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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION

In April 2010 the responsibility for law and ordier Northern Ireland was transferred back
from Westminister to Stormont, thereby ending a/&8r long period of Westminister control.
The Alliance Party leader, David Ford is expectethke the office as the first Northern Irish
Justice Minister in almost 40 years. He was théepred choice of the provinces two largest
party’s, Sinn Fein and the Democratic Unionist YY4RUP). This created some discontent
among the two minor parties in Stormont’s four pacbalition government, the Social
Democratic and Labour Party (SDLP), and the Ulstaionist Party (UUP), who felt that one
of their representatives should have been considere

If we go back 40 years, when the troubles in Narihireland began, the political
situation was quite different. Then, the provineal lin reality only one main party, and that
was the Ulster Unionist Party. The UUP had goveraletie since the birth of the Northern
Irish state. During this period the Catholic comityihad very little political influence. This
would all change when the Catholic community, tieédbeing on the outside, mounted a civil
rights campaign to demand more influence in Northeeland in the late 1960’s. The
campaign would lead to the creation of both the B@nd the Alliance Party, and was an
intrinsic part of the process which led to the sgion of the Stormont parliament, and

decades of violence.

Subject outline and previous research

"1 do not think a future historian of LondonderryiMaok back on 1968 as the year of disturbancasalk the
year of the area plaf”

Terence O Neill
The Northern Irish Prime Minister Terence O’Neilpsedictions would turn out to be quite
wrong. The historical writing about Northern Irethimas often focused on religious and
political conflict. Plenty of books have been weiitabout the violence that has plagued the
provinces, yet, for the most of the time sincedfreation of Northern Ireland in 1921 and up
to the late 1960’s, the province had been at pa#jgdo the late 1960’s there was indeed little
violence, and because of this the civil rights caigp has been regarded as the starting point

of the period of violenc&The civil rights campaign began its journey witle establishment

! Belfast Telegraph:12/4-2010, online edition
2 Belfast Telegraph:30/11-1968
% Purdie:1990:1



of the Campaign for Civil Justice (CSJ) in 196¥et, it would take 4 years before the
campaign would get international attention.

Since the civil rights campaign is seen as theistapoint of ‘the troubles’, as it is
usually referred to in Northern Ireland, the movaetitself has been thoroughly explored. My
focus will be on a different aspect of that periadhich has not been given the same amount
of attention. In my master thesis | will exploredadiscuss how the civil rights movement
influenced the process that led to direct rule9ii2, by analysing how the Unionist Party and
different unionist politicians perceived the civights movement. In order to analyse the
unionist perception | will also have to explore tloyalist perception of the civil rights
movement.

‘Unionist’ and ‘loyalist’ are terms that are used different political positions within
the Protestant population in Northern Ireland, #relclash between these positions was one
of the main conflicts in the period of which | vaitThe meaning of these labels will be
explained later in this chapter. The main questafithis master thesis will be presented, after
| have explained why and how my project can contabwith new and relevant information
in relation to the existing literature. To explawy my project will represent a new approach,
| will present some books and authors that illustthe dominant approaches in the research
field.

Since the civil rights movement is seen as theno@gg of ‘the troubles’, the origins
of the movement is well documented. The motivethefmovement as been much debated,
and in my “303 paper” | explored the different exmtions concerning the development of
the civil rights movement. One explanation is tifa civil rights campaign started because of
the emergence of a new well educated Catholic raidtdss, and their demands of equal
rights?>

Another explanation is presented by Paul Bew, RétBbon and Henry Patterson in
the bookNorthern Ireland 1921-19948ew, Gibbon and Patterson say that the emergence of
the larger Catholic middle class is not a suffitiexplanation of the origins of the civil rights
movement. They say that the growth in the middéssiwas accompanied by a growth in the
lower sections of the Catholic community. This settwould make up the majority in the
civil rights movement, and because of this, themginoof the lower classes must be included

in the explanation of the civil rights movemént.

* Melaugh: http://cain.ulst.ac.uk/events/crightstchhtm
® Dixon:2001:90-93
® Bew:1995:150-154



A third explanation claims that the civil rightsovement was a republican conspiracy
to overthrow the state. In a series of articleSe British Journal of SociologgZhristopher
Hewitt presents his view that the civil rights mments claims of discrimination was
severely exaggerated, and that this could not dedal reason for the emergence of the civil
rights movement.Instead he contends that civil rights campaign waly a new way to
express the same old nationali$m.

In addition to the origins of the civil rights mement, the movement itself has been
well explored. Bob Purdie’s boololitics in the streetcontains a detailed analysis of the
origin and actions of the civil rights movementalso touches upon the conflict between the
unionist Prime Minister Terence O’Neill, and theydtist leader lan Paisley, and how this
conflict limited O’Neill’s room for manoeuvréBut the conflict within the Unionist Party is
however given little focus. This if for example demstrated when Purdie only refers to the
statement from the Minister of Home Affairs Willia@raig, after the civil rights march in
Derry on the B of October 1968° And after the civil rights march from Belfast teiy in
January 1969, Purdie presents the views of O’Neitl the Minister of Development, Brian
Faulkner, in a way that make it seem as if theyevireran agreement.As | will show in this
master thesis, there were several points of vigandng the civil rights movement within the
Unionist Party, and an in-depth analysis of thases is essential in order to understand the
actions of the unionist government during the aights campaign.

There are already some books that touch upon thmee saubject. Jonathan Tonge,
Professor in politics at the University at Salfondites in his bookNorthern Ireland, Conflict
and Changethat the Unionist Party was split into “reformeisid “resisters” in the period
from October 1968 and up to 1972. The “reformersldhsympathy towards some of the
demands from the civil rights movement, while thesisters” dismissed it as a false
movement? In Tonge’s book, the subject is however toucheonupnly briefly, and it is as
such not a completely adequate analysis of théarkhip between the civil rights movement
and the unionists. The historian Thomas Hennesssy eh more in-depth analyse of the
situation in his bookA History of Northern Irelandwhere he shows that there existed more
positions than just “reformers” and “resisters” hiiit the Unionist Party. He shows that there

can be identified several positions within the pa#nd points to the difference between the

" Hewitt:1981:364

8 Hewitt;:1981

° Purdie:1990:33
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unionist politicians Brian Faulkner and William @&° The period 1968-1972 is however
not given much focus in his book that stretchemft®20 and up to 1996.

The historian Marc Mulholland has an in-depth asalpf the O’Neill period in his
book Northern Ireland at the Crossroadwhich is an analysis of the premiership of Teeenc
O’Neill. His focus, in the period which coincidesthvthis thesis, is however mostly on the
internal conflict within the Unionist Party, andtrem much on how the civil rights movement
influenced the increasing split in the partHis book ends with O’Neill's resignation in 1969,
and therefore ends long before the end of the kghits campaign.

My main focus will be on the unionists’ opinion tife civil rights movement as a
theme in itself, and my master thesis will then aarbring new insight into how the civil
rights movement influenced the Unionist Party dmdvents in this very significant period in
Northern Ireland history. | have chosen to explbeeperiod between 1968 and 1972 because
this was the golden era for the civil rights moveimend the period in which the unionist

movement fell apart.

Main questions
The main questions throughout my master thesishwill

« How did the unionist politicians perceive the cinghts movement, and how did the
perception change between 1968 and 19727

* How did the civil rights movement influence the dmpment of the unionist
movement and the process leading up to the sugpeabkihe Stormont Parliament in
March 1972?

Through the discussion of these questions | wélbanalyse the following questions:
» How did the loyalist opposition perceive the cnghts movement?
* In what way did the loyalist perception of the tikights movement influence the

unionist government’s room to manoeuvre?

Political and religious labels
Since | will be using several political labels thghout the thesis, | will try to explain how

and why | will use the different labels. The twonwounities in Northern Ireland have

traditionally been labelled as Protestants and @liath This is not sufficient for the different

13 Hennessey:1997:138-167
14 Mulholland:2000:161-198



groups | will speak of in this master thesis. Theme | will use additional labels to separate
the people | write about in different groups. Ometigular important label | am going to use
is ‘unionist’. There is no definitive answer to wianstitutes a ‘unionist’. A ‘unionist’ will
support the union with Great Britain, but so willagalist. When | use the term ‘unionist’, |
will thus speak about a person who supported thenist Party during the period of which |
write. In addition | will use two others label ttassify the unionists who stood in opposition
to the party leadership, and that will be *hardliree ‘backbencher’. This was members of the
Unionist Party who expressed opposition to the gawent’s policies, but still supported the
Unionist Party.

I will also use the term ‘loyalist’. A ‘loyalist’ Wl be used in this thesis for a person
who regarded himself as particularly loyal to th@om and Crown. A loyalist would be
strongly opposed to the unionist government’s pegicand especially its attempt to give into
the demands of the civil rights movement. A loyah®uld also be more inclined to use non-
parliamentarian methods to make his voice heard.

When | use the term ‘civil rights campaigner’, iillwcover a person that was a
member in the civil rights movement. Most of themfiers in the movement were Catholics,
but since the movement professed to be non-sectdriwill use the terms ‘Catholic’ or
‘minority’ when | speak of the Catholic community $pecific, not the civil rights movement.

Neither of these labels are definitive labels, taty will help me to sort the different
views in a more orderly fashion. They are not lahiblat could be used in all periods in
Northern Irish history, but they will fit into theeriod of which | write. The labels are not my
own. They are labels that were used by the perfwmselves, and often the various groups
used the labels on themselves to distinguish thieesé&om others. As far as possible | will

try to be true to their own perception of whichdathey should be given.

Sources
My main sources for this thesis will iee Belfast Telegrapand parliamentary debatebhe

Belfast Telegraplis traditionally looked upon as a moderate uniop&per. The paper was a
supporter of Terence O’Neill policies, and the pgménted ‘support O’Neill’ coupons for the
readers to send in after a televised speech in.’f96& not think that this fact will affect my
analyse to a large degree, since | will use theep&m extract statements from the different

politicians, and to present different events, antithe opinions of the different journalists.

15 Mullholland:2000:172



Several speeches by the different politicians wagga in full or almost full in the period of
which | write, and this makethe Belfast Telegrapta valuable source to explore the
difference in opinions among the politicians. Sincany of the most important debates from
the Stormont Parliament was printed in full | wile able to check validity of what was
printed inthe Belfast Telegrapby comparing the articles with the debates thevasel

It might be that it was more difficult for polit@ns that were strongly against
O’Neill’s policies to get their opinions printed the Belfast Telegrapiro counter this | will
also use lan Paisley’s newspapbe Protestant Telegrapla strongly loyalist newspaper, in
which the loyalists views were freely expresseavill use the Protestant Telegrapm a
different way tharthe Belfast Telegrapfhe Protestant Telegrapmever tried to hide that it
was a loyalist newspaper, and because of thisllus# the paper as source to explore the
opinions of the loyalist community.

In addition to the newspapers | will use parlianagytdebates. The debates that took
place in the Stormont parliament between 1921 afAd@2lcan be found online at

http://stormontpapers.ahds.ac.uk/index.htirhese debates will be among the main sources

for this thesis, and valuable as such since théapaent was a place where most of the
politicians would be able to voice their opinionn& several loyalists were elected as
Members of Parliament during the period of whictvrite, | will also be able to use the
parliamentary debates to analyse their opinions.

I will also to a lesser degree use some politieahphlets that were published in the
period of which | write. These will be the UnionBarty’s election manifestdjIster at the
crossroads published in 1969, the loyalist pamphlethdh way Ulster concerning the
governments policies towards the civil rights moeeamm published in 1970, andlster, a
program of actiona pamphlet issued by the Northern Irish governnasna response to the
Cameron report in 1970With this combination | believe | will be able get a balanced

perception of the situation.

Chapter outline
The content in each chapter in this paper willthe most part be organised chronologically.

With the exception of chapter four, the chapterlt aso be chronologically. | have chosen
this structure because | aim to follow the develeptrof the different opinions. Chapter four

will explore the same period as chapter two andehthis because it will be necessary to



explain the difference between the unionist andilisy point of view separately, before |
discuss them altogether in chapter five.

In chapter two | will look into the period from tH&' of October 1968, and up to the
end of that year. It was from th& Bf October that the civil rights movement reallpde a
name for itself, and it was in this period thatlerme once again started to play a role in
Northern Ireland. Therefore, this will be my stagtipoint. The main focus will be on the
unionist Prime Minister Terence O’Neill, and hislipes towards the civil rights movement.
In addition | will look into the different perceptis of the civil rights movement within the
Unionist Party.

Chapter three will stretch from the beginning ohuay 1969, and up to O’'Neill’'s
resignation in April 1969. The main issue will bevhthe civil rights movement influenced
the events that led to O’Neill’s resignation. Indaosbn | will explore how the perception of
the civil rights movement changed among the untempsliticians during this period.

Chapter four covers the same period as chaptelatwothree, but discusses how the
loyalist community in Northern Ireland reacted ke tcivil rights campaign, and how their
actions influenced the political situation whichd Il®o O’Neill’s resignation. My main focus
will be on the reverend and loyalist leader lanskegi but | will also include other loyalists
that were prominent during the period leading u@teill’s resignation.

Chapter five will start with the beginning of Jam@hkichester-Clark’s premiership,
and stretch to the suspension of the Stormontdpaeint in March 1972. This chapter will
focus on both the unionist and loyalist fractiohsh& same time. In chapter six | will present

a summary of my findings and conclusions.

Historical context: The formation of the Northern | rish state
The origins of the Northern Irish state can be thumthe upheavals of the Home Rule crisis

in Ireland of 1912-14. The nationalists of theHrRBarty argued that the political Irish nation
was co-extensive with the geographical island efalnd, and rejected that the Protestants
should break free and form their own natfén.

The Unionists in Ireland were strongly opposeéitone Rule, and the opposition was
concentrated within the Irish Unionist Party, undlee leadership of Sir Edward Carson.
Carson spearheaded the fight against Home rulse cooperation with James Craig. Craig

became a Member of Parliament (MP) in 1906, andldvbecome the first Prime Minister

® Hennessey:1997:1-2



(PM) of the newly Northern Ireland in 1921, a pbstwould hold until his death in 1940.
The names Carson and Craig would be used activelywasious unionist and loyalist
politicians in later periods as a substantiatiothefr claim to represent the “true unionism.”

The result of the fight for and against Home Rubeswhat Northern Ireland was split,
and a new political entity was created in Northéeland. 6 of the 9 counties of Ulster
Antrim, Down, Armagh, Londonderry, Fermanagh andohg, became Northern Irelafft.
The Protestants were in a majority since the fotiadaof the state, and in 1971 the
population in Northern Ireland numbered 1 536 0B5.those approximately 559 800 were
Catholics™®

The model of government in Northern Ireland wadtlan the Westminister model,
with a first past the post voting system. This egstwould lead to the total dominance of the
Unionist Party, and they would remain in control thie Stormont parliament and the
government from the foundation of the Northernhnmarliament in 1921 to its suspension in
1972%° Even if the Northern Irish parliament retainedraay deal of autonomy, sovereignty
was retained in Westminister, and Westminister kbpt responsibility for foreign policy,
defence and other UK maittérs.

In 1963 Lord Brookeborough resigned after 20 yeassthe Prime Minister in
Northern Ireland. He was succeeded by Terence @/XBENeill made it quickly clear that he
was set on a reformist cause. He advocated strasg-border economic links, and he tried to
accommodate the political ambitions of an increglgireducated Catholic communitIn
1965 he surprised all with an unannounced visitrefand’s Prime Minister Sean Lemass.
This trip angered the unionist right-wing, andees to have triggered the loyalist leader, and

reverend lan Paisley’s “O’Neill must go” campafgn.

The political parties

The Ulster Unionist Party
The Unionist Party sprang out of the Irish Uniorifstrty, and developed an umbrella-like

structure, in which the most important was that loaé to accept that Northern Ireland should

" Hennessey:1997:2

'® Rosland:2003:24

9 Melaugh: http://cain.ulst.ac.uk/ni/popul.htm

*° Rosland:2003:25
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remain a part of Britain. If one accepted thatreh&as much room for different political
views within the party* The party became a left to right coalition, anevdisupport from all
classes, but disproportionately from the middlesgldrom 1921 and up to 1972 the unionists
held up to 40 of the 52 seats in the Stormont graint?®> The governing body of the Unionist
Party is the Ulster Unionist Council. The Councéets annually to elect the party leader and

officers, but do not decide the party’s policiés.

The Nationalist Party

The Nationalist Party grew out of the Irish Parlertary Party. For much of its existence it
was a locally based party with much clerical inflae. The National Party was the main
vehicle for anti-partition politics until the civiights campaigr’ Because of the dominance
of the Unionist Party, the party remained on tluelgne. The party lacked organisation, and
until the 1960s it was without headquarters, pmitmanifesto and professional st&ffn the
1960's its leader, Eddie McAteer tried to give itmere radical image and a constituency
based organisation, but the civil rights movemevetbping at the same time would prove to

have a more popular appéal.

The Northern Ireland Labour Party

The Northern Ireland Labour Party (NILP) adoptegbécy of neutrality on the border issue,
but failed to attract sufficient support to makenark in Northern Irish politics. In 1949 the
party decided to formally recognise the union witeat Britain. At first this lead to a fall in
support, but the party made a small recovery in 1980s. In the 1960s, when the
constitutional issue was not as dominating as kefthre party increased its support. The
election system nullified the increasing supponivéeer, and the votes did not transfer to
increased parliamentary representaffoklany of its members became actively involved in

the civil rights movement.

2 Rosland:2003:26
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The Social Democratic and Labour Party

The Social Democratic Labour Party (SDLP) was fathdn the 2% of August 1970 and
would absorb most of the Nationalist Party’s supgrst The SDLP grew out of the civil
rights campaign, and three of the seven foundeds lde®en prominent in the civil rights
movement! The party quickly became one of the most imporpaitical forces in Northern

Ireland. The party was a left-of-centre pafty.

The Alliance Party

The Alliance Party was formed in April 1970, anttadted most of its support from unionists
that had supported Terence O’Neill, and felt ttet Alliance Party better represented their
outlook. It tried to attract support from both sids the community®

Organisations and movements

Loyal orders

The Orange Order was the largest Protestant og#@msin Northern Ireland, formed in 1795.
The order arranges the annual twelfth of July destrations in remembrance of King
William’s victory over King James at the BattleBdyne in 1690. The effective beginning of
the Unionist Party came after a meeting of sevean@emen. The Unionist Party had a close
relationship with the Order, often with overlappimgmbershig?

In addition to the Orange Order, the Apprenticey8ds another important
organisation within the loyal orders. The Appreatimoys is a loyal organisation set up in
memory of the apprentice boys who shut the gatd3eofy when the Catholic King James
was approaching the city with an army in 1688. Tédsto the siege of Derry which lasted for

105 days. The event is commemorated anndally.

The New Ulster movement
The New Ulster movement developed in early 1969rge moderation and non-sectarianism
in politics and to press for reforms. It was amahg first groups to call for a community

relations commission, a central housing executhgethe abolition of the B-Specials. In 1971

%1 Elliott:1999:446

%2 Rosland:2003:48

% Elliott:1999:156-157

% Elliott:1999:380

% Melaugh: http://cain.ulst.ac.uk/othelem/organ/aortm
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it proposed power sharing in government, and kht&tr year it called for the suspension of the

Stormont Parliament. Many of its members becanigeeaist the Alliance Party®

Ulster Vanguard
Ulster Vanguard was a pressure group within unianit was led by William Craig, and
established when the possibility of direct rule eamp in 1972. Its purpose was to provide an

umbrella organisation for loyalis?s.

The Civil Rights Movement

The civil rights movement was not a single orgaiosa but many groups fighting for the
same goal. Since my focus is not on the civil sgmovement itself, | will for the most part
classify all the different groups under the laltleé‘civil rights movement’ when | speak of it.

The first civil rights group is regarded to be tCampaign for Social Justice (CSJ) was
founded on the 17of January 1964. It grew out the Homeless CitiZesague, which had
been founded to protest over poor housing conditaord discrimination in housing allocation.
CSJ would stand in opposition to what they perakies discrimination and apartheid
implemented by the Stormont governm&hthe organisation was built up of people drawn
mainly from the Catholic middle class. The objeetof the group was equal rights within the
UK, although most of the members also aspired tdsvdnish unity. The group managed to
get Harold Wilson to say that a Labour governmerduld intervene to deal with
discrimination®® CSJ wanted to collect data on justice and figktritnination in employment,
housing electoral practices, political boundaries public appointment?.

The Northern Ireland Civil Rights Association (N\R@) was formed on the 39of
January 1967 NICRA was the best known civil rights group, ahe tmost important group
within the civil rights movement. NICRA initiatethé events that would lead to the creation
of a mass movement. For a time it acted as an uUlaprader which the other civil rights
groups could come together undeEven if the organisation was formed in 1967, i@irm

impact came after the launch of the first civilhig protest in 1968
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The objectives of NICRA were to defend the basedoms of all citizens, to protect
the rights of the individual, to highlight all paske abuses of power; to demand guarantees
for freedom of speech, assembly and associatiath,t@nnform the public of their lawful
rights** To achieve this they demanded: one-man, one-votecal elections; the ending of
gerrymandering of electoral boundaries; preventbmiscrimination by public authorities;
fair allocation of public housing; repeal of theeSjal Powers Act, and the disbandment of the
special force the B-Specidf3Since | will be using many of these terms througtthis paper,
| will define some of them here.

The definition of Gerrymandering is according torkiEm-Webster online dictionary:

to divide (a territorial unit) into election digtts to give one political party an electoral mdjpin a

large number of districts while concentrating tl¢ing strength of the opposition in as few distrias

possible*®
There were examples where the electoral boundarges gerrymandered in Northern Ireland.
In Derry for example the unionists controlled 60%he seats, with just 23.1% of the véfe.
The local government franchise had democratic wesdes, as it gave a small number of
property owners more than one vote, while a largelyer of adults had no vote. This
happened since the franchise was organised totlgg/eote to property owners or tenants, or
the spouses of these. This meant that lodgerspamgup children living at home had no vote
at local election8®

The B-Special was a part of Ulster Special Condtales, and was built up by part
time officers that operated in their own localitfheir numbers averaged between 11 000 and
12 000, and its members were almost exclusivelyvdr&rom the Protestant population,
where many had come from the ranks of the loypbsamilitary group, the Ulster Volunteer
Force (UVF)*

The Special Powers Act was one of the first adsspd in the Northern Irish
parliament. The act gave the Minister of Home A#dhe authority to take all steps necessary
to preserve law and order. The act gave the mmiste power to ban meetings and
publications, and to intern people without tPailThe act said thatf‘any person does any act

of such a nature as to be calculated to be prejatito the preservation of the peace or

* Hennessey:1997:137
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8 \Whyte:1983: hentet fra: http://cain.ulst.ac.ukiss/discrimination/whyte.htm

** Rosland:2003:27

%0 Whyte:1983: hentet fra: http://cain.ulst.ac.ukiss/discrimination/whyte.htm

12



maintenance of order in Northern Ireland and no¢afically provided for in the regulations
he shall be deemed guilty of an offence againstafelations:>*

The first civil rights march took place on the"™df August 1968. The march was
arranged by NICRA, and the protesters walked frooaliSland to Dungannon. NICRA
refused the demand from the police that they shoulg march through the Catholic area,
since that would imply that it was a sectarian rartan Paisley’'s Ulster Protestant
Volunteers arranged a counter demonstration, arehwgbme of the protesters tried to attack
the counter-protesters they were beaten back bpdhee. The civil rights leaders called for
restraint from the marchers, and reminded them tihey were there to protest for civil
rights >

The first civil rights march was a rather peacefiidir, at least in comparison with the
troubles that were to ensue. The next civil righiarch on the B of October 1968 would
prove to have a much larger significance, and wasome ways the beginning of the end of

Stormont parliament.

* Whyte:1983: hentet fra: http://cain.ulst.ac.ukiss/discrimination/whyte.htm
°2 Dixon:2001:82-84

13



CHAPTER TWO: ESCALATION AND RECONCILIATION:
OCTOBER TO DECEMBER 1968

October 1968 was in many ways a watershed in tsteryi of Northern Ireland. Once again
violence was to play a big role in the six countédJister. Rather ironically the violence
started after the IRA had called a ceasefire dfterfailure of the 1950’s campaign, and the
Catholic community came together to demand equgitsi with peaceful means. The civil
rights campaign for reform forced the crystallimatiof political positions within the unionist
party. The party’s political structure fell apastthe civil rights movement forced the unionist
politicians to take a stand on reforms.

In this chapter | will concentrate on three of thferent points of views within the
party, illustrated through the Prime Minister TezerO’Neill, the Minister of Home Affairs
William Craig and the Minister of Development Bri&aulkner. | have chosen these three
because they all had important positions in thdaypar the period between October and
December 1968, and because their views were shgregany other unionists. The period |
will look into in this chapter will be from the™of October and up to the end of December
1968. | will discuss the following questions:

* How did the unionist politicians perceive the cnghts movement complaints?

* How the civil rights movement influence and chatige Unionist Party from the civil
rights march on the"5of October and up to the end of the year?

* What did the unionist politicians think of the mavent’s method of protest? What

different opinions might be identified about thevament?

THE PATH TOWARDS THE CROSSROAD
Above all else, at this critical moment we wantaaige, a period of calm, an interval of restraintard and
action®
Terence O’Neill
The period between thé"®f October and $iof December 1968 was the golden era for the
civil rights movement. They managed to attract rmdéional attention to the situation in
Northern Ireland, and civil rights moved to the the politician’s agenda.

%3 Belfast Telegraph:15/10-1968
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The riots in Derry
The plea from Terence O’Neill, presented above,ld/éall on deaf ears. After the civil rights

campaigners had attracted international attenti@y would not easily give it up before they
achieved their goals. Thd'®f October was one of the highpoints of the ailghts campaign;
but it was also the beginning of the end of the ement. What was supposed to be a peaceful
civil rights march in Derry, developed into a canftation between about 2000 protesters and
the police>® The civil rights march had been banned by the $fémiof Home Affairs William
Craig, which led to serious rioting. The media lbcasted the images of the police batoning
the protesters> Once the seed of violence had been planted, thetigrcould not easily be
stopped. Alongside the violence, however, came igipland the civil rights movement
attracted international attention. The unionistyapould not ignore the movement, since the
British and international press portrayed an imafja suppressed minority and a repressive
government who had ruled for 40 years.

As most other unionists, the Prime Minister Teee@@Neill laid the blame for the
riots in Derry on the civil rights protesters thates. He said that the trouble in Derry
began when people decided they could choose waves they would observe and which they
would flout® He claimed that he for the last five years haebittb improve relations between
the two sections of the community. What happenedpifevious week had certainly set his
efforts back, he admitted, but he still believeat e situation could be turned around. But if
the violence and disorder were to continue, O’Nsalild it would lead to the collapse @hé
slender bridges men of goodwihad built. And if these bridges were to fall ibuld take
years to rebuild them, he claim&dO’Neill did acknowledge the seriousness of thaagion
after the riots in Derry and feared they could dgenhis effort to renew the Northern Irish
society, but what did he think of the accusatiopnsifthe civil rights movement at this time?

O’Neill said in an interview that it was a fact thhe election system in Northern
Ireland was the same system as in all the othds mdirthe United Kingdom up to 1948.
People might not like it, but the system was bagssh firm electoral support of a majoray.
The local government franchise was already undeewe The job would be big and take a

long time, but the government was genuine in tlegire to undertake long lasting reform, he
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argued In other words, this shows that O’Neill was wiljito at least consider changing the
local government franchise, but he did not see nwrcimg in the government’s actions.

O’Neill painted a picture of a government which rdwhe much good for Northern
Ireland. What had been presented by the civil sghbvement as years of stagnation, had in
fact been years of immense economic and sociargsegThe government had, according to
O’Neill, not only accepted desirable change, bwgedrit. But he warned the civil rights
movement that the violence had to end becauseogettwho sought to impose changes
through violence or other forms of coercion wereaatinue, they would most likely alienate
the majority of the people. The place for politveas in parliament not in the streets he argued.
Disorder was the way, not to equal rights, butrteequal share of misery and desp&iFhis
seems to indicate that O’Neill felt that he alreddyl made the necessary changes, and that
the reforms were already well underway. It is adtear that he did not think much of the
methods of protest the civil rights movement useddt their message through.

On the 18 of October, the Derry disturbances were discugs&tormont. Here the
Prime Minister asked the house to accept that ¢eestbn to ban the march had been made on
the advice of the police and in the interest ofspreing public order. O’Neill said that the
tragedy was that the organisers were not preparextdept a decision taken in the widest
public interest. By breaking the ban, the protestexd come in conflict with the law and in
that situation the law had to be uph&dror O’'Neill the maintenance of peace and order
came before any other responsibilities.

Concerning the causes for the widespread resentsiroé the events in Derry,
O’Neill laid the blame on a distorted and unbalahgeesentation of public affairs in
Northern Ireland. The picture of a country whicld Ishirked its responsibilities in areas such
as housing and employment and where the Roman I@attmmmunity were victims of
widespread discrimination in almost every way, wereng. O’Neill said that he did not only
resent that portrayal, he repudiated ®it.When speaking about the accusations of
discrimination from the civil rights movement, O’iNesaid that the allegations of
discrimination of non-unionist were widely untruedacould not be substantiated. 2300 new
government jobs in Derry and nine factories werieence of the number one priority status

of the city. These were jobs for all, not just umsts.
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He also repudiated the claims of discriminationthe allocation of public houses.
600 000 of the population were accommodated in-pasthousing and according to O’Neill,
everybody knew that the minority were occupyinguastantial portion of those houses. He
did, however, accept that the provision of adequmatesing was one of the most pressing
social needs, and that no single factor could deento reduce tension and improve the
condition of life.?® It seems as if O'Neill agreed with the civil righihovement that there was
challenges to deal with in Northern Ireland, but did not regard them to stem from
discrimination against Catholics. Still he thougimit something had to be done to stop the
now further escalating discontent within the Cathobmmunity.

The support for the civil rights movement was graatong Catholics. This can be
seen when the Derry Citizens Action Committee (DGAGged a new civil rights march in
Derry, and about 15 000 took part in a followingdawn protest? The Nationalist Party also
adopted a policy of non-violent civil disobedienemd reaffirmed the party’s dedication to
the ideal of social justice for all, irrespectivé aseed or clas& The support for the new
methods of protest was growing, and it would nketiong before the Prime Minister O'Neill

would try to remove some of the grievances of ki iights campaigners.

Towards reform and the five-point plan
In a statement issued after an emergency meetingpeotcabinet, O’Neill declared that a

period of cooling down and restraint were absojutdsential to get the situation back to
normal. He assured the civil rights campaigners i@ government was closely examining
the underlying causes for the disorder, and thehdén commotion and riots in the street
would only serve to anarch§.In the statement O’'Neill again asserted that thhtrof all
citizens depended first and foremost upon respecthie law and the maintenance of public
order. Everybody had a duty to deal with lawful stitated authorities in the maintenance of
order. Further violence would risk not only theetgfof one section of the community, but
the safety of alf’ The law and order aspect was essential for thenisti politicians, and
would be repeated many times during the civil sgtampaign.

