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Tory pressure .:

helped defeat
allowance move

THE Bropkeborough
Cabinet was forced to
reverse its intended policy
on rates of family
Allowances in the teeth of
criticism from British
Conservative MPs, Na-
tionalists and  the
Presbyterian Church. This
is revealed in the Stor-
mont Cabinet minutes for
956.

In May 1966, the British
Government announced in-
creases of two shillings a
week in family allowances
for third and ‘subsequent
children in a scheme to
alleviate hardship. Up to this,
it had been Stormont policy
to maintain parity with Bri-
tain in the field of social ser-
vices — the ‘step-by-step
policy’. However, at a
Cabinet meeting on May 9,
the Minister of Labour and
National Insurance, Mr lvan

MPs
sought
move

on
SF

NORTHERN Ireland Nationalist

Northern Ireland Parfiament.

50,000
votes throughout )the Six
Counties.

At a Cabinet meeting on

8, 1966, the Attorney-
General, Edrund Warnock
revealed it he hld been

.ppmun-u by “several

Nationalist MPs"" to suggest to
the Government that legisiation
should be introduced requiring
all candidates for Stormont
eloctions to take the Oath of
Alleglanre at the time of
nomination.

—

“Their object”, the Attorney
General explained, “was to
pravent Sinn Féin candidates
going forward for election who
had no Intention of sitting in
Parfiament if elected, and they
contended that if a number of
Sinn Feiners were elected, it
would destroy the nationalist
Party and mean sventually that
there would be no effective
Opposition.

The members had given him

.an assurance that if the
Government introduced such a
measure, “They would not
criticise it.”

In the end, the Cabinet agreed
that the Attorney-General
should discuss the proposal
further with the Minister of
Home Affairs, Mr. Henna.

Dodging
the
refugee
problem

AT A mesting on November 11,
1966, the Stormont Cabinet
considered a request from the
chairman of a local Unionist
Association in North Down to
accept 500 Hungarian refugees
into Northern Ireland.

It wes the general view of
Ministors that the reply “should
indicate the present position but
should be phrased in such a way
23 not 1o exclude the possibility
of refugees being admitted st &
later date.

The Minister of Labour and
National Insurance, Major Neil,
suggested that it would be a
good policy for the Government
10 accept at least “'a token con-
tingent” of refugees.

Neill, suggested’ that the
Northern Ireland scheme
should differ from the
Westminster one.

“It was evident from some ap-
proaches which had already
been made to him,” he told
Ministers, “that a number of
(Unionist) backbenchers felt that
on political. grounds a scheme
identical with that for Great Bri-
tain was unsuitable for Northern
Ireland.”

‘The Minister of Education (Mr
Harry Midgley) had doubts
about the wisdom of any depar-
ture from strict parity with Bri-
tain in the social ser-
vices, "espacially as it might be
represented as a weakening of
Northern ireland’s position as an
integral part of the United
Kingdom. For his part the
Minister of Home Affairs Cap-
tain Terence O'Neill then com-
mencing his Ministerial career,
felt that to encourage
families would simply inte
unemolovment in the future.

Aftor further discussions, the
Cabinet opted for Mr Neill’s pro-
posal that an increase of one and
six-pence should ba given to the
second and third, but not to
subsequent children. However,
the dutcry that followed forced
the Cabinet to discuss the mat-
ter again on May 31 when Mr
Midgley expressed the view that
the previous decision had been
a “mistake”. He feit that the
break with parity would be
rogarded at Westminster as an
abandonment of “a basic prin-
ciple.”

In the coursa of the discus-
sion, the point was made “that
the Government would have dif-
ficulty in rebutting the charge of
discrimination against the
minority in Nothern Ireland with
consequent loss of prestige in
Northern  Ireland  and
elsewhere.”

The Minister of Labour on the
other hand, stood by his pro-
posals. He insisted that there
was a good case for rejecting the

st ectng

against the minority and for
arguing that the British Act,
which gave no benfit to the first
twa children, would amount to
“discrimination against the ma-
jority”” in the North!

1he affair ended sbruptly at a
Canbinet meeting on June 7,
1966. The Prime Minister, Lord
Brookeborough,

informed his
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WHILE most Northern Ireland Cabinet files are made
available to the public under the ‘Thirty Year Rule’,
a number of files remain embargoed for legal or securi-
ty reasons. |

Falling into this category are a series of files from
the early years of the state including several dealing
with the introduction of internment in May 1922, and
one detailing the activities of a loyalist paramilitary
responsible for the killing of a number of Catholics in
East Belfast in 1922 — the ‘Ulster Protestant Associa-
tion.” Both files will remain under wraps until 2060.

