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GENERATION GAME: Almost 50 years ago Ruairi O Bradaigh, then president of Sinn Féin, set the aim of an ungovernable Northern Ireland as a

prelude to a united Ireland
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‘Ungovernable north’
cuts both ways

LMOST 50 years ago — on October

241971 - Ruairi O Bradaigh, then

president of Sinn Féin, addressed the

party’s Ard Fheis and set the aim of an
ungovernable Northern Ireland as a prelude
to a united Ireland.

Last Friday I listened to a couple of
young people from what I describe as
the neo-loyalist, post-1998 Good Friday
Agreement generation set out their aim of an
ungovernable Northern Ireland as the prelude
to an eventual border poll.

O Bradaigh favoured instability because
he believed it would encourage the British
to pack their bags and go. Indeed, a month
later Labour leader Harold Wilson outlined
a fifteen-point plan of transition to a united
Ireland as part of his party’s solution to the
‘Irish problem.’

The young loyalists, on the other hand,
argued that instability and “worsening
relationships between unionism and the Irish
government, as well as between unionism
and nationalism in Northern Ireland,” would
undermine support for unity from voters in
the Republic.

‘There has long been a view within unionism
that Sinn Féin has never had an interest in
proving that Northern Ireland can work;
because proving it could somehow undermine
their insistence that it is an ‘illegitimate
statelet’.

Gerry Adams’ response to the GFA beefed
up the view: ‘The Agreement is, therefore,
not a settlement, but is a basis for
advancement. It marks the beginning
of a transitional period towards Irish

cooperative example of genuine power
sharing would make it more difficult to
promote unity at all costs. Let's face it, if
things looked settled on this side of the
border wouldn't there be a temptation for
the political establishment and voters on the
southern side to leave well enough alone and
not tempt fate by pushing for a border poll
anytime soon?

But Adams and key players in Sinn Féin
and in the IRA didn’t spend their lives
campaigning to end British rule just to finish
up in an executive with the DUP (officiall
launched in the Ulster Hall a week after g
Brédaigh’s address) proving that Northern
Ireland could be governed perfectly well,
thank you very much.

‘Normal’ never suited Sinn Féin interests.
Ironically, of course, the law of unintended
consequences meant that the DUP’s attitude
to Adams meant that ‘normal’ wasn’t part
of the DUP’s strategy, either: which made it
much easier for Sinn Féin to continue to play
the ‘failed state’ card at every opportunity.

Yet, as the two young loyalists suggested,
there are circumstances in which the
‘ungovernability’ of Northern Ireland cuts
both ways. At some point — and I still believe
a border poll is inevitable - voters in the
Republic will be asked to make a call on
whether they want to embrace Northern
Ireland and build a ‘new’ Ireland.

Their vote will be steered by their response
to a single question: do the advantages of
uniting Ireland and accommodating upwards
of 800,000-plus unionists/loyalists/Orange et
al (the vast majority of whom will probably
have voted NO) outweigh the potential
disadvantages?

It's actually a question I haven't heard
anyone from the pro-unity side ask yet. There
is lots of talk from them about the health,
economic, education etc benefits of unity,
but very little about the cultural/identity/
accommeodation benefits to unionists; let
alone the impact of party-political unionist
votes/agenda on the government in a ‘new’
Ireland. Indeed, will there be a mandatory role
in government for unionists in a ‘new’ Ireland:
or even a veto on a range of issues which
might be considered of particular importance
to them?

Those things (power sharing and an ‘Irish
dimension’, for example) were deemed
essential for nationalists in Northern Ireland
from 1974 onwards.

Wouldn't something similar be deemed
essential for unionists in a united Ireland?

Fifty years on from O Bradaigh’s
argument that unity depended on the
ungovernability of Northern Ireland, it

unification, but only if all those who
express an interest in that objective,
especially the powerful and the
influential, move beyond rhetoric to
build a real dynamic for national and
democratic change.

It was never and will never be enough
to say that the nationalist nightmare has
ended when it quite clearly has not.”

Perhaps he believed - and still
does - that any evidence of Northern
Ireland transforming into a consensual,

But Adams and key players
in Sinn Féin and in the
IRA didn’t spend their lives

campaigning to end British rule
just to finish up in an executive

with the DUP

may now be the case that the perception
of ungovernability could be a massive
turn-off for voters in the Republic.

I wonder if Sinn Féin has considered
the point and, if so, what their response
will be.

For those two young loyalists [ have
another question: if ungovernability
puts off voters in the Republic does it do
anything to attract British support for
Northern Ireland? An interesting little
conundrum.
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Terror by ‘Specials’

ADDRESSING Strandtown Unionist
Club, Sir Dawson Bates (Northern
Minister of Home Affairs) said

he had the honour and great
responsibility of being the Minister
but he was more like a king without
a kingdom because, until the
services were transferred to the
Northern Government, he had no
power whatever and the duty at the
present time of maintaining law and
orcler rested with Dublin Castle.
Having paid tribute to the Special
Constabulary, [he said] Sir James
was overcoming those difficulties.
(Applause).

Cookstown Declares War on ‘Bs’

A PUBLIC meeting was held in the
Foresters’ Hall Cookstown [County
Tyrone] on Thursday evening

for the purpose of ‘discussing

vital questions affecting the lives,
property and liberty of the Catholics
and Nationalists of the town and
district, menaced by organised
lawlessness and terrorism’.

There was a large and
representative attendance over
which Mr Henry Walls, chairman of
the Cookstown Board of Guardians,
presided. The chairman said they
all knew the state of affairs which
existed in Cookstown. On their
side they had observed that Truce,
but unfortunately, Catholics going
about had been badly maltreated
and assaulted by armed bands, the
members of which wore masks and
carried revolvers. It was their duty to
try and protect themselves as best
they could and it was the business
of the meeting to come to some
arrangement whereby the lives and
properties of the people might be
saved from outrages.

Dr J Gillespie said the Catholics
of Cookstown and district
stood shoulder to shoulder in
their determination to resist the
imposition of the illegal force upon
them. Since the Truce was declared
not a single Catholic had violated it,
but they knew that could not be said
of the other side. There were many
incidences of outrages committed
by these armed Orangemen. They
had the case of a young lad who
‘was shot while returning from a
charity fete and who died. Next they
had the murderous attack upon
a motorcar...when a passenger
was wounded. Then they had
the incident at Drumullan where
respectable Catholic people were
ambushed and a murderous fire
opened on them. Some time after
that they had the waylaying of
Catholics near Draperstown by
armed and disguised men.

The resolution was passed
unanimously and a committee of
representative men was formed to
look after their interests.

(Suspended from duty under
the Truce to the anger of the
Unionist government, the B

p resorted to
sectarian demonstrations.
Following a series of gun attacks
on local Catholics in mid-Ulster,
Dr James Gillespie, a local doctor
and coroner, and Tom Harbison,
the Nationalist MP, appealed to
the Dail for assistance.)
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