With pressure from the streets and from the Britiglvernment it was clear the

O’Neill had to make some reforms, but the resistanitom within his own party against
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reforms were strong. O’Neill’s ability to implementforms would be a stern test of his
leadership, and since there were many unionistidgathers who would dismiss the reforms
simply one the basis that it gave the impressioa @overnment who gave in to pressure
from the British and the street demonstrators imrypdat would subsequently be hard for
O’'Neill to get trough reforms that would satisfy séctions®

The reforms were presented on thé“28f November. They dealt with the most
pressuring grievances of the civil rights movem@ihie business vote in local elections were
abolished, and the local government franchise werdee reformed within three years, Fair
allocation of houses were promised, and an ombuddmavestigate grievances arising out
of central government administration were to beoaqpd. The Special Powers Act were also
to be reviewed, and the Derry City Council was ® duperseded by the Development
Commissiorf? In a statement the Government gave assurances thas their intention to
deal with any valid criticism of administration, wever marginal such criticisms might Se.
With this statement it seems as if the governmehttiat the criticism was marginal.

The reforms received no immediately cheers fromctia rights movement. The civil
rights organisation, the Derry Citizens Action Coittee (DCAC), said that they would
continue their struggle until the demand of one-pware-vote had been achieved. The DCAC
welcomed the government’s proposals in principig,they criticized their vagueness and the
cabinet’s total failure to tackle the issue of lbeal government franchise at the present time.
The DCAC said that they regarded the local govenirfranchise to be the root cause of the
problems in Northern Irelan@d.The Northern Irish Civil Rights Association (NICRAaid
that the reforms would do little to remove the gwithich existed in the community. They
could not accept the five-point plan as a genuamsasofor reform. They called the proposal for
reform a surrender to the right-wing of the goveeninparty. The allocation of houses was
still left in the hands of the local authoritiebey claimed, and an ombudsman without any
power was virtually useless. They accepted theyDamga plan as the most radical of the five
proposals; they welcomed the abolition of the bessnvote. But real reform in this area,
NICRA argued, would be the introduction of univéradult franchise. NICRA also said that
the statement on the Special Powers Act were imétere of a confidence trick.Judging

from the statements from DCAC and NICRA it did Iddée the reforms were not enough to
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appease the civil rights movement, but O’Neil’sxnenove would bring about a fragile

period of peace before Christmas 1968.

Ulster at the crossroads
After the five-point plan for reform had got a lukarm reception, O’'Neill decided to speak

directly to the people in a televised speech whieht a long way in taking the heat out of the
situation. O’Neill asked what kind of Ulster one mted, a happy respected province or a
place torn apart by riots and demonstrations. hteteat the following days and weeks would
decide the future of Northern Irelaftin Derry and other places a small minority of agits,
determined to subvert lawful authorities, had pthy® part in setting fire to highly
inflammable material, he claimed. But he also atidithat the tinder for that fire, in the form
of grievances real or imaginary had been pilingfapyears’ This statement suggest that
O’Neill was not ready to accept all of the accumatifrom the civil rights movement, yet he
seems to acknowledge that it did not matter if dlegations were real or not, since the
minority’s feeling of wrongdoing produced the sarasult as if the allegations had been true.
It is also clear that he believed that there wasdion of the civil rights movement who had
sinister motives. He said to the protesters thair yoice had been heard, and clearly heard.
Their duty was to play their part in taking the theat of the situation before blood were
shed’ The changes the government had announced werdatg to O'Neill, genuine and
far-reaching and the government as a whole wa#iyjtaammitted to them. He said that he
would not lead a government who would water themrdor make them meaningle€sThe
speech was an attempt to sooth as many as pogSibleill said that he would deal with the
complaints of the civil rights movement, but heoatsade it clear that he would not jeopardise
the connection with Great Britain.

Even though O’Neill did accept that reforms wereessary, it does look as if he did
not fully support the claims of discrimination. $eng to the parliament he said that public
clamour did not always mean that the change dendawds justifiable, but if those demands
could be met without any damage or danger to thenoonity, the best thing would be to give
them sympathetic consideratiéfiThis coupled with his use of the phrase “reahoaginary”

when he spoke of the allegations in the “crossrogm=ech” indicates that he found the
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allegations imaginary. He argued that the onlyriggin to human rights in Northern Ireland
were those needed in order to protect all the gedypicording to O’Neill, the descriptions of
Ulster of late had been unfair, and the lack ofibaé was evident to dfi.It does indeed look
like O’'Neill's determination to implement reformgchot stem from a belief of wrongdoings
against the Catholics, but more from the beliet thaould cause trouble if he did nothing.
O’Neill looked upon himself as a moderniser, andtiaught that Northern Ireland was a
somewhat backward society. He was therefore willinmitiate reform. The decision was not
taken because he accepted the claims of discrimmabut stemmed from a belief that it
would in the end benefit the society.

In O’Neill’'s opinion he had put the choice to theople, and they had answered with
overwhelming support And it did indeed look like O'Neill had weatheréite storm.The
Belfast Telegraphwrote in mid-December 1968, that O’Neill had remisthe immediate
challenge to his leadership. This had not been dwiewithout a cost, however further
changes to the local government franchise wouldgbtie discontent from the backbenchers
back to the surfac®.

After the “crossroad speech” O’'Neill received wha Belfast Telegraptiescribed as
massive support. The paper printed a ‘support O'Neiupon, and asked the readers to send
them in if they supported O’Nefff: Two days later over 60 000 had expressed thejptp
for O'Neill's reform friendly policies®® Riding on a wave of support, O'Neill used the
opportunity to fire William Craig from his minist@ost as Minister of Home Affairs. He said
that the reason for Craig’s dismissal was Craigtsaetion to ideas of an UDI (Unilateral
Declaration of Independenceature. O’Neill said that Craig’'s belief that Wstcould go
alone was a delusion and he believed that all BeEnpeople would see it $The dismissal
of Craig would however cause problems for O’Nailtle time to come.

At the one hand O’Neill had members of his owntyavho thought the reforms
given were more than enough, and on the other handiad the civil rights movement who
would not leave the streets before one-man, onetvad been granted. Still at Christmas time
1968 it looked as if the situation had cooled down.

As | have pointed out, while O’Neill was trying &mpease the civil rights movement,

he also had to fend off critics from within the Onist Party. We will now turn our attention
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to this opposition represented here by William @rand Brian Faulkner. How did they react
to the civil rights movement from the march in Deon the & October, and what did they
think of O’Neill’s effort to cool the situation dawup to Christmas 19687

THE OPPOSITION FROM WITHIN: OCTOBER-DECEMBER 1968
At the same time as O’Neill had to try to apped®edivil rights movement his policies faced

opposition from within his own party. On th& &f July 1968 the Minister of Home Affairs
William Craig said this to the members of parliaméBy all means pursue your ideals, but
once you overstep the rule of law, once you negihecproper democratic procedure, you can
expect little sympathy from anyone who believeseimocracy®* William Craig decided to
ban the civil rights march in Derry, with the reaswm that it would likely clash with the
announced Apprentice Boys march, a Protestant giupit is also clear that Craig did not
support the movement’s right to march in Derry lat @n the &' of October he said that
contrary to usual practice, the civil rights movemproposed to move into an area which by
tradition had long been agreed that they did notaerinto. Even if the Apprentice Boys were
marching or not, Craig said that he would havedoklat the public order aspect as a
nationalist march would provoke extreme annoyandée went on to say thadfThe civil
rights marchers will have plenty of room elsewhéfr¢ghey want to hold meetings it would be
proper for them to have them in their own quartéfsThis was probably the traditional
unionist view, but it did not fit well with O’Neis new policy, and was of course not
acceptable for the civil rights marchers, who pseél to be non sectarian. Also the Derry
Labour Party stated that the citizens of Derry &aight to march through their own toWwh.
After the march, Craig denied the allegations olige brutality. He said that if the
march had been allowed, they would have had rinta ecale that would have carried them
back to the foundation of the st&feHe said that the protesters had received no patiot
from the police, rather they had been treated waitiolerance that some would think of as
undeserved’ It seems that William Craig in general believedttthe civil rights movement

way of protest in Northern Ireland had no placa slemocratic society.
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Craig never attempted to hide his feelings towdhdscivil rights movement. Right
from the start Craig proclaimed that the IRA wagoined in the movement. On the " 6f
October he asked the members of parliament to deplee actions of the civil rights
participants after the march in Derry. He said thatas clear that some elements were trying
to create riot and disorder in Northern Ireland] #rat they for the most part had the common
bond of intent to overthrow the constitution. Itsyaccording to Craig, two years since the
IRA began the work to bring about unrest and disomthich the organization stated as a
necessary prerequisite for its physical force pogl’ The Civil Rights Association was only
non-political and non sectarian on the face ofoégcause, as Craig explained, when one

looked at the actual composition of the movemebedame clear that it was:
(...) an omnium gatherum made up of members of thedboaderry Housing Action Committee, the
majority of whom are also members of the Connollgséciation, of the Republican Party which
includes well-known members of the I.R.A and Sineini- of the Young Socialists and of the
Communist Party. A body of this composition is amsly unacceptable to those of loyalist belief,
particularly to those who are aware of the recéatement by Cathal Goulding that the I.R.A suppbrte

and intended to infiltrate and use the civil rightganisations®

This statement shows that Craig felt that the adilghts member’s political inclination was
enough to prove that the civil rights movement dat have sincere motives, and for that
reason the government had a right to stop themh Wiis in mind he used his position as
Minister of Home Affairs in an attempt to stop ttigil rights movement from marching. On
the 13" of November he banned all marches in Derry for antim, except the customary
parades. This in reality meant that he banned ithkerights marches, but allowed the loyal
institutions to hold their paradésHe said that the situation had been aggravatedusec
much of the protests were indented to cause pdidmrder, and if he allowed the marches to
continue it would produce not only resentment,\bolent opposition and retaliatiol.He did
support the right to march, but he also said tlhat “toat trailing demonstrators and
provocative acts (..)had to be dealt with if thepstituted a threat to the peac&As Craig
did not believe that the civil rights movement wason-violent movement with sincere
motives, it is no surprise that he did not accheirtclaim of discrimination either.

Craig refuted the claims of discrimination in tloedl election franchise when he on

the 4" of December stated th4fhe very fact that one does not have universallissiuffrage
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in local government in itself does not mean tharehis a denial of a civil right®® This
indicates that he was aware of differences in tdwall election franchise, but he did not
consider the lack of universal suffrage to contita loss of civil rights. And if it did
constitute a lack of civil rights, it would imply great lack of civil rights in England, he
argued, as England did not have its own parliarffdde finished the speech with a statement

which in many way sums up his view of the civillrig movement:
| would repeat that whatever political discontdrgre may be in this country the right way to expres
that discontent is not by organising marches onsttede and on the frequency that we have had in
recent weeks. It is not in keeping with the whaehnique of democracy and everyone of us in this
House should be prepared to say so. If there isratigtment the reason this Communist and Marxist
technique is being adopted is probably becauselpesipo feel that they have discontent have lost

confidence in hon. Members opposite who have pteddo represent them for so lofig.

First of all, Craig did not think the civil righteovement way to express their discontent was
fitting in a democracy; the techniques were of acwnist nature. It was the nationalist
politicians who were the reason that people toothéostreets, not the Unionist Party. Craig
said that even though there had always been magstteparades in Northern Ireland, these
had been of a traditional nature, well disciplinedhout suspicious intentions. These new
massive civil rights parades were apparently nat,thnd subsequently the police needed
greater resources to deal with them. When the @diad to use their resources it would
necessary imply that some of the populations otigits suffered temperedly, such as the
right to move freely, Craig claimed.

Craig was allowed to express his discontent with ¢ivil rights movement quite
freely, but when he on November™® a speech criticised the government's policies, i
caused a political storm. The speech did, accordinthe Belfast Telegraphdisplay a
“singular lack of enthusiasm for the government'odsman plari.*® Craig also criticised
the standard of democracy in countries where Ro@aiolics were in the majorify?° In
many ways Craig was a traditional unionist, wittraalitional view on Catholics, but in some
respects there were indications that he had ardiftesiew on the union with Great Britain.

Craig did say that he had not argued for an indeget Ulster, but some of his
statements do show a point of view that could hermeted as support for an independent

Ulster. After he was sacked from his post by O’Né&ilr example, he said the following:
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| think too much has been read into that secti@)'{¥and | would resist any effort by any government
in Great Britain, whatever it complexion might lbe,exercise that power in any way to interfere with
the proper jurisdiction of the Parliament and gowveent of Northern Ireland. (..) It is merely a mese

power to deal with emergency situations. And itificllt to envisage any situation it could ever be

exercised without the consent of the Parliamentgo@rnment of Northern Irelart?

He did also say that intervention would have be@ndnough if Stormont misused its powers,
but there had not been, and would not be, any daofy¢hat!® With that statement he
dismissed all of the civil rights movement’'s acdises, and denied any reasons for British
intervention. It is clear that Craig believed thfa Stormont parliament had the final say, so
in any questions that concerned Northern Irelaedybuld oppose any attempt by the British
to interfere. This belief was of course not acceleteor O’Neill, but it was most likely
Craig’s actions in dealing with the civil rights rement that made him a torn in O’'Neill’s
side, to the extent that O’Neill used the firstibagity to fire him.

After his dismissal Craig strongly criticised O’'N@&i policies. He said that the
unionist politicians had taken the right decisiomew the battle for home rule was fought, and
that they should not do anything that would betajessen what had been achieved tfén.
This shows that for Craig, the situation in Northéeland at that time was nothing less than
a fight for the survival of Ulster. Craig believéltat the Roman Catholic community had a
different standard of democracy since their religidaith dictated that it had to be that
way % This may also explain why he was so fervently msfathe civil rights movement.
Craig’s opposition against the civil rights movermdid earn him the label of Paisleyite, a
label that was used for the followers of the logtalind reverend lan Paisley. Paisley spoke
out in support of Craig by sayingThank God that in the battle which is going onUltster
we have got a Minister of Home Affairs of the aalibf William Craig.”° But Craig himself
repudiated the label, and said that he did not@upan Paisley. In fact the only thing he had
done was to dare to disagree with O’'Neill. Craigired that there was a tendency in
Northern Ireland to claim that if one disagreedhw@®'Neill on had automatically to be

101 gection 75 reads: Saving for supreme authorithefParliament of the United Kingdom. Notwithstargli
the establishment of the Parliaments of SouthednNorthern Ireland, or the Parliament of Irelandaoything
contained in this Act, the supreme authority of Baliament of the United Kingdom shall remain tieeted
and undiminished over all persons, matters, amjthin Ireland and every part thereof. Governméirietand
Act: found at: http://www.bailii.org/nie/legis/nuract/1920/192000067.html
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labelled as a Paisleyite. Craig stressed that hestdel the way Paisley went about his work
and much of what he stood ftY.

Craig did nevertheless accept that there was & glacPaysleyites in the Unionist
Party. There were serious differences betweentioadi unionism and Paisley’s loyalist
group, but Craig did believe that the differenceldde resolved®® Craig did thereby place
himself somewhere in between; not a Paisleyite arsupporter of O’Neill, but still a unionist,
although a unionist with a somewhat different iptetation of the union with Great Britain.

Craig’s description of the civil rights movementddirequently sound more like
something Paisley would have said rather than Q'Niei a speech in Shankill Road he
claimed that the riots in Derry had been perpedrateevil men and that those men had gone
there with the purpose of not only breaking the, lbut also to create disorder. He went on to
say that he had no quarrel with any individual Ror@atholic, but their church at least as it is
operated in Ireland meant a lesser form of demgcfidhis attack on the Catholic Church
was something that one would expect to hear fréoyalist rather than a unionist.

Craig was one of the most outspoken critics of @INm this period, but he was not
the only one. Brian Faulkner, the Minister of Deyhent, was also one of the sternest critics
of O’Neill from within the government during thevdi rights campaign. Faulkner did not
believe that the civil rights movement had sincai@ives. In a speech at Cordrain Orange
Hall on the §' of October, when the streets of Derry where ergulh violence, Faulkner
dismissed the civil rights movement as a false mmm@. He said that those who professed an
interest in civil rights where not really interest@ civil rights but were seeking the complete
upset of the constitutioh® It was, according to Faulkner, a fact of histohatt many
movements inspired by idealism and a desire tcebatankind, had been taken over and
exploited for other purposes by determined and tousi men:** He went on to say that the
term civil rights conjured up a picture of oppressiof illegal imprisonment, of ghettoes, of
apartheid in the worst meaning of the word, of aiaeof liberties. It was therefore a very
convenient banner for the republican movement tstladoft!*? Here Faulkner and Craig had
a similar view. Craig formulated it perhaps a bire straightforward, but both felt that the
civil rights movement was an IRA plot. Faulkneribeéd that the nationalist community

would see right trough that deception because:
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Their growing sense of integration in the communtheir welcomed participation in many social and
economic affairs, the increasing prosperity thejoyed in common with every unionist Ulsterman,

gave the lie direct to these accusatitis.

This shows that Faulkner did not accept the cigihts claim that Catholics had been treated
unfair. He was however concerned about the conseguthe civil rights campaign would
have on the economic situation in Northern Irelane.said in the speech that the sensational
political mudslinging would rebound, not only orange and unionist Ulstermen, but would
also endanger the pay packet of every nationatisen and the future of their childrét* He
continued this tread of reasoning when he on th@fSNovember said that it was time to
come down from the clouds of distortion, exaggeratand prejudice which had developed
the last couple of weeks. He went on to say‘tBatcrimination, gerrymandering, civil rights,
Irish unity may be the stuff that martyrs are maélebut they will not but butter on the bread
or one penny in the pay packét® The fact that he mentioned Irish unity alongsiae main
complaints of the civil rights movement suggests tie did not believe the claim from the
civil rights protesters that the border issue watsanpart of their campaign.

It is clear that one of Faulkner’'s biggest concenas the effects on the economic
situation, and he urged the civil rights movementetcognise that it was the good economic

situation which allowed them to protest:
There has been plenty of talk about human digtiity,franchise, and civil rights. The mantel of itiv
rights” sits comfortably enough over a well-fillesdlomach and a warm winter suit. But it is scant

protection against the cold winds of economic tgal®

Here Faulkner expresses that it was because gjabé times for Northern Ireland that the
civil rights movement could afford the luxury ofgpest. The statement also contains a
warning that this prosperity could disappear if mment did not stop their campaign. The
fact that Faulkner believed that the civil rightampaign stemmed from the improved
conditions for Catholics, suggest that he did ngip®rt the movement’s complaints at all.
The fact that Northern Ireland’s population washleig than ever before, and the living
standard was rising, was proof that the allegatwas wrong, he claimed. And moreover,
Faulkner said that the Unionist Party had achidledprosperity without any assistance from
the Nationalist Party, which had consistently afited to put any progress at risk by

wrecking the constitutiof’
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Faulkner did say that it was a fundamental rightalbthe citizens in Northern Ireland
to have a good house and a fair wage, but he cooficbelieve that a man’s political or
religious background would inhibit him in obtainiegiployment:*® Faulkner remained much
in the background during O’Neill's showdown withaly, and he made it clear that he would
have no part in any caucus over leadershifihis indicates that he was closer to O’Neill than

Craig.

SUMMARY
The period from the™of October 1968 and up to the end of the yearawsignificant period

in Northern Ireland. Violence had once again plageadle in the politics of Ulster. The civil
rights movement had made a name for itself, andhmuspotlight on Ulster in the eyes of the
world.

The civil rights movement brought to the surfdoee difference of opinion within the
Unionist Party. The movement’s protest was so ssfaethat O’Neill implemented reforms
in an effort to cool the situation down. The refgrrbaused opposition from within the
Unionist Party. The political situation within th@ionist movement involved a clash between
the traditional unionist values and a new reforienidly government. O’Neill’s efforts to
change Northern Ireland had started before thé ights campaign, but as soon as it seemed
like he was implementing reforms because of pressm the civil rights movement, it
caused discontent among many unionists. There am@ rthan suggestions that Terence
O’Neill did not accept that the complaints from fttieil rights movement were true, yet he
felt that the Northern Irish society needed to éfenmed, and this was the main reason why
he implemented the reform packages, even if he khewit would be met with opposition.
Still it is hard to envision that the reforms pretsel on the 2¥ of November would have
been implemented if it had not been for the prestnam the civil rights movement. It is also
likely that O’Neill would have been able to impleme@eforms with less opposition, if the
unionists had not seen it as a surrender to therights movement.

The reforms did cause opposition from within thaidsist Party. Brian Faulkner
dismissed the civil rights movement as a false mmear@, and claimed that their goal was to
end the union. Faulkner’'s language concerning thié rights movement was stronger than
that of O’Neill, but he refrained from strongly tazising the government’s policies.
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The same could not be said about William CraigerEas a member of the government
he criticised the policies of O’Neill. Craig waseoaf the sternest critics of O’'Neill within the
Unionist Party, and this would cost him his posites Minister of Home Affairs. Craig did
also right from the start dismiss the civil rigit®vement as an IRA conspiracy, and he was
strongly against giving in to their demands. He wlad think the civil rights movement form
of protest had any place within a democratic sgciahd because of this he felt that the
government gave into pressure when they implemetitedreform package in the ¥2of
November 1968.

O’Neill had in this period managed to calm down ldmgest civil rights organisations,
but not all. On the 20of December the civil rights group Peoples Demograot satisfied
with the government’s measures, announced thatwioeyd hold a march starting in Belfast
on the first of Januar}?° The march was modelled on the Selma-Montgomerycmanr
Alabama in 1966. The intent, as one of the orgasikéichael Farrell has put it, was to test
the government’s intentions. Either the governmeould face up to the extreme-right
elements within the Unionist Party, or it would brposed asifhpotent in the faces of
sectarian thuggery forcing Westminister to get involved, and thyseaing the Irish question
for the first time in 50 yearS! The result of the march would prove to do just.tihe next

chapter will focus on the period leading up to QlR&eresignation in April 1969.
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CHAPTER THREE: O'NEILL'S DOWNFALL: JANUARY TO
APRIL 1969

The period of calm after O’Neill’s “crossroad spleecame to an abrupt end in the beginning
of January. The People Democracy march from Beffasted on January'1969 and right
from the start there were confrontations betweeotegters and counter-protesters who
showed up along the route. But the most seriousrmatation came on the last day of the
march. When the march reached Burntollet bridgeptbéesters were attacked by two groups
armed with lead piping, crowbars and iron bars. pblce could offer little protection against
the aggressors; the attacks were brutal and retmntThe unresisting marchers were beaten,
prevented from seeking shelter and then pursueah Wiey tried to escape. The attacks were
well prepared, piles of stones had been left infidlds, and the phone wires had most likely
been cut the night before. The incident was goaghgganda for the civil rights movement
since, many of the attackers were members of tBp&eials->?

This chapter will stretch from the Burntollet manchJanuary 1969 up to O’Neill’s
resignation in the end of April. It was in this j@eF that the Unionist Party really started to
split, and when O’Neill announced a general electioe party became split into Pro and
Anti-O’Neill candidates. The questions | will expdoin this chapter are:

» Did the unionist perception of the civil rights nemment change in this period?
* How did the civil rights movement influence the gees that led to O’Neill's

resignation?

ENOUGH IS ENOUGH
O'Neill issued a statement concerning the Burntdieident on January's He said that

enough was enough. He was clearly upset that fost éfefore Christmas had not lead to a
better result. He said th&#Ve have heard sufficient for now about civil righet us hear a
little about civil responsibilities *®His tone in this statement was much more condemning

than in the crossroads speech. He said that thehmalanned by:
(...) the “so-called” Peoples Democracy was fromdhéset a foolhardy and irresponsible undertaking.
At best those who planned it were careless of ffects it would have: at worst they embraced the

prospect of adverse publicity causing further daeriaghe interest of Northern Ireland as a whdle.
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It was time that certain students returned to theidies O’Neill claimed, for which they had
the support of the tax-payers. They should leatittla more of the nature of the society
before they again displayed such arrogance towtamse who had built up the facilities they
enjoyed"® The way O’Neill characterised the Peoples Demacreas different from the way
he had spoken about the civil rights movement leefbe Burntollet march. He was much
more sceptical about the motives of this group tharhad been about the other civil rights
groups.

But O’Neill also condemned the Protestants wholaened had played right into the
hands of those who were encouraging the curretataai. The right thing to do would be to
treat the march with silent contempt. By turningittback to what he called irresponsible and
misguided people, they would have won a new respsdceful contempt would bring the
marches to an end® This statement suggests that O’'Neill did not suppiee civil rights
reasoning for arranging these marches. But he uligpat their democratic right to express
their views on the street, regardl&sew foolish, ill-judged and untimely they may b&?*

The statement also contained a poorly concealeshtthof the consequences if the
marches should continue. If the warring minoritiés not rapidly returned to their senses he
would consider further reinforcement of the polie using the B-Specials. He would also
have a look at the Public Order Act to see if haildave to ask the Parliament for further
powers to control the elements that were holdinghis words, the entire community to

ransom’*? It is clear that O'Neill did not believe that tieoples Democracy had sincere
motives, but unlike the backbenchers he did not gine organization all the blame, he also
condemned what he called the extremist Protestingsalso clear that his tolerance had its
limits. If the movement refused to remain within avthe saw as the normal democratic
procedures, he would use force to make them conform

The Peoples Democracy march changed the situatiddorthern IrelandThe Times
wrote that it, after O’Neill's political victory whin the Unionist Party the previous month,
had looked like the province had won another chaaceutgrow its communal antagonism,
but that this scenario looked less likely nBWO’Neill's statement did nothing to appease the
civil rights movement; unlike the crossroads speiechd most likely inflame the situation.

The Derry Citizen Action Committee (DCAC) callecetbtatement a disgrace, and stated that:
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“whether he agreed with the march or not, his attaokthe conduct of the marchers is
completely indefensible when one considers thanthechers preached and practised non-
violence in the face of the most extreme and hamgfprovocatiot **° The image among the
civil rights campaigners of a Prime Minister whoad on their side diminished, the DCAC
argued, when O’Neill criticised people who had bed¢tacked only because they tried to
express their views. The Burntollet march showeat tihe problems in Ulster had not
disappeared after O'Neill’s five-point plan for oem. The renewed tension demanded new

measures from the government.

THE APPOINTMENT OF THE CAMERON COMMISSION
On the 18 of January the cabinet sat up an independent cssioni to investigate the

disturbances in Northern Irelantf- The reason for the commission was, according to the
Attorney General, to invite to anobjective, unbiased scrutiny by competent minds int
various factors of our recent problems. Objectinelihgs by such a body are always of value
to a wise Parliament *** The commission would be lead by the judge, Loath€ron-*?

O’Neill was disappointed over the renewed conilicthe community. In an interview
to the Washington Poshe said that they had achieved peace before @lasstbut that the
students broke that peace when they decided to dagbtest march. However he laid the
blame on the counter demonstrators too. If onlyppediad been sensible and left these
“miserable, long-haired, bedraggled studémttone everything would have been alright, but
there was a counter demonstration and everythirgblawn up***He asked how they were
to achieve reforms when one had this communalestaihd claimed that the extremist feed
upon each other, when one did something the othehad to react®

Yet O’Neill also saw something new in the situatidhere had always been extreme
Protestants and extreme Irish republicans, butaharchist and Trotskyites among the
students were something new. These radicals weeerding to O’Neill, different from the
civil rights leaders in Derry. In Derry they hadwdn the Trotskyites and anarchists out of the

movement>® It is interesting that O’'Neill separated the cinghts movement in Derry from
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the Peoples Democracy. This may imply that he tfedt the protesters in Derry had more
sincere motives.

It is obvious, however, that it was a frustrateoi@rMinister who gave this interview.
He complained the he could do nothing without beinigcise; if he let the demonstrators
fight among themselves he was abdicating to vi@eaad if he called in the police, he was
guilty of repressiort>’

The frustration did however not lead to a changeadity. O’Neill would continue his
effort to bring the different sections of the stgimgether. Speaking in Stormont he pleaded
to the Roman Catholic leaders to recognise thaadhmsinistration policy aimed to assure that
justice would be done to all sections of the sgcikt return he asked the Catholic leaders to
“render unto Caesar the things that are Caesanghich according to O’Neill was tot6
observe the normal courtesies towards the authesritf this State™*® With this he probably
meant that the civil rights movement should acdbptnormal parliamentarian methods of
democracy, and refrain from politics in the strés. did not seem to fear what the Cameron
Commission would uncover. On the contrary, he segghat the future had to build on the
truth:

On the one hand there are those who see receriseagm struggle between honest idealism and the
forces of reaction. On the other there are those seé® them as a cynical plot by radical subverdives
overturn the Government and all lawful authorityh&e does the truth lie? And who, outside Northern
Ireland, will heed our partisan interpretationsay: let the truth be known, and let us build ujtohdo

not fear the truth for Ulster. The words "The trgtimall make you free" seem to me to be politically
wise as well as morally right. Let us create aglaswvhich we may all see ourselves clearly, anth ai

determination not to shrink from what we may 5&e.

It seems as if O’Neill wanted the truth to come; &gt wanted a society which did not fear to
right its wrongs. This strategy fitted well withsheffort to modernise the Northern Irish
society: all the possible wrongs of the past haddime out, so they could create a society
above all suspicions.

But the suspicions would not be removed so easdynfthe politics in Northern
Ireland. However, the beginning of the end of OIR&eleadership was not directly caused by
the civil rights movement; it started when Briarulkaer resigned from his minister post on

239 of January.
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In his resignation letter to O’Neill, Faulkner wedihat he had been unhappy about the
setting up of the Cameron Commission. In his opiniowas a political manoeuvre and to
some extent an abdication of authortf{.The commission would, according to Faulkner,
most likely pinpoint the local government franchaseone of the main matters leading up to
the troubles. And it would be next to impossible flle government not to implement the
findings of the commission?* The government had thereby, according to Faulkner,
surrendered all initiative in dealing with the neattboth decision and the timing had been
taken out of the government's hartsThe straightforward thing for the government to do
would be to initiative discussions within the unginparty on universal adult franchise in
local government?® Faulkner felt that the government was better dedlito decide for itself
what was to be doné? In this matter he was united with Craig in oppiositto the inquiry,
but Faulkner proposed a totally different solutitnthe problem. Faulkner proposed to
implement universal adult suffrage right away, andthis respect he went further than
O'Neill was willing to go in reforming the society® The economical development in
Northern Ireland was threatened, Faulkner clainzedl unless something was done fast it
would seriously damage all economic developmenhénfuture. This was one of the main
reasons the government had proposed the reforndsfFaulkner believed that they would
produce a desirable result. The rioting and viacdehad not, according to Faulkner, done
irreparable damage to the country’s developm&Ehis shows that Faulkner still believed
that the troubles could be turned around, butef/tvere to continue he was pessimistic about
the future, both for the Unionist Party and therdoy He said that the Unionist Party was
tearing itself to pieces, and the situation in twantry was such that the work in his
department was imperilled’

Faulkner’s willingness to concede to the civilhtg movement greatest demand at that
time did not stem from a newfound belief in thecsinty of the movement. A few days after

his resignation he said:
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Were it not for the historic divisions in our sdgiethe civil rights marchers, with their inevitabl
connections of students, socialist, Marxists, réipahs, evident as they are in so many other plates

the world, would have been an embarrassment riihara tragedy*®
The only truly democratic way to exert politicaflirence was through political associations,
“not marching about the streets or sitting on tleade to offer advice*° Faulkner could not
accept the alligation that the minority had suffergrave social injustice in Northern
Ireland**° Faulkner’s support for one-man, one-vote came lmxhe wanted the government
to appear strong, not because he supported thlerigiiits movement’s accusations. Both
Faulkner and O’Neill wanted to reform Northern #medl, but Faulkner was more sceptical
towards the civil rights movement. So when the gorent seemed to give into the pressure
from the movement, instead of implementing the mefoof their own accord, it was enough
to make Faulkner resign.