The Northern Ireland Cabinet in 1956 was headed
by Viscount Brookeborough (the former Sir Basil
Brooke), with Ivan Neill as Minister of Labour and Na-
tional Insurance, Harry Midgley, the former Labour
politician as Minister of Education and Rev. Robert
Moore as Minister of Agriculture, Captain Terence
O’Neill was to enter the Cabinet that year, first, brief-
ly as Minister of Home Affairs and later as Finance
Minister in succession to G. B. Hanna. |

tations which had been made to
him by the Ulster Unionist MPs
at Westminster as to the dif-
ficulties which they wera ex-
perlencing in_defendina the
Stormont policy on Family
Allowances'. Criticism
emanated not only from the
Labour Party but from Catholic
members of the Conservative
Party.

Aftor further discussion, it
was agreed that the Unionist
backbenchers should be told
that the Government had decid-
ed to amend the Bill 0 as to
bring it into line with the cor-
British measure.

1l

Dublin Bill led
to major outcry

THE Unionist Cabinet of
Lord

Brookeborough reacted
angrily to the decision of the
Dublin Government of John
A Costello to apply the terms.
of its Irish Nationality and
Citizenship Bill to all those
born in Ireland, North and
South: The storm which this
measure unieashed is reveal-
ed in the 1956 Cabinet
papers.

In February 1968, the Minister
of Home Affairs, Mr Hanna cir-
culated a memo among his col-
lesgues on the matter. He
revesied that he had been ap-
proached by members of the
Ulster Unionist Council, the
main Unionist machine, who ex-

pressed concem and resentment
at the Bill then before the Dail.
The effects of the Bill, Hanna
colleagues, would be to
“Citizonship of the

aimost everyons
Northern Ireland. “I think there
s no doubt that this proposal of
the Dublin Parfiament is very
strongly resented by our peo-
ple.""

The mamo went on o point
out that the question of dusl
citizonship was an extremely

complicated one ana tat uw
general public were attributing
to the Nationality Bill an impor-
tance which it did not deserve.

The broad facts wers that
“‘British citizenship was not af-
fected by any law passed by the
Oublin Perliament, while the

The Minister observed that
“no country can be prevented
from conferring Its citizenship
upon citizens of any other coun-
try that it wished to
“honour”.However, he ac-
cepted that there might be car-
tain_theoretical disadvantages
for Northern cltizens In the Bil;
for example, he suggested, In
the event of the introduction of
Conscription in the South, Nor-
them ctizons with business
south of the border might be af-
fected. “But all these objections
are more theoritical than real.””

There were however, political
considerations and the Minister
feared that if the Unionist
Government did nothing about
the Dublin measure, there was
always thé possibility that
“political capital might be made
out of that fact, one way or the

other.”

His suggestion, therefore,
was that Stormont should ask
the British authorities to point
out to the Government of the
Rnpubllc that their action was

unweicome” in the North,
and “perhaps, that Government
might take the view that their
citizenship is too precious 8
commodity to be distributed like
s08p coupons to people who
have not asked for it and don't
want it.”

The issue continued to agitate
the Unlonist grassroots and it
came before the Cabinet yet
again in October 1968. Lord
Brookeborough told his col-
leagues that, in line with their
earlier decision, he had con-
veyed their ‘indignation’ to the
British Home Secrotary. the lat-
ter, however, took the view that
there was nothing to be gained
at that stage by registering a

protest with the Irish
Government.
msrorrrm:mmmmdmx

Government should nmm lor
a strongly-worded resolution to
be passed by the Northern
Parfiament and transmitted to
the Home Offics in London.

Theatre request got
the thumbs down

In October 1956, the
Stormont Cabinet
considered and rejected the
proposed scheme for an
Ulster Theatra.

At the Cabinst meeting on
October 10, ‘the Minister of
Finance, Captain O'Neill,
observed that so far the proposal
had not commanded the general
support of his colleagues.

He understood that the 1956
Parliamentary Committes” was
not in favour of the idea while
several interested parties had
written to the press putting
forward objections.

Successive Ministers of
Finance, he acccepted, had
given encouragement to the idea
and he personally was

sympathetic o it. But he wished

10 point out that while the British
Government had been

to Northern Ireland, their action
was designed to ease
unemployment and expected
that in other fields, strict
economy would be observed.

It was observed that three
major cultural schemes had been
recently mooted: an Ulster
theatre, a college of music and
a folk museum. It was felt that
the capital expenditure required
could bo justified at the
present tifne.

The Minister of Health and
Local Government (Dame Debra
Parker) recalled that the
“theatre” project had been
accorded a very favourable
reception by three Finance
Ministers bafore the matter

© Eamon De Valera — always popular cholce of e-rlc-mn for thn unlnnhu.

came before the Cabinet.

