
by Gemma Q'Doherty 

At least five past 
pupils have made 

complaints to gardar 
in recent months 
claiming McClean 

molested them in the 
1970s and 1980s 

J
OHN McCLEAN had the powerto make or break 

a schoolboy's dreams of playing rugby for his 

country. As a coach in Terenure College for 

almost 30 years, and then head of the sport at 

UCD, his role in recruiting future generations 

of players gave him status and influence. He is credited 

with spotting Brian O' Driscoll's talent when he was a 

teenager, and his elite rugby academy in UCD produced 
a number of players who went on to have international 

careers . 

But behind the glory on the pitch, allegations that 

McClean had a very dark side are now coming to light. 

The veteran coach stands accused of a litany of com

plaints by former pupils at Terenure College who say they 

were sexually assaulted by him during their time at the 

private boys' school. Their harrowing testimonies paint 
a picture of a predatory paedophile who targeted vulner· 

able youngsters in his charge, grooming them during 

class before taking them to his office where he carried 

out his sordid abuse. 

Village can also reveal that gardaf have known about 

the accusations against McClean for almost two decades 

during which time he continued to have access to 

children. 

As more victims start to come forward, the controversy 

threatens to escalate into one of Ireland's biggest child· 

abuse scandals with Leinster rugby bracing itself for a 

wave of further revelations about a man whO was one of 

its most celebrated coaches. 

At least five past pupils, now in their 40S and 50S, have 
made complaints to gardaf in recent months claiming 

McClean molested them in the 1970S and 1980s. 
Two say they reported him to gardaf several years ago 

- one almost 20 years ago· yet neither of their complaints 

resulted in an arrest or prosecution. 

The men say they made their original complaints to 

Detective Garda Tom Stack at Terenure Garda Station. 

The same officer is handling the numerous allegations 

coming to light today. The Garda press office has 

declined to comment on the matter. 

Now in his 70S and living in south Dublin, McClean, 

who taught English at the Carmelite school, is alleged to 

have used his powerful position to indulge in a series of 

depraved attacks on young boys in his care. Village is 

aware of at least ten individuals making complaints 

about John McClean. 

The former coach was nicknamed 'The Doc' due to his 

enthusiasm for looking after boys' rugby injuries. It is 

also claimed he would go into shower rooms after games 

to talk to players while they were naked. 

One former pupil describes how he was approached 

by McClean in the run·up to trials for a sports day in the 

1970S. 
"He used to ask a few of us athletes to stay back after 

school to check if we had any problems with muscle 

injury. One day, I was told to mee.t him at the doors of the 

concert hall which I did. There was another teacher there. 

I knew she knew something was wrong when she asked 
him what he was doing and why. He told her I had a groin 

problem and that he needed to fix it for sports day. He 

then took me down to the back room under the stage and 

interfered with my private parts. He left the room on two 

occasions only to come back and do it again and again". 

The allegations suggest that McClean tended to go for 

weaker children who were going through difficulties at 

school or family troubles. 

Some say he preyed on them during class on the pre· 

tence he was concerned for their welfare. They say he 
would order them to stay back after scllool and attend 

his office. It was there the most disturbing assaults are 

alleged to have taken place, sometimes behind a locked 

door. 
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Two victims claim they were molested during 
rehearsals for school plays. 

One was 13 when he was allegedly assaulted 
in the college concert hall while changing into a 
girl's costume. He claims McClean masturbated 
himself during the attack. The victim reported 

the incident to gardai almost twenty years ago 
but nothing came of it. He also referred the 

matter to Terenure College. 
McClean went on to 'become Director of Rugby 

at UCD in the mid 1990S and continued to have 
unfettered access to youngsters. The university 
now faces questions as to what background 
checks, if any, it carried out before he was given 

the job. 
Village put the allegations of sexual assault to 

McClean and asked him if he was willing to con

firm or deny them. He said he had no comment 
to make. 

Two of his former charges at Terenure say they 
were so traumatised by what happened to them, 
they left the school never to return . It is also 

alleged that the retired coach was capable of 

severe physical violence . 
In one case dating back to the mid 1980s, a 

former pupil at the school said that McClean beat 
him with a bunch of rulers tied together with an 
elastic band across his bottom. The boy was 12 
at the time. McClean told the boy his mother had 
given him permission to beat him if he was not 
behaving. After the beating, the victim says he 

hugged him and proceeded to sexually assault 

him . 
This man also reported McClean to gardai. A 

file was sent to the DPP but no charges were 
brought despite the fact that the authorities 

were aware of at least one earlier accusation 

against him. 

One victim alleges he was sexually abused at 

the top of the classroom. He says he was brought 
to the front of the class to be reprimanded over 

a poor grade and that McClean assaulted him 
using his black teaching gown as a shield . 

Another past pupil describes how he was tar

geted when his grades started to suffer due to 

a family illness. On the last week of term , 
McClean asked him to come to his office one 

day after class . 
"He was my year head at the time but I hadn't 

had many dealings with him. He said he wanted 
to see me about my performance that year, which 
hadn't been great. On the first occasion, we 

talked about my issues at home and he told me 
he understood but that my performance was 

unacceptable. 
I told him my brother was very ill and that it 

was weighing heavily on me at the time. He 
changed his tune and started to express what I 
thought was compassion and understanding. I 
broke down and he moved in close to me. Sud
denly, he had his arms around me. I remember 

he was wearing his black gown at the time. He 
was telling me not to wor ry, but as he did , his 
touch turned into a sort of petting and he began 

rubbing my head, back and thighs. 

"He started spanking me and 
began fondling me at the 
same time. He then stood me 
in front of him and started to 
masturbate me. I went out 
the door that day and never 
returned to the school again" 

Then he told me he needed to see me again 
the following day. This t ime, he started to rub me 
between my legs, my bottom, back and head . He 
was holding me close and telling me not to 
worry. I always remember him whispering that I 
needed to be punished for my poor grades. I was 

very confused at the time but I realise now he 

was setting it all up and grooming me. 

The next day, he called me back to his office. 

It was the last day of term. 
I remember going in and hearing the door lock 

behind me. He asked me to go around to his side 
of the desk. He opened my trousers and dropped 
them down around my ankles before placing me 

over his lap. He started spanking me and began 

fondling me at the same time. He then stood me 

in fron t of him and started to masturbate me. 
That went on for quite a while . Then he got up, 
unlocked the office door and said goodbye. I 
went out the door that day and never went back 

to the school again". 
This ex-pupil is 50 today, but throughout his 

life, he has been unable to put the experience 
behind him . 

" I've had missed opportunities because of it 

and there is a lot about my attitude that I think 
the abuse is responsible for. I never married. I 
live alone. I suppose it has left me with a trust 

thing. I need to be in control. If anyone tries to 

help me, I see that as a hindrance. It could be the 
smallest gesture but I reject it. 

I want McClean to be held accountable. He was 
so arrogant. He is the type of character who used 
his position to enhance his own self-importance, 
you know Mr Rugby, Mr Terenure, UCD, Leinster. 

He was almost infallible, untouchable. I want to 
see just ice done. I don't know how he has got 

away with it for so long." 
Almost three months ago, Village put a series 

of questions about allegations of sexual abuse 
to the Carmelite Order which runs Terenure Col

lege. They have been ignored. It has emerged 

however that the school has referred a number 

of complaints about McClean to the gardai and 

the child protection service Tusla. 
In December, Village revealed that the Carmel

ite order had made private financial settlements 
to some past pupils who were victims of abuse. 
At least one of the payouts related to another 
rugby coach at the school, Fr Aidan O'Donovan , 

a notorious paedophile who abused dozens of 
boys. He was never brought to justice and died 

in 2013 . It is not known if McClean was the per
petrator in any of these payouts. 

Members of the past pupils union at Terenure 
College have been contacted by the board of 
management claiming that the college was 
" deeply concerned and saddened" that any pupil 
could have experienced abuse during their time 

there. They encouraged anyone with concerns to 

contact them and the gardai. 
The allegations against McClean have been 

met with little surprise in some rugby circles . 
In the 1960s, he began teaching at Terenure Col
lege, where he always -held positions of 

authority including year head and coach to the 
senior cup team . 

In the mid 1990s, he left to set up UCD's first 



rugby academy which enjoyed huge success pro
ducing a number of top level players like Brian 
O'Driscoll and Rob Kearney. In 2011, UCD pre
sented McClean with an award, describing him 
as a "great director of rugby and a foundation 

stone of the modern club". 

lives. Some have suffered broken relationships, 
damaged careers, and relentless problems with 

trust and authority. 

In 1996, during a Leinster Schools training 
session at Terenure, McClean spotted the skills 

of a young Brian O' Driscoll. His decision to 
switch him from fly half to centre was career
defining for the young star in the making who 
pays tribute to McClean in his autobiography. 

Although they are ready to face McClean in 
court, they are bracing themselves for the pos
sibility they may be denied justice because of 
the length of time the investigation is taking. 

This is one of the reasons they have chosen to 

speak out now. 
"Mr Rugby, Mr Terenure, UCD, 
Leinster. He was almost 
infallible, untouchable. I want to 
see justice done. I don't know 
how he has got away with it for 
so long" 

"Justice delayed is justice denied ', says one. 

O'Oriscoll is not believed to have had any 
knowledge of the allegations being made 
against his former coach. 

As they garner the courage to speak out, sev
eral alleged victims say they are still wrestling 
to cope with the fallout of the abuse on their 

" McClean is a very powerful man in Irish sport 
and we know how powerful men can be pro
tected in this country. He has been a danger to 
children for decades and remains so today. He 
must be held to account for all of the damage he 

has caused". 

gemmaodohertY1@gmail 

Breaking their Silence: Abuse victims speak out 

"HE LAIO OUT THREE DRESSES FOR ME AND TOLD ME TO 
TAKE MY CLOTHES OFF. I WAS TERRIFIED." 

PETER (NOT his real name) says John McClean started 

to target him when he was 14. It was the 1970S and 
he was in second year at Terenure College where 

McClean was his English teacher. 
" It began with him asking to have a private chat after 

class. At the start, I thought it was just about him taking 
an interest in my education, but as time went on, he began 
touching me inappropriately. 

He was always in his big black gown. He might get me 
to read something. He would be sitting behind me and 
would start touching me. Each time it got worse. 

One day he was sitting opposite me and he put his leg 
between my legs and started massaging me with his knee. 

Hewas rubbing me up and down, trying to get me aroused . 

I was only a kid of 14 and didn't know what to do. I felt 

so embarrassed but he had me locked in a position where 

I couldn't move away from him. He then put his arm around 
me behind my back and started pushing me from behind. 

He was trying to make me touch him . 
One day he told me to come to the lecture hall with him. 

He said there was a school play coming up later in the 
month. and there was a female part he wanted me to play. 
He was aggressive towards me. He brought me into the 

lecture hall and locked the door behind me. He told me he 
had laid out three dresses for me, which he wanted me to 
try on. Then he told me to take off my clothes and put them 
on. I was terrified. 

Luckily there was somebody fixing the stage lighting in 
the hall at the time which caught McClean off guard . He 
told him to go on his break as he didn't want to be dis
turbed but two cleaning ladies appeared . I took the 

opportunity to grab my school bag and leave. I ran to the 
fire exit, pushed the door open and ran out of the school. 
I never went back there again . 

More than 30 years later, it still haunts me. It's time we 
all had closu re. McClean had a notorious reputation and 
we were all terrified of him and what he might do to us. For 
so long, I thought I was alone. I can't help but wonder how 
many other boys suffered a similar fate". 

"HE TOLD ME MY MOTHER HAD ASKED HIM TO PUNISH ME. THAT WAS A LIE". 