Faulkner and Craig would both oppose the decigionset up the Cameron
Commission, but for different reasons. Craig foitrithrd to understand why the government
had set up the inquiry to the causes and naturthéounrest and violenc¢g' He called it an
act of appeasement to the civil rights moverméh€raig demanded a promise from the
government that there would be no change to tha [gavernment franchise until the review
of the structures and functions of the local atittesr had been completéef Both Craig and
Faulkner felt that the civil rights movement hatktbr motives, but Craig separated himself
from Faulkner by rejecting the necessity for refsrrithereby placing himself outside the
group within the Unionist Party who felt that refts would benefit the Northern Irish society.
Craig felt that the Prime Minister had caused tphkt $n the party by implementing the
reforms. The only way to unite the party was, adg to Craig, that O’Neill stepped down
and gave way for a new leader, this because O'Nwil failed to give the sufficient
assurances about the constitutional position amvdep of the Stormont parliament. Craig

said that even if O’Neill were to give those assges now, it would be too late to reunite the

party>*

It was the constitutional situation which concerr@@ig the most at this time, but
unlike the loyalist section in Northern Irelandméas not the integration into the Republic that

he spoke of, but the concern for British interventinto matters of Stormont business.
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| would say to hon. Members that as one looks atléigal argument it goes hand in hand with the
common-sense approach because if devolution mesptisieg at all and if legislative authority is give

to certain people one cannot willy nilly take it awfrom them or undermine it without making a
nonsense of it. The Northern Ireland Parliamentdiamys used its powers rightly and properly and it
is difficult to envisage any justifiable situatiom which the United Kingdom Government would be

entitled to legislate over the head of the eleatdtlof the people of Northern Ireland as expressed
t>°

their Parliamen
Since Craig in no way agreed with the allegatioresnf the civil rights movement and
believed that the parliament had always used igep® rightly and properly, the British
government had no authority to intervene in Northieland. It does indeed seem like he
believed that the British parliament had no juigsdn over Northern Ireland.

The situation for O’Neill took a turn for the worgéhen 13 unionist MP’s signed a
letter calling for his resignation. They wrote tllaé only way to resolve the disunity of the
party was a change of leadershipThe support O'Neill had enjoyed since his “crossro
speech” was now rapidly dwindling away. The UnibriRsairty was in disarray about which
course to take, and it looked like the party whield ruled continually for over 40 years was
torn apart by the challenge from the civil rightevement. O’Neill had to do something, and

it did not take long before he made his move.

THE ELECTION CAMPAIGN
On the & of February O'Neill announced the dissolution afliament and stated that there

were to be an election on the"2df February. Just months earlier, O’Neill had edlsuch an
election irresponsible, and the election was ndt reeeived among O’Neill's adversaries.
Craig said that an election would prove to be disas for both the party and for the country.
Craig believed that an election would almost irelié lead to riots and disordef.

It seems as if the election debates did not conttendisagreement with O’Neill’s
policies as such, but his leadership. Faulkner gwtlit was an extraordinary election since
many unionist, like himself, would support the pas ‘to the hilt, but who could not find it
in themselves to support O’'Neill's leadershipCraig said that he wanted to counter what he

called ‘spurious propaganda campaigmounted on behalf of the Prime Minister who
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alleged that he challenged O’Neill because he whatechange of policies rather than a
change of leader?

Craig was fighting the election as a unionist cdatk, and he claimed that O’'Neill
tried to bypass the traditional party proceduresdiyng the leadership election out of the
hands of the unionist party members and give itht people. | believe that Craig’'s stern
conviction that all matters should be handled wittie parliament and the party was one of
the reasons why he could not support lan Paislelyhas street-politics. Craig felt that the
Unionist Party had always been an extremely dentiocparty and he accused O’Neill of

only allowing one point of view within the patty, to which O’Neill replied:

| am getting tired of having to correct Mr. Craigigsstatements as an ex-minister as | had become of
being asked to defend his blunders when he wasnistei. (..) He wearies us with his talk of party

unity. (..) is he or is he not fighting this election the official manifesto of the Unionist Parfyj?

O’Neill asked how Craig could say that he suppotteel government’s policies, when he
previously had said that he would deny giving wssé the Cameron Commission if asked.
More interestingly O’Neill also accused Craig ohtributing the troubles in Derry with his
“meaningless and quite unenforceable b&A

Even if Craig denied that he and his followers badome a party within the patfy,
the Unionist Party was at this time tearing itsgdfart, and the election became an election
over who were going to be leader in the UnionistyP&8he party was split into Pro-O’Neill
and Anti-O’Neill candidate$>® The view of the Pro-O’Neill candidates would béljished in

a political manifesto, which we will now turn to.

The manifesto
The election manifesto was published by the Unidp&sty, and considering that O’Neill was

the party leader, | will interpret it as the paél views of O’'Neill and his supporters. The
manifesto was an attempt to satisfy as many asipessgithout alienating too many. O’Neill

spoke to the Catholics when he wrote:

The party acknowledges and proclaims the rightllofiizens to equal treatment under the law, tib fu

equality in the enjoyment of health, education atlder social benefits, and to the protection of
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authority against every kind of injustice...We beéen the creation of new opportunities in which all

will share: new jobs: new houses: and new econalenvelopment for all parts of the countfy.

It was an attempt to say that he had heard thérahts movement’s complaints, and that he
was doing something about them. He also spoke doPtlotestant community, saying that

Stormont still enforced the rule of law, and woathtinue to do so:
In all our policies, we will combine FIRMNESS witfFAIRNESS. We believe in the rule of law and
that no person is above the law. We believe thaddhwho seek to disrupt society and benefit froen th
divisions they create or attempt to take the lavo itheir own hands must be answerable to the
law...We shall resist every attempt to usurp the @it of Parliament or to substitute the rule ofd®

for the rule of lawt®

Even if the civil rights movement is not mentiongdthe pamphlet it is clear that the
manifesto still deals in a large degree with thenglaints of the movement. It contains
passages about the education system, the housuadian, the labour market, the election
franchise, the situation in Derry, and it says tiha&t Special Powers Act would come up for
consideration within a short whif8’ Therefore there is little doubt that the manifeisto
intended to deal with many of the movement’s gnees.

Faulkner came out in support of the Unionist Partyianifesto, and embraced the
philosophy of bridge-building. He did even takeaitbit further, suggesting that Catholics
should become actively involved in the Unionisttif.arhe only qualification required to join
the party was a determination to maintain the c¢tutgtnal position. He continued with his
concern for the economical development, by sayag political consideration should never
influence industrial developmerit® Faulkner remained supportive of the government's
policies even after he had left the cabinet.

Faulkner may well be the one who was willing to egithe greatest concessions
towards the civil rights movement among the uniopditicians | analyse in this chapter, but
he did not think much of the people who took to street. He said that one of the saddest

aspects of the situation was that:
So many who have now become involved in politiastfie first time have not have time to study the
political situation objectively. They are riding tolike knights in armour with bugles blowing and
pennants flying, but they have not carefully coasédi where they are going, nor have they much
knowledge or experience of the principles behingl tampaign (..) emotions have too often replaced

argument, and propaganda replaced f&éts.
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When the tumults died down people would still depem the unionist government to win
them their daily bread Faulkner stated, and heeteé#inat the situation could lead to a fatal
weakening of the Unionist Party if members of thegpasition were given to much

influence!’®

THE CROSSROAD ELECTION

While party unity is important, it's not more imgant than the unity of the countt{
Today we decide our destin{?

Terence O'Neill

While his opponents mainly focused on the splith&f Unionist Party, O’Neill tried to move
the spotlight to the splitting of the country. Thiil rights question did not dominate the
election campaign among the unionist candidatess iBhquite striking considering that the
civil rights movement to a great extent had faaiétd the events which lead to the election. In
general, this does seem to indicate that the gemdézation had become an election for
choosing the leader of the Unionist Party. O’'N&ikéd to paint a picture of himself as the
Prime Minister of all the sections of Ulster, nos{ the unionists. In a televised interview he
said that he thought that religion should be agtevmatter, religion had bedevilled Ulster
politics for too long. He asked the people to wmiether, to put an end to the civil strife and
repair Ulster's damaged reputation in Britain ahd world. The remarkable achievements a
divided Ulster had achieved could be surpassetitommunities in Ulster were unit&d.in
O’Neill's mind the election would be a judgmenttbé government’'s measures. If the verdict
at the ballot box said that the government had dgoodar, it would be hailed with delight
among their enemies and dismay by their frieHdsThe result would turn out to be a
disappointment for O’Neuill.

Craig used the last speech of his election eagnpto repeat his claim of IRA
involvement in the civil rights campaign. He hadrmed of the danger of civil unrest two
years ago, he claimed. On the founding of the cights movement, the IRA had been there
to see if they could use the movement as a spahrbed on every occasion one would see
IRA involvement in some form or another, Craig aaduHe went on to say that the civil
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rights movement wadlie shallowest and falsest movement that has gedrtb project itself
on any democratic communritgnd that they wererfothing more than a crowd of reckless
agitators'*’® Craig saw himself as a saviour of the UnionisttyPdre repudiated the label
“rebels” which had been given to the twelve memlens openly opposed O’Neill; the label
the “twelve apostles of unioniSrwas more suitable. He said in his the speechtikawould

say, without fear or favour, anything he felt waessary to defend the constitution of the

party!®

“The constitution of the party” is a somewhat ieing phrase since most politicians
proclaimed that they would defend the constitunbiJlster. It might point to his displeasure
with the British government at the time. He beligubat the threat of British intervention
from Harold Wilson had been a bluff, and it woultke better men than Wilsono* bluff
unionist Ulstermeri”’

The result of the election would not resolve amghn Northern Ireland one way or
another. Of the 39 unionist candidates who werarmetl after the election, 27 were in

support of O’'Neill's policies, while 12 were agatins undecided’®

THE AFTERMATH OF THE ELECTION
Asked about what kind of Ulster the voters had ddke, O'Neill replied that he hoped it was

the dawn of a new Ulster. The dawn had brokennbtias fully as he would have hoped. It
would take timé’® O’Neill was disappointed that not more Catholies lvoted for him. He
said that there had been Catholic support aftertdlsvision speech, but that had not
transferred itself to the polling booths. The Cétsowere willing to write a letter of support,
but they had not reached the stage of putting &m s namé®°

It is clear that he had expected that the Catheliesld come out in support for him,
and that the disappointing result came as a redutheir reluctance to do so. O’'Neill’s
gamble of alienating some of the unionist vote to the Catholic vote had failed. So as the
Belfast Telegraptput it: Ulster still stood on the crossroads. Nimghhad been resolvéd!
Still, O'Neill got renewed confidence as party leadn February 281969. 23 members
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supported O’Neill, whereas one (Faulkner) votedresjaTen walked out before the vote was
held, and perhaps most surprisingly, Craig refraiinem voting*®?

The election changed little in Northern Ireland.eT€atholic community did not
support the government; instead several civil egtampaigners were elected. O’Neill still
remained in power, but his grasp on the premieralsp more vulnerable than ever. His next
move was designed to appease the right wing otUtienist Party, but in the process, he
would also alienate the civil rights movement aiscsupporters.

Public Order Bill
The 12" of March a new law was discussed in the parliaménen though O'Neill said he

wanted to reform the Northern Irish society, the f[goposals which was introduced would in
effect strip the civil rights movement of many beir ways to protest. The new Minister of
Home Affairs, MorgarPorter, presented the law for the members of padrd. He said that
even though some of the penalties would increaselaiv was not designed to punish, rather
it was designed to prevent the breaking of thefWhe parts of the law that would directly
touch the civil rights movement involved a doubliofjthe time limit to give notice of a
parade to 96 hours. The law also made it illeggdadicipate in any unlawful processions, as
opposed to organize or assist in organizing orexetly in effect vilifying not just the leaders,
but all the civil rights campaigners who defied anlsuch as they had done in Derry. Sit-
downs were to be treated like any other form otgsb The penalty for partaking in actions
like this were reduced from twelve to six montlss tbecause the Magistrates™ Courts Act of
1964 stated that the accused could demand to bdegdate a jury if the sentence could
surpass six montH&?

The method of protest the civil rights movementdud& not belong in a democratic

society, since in influenced the life of the “avgeaitizen”, Morgan Porter said:
We have been told that "the streets belong to daple.” | wholeheartedly agree that the public are
entitled to free passage on the highway, and tle@lause 3B is designed to preserve this right more
effectively, to keep the streets for the peoplause for the purpose for which they were intended. .
Similarly, public buildings are for the servicetbg public and Clause 3C tries to ensure that tidiq
will be able to use them for that service. To t#kese rights from the people by physical forceds n

democratic protest but an arrogant interferench thigir civil liberties®
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Porter said that the legislation could be labe#lddw for the protection of civil rights since it
was designed to protect the right of the averatiea to express his opinion or live his life in
a peaceful and inoffensive way. The fact that the lWwould protect the public from
obstructive demonstrators, did not represent a&ah@dhange Porter, claimed, since there had
always been protection against types of behaviduclwamounted to assault or trespass. It
had also since 1851 been a statutory offence teepteor interrupt the free passage of any
person or carriage on any public rddd.

The law would cause a strong discontent among ithkerights campaigners as they
felt that the government removed their fundamenigtht to march, to protect the non-
protesters right to move freely. The newly eled##® and civil rights campaigner John Hume
said that the government should focus on dealitg e underlying causes for the unrest
rather than putting the boot down on people’s nétiEhe difference between the civil rights
movement and the parliament members of the oppasitiere increasingly blurred now.
During a debate on the Public Order Bill, the meral# the opposition had to be removed
by force after staging a sit-down protest and siggihe civil rights anthem “we shall
overcome” during the debat® This shows that the way politics were conducteanthern
Ireland was starting to change, the civil rightsveraent way of protest had moved in to the
Stormont Parliament

The law seems to have been intended to give thergment more opportunites to
control or stop civil rights marchers. Since thiores had not removed the people from the
streets, the government needed more tools to enfave and order. By making some of the
civil rights methods of protest illegal, they couytdrhaps use more force without receiving
more criticism from the British government.

O’Neill said, in a speech held at Randalstown Qednall, that the allegation that the
government was practising repression rather thimmme was utterly false. No one had cause
to say that the parliament did anything else theaorasent the opinions of the peopfé. But
there where people that did not accept the de@sibrthe democratically elected parliament.
These people did, according to O’Neill, proclainright of the minority to blackmail the
majority with the threat that what could not bengal by democratic means, would be

pursued through disorder in the streets. For OIN#ié primary right was that of the people
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going about doing their lawful busine€S8People had of course the right to protest, but it
came a point when lawful protest merged into unldwiftimidation. And there came a point
when the minority was clearly trying to subvert tréinary democratic process and impose
its will by any meang® The speech showed how difficult the situation hedome for
O’Neill. Even when he spoke at a unionist rallywiees heckled by around 50 protesters. They
were screaming “Up with Paisley”, “Traitor”, “Whabout Lemass?” and “No surrender.” To
which O’Neill replied:

People who just came here to shout must have veajl ®rains indeed. | honestly think all you people
who shout would far rather be employed under Paisdou are only interested in sectarian

bitterness>?
O’Neill's support was now rapidly dwindling awayt Ahe annual meeting of the Unionist
Council his leadership was only narrowly endorsgd vote of 338 for and 263 against.

O’NEILL RESIGNS

The work of reconciliation has, in fact, been thwole basis of my Premiership. Today | see that work
threatened with disast&t!

Terence O'Neill

In his last speech in Stormont as Prime MinisteNe&ll made a last emotional appeal to the
people to get over their differences and come tmgein peace. When he looked at the

situation in Northern Ireland his reaction was ohsadness:
Sadness that the hand of one Ulsterman has bewdtagainst another and that so many of our hopes
and plans for the future have been put at risk.s€haho speak of civil war are using extravagant
language which | cannot endorse. But it is ceryainie that Ulster is in the process of inflictiagyreat
injury upon herselt?®
Northern Ireland had been caught up in a processdibuld lead to the destruction of the
province. They were now, according to O’Neill, irandjer of losing one of the most
fundamental of all rights, the right to work. Ifettmadness that had been allowed to reign the

last couple of months were to continue, it woulddiee difficult to proceed with work as

usualt®
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O’Neill accepted that there were those who wanteéxpress their discontent with
what they perceived as legitimate complaints ineaceful and orderly fashion, but the
movement had got out of hand and had become a erdahstcivil rights organizers no longer
could control. He wondered what kind of interesinst throwing teenagers had in civil rights.
He asked where one could find the peaceful protesticious assaults on police and
property!®” The Peoples Democracy had changed O'Neill’'s opinid the civil rights
movement. He did not believe that this organisati@s fighting for civil rights, but he still
supported their right to express their views inoanmal democratic fashion. This ambiguous
perspective is highlighted when he also pointedtoat one had to condemn those who tried
to hinder people using their freedom to speak. &tk lltle liking for the views and actions of
Bernadette Devlin, but he defended her right toresp those views in all the parts of her
constituency”® Bernadette Devlin was one of the leading membéithe PD, and she had
been elected as a Member of Parliament in Westtaimis a by-election on the £of April
1969'%°

O’Neill and his similar minded colleagues were,admg to O’Neill, determined to
implement universal suffrage in the next local etec He said that no decision had been
made thus far, but he said that if the party ditd support it, he could no longer continue as
Prime Minister. The task of reconciliation had belee cornerstone of his premiersfifIn
the previous months he had heard slogans like ha# evercome”, but one had to remember
that the man that so often had spoken these wbrddylartin Luther King, had not sought
after one group’s triumph over the other, but tath man should be equals in dignity and
respect. If this was the meaning of civil righteen O’Neill said that he could supportit.

O’Neill made it clear that there could be no doabbut the way to confront terrorists
or rioters, they would be met and defeated wittohlie firmness. The streets would not be
given over to rioters, and the government wouldswtender to terrorist§? He finished his

speech with an appeal to both sides of the house:
| ask all hon. Members to rise above sectionaligaship today. For our future, our livelihood, our

reputation are all in danger; and if we go overhihiak to disaster all we will have will be equihts
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in poverty and despair. The hour is late, but westhmake another attempt to set this country oeva n

course’®
But the course set by O’Neill was not acceptabieafb Craig said that it was the attempts of
appeasement which had destroyed the confidencieeirUnionist Party, and that the party
could not be healed without a new leatf&Craig felt no reluctance about criticising the
government from his own party. Because as he putWwe are a democratic party and
everyone have a right to say exactly what theykthimd it should be taken in the spirit of that
right, provided that it is being properly and dematécally exercised.*

The possibility to express criticism towards thegrmment’s policies from within the
Unionist Party would diminish as the violence gréMith that change | will later show that
Craig’s opinion of what was proper in a democrabprged as his channels of political
influence disappeared. This would however not ta@kee during the leadership of O’'Neill.

On the 18 of April there were serious clashes between NIQRé#rchers, loyalists
and members of the RUC. RUC officers broke intohtbase of a civilian who had not taken
part in the riots, and beat him with batons, cayisirmeart attack, and subsequently dé%th.
A few days later bombs exploded in Silent Valleys&woir. The RUC claimed that it was the
IRA that was behind the explosioff§.Three days later there were new explosions that
wrecked Belfast water supply Lough Ne&@hLater it would come out that it in fact had
been the loyalist, Ulster Volunteer Force (UVF)tthad carried through the attacks in an
effort to further undermine O’Neill's positic?

The act would succeed, but not before O’Neill fortlee Unionist Party to accept the
principle of one-man, one-vote on thé®2% April 1969. The vote was 28 to 22 in favourdan
it would lead to further turmoil in the party. Tivinister of Agriculture, James Chichester-
Clark resigned his post in proté&8The end of O’Neill's premiership came just fiveyda
later, when he resigned as Prime MinidtéHis efforts to reform the society had forced him
out of office, but he insisted that he had no regebout the reforms. In his last speech as

Prime Minister he said to those who had supporied fWhat you and | were trying to do
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together was right- morally right, political righgnd right for our country and all who seek to

live in peace within it?*2

SUMMARY
The political situation changed much after the Boliet march, and influenced O’Neill’s

room of manoeuvre. He had tried to give the ciights movement some of its demands,
thereby making himself an easy target for the ln@eds within the Unionist Party. When his
efforts did not lead to an end of the street prditihe lost much support. He continued with
his efforts to reform the society, but as the wicke grew, more people asked for a harder line
against the civil rights movement, not new reforifise election did not give him the clear
mandate he sought, and it showed that many Prated&lt that he had gone to far, while his
efforts had not transferred into an increased Giathote.

His view on the civil rights movement did changgridg this period, and he spoke
much more strongly about the Peoples Democracyhbkatid of the other civil rights groups.
He expressed more scepticism about the PD’s motares condemned their actions after the
Burntollet march.

Faulkner and Craig did not change their opinioouabthe civil rights movement
during this period. Craig expressed a stronger eométion of the movement than Faulkner,
but both doubted the sincerity of the movement.rEifethey were united in opposition
against O’Neill, it did not mean that Faulkner ahig were politically united. Faulkner was
willing to give more to the civil rights movemeritan even O’Neill, and Craig demanded
stronger actions against the movement. The difterdpetween these two will be further
explored in following chapters.

There is no doubt that the civil rights movemarituenced the events that led to the
general election in February 1969. The Burntollarch made O’Neill appoint a commission
to investigate the causes for the unrest. Thissd@tiled to Faulkner’s resignation from the
government, which made O’Neill's position much marestable, and made him announce an
election. O'Neill’s concessions to the civil rightsovement did cost him many Protestant
votes, and since he received little support from @atholics his position became more
unstable after the election.

The civil rights movement also changed the viewtloas proper way of protest in a
democratic society. The Public Order Bill was daemto make it more difficult to express
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one self in the way the civil rights movement hadthe view that the street protest was
dangerous and irresponsible grew in this period.

The civil rights movement had a big influence imstperiod, but there were another
movement that used many of the same methods adgirdiut for a very different cause. The
next chapter will focus on lan Paisley and the lisya reaction towards the civil rights

campaign and O’Neill’s policies.
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CHAPTER FOUR: ULSTER BETRAYED

"Make no mistake about it. The dark eleventh haamg on and sees us sold. The powers that be wioulekll
to remember that there are still those in Ulsteo ate determined to defend their heritage andthigaberitage
of our fathers will not be sacrificed without artrendous struggle.”

lan Paisley™

By using the first words of Rudyard Kipling’'s poddtster from 1912, lan Paisley connected
the resistance against the civil rights campaigih wie unionist fight against Irish home rule
in 1912. Paisley wanted to show that there stiltembose who were willing to fight for the
legacy of the unionist founding fathers, Edwardgbarand James Craig. This was not a fight
against civil rights, but a battle for the survighlUIster, he argued.

The years 1966-1970 were some of the most momemod significant years in
Northern Ireland, and lan Paisley was to play aiS@ant role during the gradual breakdown
of law and ordef'* In many ways he would lead the procession whiclkedatowards the
troubles. In a time when the Unionist Party faitedorovide the unionist community with a
clear leader, Paisley shone like a star for a laaggion of the loyalist community, which felt
abandoned in the dark.

In this chapter | will discuss in which way the &gt reaction to the civil rights
campaign influenced O’Neill’s possibility to refortine Northern Irish society. To do so | will
try to compare the loyalist view of the civil rightnovement with that of O’Neill. The loyalist
response to O’Neill’'s reforms will be an importalement in this chapter. The questions |
will ask are the following:

* How did the loyalists speak of the civil rights neovent?

« On what basis did Paisley and other loyalistsaiséi O’Neill’s reform policies?

 How did the loyalist elements hamper O’Neill's pbdgies to take the heat

out the situation in Northern Ireland?

The sources for this chapter will be a mix of descand interviews from th&elfast
Telegraph discussions from Stormont, secondary literatanel articles and interviews from
the loyalist newspapehe Protestant Telegraph. The Protestant Telegrajals lan Paisley
own newspaper, and it is thus a good source fqrqiming his views. But when | examined
the sources in Belfast, | discovered that the nfichhes of the Protestant Telegrapht

Linenhall Library had not been used before. Thisamehat they were not sorted in any
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logical fashion, so | could not get as much outhaft source as | would have liked. | will
therefore rely slightly more on secondary literatun this chapter than in the previous
chapters.

Much of the attention will be on the actions of Raisley, but | will also include other
persons who had important position within the Istacommunity. Among those will be
Desmond Boal, a member of the Unionist Party. Wherwas in the party he was often at
odds with the leadership. He started a backbenabitragainst Terence O’Neill after O’Neill
had met with the Irish Prime Minister at Storm®HitThe reason | will include him in this
chapter and not as a part of the opposition to @’'Nethe previous chapters, is because he
later would leave the Unionist Party, and togethign Paisley, form the Democratic Unionist
Party (DUP).

Another politician that will be mentioned in tlikapter will be Major Ronald Bunting.
He was a leading loyalist activist in 1968-70. hoge years he was leader of the Ulster
Protestant Volunteers (UPV), the Loyal CitizendUdster, and associated with other groups
that were opposed to the civil rights campéigh.

These individuals would all influence the evedising the civil rights campaign, but

it was lan Paisley who became the closest thirggleéader of the loyalist community.

IAN PAISLEY’'S PATH TO STREET POLITICS
lan Paisley was born into the Orange traditiondalitigcized Protestantism in County Armagh

in 1926. His grandfather and great-grandfather baith served as District Masters of the
Orange Order, and his father had been an Ulsteunteér?’ His father, Kyle Paisley,
resigned as a reverend in the Baptist Union of GBeaain and Ireland because too many
English congregations were becoming too “moderniatid were getting involved in
interdenominational meetings and associatifi&yle Paisley was followed by a few
members of his congregation and began to hold@eswh a warehouse. This strong religious
conviction was passed on to his son, and becamguiaeng star of lan Paisley’s political
career*?

Considering the strong political legacy of his flgmit was a natural step for lan

Paisley to become involved in politics when he nmibt@ Belfast. Paisley became a member
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of the Unionist Party, but from 1949 to the latecQ® he was part of a fringe faction of
unionist politics. In his early years, he got inxed in marginal groups such as the Ulster
Protestant Action, who was pressing for an employnolicy that would reward loyal
Protestants, and campaigned for the right to haldches’?°

Paisley’s increasing popularity as a preachertdedn invite to lead a small group of
disaffected conservative Presbyterians, and in I@85fbunded the Free Presbyterian Church
of Ulster (FPC). It grew slowly, and in 1966 it ¢amed only 13 congregations, but during
the years of civil unrest it increased with 23 nemngregation$®* Even though politics came
do dominate much of Paisley’s career, it was refighat was most important to him. Politics
became a way for him to realise and further higji@is goals$*

Even though Paisley was an outspoken critic dlelll, he was as late as 1964
willing to render his support to unionist candidate found acceptable. When O’Neill began
forming his political plans, conservative uniorfigigan to organise against him at two levels;
within the Unionist Party and in the street. It wasthe street that Paisley were to build his
reputatior’?>

It is a interesting point that some aspects oflEgis movement appeared before the
movement for civil rights. That means that thegielis part of Paisley’s movement was not
established as a defence against the civil rigltgement and their claims for civil rightt&*
Paisley’s three months imprisonment in 1966 for limgness to be bound over to keep the
peace after the disturbances outside the Prestyt€dieneral Assembly, earned him an
upsurge of interest for his church and poli©sSo Paisley was a well known figure in Ulster

before the civil rights troubles started, but @& would grow, as the troubles increased.

