June 2007

Dear Manus

Every time I buy a copy of the Irish Political Review I am reminded of that TCD lecture I gave for Eunan O’Halpin in 2002 at which I was surprised to find you present.

You asked me a question about the 1st World War which was unexpected and I recall stumbling through an answer. I checked today my script for that occasion (attached for information) which was however not too bad so far as it was supposed to go. 

Until I started reading some of your IPR pieces, I had not realised the position on 1916-23 that you had either re-adopted, or certainly developed, since I had last noticed you in political writing. At that event therefore I was not aware of you having a different view from old BICO days.

I suppose I am writing to try and understand what is going on in the great anti-revisionist struggle. When BICO essentially committed infanticide on the equal citizenship [integration/real unionist] project in 1987, life was baffling. They never explained why they were doing what they were doing. 

Any vestige of unionism objective or subjective became a crime and I was formally purged from the Campaign for Labour Representation which they then worried to an early grave.

Just recently they seem in the IPR to be able to return to, publicly, reminding everyone that what they did up to then (up to 1986 say, not the backing of Bob McCartney in North Down in 1987) was quite sensible and honourable. 

That is good but does not explain the volte face. 

The revived line suffers however from significant inaccuracies and avoidance of difficult aspects. None the less the 2-nations theory (always accepting that the Protestants had the potential to be a separate nation but had not found the need then to become one) remains the best explanation for the conflict. 

That and my own view that the Ulster Protestants are best understood as a frontiers people who can only survive by being intransigent. Frontiers move around and the centre always betrays those on the edge if it feels it has to, so intransigence is essential. Part Scottishness helps. The frontier in Ireland is actually now one of the oldest in Europe.

I put the BICO switch down to a sense of the Protestant people having failed Clifford when he pulled out all the stops and went more unionist than he later thought he should have, or was wise to have, gone. It strained his and others’ birth nationalism too far and things snapped.

So we all by and large reverted to where we had come from which is, of course, inevitable in life, especially as we get older. A bit like Gerry Adams sounding increasingly like a Devlinite.

It was easy then being a unionist and favouring equal citizenship/integration. Now I think it is too easy for you and others to be 1916-23 Republicans picking over the various military victories of the Irish over the British in that period. 

Maybe the volunteers were heroes and had no choice but to kill and execute but that near-pleasure in blow-by-blow accounts in IPR (and as I have heard at Casement Foundation meetings) is getting perilously close to Boy’s Own stuff. 

Remember, in so far as it matters to your audience, I am of that group, the Irish Protestant British (and can’t become something else) so cheering on the RA means cheering on the killing of my people. 

My father told me of his living through the early 1920s in a Catholic town in East Tyrone when he and his family were legitimate targets. I certainly could not be expected to appreciate attacks on him.

Finding justification for any and every Irish war crime or atrocity is just part of that struggle, not an historical review. If you cannot join that struggle then others can and will do the patriotic stuff.

If the British do it, it is condemned out of hand as cynical manipulation and slobbering. If I did it as regards the UVF/Loyalists in the 1920s, let alone now, I would be arrested.

If IPR has any function in the north I think it should review its style and purpose. If not, it does not matter. Latching on to conspiracy theories about Casement are another sign of loss of intellectual rigour.

I did read in Indymedia an article by a Trot on the history of BICO, named I think Golden. He did not know the half of it and could understand less so it was not illuminating. Worse still his hostility made any analysis worthless. But somebody needs to write it.

Best wishes

Jeff.

Hi Jeff, 

Thanks for your email + enclosure. I remain what I’ve been since 1970 – a two nationist Republican [you may have forgotten a sustained “Irish Communist” controversy of the 1970s where I championed Southern separatism], but undoubtedly a more complex path has been travelled, with a change of targets for my “attacks”, depending on the character of the Establishment in dominance at the time. 
I can assure you that there was nothing comfortable in defending Unionists in the 1970s, ranging from threats of the sack from Mickey Mullen to the “Irish Times” publishing Eamonn Smullen’s incitement to murder me. Now that Smullen’s right hand man Eoghan Harris is part of the Redmondite establishment, he feels free to slander me in a different way, while denying right of reply [see Indymedia link below]. 

As I’ve said, many paths have been travelled. [When I first met you in 1970, you were far greener than I was! - on the Boston Common platform of Friends of Irish Freedom]. I am not, as you think, in BICO. I broke with them re their approach to Kemmy’s DSP in 1982 and wasn’t even on speaking terms for the next decade and a half. I did not, however, follow Kemmy into the LP in 1989 [while that was the logical place for Kemmy to go]. Since then I have had no party/group entanglements. 

But quite independently through the 1990s I began to challenge the growing revisionist dominance of Irish academia and media. I had stopped reading BICO material in the mid-1980s, so I don’t know how their process of thinking developed to the point where I became aware in the mid 90s that we had certain shared views. I was also aware where we strongly differed - and continue to do so – re Europe, Israel, etc; so there was never any question of me rejoining. 
But while my first contribs to IPR were reader’s letters, it seemed pedantic when writing in even greater detail on issues where now had shared views re 1916, 1918-21 et al, to contemplate a preface to the effect of “while I disagree with the last IPR editorial on Israel”! 
So we’ve agreed to differ, as I have to do with you on Irish issues! As you can see from the first attachment re Eoin O’Duffy, I share some of your frontier descriptions, but I do aspire to the frontiersmen FREELY CHOOSING a United Ireland! In the Connolly attachment I retain my critique of him on Partition, but it is my own previous view on WW1 that I also target. 

Best wishes

Manus

From: MANUS O'RIORDAN

Sent: 26 June 2007 10:32

Subject: Links to issues in dispute between Manus O'Riordan and Eoghan Harris 

Subject: EXPOSED: Censorship in the "Sunday Independent"

For the "Sunday Independent" suppression of Manus O'Riordan's reply to Eoghan Harris re SFWP's Waffen SS activist

See: http://www.indymedia.ie/article/81199

For The complete text of the oration by Manus O'Riordan at the graveside of Frank Ryan

See: http://www.geocities.com/irelandscw/org-RyanComm.htm

For "Was Frank Ryan A Collaborator?" by Manus O'Riordan

See: http://www.geocities.com/irelandscw/docs-Ryan2.htm

For Manus O'Riordan's review of "Leopold H. Kerney, Irish Minister to Spain" 

See: http://www.geocities.com/irelandscw/docs-KerneyReview.htm

 See also: http://www.leopoldhkerney.com 

For "Forget Not The Boys Of Kilmichael!" and "Two Old Soldiers" by Manus O'Riordan 

See: http://www.indymedia.ie/article/69172&condense_comments=false#comment104436