J
OHN (NOT his real name) says he was abused by McClean when he was 12. 
Today he is in his mid 40S but the scars of that abuse still linger. He reported 

the abuse to gardaf in 2016 but has been disappointed at the lack of action. 
" One day, I was summoned to McClean's office for a lecture. He was my year 

head at the time. I was around 12 and in first year. I had probably been talking in 
class. He said my mother had told him he wasn't to take any nonsense from me 
and that he had permission to hit me. My mother was a hard enough task master 

so I didn't see any reason to disbelieve him. 
" We were alone in his office. He gave me a talking to about my behaviour and 

told me I would have to be disciplined . He then told me to bend over a chair. He 

took six wooden rulers, held together with elastic bands, and started to strike me 
over the backside, maybe six or seven times. 

Afterwards, he could see that I was in pain and upset. He started to wipe the 
tears from my eyes and then held me in an embrace, while trying to reassure me 

that he hadn 't hu.rt me that much . He then started to grope my buttocks in a sexual 

way. The whole incident took about five minutes. Afterwards, I went back to class 

and didn't tell anyone. There was a culture in the school where you nearly expected 

th is sort of thing to happen to you so I just felt it was my turn . 
Through the years , I wanted to report him to the gardaf but I heard through the 

grapevine he had gone abroad and so he was out of my life as far as I was 
concerned. 

Then my wife found out he was linked to UCD and presumably back in Ireland. 
That alarmed me. I still bore the psychological effects of what had happened to me 

and do to this day. 

It was at that point I decided to do something about iC I went to the gardaf in 

2016 and saw Det Garda Tom Stack in Terenure. He took a detailed statement from 
me. A file was submitted to the DPP but they decided not to proceed, which disap
pointed me greatly. 

I went back to the gardaf in January of this year and dealt with Tom Stack again. 
By that point, I was aware that other people had come forward about McClean. 

I also spoke to Terenure College about it and told them what had happened. 

I'm 4.6·now. If I was to describe myself, I would say I was a little shy and don 't 
smile very much. I believe what happened to me in Terenure has impacted on the 

man I am today. 
My mother is in her eighties now and I finally asked her recently whether she had 

told McClean to punish me. She said that was just ridiculous and she never had. 
" I want to see him brought to justice now more than ever. Not only did he abuse 

me, he lied to me about my mother. That showed an extra level of wickedness and 
it makes me really angry. He has to be held accountable for all the damage he has 

done to people's lives". I!: 
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HIS's desk killers 
SMITH AND JONES 

By way of introduction, it is essential to place the 

practices of the men who commanded MIS 

during the period 1979-1987 under the micro
scope and ask if they were capable of conniving 
in th~. murder of a senior political figure such as 
Haughey. 

Sir Howard Smith served as Director-General 
(D-G) of MIS, 1979-1981. He was an old Irish hand 
who had served as the UK Representative to the 
Northern Ireland (NI) Government (UKREP) 1971-

1972. Put simply, he was London's political and 
intelligence supremo in NI for the duration. 

Smith was a racist and an advocate of political 
assassination. Declassified CIA records confirm 
that US President Eisenhower ordered the 
murder of Pat rice Lumumba, PM of the Congo. 
Lumumba was duly assassinated in a joint CIA

MI6 operation in 1961. Smith, then a senior 
official at the FCO with responsibility for the 
Congo, was central to the scheming. On 28 Sep

tember1960, he circulated a memo to the Foreign 
Office in which he explained he could see "only 
two possible solutions" to the situation: 'The 
first is the simple one of ensuring Lumumba's 
removal from the scene by killing him. This 
should in fact solve the problem, since so far as 

we can tell, Lumumba is not a leader of a move
ment within which there are potential successors 
of his quality and influence. His supporters are 
much less dangerous material'. 

The MRF - a highly secret British military sur

veillance and death squad - emerged under 
Smith's watch in NI, albeit it was the brainchild 

of Brigadier Frank Kitson. 

Smith was also in control during the early infil

tration of Loyalist paramilitary gangs and the 

Erstwhile Partners in Crime: 
UVF, MI5 and the UDA 

first wave of collusive assassination of 
Nationalists. 

William McGrath was the Housefather at Kin
cora Boys Home and a British agent. Declassified 
NIO and MIS files demonstrate that British offi

cials knew that he was rilping boys yet they did 
not intervene. The British files also show that the 
Chief of MI6, Sir Maurice Oldfield, was a friend 

of the 'Head' of Kincora, a description that better 
fits Joseph Mains, the Warden of Kincora, than 
McGrath. Yet another file indicates that MI6 had 
an agent inside the home. (See Village passim 
2017.) Is it possible that Howard Smith - the over

arching intelligence supremo of NI in 1971 and 

1972 - did not know all about MIS and M16's 
exploitation of the paedophile and pederast vice 
ring that preyed on the boys at Kincora and other 
homes in NI? 

Smith left NI in 1972 and later served as a 
Deputy Secretary atthe Cabinet Office in London 

As of early 2018 Scoppaticci has 
been arrested in England for his 
part in 18 murders. If he spills 
the beans, a lot more about MI5 
under the command of Smith 
and Jones will emerge 

with responsibility for Intelligence before he 

decamped to Moscow to serve as Britain's 
Ambassador to the USSR. He returned to the UK 

in 1979 and became D-G of MIS 
Christopher Andrew, the rather dignified offi

cial historian of MIS, has described how ST11ith 
was perceived inside MIS as someone who had 

a "distaste' for some of the operations that were 
carried out while he was D-G. One of Smith's 
senior officers resented the manner in which "he 
kept far away from A Branch and left it all" to his 
deputy John Jones, who was a former Director of 
A Branch (surveillance and blackmail). According 

to Andrew's source, Smith regarded "it all as 
dirty work". 

Unfortunately, Andrew does not reveal what 

any of this 'dirty work' entailed. What could have 
been more distasteful than th€ activities Smith 
had already undertaken in NI? Perhaps he no 
longer had the stomach for the type of sordid 
intelligence operations he had set up as UKREP. 
By the time he became D-G seven years later, 

Kincora , for example, had become a multi-lay

ered compound of evil: paedophiles were being 
allowed to rape children as young as eight so 
that an abuse network could thrive and ·act as 
'honey trap' for Loyalist paramilitaries who were 
being recruited and directed to murder people; 

all of which was being covered up by the police. 

MEET THE NEW BOSS, SAME AS THE OLD BOSS 

Not surprisingly, MIS failed to turn over a new 
leaf after Smith retired in June 1981 and John 
Jones slid across onto his seat. 

Jones commanded MIS during the infamous 

MIS-FRU murder programme in Belfast. The FRU 

was a secret unit of the British Army. The joint 

programme was created to eliminate Republican 
targets in NI. It used UDA frontmen (masquerad

ing as the 'UFF') as proxy assassins. 
John Jones was a repeat offender: under his 

watch MIS also oversaw the RUC Special Branch's 
Special Support Unit (SSU) shooHo-kill pro

gramme of the early 1980s. This was the 

programme that was investigated by John 

Stalker, the Deputy Chief Constable of Manches
ter, and led to a campaign of vilification against 
Stalker in the British media which effectively 
destroyed his career. 

Jones was also involved in the running of Fred
die Scappaticci of the Provisional IRA as an MIS 
agent. Scappaticci's codename was 'Stake Knife'. 

He was recruited by MIS in 1978 while Smith was 
Deputy D-G. By 1980, Scappaticci had risen to 

become a key member of the Provos so-called 
'Nutting Squad' or internal security department. 
As of early 2018 Scappaticci has been arrested 
in England for his part in 18 murders. If he spills 
the beans, a lot more about MIS under the com
mand of Smith and Jones will emerge. 

John McKeague of the RHC was murdered 
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under Jones' watch by INLA gunmen who were 

RUC Special Branch agents. The RUC Special 

Branch was controlled by MI5. McKeague was 

murdered after he threatened to expose what he 

knew about the Kincora Boys Home scandal. Had 

he spilled the full tin of beans, he could also have 

exposed MI5'S involvement in the RHC plot to 

murder Haughey in Dingle in 1981. 

Against this background, it is not in the least 

fanciful to suggest that MI5 was capable of plot

tingits second murder attempt against Haughey 

in 1985. 

SIR ANTONY DUFF, ANOTHER D-G OF MI5 IN GOOD 

STANDING WITH THE DIRTY TRICKS 

DEPARTMENT 

John Jones was replaced by Sir Antony Duff in 

1985. He kept:· 

• The MI5-FRU murder machine oiled and hum
ming efficiently, and; 

• Scappaticci in place to pursue his campaign of 

kidnap, torture and murder, and; 

• Maintained the Kincora cover-up. 

Declassified UK Government files show that 

Duff also covered-up the rape of boys by Peter 

Morrison MP, the then Deputy Chairman of the 

Conservative Party, who later became Margaret 

Thatcher's private secretary and a knight of the 

realm. 

Duffwas also in charge of MI5 during the cam

paign of vilification directed at John Stalker who 

was probing MI5'S role in a series of shoot-to-kill 
operations conducted by the RUC's SSU. 

28 March 2018 

IS THE 'UVF' WARNING 
AUTHENTIC? 
'ALEX JONES' OF MI5 

The purported UVFWarning Letter that emerged 

from the National Archives last December is 

dated 5 August 1987. It was written on UVF 
headed notepaper and signed by Captain W John

ston, the nom de guerre employed by the UVF at 

the time. It purported to emanate from the 'M.U.' 

unit of the UVF, presumably Mid Ulster. It was 

posted to Haughey a few months after he became 

Taoiseach again in 1987. It reads as follows: 

Dear Mr Haughey 
Colin Wallace, Fred Holroyd were telling the 

truth when they revealed that British Int were 

behind killings, kidnapping and a smear cam
paign against yourself. 

MI5, MI6, assisted by the SAS, used our Force 

1972 to 1978 and 1985. 
We were given photographs of I.R.A . men, 

given explosives, information to where intended 
victims were and when to carry out attacks. We 
killed 17 men on information supplied by British 
Int. MI5 were double crossing us all the time we 
were working with them. 

We executed some of our best men believing 
them to be traitors. jim Hanna was killed as a 

result of information given to us by MI5. Hanna 
was totally innocent and we killed one of our best 
volunteers. 

They supplied us with detonators which they 

had set to explode prematurely. The Miami Show

band, Somerville & Boyle, the Desertmartin, 

johnstons Farmland, Vol Logan, Vol Simpson his 

body was never got. In 1985 we were approached 

by an MI5 of tic er attached to the N. 1.0. and 
based in Lisburn, A lex jones was his supposed 
name. He asked us to execute you, and supplied 

us with the following details. 

Your cars, aerial photographs of your house, 
your island home on the Kerry coast. Details of 

your trips into Farranford [sic] Private Airport, 

photographs of your plane. Photographs and 
details of your private yacht. 

We refuse to do it, we were asked would we 
except responsibility if you were killed, we 
refused. 

British Int are going to supply a spoon of 

Anthras Foort [sic]). <and Mouth Disease, Fowl 
[sic]) Pest, Swine Fever, and jaagsikpi a fatal dis

ease in sheep to anyone who will release it in Eire. 
They plan by doing so to destroy Eire economy 
and to make Eire Government increase border 
security. We have no love for you, but we are not 
going to carry out work for the Dirty Tricks Depart
mentofthe British 

Capt W. johnston 

ml~ter 1}olunteer jforce 
1'1 , Lt 
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McKeague was murdered after 
he threatened to expose what 
he knew about the Kincora 
Boys Home scandal. Had he 
spilled the full tin of beans, he 
could also have exposed MIS's 
involvement in the RHC plot to 
murder Haughey in Oingle in 
1981 

DID MI5 DOUBLECROSS THE UVF? 

Did MI5 and the UVF collude in a string of assas

sinations as the letter claims? A string of official 

British inquiries have since confirmed that UVF

State collusion did indeed take place. Interested 

readers should consult 'Lethal Allies' by Anne 

Cadwallader (2013); 'A State in Denial' by Marga

ret Urwin (2016); the books of Martin Dillon 

including 'The Dirty War' and Sir John Stevens' 

book, 'Not for The Fa int-Hearted'. 