The fight begins
At the same time as the General Election in 196RUDC started getting complaints about an

Irish tricolour hanging in the window of the Repighh headquarter in Falls Roads. Paisley
announced that he would organise a march if thiegodid not remove it. James Kilfedder, a
unionist hardliner sympathetic to Paisley, wrotéetter to the Minister of Home Affairs,

Brian McConnell, calling for the removal of the dlabecause its intent wat® provoke and
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insult loyalist in West Belfast?® So on the 28 September the RUC broke in to the
republican headquarter and removed the flag byefd&till Paisley went ahead with a rally
outside City Hall, which attracted over a thouspedple. At the same time, between one and
two thousand people blocked the Falls Road, singapyblican songs, waving republican
flags and throwing missiles at passing bu§€swhen a new flag was up hung and
subsequently removed it led to three nights ofngptWhen the riots settled down 72 persons
had been arrested, 46 police officers had beerreidju53 business premises had been
damaged, and 14 police vehicles and 20 public p@ts damaged or destroyed. It was the
worst rioting since 193%®

O’Neill looked upon Paisley and his supporteraasnall group of rabble, and failed
to see how widespread the discontent had becortieeiprotestant community. Paisley and
his followers were, according to O’Neilla“fascist organization masquerading under the
cloak of religion(...)deluding sincere people(...)Hmht on provoking religious strife in
Northern Ireland’?*® This point of view may have made it difficult fa’Neill to understand
the threat Paisley posed for his reform-friendljigges. O’Neill failed to muster the support
he needed to secure his position in the generatigtein 1969. His attempt to win over the
Catholics did not pay out at the ballot-box, andhat same time the loyalist candidates grew
in strength. In previous elections had almost atit€stants voted for the Unionist Party, but
the political climate had changed, and the protestate had been spft°

Many unionist hardliners objected to O’Neill’s atipt to approach the Catholic
community, and found it easier to support Paisleyslist populisn?>* O’Neill’s minimal
concessions towards the Catholics led to a rewféhe old sectarian animosities towards the
end of 1964>? Paisley’s fundamentalist pressure, combined wittompromising attitude of
the Peoples Democracy, ensured that there cout lzecessible middle-ground. In 1968-69
Paisley resurrected the Orange tactic from the 4&8rranging loyalist demonstrations to
coincide with Catholic prote$t® The demonstrations started before OctoB&rahd were
therefore not caused by the violence. On™1df May 1968 thousands attended a

demonstration in Armagh organised by the Ulster Slitution Defence Committee
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(UCDCY** and UPV. On the®iof June Paisley led a “Protestant demonstratiahlayalist
parade” in Dungannon. When NICRA announced plansn&och, the loyalist organised
counter-demonstrations, and on the"2df August the civil rights protesters and UVP
protesters had to be kept apart by a police coftfofhe situation was already tense before
the events in October 1968, but the next monthsldvebhange Northern Ireland forever.
Before the events in October O’Neill was not théyame to be strongly criticised by Paisley.
William Craig became a target for a “Craig must gaimpaign because of his reluctance to
ban the civil rights marches. Paisley said thatmamise was the key word in Craig’s policy,
and he called him incompetent, inconsistent, angdopualar. This attitude would change
dramatically in the following monttfs®

The fact that O’'Neill faced opposition from bothoRstants and Catholics, was
nothing new in Northern Ireland. Previous Prime igliers had been forced to deal with
problems stemming from both communities, but whas winique with the situation O’Neill
had to face, was the extent of the problems. Thyerafrom the civil rights movement, the
threat of intervention from both London and Dublkamd the Protestant protest produced an
impossible situatiof®’

Paisley had, according to Dennis Cooke, never gmypathy for the civil rights
movement, neither the Northern Irish or the Ameri€d The Protestant Telegraplprinted

this statement when Martin Luther King was shotten4" of April 1968:
He laid great empahsis upon the brotherhood of rader than the Kingship of Christ. He chose libera
theology rather than fundamentalism. He chose enismerather than separation. He chose pacifism,
looking to Gandhi as his guru and to the Pope adrldnd, but his pacifism could not adequately be
transmitted to his followers...The people that heHeagle now taken to riot, arson, looting and murder.
The smouldering racial tensions have once agaim bekindled. The Communist agitators have
whipped up grief and emotion into xenophopia andoutrollable rioting; and America is on the brink

of civil war.2®

It was the experiences from the American fightdmil rights that would influence Paisleys
view on the Northern Irish civil rights moveméftif one assumes that Paisley agreed with

the quote above, something which is likely sincevais printed in his newspaper, it seems
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evident that Paisley only saw one outcome of d diyits campaign, and that was chaos and
violence. This was a view shared by a lot of ursbpoliticians, so what was the difference
between the unionist and loyalist view on the ailghts movement?

One difference between Paisley’s view on the aights movement compared with
the unionist backbenchers concerns the politicedpeetive and leadership of the civil rights
movement. Whereas the conservative unionists proeth that the civil rights were just
another IRA plot to topple the state, Paisley santlzer enemy behind IRA. In the pamphlet
Which Way Ulsteit says that: The IRA- the armed wing of the roman Catholic Chulttas
now officially admitted its part in the present edlion.”?** So even though Paisley, as the
unionist backbenchers, thought that the IRA wasrakethe civil rights campaign, it was the
Catholic Church that was the true enemy accordiriggisley.

Dennis Cooke refers to an article in fPtestant Telegrapiwhere Paisley’s view on

the background for the conflict becomes clear:

There are those who mistakenly analyse the Uldigaition in terms of social and economic factons, i
terms of politics, or philosophies. These theoaird analyses collapse because they ignore, delihera
or otherwise, the main key, and to us the mostals/factor: Protestantism versus popery. The war in
Ulster is a war of survival between opposing foroésTruth and Error, and the principles of the

reformation are as relevant today in Ulster as thege in Europe in the sixteenth centtf3.
The idea that the situation in Ulster came dowiprimestantism vs. popery is a view that
clearly can be separated from the view of the cmasi@e unionists, and Paisley’s perspective
was miles away from the reform-friendly policies@eill. With a political outlook like that
it would be difficult for Paisley to accept everetBmallest gesture towards the Roman
Catholic community, since it would bring the popestep closer to the threshold.

THE RIOTS IN DERRY AND THE AFTERMATH
The events in Derry in October 1968 were not onlyuaing point for the civil rights

campaign, it would also give Paisley support amibregangry loyalist community, which felt
abandoned by O’Neill and his government and theeefearched for a different policy.
Paisley would waste no time, and his campaign ag&iNeill intensified fast during the first
months of the troubles.

Paisley supported Craig’s decision to ban the maadkd he defended strongly the

actions of the police during the march. Paisleyngdrthat the march was a sign of the IRA
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planning a massive campaifffi.in a special edition dhe Protestant Telegraphe blame for
the riots was laid at O’Neill's feet. According tbe editorial, it was O’Neill’s policies of
appeasement that had caused the troubles in Rewythe folly of this appeasement was now
seen in all its ugliness and hideousn@ésThere could be no doubt that they had been
betrayed by O'Neill, it was argued. O’Neill had aoding to the editorial, used every
opportunity to smear the Protestants and eulog®k acondone the action of the Roman
Catholic Church and her puppet politicians and fgupet priests, cardinals and canthis.
This reasoning would be used by Paisley througl@dteill’s premiership. By trying to
reform the Northern Irish society O’Neill had beted the Protestant community.

The attack on the Roman Catholic Church would alsagepeated many more times.
In mine mind this is one of the factors that wosdgbarate the hardliners in the Unionist Party
from the loyalist outside. The great fear for wtiet Catholic Church would do if the Catholic
community got any influences in Northern Irelandj deparate Paisley and his followers
from most unionists. One can clearly see Paisl®ds in the editorial after the riots in Derry.
According to the paper, when Rome was on a plaregodlity it was like a fox, and Rome
was now starting to believe that she was in theal#gun regard to strength in Ulster, thus
when Rome came from a place of minority, to a pleiceajority, she became a “tiger with
barred teeth,'the PT argued. The barred teeth had, according to therpdgeen seen in
Derry2*® This indicates thathe Protestant Telegrapfelt that the civil rights movement’s
claim that it was non-sectarian and non-violents waly a ploy to in the end achieve a united
Ireland. When this was achieved, the Protestantsldvbe battered down. In this way the
loyalist leaders played on the inherent protestaat of what would happen if the Catholics

took control over Northern Ireland.

Not on my land
When NICRA announced that they would march in Armag the 38 of November 1968,

Paisley got furious. According to Dennis Cooke,skgi said that nobody were going to
march there; that was his city, his birthplace, andody were going to desecrate it. He said
that if the march would go on, he would take thprapriate actioné?’ Major disturbances

were only avoided because of a significant policespnce. Paisley was warned that he was
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holding an unlawful assembly, and for this he waerl found guilty and sentenced to three
months imprisonmerft® The fact that Paisley demanded the right to mavblerever he
wanted, but denied the civil rights marchers thaesaght, demonstrates his view of Ulster as
a Protestant territory. The Protestants should hlageight to go wherever they wanted, but
the Catholics should not go outside their own aarartlt was the Protestants, not the
Catholics that were under attack, Paisley claimed.

In an editorial inthe Protestant Telegrapihom October 1968, the allegation from the
civil rights movement that the Catholics were disinated in Ulster was repudiated; in fact
the loyalist felt that it was they who had beercdminated against. According to the editorial
there had been the reign and rule of two laws istdd] a rigid and hard law of blatant
injustice against Protestants. Neither did the ¢&tants receive justice from the courts, and
there had been an effort to beat traditional Ptatésm into the ground, and to beat those
who raised astandard for truth and righteousnéssto the ground*®

This reasoning was followed up by Paisley in asheon the 7 October, he said that
the real appeasement policy of O'Neill worked tdoatter down the Protestants, and
encourage the Romanist the do”’s8° Paisley said to O’Neill that he was in Ulster hesm
Protestant people kept the law, because Protgstammie did not break the law, because the
Protestant leaders had called upon the people th within the framework of the law, and
consequently, O’Neill was safe in Ulster becaustheftolerance of the Protestant pedple.

O’Neill’'s warning that if the situation did not cbdown, the British government
might withdrew its financial support, did not affdRaisley. Paisley did not fear what would
happen if Britain withdrew its financial support.he had been Minister of Finance he would
get the millions of pounds the Country wanted byaeing the children’s allowance after the
third child®?This was a kick towards the Catholic communityd #me belief that Catholics
produced many more children than the Protestargsditi also say that he would remove the
support of Catholic schoofs8® The Catholics were presented as a burden for thehatn
Irish community, and it seems as if Paisley sawntlas foreigners in Ulster.

Paisley was not the only one who did not fear tiredts from the British prime
minister. The, at that time, unionist Parliamentmier Desmond Boal did not accept that the

British Prime Minister should interfere in the aféaof Northern Ireland. Boal called the
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British Prime Minister Harold Wilson’s remarks, thiaere would be a reappraisal of the
relationship between Northern Ireland and GreataBriif O’Neill was overthrown, an
unwarranted and unwelcome intrusion into the &ffairthe Unionist Party. Boal would not
accept any interference in his freedom of actidut this time Boal, like most other unionist,
focused on the maintaining of law and order, butlidenot like the way everybody who held
strong views was labelled extremist.

Like the other unionist hardliners Boal had thgreatest contemptfor the “so-
called’ civil rights movement?® He found it pathetic that the movement could dehimg
better that to borrow their political thinking, gedal dross and musical encouragement from
the Negros in America. It made him sick to his stomto see these unthinking masses
marching and chanting like parrots phrases they rbtl understand?®® Yet, however
misguided the movement was, he defended their taghtove through the streets. Their way
of protest had a place in a democratic societyloag as the movement conducted their
protest in a peaceful way and did not threaten wighuse of force, Boal claimed. But if the
demonstration most likely would cause disorder,ebaample if the rout went through an area
which did not share the marcher’s beliefs, it sddog¢ stopped. Considering this, Boal said
that he could not condone the actions of the Pianés that gathered together during the
march in Armagh>’ Still, even though he did not defend them, itl&ac that he had much
more sympathy for their cause than that of thd dghts protesters. Concerning the loyalist

protesters’ reasons Boal said this:
| think they were there as the result of confudadking. No doubt a great many of them, if not all,
were very sincere. No doubt they regarded themseadgebeing in a desperate plight and no doubt they
regarded themselves as being competent in fagt, ghabably thought it was necessary for them -to
express in an overt way the feeling of frustratimmunderstandable feeling of frustration, thay theve
had looking at the spectacle of these fellow citizef theirs throughout the community chantinghat t
police, making vulgar signs at the police and ftang authority. No doubt they felt frustrated aath
over the past couple of months. No doubt they tfedt in order to play their part in showing their
contempt and their disgust for such behaviour thag to resort to the overt and regrettably physical
actions that they did on Saturd.
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Even if he said that he could not support the Isyadrotesters, Boal had sympathy for the
reason for their, in his words, misguided way adtpst. He laid the blame on the civil rights
movement, which had provoked the Protestant commntmithe extent that they felt no other
choice but to respond. He was willing to appearaurt for the defence of the people who had
gathered in Armagh, but that did not mean he wasl@oing or justifying their actions, in
fact he felt that it was quite distinct It does seem as if Boal had different standards fo
Catholics and Protestants. His willingness to defére civil rights movement right to march,
as long as they did so in a peaceful manner may &t@m his belief that the movement’s
intention was not non-violence. On the™6f November he said that those who was
concerned about civil rights, was in reality ormyeint upon disrupting the communffy.

In the same speech, Boal gave his support to Will@raig after his O’Neill critical
speech. He said that the speech could possiblglpbe called a strong speech, a speech of
conviction, and he had every right to maké®tin this period Boal was a part of the fraction
within the Unionist Party who openly opposed O’Nedut his belief that it was right to
march in the street separated him from the othemist hardliner who focused most on the
maintaining of law and order.

Paisley also supported Craig after his speech.aitkethat the allegation from Craig
that there was a lesser standard of democracy where was a Roman Catholic majority was
“absolutely correct.” One could not, according taidRey discuss Popery without being
branded as an extremist and fan&tfdViajor Bunting said that by firing Craig, O'Neillakl
committed political suicide, and asked if they nosuld expect that Eddie McAté&twas
appointed as minister of Home Affaif¥’ Craig did in general receive support from the
loyalist community after his actions as MinisterHdme Affairs after the events in October.
When O’Neill fired Craig, the loyalist felt thatehPrime Minister would fire the only one
who was willing to fight for their cause in the oadt.

This probably increased their determination to reen®’Neill from his post. The
support from the loyalist community was not recgai®d from Craig however. He denied
that he supported Paisley. This did not go ovey wezll with Paisley, and he claimed that this

was not what Craig had said to him in private, ibiit was true, then Craig had cut himself
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from the vast majority of Protestant support in phevince?®® But even though Craig did not
support Paisley, he did certainly believe that eheras room for Paysleyites in the unionist
movement®®

The fact that Craig, one of the most outspokencsriof O’Neill, did not want to be
associated with Paisley shows that there was aeadadiference of opinion between the
unionist hardliners and the loyalists. So far ible as if the greatest difference was the
loyalist insistence to express their views in theeet, and the fact that Paisley spoke so
harshly about the Catholic Church. But even thoGghig did not want to be associated with
Paisley, he avoided the furiously attacks from legithat O’Neill had to face.

When O’Neill fired Craig it became clear that sohmeyy had changed in Northern
Ireland since October. From calling Craig incompetnd unpopular, Paisley now called the
decision to remove him from office adpitulation to the Romanist and republicans, the
anarchists, the civil rights agitators and the commist”?®’ This implies that Craig, at least in
Paisley’s mind, had moved closer to the loyalisifon.

Paisley called O'Neill's “crossroad speech” on #feof December 1968, a complete
capitulation to the civil rights movement. O’Nelilad indicted the unionism of the past, and
showed that he had more in common with the enerofedlister, than with her true
defender$®® For Paisley this was the time for Ulster to prepiar the final conflict, the time
for Ulster to arise and acknowledge their God, bseait should be no surrender, no
compromis€®® For Paisley there was no middle ground, and tfialevshow in the way he
spoke. The language Paisley used resonated witRribtestant community as many saw the
situation growing increasingly violent. Paisley wewse any opportunity to make a very
clear distinction between himself and O’Neill.

O’Neill’'s call for people to show where they stoeds, according to Paisley, an act of
the basest hypocrisy, since the only way peoplédcshwow where they stood was at the ballot
box?’®This is an interesting statement, as O’'Neill wivailing for the General Election in
1969, was accused blye Protestant Telegrapbf tearing the country apart in order to secure

his own positiorf'*
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As 1968 drew to an end it looked as if O’Neill hagathered the storm. He had
managed to appease most of the civil rights movgnagial he had managed to hold on to the
moderate Protestant support, and by doing so, nragndg fend of the challenges from
Paisley. But as seen in the previous chapter, éaegwould not last, and O’Neill would not
be able to control the situation. And even thodghReoples Democracy (PD) was those who
would light the fire again, Paisley and his supptwould pour on enough gasoline so it
would burn the Stormont parliament straight ou¢xiStence.

THE BURNTOLLET MARCH AND THE NEW OPPQOSITION
The participants of the Peoples Democracy marcin fBelfast to Derry were warned, by

Major Bunting, before the march started that theul do best to stay away from loyalist
areas or accept the consequeri¢ehe government did not ban the PD march, hopiagith
would peter out on its own. When the march stattede were minor skirmishes right from
the start. The RUC stopped the march several tiamesdid not allow the marchers to follow
their intended route on several occasions. PaabdelyMajor Bunting met with the Minister of
Home Affairs; to try to convince him of banning thmarch, if he did not they would continue
with their “harassing and hindering” campaign. Acting to one of the PD leaders, Michael
Farrell, what happened on th& &f January was nothing less than a planned ambitrsh.
spot of the ambush was well chosen. The loyaligiewn a height, heaps of stones had been
collected and the crowds had been gathering siady enorning. RUC did not stop the
attackers, and according to Farrell did some aintfan in the attacks. The attacks followed
all the way to Derry. When the PD marchers finadgched the city, they received a hero’s
welcome. That night there were confrontations \ilign RUC, and the people build barricades
to keep them out, and “Free Derry was bd.”

It was not long after these events that O’Neilh@mced his intentions to set up a
commission to investigate the underlying causestlier troubles since October 1988.
Paisley called the setting up of the Cameron comionsa complete capitulation to false and
insidious propaganda emulating from those who wétedestroy the Ulster constitutigf’
Just a glance at the activities the previous momtage it clear that the civil rights movement

was in fact the IRA plot in operation. The cengakitions of leading republicans high up in
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the civil rights movement were evidence enoughtlier IRA involvement, Paisley arguéd.
The loyalist movement felt that it was under attdcm pretty much everybody elseh&
Protestant Telegraphclaimed The Catholic community was trying to bridgwn the
constitution, the Northern Irish and British primmenisters were helping them, and the Press
was concealing the real truth about UIStéiThe loyalists saw themselves as the true unionist
Protestants and the last true defenders of theitutren.

Paisley, in accordance with O’Neill, did not fednat the Cameron commission would
uncover, since he believed that the Ulster unisrhisid nothing to hide. He expected that the
commission would investigate the attitude of thesgrand the discrimination by O’Neill
against the Protestarfts.

On the 28 of January Paisley and major Bunting were arresaéer having been
found guilty of unlawful assembly they were senthd¢o three months of imprisonment.
Paisley was released after paying the bond thedaxtand he proclaimed that he would not
appeal the sentené€ However, he would later have to serve the senfesmue he used his
various prison sentences to paint a picture of éifivas a man who do anything to protect the
Protestant heritage in Northern Ireland. By doiadhe would try to distinguish himself from
O’Neill, the man who, according to the loyalistsulddo anything for poweil he Protestant
Telegraphwrote late in January 1969 that O’Neill had jeopsed the future of Northern
Ireland. O’Neill had betrayed Ulster in order tdegmard his own position. He had sold
Ulster to the man who had declared that he wantedtad Ireland, the British Prime Minister
Harold Wilson?®

Paisley’s strong resentment for the British Primanister may seem like a
contradiction to his commitment to fight for theiam, but as Paisley explained, he was loyal
to the Crown and the flag, not any particular pegit party?®* But there is no mistaking the
loyalist movement’s dislike for the British Primeimister Wilson.The Protestant Telegraph
characterized him asA* bully who had not fought the fascists during thst war and
claimed that a man like that should not criticizee tstandard of decency of the Ulster
Protestants. O’Neill’'s meeting with Wilson was a&spicable as a crawl of a half starved fly

into the web of a well-fed spid&?® The reason for these remarks was a statement from
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Wilson where he said that he was glad that theoresp of all decent thinking people in
Northern Ireland was to support the reform movensnd reject the courses which would
lead to fascismi®: Paisley felt that his heritage was being attadkemh every section of the
community who was not of his own. And When Paigiey a chance to challenge O’Neill in
the general election; he would fire all his canoman effort to stop the man he felt destroyed

Ulster.

The Protestant Unionists
Even if Paisley had asked for an election sevemad, he expressed scepticism when the

election was announced. He fronted the same vie@ragy, and he did still believe that he

and Craig had a lot in common. He said that thegedjthat Ulster had to be an integral part
of the United Kingdom, and that the leadershiphef Wnionist Party ought to be settled by the
Unionist Party, not an electidfi*

Inthe Protestant Telegraplhe took it even further. The paper called the electon
plan to wreck the country. Terence O’Neill had owlye interest and that was Terence
O’Neill. He cared nothing about the Unionist Pathg parliament or the country; these were
only steppingstones over which he tramped in thadness of his dictatorship® The paper
wrote that O’Neill had run scared from the meetirichis own parliament party because he
knew that they would not support him. O’Neill wadestroyer, he had destroyed the stability
of Ulster's constitution, he had destroyed the yrof the Unionist Party, and he had
destroyed the protestant people’s faith in theigasof Ulster's administratiof?® The PT
expressed that it was the loyalists that were tbtms in Ulster. Loyalists could according to
the paper no longer expect a fair treatment froemgblice and the courts. The only crime
loyalists were guilty of was loyalty; Lbyalty to the Crown and constitutiérf®’ The
government had abdicated its authority and wasongdr fit to rule, it was claimed. The
police had failed to protect the Protestant comtyyaind when the loyalists tried to protect
themselves they were jailétf

Paisley told 4000 supporters outside Ballymena ttwath that he would contest the

Bannside constituency, O’Neill’s seat. Paisley tibld audience that O’Neill had done enough
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to jeopardise the 50 years of consolidation andness the province had enjoyed. He had at
this time decided that he would appeal his sentemmoe that meant that he would be a free
man during the election campai@fi.The election would indicate how much support Rgis!
had taken away from O’Neill. A strong result fori$f@y would make it even more difficult
for O’Neill, and his attempts to reform the socigdyNeill could not ignore the threat Paisley
posed, and he hit hard against Paisley when hestatament on the f'2f February, asked
what positive suggestion Paisley and his kin eael inade about any aspect in their life, what
could they offer the electorate but empty and angpyds? They were only against him; they
had no policies O’'Neill argued. The loyalists wareg)’Neill's mind a collection of tanutes
vainly trying to hold back the tide of the"26entury”?®°

It did not take long before Paisley announced wvdiaction he wanted for Ulster. He
wanted an Ulster which was so strong in constitiicstanding and in its link with Great
Britain that no southern politicians, the Romanhoét lobby in Westminister or any traitor
inside the Unionist Party could assail. He wantadUWister where the police was strong
enough to cope with the IRA front-organizationsy an Ulster whose parliament would have
the confidence of all loyalist citize®' Paisley and the others who campaigned with him,
called themselves the Protestant Unionists. This avkick towards O’Neill and the Unionist
Party, which they felt had betrayed the traditiorfaotestant unionism. Ulster and
Protestantism was one and the same for Paislest. &d foremost he wanted justice for the
Protestants, the Catholics were outsiders. Thispeetive separates Paisley views from that
of O’Neill and Faulkner, and even Craig did not qdetely ignore the Catholics place within
Ulster, even if he did not make an effort to wierthover.

Even though Paisley spoke of the civil rights moeatras an IRA plot, he did want to
reform some of the same sections of the Northash Bociety. He called for a reform of the
local government, so that every citizen would abtais full democratic rights; he wanted a
crash program on housing; a program that would avpithe existing houses and speed up
the slum clearances, and he wanted an Ulster withemployment®? Several of these
demands coincided with that of the civil rights rement’s demands. Yet at the same time the
loyalists also wanted to stop or hinder many ofréferms that the civil rights movement had
been granted the last months. The Protestant Wsttonvanted a strengthening of the B-

Specials, which they regarded to be the real blhagainst Ulster's enemies. The loyalists
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also demanded the restoration of confidence imp#réament by removing the bodies set up
by O’Neill which infringed on the parliaments soegnty (the Cameron commission). In

addition the loyalists asked for the absolute destration that justice was done in the courts,
a reorganising of the local government with refoomits taxation system, and a crash
program on housing’>

The Protestant Unionists did not concern themsel#ls the Catholic community;
instead they took a judgemental attitude againsir tbhurch. In a rather condescending
statement they wrote:We stand for full civil and religious liberty forllathe people of
Northern Ireland, particularly Roman Catholics, vdgfreedom from authoritarianism is of
great concern to us>*It seems as if it was a popular belief among thalists that the
Roman Catholic Church was authoritarian and undeaticcin nature, and that the Roman
Catholics were repressed by their church. In dnleiin the PT Avro Manhattaf®™, wrote for
example that the fact that the Catholics owed thiest allegiance to the pope made them
dangerous instruments for a foreign power: they ld/mbey the pope first and the law
second?®® Modern democracy was contrary to the Catholichfa# Catholic had to be anti-
liberal and anti-Protestant; so a good Catholiddtoever rightly claim to be a good democrat,
since it would not only be a contradiction in terbut an impossibilit/®’ Paisley had a
similar opinion. He would make no apology for hi®testant conviction, but he did say that
he would not deal with his constituencies on thsidaf their religion. Just because he was
against the Roman Catholic Church for constantiyciing the constitution, and rejecting to
stand for the singing of God Save the Queen, itndidmean that he was against the Roman
Catholics.

Paisley’s religious and political views were, acbog to Thomas Hennessey,
diametrically opposed to those of O’'Néiif The election would be a test of which one of the
two that had been most successful in their strat®gyeill’s attempt to attract the moderate
population or Paisley’s attempt to fuel the alwayslerlying Protestant fear of what would
happen if Ireland was united.
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THE RESULT AND CONTINUING FIGHT
Even though not a single Protestant Unionist catdidvas elected, Paisley considered the

election as a success. His result of 6331 votassagO’Neill’s 7745 was the highest number
for the Protestant Unionists. The election wassagmointment for O’Neill who had hoped
that the moderates from both sides would come hegdd support him. Instead it was Paisley
who would get conformation of his increasing poptya Paisley expressed delight over the
election result. Losing to O’Neill by only 1414 estwas enough to make Paisley proud. He
said that if the election campaign had lasted akweager, he would have waoi® The
Roman Catholic priests had, according to Paislelypeed the people of Bannside to vote for
O’Neill, and the fact that O’Neill depended upom tWotes of the enemy meant that he was
open for all sorts of pressut®.

In a televised speech, printed in Bretestant TelegraphRaisley said that O’Neill
had a threefold policy: first, he wanted to breakthe Unionist Party, in which he had
succeeded, second, he wanted a collation withahemalists, and thirdly, he wanted a united
Ireland. The Protestant Unionists on the other h&indd for the constitution it was claimed,
they stood for everything their fathers had foughd died for, and they stood for religious
and civil liberty for all. Paisley continued withd claim that it was the Protestants that were
being discriminated against. The civil rights caigpar's who burned police tenders and
were guilty of acts of violence was not punishedt, frotestant leaders was imprisoned. The
IRA plot was now moving over in the second pha%elhe first phase was IRA’s incitement
of civil unrest. That had succeeded, and now thaydcstart with the second phase which
meant a quickening of the acts of civil disobedesrand the occupation of public and crown
buildings.3** The PTclaimed that the Peoples Democracy was now anfogipdans along
those lines. The PD was now virtually in controkloé Civil Rights Association, and that was
evidence of the success of the IRA plan, accortbrige PT3%

After the election, Paisley said to a crowd of @@@ople at a Limavady rally, that his
campaign against O’Neill had only begun. He woutdamge a march that would show
O’Neill that he was not wanted to lead Ulster. Thal rights people could go on the streets,

so now the loyalists should show that the Protégiaaple also could, and would, go on the
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street’® Paisley himself would not get the possibility tmtest in the street much longer.
With his sentence still in effect it would not tdkeg before he had to go to jail.

On the 28 of March 1969 Paisley and Major Bunting began gove their prison
sentences. Desmond Boal, counsel for both, said ttie only reason that the loyalist
gathering had armed themselves during the margkrimagh November 1968, was because
they feared for what the counter protesters wowldodthem. Paisley himself had only been
armed with a walking sticR® The imprisonment would be used for all it was \wobly
Paisley. He would paint a picture of a man who Ibeen unjustly jailed for following his own
conviction. During his prison sentences he wouldligh letters from jail inthe Protestant
Telegraph

Even as Paisley served his prison sentences, hetiNadble to remain in control over
the fight against O’Neill. The plan forward was ggated after a special session of the Ulster
Constitution Defence Committee (UCDC), and a stat@nsigned by Paisley was published
in the PT Paisley reminded the government that those why $meared as Paysleyites had
also rights, and they would no longer be trampled lde called for an inquiry intotlie
strange actions of the Attorney General, and himgaign to indict loyal Protestants and to
excuse Romanist who had rioted, burned police tsndeoted, damaged property, and
savagely attacked Protestant peopl® Paisley obviously felt that it was only the Proaes
that were punished, and that the Catholics couldvdat they wanted, since they had the
support of O'Neill.

The UCDC planned to launch a campaign called ‘fesfor Protestants”, and as a part
of this campaign they would demand their rightBasish citizens, to parade and demonstrate.
They refused to allow that their town and citiesswaken over by an IRA front movement.
These movements and their illegal activities comtd be ignored®” The campaign would
focus on those areas where the police, accordirigetdJCDC, had abdicated their power to
the so-called civil rights stewards, who were athiygs of the rebel movemeiff So to sum
up: Paisley would fight for the right to protestthre street, and fight against the right for the
civil rights movement to do the same.

On the &' of April the PT criticized the Belfast Telegrapfor being engaged in a

conspiracy to rob the Protestant of their civil aeligious liberties. This conspiracy was from

304 Belfast Telegraph:4/3-1969

305 Belfast Telegraph:26/4-1969

308 protestant Telegraph:5/4-1969
307 protestant Telegraph:5/4-1969
308 protestant Telegraph:22/2-1969

64



time to time uncovered, it was alleged, such asnwthe Belfast Telegraphenraged by
Protestant victories, uncovered its true objectwd goal. The reason for this was that
Belfast Telegraphad not published the statement mentioned aboftgl if®

Paisley blamed O’Neill for the splitting of the Wnist Party, but he blamed the
Catholic Church for the troubles. Speaking to amlience at a Reformation rally in
Enniskillen, he said that one should not blame gbkticians for the troubles, because the
troubles started in the pulpits of the churchescaBee, as Paisley put it, when leprously
curses a nation, it is in the churches that legyohegin. He went on to say that he was
against the pope, and that he was against the edcahenovement with every fibre of his
body3°

O’Neill never managed to fulfil his attempt to rafo the society. When the bombs
exploded, he had to go. But not before he sat itamahe removal of what had been one of

the biggest complaints of the civil rights movement

Reactions to O’Neill’s resignation
O’Neill’'s last act in power madthe PTfurious. O’Neill’'s decision to grant the civil s

movement's demand of one-man, one-vote, was aofagtgovernment that had ceased to
rule; it was the O’Neill’s final capitulation to éhrepublican movement. O’Neill had only

been willing to give into the demand when it becastear for him that he would not be able

to remain in power, it was alleged, and cowardlyhd sized the possibility when Paisley
was in jail, thereby fulfilling his six year treagty against Ulster. The paper claimed that the
act had cast hundreds of thousands of Protestatots iterrible fury, which would be used to

make sure that all of O’'Neill's policies and puppipporters would be forced out in

obscurity®!*

There was no regret from the loyalist communityro@é&\eill’s resignation.The PT
wrote that his feign of terrof had been characterised by broken pledges andrlat
association with Ulster's enemiés? O’'Neill had allied himself with the civil rights
movement and the Roman hierarchy, the paper alldgedhad believed that the Roman

Catholics were loyal to the crown and that theyusth@ome together and form a political and
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religious utopia, this could ntihe PTaccept. There was not, and could never be any aymmm
ground for Protestants to unite with those who gedathe town and cities of UIst&r.