© Terence O'Neill

She felt very strongly that the
establishment of an Ulster
Theatre was highly desirable and
that it was the Government’s
duty to give it every assistance.

Finally, the Cabinet agreed
that the Minister of Finance
should inform the arts body that
it could not support the
proposal.

Anger at
BBC ‘bias’

THE Stormont Cabinet during the last War were

with what as a ‘pro-
Eire’ bias on the part of the B.| B.C. In London. And
in 1941, the Unionist Prime Minister, John M An-
drews, personally intervened to prevent the broad-
cast of an ‘all-Ireland’ entertainment programme
for the Armed Forces.

In July 1941, the Ulster agent in London, E.P. Nor-
thwood alerted the Belfast Government that the B.B.C.,
in collaboration with the British Ministry of Information,
had planned a series of ‘Irish Parade’ broadcasts.

The aim of ogrammes, he wrote, would be “to
interest Irishmen everywhere in the War affort by tell-
ing them and the rest of the world what Irishmen are
doing for Britain In the fighting forc: The programme
would Include some Gaelic poetry and song and the pro-
ducers wei nxious that the Ulster agent would pro-
vide some material with a 'Nnnhtm flavour. For his

HT ON STORMONT'S PAST

@ Viscount Craigavon during a 1340 broadcast. There was rlﬂcllm of BBC programme plans to Invol‘v all
Ireland broadcasts for troops.

Brewing trouble over
IRA border attacks

THE ‘Border’ IRA Cam-
paign, the plight of
Hungarian refugees in the
wake of the Budapest Upris-
ing, and major controversies
over a Family Allowances Bill
and the Irish Government's

part, about
‘an exercise In whi¢h “in general, Eire and Northern
Ireland are to be one.”

These reservations were shared by the Northern Prime
Minister, who wrote letter to the BBC
Director-General F.W.Ogilvie. Referring to the allreland format
of the programme, he told Ogilvie:

“This in my view would be &n insidious form of propagan-
da which would ent ot the position of Northern
Ireland In the United Kingdom and would slur over the neutral
and unhelpful attitude which Eire has taken up during the War.
V/hy not leave Eire to plough her lonely furrow?™, he askea.

In his reply of August 2 1941, the Director-General agreed
‘to confine the programme fundamentally to material of Eire
interest’.

He did, however, observe . ... that we ought to concern
ourselves, not so much with Eire as with those loyal men and
women, tens of thousands of them apparently who . . . have
Ioined His Majesty’s Forces and who have thrown In thelr lot

£

firmly of the opinion that a policy of appeasement hu never

Act form the
background to the more im-
portant Stormont Cabinet
minutes for 1956 feleased by
the Public Record Office in
Belfast yesterday. The files
are released annually in ac-
cordance with the ‘Thirty
Year Rule’.

The IRA campaign does not
feature as prominently in the
Cabinet papers as one might ex-
pect dus largely to the fact that
it was not launched until
December 1966. However, the
upsurge in republican military
activity was foreshadowed by a
raid on Roslea RUC Barracks in
South Fermanagh by a spiinter
group,in November 1965.

A Cabinet meeting in the

® Lord Brookeborough meeting ‘B’ Specials.

succeeded with Eire, never will succeed and that it Is only
mmuqh showing strength that she will change her ways.”

‘Gun-running

'headache for

Army guards

AS in previous years, some
of the most fascinating files
relate to the early 1920s —
the formative years which
witnessed partition, the set-
ting up of the first Northern
Government and the rise and
collapse of the Boundary
Commission.

One of the most interesting
files chronicles the later history
and ultimate fats of the UVF
rifles landed at Larne and
Bangor in April 1914 as part of
the Ulster Unionist revolt
the Third Home Rule Bill.

In the event, these 35,000
German rifles together with a
vast quantity of ammunition,
were never required and at the
height of the sectarian violence
in Belfast in 1922 were being
stored under heavy guard st
Tamar Steet Barracks in the city.

According to a memo in the
file, their maintenance was a

costly operation, requiring “‘a
continuous guard of 20 or 30
men and strong electric arc-
lighting burning through ther
night.” Consequently, it was
decided, to find a more

“economical”’ location for them.
The issuo was raised rather
bluntly in June 1822 by a military
officer on the staff of the Nor-
thern Ireland Military Adviser.
He saw no reason for the reten-
tion of the outmoded weapons.
and suggested “that the whole
of thesa rifies, topether with the
ammunition belonging, be taken
out to sea and sunk in deep
water.”

This drew-a sharp response
from the head of the RUC Col-
onel Wickham who watned: “If
this was done, the whole of
Ulster would be up in arms.”