The Miami Showband atrocity - which is 

referred to in the UVF warning letter - involved 

the murder of members of the then hugely popu
lar Miami Showband. It was perpetrated by 



members of the Mid-Ulster UVF, some of 

whom perished while placing a 
bomb in the rear of the band's 
van_ Thevehicle had been halted 
at what purported to be an UDR 
check-point. Harris Boyle and 
Wesley Sommerville, two mem

bers of the UVF, set about 

placing the bomb in the rear of 
the van but it detonated prema
turely killing them_ According to an 
RTE investigation, the explosives had 
been supplied by Robert Nairac, a British under
cover operative. Band members Stephen Travers 
and Des McAlea survived the attack. They were 

present when a man dressed in a British Army 
officer uniform with a "crisp, clipped English 
accident" joined the surviving UVF members and 
ordered them to wipe out any living band 
member. Luckily, Travers and McAlea managed 
to escape with their lives. 

The bomb was presumably set to detonate an 
hour or more after the trigger was switched on . 

It is conceivable that it could have exploded 

almost immediately once triggered. Equally 

there are many reasons as to why this could have 
happened by accident. However, all that is sig
nificant here is what the authors of the letter 
believed happened, and it is entirely credible 

that they. could have developed just such a 
belief. 

WAS THERE SIMMERING RESENTMENT WITHIN 

THE UVF AT THE MURDER OF JIM HANNA? 

Jim Hanna, the UVFvolunteer referred to by name 
in the letter participated in a string of atrocities 
in the early 1970S and was murdered in April 

1974. It is suspected that his assassin was Wil
liam 'Frenchie' Marchant, a fellow UVF member 

and RUC Special Branch (Le. MI5) agent. One 
rumour put into circulation in Loyalist circles to 
justify Hanna's execution was that he was an 
informer. While he certainly had some sort of a 
relationship with British Intelligence, so too did 
Marchant and many others in the UVF. 

Marchant was part of the UVF gang that 

. 
car-bombed Dublin and Monaghan in 

. 1974. There are multiple indications 

of MI5 involvement in the 1974 
atrocities. Inside Loyalist circles 
one member of the Dublin and 
Monaghan gang told the Loyal
ist terrorist Michael Stone that 

Nairac had supplied the explo

sives for the attacks . ('None 

Shall Divide Us' page 245). So why 
did Marchant - a probable British 

agent - kill Hanna, another probable 
agent? The murder could easily have left a bitter 
anti-MI5 taste in the mouths of Hanna's friends 
and admirers in the UVF. 

MI6 had, recruited a member 
of the staff at the Old Shieling 
Hotel in Raheny to monitor 
Haughey in the 1970s. The 
hotel was owned by one of 
Haughey's friends and Haughey 
occasionally dropped in. In 
the mid-1970s, MI6 attempted 
to recruit one of Haughey's 
secretaries 

WAS HAUGHEY PLACED UNDER A BRITISH 

MICROSCOPE? 

The letter also claims that MI5 supplied the UVF 
with details about Haughey's habits and move
ments. Did the British keep such a file on 

Haughey? 
Declassified files now indicate that the UK 

compiled a large dossier on Haughey. The offi

cials at the Dublin Embassy hoovered up any 
morsel of information about him they could find 
as is apparent from a profile the British Ambas
sador furnished to the Foreign Office in 1980. 

In addition, declassified British Embassy 
cables demonstrate that senior politicians and 
government ministers including Conor Cruise 

O'Brien (Labour), Erskine Childers (FF) and 
Garret FitzGerald (FG) were among their sources 

on Haughey. (See Village May 2017.) 
Meanwhile, in the shadows crafty MI6 officers 

burrowed for information too. MI6 had, for 
instance, recruited a member of the staff at the 
Old Shieling Hotel in Rah enyto monitor Haughey 
in the 19705. The hotel was owned by one of 

Haughey's friends, Bill Fuller, and Haughey occa

sionally dropped into it on his way home to 
Kinsealy. 

In the mid-1970S, MI6 attempted to recruit one 
of Haughey's secretaries, Sally Ann Egan, who 
worked in the private office at his home, Abbev
ille, as an informant. She reported the unsolicited 

approach to him, received his thanks and kept 
her job. (See Village September 2017.) 

Since the September article, Village has come 
into possession of two documents confirming 
anti -Haughey plotting by MI6 and information 
that another member of his staff, had spied on 
him for MI6 at Abbeville . 
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There are even indications that Haughey's 
family was targeted. In Dingle, a man we will 
refer to as 'CO', a bearded Scottish boatman and 
marine engineer, who was employed by Haughey 
to render Inisvickillane habitable, may have 
spied on him too. The work 'CO' conducted was 

physical and demanded his continued presence 
on the island transporting building materials, 
setting up hoists and pulleys and installing gen
erators. He soon became a regular guest around 
the family camp fire. One day he disappeared, 
never to return, nor make contact again; leaving 
the family to wonder if he had been spying on 

them all along. 
Indeed, the information gathered about 

Haughey may have been included in the "mas

sive" dossier passed to the RHC in 1981 to assist 

their plot to blow Haughey up in the summer of 
1981. (See Village February 2018.) Against this 
background of intrigue, it is possible to appreci

ate why Haughey was alert to and resentful of 
any aircraft that flew over his island. 

In addition, irrefutable proof of British espio· 

nage against Haughey has emerged from 
Britain's National Archives. Declassified files 

reveal that on 24 April, 1980, NI Secretary Hum· 
phrey Atkins, wrote to Thatcher stating"you will, 
I expect, have noted two recent intelligence 
reports that throw some light on [Haughey's] 
approach" to Anglo-Irish affairs. 

DID HI5 HAVE ACCESS TO BIO-WEAPONS? 

The UVF warning letter also referred to the 
potential release by MI5 of an array of bio-weap
ons in the Republic. It is worth noting that the 

exact word used in the letter was that MI5 was 

"going' to engage in such activity if it could find 
a Loyalist willing to transport the substances 

across the Border. This implies that this was a 

live operation in 1987. MI5 did indeed have 
access to a witch's cauldron bubbling with all 

sorts of lethal substances in 1987. 
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MI5 helped the Loyalist terror group, the Red Hand Commando 
(RHC). in a failed attempt to blow up Haughey's yacht, The Taurima 
II in Dingle Harbour. The RHC was then led by the notorious serial 
killer and paedophile John McKeague who was an MI5 agent 

Peter Wright of MI5, who spent a lot of time in 
NI, wrote 'Spycatcher' in which he divulged 
some unsettling details about a team of scien
tists based at a complex known as Porton Down 
who worked with MI5 and MI6. He revealed that 
at the start of the Suez Crisis, MI6 had "devel
oped a plan, through the London Station, to 
assassinate [Egypt's ~resident] Nasser using 
nerve gas. [British PM Anthony] Eden initially 

gave his approval to the operation ... ". 
Wright also described how he once visited 

Porton Down for a demonstration of a cigarette 

packet which had been fitted with a poison 
tipped dart by the staff of the Explosives 
Research and Development Establishment: "We 

solemnly put on white coats and were taken out 

to one of the animal compounds behind Porton 
by Dr Ladell, the scientist there who handled all 
MI5 and MI6 work. A sheep on a lead was led into 
the centre of the ring. One flank had been shaved 
to reveal the course pink skin. Ladell's assistant 
pulled out the cigarette packet and stepped for
ward. The sheep started, and was restrained by 

the lead, and I thought perhaps the device had 
misfired . But then the sheep's knees began to 

buckle, and it started rolling its eyes and froth· 
ing at the mouth. Slowly the animal sank to the 
ground, life draining away, as the white-coated 
professionals discussed the advantages of the 

modern new toxin, around the corpse". (162) 

The scientists at Porton Down undoubtedly 

had the capacity to manufacture Anthrax and 

Foot and Mouth disease, not to mention other 
deadly biological agents mentioned in the Warn
ing Letter. 

THE WARNING LETTER CONTAINS NO FLAW BUT 
THAT DOES NOT PROVE ITS AUTHENTICITY 

There is nothing in the letter that even remotely 
indicates it is a fraud. On the contrary, many of 
its key assertions are accurate: 

• Collusion between MI5 and the UVF took place; 

• Robert Nairac was a link between MI5 and the 
UVF; 

• Jim Hanna was murdered in dubious 
circumstances; 

• A 'massive' dossier on Haughey was accumu
lated by the UK; 

• MI5'S had access to bio-chemical weapons; 

In addition : 

• The RHC did attempt to kill Haughey in Dingle 
in 1981 while they were led by an MI5 agent, 
and; 

• MI5 was commanded throughout this era by 
men who routinely engaged in political 

murder. 

Haughey certainly treated the letter gravely: he 
ordered a special investigation; his personal 
security was stepped up; a naval team examined 

his new vessel, the Celtic Mist, for any signs of 

interference; and the security for his ministers 

was doubled. 
Yet none of this established that letter is 

authentic and that there was a plot to murder 

Haughey in 1985. Unless further evidence 
emerges, readers will have to rely on gut instinct 

in assessing its validity. 
The combination of these strange events, and 

the extraordinary mystery of the sinking of 

Haughey's yacht, the Taurima in 1985, which we 
will return to in the next edition, may have 

unnerved the UVF and prompted them to alert 
Haughey in 1987 in case a further plot was in the 
works for which they would be blame. And, as it 
happens, yet another Loyalist anti-Haughey plot 
was in the works in 1987. This was something 

that the UVF almost certainly knew about from 
the gossipy Loyalist paramilitary grapevine. 

Indeed, they may even have been asked for 
weapons to assist it. 

Village will examine this plot and the strange 
goings-on surrounding it, including the involve

ment of a military "contact" stationed at RAF 
Aldergrove who assisted the UDA plotters, next 
month. I!: 



NETWORK TELEVISION 

MI5 and MI6 were like two 
giant octopi with tentacles 
which reached into every 
pore of the media. Frank 
Steele, the former Head of 
M16's Belfast Station, became 

the Chairman of Network Televi
sion after his 'retirement' from MI6. 
Steele was a real charmer. He once told 
Peter Taylor of the BBC that some good had come 
of the Bloody Sunday massacre in Derry in 1972. 
The militant Loyalists, were "cock-a-hoop", that 
the "Brits" had finally got "tough", he opined; 
also that "it did us quite a lot of good with the 
more bloody-minded of the Protestant commu
nity. The good thing that came out of it was that 

it enabled Direct Rule to be brought in". 

IRISH TIMES 

The tentacles reached over to Ireland where 
Major Thomas McDowell, a former officer in the 

British Army, and Chief Executive and Chairman 

of the Irish Times during much of the Troubles 
was an ex-MI5 officer. Declassified UK files reveal 

that the Major, born in Belfast in 1923, dubbed 
his editor Patrick Gageby "a white nigger" during 
his clandestine conversations with his col
leagues in Whitehall, all behind the back of his 

readers. The unexpurgated MI5 and MI6 files on 
him would make for interesting reading. 

BRITISH-IRISH ASSOCIATION 

A typically shrewd MI6 tactic to influence Irish 
journalists (and politicians) was to infiltrate the 

British-Irish Association . Ostensibly, it was set 

it up by a group of well
meaning figures led by 

David Astor. Astor was an 
MI6 asset who owned The 
Observer. The BIA was run 

for years by Daphne Park 
from her lair at Oxford. While 

the BIA undoubtedly did some 

good , it was nonetheless fre -
quented by an array of British spooks 

who got to rub shoulders with the likes of Garret 
FitzGerald who was an avid attender of its con
ferences. Conor Cruise O'Brien was a regular 
invitee too, and a close friend of Astor. Astor 
appointed O'Brien as Editor-in -chief of The 

Observer after he lost his,Dail seat. 