Yet the fight was not over even though O’Neill wgene.The Protestant Telegraph
warned that anybody who believed that was dreamiliigg problems in Ulster had been
created by sophisticated enemies of partition. @le@swemies had made the Unionist Party a
victim rather than the mast&f The paper also made it clear that the loyalistsldvaot make
it any easier for the next Prime Minister, since tnionist Party had yet to produce a man
“with vision and spiritual insight into the root cses of the disintegrating political

situation?3%®

SUMMARY
The fact that lan Paisley played a big role indbevnfall of O’Neill is not disputed. O’'Neill’s

room of manoeuvre became reduced because of Paisdeg the loyalist's opposition
towards the Prime Minister's reforms. If O’Neill dhdbeen able to deal with the civil rights
movement without Paisley’s interference, the situmatwould probably have turned out
different. The loyalist populist policies attractadarge section of the Protestant community,
who felt that the government was giving too muchCetholic community, without getting
something in return. Paisley played a big role iaking the situation into a Catholic vs.
Protestant dichotomy, instead of a question of madation as O’Neill tried to make it.

The reason why Paisley criticised O’Neill to thdesi that he did, can be explained
by his fear of what would happen if the civil righthovement was granted their demands.
O’Neill did not fear Catholic influence, and coulderefore try to modernise the Northern
Irish society. Paisley would fight against this,t narimarily because he was against
modernisation as such, but because he believedhisatvould lead to more power to the
Roman Catholic Church, a process which would englatige union with Great Britain. The
political and religious beliefs of Paisley and OilNevere so far apart that there could be no
common ground, and no compromise. This goes to stmav O'Neill and Paisley were
fighting different fights. O’Neill fought a polited fight for modernisation, while Paisley
fought a religious fight for Ulster’s survival atite survival of its Protestant heritage.

When it comes to the civil rights movement, thexeno doubt that Paisley and the

other loyalist saw it as a front. Sometimes thegressed the belief that it was a front for the
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IRA, and a step in their plan to end partition, stimes they said it was a front for the Roman
Catholic Church and communism. In any case, disodation against the Catholics in
Northern Ireland was not the real reason for thepezagn it was alleged. In fact it was the
Protestants that experienced discrimination attiheg, the loyalist claimed: Protestants were
not allowed to express their views in the same a&yhe civil rights movement, and as long
as the Premiership was in hand of one of Ulstensnges, they would be discriminated
against by the police and courts.

The main issue that separated the loyalist p@is from the hardliners in the
Unionist Party, was the fact that the loyalistastesd on their right to express their views on
the street. The hardliners in the Unionist Party lpw and order before the right to march.
The fact that the loyalist demanded their rightrtarch in the street, did not mean however
that they accepted that the civil rights movementld do the same. It was an accepted belief
among the loyalists that the Roman Catholics shoualg march within their one quarters,
whereas the Protestants should be able to maroh they wanted. Another difference was
Paisley’s strong criticisms of the Catholic Chur@lhis also separated him from Boal, who
did not lashed out on the Catholic Church in theeavay.

Paisley would get his wish fulfilled when O’Neitésigned, but this would not end his
fight. The next chapter will focus on the perioddeng up to the suspension of the Stormont

Parliament.
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CHAPTER FIVE: THE FALL OF A PARLIAMENT. MAY 1969
TO MARCH 1972

During the last years of the Stormont period théobist Party crumbled, the loyalists grew in
strength and the civil rights campaign were to déq@aced by mayhem with a magnitude not
seen on the Irish isle since the 1920’s. On thefIMay 1969 Major James Chichester-Clark
was elected Prime Minister and unionist leader byesateen votes to sixteen over Brian
Faulkner®!® As we have seen in the previous chapters O’Neitieived much resistance
during his effort to reform the Northern Irish setyi, and the situation would not turn out to
be much easier for his successor.

This chapter will focus on the last years of ther@bnt parliament, the years from
1969 to 1972. Towards the end of O’Neill’'s premigpsthe situation in Northern Ireland
deteriorated fast, but it would seem like smooilirgacompared to the troubles that were to
come. Since the violence in this period becamevanshadowing element, the cries for civil
rights were muffled by the chaos that was to enkusill therefore be more difficult to sort
out the different views on the civil rights campauring this period. Even so | believe that it
will be productive to look into the actions of tbi@il rights movement and the perceptions of
the civil rights campaig in an effort to explainhthe situation could turn out so bad. | will
in this chapter focus on the loyalists, unionigtad the civil rights movement’s actions
concurrently. The reason why | have not split theent groups into different sections, as |
have done in the previous chapters, is that thmrectand events in this period got so
intertwined that such a structure would concealitliensic dynamic of the process. The
qguestions | will discuss in this chapter are:

* How did the different views on the civil rights mewment, and civil rights within the
Unionist Party develop? Did the change of PrimeiMer represent a change in the
unionist opinion of the civil rights movement?

» Did the new PM change the government’s policy el aghts and reforms?

* How did the civil rights movement continue to affékhe development within the
unionist movement?

* How did the loyalists perceive the Unionist Partgiions towards the civil rights
movement, and in what way did the loyalists infloenthe Unionist Party’s

possibilities to act?
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THE HONEYMOON PERIOD

This is not war, and please let it neverte.

Major James Chichester-Clark

The first period of Chichester-Clark’s premiershvas calmer than one could expect. The
different fractions who had stood so far aparthe last months of O’Neill’s term, gave the
new PM a chance to prove that he would take catieenf interests.

The election of the new Prime Minster was a tigider and rather ironically it was
Terence O’Neill that should cast the deciding vdtevas the history between himself and
Faulkner that made his decision. In his autobiogyap’Neill wrote that he could not make
himself to vote for the man (Faulkner) that haedrito bring him down for the last six
years>!® Chichester-Clark was a relative unknown name istayl politics. The Belfast
Telegraphwrote that his narrow win over Faulkner had brdupghm from comparative
obscurity to the province supreme political offf¢éChichester-Clark did not display a great
overconfidence over the tasks ahead. Asked if hddMee able to unite the Unionist Party, he
said that he would give it a good try. And askelefwould be able to get the protesters of the
street, he answered that he could not know thatthat he would do his be¥t If he did not
display an overwhelming confidence, he did say bsatvould continue along the same path
as O’Neill. He was fully behind O’Neill’s last adhe introduction of one man, one vote in
1971. He would also consider meeting the Irish Briviinister, and he saw no reason that
there should not be a good relationship betweemdrth and soutf* The policies would
therefore be much the same, but how would thataffess support among the Unionist Party
members?

Chichester-Clark received support from some of @INemost outspoken critics,
Faulkner said that he would fully support the nev, Rnd Craig said that the Unionist Party
was united again, and that the new PM had a beft@nce of dealing with the situatitf.
Chichester-Clark tried to reunite the party by pigkcabinet members from both the Pro-
O’Neill and Anti-O’Neill sections of the party. Fikmer accepted the position as Minister of

Development® The fact that Faulkner was willing to go back itb@ cabinet even if the
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new Prime Minister announced that he would contiwith the policies of O’Neill, supports
the conclusion that his departure from the previadsiinistration came about because of a
personal conflict with O’Neill, and not so much thalicy.

Chichester-Clark had managed to calm down sombeobpposition within the party,
but he would also have to deal with the civil rgghmhovement. He asked the civil rights
movement for patience. There was a great deal dddoe before the local government
franchise could be changed, and it would be fodiismake the changes now, only to realise
that they had to change everything a year latesdid Chichester-Clark felt that if the civil
rights movement had any goodwill they would acdbptgovernment’s word, which had been
given so clearly?* The civil rights movement did not see it the samag, and they were not
very pleased with the new cabinet. The Dunganndzeis Action Committee called it a sob
to the right wing, and claimed that the Prime Mimidried to appease thaild mer of the
party, rather than to dispense justice to all thmunity>*® The appointment of people who
had spoken strongly against the reform policie©®eill might have given the civil rights
movement the impression that the new PM was ckosere hardliners in the party.

Even if the new cabinet did not please the cights movement, Chichester-Clark
would manage to obtain some goodwill when he, as ahhis first acts in office gave an
amnesty for all offences connected with the dentatiehs since October5a decision that
would make lan Paisley and Major Bunting free midis. hope was that all would see that
this had been done in order to restore the peackthat the community would respond in a
spirit that showed that they recognised a sharggoresibility with the government to achieve
this. If they did not, Chichester-Clark claimedsithrmony would persist, and the economic
situation would be in dangéf®

The decision was received with enthusiasm fronh kmtalists such as Desmond Boal,
who called it a bold and adventurous act, and by kghts leaders such as John Hume, who
expressed the hope that this would be an indicatfothe spirit in which the government
would deal with the situatioff. In a rare instance, the government had managetetse
both the loyalists and the civil rights campaignéisdging from my material, the launch of
the amnesty was one of the main reasons why Cherh€tark received a period of goodwill
in the beginning of his premiership. It was onetlé few times both the civil rights

movement and the loyalists saw a government aetsoa genuine act of goodwill, and not a
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trick to appease one side over the other. But d@hengh the motion was greeted with
optimism, it would not take the people of the dtree

In early May 1969 Paisley announced that he woegdl la parade through Belfdst.
Even though the loyalists remained on the streetgtwas something new about their protests.
The Protestant Telegraphrrote that the loyalists would not organise cotxdimonstrations
to the “CRA-IRA” front, they would leave the govenent to deal with therff? Speaking to a
crowd of several thousand after his release, Baslaounced that O’Neillism was dead, and
that it was worth going back to prison to rid tleaietry of O’Neill once and for all. He said
that if a civil rights demonstration moved trouglPeotestant area, damaging property, the
Loyalist would step up. But as long as the new Briktinister stopped the civil rights
marchers, and did not disband the B-Specials, daisbuld give him his full support’
There was a willingness among the loyalists to ghe new PM a chance to show that he
would not be dictated by the civil rights movem#rg same way they felt O’Neill had. The
civil rights movement was also willing to give Chester-Clark a chance to show that he
would deal with their complaints.

NICRA announced that they would call off their tidisobedience campaign for the
time being. The organisation was sceptical, buy tterided to give the government a chance
to prove that they were sincere in their intentdeal with the grievances at the local
government level®! There was at this time something that looked #kiagile peace. The
new Prime Minister tried to balance the same lineCéNeill, by trying to assure that he
would make changes, but not too drastic changescatéinued with a promise that the
government would propose positive proposals forrdwrganising of the local government.
He also assured that there would be no waverirtgargovernments resolve to maintain the
link with Great Britain>>? It did not look like much had changed with the rflesime Minister.

He had given cabinet posts to some of the hardljrmut it looked like he would continue
along the path set by O’Neill. So what would sefgham from O’Neill?

For one thing he attacked the civil rights movemagitt from the start. Speaking to
the Mid. Ulster Scout Council in Cookstown, ChideesClark said thatthe social parasit€s
could make their protest since other people pravideem with a livelihood®*® The only

reason the minority could choose to opt out, was tile majority was opting in, he claimed.
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Because they were so noisy they did not realise &tiny and unrepresentative minority
they were®** This was strong words, and he most likely wasinglkabout the Peoples
Democracy, still most Catholics would probably tadéence. This separated him from
O’Neill, who for the most part had tried not to agedown to the civil rights movement, and
had done so only on a few occasions. Chichestak@iade it perfectly clear the he did not
regard the Peoples Democracy as a sincere organis8ecause as he saidever was a
name so ill chosen as the Peoples DemoctddyThey did not represent the people and they
had scant respect for democracy, according to @bkteln-Clark. Where was the democracy if
militant groups were to dictate to parliament wiaats should be passed, he ask&He told

a unionist rally that therabble-rouser§was deadweight around Ulster’s neck. He knew that
there were moderate elements within the civil sgmovement, and he felt that it was high
time that these would separate themselves fromatharchist like Michael Farrell and
Bernadette Devlir?®’ Even if he still believed that there was a sircelement within the
civil rights movement, he could not have it seenif &g implemented the reforms because of
their pressure. If he did so, he would most propédite opposition from the loyalists.

Chichester-Clark made it therefore clear that heilldoot yield to pressure from
NICRA. **® Chichester-Clark continued with argument that proplemocratic procedure
belonged within the walls of the parliament. Intfae compared the demonstrations in the
street to holding a gun to the government’s H&ad.

Faulkner was at this time fully behind the governtregain. He refused to accept that
it was the actions of the civil rights movementtthad lead to the reshaping of the local
government. He said that it had not come as anrajaf a sinful past; the work had started
long before a single civil rights banner had beaised®*° This goes to show that the
government felt it necessary to stress that thermes had not come as a result of the civil
rights campaign. There can be several reasongifor@ne can be that they wanted to avoid a
British perception of a backwards Northern Irishvggmment who only had given the
Catholics reforms because of a civil rights campalgcan also be because the government
did not want the loyalists to perceive the reforssa result of pressure from the civil rights

movement. This might explain why Chichester-Claskd stronger words to characterise the
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movement than his predecessor had. Regardlesgdblen, the government pressed on with
the reforms.

On the § of May the unionist delegates endorsed the govemtsiplans to introduce
one-man, one-vote in 1971. It seems as if Chich&€dtek received less opposition than
O’Neill because of the fear that the party woultitsgmain. The former Prime Minister Lord
Brookeborough carried the motion, and he said ithagas only through unity that the Prime
Minister could resist the pressure from Whitehall ahe street3’* The British perception of
the situation was always an aspect the governmamhttdr deal with. As long as the British
government pushed for reforms, the Northern Irislilegnment would have to deal with the
civil rights movement in a way that made it seenif #sey took the complaints seriously. Yet
at the same time they could not act in a way tlaaeghe loyalists the impression that they
were giving into pressure. This may help to explahy they pressed on with reforms they
knew the loyalist community would object to, buttla¢ same time said that the reforms had
not come as a result of the civil rights campa#ynthis time it seems as if the acceptance of
the civil rights movement’'s way of protest, and tiedief in their allegations was somewhat
weakened with the new administration. But the gorent still said that there were problems
to be dealt with, and they would therefore continith the reforms.

The opposition MPs accepted the government’s tinbettor the introductions of the
reforms, this after they had private talks with Bréme Minister. The decision was published
in an all-party statemenrit? The fact that the opposition got to be a part & tecision
process was something new. The situation seemieel tauch calmer than during the previous
months under O’Neill, but there were mutteringsisicontent over the reorganisation of the
local government. Chichester-Clark still managedetmain in control, but there were small
signs that indicated that the party was not corepletnited®*®

This is for example demonstrated when Chichestarkdbashed out against thed-
called’ unionists, who he felt kept throwing stones a government. He said that if Carson
and Craig had been forced to look over their sherglth 1912, Ulster would not have been a
part of the United Kingdori** By using Carson and Craig, Chichester-Clark d&lshme as
Paisley, and presented himself as the protecttirenf heritage.

Paisley posed a real threat to the Unionist Pamyge as we have seen in the previous

chapter, his support among the Protestants wasiggoBut he did not attack the policies of
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the new government right from the start. Chiche€lark did manage to get the support from
Paisley. After giving Paisley assurances that tinegiment would continue the traditional
unionist policy, and that he would not meet thehrPrime Minister before the Irish Prime
Minister acknowledged the constitutional positidnNmrthern Ireland, Paisley promised the
Prime Minister his full supporf® This did not mean that Paisley would remain qui¢hen
he and some of his supporters gathered to salat®tieen as she travelled to the Church of
Scotland general assembly, he also had with hiraradr that said:the Pope of Rome is a
man of sin, and the anti-Christ*® On the other side of the road, NICRA held highcptas
which called for an end to bigotry and ignoraft’eThis goes to show that the goodwill only
extended to the government. The animosity betwéencivil rights movement and the
loyalists persisted.

Even so, Paisley did remain much more in the bakgt in this period than he had
during the last months of O’Neill's leadership. Whe civil rights march was to be held in
Strabane, Paisley said that he would not interéerdong as the government did not break
down, and he could not see that happenffigihere where however some mutterings of
discontent among the loyalists as the new propdsalscal government did not go well over
with the loyalists.The Protestant Telegrapisked if Ulster was being betrayed. The reason
for this was a statement from Faulkner stating thatplan was a legacy from the O’Neill
days. If the plan were to be implemented, it waunleln the loss of Derry for the Protestants,
and fuelled by this victory, the Catholics wouldcarding to the paper, move to the next area
for their attack, and soon would even Belfast itbel doomed?° The fear about what would
happen if the Catholics were given any concessiamdd make the loyalists fight almost all
government proposals that would change the statos q

If there was something new under Chichester-Cldr&re was also something that
would not change, and that was Craig’s insistemceriticising the policy of the government.
Craig said that it was time to hit back, and hitbbhard. He said that the speeches by the civil
rights campaigner and MP Bernadette Devlin werehingt more than the language of

Connolly socialisn>° This language was reminiscing of the language irs@812, 1914 and
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1916°°* By connecting the current situation at that tirettiese years, Craig implied that

there was nothing new with the civil rights movemdrheir goal was not one of modernising;
it was as it always had been a question of a unitddnd. So even though Craig said that he
hoped that Chichester-Clark would succeed, he milade it clear that he would not accept
that the new PM gave into pressure fraime“revolutionary grougswithin the community*>?

It caused strong discontent among Unionist Partynbes, when Craig once again
called for a new administration. Craig describedstmaf the reforms the government was
implementing, as foolish and unnecessary. He gt the only thing that had changed since
O’Neill was the Prime Minister. The cabinet wadl skie same, he claime® Craig felt that
the government’s intent to implement the reformsenan indictment of the unionists of the
past, and this would make people feel ashamedeoUttionist Party, and eventually destroy
it.3** The claim that the reforms were “foolish and urgssary” was not a new allegation.
Those who viewed the civil rights movement as atfraovement did not accept the need for
reforms. So when the government had implementedrefems, it meant that they had
succumbed to pressure. This was a view that woaldrdrjuently expressed in the time to
come, but in the beginning it seemed like Craig tsonly one who strongly hit out at the
new PM. This would not last, however, and ChicheSiark’s honeymoon period came to an
abrupt end when the violence started up again.

The first months of Chichester-Clark’s premiershigs characterised with a fragile
period of calm. This did not come as a result afeav policy. The new Prime Minister
continued with the reforms the last Prime Minstad Isat in motion. The calm came because
of a perception among the civil rights movement #mal loyalists that the new PM would
implement a new policy. Chichester-Clark earneddeifinthe period of calm by granting
amnesty to all that had been arrested or charggdoffiences relating to the troubles caused
by the civil rights movement. This pleased both lthalists and the civil rights movement,
and gave Chichester-Clark a chance to prove thatdsesincere in his effort to deal with their
grievances. The animosity between the civil rightstesters and the loyalists did not go away,
however, and the peace was therefore an artifizial The two movements had so different
perceptions of what the new government would hawaotto show that it was sincere, that it
was only a question of time before Chichester-Claduld be forced to do something that

would alienate one of the groups. With the ciwijhtis movement, the loyalist movement and
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the British government pressuring he had to do sloimg but he did not find the balance the
troubles could ignite again.

The unionist view on the civil rights movement chad somewhat with the new
Prime Minister. Chichester-Clark used a strongerglege than O’Neill had used to
characterise the movement, especially the Peopéesobracy. In addition it seems as if the
acceptance of the civil rights movement’s way aftpst became more frowned upon within
the Unionist Party. Yet there still was a beliedttsome part of the movement was sincere in
their cause.

Paisley and the loyalist stopped arranging coudéanonstrations against civil rights
demonstrations during the first few months of Chatlkr-Clark’s premiership. They did not
do this because they had changed opinion on therghts movement, but as a gesture

towards the new PM.

BACK TO THE STREET
The fragile peace that had lasted since Chich&dtek took office would come to an end in

July 1969 when a new period of violence erupted.

It soon became clear that the new PM had not mhdecivil rights movement
friendlier towards the Stormont parliament, or mai#ing to accept the jurisdiction of the
parliament. On the"of July something new happened as NICRA annoutteeglans for a
“signing of the covenant”, which meant the signofga document which called for British
intervention in Northern Ireland. In the documemyt wrote that they demanded justice and
civil rights for all, and pointed out that Westnster had the constitutional responsibility to
remove these grievanc&S.This was a new demand from the civil rights movetand it
would most likely fuel the suspicion that the mostis real goal was the destruction of the
Northern Irish state.

The fact that the loyalists had stopped to arrazmeter-demonstrations to the civil
rights demonstrations, did not mean that they readahemselves from the street. Paisley
announced in July of 1969 that he would hold a mmardNewry. He said that it was time that
the Protestants took back Newry, after thradic happeningwhen the civil rights movement

and the IRA had marched trough the town for thet fime for 49 year$® He went on to say:
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We shall march through the town with the flag of country and demand civil rights for Protestants.
We shall never rest before we have civil rightsRootestants.(..) We want to tell the CR agitatord
the IRA that we just as good men as our forefathagsthem not mistake our tolerance for weakngss(.
We are taking up the gauntlet that has been thdown at us®’

Paisley still said that he would support Chiche§&tlark, but only as long as the Prime
Minister stuck to the constitution, defended theviice, and did so by ruling firmly. But if
he let the civil rights movement march trough Pstaet areas they would sayd‘ surrender,
Paisley argued®® For Paisley it was not a right for Catholics tagse through a Protestant
area, and if they did so, Paisley seemed to reigaad a breach of Protestant civil rights. It
seems as if Paisley thought of the civil rightsngaof the Catholics as a loss for Protestant
civil rights. This was on of the reason for hisdistant civil rights campaign’.

The relative peace that had lasted since Chich€tsek became PM came to an
abrupt end when the violence flared up again, amzk again Derry was the stage for the
violence. On the 1% of July youths fought fierce fights with the pdicin riots which,
according tathe Belfast Telegraptovershadowed all other incidents in the city sitite &'
of October 1968. The rioting was not instigatedtbg civil rights movement. The Derry
Citizens Action Committee strongly condemned theariton hooliganism and lootifig*>®
They said that the ones responsible for the riotiege not representative for anyone in the
civil rights movement or any Roman Cathofi€ The important new element with this event
is that the violence did not come as a result dé@onstration by the civil rights movement,
and this indicates that the movement was no loalgkr to control the actions of the Catholic
community to the same extent as before.

The violence spread to Belfast the following dawisen violence erupted between
Protestants and Catholics in Shankill RoHge BTwrote that the city had the Derry air, a city
chewed up by violence. The riots lasted for twosjand 55 persons were arrested, and 32
policemen injured. Paisley had pleaded for peoplealm down and go home, but to no
use®*! This shows that Paisley was not in control overltyalists, a development similar to
the way that the civil rights movement was losimgntcol over rioting in the Catholic
community. The fact that the violence did not camsea result of a civil rights march, and the
fact that Protestants participated in the violenlie, however, not stop people from blaming

the civil rights movement.
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The Protestant Telegraphrote that the civil rights movement had put dtimnds of
accomplished rioters who wergdined in the art of street warfare and revolutaog tactics
on the streef® The paper said that the Protestants could not teafind out what their
enemies would do next, they had to prepare foresnt>® The civil rights movement was
not the only one the loyalists blamed for the tieabOn the 19 of August the Ulster
Constitution Defence Committee and the Ulster Vtden Protestants issued a joint statement.
They stated that it was thallysmal failuré of the government that had lead to the situation.
Now they were feaping the dreadful harvest of the O’'Neill year€* The organisations
“utterly condemned the acts of violehdmut the acts of loyalist violence had come assault
of a terrible frustration and disillusionment frahe Protestant population they claimed. The
government had forced the situation when they, lmzaf fear, had let the “CRA-IRA”
conspiracy unfold, and at the same time hit hardrdon Protestant processions. It was
alleged that the government had been exploitedhé&yRioman Catholic hierarchy, and had no
longer any mandate from the people of Ulster totinae it policy of appeasemefit. The
honeymoon period was definitely over for Chiche§ltark. The violence had started up
again, and the loyalists were no longer willingdgioe Chichester-Clark the benefit of the
doubit.

The worsening situation did not stop Paisley fromsping on with the arranging of
the loyalist march in Newry on the "16f August. The march was a collaboration betwéen t
UCDC and UVP. Both organisations rejected that th&y any association with the rioters in
Belfast, but the organisations felt that if the gmment had not condoned the violent actions
by the IRA, PD and NICRA front organisations, thets would never have occurred. The
statement warned the government that they shouldrpdo stop the loyalist processions.
Catholic agitations should not be used as an eximuserrning on the Protestant®. This fit
nicely in with the reasoning the loyalists usedeyffielt that it was the Catholics that stood
behind the violence, and if the violence was use@raexcuse to stop what they saw as a
lawful loyalist protest, it would be an infringenteot their rights. Whenever this happened
they warned that they would intensify their Pragestcivil rights campaign. This is another
similarity between Paisley and his followers anel ¢ivil rights movement. Both sides refused

to give up their right to protest in the streeteeVf the protest could cause disorder.
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The reintroduction of violence produced somethieg/in Northern Irish politics. In
an attempt to achieve peace, the opposition jothedgovernment in a joint appeal to the

community to restore law and order. The statemaidt s
While putting forward different views on the origimnd background of the recent disturbances there
was general agreement that all those who had gadldr other influence in the community shouldhie t

present situation use it for a reduction in thegerature®’

The new situation had brought the moderate elememi®rthern Ireland closer together, and
they were willing to put away some of their diffeces in order to restore the peace.

The appeal achieved little, however, and on tH& df2August 1969, there were new
confrontations between loyalists and Catholics errip, as an Apprentice Boys parade was
attacked by Catholics from Bogside. Among the marghwas the former Minister of Home
affairs, William Craig®®®

Chichester-Clark made it perfectly clear that teeent violence had not come as a
result of a minority seeking political rights byuul means. Rather, he viewed it as a political
conspiracy seeking to overthrow the governmentamdtitution. Those whocty so loudly
for British interventiofi saw it as a halfway house on the road to an Irisbublic3®®
NICRA’s demand of British intervention had made ¢t@ster-Clark more convinced that
there were ulterior motives behind the campaigne $tatement also shows that the civil
rights movement was being blamed for troubles dat é&epressly condemned, and had taken no
part in. At this time Catholic rioting was labellad civil rights rioting, and this led to further
doubt of the movement’s intentions.

As a method to stop the rioting Chichester-Clagtnicted the right to hold ordinary
processions, because Wés a plain factthat any demonstration, however well organised an
inoffensive could provide the occasion for disordl&This was not enough to restore the
peace, however, so on the™&f August the British Army moved into Northernlaed. The
army was ordered into Belfast by the British Prifdénister Harold Wilson, after an
emergency request by Chichester-Clark. The missiasto restore the peace after the latest
rioting.>”* The introduction of the army made Chichester-Céagosition more vulnerable
since it became harder to profess control whenave gway much of the security policy to
the army and British government. Chichester-Claqiegienced how much discontent it could

cause if the loyalists thought he was giving integsure from the British government, when,
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as a result of talks between himself and BritisimBrMinisters, it was suggested that the B-
Specials should be disbanded. This pleased sortteedfivil rights campaigners. Bernadette
Devlin said that Mr. Wilson had given hope that now things are gdmge for the better for
the people in Ulstet3"?But not all were please@ivil rights leader Frank Gogarty said that
he was dissatisfied by Wilson’s remarks, since $termont government had no right to
continue®”®

The news was not well received by the unionist lvaeds and the loyalists. Craig said

that if this were to be, the government would havechoice, but to resign. lan Paisley said:

Mr Wilson has capitulated to the hierarchy of theran Catholic Church by destroying at a stroke by
the pen the Special Constabulary- Ulster loyalikt& line of defence(..) He has done exactly vthat
Civil Rights Association and the IRA wanted himdo. Ulster's Protestants must now join themselves
together as their fathers did in 19%12.

Under O’Neill the British government made threaisfdrce the unionist dissenters to fall
back in line. But during the increasing violences tBritish government could not put
Chichester-Clark in the same situation. In a jetatement, published in a commentary to the
Cameron rapport, the British government gave ClsigteClark full support. They gave the
assurance the Northern Ireland would always bertagdahe United Kingdom unless the
Northern Irish people wanted different, and that @fffairs of Northern Ireland werefitirely
a matter of domestic jurisdictidi® It was important for both the Unionist Party ar t
British government that Chichester-Clark lookectlik strong leader, but with the violence
increasing and the army coming in, the Northershl?M was weaker than ever.
Chichester-Clark refused to take responsibility ttoe situation in Northern Ireland.
The unionist had governed fairly and well for ngd&0 years he said. He had not turned back
or slowed down any of O’Neill’'s reforms. This wastithe reason for the disorder; the reason
could be found in thedctivities of extreme republican elements and cthdstermined to

overthrow the state®’®

Chichester-Clark’s language was now much morelaino the
unionist hardliners, than that of O’'Neill had be@michester-Clark only avoided a backbench
revolt by promising that the B-Specials were nabéodisbanded, and blaming Harold Wilson

for the misunderstanding’ Instead Chichester-Clark appointed a non-Ulstenmission to
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inquire into what changes that could be made inplce structuré’® The committee was

lead by Baron Hunt, and its intent was to:
Examine the recruitment, organisation, structurg @mposition of the Royal Ulster Constabulary and
the Ulster Special Constabulary and their respectimnctions and to recommend as necessary what

changes are required to provide for the efficierioeeement of law and order in Northern Irel&fitl.

The conclusion of the report would prove to belydaad as | will show later in this chapter, it
would make the situation more difficult for ChickersClark when it was presented.

As the situation deteriorated, more and more pepfdaded for peace. Chichester-
Clark asked people to refrain from actions and wdtdht could worsen the situation. Craig
joined in and said that he would support any apfuegbeace. lan Paisley asked the people to
take down the barricadé® But the pleas went unheeded. The rioting in Beléamtinued.
The ones who did the rioting were mainly young peopvho according tdhe Belfast
Telegraphroomed the streets looking for trouifé This shows how out of hand the situation
had become. The civil rights campaign had been quushto the background by acts of
violence. The people who had been in the foregralumthg the campaign had lost control
over the situation. There was at this time no ohe would step up as a leader in any camp,
and restore the peace.

The government continued to insist that reformsevike right thing to do in order to
achieve peace. Faulkner urged for the implememaifothe reform plan, and said that this
would be in the interest of all. Faulkner did stiht believe that there was any truth in the
allegations from the civil rights movement; in fde said that evidence of real grievances
were rare. But he also said that it did no mafténa grievances were real, since the sense of
grievances was reai? This was pretty much the same reasoning as O’Naillused when he
was Prime Minister and it shows that there was math that separated Faulkner from
O’Neill when it came to their political convictiof.hey both felt that modernising was the
right course for the country. The prospect of fartreforms seemed more limited at this point,
however, since Chichester-Clark also felt thatghevances had been met. In a dramatic tv-
broadcast, he made it clear that the barricadd2elfast had to be removed, and that there
would be set up a “peace-line” between Divis Stisd Shankill Road. The government

could not tolerate a further shift to anarchy, @idchester-Clark would not give into pressure
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from the minority, as all the legitimate demandsl leeen met, he saff The situation in
Northern Ireland had changed dramatically sinceofat 1968. The “peace-line”, which was
a physical barrier between the Catholic and Prat¢sstreets, demonstrated the increased
separation between the two Northern Irish commesiithow there existed an actual wall
separating them.

