullen subordin-
aion.

Hejoined amargind Unionist Party
but was unableto toethe line. When he
made some remark that was identified
as Fenian by those experts on Fenianism,
somebody in theleadership of Trimbles
Unionist Party pointed out that that was
what happened when you brought a
cuckoo into the nest. *
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