GEORGE BLAKE 

The Russians - no strangers to media manipula
tion then or now - were wise to the penetration 

of the British media by its intelligence commu
nitY.9 In 1968 Izvestia, the official Soviet 

newspaper (and propaganda conduit), pub
lished a series of articles claiming that a string 

of journalists and editors at The Sunday Times, 

The Observer, The Daily Telegraph, The Daily 
Mail and The BBC were working directly for MI6. 
They even produced top secret British docu
ments to support their contention. Izvestia 
published the names of the corrupt journalists 

and their handlers. There is now little doubt that 
the files had been copied by George Blake of 
MI6, yet another traitor, and then passed to the 
KGB. Blake was caught later and sentenced to 
42 years imprisonment but escaped with the aid 
of Limerickman Sean Bourke. The British media 

files were not released until after his escape. 

CORBYN SMEAR CAMPAIGN 

It now appears that little has changed. Else
where in this edition we look at the similarities 

between the frothy smears being spat out by the 
right-wing media in the UK claiming that Jeremy 

Corbyn was a Czech and KGB agent in the 1980s. 
How many of the journalists pushing this par
ticular piffle are doing so atthe behest of MI5/6? 
They can't all the credulous buffoons. MI5 and 
MI6 certainly have a lot to fear from Corbyn who 
has promised to 'look' at the intelligence ser

vices if he becomes PM. The fact that a former 

MI6 Chief, Sir Richard Dearlove, 1999-2004, has 
stated publicly that Corbyn has questions to 
answer over the affair, will hardly have instilled 
any confidence in Corbyn about the intelligence 
of the espionage services that might soon fall 

under his control. I!: 
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OBIT(CH)UARY 

John Imrie, MIS's 
Flas.her-General 
Why didn't Andrew Parker, the present 
O-G of MI5 oblige John Imrie to fly acro,ss 
the Irish Sea and appear before Hart? 

V
ILLAGE HAS learnt that John L.L. Imrie, formerly of MI5 and the 
Northern Ireland Office (NIO), died last summer without a whisper of 
his passing reaching the ears of the press. Imrie had the unique dis
tinction of being the only British official ever linked to the Kincora Boys' 

Home sex abuse scandal by name in the press during his lifetime. Imrie had 
served as an Assistant Secretary at the NIO in the early 1970s while the sexual 
abuse of boys at a number of homes in Northern Ireland including Kincora was 
rampant. 

Imrie did not provide evidence to the Hart Inquiry in 2016. 
Judge Hart. whose 2017 report is littered with factual inaccuracies, deter

mined that MI5 had known nothing about the Kincora scandal until it was 
exposed by the media in January 1980. 

Imrie was one of many who - had he told the truth - could have put Hart 
straight. 
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Privates on parade at Victoria 
Station 
Imrie was a convicted sex pest. In 1979 he went 
'cottaging' in London, that is to say, looking for 
sex with random strangers in gentlemen's lava

tories. He was arrested at the gents at Victoria 

Station when, after an attempt to attract a 

sexual partner by displaying his genitals, he 
was charged with indecent exposure. 

The last thing MI5 needed in 1979 was a 
sordid scandal involving an MI5 officer who had 
served in Belfast. At this time the Kincora scan
dal was bubbling under the surface ready to 

erupt across National headlines. Howard Smith 

was D-G of MI5. He appreciated the full poten
tial of the scandal because he had served as 

intelligence supremo in NI in the early 1970S 
when Imrie had been stationed in Belfast and 
the Kincora 'honey trap' operation was up and 
running. (For more details about Smith and his 
deputy Sir lohn lones, see page 27 of this edi

tion). Two social workers had already provided 

details 
of the scandal to 
Peter McKenna of the Irish Independent. They 
had learnt about it from Richard Kerr, a resident 

at Kincora for whom they were responsible. 
Hence, Establishment pressure was exerted to 
drop the charges against Imrie for his perfor

mance at Victoria Station. The endeavour failed, 
proving yet again that MI5 is not always top dog 
when confronted by honest police officers and 
lawyers. Indeed, only last year we witnessed 

another example of this when the incorruptible 
Chief Constable of Wiltshire, Michael Veale, his 

Assistant Chief Constable Paul Mills, and their 

Operation Confier team reported that former 

British PM Edward Heath was a paedophile. 

(See Village October 2017.) 
The fact that Imrie was a figure whom White

hall wanted to protect became public knowledge 
thanks to Private Eye magazine. On 17 August 

1979 it reported that: "Up until the trial strong 
pressure was brol:lght to bear by a variety of 

authorities to drop the charges in the national 

interest". 

Ken Livingstone noticed a 
discrepancy in the way Imrie 
had been treated compared to 
the mauling Sir Maurice Oldfield 
had received after the exposure 
of his sexual predilections in 
1980 



Imrie was brought before the 

Magistrates' Court at 70 Horse

ferry Road, London, (now the 

City of Westminster Magistrates 

Court) where he pleaded not 

guilty to the charges preferred 

against him and submitted a 

preposterous defence maintain

ing that he had been caught 
short with a weak bladder and, 

fearing disastrous conse

quences on the train he intended 
to take at 11_10 to Sydneyham -

which had no toilet - he had 

been compelled to display him

self to the gentlemen in the 

vicinity of the urinals. The presiding magistrate 

- another honourable individual who was pre

pared to do his job without fear or favour 

- concluded Imrie was lying since he had been 

arrested at 11.25, i.e. 15 minutes after the blad
der-bursting train had departed. Imrie was 

convicted, conditionally discharged and ordered 

to pay £50 costs. 

Imrie was not the only senior intelligence 

officer arrested for misbehaviour in a public lava

tory in London during this era. In 1984 Sir Peter 

Hayman, the reputed Deputy Chief of MI6, was 

also arrested for gross indecency, and convicted. 

Hayman was an abuser of Richard Kerr, details of 

which will be revealed in a later edition of Vii/age. 

Sir Anthony Blunt and Guy Burgess, another pair 

of paedophiles from the ranks of both MI5 and 

the Anglo-Irish Vice Ring, were also members in 

good standing of MI5'S cottaging circuit. 

Imrie's conviction did not deflect the upward 

trajectory of his career. 

After Kincora was exposed in January 1980, 

the RUC set out to track down the child molest

ers involved, or at least some honest officers in 

the RUC tried to do so before they were stifled. 

At least they managed to question Imrie before 

the vice grip of the cover-up 

took a hold. 

Against this background, it is 

hardly unfair to ask if Imrie was 

a pederast (i.e. an abuser of 

teenage males), if not an out

right paedophile himself. Why 

else would the RUC have made 

inquiries about him? The 
answers to these questions 

may be found lurking in the 

pages of Imrie's personnel file 

which gathers dust somewhere 

in the vaults of MI5. 

Duringthe 1970S the RUC Spe

cial Brancll officers who helped 

Joseph Mains, the Warden of Kincora, run the 

operation on the ground, are rumoured to have 

maintained a secret library of files as insurance 

in case anyone ever tried to prosecute them for 

trafficking the children involved to their abusers. 

The RUC Special Branch library may still be in 

existence and, if so, undoubtedly has bulging 

files on Imrie and others such as Peter England, 

also formerly of the NIO. 

The Independent Inquiry Into Child Sexual 

Abuse in London still has an opportunity to 

demand sight of Imrie's personnel file and that 

of England but time is running out fast. 

In 2015 Liam Clorke reported 
that two RUC officers had told 
him that a Tory MP had "visited 
Kincora during the 1970s but 
died before they could interview 
him". Only a tiny number of MPs 
could match this description 

A career shrouded in mystery 

Inevitably, a cloud of mystery hangs over Imrie's 

career. A little speculation must be forgiven . 

Despite claims to the contrary, he probably never 

worked for the Ministry of Defence (MoD). Refer

ences to him in the Civil Service Yearbooks 

during the 1980s as an MoD employee were 

probably nothing more than a cover for his true 

role inside MI5, a department that was not offi

cially acknowledged as part of the British 

Government at that time. Countless MI5 officers 

were held out as MoD officials for decades to 

perpetrate the myth MI5 did not exist. 

Imrie definitely worked in Germany during an 

earlier phase of his career, perhaps with lan 

Cameron at the British Services Security Organi

sation, which was based in Berlin and 

responsible for the security of -British forces in 

Germany in the 1960s. Cameron later headed up 

MI5 in NI in the 1970S and was Central to the Kin

cora operation. (See Vii/age March 2017). 

What did Imrie do in NI? We are on more solid 

ground here. Village has obtained a 'confiden

tial' NIO file which was circulated to Imrie and 

provides an indication of the type of work he 

undertook: it was political in nature. The file is 

dated 19 December 1972 and concerns a meeting 

between lan Paisley and others and the NI Sec

retary of State William Whitelaw. The file was 

also circulated to Franke Steele of MI6, the Chief 

Constable of the RUC and the General Officer in 

Command of the British Army. 
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• 
A confidential NIO report circ,ulated to Imrie 
in December 1972 concerning a meeting 
between NI Secretary of State William 
Whitelaw, Ion Paisley and others. 
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Scraping beneath the bottom 
of the barrel 
By the late 1980s, Imrie was working inside MIS's 
'B' Branch as a recruitment officer while being 
listed in the Civil Service Year Book for 1988 as 
a Grade S officer in the MoD Civil Administration 

Department. Just how a convicted sex pest rose 
to become a Grade S officer with responsibility 
for MIS recruitmelitis staggering - even by the 
weird standards of that unorthodox 
organisation _ 

Or is it? If we have learnt anything about MIS, 
it is that anything is possible once you drop 
down the MIS rabbit hole.lmrie's conviction may 
have been something that commended him to 
the Mad Hatters at the top table at MIS . . 

MIS and MI6 recruiters are the only people 
who are briefed to scrape beneath the sludge at 
the bottom of the barrel. At that time both organ
isations needed people with the stomach to 
oversee and direct torture, murder and blackmail 

operations. 

They also needed psychologically and emo
tionally stunted agents who could photograph 
and record paedophiles in the act of abusing 
children. MIS's surveillance targets in this under
world included an array of degenerates ranging 
from lowly knuckle-dragging Loyalist paramili
taries to elevated Knights and Lords at 
Westminster such as Sir Edward Heath, Lord Gre

ville Janner, Sir Cyril Smith, Sir William Van 
Straubenzee and Sir Peter Morrison, all of whom 
they hoped to blackmail, control and, if neces
sary, destroy. And who better than a 
lavatory-creeper like Imrie to recognise the type 
of rat capable of performing this sort of work in 

return for a miserable salary? Who better than 

Imrie to know when to inch open the secret side 

doors at MIS's HQ when the type of creep who 
would get a kick out of this sort of work was loi

tering nearby? 

Imrie and Peter England are 
exposed in the Sunday World 

Imrie enjoyed a number of years of quiet ano

nymity after his conviction as a flasher. Then, on 
7 February 1988, the late Liam Clarke published 
a story in the Sunday World which named him as 
one of a group of four senior NIO officials who 
had been interviewed by the RUC about Kincora. 
One of the others was Peter England, who had 

been a Deputy Undersecretary with overall 
responsibility for the intelligence services in NI 

and a friend of Sir Anthony Blunt. (See Village 
November 2017.) 

Clarke also described how Peter England had 
tried to force his sexual attentions on a male civil 
servant at the NIO; and had been recognised in 

a photograph by a boy he had abused. The boy 
was undoubtedly John Louis Baird. According to 
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a report broadcast by BBC NI 
and supplemented by an arti
cle in Phoenix magazine, John 
Louis Baird was abused by 
England at a house on the Old 

Hollywood Road in Belfastwhich 
had been used as the pick-up 

point for Provisional IRA leaders 
during peace talks with the NIO and MI6 in 
the 1970S. The boy spoke to Chris Moore who 
broadcast an interview with him on the BBC in 
1982. He was shown in silhouette and described 
how signals were exchanged via flashing head
lights with England's car before he was 
transferred to it. Moreover, a briefing document 
on personal security whi ch was found in Kincora 
was linked to England. Several phone numbers 

appeared in the margins of pages S, 7, 11 and 13 
in England's hand-writing. 