The separation was enhanced through the speeclrassidy. In a speech he said that
the Roman Catholic Church was getting closer tornamism day by day®*He continued
his argument that it was the Roman Catholic Chuhat stood behind the troubles and
claimed that many misunderstood the situation intiNon Ireland as a class conflict, when it
according to Paisley, was a religious conffftt.

When the British PM reorganised his cabinet in ©®eto1969, he gave four of the
positions to Roman Catholics. This infuriatdek Protestant Telegraphirhe paper warned
that Wilson was out for Ulster’s destruction. Itsmhe removal of Lord Stonebam, which was
“no friend of Ulstel, but a Protestant, as Minister of the Home offittee concerned the
paper the most®® This position had for the first time in §@ars been given to a Catholic,
Mrs Shirley Williams. Since she was a Catholitse PT, argued that she owed her first
allegiance to the Pope, and therefore would bent on the destruction of Ulster
Protestantisni. 8’ The paper called for Chichester-Clark resignatiamd asked the
Protestants prepardof the final confrontatioh®*® The loyalists were becoming more and
more sceptical over the motives of the British gameent. This is demonstrated in their
criticism of the appointment of Shirley Williamsydithrough an increasing discontent over
the army presence.

The Protestant Telegrapstrongly opposed the army presence and what theyas
blatant discrimination against Protestants. Theepagaimed that the army protected the
lawless Roman Catholic areas, and attacked peaesftéstants. Chichester-Clark was now,
according to the paper, nothing more than a puppetthe socialist governméntat
Westminister and its leader Harold Wilson, and dfilsvas the puppet of Cardinal Heeri&h.
The strong feeling of wrongdoing in the loyalistroounity still made it difficult for

Chichester-Clark to give too much to the Cathol@nmunity, but when the Cameron
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Commission delivered its rapport, it became imgaesfor the PM not to go on with the
reforms.

To sum up; the return of the street violence hadoreed any goodwill Chichester-
Clark had received since he took office. The faett tthe civil rights movement continued
with their campaign made the unionist politiciangnt against it. It was a belief that the
movement had received all their legitimate demaadd,that their continued campaign meant
that the movement had ulterior motives. NICRA’d ¢at British intervention increased this
doubt. The belief among unionist politicians thiagére existed sincere elements within the
movement was now rapidly dwindling away. The goweent assured that they would
continue with the reforms, but at the same time ttlaimed that all legitimate claims had
been met.

The loyalists in Northern Ireland blamed the ciwghts movement for the violence,
and blamed the unionist government for not deahitg the civil rights movement with more
force. The feeling among the loyalists was thay there under attack from the Catholics, and
Protestants acts of violence was only a defencerelwas a growing discontent over the
actions of the British government, and when HaMldson suggested that the B-Specials
should be disbanded the loyalists felt that theéigrigovernment was selling them out. At the
same time there was a pressure from Westministeth® continuation of the reforms,
something that significantly reduced ChichesterCséaroom of manoeuvre. His chances of
introducing stricter actions towards the civil righmovement became even more diminished
when Lord Cameron presented his report on the salasethe unrest following the events
around the 8 of October 1968 in Derry.

THE CAMERON COMMISSION AND ITS AFTERMATH
The Cameron Commission had been set up by Terei&il(do investigate the reasons for

the troubles in 1968 to early 69. When the rep@s wresented it passed a crushing judgment
over the unionist rule in Northern Ireland. The coission upheld the civil rights
movement’'s complaints of discrimination in locavgenment appointments; they confirmed
the allegations of gerrymandering of local governielectoral boundaries, and an unfair
allocation of houses. This they said had led tp@werful sense resentment and frustration
among the Catholic populatidi’® The Catholic resentment towards the B-Specials as

partial and sectarian force was confirmed, andSgpecial Powers Act was highlighted as one
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of the causes of the civil rights campafjh. The commission concluded that the former
Minister of Home Affairs, William Craig’s decisiaio ban the civil rights march on th& 6f
October 1968 had:

Swelled very considerably the number of persons ultimately took part in the march. Without this
ban the numbers taking part would in all probapitiave been small and the situation safely hanioyed
available police forces .(.Jhe police handling of the demonstration in Londemg on %' October
1968 was in certain material respects ill co-ortidaand inept. There was use of unnecessary and ill
controlled force in the dispersal of the demonetsatonly a minority of whom acted in a disordeahyd

violent manner®?

This statement implies that Craig was given a |lafggre of the blame for the violence on the
5™ of October. The commission did however not actest the entire civil rights movement
had sincere intentions, when they concluded tleP#oples Democracy was an:

Unnecessary adjunct to the already existing andatipe Civil Rights Association. People's Democracy
provided a means by which politically extreme aniditamt elements could and did invite and incite

civil disorder, with the consequence of polarisamgl hardening opposition to Civil Rights claifis.
The commission acknowledged that there were elesneithin the civil rights movement that
had an interest in causing disorder, and this leddtd a thardening of opposition to civil
rights claims’3%* Among this opposition, Paisley and Major Buntingsaattributed most of

the blame for the increasing violence. The repaites that:

The deliberate and organised interventions by fedis of Major Bunting and the Rev. Dr. Paisley,
especially in Armagh, Burntollet and Londondermnybstantially increased the risk of violent disorder
on occasions when Civil Rights demonstrations orchies were to take place, were a material

contributory cause of the outbreaks(of violence)chtoccurred after the™sof October(. 3%

The commission expressed a conviction that the @mphtations of the reformsalteady
promised or foreshadowed by the government with I¢last necessary defayas one
“essential step towards the development of a lagtage’>*°

To sum up, the report was a vindication for theilcnghts movement and its
allegations, and it laid much of the blame for ¥i@ence on the actions of Craig, Paisley and

his followers, and called for the fastest possitriplementation of the reforms.
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The response of the government
When the report was presented, Chichester-Clarke dag support and thanks to the

commission. He said that the report was not arctneégnt of unionist rule down the years as
some had claimed. Nevertheless they had to acteptthere were real grievances and
tensions in Northern Irelarid’ This did not, however, mean that he was willing¢gept that

it come into being because of discrimination. Hiel $hat this fact could not be allowed to
obscure the remarkable progress over almost achatfiry. Chichester-Clark said that there
still were problems, in housing, particularly; taestill were many living in unacceptable
conditions. But he could not accept that the gowermt had readily or complacently tolerated
such conditiond® He denied that sectarian politics had played & ipasuch matters as the
placing of new industry. Chichester-Clark said thathad been a member of the government
at the time of the decision to establish a new Brsity at Colerainé®® and:

(..) there was absolutely no plot to persuade theklvood Committee to recommend a place other than
Londonderry as a location for the New Universitye Wad no other motive than to do what was best for

higher education in this Proviné®.

Chichester-Clark could neither accept that the llaggavernment, in general, had been
conducted on any other than perfectly proper lifBag. he said that they had to accept that
some authorities in a number of instances hadnfdllElow these high standards. And in the
future, the government would not tolerate any cadesllocations based upon other criteria
than a proper and objective assessment of neexk @kde it perfectly clear that he could not
continue to lead the government if reform did nmmne.*°* The report had forced Chichester-
Clark to moderate his statements that all legiten@aims had been met, but there can be no
doubt that the government was sceptical towardsctimemission’s conclusions. When one
reads the motion concerning the commission it ials that the government’s support was

not so clear. The motion reads:
That this House in taking note of the Report of @@nmission of Inquiry, expresses its thanks tadLor
Cameron and his colleagues for their investigatida disturbances in Northern Ireland, declares its

determination to remove from our society any leggtie causes of fear, distrust or injusticéf?.)
Nowhere does it say that the House support thenigsdof the commission, it takes note of it.

It confirms the government’s determination to remabhe reasons for fear, distrust or
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injustice, without mentioning what they may be. Riat is clear is that Chichester-Clark did
not accept that the unionist side should get al bihame. He said the following to the

members of the opposition:
You must accept that fear and suspicion in thismoamity of ours has never been one-sided. A fear
which one does not share and may not understandftamseem absurd, but that does not make it less
real. The people you represent will now again hareeopportunity to play a full and constructive tpar
in the public life and activities of Northern Irald(..) | say "again" because | believe it was nekie
intention of the founding fathers of our State &bdr our Catholic citizens from a full part in aféa If,
later on, attitudes developed which were harmfuh&cause of communal understanding, was this not

due in very large part to a standing aside, tdusses of allegiance, and to a policy of public boye**
Chichester-Clark wanted to divert the blame awaynfthe government. This is why he said
that the opposition’s lack of participation had tdouted to the lack of Catholic influence in
the Northern Irish society. In addition he defentlegl actions of the unionist governments by
saying that one had to accept that there were tiwbsehad an interest in strife, who tried to
subvert the constitutional position of the statéarkC asked all sides of the house to come
together and resist those elements: One should toge¢her and condemn alike Burntollet
and Newry and the mentality represented in the tswehich took place thef@* Condemning
Protestant acts of violence is something Chiche&Skark did not do much. He was more than
willing to condemn the violent actions by Catholit®it he was more hesitant to condemn
Protestant violence. The PM’s position did not demuch with the report. He removed
himself somewhat from his earlier position whichpirad that all grievances had been dealt
with, and promised to continue with the reforms.

Chichester-Clark was not the only one within theveyjament who felt that the
unionist should not get all the blame. During tlebate Brian Faulkner tried to clarify the
rights of those who wanted the change the conistitak position of Northern Ireland. As long
as they were determined that it should be done deraocratic fashion, they had the same

rights as everybody elé& But at the same time he said:
When people complain that they are prevented fréagipg a full part in Northern Ireland's affairs
because they are opposed to the position of Narthetand within the United Kingdom, when they
differ not only from the Government party but framajority opinion in Ulster, they create distrustian
fear in the minds of hundreds of thousands of @jirpeople. They must really understand that. It is

for that reason that it has been hard to takecsritito full consultation or full partnership. Ondry,
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responsible people have asked again and again lempleo who are constantly ready to deny our

position in the United Kingdom can be acceptedaamers'®

The nationalist and Catholic community had, acaagydo Faulkner, right from the start the
full chance of getting their opinions hedfd So according to Faulkner people had the right to
pursue a change of constitutional position, butthiéy did they could not expect the
government to heed to their criticism. So in Faalks opinion the criticism levelled against
the unionist governments could be explained by @eholics opposition against the
constitution.

There was a feeling among the moderate unionististhiey should get something in
return for their willingness to implement the refa. Chichester-Clark said in a speech to
young unionists that the choice ahead was teéveen absolute fair and just government, or
no government.*°® But as they did that, he felt that they had thétrto demand something in
return. The minority had to accept that the deosiof the majority on the basic constitutional
issue were democratic decisions, they had to payl @art in the life of the country without
inhibitions, and the representatives from the oftjpsshad to shed their bitterness resulting
from the recent strifé”® The government issued a statement where it saidithhere had
been well-meaning organisations, that tried totpatspotlight on genuinely held grievances,
but these organisations had been exploitedibyisposed people for their own erids® The
faith in the civil rights movement was rapidly dwlimg away. The belief became more and
more that the civil rights movement had been takear by people with sinister motives.

Chichester-Clark was disappointed over what heaelthe lack of support from both
unionists and the opposition. He had expected nmorelvement in the debates from the
unionists, and he deplored thmdbility of the opposition to rise to the needsaotritical
hour in Northern Ireland’s history. Every old greswce or imaginary grievance has been
trotted out again, quite regardless the change raint” *** This statement shows that
Chichester-Clark still held to his opinion that gtlevances had been dealt with. It was time
for the opposition to ask themselves what theydald to improve the situation, he sdid.
The fact that the opposition not had participatdt/fin the parliamentarian process was the

unionist excuse for the opposition’s lack of paohtiinfluence.
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Even though the unionist Prime Minister criticisfte opposition, my material
demonstrates that the opposition and the minodty & much bigger say in Northern Irish
politics than ever. In a speech about the situatidberry the PM said thaohly by planning
together, achieving together, working together, d@npeople (...) work out the future we
want for therft '3 Chichester-Clark also gave assurances that Ceshwkre welcome in the
Unionist Party, and he believed that an increasimgpunt of Catholics saw themselves as
unionists**

The Cameron rapport did not change the opiniorengnthe Northern Irish politicians
much. Those who had supported the claims of discation, took it as proof that they had
been right, whereas those who had been sceptichtis#t there where grievances, but that
this did not mean that they stemmed from discritmoma Those who had denied that
discrimination existed dismissed the rapport asefalWhat the report did do was to give
creditability to those who fought for civil righta the eyes of the British government. This
would make it harder for the unionist governmenuse more force against the civil rights
movement or delay the reforms. The situation was made easier when the loyalists
completely rejected the conclusions of the commaissThis gave Chichester-Clark and his

government very little room to act.

The loyalist response to the commission
The loyalists made if very clear that they did aatept the Cameron reports conclusions.

Major Bunting said that the commission had rgat‘to the bottom of all the lies submitted to
it as bona-fide evidenc¢e’™®When the truth came out, the loyalist would bedidated, and
the world would see that Ulster was not a dividedntry, but a victim of an international
Trotskyite movement and conspiracy. Desmond Boliéatdhe rapport anénormous damp
squib” *® The press had, according to Boal, already begurytm convince people that the
rapport was some sort of divinely revealed trutlt, iie hoped that people understood that it
was nothing of the soft’

Craig continued his denial of the existence of misimation in Northern Ireland.
Craig stated that the report had little to offecontribute to the problems of Northern Ireland.

He felt that the appointment of the Cameron Comimrissvas not only an abdication of
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authority, but since it came to being in a time whee serious effort was being made to
undermine the rule of lawit‘gave some credibility to those who with the wgtwecklessness,
were coming to the streets, disrupting the peacth®fcommunity and using vicious tactics,

including the use of weapons which could case deathdestructiori®'®

Ulster had paid a
heavy price for those tactics, he said. Those whoording to Craig, had set out deliberately
to create massive civil disorder with the purpogeuadermining the parliament and
government of Northern Ireland, had succeeded libtrozir wildest dreams?

Paisley dismissed the conclusions of the commisdiora speech delivered at Bob
Jones University, Paisley said that the conclusadrike commission could not be valid, since
all the evidence before the commission had beeenganonymously*?° The Protestants
would, according to Paisley, not have anythingdoagth a commission of that sort, and had
therefore not given their side of the story. He tvem to say that it was because of this that
the commission had come to the conclusion that &g ‘the big bad wolf, running around
Ulster” *** The commission had condemned the unionist govemnike police, William
Craig, and the B-Specials, on tHeasis of evidence that never saw the light of 4&

The loyalist opposition to the Cameron report wasson. They said that the
commission’s conclusions had been made withouimesies from loyalists, and could
therefore not be valid. The loyalist’s point of wienade it difficult for the government to act
upon the report without criticism. If they did noth the British government and civil rights
movement would object, and if they followed the amenendations, the loyalists would
express their discontent.

The situation was not made any easier by the ogatiion of the violence on the
streets. In the middle of October 1969 Constablt#dviArbuckle became the first policeman
to be killed during the troubles. For two nightgdbsts rioted in Shankill Road, resulting in
the deaths of three people, and 66 injutedwith the violence came also the calls for

responsibility.
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Calls for responsibility
As the situation worsened, Paisley called for peaplget off the street. Pleading to a crowd

roaming around Belfast, he said that they had dyrgmoved their point and that they were
only “playing into the hands of our enentié&’ Desmond Boal was appalled by the acts of
violence that had lead to the deaths of three pedpla statement he issued on behalf of the
Shankill Residents Association, he said that hengidcondone the acts of violence that had
occurred, but it was because the people of Shah&dl endured weeks of humiliation the
violence had started. The confidence in the govenirhad rapidly evaporated, and when the
government had denied the Protestants “the sa@tet¥of open air meetings and parades, it
did not, according to Boal, take long before fratd people turned to violen®8. There was
a tendency among the loyalist to if not defendleast explain the Protestant violence as a
result of the Catholic violence. Since they saw@agholic violence as an effort to undermine
the constitution, they were inclined to say tha Brotestant violence was justifiable. Yet, at
this time, they started to express the belief that Protestant rioting also benefitted the
Catholics. The unionists did not condemn the Ptatggioters in the same way as they did
the Catholics, but they warned strongly of the eguuences if the violence would continue.
Faulkner said that it was not through a terroestetlion that Irish reunification would
come, but as a result ofraditionally minded who through confusion of aigedus-doctrinal
issues with civic-political ones, allow themselt@de driven by fear and short-sightedness
into acting against their own best intere$t° There seemed to be a general agreement on the
Protestant side, that future Protestant violenceldvibenefit the republicans, whereas the
reasons for the violence were disputed.

The civil rights movement was considered mor more irresponsible. On th&'»f
December the Minister of Education William Long egdkf the would there would be no end
of demands from the civil rights movement, if thantd never would be outstretched in
cooperation, but always with a clenched it was a feeling among the unionist that the
civil rights movement had received much withoutiiggvmuch in return. Long said that the
movement changed their slogans and demands ewsg\tliey were given concessidhs.

Chichester-Clark also said that it was time forpdedo start to act responsible. The

minority could not ride roughshod over the majqrifythey continued; it would not matter if
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they had one man, one vote, because it would nieadeath of democrac{?’ This did not
mean that Chichester-Clark denounced the movemeinely as a republican conspiracy as
many other unionist, he did still believe that therere sincere people in the movenigft.

As most tried to calm the situation down, Craig eaout with a controversial
statement. Addressing Pottinger Young Unionistséie that if Westminister were to take
over and suspend Stormont and removing the Northiesim people’s right to decide their
future in relation to the Irish republic, they wdwppose this with any means, and including
out the use of arm&! Speaking at a unionist meeting in Glenarm, Craégied that he
supported an independent Ulster, instead he swapbeabitat Northern Ireland should be
organised in a federatidf? Craig was moving further and further away from traitional
unionist policies, but at the same time he did move closer to the position held by the
loyalists such as Paisley. He was carving out s niche within Ulster politics.

The situation was growing increasingly difficult fGhichester-Clark. Paisley said that
the only thing Chichester-Clark could do to remainpower was to destroy him and his
Church, and that was exactly what the governmehtseaout to d§*® Paisley did not believe
that the British army acted impartial, it protectin® rebels in Bogside and the Falls, and
attacked law abiding Protestants, he claiffié&oon the loyalists would also lose what they
saw as Ulster’s last line of defence, the B-Spscial

When the Hunt report was published on th8 @bOctober 1969, the situation became
even more precarious for Chichester-Clark. Amorg rdcommendations were that the B-
Specials should be disbanded, and that the RUC&h&some an unarmed police fofée.
This would definitely anger the loyalist populaticend make the situation worse for the
Prime Minister.

1969 had changed Northern Ireland for ever, butnest the end of the year
Chichester-Clark was hopeful for the future. Sungnip the year, he said that:

When people would look back to 1969 not as a yé&ewd and near disaster, but as the year in which
the province came to full maturity, realised itsrostrength, shed its unnecessary weakness, andanade

new name for itself in Britain and the woff&§.
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This was an overly optimistic statement considetiveghardships that had come about during
1969. The phase after Chichester-Clark’s honeynpmriod ended was an ambiguous period
for the civil rights movement. The violence thadherupted was not instigated by the civil
rights movement, nor did it come as a result ofl cights parades. Even so, the movement
was blamed for the recurrence of the violence. Assalt many unionist politicians expressed
more disbelief in the sincerity of the movement.idsists now felt that the movement had
been given all their legitimate demands, and thatmhovement’s insistence to continue their
campaign meant that they campaigned for a unitddrid.

When the Cameron report was presented, it vindictte civil rights movement, and
upheld most of its allegations of discriminationhid made it more difficult for the
government to say that the movement was a frontemewnt. Not because they changed their
mind, and accepted that the movement should bengivere concessions, but most likely
because the report confirmed the movement's allmgatin the eyes of the British
government. The British government had called fe tontinuation of the reforms since
O’Neill had begun them, and they would not easehgppressure after the report gave the
civil rights movement credibility. The report putet government in a squeeze between the
British government and civil rights movement densfok more reforms, and the loyalist
population who felt the government gave into presswand thereby endangered the
constitution. The pressure would increase the glitin unionism.

UNIONISM DISUNITED: 1970-1971

I believe we have weathered the stbfm
Chichester-Clark
Make no mistake, have been sold otif

lan Paisley

The allegations from Paisley and an increasinglynloer of both loyalist and unionist
politicians that the government had succumbed tesgure, put Chichester-Clark in a
precarious position. No one could doubt that theegament had given into many of the civil
rights demands since the reforms were on or omwteinto the statute book. Since the Prime
Minister could not deny that the reforms had bewerg he denied that they had been given
as a result of the civil rights campaign. On tffed® January 1970 Chichester-Clark denied
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the allegations from within the Unionist Party thhé government had yielded to pressure
from the civil rights movement and Westminister.

Speaking at a meeting of Central Armagh Unionissdsgation Chichester-Clark
stated that Every reform on the statute book is there becausepwt it there. It was our
decision, not the decision of the civil rights nteets, nor the decision of the Westminister
politicians”**° He also lashed out on those who spoke56fyears of despotic rule in Ulster
because thatrfothing could be further from the truth. The ackm®ents of the Unionist Party
are there for all to see- we don’t need to apoledisr them”**° It was more important than
ever to show that the government was in controlis Mias not made any easier since
Chichester-Clark had accepted the recommendations the Hunt committee, and accepted
that the B-Special should be disband€de Belfast Telegraptvrote that this had led to an
outcry of horror in the unionist ranks, but ChideesClark refused to accept that he had let
the police or the B-Specials dowH.

The decision would not go well down with the logédi, but the government stood
fully behind the decision, and said that they lathke action. Even if the government said it
had not given into pressure, it is difficult to ignae that the B-Specials would have been
disbanded if it had not been for the recommendatioom the Hunt report, and pressure from
the British authorities. It would be important fibre government to convince the Protestant
population that this was not the case, and thagjtivernment was in control.

Faulkner said that he had felt that the governrhadtbeen indecisive the last time he
had been in the cabinet. He implied that it wasabhsee the government had shirked its
responsibilities, that the troubles had grew totththe extent that it had@® Faulkner said that
he had always warned of the dangerous element &t &od the need to isolate the hard core
of militant republicans, and this had been dones gbvernment’s reforms had not weakened
unionism**® Even if the government felt that the reforms had weakened unionism, it is
very clear that they had weakened the UnionistyP&don it became clear that the umbrella-
like structure that had been the Unionist Partyladamot survive the new political situation

that had arisen.
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A less tolerant Unionist Party
For almost 50 years the Unionist Party had beearty pvith one main political goal, and that

was the preservation of the union with Great Bmnitéipart from that, there had been plenty of
room for different political views, but as the sition worsened, and criticism of the
government’s policies increased, the acceptancerfbcism from within the party became
more frowned upon. This did however not stop somidigians from speaking their mind,
and soon they would have to face the consequencésis.

Craig was one of those who felt that the governmpefity was on a wrong path, and
he was not afraid to say what the government hate derong. He said that the biggest
mistake the government had done was to call inatihhey. Speaking to the Ulster Loyalist
Association at Magherafelt he said that the govemtnhad the constitutional right to call in
the army, but they had not the right to surrendetrol over the security forces, and by doing
that they had ¢ommitted the province to another period of viokHt* The army had,
according to Craig, allowed the creation of lawlae=as by parleying with lawbreakéf3As

a result of this

Stupid blunder on the part of the army, we havevadld a situation to develop which | think has been
exploited by an ugly element and where decent lidiag loyalists have become so frustrated thag the

indulged in quite inexcusable cond{t.

He said that there could not be any excuse fovitblence on Shankill Road; it was a product
of the “government’s incompetence and the army’s blundexvelsas the Belfast peace line
and the army’s dealing with the IRA elemefit’ Craig felt it was time for the government to
ere

start to reverse some ahings it had don He was willing to face a constitutional crisis,

rather than toletray unionisrh The government should carry out the policielit was best
for the country**® Here Craig displayed the typical loyalist explamatthat the Protestant
violence came as a result of the Catholic violeaoegl that the right thing to do was to strike
back at the Catholic rioters, and removing the matothe civil rights movement had been
given. This was of course not within the lines loé tgovernment’s policies, and he faced
opposition when he expressed a view that collidel that of the government.

Craig felt that one could not debate the diffee=nof opinion that existed inside the

Unionist Party without someondrying to evade the debate by attaching labels tvtaice
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indented to be derogatoty® Those who was labelled as hardliners and righgeiis, was in
fact, according to Craig, the people who carried Hurden of thinking progressive and
imaginative terms for unionisfi* This shows that Craig was staring to feel mardgedl
within the Unionist Party, and this belief was mathout merit.

Chichester-Clark made it clear that he would nogér tolerate that people had the
“luxury of remaining under the party umbréliand still fight against the party’s policiés?
Chichester-Clark said that the members had to éhatbst kind of government they wanted,
a sensible and moderate, or if they wanted thecigsliof ‘the strong arm, and the jack-boot
which could only in a time lead to sectarian bloattbin this province *>* The majority in
the party was growing increasingly frustrated theamty within the party which they felt
tried to dictate over the majority. The Minister ldbme Affairs Porter, said that the rebels,
led by Craig, who continually feel the need toclttthe party, should leav*

Tired of the opposition from within the party, was decided to expel five of the
biggest dissenters, among those: Craig and Boa&.ré&son was that the five voted against a
vote of confidence in the government during a delitthe Common&?> This would mean
that they no longer were under the Party Whip en$iormont Parliament, but they could still
remain as members of the Unionist Party.

During the debate Craig clarified why he felt itcassary to publicly criticise the
government. He said that he was disappointed treaidecision to accept the Hunt reports
recommendations had been taken without a debaleicommons, and claimed that they had
not been given the opportunity to discuss it witthie Unionist Party. He said that he could
not let loyalty to the party to stop him from sayiwhat he mearit® His frustration and the
decision to expel him and the other members whedragainst the confidence motion, shows
that the Unionist Party had become a more closeg pace the beginning of the civil rights
campaign. It seems as if the government would pribi@t critics would stop making their
discontent known, and go along with the governnseptlicies in an effort to restore the
peace. There was no longer room for views thatlicvedl with the government’s policies in
the Unionist Party. In addition the government \ab® upset that the opposition made their

discontent so clear.
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Chichester-Clark hit out at both Catholic and listabpposition when he on th&%f
February said that people should not waste thaie tinaking political speeches, instead they
should prepare their case for the review body, lemdit out on theso-called loyalistswho
demonstrated in Belfast in the defence of law aniebrd>’

Even after the expulsion of some of the most righgwmembers of the Unionist Party,
there was an element within the moderate fracttammnists who felt that the Unionist Party
did not represent the policies that O’Neill had dregThe split in the unionist fraction
increased on the 2Df April when the Alliance Party was formed. Thary grew out of the
New Ulster Movement, and many of its members camnoenfthere. The New Ulster
movement had been established in early 1969 to omggeration and non-sectarianism in
politics and to press for reforms. The Allianceti?avould be a unionist party with a small u,
which meant that it would be a party that suppottedconstitutional link with Britaifi®® In a

statement the party announced that they had suedeéed
Creating a province-wide political organisation tife moderate people, which is firm on the
constitutional issue, provides a viable alternatovéhe existing splintered Unionist Party, and boras
Catholics and Protestants together in a partnesshiph is the essential prerequisite for a new deal

Northern Ireland®®

John Hunter presided over the press conferencehi@hwhe party was announced. He said
that the split had not come as a result of the gowent’'s policies; rather it had occurred
because they felt that the Unionist Party did ndlyfsupport the government’s efforts to
reform the society. He said that the Unionist Padylonger was acredible political forcé
and that they believed that the party woul@vVer recover from its present divisiofi®

The party would not make any great imprint in tleeigd which | write about, so | will
not give the party much attention in this thesibe Testablishment of the Alliance Party,
however, shows that the alliance that had beetJthenist Party was falling apart, and that
personal political convictions were starting toypéagreater role than ever before. It is also an
example of an event that probably would not haveuoed if it had not been for the civil
rights campaign. The civil rights campaign had éarthe unionist politicians to take a stand,
and this had brought to the surface the greatigalitifferences within the Unionist Party.

The party was losing support among those who wasmsigreforms, and among those who
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supported them. The party’s ambiguous policies npgle turn to those with more clear-
cut opinions.

Alongside the increasing conflict within unionistiere developed a new conflict
within Northern Ireland. Up to this point it haddmethe Protestants who had displayed the
greatest discontent over the army presences inhBlortireland. The Catholics had mainly
regarded the army as protection from the loyalistds. On the *Lof April 1970 the first
violent confrontation between the British troopsldhe civilian Catholic population came,
when the army was attacked in Ballymurphy housistgte in Belfast®* As tension between
Catholics and the army grew, loyalist anger inaedashen one of the traditional defences for
the union was abolished.

On the 38 of April the B-Specials were officially disbandeahd were replaced by a
new Ulster Defence Regimeif. The removal of the B-Specials had been one oflémeands
from the civil rights movement, since the Catholiek that the all Protestant police force
could not be trusted. This would cause a strongodi&ent among the loyalists since they
tended to stress that it had been set up by thisiBrgovernment in 1920 to counter the
IRA.*®* The extent of the loyalist disproval over the gowmeent’s policies would be shown

when Paisley once again would fight an election.

The By-elections and the intra-unionist conflict

When O’Neill was made a Lord and took his placéhm House of Lord’s, the Bannside seat
opened up. Paisley announced that he would coitteslis main platform would be the
restoration of law and order in thevtiole of Northern Irelarii*®* The law and order focus
was the same as the unionist party members usedprbBaisley there were just one section
that escaped the law. Paisley felt that there wilte Catholic areas where the law was not
enforced, and he said that there had been issuedlanfrom the head of security in the army
to the RUC and USC, which said that they shouly stat of some Catholic areas. This
statement was rejected by the arffRy.

Chichester-Clark and the Unionist Party organisedn effort to hold on to the seat.
Chichester-Clark went on a tour with the unioniandidate Bolton Minford®® Faulkner
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issued a statement to the electors in Bannsidehichahe asked the people to think of the
“disastrous consequenéethe policies of Paisley would hav®&’ This shows that the party

took the threat Paisley posed seriously. The @ectvould show who was the most
successfully in attraction support from the Pratetst; Chichester-Clark’s moderate policy or
Paisley’s loyalism.

Considering the effort the Unionist Party put inhlmlding the Bannside seat, it was a
major blow when Paisley won the by-electidime Belfast Telegraptrote that for the first
time since the reforms were implemented a subsiaptirtion of the Protestant population
had showed opposition to the changes that had bemde?°® Paisleys growing support
became even more evident when he beat the unicastidate, and became MP in
Westminister for North Antrin1®® The reform-line in Northern Ireland was loosingtestant
support rapidly.