The problem of the rifles from
the days of ‘Carson’s Army’ was.
not finally resolved until 1940
when they were sold off to the
British Government.

wake of this attack, on
ecomber 30 1955, approved
the decision by the Minister of
Home Affairs (Mr Topping) to
grnm the police powers to de-
tain persons without warrant for

up to 24 hours.

It was agreed that the Prime
Minister, Lord Brookeborough,
th:Id write to his British

unterpart, Sir Anthony Eden
asking for further representa-
tions to be made to the “Eire
Govemment'” regarding extradi-

© The first Northern Ireland Cabinet ¢
Londonderry, Sir James Cralg (P.M.), H

boundaries.

tion ts with Northermn
Ireland and illegal drilling.

The IRA campaign broke out
on December 12 with a rash of
attacks on RUC stations, cour-
thouses and key installations
over the Six Counties. At a
Cabinet meeting at Stormont a
week later, the IRA activities
dominated the agenda:

The Minister of Labour and
National, Insurance (Mr Neill)
urged there should be a
checkg all permit-holders from

the Republic since “the Govern-  |RA"".
ment would be open to criticism  He had askad for a reply from
if it should happen that any peo-  London which he could quots in y

ple implicated in subversive ac-

tivities should turn out to have

been granted employment per-
ts."

The Prime Minister informed
his colleagues of the represen-
tations he had made to the
British Government urging that
action should be taken to ensure
that the Dublin Government
took steps “to put down the

a statement to Parliament, but
the letter he had received “was
s0 unsatisfactory that he had
sent the letter to the Home
Secretary saying that he thought
it better not to refer to it." In the
end, Sir Anthony Eden had
given him assurances by
telephone which enabled him to
make the statement in
Stormont.

the beginning of 1320s. (Left to righti: E M Archdale, R Dawson Bates, Marquis ot
M Pollock and J M Andrews with Wilfred Spender (Secretary) in the background.

_pr-FF’ Putting the ‘case for Ulster’

2 THE “unfinished business” of the Council of ,

Ireland, envisaged in the 1920 Government of
Ireland Act and the threat of the Boundary Com-
mission provided in the Treaty dominated the Nor-
thern Government’s thinking in the run-up to the
Brhllh General election of November 1922.

The Provisional Government in Dublin was already
in Britain and
the Northern Unionists docldod to follow suit.

A memo in the detalls
of-wawwwmmwmw
1o tour British cities in November 1822. Before their departure
they met the P.M. 8ir James Cralg, who outlined their primary
obhcﬂvo:"‘rohyljhmcm-bo'anh!dbhp&ﬁm

tary candidates and to obtain their to support Ulster's
clclm. md-nvmmnmmmmomwmm
at Westminster.

Craig folt that two lssues n particular should be stressed to
the British public. The first was that Northern ireland “'refused
to be forced to give way in anything to the Government of
Southern ireland, especially with regard to the revision of

The Northern Guv-mnmt. e said, was quite wwm o meet

blin o fix local revi-
sions in the present boundlry which is in lom- places un-
satisfactory, but “under no conditions would they admit to the
Sinn Fein claim that Lioyd George had pledged the large arsas
of the Six Counties would be ‘handed over.’

Secondly, he asked the delegation to point out that while the
North had accepted the proposed Counclil of Ireland, the South
had rejected the Act which set it up and was now “discussing
the revision of the Treaty of 1821 as well. In these cir-
cumstances, he went on, “Ulster therefore bm 10 be releas-
od from her part in the Council of Ireland bargain.’ The purposes

vative candidate (Mr Baucher) told a deputation that they were
“talking to converts’ as he adhered to the staunch, Unionist,
Bonar Law’s programme.

At Rossindale, on the other hand, the Tory candidate, Major
Halstead, while broadly sympathetic, considered it “prudent
not to make any public mention of Ulster Question during the
election as it would alienate Roman Catholic electors.

On November 4, 1922, at Rochdale, the secretary of the local

urged the ‘to be very
careful in future to send tha right type of speaker. On previous
occasions, Ulster speakers had unheppily Iintroduced the
religious element into their speeches, thus unnecessarily
alienating tive Catholic voters.

ative
for whlch the aitrsiend body had ““mfxzﬂum ot they visited Crewe, the U ware concerned to
ey e e ers v find the local C chairman “asking for Information
Prisaid iy onthe the Belfast shipyards.”
This provides that the first — A reference to it expulsions of 1822,

(was anxious from the outset to rid Htself of sny connection with ! thelr report to the Unlaniat Government, the delegation

IHIMMIW
which included clerics and Unionist MPs met
e o e e e At Wigan, the Conser-

mltnkt" as their enemies had