Ken Livingstone questions 
Thatcher about Imrie's failure 
to sue The Sunday World 
Ken Livingstone MP (and future Mayor of London) 
was one of those who pursued the Imrie affair 
back in 1988. He noticed a discrepancy in the 
way Imrie had been treated compared to the 
mauling Sir Maurice Oldfield had received after 
the exposure of his sexual predilections in 1980. 

Oldfield had served as Chief of MI61973-78, and 

Security Coordinator NI, 1979 1980. He was 
pushed to the side-lines by Margaret Thatcher 
after she discovered he had confessed to what 
he had described as his homosexual 

"tendencies". How could the 
mere admission of such "ten
dencies" have cost him his 
"positive vetting" i.e. his 
licence to operate within the 

intelligence community? It was 
not homophobia since Imrie, a 

convicted flasher who opportuned 
men in toilets, and had been quizzed about 

Kincora, managed to retain his job and achieve 
promotion. Perhaps the explanation is that Old
field had become an enemyofthe ultra-right-wing 
faction that controlled MI5 and held Thatcher in 
their thrall whereas Imrie was presumably well 
got with them, especially after his service for 

them in Northern Ireland. Oldfield had enraged 

the Mad Hatters at MI5 by interfering with their 
plots against Labour Prime Minister Harold 
Wilson. 

Livingstone brought the Oldfield-Imrie dis

crepancy up in the House of Commons on 8 
March 1988. 

"Will the Prime Minister take time in her busy 

day to reconsider the statement that she made 

to the House last year about Sir Maurice Old
field?", Livingstone asked her. "Will she consider 
the inconsistency of the withdrawal of his posi
tive vetting while no action was taken against 
Mr Peter England, a deputy secretary in the 
Northern Ireland Office, and Mr JL Imrie, an 

assistant secretary at the Northern Ireland 
office, following investigations into the buggery 

of young children at the Kincora boys' home? Is 
she not disturbed that Mr Imrie has taken no 
action against the newspaper that named him 
and his activities four weeks ago, although he 
continues to work forthe government in the Min

istry of Defence? Can she assure the house that 
she is convinced of Mr Imrie's innocence? 

"If not, will she now finally concede a genu

inely independent enquiry into what went on in 
the home in Kincora, irrespective ofthe damage 

that may do to MIS when its role is exposed?". 
Thatcher replied: "I have nothing further to 

add to the statement that I made on Sir Maurice 

Old field in the House. I note that the Honourable 

Gentleman uses th~ privilege of the House to 
name people who are unable to answer back". 

Thatcher's answer was patently absurd. In the 
first instance, Peter England was dead and could 
not sue so parliamentary privilege was a red her
ring. Secondly, the whole point of Livingstone's 
question about Imrie was to highlight the fact 

The two RUC officers who spoke to the Belfast Telegraph in 2015 
were probably also the source of Clarke's 1988 Sunday World story 
about Imrie and England. It is statistically unlikely that both RUC 
men have died so they should be asked to testify at tlie Independent 
Inquiry Into Child Sex Abuse [IICAS) in London 



that Imrie's name had appeared in the Sunday 

World yet he had not sued the paper. Thatcher, 
who had practised as a barrister, surely knew 
that newspapers did not enjoy parliamentary 
privilege for stories that did not arise from an 

exchange in parliament. 
Imrie was also named twice by Private Eye in 

1988 in connection with Kincora. 

WiII,the London Inquiry call the 
two RUC whistle-blowers? 

On 23 January 2015 the late Liam C1arke reported 
in the Belfast Telegraph that two RUC officers 
had told him that a Tory MP had "visited Kincora 

during the 1970S". Both officers, he reported, 
were "willing to help any inquiry into Kincora 
either here or in England. They revealed that the 
MP died before they could arrange to interview 
him". There are only a tiny number of MPs who 
match this description. One of the officers 
revealed that the MP had visited NI "quite regu

larly ... We were told by criminal records in 
Scotland Yard, London, that he had a conviction 

many years ago for indecent behaviour or some
thing in a gents' loo against another boy but his 
death meant we never got a chance to question 
him". 

The chances are stratospherically high that 
these two RUC officers were also the source of 

Clarke's 1988 Sunday World story about Imrie 
and England. It is statistically unlikely that both 
RUC men have died since 2015. Since they know 
at least something about the Westminster MP, 
they should be asked to testify at the Independ
ent Inquiry Into Child Sex Abuse (lICAS) in 

London. Their evidence about Imrie and the MP 

must surely be of some relevance to IICAS which 

is due to commence its probe into Vlp·child-sex

abuse this month. 
Unfortunately the auguries that the truth will 

emerge at IICAS are not favourable. Thus far 
ICCSA has shown a disconcerting lack of interest 
in credible witnesses such as Richard Kerr while 

granting frauds such as 'Nick' "core participa
tion" at their hearings (i.e. access to documents, 

legal representation and the right to question 
witnesses.) As Vii/age readers may appreciate, 
'Nick' is a ventriloquist's dummy controlled by 
those protecting the Westminster VIP vice ring. 
His role is to discredit the existence of the VIP 
ring by blabbering out his far-fetched and ludi

crous claims. At least one pederast connected to 
the Tory Party is fond of pooh-poohing the exist
ence of the Westminster VIP vice ring in the 

media by reference to 'Nick's' crazy allegations. 
This is like the Pope denying the existence of the 
Roman Catholic Church. This pederast abused 
at least one Kincora boy - Richard Kerr - who was 

trafficked to London for his grotesque 
entertainment. 

Graduating from"flashing at 
strangers in toilets to greeting 
worshippers at church 
Imrie never sued Liam Clarke, the Sunday World 

or Private Eye, and maintained a very low profile 
until his death. After his resignation from MI5, 

he lived in Dulwich, South London where he died 

last June. The only clue as to what he did in retire
ment is to be gleaned from a death notice which 
appeared on the website for St Stephen's 
Church, Dulwich. Imrie, it reported, had been a 
devout member of the Church of England and 
attended St Step hen's on a regular basis. The 
death notice read as follows: 

"It is with sadness that we share in the news 

of the death of John Imrie. For many years he was 
a sidesperson at the 8am Sunday service as well 
as a regular at our mid-week Holy Eucharist on 
Wednesdays. During his working life he was a 
senior civil servant in the Ministry of Defence, 

serving both in Germany and Northern Ireland 

before reaching the highest level of the Ministry 

in London. His funeral will be here at St Ste
phen's on Tuesday llJuly at 12 noon. May he rest 

in peace and rise in glory". 
There is no mention of Imrie having had a wife 

or children in his death notice, something that 
indicates he remained a bachelor throughout his 

life. 

Another Hart failure 
As someone who was able to attend St Stephen's 
Church as a 'sidesperson' on such a 'regular' 
basis, Imrie was hardly suffering from dementia 
or physical infirmity. A 'sidesperson' acts as an 

usher, greeter of worshippers and collector of 
donations at church ceremonies. 

Clearly, Imrie was hale and hearty and could 
have testified at the Hart Inquiry in 2016. Equally 
clearly, this would have been the last thing he 
would have countenanced. It is inconceivable 
that he could have told the truth about Kincora 
without being sidestepped at St Stephen's upon 
his return and shunned by every parent in Dul
wich and beyond. 

ICCSA has shown 0 

disconcerting lock of interest 
in credible witnesses such os 
Richard Kerr while granting 
frauds such as MI5-controlled 
'Nick' "core participation" i.e. 
access to documents and legal 
representation at hearings 

The man without eyes at the 
back of his head 
More to the point: why didn'tAndrew Parker, the 
present D-G of MI5, or any of "his staff, oblige 
Imrie to fly across the Irish Sea and appear 
before Hart? Ex-MI5 officers on a pension must 

obey such d!rectives. 
Parker, as Vii/age readers will know, is more 

than happy to sermonising to others about their 

'ethical responsibilities'. What could have been 
more ethical and responsible than turning over 
every slimy stone at MI5 to uncover the truth 
about Kincora. By any calculation, Imrie's file 
was an obvious one to submit to Hart: Imrie was 
the only man ever mentioned by name in the 
press during his lifetime in connection with Kin

cora; moreover, one who was named in the 
House of Commons. 

Hart, Parker and MI5 should also have made 
every effort to identify the RUC officers who 
spoke to Imrie during the Kincora probe to estab

lish precisely why he had been of interest to the 

RUC's early inquiries, and what they discovered 

about him. Yet not a single sheet of paper of any 

consequence concerning Imrie featured in the 
allegedly comprehensive compendium of docu

mentation furnished to Hart by MI5, the MoD and 
the RUC. 

Of course, there is no mystery as to why the 
file on Imrie was withheld from Hart. The immoral 

majority who really control MI5 (Home Office) 
and MI6 (Foreign Office) lied to the Hart Inquiry 

as Vii/age has demoristrated over the previous 
year. It goes without saying that Parker - as an 
'ethically responsible' individual - could have 
had no part in any of this, nor indeed any inkling 
that his subordinates were subverting the 
Inquiry behind his back. He's only head of MI5, 
after all. 

If the unexpurgated files relating to Imrie had 

been handed over to Hart, the floodgates would 

have buckled and the truth about Kincora would 
have burst forth. The public would have learnt 
that MI5 not only used it to blackmail Loyalist 
paramilitaries and senior Loyalist politicians, 
but that it was exploited by perverts like Peter 
England for their own sick personal gratification. 

I!: 
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New archival material 
throws light on the 1979 
INLA assassination of 
Airey Neave 

by Stephen Kelly 

38 March 2018 

T
HE WESTMINSTER terrorist attack on 
22 March of last year, by lone attacker, 

Khalid Masood (52), who drove a car 
into pedestrians and fatally stabbed 
PC Keith Palmer, is not the first time 

that terrorists have selected the Palace of West
minster, and its surrounds, to perpetrate an act 

of violence. 

39 years ago, on 30 March 1979, the Irish 
National Liberation Army (IN LA) murdered Airey 

Neave, Conservative MP and Margaret Thatch

er's shadow secretary of state for Northern 

Ireland, in a devastating car bomb attack. Apart 
from reaffirming Thatcher's determination to 
defeat Republican paramilitaries, Neave's 
assassination robbed the Conservative Party of 

one of its most open-minded, albeit controver
sial, thinkers on Northern Ireland . 

By the standards of the day, Neave was a 

remarkable figure. On the one hand, he was a 
public figure: war-hero, writer, barrister and 
politician. He had escaped from Colditz, a Nazi 
prisoner of war camp during the Second World 
War; was the author of five semi -autobiograph
ical books; established a practice at the bar; 

and was Conservative Party MP for Abington, 

1953-1979. 
On the other hand , he was an elusive and 

secretive individual, retaining close links to the 
British Secret Intelligence Service throughout 
his adult life. During the Second World War he 

worked for MI9, a subsidiary of MI6, later hold
ing the rank of commanding officer of the 
Intelligence School 9, Territorial Army (TA). 

Neave's greatest contribution to political life 
came in the autumn of his career, following his 

promotion as shadow secretary of state for 

Northern Ireland in 1975. Neave's appointment 
to Thatcher'S shadow cabinet, in the wake of her 
election as leader of the Conservative Party in 
February 1975, had important ramifications for 
the Conservative Party's Northern Ireland 

policy. 

From the moment he took up his new shadow 

cabinet portfolio, until his murder by the INLA, 
Neave's "first priority", as he noted in April 

1978, was to defeat Republican terrorism . 
Although often preoccupied by security-related 
issues, and despite misguided arguments to the 

contrary, Neave remained committed to finding 
a workable solution in the hope of ending direct 

rule in Northern Ireland. 

As a pragmatist, confronted by the political 
reality that the mainstream political parties in 
Northern Ireland could not agree on the terms 
of devolution, he instead championed reform of 
local government in Northern Ireland , as an 
interim measure. By initially supporting the 
establishment of his so-called 'Council of State', 
subsequently followed by a proposal to create 

one or more Regional Councils in Northern Ire

land, Neave sought to end, as he phrased it in 
November 1977, - 'civil servants' paradise-', 
which existed under direct rule. 