In his maiden speech in Stormont, Paisley showatllte would not change his tone
when speaking in the parliament. As one of hig itatements, Paisley said that he would
like to use a canon on the Minister of Commercedinal. He went on to say that the
previous MP for the Bannside constituency, O’'Ndikhd talk about the British standard and
way of life, and talked about himself athé apostle of progressut neglected his own
constituency.”°

Paisley said that he would be the same man indhrerons as he was in Bannside. He
would not ‘stoop the way the Unionist Party stooped at a mnevielectioh when the party
had tried to win over Catholic votetS:For Paisley it would not be natural to try to cmoe
any other than the Protestants to vote for hinfaat he felt that it would be dishonest if he
did. He did, however, demand the loyalists shoutl Heard. Paisley hoped that the
government would start to take his and the otheteBtant unionists seriously. He said that he
hoped that the Minister of Community relations wblisten to them, even if they were a
menace to his seat. Paisley was sick of the govemhrefforts to jackboot the people he
represented, his people were entitled to get th®aes heard: There was only one basis for a
fair society, and that was that justice was dome, seen to be done to all sections of the

society?"?
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The demand for the minority to get their voice ldeaounded like something the civil
rights movement demanded, and the civil rightséeahd MP John Hume, said that Paisleys
remarks was something that most could agree withpbe could not forget that the thing that
hurt community relations was that some people higdir religious views at the expense of
other people. Hume said that Paisley did so wheooméinued to make speech after speech
that were offensive to a section of the commundyyhich Paisley replied:‘will continue to
make theni?’® The language used by the civil rights movement lapdPaisley had many
similarities, but the meaning was very differentisTshows how the civil rights movement’s
language had contributed to a change in the palitamguage in Northern Ireland. The civil
rights movement had been so successful that it®repys were starting to use the same
language. This may explain why Paisley often caledcampaign a loyalist campaign for
Protestant civil rights.

On of the most pressing rights for the Protestaag now the right to defend one self.
Speaking in the commons, Boal said that it was lmeeaf the government’s failure to impose
its will on the people that, the civil defence goeunad appeared. The lawbreakers, in the
Catholic street, Falls Road had, according to Bo@gn made into public heroes, the police
was cordial with them, and the army sought congatta with them. When the people from
his area (Shankill Road) saw this, they starteelcte)jg the law. The Government had to start
enforcing law and ordéf* The right for Protestants to use violence defdraniselves was
defended among the loyalists in the parliament. Catholics who committed violent acts did
not receive the same support.

Paisley would criticise both sides of the house télled the members of the
opposition petrol bomb throwers, stone throwersidars, and revolutionaries, and he blamed
the government for giving into the demands fronmthéle said that the government did not
have the courage to stand up and say no to thesmpo This had, according to Paisley,
made the opposition believe that the members obgposite side of the house would stand
by, and see the members of their society being eraddwithout raising their voices. All the
government’s assurances could not allay the laysdes. Paisley said that the B-Specials had
done a good job in keeping the security, and haah lbssbanded just because the government
had given in to the pressure from theo-called civil rights movement, which was nothing

more than an IRA front’ There had never been a greater need for loyaisodstration, he
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claimed, and until the government started protgctime Protestant people, they could not
have the security, progress and prosperity theytedarThe government haditterly failed
the Prime Minister hadutterly failed, and the people whereptey to gunmen and thugé®
Paisley continued to blame the civil rights movetrfenthe troubles, and the government for
not using enough force to deal with it. It was mikirity between the loyalists and unionists
that that the civil rights movement was blamed dbrviolence, even the one that occurred
without any connection to a civil rights proteshelfact that he condemned the actions of the
civil rights movement did not stop Paisley from adating the use of the same methods of
protest. Because of this there were now severanists who felt that Paisley’'s way to
express himself contributed to the violence, jgstraich as the civil rights campaign, and just
as they had tried to stop the civil rights movemaith the Public Order Bill, they would try
to stop Paisley by legislation in the parliament.

The extent of the government’s dislike of Paisd@g his methods became clear when
they proposed the Prevention to Incite Hatred Bitle Bill was intended to give protection to
people distinguished by their religious befl&fBut it would also make it illegal to spread:

(..)harmful rumours. Such rumours have during tast year or so led directly to widespread violence
and there has been some evidence that the rumavesbieen deliberately manufactured and spread for
that purpose. It would theoretically be possibleuse this Clause against persons who publish or

broadcast false information(’§

This shows how much the government felt that Pyiafed his counterparts contributed to the
increasing violence, and made it more difficult dohieve peace. The new modernising
government found it hard to deal with the tradiibProtestant beliefs of Paisley. Paisley
himself felt that this was a law directed agairist.ff® He said that the purpose of the bill was

to:
(..)curb the speeches of the people whom he catefett at the polls with all his skulduggery in the
Press and all his lying attacks upon the loyalidtthe Province. He will now seek as best he can to

keep the Protestant Unionists from expressing tetmas and putting forward their views.

How much the language of the moderate unionists Raidley differed can be seen when
Paisley compared his fight to that of Jesus. Speaiki the commons, Paisley said that the
same charges that had been made against him hadrhade against the person of the Lord

Jesus Christ and against His Apostles. He was @allsedition-rouser by the members of the
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establishment of those d&y$" Paisley said he would to give into those who ttiednake
him “dilute the views that are based on and agreeabthé¢dNord of Got*®?

This is an example that the moderates of the UsidParty, and Paisley were fighting
different battles. The fight for the moderates i@sthe most part a political one, but for
Paisley it was a religious one. The moderates saivRaisley’s statement would worsen the
situation, and introduced the law to try to stommhbPaisley saw this as a gross impeachment
of his rights, since what he said was the creedsi®freligion?® Northern Ireland was in
general becoming less tolerant than ever before fEhationship between Catholics and
Protestants were less tolerant, and the toleraocexpress views that would make the
situation worse was gone within the governmentadiadition, the relationship between the

army and the Catholics were becoming much worse.

More violence and a new oppositional party

Between the " and %" July the army imposed a curfew in Falls Road itf&. The decision
came after there had occurred serious rioting, hickvfive people had been killed, and many
more injured. The curfew was so strict that thealntants of Falls Road were only allowed to
leave their house for two hours to do their shoppDuring the curfew the army searched the
houses after weapons, and a significant number efipans were fountf* Paul Dixon,
Professor at Queens University, writes in his bblokthern Ireland, The politics of war and
peacethat the curfew was one of the worst decisions miad¢orthern Ireland, because as a
result of the curfew, many Catholics became alehdtom the army, and turned to the
IRA.*%

On the 2% of July the government announced a ban on alldesran Northern Ireland
until the end of January. This meant that the tiautal Protestant parades, like the"1@
August would be banneéd® The Apprentice Boys called the decision ridiculoarsd said that
it would most likely cause serious trouble. Theidghat the celebrations would most likely
go on regardless of the government’s ban, sincgwhge ‘entitled to march*®’ They called

the decision thedltimate surrender of shameless and discreditecggovent (..) to the forces
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of subversion and rebelliri® The South Derry division Of the Ulster Protestdotunteers
said if the Apprentice Boys did not march on th& b2 August, they would march instead.
The UPV could not accept a ban, since they feltas obvious that if a loyalist march was
held again, the Catholic rebels would use it asxause to defy the lawful authoriti&§. The
Protestant Telegrapkaid that this showed hovibdnkrupt of loyalty, honesty and courage
the cabinet was. They went on to say that one dhanalise God that the Apprentice Boys had
showed signs of defying the baf.Loyalists and civil rights campaigners both sawapas
as a valid method to express ones political beleisl when they were denied this possibility
they felt as their freedom to speak was curbeds Wms probably not the intent of the
government, as they saw parades at this time lagattto the peace not, a political expression.
This is an example of how the new and old wayxfwess one self politically collided.

As the pressure from the loyalist community inceshghe pressure from the British
government increased too. At this time the Home&ary, Reginald Maulding, warned that
if there was any backtracking of the reforms, Wasister might assume direct responsibility
over Northern Ireland. He said that if the reformsplemented from theideal of impartially
and reconciliatiori, were reversed, it would endanger the constihaigosition of Northern
Ireland?** This put Chichester-Clark in a precarious situatiét this time he could not afford
to look weak in front of Westminister, since thiswid give fuel to the loyalists. He warned
that if Westminister introduced direct rule, it rnigoroduce a very violent reaction from the
Protestant-loyalist population. In a pleading staat he said to WestministeF-6r goodness
sake, you must realise that we in Northern Irelane very independent people. We want to
be allowed to run our own affaifé®? As the situation got worse and worse, the disoussf
whether the government should start to intern peepthout trial under the Special Powers
Act, started among the unionist hardlin&ts.

The troubles that had occurred, made the nat&tsgloliticians come together to form
a new political party. The Social Democratic andduar Party (SDLP) was launched on the
21 of August 1970. The party was a build up of membef the old Nationalist Party,
Republican Labour, and Northern Ireland Labour iBgyrtin addition to the civil rights

movement's MP4>* The party became the political driving force foe tCatholic community.
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The party’s strong link with the civil rights movemt was demonstrated in one of the party’s
main political goals, which were tesécure civil rights for all citizens, irrespectieé race,
creed, or political outlook.**® The civil rights movement had thus resulted in the
establishment of a traditional political party. Yett the same time as the nationalist
population was coming closer together, the uniaroefiaition was falling more apatrt.

On the 28 of August the Minister of Home Affairs Robert Rartresigned his post.
Chichester-Clark would not appoint a new minisbert, take the reigns of the office himself in
an interim period®® The Protestant Telegrapivas pleased with the decision, because they
saw the resignation as a sign of Porter’s failare] claimed that it heralded the collapse of
the governmenit?’

As Chichester-Clark got attacked from all sidesbbeame more and more fed up with
the civil rights movement. It was no longer onlg tReoples Democracy who where labelled
as a front organisation for the IRA, now NICRA vaso described as such. Chichester-Clark
said in a speech to the Strandtown unionists ifaBelkthat the right of minority groups to
“flaunt and foist and ultimately force their opingoan othershad been established. He went
on to say thatgerhaps its time for revolution. For the revolutiohmajorities (...) who are
sick of being pushed aroufid®® Chichester-Clark was sick of people using the afsgof
democracy, when they showed no respect for theeelaepresentatives of the peoptete
said that NICRA’s call for people to return to te&eet demonstrated theotal moral
bankruptcy of the organisation, and claimed that this regdahat it was nothing more than a
front organisation for forces who sought to undeenihe development and progress of the
country. He asked that all moderate people shaallg, r'not to the government, not to the
Unionist Party, not to any single vision of Northelreland’s future, but to the cause of
democracy itself°® The statement is significant as for the first tisiece the civil rights
movement had begun the whole movement was disméssadlot against the constitution by
the Prime Minister.

Trying to avoid the return ofpblitics in the streét Chichester-Clark introduced the
immediate introduction of one-man, one-vote in aiuby-elections®* Even if Chichester-

Clark and the government said that they did nokegmto pressure from the civil rights
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movement, they could not ignore it, and the goveminmhad now given into most of the
demands of the movement. This did not lead to &ihaviolence, however, and the civil
rights movement did not go away. This is also ohé&e episodes that one can see clearly
demonstrated that the civil rights movement inflceh the unionist government. Since
Chichester-Clark dismissed the movement as a fasement, it is unlikely he would have
implemented the immediate introduction of one-ntare-vote unless he had felt pressured to
do so.

1970 would prove to be one of the most violent géamorthern Irish history thus far.
About 100 explosions had occurred in 1972 police men and 23 civilians had been killed;
in addition 191 policemen and 620 soldiers had begured. The civilian total was
unaccounted for>® The next year would be worse still.

To sum up; 1970 was the year in which the lasebeti the sincerity of the civil rights
movement vanished among the unionist politiciaree fact that NICRA called for the return
to the street at a time when the violence plaghedptrovince, was enough to remove any
doubt among the politicians in the Unionist PaByen so, they went on with the reforms,
and introduced one-man, one-vote with immediateceffThis most likely happened because
of the pressure from the civil rights movement, vasll as pressure from the British
government who threatened with direct-rule, if terms were stopped.

The success of the civil rights movement startectltange the way politics was
conducted in Northern Ireland. Paisley and his t&stant civil rights movement” adopted
much of the same language that the civil rights @mneent used. The civil rights movement’s
effect on how politics were conducted in Northeraldnd would prove to be even more
significant in the following year.

The acceptance of different political views dimimed within the Unionist Party, and
this led to the expulsion of some of the governrsestrongest critics. There can be little
doubt that the civil rights campaign was an imparfactor in bringing about a more closed
Unionist Party. The political landscape was chaggifhe nationalist community formed a
new party, based to a large degree on the civitsiglatform. At the same time the most
moderate elements within the Unionist Party withgre form a party which they felt would
better follow the reform policies of O’Neill.

Chichester-Clark’s position was becoming more araterunstable, as he received
pressure from all sections of the society. The UisioParty struggled to keep up with the
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constantly changing political situation, and it wbmot take long before the conflict would

cost another Prime Minister his job.

STORMONT'S SWANSONG: 1971-1972

On the 28 of January, following more riots in Shankill Rodd0 leading unionists called for
Chichester-Clark’s resignation. They signed a staté which said that the government had
failed to maintain the law and security in the doynand called for a new administratioHi.
The next day 250 unionists signed a statement iichwthey said that they would support
Chichester-ClarR®® There were still more unionists that supported Rhiene Minister, than
there were unionists that opposed him, but the isplhe party was greater than ever before.
Faulkner said that there had been a change sasteyéar, and that was that the
government had established beyond any doubt thatass an administration ofiritegrity,
progressive ideals determinatidn’® At the same time the republicans had been expiosed
what they really were, Faulkner claimed. He wentmsay that no responsible citizen could
have any reservation about letting the securitycedsrdeal with the troublemakers and
criminals. Faulkner made it clear that one showtiaonfuse political activity with criminal
activity. A person had, according to Faulkner, tiglit to push for an end to partition, but if
he used force the government had the right to ktop®’ Faulkner said that the republican
diehards had exploited the civil rights movemenmttieo years, but because of the actions of
the government, had they now been exposed, and siooe>*® At this time the word civil
rights was not much used, even by the most modeardke Unionist Party. The unionists did
no longer have any doubt that the troubles thaguad the province, came as a result of
republicans deliberately trying to unsettle theaion. The ones who committed the violence
were not civil rights campaigners, but rioters. sSThdid not, however, mean that the
government would abandon their efforts to get thonity involved in peaceful participation.
In a debate on cross boarders relations, Chich€$sek said that he could understand
that a person would prefer to be a first-claszeitiin a poor country, rather than a second-
class citizen in a rich one. That is why it was plodicy of the government to insure that there
were no second-class citizens. He accepted thatrtbant something more than just fairness;
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it meant the possibility to participate in evergtsen of the society and in every aspect of the
institutions>*® This statement shows how much the perception obrity rights had changed
since the start of the civil rights campaign. le thver 40 years of unionist rule, the minority
had never had the possibility to participate in emplevels of the government. Chichester-
Clark’s statement indicates that the Prime Minigt@ught that they should have a possibility
to get their voice heard even in the governmentelbne combines this with the fact that the
opposition now had been consulted in some casescan see that the possibilities for the
Catholics to get their point across had increasecesthe start of the civil rights campaign.
Since then, they had gone from relative politichlsaurity to in many ways directly
influencing the political agenda.

The Prime Minister distinguished himself from Payslsince he still would appeal to
the Catholics to join in, when he in the same speaid that he did not think of unionism as a
sectarian faith, but a political one and he hoged the minority would profess it with him
some day°But if some were getting more influence, thereeneertainly others that felt that
they got less.

At this time it is clear the Craig was displeasedthvhis opportunities to express his
views. He said that the government ridiculed alt thad a different view than themselves, and
that they try to make it seem like nobody but thelwes could contribute with something
good>* Craig’s growing dissatisfaction with the UnionRarty can be seen on the®26f
February lashed out at the Unionist Council, theegoing body of the Unionist Party, and
said that it wassick with senile decdyHe went on to say that if nothing was done teesa
the Unionist Party soon, there would have to bew political organisation,ffeed from the

dishonesty and quilt of the two last y&at¥

A change of Prime Minister
As the situation deteriorated, more and more ustisrgalled for internment under the Special

Powers Act. Faulkner said the he would only beawotir of internment if it was the only way
to stop the violenc®3 The fact that many unionists wanted to imprisoogte without trial,
show how much the situation had spiralled out ofitad, and that the call for stricter

measures had now been adopted by most unionists.
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On the 1% of February 1971the Protestant Telegraptieclared that Northern Ireland
had been enveloped in a war. The paper asked &lbautmany more explosions, riots and
murders that had to happen before the governmeke wp. The B-Specials had to been
reconstituted, and a people’s militia had to benfed.>'* According to the PT there could not
be a method drastic enough to stop the riotersedime rebels rioters hadd rights.>*

On the 18 of March Chichester-Clark flew to London to demandre troops to deal
with the crises. He would ask for an increase tdisos from the 8 000 at the time to 12 000.
If this was not granted he threatened to re3t§ithe British government did not give him the
troops he demanded, so on thé"X& March the time was up for Chichester-Clark. He
decided to resign from his post as Prime Ministér.

This time it would be Brian Faulkner and Williamagy that would try to become the

P18 Last time Faulkner lost with one vote, this timeevion with 22. When

next Prime Ministe
the votes had been cast, Faulkner had receive®®8 against Craig's %° The support for
the policies of the previous administrations wal gteat within the party, and Faulkner
assured that the program of progress that the gqusxadministrations had embarked on would
be continued. Faulkner said that what was needed pmactical results in dealing with the
terrorism, sabotaged, riots, and disortfete refused to let sectarianism enter Ulster i
and claimed that it did not matter to him where annwent to church?* Even though
Faulkner said he would continue with the previodmiistrations policies, he was another
step closer to the right wing of the Unionist Pafftiiis can be seen when he appointed Harry
West, a hardliner who had fought against both tlexipus Prime Ministers, as Minister of
Agriculture. This appointment was not well receiadong the liberal wing in the party, and
one PM, Anne Dickinson resigned the party whiphi@ tcommons in prote3t There seemed
to have been a slow orientation to the right sifeeence O’Neill’'s premiership. The Unionist
Party had lost much of its liberal support to thidafice Party, and people who had been
backbenchers had moved into position of power.

It is indicative for how much the civil rights mawent had changed the political

situation in Northern Ireland that one of the fisibjects Faulkner talked about in the
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parliament was his administration policy on paradésere he made it clear that the
government would try to reserve the right to pretmss as far as possible. Nevertheless he
saw that there were particular routes that coukkpmthreat to the peace, and these parades
would be rerouted or bann&d.This he followed up when he on th® 6f April announced a
ban on parades in the Loup area in Derry, anddhigt traditional parades, or those already
announced would be allowed to proceed over theeEaEhe Loup area was the place for two
parades, one republican commemoration parade amdogalist rally arranged by the Free
Presbyterian Church, which had been scheduleceatatme timé®* The hope that the limited
ban on parades would ensure that reaming paradelsl wooceed peacefully, would not pay
off when both Belfast and Derry saw violence edyning the Easter parades.

Faulkner would not receive any honeymoon periothfthe loyalists. Paisley said that
Chichester-Clark should have resigned long agoFautkner would not be acceptable for the
loyalist community, in fact he said that if he hidchoose, he would prefer Chichester-
Clark>?° Boal said in the Commons that he could not supihernew administration, since it
was nothing new from the old. He said that he halgt opposed the previous administration
on one issue, and that was the law and order issukhe had been proven right on .
The new Prime Minister was not, according to Bsalnething new from the previous. Boal
expressed confusion over how some of the hardlimerthe Unionist Party could accept
cabinet positions in an administration that hadstame policies as they had protested against.
He made it clear that he would not join the Unibiarty again, even if he was allowed. He
would not change his opinion, or be afraid to egpiie no matter what happen#d.

The Protestant Telegraptieclared that there could be no doubt that Fauliwoaild
continue with the suppressing of loyalist activity banning loyalist processions. The paper
also predicted that Faulkner would consider integnProtestant3*® This would be an
infringement of the rights of Protestants, but paper did not feel that the same should count
for the “IRA rebels’ On the 29" of May, thePT called for ‘the internment of known IRA
men (including some politician$>f° The Protestant Telegraptontinued to say that the fight

was a fight for the survival of Ulster, and thatveeak government have already conceded too
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mucH, and that Ulster shouldnietaphorically (..)stick to its guhs>! This statement was in
many ways typical for Paisley and his paper. Thag tip to this time not directly called for
the use of force, but they used a language thdyeasild be interpreted as such. Something
similar can be seen on the'™6f May when the paper wrote that if the army caubd control
the situation, then the Protestants of Ulster winaldl the provincé?

After the outbreak of violence during the Eastarcessionsthe Protestant Telegraph
called for an inquiry into the actions of the armoyvards the Protestants in Newtownards
Road. The paper dismissed thgapist propagandathat “harmless, unarmed prosecuted
papistd had been provoked and harried by savage Orantgeneists>> Paisley said in the
commons that he could not accept that it was omlgmRoman Catholics were fatally injured,
that inquires should be held. When one looked atpthiterns of events it was clear that this
was the situation, Paisley argu&d.The feeling among the loyalists that their griefisw
overlooked, while the Catholics had been given s#vénquires to investigate their
complaints was growing, this may help to explainywihe loyalists continued to call out for
Protestant civil rights.

Even with the increasing violentee Protestant Telegrapbrotested when the Orange
Grand Lodge of Ireland after consultation with Kkaelr abandoned plans to arrandgke”
greatest Protestant march in the history of Ireldnd The paper called the act a betrayal,
and said that the responsible would be removed fhmin ranks’>°

The insistence of both the civil rights campaignamsl the loyalists to protest in the
street, lead the government to allow the army ®msre force. Up to this time the army had
caused relative few civilian casualties, but on #% of May Faulkner announced that a
soldier that saw someone with a weapon, or who aesg suspiciously could fire in
warning or with effect without waiting for order8his did not go well down with the SDLP,
and they warned that if the powers of the parlianvesuld be given to soldiers, they would
withdraw from Stormont®’ The PT wrote that the IRA had intensified their campaignd
that they where holding Ulster ransom. There weresigns that the rebels were on the run,
and now was the timetd shed the velvet glove and softly-softly tactit&.Faulkner's

statement that soldiers could shoot at bombergangdle who were acting suspiciously could,
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according to the paper, only be credible if it waade effectivé>® This was a direct call for
the use of deadly force against the Catholics, smmvs how extreme measures the loyalists
called for. The loyalists felt that the Protestemtnmunity got the worst of the situation, while
the Catholics got treated with velvet gloves, anem all their hearts desire in an effort to
stop them from causing violence. The animosity tolwahe army was growing among both
loyalists and Catholics, and both sides calledafoinquiry into the actions of the army, but
for very different reasons.

On the & of July, after four nights of riots between Catb®land the British army in
Derry, a civilian was shot and died from the ingsti The army claimed that he had aimed at
them with a gun, something that was denied by therarioters. The incident led to more
rioting, and on the ®another man was shot and killed. This time theyactaimed that the
man had been about to throw a nail bomb. This viss denied by the local people, who
claimed that the man had been unarmed. The SDLBuaced that they would withdraw
from Stormont if an inquiry into the murders wag held. This did not happen; so on thd'12
of July the SDLP withdrew from the Stormont parlemtr*® The Catholics were now without
political representation at Stormont, but the cnights movement would once again be the
main political vehicle for Catholics, as the movemexperienced a revival when the

government started to intern Catholics withoutal.tr

Internment
On the §' of August, Faulkner announced that he would impleninternment of suspected

IRA leaders under the Special Powers Act, andeaséime time he announced a 6 months ban
on all parades. The same day more than 300 peagie taken in to custody. The decision
came after one of the worst weekends of violenclarthern Ireland. One soldier died, six
soldiers and 4 civilians were injured by gunfiradaseveral bombs exploded throughout the
province>** Faulkner told the members of the parliament thatesthe ¥ of January and up

to the first week of August, 38 people had died #mete had been 327 explosions. The
government could not tolerate this situation totowe, and Faulkner said that the most

obvious measure was internmétit.
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Faulkner defended the decision by saying that ewéngr means had been tried to
make ‘the terrorist amendable to the |awthey had been successful in some extent, but the
terrorist campaign continued on an unacceptablel lawd Faulkner concluded that ordinary
law was not enough to deal with the situattSfiHe said that the government was not acting
to suppress freedom, but to allow the overwhelnmmgss of people to enjoy freedom.
Faulkner said that he did not for one moment caduble Catholic community with the IRA,
and that the acts of violence had been committettheir name or with their approval. He
pleaded for the Catholics to join in to save thenownity, and said that his door would
always be oper{** Concerning the civil rights members who were inéet; Faulkner said that
they were interned only if they also were membér @ctively involved in IRA*

Faulkner said that he had banned all processiareulse the defeat of terrorism had to
come before anything else. For that reason he Isaddacided that the security forces could
not be diverted from their essential task. In addihe saw that parades resulted in violence,
and that would hurt commerce, the industry andctiramunity.>*® He said that he was sorry
that this would interfere with rights and traditiocherished by so many, but they were at war
with the terrorists, and in a war many sacrificad b be mad&"’

The SDLP called the decision further proof of timak failure of the system of
government in Northern Ireland, and said that theguld give their full support to
organisations that would organise meetings agamstnment. In a statement they called for
all who held public positions to withdraw from theim protest, and they called for the
government in Westminister to immediately suspédred dystem of government in Northern
Ireland>*® NICRA announced that they would start a campaigaival disobedience, which
would include non-payment of rents and rates. Thaig that they would pay no more
attention to Stormornt® The decision the intern people to restore the geaould prove to
be counterproductive. After a period in which iesed like the civil rights movement had
lost momentum and fallen into the background to ¥i@ence, internment provided the
movement with a renewed energy and a new fightaxge. The decision would also backfire
because it removed the goodwill of the moderatdn@t opinion. The hope of a settlement

based on the moderate elements in Northern Iredaathed distant after this decision.
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The SDLP would indeed refuse to take part in attyeseents talks while anyone was
held without trial®>° The fact that the civil rights movement and th@asition in Stormont
were against internment is no surprise, a bit nnoexpected is Paisley and Boal's opposition

to the measure. Paisley told the members of tHeapant that:
If a man is described as a gunman there must lemse that he is a gunman. If there is such evalenc

then the place for him is not in an internment cdoapin Crumlin Road prisofr*

Boal said that internment hagnade matters much worse; done without principlepily
carried out.>** This is another example on issues in which th#é dights movement and the
loyalists shared a point of view. This did not, lewer, mean that they had come to the same
conclusion based on the same reasoning. Therendreaiions that Paisley objected to
interment because he was worried that it might $eduagainst Protestants. He said to the
MPs that ff Protestant people were interned on the same tyjpdimsy evidence, hon.
Members opposite would be up on their feet sayinghould not be done5> Paisley took
offence to a claim that he sounded like the regabliopposition, and said that he advocated
the strongest possible measures against the repobarmy, and that if they had been
implemented there would have been no reason ferrintent>* There was therefore no
sympathy towards the republicans among the logaliSBhe reason why Paisley and Boal
could oppose internment stemmed probably form glefathat the Catholics who committed
the violence were mere criminals and could theee® removed from the street with normal
procedures.

In a parliament without the nationalist opposititine government tried to stop the
non-payment strategy of the Catholics by passirigwain an effort to force the people
withholding rent, to pay. According to the govermmeere 19% of public authority tenants
withholding rents which amounted to a loss of £60 @ week for the local authoritiés>
The bill would make it possible for the governmemivithhold governmental payments, and
use those to pay the debtdt&The fact that so many were withholding rents shonw
significant support the civil rights movement hdatasned among the Catholic population,

and shows that internment as an effort to get meadf the street, proved to be
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counterproductive. As the Catholic community cahoser together as result of interment, the

Protestant split became more formalised.

A new Protestant party

On the 18 of September 1971 Boal formally resigned his memsttip in the Unionist Party.
Boal, who had been out in the cold and without fiagtly whip since he refused to support
Chichester-Clark, left the party because Faulkngnded to have tripartite talks with the
British and Irish governments. Boal said that heal Har the last five years seen the
government make blunder after blunder, while theypaad stood by, condoning the actions
who nourished their political enemies, and aliedateeir political friends>>’ Faulkner
defended the decision to have talks with the IRsime Minister Lynch by saying that Lynch
could influence the situation to good. The bordeuld not be an issue, but if the talks could
help to stop the violence Faulkner felt that it wasth a try>°®

This sentiment was not shared by the loyalists. Shankill Unionist Association said
that “such talks with the sworn enemy of Ulster would lsemplete sell out and the betrayal
of one million Protestant8>® This is another clear difference between the maidaunionists
and the loyalists. Faulkner had moved the offipiasition of the party closer to that of the
loyalists by using more force to stop the violenbati he would still try to resolve the
situation by talking with all the moderate secti@ighe society, rather than the mere use of
force, such as the loyalists had cried out formyithe previous years.

After his departure from the Unionist Party, it vl not take long before Boal
announced his intention to create his own partyth@nf' of October Boal announced that he
had taken the first steps to the formation of a pany. He said that the new government
perpetuated the errors of the previous administnatiand by so doing hasted the country’s
political destruction and psychical chat¥8 The government had failed to provide security
for the population, and was now set on a coursé Wwuld undermine the democratic
institutions and the effectiveness of the majaidtgletermine their constitutional futut®.

The Democratic Unionist Party was formed on th& 86 October 1971, and was
headed by Boal and Paisley; in addition the paaiy William Beattie and John McQuade as
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representatives in the parliament. The main issaeshe party would be the security and
constitutional one3® The political goals of the party was the same faes loyalists and
hardline unionists had cried out for since thetstathe campaign, and it is therefore not an
exaggeration to conclude that the new loyalistyphetd came about as a result of the civil
rights campaign, and the loyalist perception of gozernment’s failure to deal with the
movement with enough forc&he split of the Protestant population was now niorsalised
with the new parties, but there were still those@wlere on the outside.

Craig was at this time a somewhat diffuse politeatity in Northern Irish politics. He
was no longer under the Unionist Party whip, nqtaa of the Paisley group, and in some
aspects he stood in opposition to all in the pardiat. But one thing that had been and would
be consistent, was his opposition to the governim@ualicies. At this time one could see that
Craig started contemplating using non-parliameatamethods to stop the violence. He said
that he would support the formation of loyalisticidefence force. Such a force would in
Craig’s mind give the feeling of protection in espd areas, and give the people confidence
and lessen the risk of civil war. He stressed that force could not be a paramilitary
organisation, but he said that it was a dreadfatroentary on the actions of the government
that Protestants had to organise such a forcederdo protect themselvé® Craig wanted
more internal control over the situation. He wasno way pleased with the British
government’s interference in Northern Ireland’mal matters. At this time he made it clear
that if the situation did not change, then Ulstelyrhave to become an independent entity.

In an interview withthe Belfast TelegraplCraig said if Britain was not ready to agree
to realistic policies to ensure constitutional gaditical stability, then it was in the interest of

the people to say:
Our present constitution doesn’'t work. The necgsbase upon which to look forward to a peaceful,
prosperous future is not there, and it is in ther@st of the majority to have a constitution unther

Crown similar to that of a dominiofi®

Craig said that this alternative was more likelgrtidirect rule. If the British government was
to implement direct rule, they would, accordingaig, immediately be in the wrong, since
the British government had no right to go agaihst Wwill of the majority of Ulster. If the
British did so, it could no longeptetend to hold its head up in the democratic worf§
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This answer led the interviewer to ask whether wgld did not already see the
democratic standards in Ulster in an unfavouralblet,| and if the British government would
no be able to justify its actions by the fact thatf a million people could not agree to serve
in a parliament under the current syst&thTo this Craig replied that one could not take away
the rights of a million people to placate a hathi#élion, who in the end were not interested in
making any system work under the croWhHe said that he did not believe that a majority of
the minority supported the campaign against thettiotion. He did not accept that the SDLP,
the main political vehicle for the Catholics hachgime intentions>®° In Craig’s mind was the
newly formed SDLP a part of the IRA campaign tangrdown the constitution. He said that
SDLP and othersdssociated with the escalation towards violénesuld be the main
casualty of an electiot®

SDLP was founded on street violence and has alwhgs/n a readiness to resort to violent political
tactics. Their support for civil disobedience iotrer example of that. (..) | don’t think one stibtry
overmuch to talk to SDLP until they show a williregs themselves to participate in democratic

government and abandon the pressures of viol¥hce.
It is hard to figure out what Craig believed toébgenuine Catholic political expression. Since
the start of the civil rights campaign he had dssad all Catholic political activity as a plot
against the constitution. But at this time, Craigsvamong those threatening to end the union
with Great Britain, and to go outside the parliamém ensure that his rights were not
infringed. Asked of what he would do if direct rtd@as implemented, Craig replied that the
right thing to do then would be terfbunt a campaign where the majority would insist ih
be given freedom against a situation that it cond trust”>’? This statement demonstrates
how much the political situation had changed sitheestart of the civil rights campaign. The
fact that one of the sternest critics of the ailghts movement’'s way of protest would mount
a similar campaign if he was denied the possibibtynake his voice heard in the parliament
is interesting. It is an ironic twist of faith thiéite ones who had started the street protest, both
civil rights campaigners and the loyalists had fedntraditional political parties to make their
voice heard, whereas at the same time one of tlbagest defenders of ‘politics in the
parliament’ would form a movement that used theesamethods of protest as he so strongly

had denounced when he had influence in the govermin@aig was at this time probably
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feeling more and more marginalised, and it is Bntglsign of the civil rights movement’s
influence on how politics was conducted in North&neland that Craig was contemplating
using the same methods when he experienced beirggand more put to the side.

The fact that Craig did consider to start a norlig@entarian movement did not mean
that he would stop to criticise the governmenthiea traditional parliamentarian fashion. On
the 13" of October he asked that the:

House, having regard to the continuing deterioratio the maintenance of the peace and security of
Northern Ireland, censures the Government for theirtinuing failure to adopt realistic policies to

ensure an effective police force adequate to dihlthe terrorist threat’®
This was one of the biggest complaints from thetd3tant opponents of the current
administrations. The government’s decision to disbthe B-Specials and to reorganise the
RUC was seen as a betrayal by the loyalists. Csaig that the army hadfdiled the
community in a very big way* Paisley expressed support for Craig’s proposal asfed the

house to condemn:

the Government for surrendering control of Northdraland's security and acquiescing in the
dissolution of its security forces, but recogniges the deplorable state that this folly has bhvadpout
can best be remedied by the Government ensurirightbaproper directives are given to the military

forces presently engaged in security duties, pegpayr to the reorganisation of our police forcés.

There was not much that separated the positioheofwo politicians. Paisley called for more
use of the army against rioters, something Cratb Wis now very anti-British point of view,
probably would not condone. Even so there is Idtebt that Craig was closer to Paisley than
the government at this time. Still they would notme together to from a united front against
the Unionist Party, and soon the chance to formalence in the Stormont parliament would

be gone.

The end of Stormont

Internment gave the civil rights movement a new raptum, and it was during an anti-
interment march that the faith of the Stormont iBarént would be sealed. The troubles
would once again start in the month of January. fiise protest march came already on the
2" of January 1972, and once again did Paisley wetthere would be a loyalist backlash if

"3 Stormont Papers: 13/10-1971: Vol. 82
>’ Stormont Papers: 13/10-1971: Vol. 82
"> Stormont Papers: 13/10-1971: Vol. 82

116



the march went o'’ The march went on, without any great disturbanbasjt was enough
to make Faulkner ban all parades and marches enithef the yeat’’

As it had in the past, the ban would not takeciki rights movement of the street. On
the 229 of January there was an anti-internment marchémp When the marchers neared
the internment camp they were held back by the awtyen it became clear that some of the
marchers went past the barriers set up, the araredt shooting rubber bullets and CS gas
into the crowd. There were allegations of army &lityt, and John Hume accused the army of
"beating, brutalising and terrorising the demonstrat.>’® The relationship between the
Catholics and the army was worse than ever, and sagould end in a deadly confrontation
that would change Northern Ireland forever.

As the internment continued, the civil rights mowshannounced that they would
defy the governments ban on parades, and marctoiesp on the 30of January. The march
would go from Dungannon to Coalisland, the samder@s the first civil rights march in
August 1968"° The birthplace of the civil rights movement woaldo become its graveyard.
The army warned that the marchers had to be preégaraccept the full consequences of
breaking the law®

The demonstration went on, and the result wouldheeend of large scale street
demonstrations for civil rights. On the™6f January were 13 people shoot dead after clashes
between civil rights protesters and the arfhit was by far the most serious incident since
the troubles had begun three years previously. dmey said that it was the civil rights
protesters that had opened fire first, but thegsters themselves said that it was the army that
had shot first, and that they had shot indiscringilyeon the protester?

Northern Ireland had changed much since the evemt©ctober 5 1968, and the
situation had outgrown the civil rights movementieTime of peaceful civil rights protest in
the street was over. In Faulkner's mind there cawidtbe any doubt about the intent of these
parades were, and that was to achieve a uniteantidf He said that the government had
striven to remove the last of any legitimate conmtjebut:

if our gestures are spurned, our overtures rejecad in the end we are faced with a continuing

defiance of lawful authority and an attempt to ¢lew the state, then this government and this éous
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will demand to be heard over any clamour in theettto assert that those we represent also haire the
basic rights and will defend theti{.

He would not say anything about who had shot fthetf would be investigated by an inquiry
by Westminster, but he did say that at this tinmg, gathering of thousands of people would
pose a threat to the peat®Because of this, Faulkner said that the blamedcbellaid at the
feet of people like John Hume, who knew the right Wwent on with the protest anywa}.
There was no longer any sympathy towards the dghits movement within the government.
Any goodwill that had existed within the Unionisar® since the beginning of the civil rights
campaign, was gone.

As the civil rights movement had come to what wiourl effect be its end, a new
movement was established. The movement would astmpe of the methods used by the
civil rights movement. On thé"®f February Craig's new loyalist association, Viaaigl, was
presented. He stressed that the movement was palttigal party, and denied that its intent
was to challenge Faulkner’s position. The assamatvas established in the event that some
tried to interfere with the constitution, and t&dahe necessary action needed in that event.
Craig said that the talk of a political settlementeality meant changing the constitution and
give all the powers to Westminister. This wouldvieé&Stormont asrfothing more than a
glorified county council.®®” To stop this people had to be willing to malkae* supreme
sacrifice?*®® If there was no choice, the movement would supfetestablishment of an
independent British Ulstéf® To show the loyalist discontent, Craig annountted the new
movement was to arrange loyalist rallies all over tountry, and that would culminate in a
big rally in Belfast in Marchi®

The rally on the 18 of March attracted thousands of people. The army RUC
estimated that more than 75 000 people showed wgig @nnounced that the movement
would implement contingency plans, which would maiey political initiative that were
unacceptable to the majority, unworkabléThe rhetoric and methods of protest that had
been first used by the civil rights movement, tradopted by Paisley and his loyalist
movement, was now being used by one of the strondgefenders of ‘politics in the

parliament.’
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If Craig had moved closer to the position Paigiag, it did not mean that they had the
same point of view. Paisley never supported angaddent Ulster, and he said that he would
accept direct rule as long as Northern Ireland ieethBritish>*? As Craig formalised his
position as an alternative loyalist leader, it vpassible that the loyalist community could
split the same way that the unionist had, but me twould show, this would, however, not
happen during the Stormont period.

In March 1972 there were more than rumours thaBittitesh government would soon
implement direct rulé®® Speaking to a crowd of approximately 12 000 peapieing a
Vanguard rally, Craig said that it would be foolishreward the terrorists and republicaris
by tampering with the constitutioi? As the constitutional crisis loomed, Faulkner wemnt
Downing Street to discuss the security situatiar,ibwas clear that the two Prime Ministers
stood far apart in respect to what should be ddhie.soon became clear that the British
Government felt that the system of government ltlaak ruled Northern Ireland for 50 years,
no longer were sufficient to deal with the situatio

On the 24 of March the British government announced that th@uld suspend
Stormont for a year, and govern Northern Irelanmdugh a local commission. The decision
came after Faulkner refused to accept the Britmyegiment’s proposals for changes in the
security policy. The Unionist Party expressatidck and amazement at the breach of thrust
and surrender to violence by the conservative guwent, and said that they supported
Faulkner’s decision to refuse to give in to the dads from the British governmetif. The
British government said that they saw it as an Spensable condition for progress in
Northern Ireland that Stormont transferred the oespbilities over law and order to
Westminister. Since Faulkner refused to do so, #&y no other possibility than to assume
the full and direct responsibility over Northereland>®’

Faulkner said that even if they did not like theid®n to suspend Stormont, they had
to realise that the act had been made, and theyohactept it because it was the law. If they
did not, they would Sink to the level of that rabble who for the pasivfyears have
proclaimed civil rights but recognised no civil @ations”>*® The Unionist Party, as one of

the few political entities in Northern Ireland, wasll in favour of the traditional political
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procedures, and would therefore accept the Brjmtiament’s decision. Not all would be
contained to do the same. Craig and the Vanguarkement called for a two day strike to
stop what he called thestirrender to terrorist violenc¢e He said that urgent action was
required to stop the proposed changes, and makeithpossible®®

SDLP expressed support for the take over, and asiesk who were engaged in a
campaign of violence to cease immediately, so ithterment would be brought to an end.
They would continue with their campaign of civil sdbedience until interment was
abolished® The civil rights movement had outplayed their rioléhe Northern Irish society,
but the fight was only starting. It would be cld3@ years before a lasting peace settlement
was reached, and it was not until 2010, that thegpe of law and order were to be handed

back to Northern Irish control.

SUMMARY
The end of Chichester-Clark’s premiership cameyemr|1971. On the 1®of March he

resigned because of the British government’s réfiossend more troops to Northern Ireland.
Faulkner was elected as Prime Minister, and anrexdiriicat he would continue along the
same lines as Chichester-Clark. Faulkner movegdts&ion of the Unionist Party closer to
the position of the hardliners, however, by appogqtarry West as Minister of Agriculture,

but this did not earn him any goodwill from the &digts, who right from the beginning

expressed opposition to Faulkner.

Faulkner continued with the policy, of talking Wwitll the moderate sections in
Northern Ireland in an effort to restore the ped&# the moderate sections were dwindling
away. On the 30 of October 1971, Paisley and Boal formed the Deatar Unionist Party.
The party had come about as a result of the |dgadi®w that the government had failed to
deal with the civil rights movement with enoughderand is therefore an example of how the
civil rights movement influenced the split in the@nist movement.

As the violence grew, the civil rights movementdhbeen pushed out in the
background, but when Faulkner interned suspectédléaders in Agust 1971, it led to the
alienation of the entire Catholic community. Intelent provided the civil rights with a new
fighting cause and gave the movement a new momenfuna it was during a civil rights

march against internment in Derry that the faitiStdrmont would be sealed.
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A new movement emerged during the last periochefStormont parliament, Craig’s
Vanguard movement. Vanguard was a loyalist moventleat used many of the same
methods as the civil rights movement. Both thetpali methods and language of Vanguard
was a clear indication of how much the civil rightsovement had changed the political
climate in Northern Ireland. The fact that Craigeaf the strongest defenders of ‘politics in
the parliament’, formed a movement along the sameslas the civil rights movement is
evidence of how much the civil rights movements wéyrotest had been adopted by other

groups who felt they stood on the outside of taditronal channels of political influence.
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CHAPTER SIX: CONCLUSION

Northern Ireland in March 1972 was very differenonfi Northern Ireland on the™Sof
October 1968. Even if there were those who in Gatdl®68 warned of the consequences of
what would happen if the civil rights movement wast forcefully dealt with, few would
consider direct rule from Britain as a probablecoute of the campaign. There can be little
doubt that the civil rights movement played a vitdé in the downfall of Stormont.

The first question | asked in the introductiorttu$ thesis was:

« How did the unionist politicians perceive the ciughts movement, and how did the

perception change between 1968 and 19727
There were several perceptions of the civil rightsvement within the Unionist Party, even at
the beginning of the disturbances in October 198t Prime Minister Terence O’Neill and
his followers, expressed doubt about the claimsiftioe civil rights movement that Catholics
were being discriminated against in Northern Irdladowever, O’Neill did not dismiss the
movement as a false movement. O’'Neill felt thatNtoethern Irish society in some ways was
backwards, and he had therefore set out to refbersbciety. Since he did not see the civil
rights movement as a front movement, and becauseahted to modernise Northern Ireland,
he had no great inhibitions to giving the civilhitg movement some reforms in November
1968.

The reforms coupled with his “crossroad speechi’ ern O’Neill some goodwill
from the civil rights movement, but it alienatedasge section of the Protestant community,
even a section within the Unionist Party. His owmigter of Home Affairs, William Craig,
expressed opposition to the government’s poliaegatds the civil rights movement. Craig
claimed right from the start that the civil riglmsvement was a front movement for the IRA.
In addition he did not condone the civil rights rament’s methods of protest, which he felt
had no place in a democratic society.

William Craig was not the only one who expressegpsicism about the civil rights
movement's motives. The Minister of Development,iaBr Faulkner, said that the
movement’s real aim was to overthrow the constitutiFaulkner, however, did not criticise
the government’s reforms straight after tifeds October 1968, and this separated him from
Craig. Faulkner did, however, stress that if thengaign was to continue, it would have
serious effect on the economy.

The views of O’Neill, Faulkner and Craig represtnee different views of the civil

rights movement within the Unionist Party. O’Neilhs the one who expressed the strongest
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belief in the sincerity in the movement. Faulknad &raig both said the movement was a
front movement, but they would choose differentrapphes in dealing with the civil rights
campaign and potential reforms.

The perception of the civil rights movement amadhg moderate section of the
Unionist Party changed gradually between 1968 &2 1Still there were some events that
contributed more to the change of opinion than rsth€he March in Derry in October 1968
forced the politicians to take a stand on the adights campaign. Another event was the
Burntollet march organised by the Peoples Demociacyanuary 1969. Terence O’Neill
changed his tone after the Peoples Democracy mekechised stronger words to characterise
the PD than he had used when he spoke of theragbits movement before the Burntollet
march. He also felt that the group’s real aim wasduse disorder. This did, however, not
lead to a change of policy, and O’Neill continueithvinis efforts to reform Northern Ireland.

Faulkner’s perception of the civil rights movemeid not change after the Burntollet
march. His practical approach towards the movenukdf however, change somewhat.
Faulkner resigned from the cabinet after O’'Neilhannced an inquiry into the reasons for the
disorder following the events after th® 6f October 1968. Faulkner felt that the conclusion
of such an inquiry would pinpoint the local eleatifsanchise as one of the main reasons for
the civil rights campaign, and then the governmeotild have no choice but to change it.
Faulkner proposed instead that they should impl¢mee-man, one-vote right away. He did
not come to this conclusion because he had accdpeedllegations from the civil rights
movement, but because he felt that it would seeni e government gave into pressure
from the movement, if they waited to after the dosons from the Cameron commission
were presented.

Craig did not change his opinion of the civil righmovement during the years of the
civil rights campaign. He did say that civil rightsovement real aim was to end the union
with Great Britain, and did this remained his positon this during the civil rights campaign.

The change of Prime Minister in May 1969, also destrated a change in how the
unionist government spoke of the civil rights moesm The new Prime Minister, James
Chichester-Clark, used stronger words to charaetehe civil rights movement than O’Neill,
and thus moved the position of the government clésethat of Faulkner. Nevertheless,
Chichester-Clark said that there were elementsinvithe civil rights movement that had
sincere motives, and that he would continue with teforms started by the O’Neill
administration. Faulkner joined the government agand from this point on, he was in

agreement with the new cabinet’s policies towatds divil rights movement. The fact that
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Chichester-Clark said that he would continue thiermes, does, however, not mean that
Chichester-Clark had taken O’Neill's position todsrthe civil rights movement. This is

shown when a section within the Unionist Party digw and formed the Alliance Party in

April 1970. The founders of the Alliance Party fdiait the Unionist Party had moved to far
away from the position of O’Neill.

When the violence erupted again in July 1969,fécéd how the unionist politicians
perceived the civil rights movement, and thus ie ohthe events that increased the unionist
doubt of the civil rights movement’s motives. Evethe civil rights movement took no part
in the rioting, it was blamed for the return of keioce. This led to an increasing doubt of the
motives of the movement among the unionist poétisi

The event that would remove all doubt within threonist movement that the civil
rights movement was a front movement for the IRAoagithe unionist politicians came in
October 1970, when NICRA called for people to nettm the street when the violence
plagued the province. This lead the Prime MinisEé&ichester-Clark to dismiss the entire
movement as a republican plot against the constitusstill, the government tried to reason
with all the moderate sections of the society, that civil rights movement was from this
point on seen as a movement with aim to inciteevioé in an effort to end the union with
Great Britain.

| have also explored what the loyalists in Northeatand thought of the civil rights
movement. | asked the question of how the loyaligbosition perceived the civil rights
movement? The answer to this is that the loyadiatg the civil rights movement entirely as a
plot against the constitution. Similar to the havelts in the Unionist Party, they claimed that
the IRA was behind the campaign. In addition, thyalist leader lan Paisley said that the
Catholic Church and the communists were behindctmapaign. The belief that the civil
rights movement was a plot from the Catholic Chusdparated the loyalist position
somewhat from the position of the hardliners inltmeonist Party.

The main aim for this thesis has also been to answww the civil rights movement
influenced the events leading up to the susperdi@tormont in 1972, by exploring how the
movement influenced the internal dynamic in theonist movement. The questions | asked
in order to explore this were:

* How did the civil rights movement influence the dmpment of the unionist
movement and the process leading up to the sugpeokihe Stormont Parliament in

March 19727
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* In what way did the loyalist perception of the tikights movement influence the
unionist government’s room to manoeuvre?

There is little doubt that the civil rights movenhdn a large extent instigated the
events leading up to the suspension of Stormonerellare of course several factors that
influenced the events that led to direct rule i72,9and as the situation grew more chaotic, it
becomes more difficult to sort out which eventd tteame as a result of influence by the civil
rights movement. | will in this conclusion highligkhree points in which the civil rights
movement’s influence is evident. These points are:

1. How the civil rights movement's influenced the sph the Unionist Party, and the
increasing difference of opinion within the Progggtcommunity.

2. How the civil rights campaign weakened the uniogmsternment’s position in regard
to the British government.

3. How the civil rights movement changed the politizalguage and how politics were
conducted in Northern Ireland.

1. How the civil rights movement influenced thétsp the Unionist Party and the

increasing difference of opinion within the Prosggtcommunity.

Before 1968 almost all Protestant political acyiviiad been concentrated within the
Unionist Party. The party had a great deal of rdomdifferent political views. This would
change drastically during the years between 196318/ 2.

After the civil rights march on the™sof October 1968, O’Neill had to take action.
The reforms presented on the'2af November 1968 did go some way in appeasingitiie
rights movement, but the reforms also alienatedciian within the Unionist Party who felt
that the civil rights movement was an IRA plot, ahdt the movement should be stopped
with force, not reforms. The civil rights campaifgnced the politicians within the Unionist
Party to take a stand on the reform package, aeltly bringing to the surface the different
political views within the party. The reforms cadsgroar among the unionist hardliners and
the loyalist community who felt that O’Neill was tbeying their unionist heritage. The
hardliners within the Unionist Party and the logtdifelt that the civil rights movement
should be dealt with more force, not reforms.

William Craig was one of the most outspoken criigainst the government’s policies,
and this cost him his position as Minister of Hoaffirs in 1968. When the reforms did not
lead to an end of the violence, but more conflitérathe Burntollet march in 1969, O’'Neill’'s
position got more vulnerable. His decision to appa@ commission to investigate the causes

for the unrest, led to Faulkner’s resignation. As split in the party was growing, O’Neill
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announced that there would be a general electiérlmuary 1969. The election did not result
in a clear mandate for O’Neill, and his positiorrgfore became more unstable. O’Neill’s
effort to win over Catholics by promising them nefs did not pan out, and instead he
alienated a large section of the Protestant comiypuhhe Protestant community was thus
divided as a result of the civil rights movemenieToyalist community expressed a strong
discontent with O’Neill's policies towards the diviights movement, and when this

discontent moved more and more into the UnionistyRater the Peoples Democracy march
in January 1969, the opposition against O’Neillwgreo strong that he resigned as Prime
Minister in April 1969.

After Chichester-Clark took over as Prime Ministdre civil rights movement was
pushed more and more in the background by thedcisolence that occurred during and
after the summer of 1969. The movement lost corvelr the actions of the protesters, and
could not stop the violence that occurred. Thedasing violence made the Prime Minister
call in the army in an effort to stop the riotinghe decision to call in the army would anger
the loyalist community, who would come to feel ttia¢ army only protected the Catholics,
thereby increasing the split in the Protestant camity.

Even if the violence was not being committed by tél rights movement, the
movement received much of the blame from the ustgmoliticians. So, when the civil rights
movement lost momentum due to increased violemeedifferences of opinion between the
unionist politicians grew over how the movementutidoe dealt with.

As Chichester-Clark tried to continue with the pwpliof reform, the Unionist Party
was falling apart. The umbrella structure of thetypaould not cope with the new political
situation facilitated by the civil rights movemeiitie political landscape changed much as a
result of the civil rights campaign. The eventd tiadlowed the civil rights campaign, forced
the unionist politicians to take a stand towardasdivil rights movement and the reforms, and
the Unionist Party would prove to be unable to haridis new focus on personal political
conviction. The split in the Protestant communig lto the creation of two new political
parties, the loyalist Democratic Unionist Partyd dne moderate unionist Alliance Party. The
Unionist Party had lost support both to the loyadide and to the moderate unionist side, and
struggled to find their place in the new politit@hdscape. In addition the Social Democratic
and Labour Party was formed as a result of thé kghts campaign.

The unionist government was not only forced to de#h the civil rights movement,

and the loyalist movement, they also had to de# wie British government who became
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more involved in Northern Irish politics as a resaflthe civil rights campaign. This brings us
to the next point of the civil right movement’slunce.

2. How the civil rights campaign weakened the uniogievernment’'s position in
regard to the British government.

The civil rights campaign led to an increased Bhitattention towards Northern Irish
politics. Since the civil rights movement was swsfel in portraying the image of a
suppressed Catholic minority, the British governtrmmshed for reforms, and warned of the
consequences if the reforms were stopped. ThighsutNorthern Irish Prime Minister in a
squeeze between the British government’'s demanceforms and the loyalists’ demand that
the government should not succumb to pressure.€fiieet of the British pressure was in
some degree felt already during O’Neill’s premigoshbut both Chichester-Clark and
Faulkner would have an even harder time in deality the British government without
appearing to succumb to Westminister pressure. WWheemarmy moved into Northern Ireland
in the summer of 1969, it became more difficult tbhe Northern Irish Prime Minister to
profess control, since the army took over manyheflaw and order responsibilities normally
reserved for the state.

Craig was one of those who objected to Westmirssiatérference into Northern Irish
affairs. When the British became more involved iortRern Ireland, Craig’s opinion on the
constitution changed. His support for an independster grew as the British presence in
Northern Ireland increased.

After the army was called in and up till internmevds implemented, the civil rights
movement lost much of its momentum. This, howews, not mean that the civil rights
movement lost its influence. When the Cameron teporSeptember 1969, confirmed the
allegations from the civil rights movement in thgeg of the British government, it became
difficult for Chichester-Clark to ignore the comipits or justify the use of stricter measures
towards the movement.

As the violence increased, Chichester-Clark askedBritish government for more
troops in order to deal with the violence. Whers thvas not granted he resigned as Prime
Minister on the 19 of March 1971. He was followed by Faulkner as Rridinister.

The civil rights movement moved back into the gpbtl after the Faulkner
government started interning suspected IRA leadEngs act alienated the entire Catholic
community and gave the civil rights movement a me@mentum. The moderate section that

the Unionist Party had tried to attract, decreassethe violence grew.
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Even if the government’s policies caused strongatitent in the Catholic community,
it was a clash between civil rights protesters @@dBritish army that would seal Stormont’s
faith. On the 3% of January 1972 the British army killed 13 civiljlits marchers during a
civil rights march protesting against internmenheTincreasing violence made the British
government demand that the Northern Irish governraemendered the control over the law
and order responsibilities to the British governtméfaulkner refused to comply with this
demand, and because of this the British governriverdduced direct rule on the ®4of
March 1972.

The British perception of the civil rights moveménnot given much attention in this
thesis. However, further research into how thei®ritpoliticians and the British media
perceived the civil rights movement and the unibniespons would increase the
understanding of the years between 1968 and 19¥2wauld therefore be an interesting
topic for future research.

The civil rights movement changed the politicaldacape in Northern Ireland. The
Unionist Party fell apart as a result of the cnghts movement, three new political parties
was formed. A loyalist, a moderate unionist, armha Catholic party based upon the platform
of the civil rights movement, was all establishakhough for different reasons, as a result of
the civil rights campaign. With the new politicanidscape, the way that politics were
conducted in Northern Ireland changed, and thiagsrius to the last point of civil rights
influence:

3. How the civil rights movement changed the politigadguage and the way politics
were conducted in Northern Ireland.

Before the civil rights campaign, the rule of thaidhist Party had been undisputed,
and virtually unchallenged. Those who stood ondhbtside had few possibilities to make
their voice heard. This would change during thél cights campaign. As | have shown in the
section above, the political landscape changedadrthgrn Ireland between 1968 and 1972.
With the establishment of the new parties and mares) the political language that was
used by those who stood on the outside of the bafi®wer changed.

The civil rights movement’s way of protest was adslmpted by other sections in the
society. Paisley and his loyalist movement staeidy to use many of the same methods of
protest, as well as the language that the civiltagnovement used. Paisley and the loyalists
defended their right to protest in the street, evehe protest could lead to disorder. In this,
Paisley was closer to the point of view of the laiights movement, than the hardliners in the

Unionist Party.
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Another example of how the civil rights movemenahed the political language in
Northern Ireland can be seen when Paisley stag#idg his campaign against the civil rights
movement a campaign for “Protestant civil right8s the civil rights movement attracted
attention, Paisley adopted the civil rights claifdscrimination, and Paisley started to say
that it was the Protestants that were being disoatad against in Northern Ireland. one of
the explanations for this change of language nighthat the civil rights movement’s protest
had proved to be quite successful in attractingnéittn and support from the British
government. The concept of “civil rights” becameditical expression for those who stood
on the outside of the main channels of politiclllience, with both sides claiming that it was
their side who were the true victims.

Craig was one of those who changed his politicalession after he was forced out in
the cold in the Unionist Party. When he formed dwshn movement, Vanguard, in 1972, he
based it to a large degree on the structure antiadedf protest used by the civil rights
movement. This fact is one of the clearest examepfesow the civil rights campaign had
changed how politics were conducted in Northertair@. If we look back at some of the
statements Craig made after the civil rights madrcierry on the § of October 1968, it
becomes clear how much he had removed himself fitsmoriginal position. On the™of

December 1968, Craig said this in Stormont:
| would repeat that whatever political discontdrgre may be in this country the right way to expres
that discontent is not by organising marches onsttede and on the frequency that we have had in
recent weeks. It is not in keeping with the whaehnique of democracy and everyone of us in this

House should be prepared to say%o.

Here he said that the civil rights movement’'s wdypmtest was not in keeping with the
technique of democracy. His position was quiteeddéht when he used these methods to
express his discontent with the actions of thei@rigovernment in 1972. At the time when
the civil rights movement’s protest had come teead after “Bloody Sunday” in 1972, Craig
continued with mass rallies, attracting severaluamds protesters, to oppose the British
government intervention in Northern Ireland.

The civil rights movement’s influence on the ungi movement was both direct and
indirect. Direct in the sense that the movementtdgst was the direct reason for the unionist
government’s reforms, the reason for the incre&m#dh attention, and the reasons for the
changes in the political landscape. But the infagewas also indirect because the civil rights

campaign made it impossible for the unionist goment to modernise Northern Ireland

691 Stormont Papers:4/12-1968: Vol. 70
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without meeting opposition from the loyalist comntynwho would see most changes as a
surrender to the civil rights movement. The ciights protesters and the loyalists stood so far
apart that the middle ground Terence O’Neill sdttoudind in 1968, was unobtainable in the

years between 1968 and 1972. That ground was rm¢ found until the peace settlement in
1998.
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Abstract

Denne oppgaven omhandler hvordan det nord-irskenistpartiet oppfattet den nord-irske
borgerrettsbevegelsen i perioden mellom 1968-1%j2nnom en analyse av unionistenes
oppfattelse og behandling av borgerrettsbevegdiaefeg vist hvordan borgerrettsbevegelsen
pavirket hendelsene som tilslutt skulle fare tit#te styre fra Storbritannia i 1972.

Jeg sammenlignet de ulike synspunktene innadanisti partiet, og hva som skilte
disse synspunktene fra de lojalistiske grupperiegedet protestantiske samfunnet i Nord
Irland. Gjennom denne analysen viste jeg hvordagdyoettsbevegelsen i stor grad pavirket
den gkende avstanden innad i det protestantiskéusaet. Borgerrettighetskampen farte
ogsa til starre innblanding fra den britiske reigigen, og dette fgrte til at posisjonen til den
nord-irske statsministeren ble mer utsatt. Borgestbevegelsen gjorde at reformer som
kanskje kunne blitt gjennomfart uten store protestw lojalistene ble sett pa som en
forreederi mot den protestantiske arven og protéskanrettigheter i Nord Irland. Jeg har
ogsa vist hvordan borgerrettsbevegelsen fgrtentfbeandring i det politiske landskapet og i
det politiske spraket som ble brukt, og hvordansdm sto pa utsiden av maktapparatet i
stadig st@rre grad begynte i starre grad a bruikikepog slagordene til borgerrettsbevegelsen

for & uttrykke seg.
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