Unfortunately, Neave's assassination by the 
INLA robbed him of the opportunity to imple
ment his proposals to reform local government 

in Northern Ireland. 



New archival material from Neave's personal 

papers and the National Archives of the UK i1iu

minate the events of 30 March 1979-
Neave commenced his working day, like any 

other. Following breakfast, he left his flat at 
Westminster Gardens, got into his powder-blue 
Vauxhall Cavalier saloon, and made the short 

journey to the Houses of Parliament, the Palace 

of Westminster_ 
His morning was spel)t preparingforthe forth

coming,British general election (scheduled for 3 
May) and dealing with day-to-day constituency 
matters. Following lunch, he decided to stop for 
the day and return home to spend time with his 
wife Diana. It was in the members' lobby that 
Neave held his last conversations , chatting to 
colleagues before crossing to the members' exit 

and taking the lift to the five-floor underground 
car-park to pick up his car. 

At 2.58p.m., an enormous explosion engulfed 
New Palace Yard. Soon after, as Neave's sole 
biographer Paul Routledge wrote, smoke was 
seen billowing from the smouldering wreckage 

of a Vauxhall car on the ramp leading up from the 

MP's underground car-park. It was a " haunting 
image", with sheets of headed House of Com
mons writing paper "blowing gently in the 
breeze", recalled Lord Lexden, Neave's former 
political advisor on Northern Ireland. 

Police officers rushed to the scene and came 
upon an unidentifiable man, dressed in a black 

coat and striped trousers. Initially, the victim was 
believed to be Alan Lee Williams, a Labour MP. In 
fact, in the car lay sixty-three-year-old Neave. 
Surveying the burning wreckage, the mangled 
frame of the car and the glassless windows, it was 

apparent that some type of bomb had exploded. 

" He's still alive! Clear the area!", a policeman 
shouted. Within minutes, an ambulance crew 

arrived to find the still unidentified figure, who 

was breathing, slumped over the steering wheel, 
his face burned beyond recognition . 

A doctor, nurse and firefighters soon joined 
the entourage, before Neave, with his right leg 

blown off below the knee, was eventually freed 
after half an hour. He was quickly taken to West
minster Hospital where he underwent emergency 

surgery. It was too late. Neave died on the oper

ating table. 
Thatcher received news of Neave's murder 

while preparing for a party-political general
election broadcast at BBC headquarters. Her 
first thought was reportedly: "Please God, don't 

let it be Airey". When it was confirmed that 
Neave was indeed the victim Thatcher was 

. described as "numb with shock". Later that day 

she informed a BBC reporter that " ... some devils 
got him and they must never, never, never be 
allowed to triumph, they must never prevail". 

Following Neave's murder, attention immedi
ately turned to who had perpetrated this brutal 

crime. Initially, the Provisional Irish Republican 
Army (PI RA) claimed responsibility. In fact, the 

real perpetrators were the INLA. Formed in 1975, 
with a pledge to establish a " republican and 
socialist" state, the movement had previously 
been known as the People's Liberation Army, 
having sprung up in late 1974, when the Official 
IRA attacked members of the newly formed Irish 
Republican Socialist Party (I RSP). At the time of 

Neave's death, itwas believed that the INLA had 

approximately 60 active members. 
The INLA basked in the publicity following 

Neave's murder. A spokesperson for the terrorist 
organisation said that Neave's assassination 
"had a tonic effect in Northern Ireland where 
there had been celebrations in Belfast, [and] a 
recruiting boom for the INLA ... " . According to an 

INLA source, Neave was "!ipecially selected for 
assassination" because he was " well known for 

his rabid militarist calls for more repression 
against the Irish people ... ". 

Although often preoccupied by 
security-related issues Neave 
remained committed to a 
workable solution to end direct 
rule in Northern Ireland notably 
a 'Council of Sate' and Regional 
Councils 

Plans to assassinate Neave were carried out 
with military precision. In the weeks leading up 
to his murder a dossier was compiled on him 
establishing "his habits and routine". According 

to declassified British Home Office (HO) records, 

on receiving confirmation of the fall of the Labour 

government the INLA headquarters and chief of 
general staff gave the go ahead to assassinate 

Neave. 
Apparently, the murder was led by a lone INLA 

volunteer. Using a magnet, the perpetrator 
attached the bomb underneath Neave's car 

when it was parked in the House of Commons 
car-park. Accordingto HO intelligence, however, 

the bomb was planted under Neave's car while 

it was parked outside his home. Wherever the 
bomb was attached, police investigations con 
firmed that two switching devices were used: the 
first a watch and the second a mercury switch , 
attached to one kilo ofTNT. 

To this day conspi racy theories continue to be 

linked with Neave's mu.rl!ler. In 1986, for exam
ple, Enoch Powell, Ulster Unionist MP for South 

Down, 1974-1987, alleged American involvement 
in the death of Neave. Powell allegedly believed 
that Neave's death was part of an American/CIA 
master-plan to help secure a united Ireland, in 
return for Ireland joining NATO. 

Neave's death continues to drum up contro

versy. In 2014, Utopia, a Channel4 programme, 

used news footage of Neave's murder in its fic

tional thriller. In this programme, Neave was also 
apparently depicted as a heavy drinker, involved 
in several shady political deals. In the media 
storm that followed , Channel4 was heavily criti
cised for allegedly defaming Neave's memory. 

While Neave's murder was a deep personal 
blowto Thatcher, she was determined to win the 

British general election in his memory. Signifi 
cantly and despite misguided arguments to the 
contrary, following Neave's murder, the Conserv
ative Party did have an agreed strategy on 
Northern Ireland . 

In Neave's absence, Thatcher turned to the 
Conservative Research Department (CRD), 
chiefly Christopher Patten, Adam Ridley and 

Alistair Cooke, and her shadow cabinet col
leagues, William Whitelaw and Francis Pym, for 

advice on Northern Ireland policy. 
In a handwritten letter, dated 10 April 1979, 

Thatcher reassured British prime minister lames 
Callaghan that despite the " tragic events that 
have happened", the Conservative Party had not 

changed its "stance on Northern Ireland matters 
in any way". She reaffirmed that the Conserva

tive Party remained committed to Neave's " Irish 
section in the manifesto', which he had written 
some 3 to 4 hours before he was assassinated". 
" Naturally", she wrote, "we would not wish to 
change it". 

The following day, 11 April , the Conservative 

Party published its official general-election 
manifesto. The two paragraphs that dealt with 
the subject remained loyal to Neave's previous 
stance on security and political matters in rela
tion to Northern Ireland. Regarding security, the 
Conservative Party made a commitment to 

defeat "terrorism" and to restore "law and 

order" in Northern Ireland. 

On Northern Ireland's political future, in line 
with Neave's proposal for reform of local govern

ment in Northern Ireland, the manifesto noted 
that, 'In the absence of devolved government, 
we will seek to establish one or more elected 
Regional Councils with a wide range of powers 

over local services'. 
The Conservative Party pulled off a resound

ing general election vICtory under Thatcher'S 

leadership. The party won 339 seats, with the 
Labour Party claiming 269. When the Thatchers 
arrived at No. 10 Downing Street, to cheers of 
congratulations (accompanied by some boos) a 
journalist asked how she felt. Apart from quot

ing St. Francis of Assisi and a reference to her 
father Alfred Roberts, she left her final words, 

before entering No. 10 Downing Street, to her 
former shadow cabinet colleague and friend. 
Quoting Neave, " whom we hoped to bring here 
with us", Thatcher said , "There is now work to 
be done". I!: 

Dr Stephen Kelly is Director of MA History, 
Liverpool Hope University 
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Collusion is clear to those paying attention, 
but its details remain murky 

by Mark Kernan 

I
T IS forty three years since the now notorious 

Glenanne Gang murdered three members of the 

Miami Showband in July 1975. Two of the band sur
vived -Stephen Travers and Des Lee. The Gang was 

made up of serving RUC and UDR personnel , plus 
members of the UVF. The leader on the night, the infa

mous Robin 'The Jackal' Jackson, was at the time in 
command of the UVF's mid-Ulster Brigade. He was an 

eX-British-army soldier. Journalist David McKittrick 

attributes as many as 50 killings to 
Jackson, making him one of the most 

Robin Jackson was linked to 
the Miami Showband killings 
and perhaps 50 others. That 

lethal, and most secretive, serial kill
ers of the late 20th century you 've 
probably never heard of. The gang is 
said to have been responsible for 120 
murders, including those of the Reavey 
brothers and the O'Dowd family in Jan
uary 1976. The next night the IRA 
murdered ten innocent Protestants at 

may mean he spent two 
weeks per killing, in jail 

42 March 2018 

Kingsmill, another sectarian obscenity 

in Ulster's murder triangle. 
Jackson was linked to the Miami Showband killings by 

the now defunct Historical Enquiries Team in its 2011 
report on the 1975 massacre. Jackson's finger prints were 
found on the home made silencer of a Luger gun used in 
the at tack. The report also stated that Jackson claimed 

he had been "tipped off'" while in custody in May 1976 

by an RUC Detective Superintendent, and that he " ... 

should clea r as there was a wee job up the country that 

I would be done for and there was no way out of it for 

me". But Jackson didn't "clear" anywhere; instead he 

went on to kill many more. Despite widespread rumours 
about Jackson's ki lling career at the time and his virtual 
impunity from pun ishment, he remained practically 

untouched by the forces of law until his death in 1998, 
apart from a seven-year conviction in January 1981, of 
which he served only two. That may mean he spent two 

weeks per killing, in jail. 

John Weir a former member of the RUC and member of 
the gang, who was convicted for murder in 1980, called 
him probably the " best operator" during the Troubles. 

In 1999 Weir made detailed allegations in an affidavit 
about security-force collusion , making disturbing sug
gestions about how Jackson and the Glenanne gang's 
murderous rampage was not only known of, but also tol 
erated by, the security forces. Weir's allegations were 

regarded by the 2006 Cassel's report , an independent 

panel of international lawyers commissioned by the Pat 
Finucane Centreto look into collusion in the North, as 
credible. Others found him believable too, including the 

BBC's 'Spotlight'. 
The fundamental question though is: were Jackson 

and the Glenanne gang not only tolerated but actively 
orchestrated by elements of the British intelligence and 



security apparatus (MI5, Military Intelligence, 
RUC Special Branch) as a proxy counter-terror 

gang? 
For years it has been alleged that Jackson was 

a protected agent of the RUC's Special Branch. 
The 2003 Barron report into the Dublin and 
Monaghan bombings, quoting British army 

whistleblower Colin Wallace, said as much . 
In his affidavit Weir implicated RUC Chief 

Inspector Harry Breen; who served as a sergeant 
in Newr.y and Banbridge in the 1970sas 
having direct knowledge of the 
Glenanne gang. More incredibly 
still, he claimed that Breen was 
supplying weapons to the 
gang through a far-right loyal

ist organisation called Down 
Orange Welfare . In a 2015 doc
umentary on collusion BBC 
journalist Daragh Mclntyre 
claimed that, while discussing the 

Glenanne gang, Jackson was "pro-
tected by one of the most senior police men in 

Northern Ireland". Breen was later killed by the 

IRA in 1989. If he was referring to Breen, and 
given the geography, timing and Weir's claims, 

it is very plausible that he was, it is an extraor
dinary allegation worth stating again - clearly. 
Was one of the most notorious sectarian killers 
in the Troubles protected as a strategic asset by 
one of the most senior policemen in Northern 

Ireland? 
Whatever about the alleged protection, Jack

son enjoyed practical immunity from 
prosecution all through his killing years during 
the 1970S and 1980s. Why that was the case has 

But more importantly, the deeper question is 
who or what was protecting, or directing, or 
encouraging, the senior policeman? 

As early as 1974 Colin Wallace, quoted again 
in the Barron Report, said that Jackson and other 

leading Mid-Ulster UVF members "".were work
ing closely with SB (Special Branch) and Int. 

(Military Intelligence) at that time". Journalist 
Paul Foot and Yorkshire TV's 1993 documentary 
'The Hidden Hand - The Forgotten Massacre' 

both suggested convincingly that Jack
son and his gang, with members of 

the Belfast UVF, perpetrated the 
Dublin Bombings a year before 
the Miami massacre from their 
Glenanne base. The final report 

into the bombings published in 

March 2004 sign posted 
obliquely that, "The possibility 

that the involvement of such army 
or police officers was covered-up at 

a higher level cannot be ruled out; but 
it is unlikely that any such decision would ever 

have been committed to writing". 

As many have also pointed out, it is inconceiv
able that James Mitchell's farm in Glenanne, 
South Armagh, the gang's well known and noto
rious epicentre, would not have been under 
constant surveillance given what was common 
knowledge about the gang at the time in security 

and intelligence circles. Mitchell was an RUC 
reservist. John Weir claimed that the house was 

constantly watched by both RUC special branch 
and military intelligence: "basically everybody 
knew what was going on there".military intelli
gence was more often in the house than I was". 

yet to be seriously rebutted. 
Unfortunately the Barron report was signifi

cantly handicapped from the beginning in its 
search for the truth. The British government is 

said to have over 65 ,000 potentially relevant 
files about the bombings, of which only a hand
ful were ever handed over to the Inquiry. 

Writing of the murky, devious and labyrinth 
world of counter-insurgency in the North, Wal
lace, in a letter dated August 1975, printed in the 
Irish Mail on Sunday, on 10 December, 2006, 
stated that, "it would appear that loyalist para
militaries and Int/SB members have formed 
some sort of pseudo gangs in an attempt to get 
paramilitaries on both sides to kill each other, 

and at the same time, prevent any future politi
cal initiatives such as Sunningdale". 

Sunningdale was a tripartite proposal to 
establish an Assembly, an executive government 
with power-sharing by nationalists and union
ists, and a council of Ireland made up of 

representatives from the Irish Republic. It was 
met by fury from Ulster loyalism and subse

quently collapsed in 1974 as a result of the Ulster 

Kitson was the army's principal 
strategist in Belfast in 1972 and 
was the instigator of the Military 
Reaction Force (MRF) which 
specialised in drive-by shootings 
of innocent Catholics 
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the Dublin and Monaghan bombings were on the 

17 May, two days later. The bona fides and cred 
ibility of Wall ace and otherwhistleblowers, Fred 
Holroyd for instance, has been challenged and 
questioned, and lied about for years. Yet as the 
late journalist Liam Clarke said in the Belfast Tel

egraph in 2014 Wallace's credibility has tended 
to gain more and more as his central allegations 
have been put under further scrutiny. 

In a later letter, dated Sept 30th, 1975, Wallace 
wrote, "As you know, we have never been 
allowed to target either the breakaway UVF, nor 
the UFF during the past year ... " . 

So, why weren't they targeted? 
Anyone familiar with General Frank Kitson and 

British counter-insurgency policies in Northern 

Ireland in the early 1970S would be aware ofWal
lace's term pseudo-gangs. Kitson was the 

army's principal strategist in Belfast in 1972 and 
was the instigator of the Military Reaction Force 
(MRF) - a clandestine murder gang within the 

British army which was the subject of a BBC 
'Panorama' investigation in 2013. The investiga

tion revealed that its members (off-duty soldiers 
and turned "insurgents" in unmarked cars) 

admitted to drive-by shootings and murder and 
attempted murders of innocent Catholic civilians 
in Belfast in the early 1970s. A former member 
told the BBC in 2013 that, "We were not there to 
act like an Army unit, we were there to act like a 
terror group". 

Kitson's military doctrine argued at the time 

that the rule of law could and should be sub
verted to the aims and objectives of the military 
during counter-insurgencies " ... the law should 
be used as just another weapon 
in the government's arsenal", a 

candidly of "polluting the waters" when and if a 
fish cannot be attacked directly by rod. Kitson 
was advocating asymmetrical warfare by the 
state long before the term became popular after 
9/11, knowing that conventional armies were 
ineffective in unconventional low-intensity con 

flicts against highly motivated guerrillas in "end 

of empire" violence. 
How his blue print for polluting the waters-the 

host population and the host environment 
Essentially Kitson was advocating the paramili
tarisation of special units, "counter gangs" 
linked to the British army at the time to fight 
insurgency terrorism - auxiliary forces in 
effect. In the North they had willing 

collaborators in extreme loyalism. 
This wasn't new policy. Similar 

clandestine counter gangs 
were used in other colonial 
arenas: Q patrols in Pales
tine and Cyprus and turned 
former Mau Mau insur
gents in Kenya in the 

1950S. These counter gangs 
were always under the con
trol of Special Forces 
officers. 

The Barron report also had its 
suspicions about "covert security oper-

ations" centred on Mid Ulster in the 1970s: "It 
was further suggested that some elements of 
the security forces may have been using loyalist 

paramilitaries as a 'friendly guerilla force', 
advising them on potential targets and assisting 
them with weapons and planning". 

Much of the above has been 

in the public domain for years. 
propaganda tool in other words. 

More chillingly, he went on to 

say it should be used as, " ... 

cover for the disposal of 
unwanted members of the 
public". What he meant by "dis
posal" and "unwanted" can, of 
course, be interpreted in many 

ways. 
But given what we now know 

about the dirty war in Northern 

Were Jackson and 
the Glenanne gong 
orchestrated by MI5, 
Military Intelligence 

and RUC Special 
Branch os 0 proxy 

counter-terror gang? 

Yet something very new, at 

least to the general public, 

came to light in released 
declassified state papers a 

few weeks ago. The papers 
revealed that Charlie Haughey 
was warned in 1987 by the UVF 

that MI5, Britain's domestic 
intelligence agency, wanted 

the loyalist organisation to 

Ireland it isn't too far a stretch 
to interpret Kitson's clinical words as promoting 
state-sponsored terrorism as a necessary coun
ter-insurgent political and military strategy, in 
the ruthless pursuit of wider strategic and politi
cal aims. 

The deliberate murder by state-licensed kill

ing squads of non-combatant civilians evidently 
didn'ttrouble Kitson too much. The Geneva Con

ventions were obviously seen as a nuisance to 
be ignored. 

Kitson was fond of abstract metaphors. In his 
1971 book, 'Low Intensity Operations: Subver
sion, Insurgency and Peacekeeping', in chapter 

3, borrowing from Mao Tse Tung, he wrote 
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assassinate him. Predictably 
this extraordinary and seem

ingly implausible story, and its provenance, has 
resulted in some questioning. Nonetheless in a 
recent interview on Newstalk, Stephen Travers, 
a survivor of the Miami Massacre noted that the 
UVF had been given faulty detonators on bombs 

by MI5, " ... as in the' case of the Miami Show

band". He said he was told by lames O'Neill, the 
RUC scene of crimes officer on the night of the 
bombing, that there was a 15-minute delay on 
the detonator of the bomb that blew up prema
turely while it was being surreptitiously placed 

in the Miami's minibus by the gang. Stephen Tra
vers lay in the field that night for over forty 

minutes shot multiple times and drifting in and 

out of consciousness, surrounded by his mur
dered band mates and bushes burning from the 
flames of the bomb. 

Were the Glenanne gang on this terrible night 
operating to a version of Kitson's pseudo-gang 

modus operandi? With a particularly hideous 
plan in mind to frame members of the band as 

terrorists, when the bomb blew up just over the 
border, a few miles away in Co Louth? This would 
then have provided the pretext for forcing the 
Fine Gael/Labour coalition to stringently check 
people crossing the border. The aim was to make 
the border more secure against IRA terrorism. 

At any rate, it is now surely difficult for 

anyone paying attention to argue 
that Collusion was not 

widespread 

But collusion is an ill
defin'ed term. The 
concept also includes 
collaboration, complic
ity, conspiracy, 

subterfuge and deceit, 

and of course, most 
importantly of all, 

embraces plausible 
deniability. 
Kitson and all those who fol

lowed in the dirty war-o n all sides 

wouldn't have worried too much about 
definitions. 

In the mid 1970S, at best a blind eye was 
turned while horrible acts of violence were com
mitted by proxy gangs in the name of counter 
insurgency. At worst, the Glenanne gang was 
run as a counter gang in order to further political 

aims by dirty war tactics. 

Moreover, the past's toxic legacy is never 

dead. It will always seeps into the present. In 

2015, Belfast solicitors, KRW law, issued pro
ceedings against the British ministry of Defence 

and Kitson on behalf of the relatives of Patrick 
Heenan, who was killed in 1973 by the UFF, a 
cover name for the UDA which was, incredibly, 
not banned at the time. The firm -said that the 

core value of the action "is to obtain truth and 

accountability for o~r clients as to the role of the 
British army and Frank Kitson in the counterin

surgency operation in the north of Ireland during 
the early part of the conflict, and the use of loy
alist paramilitary gangs to contain the 
republican-nationalist threat through terror, 
manipulation of the rule of law, infiltration and 
subversion all core to the Kitson military doc

trine endorsed by the British army and the 
British government at the time". 

On the other hand, a few years ago, Former 
Secretary of State for Northern Ireland Theresa 
Villiers condemned the "pernicious counter-nar
rative" that sought to "place the state at the 
heart of nearly every atrocity". Writs were 

served in the Heenan case but the process 

remains in limbo, 45 years after his murder. I!: 
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Ca pita listeracy 
Media have a capitalism problem, 
which explains everything from fake 
news to Oenis O'Brien but you don't 
have to agree to understand that 
the causes of the recent crisis over 
Government 'advertorial' are structural 

by Harry Browne 

I
RELAND HAS a dreadful, inequitable, danger
ously failing healthcare system. The State's 
answer is the likes of Healthy Ireland, which runs a 
public campaign that, in essence, throws the 
responsibility for health on to individuals - who 

seemingly just need help from an initiative to 'empower 
and motivate them'. 

February saw the launching conference - hosted by 
the Broadcasting Authority of Ireland (BA I) at Facebook 
Ireland HQ - of a new network, Media Literacy Ireland 
(disclosure: I'm in it). From the conference stage there 
was lots of talk about empowerment and not much talk 
exploring from whom it might be necessary to take 
power away. There was even a speaker from Healthy Ire
land, lest the analogy be missed. 

Don't be surprised, then, to encounter an 
Irish campaign in the next year or two 
imploring you to the media equivalent 
of 'eat your vegetables, get some 
exercise, don't smoke cigarettes'. 

basic 
source. But you don't 
have to agree with me and name the underlying problem 
as capitalism to understand that there are structural 
causes for crises such as the one that erupted recently 
over Government 'advertorial'. 

"I believe the Government is attempting to exploit the 
difficulties many local and regional titles are facing to 
promote their party interests", said no less a media critic 
than Fianna Fail's Timmy Dooley, the party's spokesman 
on communications. (How sweetly old-fashioned that 

word 'communications' can sound as it grap-
ples with the changing world.) 

Media literacy, if it is to be of any 
use, has to do more than implore us 

to look for the little 'special fea-
Something along the lines of 
'read the Irish Times, trust in 
Miriam, don't tweet fake news'. 

Or maybe not. Media Literacy 
Ireland potentially has some of 

Don't be surprised, to 
encounter a Media Literacy 
Ireland campaign imploring 
you to 'read the Irish Times, the hallmarks of industry

friendly campaigns like Drink 
Aware and Gamble Aware, plus the 
involvement of a regulator, the BAI, 
which might like a campaign that implic-

ture' tag on the top of a piece of 
paid corporate or government 
puffery, then to regard the 'jour
nalism' below with due 
scepticism. It must mean under
standing 'the difficulties' for all 
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trust in Miriam, don't 
tweet fake news'. 

jourralism that operates in the 
current market, especially one in 

which technological change has 
accelerated existing trends toward 

blurred lines, and in which advertisers have 

Or maybe not. 
itly justifies light-touch regulation abetted 
by 'greater public awareness'. On the other hand -
and credit to its organisers for this - Media Literacy 
Ireland has come into being as a genuine network of 
interested researchers, activists, ' community-media 
practitioners and others. And most of us in it are not dis
posed to frame the problem with Irish media as one of 
public credulousness, to be addressed by offering tips 
for spotting 'extremism' online. 

Regular readers will know my view: that media (like 
healthcare) have a capitalism problem, and that every
thing from fake news to clickbait to inadequate 
investigative resources to Denis O'Brien flows from that 

alternatives to local and regional newspapers when 
it comes to reaching eyeballs. 

If the most poignant aspect of that brief, quickly 
snowed-under 'Ireland 2040' crisis was the image of 
the Taoiseach issuing guidelines for labelling adverto
rial content - guidelines of which the most callow intern 
in a local newsroom should surely already be aware -
we shouldn't lose sight of the fact that media have been 
operating at the edges of such guidelines for decades, 
for the benefit of advertisers looking to buy a little 
ersatz editorial credibility. How can this fail to be a 
lesson about how fragile, at best, any such credibility 



Media literacy 
requires computer 

literacy on things like 
algorithms, mochine 
learning, blockchain 
technology, natural 

language processing, 
textual analysis, 

quantum computing, 
data mining, and 

security in the cloud 

has become? 
As the media mayor may not have told you, global 

research shows trust in media is in tatters - media are 
less trusted than governments, NGOs, businesses - and 
Irish people are atthe mistrustful end of the distribution_ 

In this context, media literacy can hardly consist of 
legacy media saying 'trust us, not them'_ 

What can be done? (Yes, short of getting rid of capital

ism_) Anyone who has worked in a newsroom knows 
what a frightening prospect it would be to try to earn the 
public's trust with transparency and accountability 
about our editorial practices_ On a daily basis, contin
gent and incomplete information is transformed into 
definitive statements of ringing certitude_ That's one 

sausage factory we don't want you to see inside, espe
cially since the work often consists of st icking our label 
on someone else's meat. 

The irony is that the technology often over-simplisti
cally blamed for creating the journalism crisis has long 
offered tools for remarkable transparency, tools that 
most journalists have chosen to use only in limited ways_ 
What if hyperlinks in journalists' stories led not to dull 
pages of cross-references or to Wikipedia, but rather to 

images of documents and notebook pages, audio of 

interviews, pictures of the journalist in the field? It can 
be done and has been done, but the experiments in 
transparency ofthe early web - notably the extraordinary 
1996 investigative series by the aptly named Gary Webb 
in the San Jose Mercury News, about the CIA's involve
ment in the cocaine trade - have rarely been repeated, 

let alone built upon_ 
Such transparency would foster media literacy without 

the onus being placed on the audience_ Whether it would 

foster trust is, of course, a matter of what audiences 
thought of the practices revealed by transparency_ Inter
activity and social media mean we have some tools 

whereby that reaction could be tested and gauged_ 
Dublin Institute ofTechnology, thankfully, is prepared 

to put its money where my media-literacy mouth is: it's 
funding a project that will will use The Liberty, a student
produced 'hyperlocal' newspaper and website for 
Dublin's Liberties area, to innovate in the area of jour
nalistic transparency_ We'll employ social media as a 

. forum for sharing 'the story behind the story', with 

tweets, Facebook updates, YouTube videos and Insta

gram posts that unveil aspects of the production of 
journalism, from notebook pages to editing history, from 

who-was-interviewed to who-refused. 
A doctoral-level researcher will boe responsible for 

implementation, monitoring, community engagement 
and evaluation of this project, which should help read

ers to understand better the process of news 
construction, and help journalists-in-training become 

accustomed to radical ideas of public openness about 

that process. 
But - and it's a big but - such a project will have to 

employ social-media tools without succumbing to trust 
in them. While it's pointless for media activists, scholars 
and practitioners to try to wish social media away, we 
can't leave our critical faculties at the door, or the login, 

of Facebook, and pretend that such platforms are some
how neutral and open channels through which we can 

simply allow our information to flow, transparently or 
otherwise. 

It's not just a matter of 'likes'. Notwithstanding Face
book's rather nice catering at the first Media Literacy 

Ireland conference, it's obvious that a truly contempo

rary and critical media literacy can only be built upon 

knowledge of the evolving processes and parameters of 

computation that sustain such platforms. The shortage 
of computer scientists in media-literacy circles urgently 

needs to be addressed: we need to understand, and to 
teach people about, things like algorithms, machine 
learning, blockchain technology, natural language pro
cessing, textual analysis, quantum computing, data 

mining, and security in the cloud. 

True media literacy - whl th is to say public under

standing of, and capacity to respond to, crises and 
developments in media production, consumption , inter
action and distribution - will be enhanced by such 
engagement with computing as a set of processes. With
out facile technological determinism of either utopian or 
dystopian hue, people should be enabled to address the 

complex relations of content and medium. With such 
ability, they can challenge with confidence the pretences 

of trustworthy competence and powerful inevitability 

that legitimate the neoliberal masters of the media uni
verse. I!: 

Harry Browne lectures in the School of Media at Dublin 
Institute of Technology and coordinates the Centre for 
Critical Media Literacy there. His book 'Public Sphere' is 
published soon by Cork University Press. 
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Irish is beyond 
weaponisation 
It's just the language - its use 
is not susceptible to regional or 
political or sectarian prejudice 
or to snobbery or elitism 

by Padraig {) Mathuna A reply to an article of 19 February in the Belfast 

Telegraph by Ruth Dudley Edwards, 'Don't curry 
the yoghurt ... learn the Irish language and beat 

cultural sectarianism' 

S
OME YEARS ago, I read about an anonymous 
former participant of the blanket protest who 
recalled a visit from an RTE Irish language 
reporter. He remarked upon her "terrible elit· 
ist attitude toward the language" and, in 

particular, her claim that the brand of Irish which devel· 

oped in the H·Blocks made her shudder. 

He quickly retorted, "When you hearthe Gaelic in here 

you're hearing it as a living language. It's spoken and 
evolving in a natural environment. Your Gaelic is put in a 

glass cage as a showpiece. We have a living language. 
Yours is an artificial thing. For you it's an academic 
achievement, while for us it's something that lives, and 
that comes from our day-to-day situation". 

I was reminded of this short anec-

dote at the beginning of the week as 

In fact a quick online search 
turns up a ID-minute D6il video 
from 2012 in which Adams and 

I, for lack of a better term, shud

dered reading Ruth Dudley Edwards' 
take on the politicisation of the lan
guage in the Belfast Telegraph. The 
inherent elitism of that unnamed 
RTE reporter from the late 1970S 

wafted over the words of Edwards' 
column like the curried yoghurt that 

Enda Kenny engage in a back 
and forth completely in Irish 
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her headline warned us against. 
Yet, unlike that reporter, Edwards' 

apparent lack of proficiency in Irish embraced a number 
of head-scratching assertions and historical blunders. 
Taking the liberty to speak for all Irish speakers with 
"southern ears", she quipped about the ugly, harsh 
sound of the Ulster dialect in comparison to the more 

melodic sounds of Connacht or Munster. As an Irish 

speaker, I don't think I've ever come across such rubbish 
from anyone who actually speaks the language regularly, 
no matter their location. 

The bulk of her ire however, tellingly appears to be 
reserved for Gerry Adams, whose Irish she says, "isn't 
good enough to do a substantial interview". She further 

points out his linguistic deficiencies by asserting that 
"Even Leo Varadkar, who learned it only recently, speaks 
it better". Now, no disrespect to Leo Varadkar, because 
whatever his level of Irish may be, he has made a laud
able effort recently to bring about an awareness of the 
language as an inclusive rather than exclusive medium. 

That being said, anyone with even a passing interest in 

the language is aware that Adams can, and indeed has, 

done a number of interviews in Irish-language media 
over the years, a'nd is well able to hold his own. By com

parison, Varadkar has given few if any off-the-cuff 
"substantial interviews" in Irish. 

To this point, a quick online search turns up a video 
from a 2012 session in the Dail, in which Adams and 

formerTaoiseach Enda Kenny engage in a back and forth 
completely in Irish. In the clip which lasts nearly ten min

utes, Kenny commends Adams for his introduction of 

Irish into the debate, before lightheartedly noting that, 
while he agreed with his choice of language, he wasn't 
so sure about his opinion on the matter at hand. This 
scene presents a stark contrast to Edwards' unfounded 
claims that Kenny's superior level of Irish had all but 

snuffed outAdams' attempts at its use since his move to 

the Dail in 2011. 

Furthermore, she makes an erroneous claim that 
Kenny and his colleagues in "the south" interpret the use 

of Irish as a "discourteous" attempt to "put non-Irish
speakers at a disadvantage", which eventually resulted 
in Adams reserving his use of Iris,h for the Sinn Fein 
"faithful". Though, again, this assessment doesn't stack 

up factually. 
Surely Edwards recalls the 2015 instance in which 



Kenny, not Adams, was accused byTD Mick Wal
lace of intention ally embarrassing him by 
refusing to speak English during a session for 
Leaders' Questions? Kenny defiantly answered 
the claim of the bewildered Wallace by remind
ing his colleague that "this is our national 
language", before reiterating that he should 

make use of the available translation headset if 
he can't comprehend it. Yet,l suppose this exam
ple was less "discourteous" or "aggressive" 
because it was delivered in what she deems the 
"musical" sounds of Kenny's Connacht dialect. 

Turning her focus to the Irish-language com

munity more generally, Edwards went on to 

discuss the fact that in the Northern context, 

those who spent time in prison tend to have a 
solid working knowledge of the language. In 

many cases, this is true, especially for those who 
were on the blanket protest. Although, one thing 

should be made clear. Their embrace of the lan
guage was not a result of the "generosity of the 

Prison Service" as Ms Edwards states, but rather 
in spite of the abuses and inhumane treatment 

endured by many on a daily basis. 
Though perhaps her most curious claim is that 

in terms of Irish, "those we might call the civil
ians tend to have the least". If this is the case, 
are the 6,000 students currently enrolled in 
Irish-Language-medium schools in Northern Ire
land not counted among those that we "might 

call civilians"? 
Regardless, Edwards' framing of the language 

along the antiquated lines of decades gone by is 
a gross oversimplification of the Irish-speaking 
community today. In the last week of February, 
for example, a diverse cast ranging from drag
queen Ru Paul to actor John Connors showed 

their support for the language. But hey, maybe 
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this quirky duo too has 'sashayed ' its way into 
the IRA leadership, and is now involved in some 
elaborate new republican language scheme. 

On a hopeful note, Edwards commended Linda 
Ervine's ongoing work in teaching Irish to east 

Belfast loyalists, remarking 
that this will hopefully lead to 

proposed policies of the Fenians, if successful, 
would lead to their demise. Historically, there is 
no way of knowing O'Mahony's response, as the 
return letter has been lost to time. Yet for years 
the two men, who had little to nothingin common 

aside from their interest in 

the Irish language and its 

their " taking ownership" of 
the language. While Ervine's 
efforts should undoubtedly 
be commended, it is time that 
we move past this sort of rhet

oric to describe them . The 

language, now, belongs to no 

one. Contrary to what Noel 

The language, now, 
belongs to no one. 

preservation, kept up a warm 

correspondence with one 
another. Modern Irish his
tory is littered with such 
exchanges, and no, 

O'Mahony never tried to sub

versively dupe Mahon into 

Has it been politicised 
in the past? Absolutely 

Whelan said in a recent Irish Times article, it is 

simply incapable of being 'weaponised'. It's the 
old and native language of this island and it 
cannot belong to anyone more than anyone else. 

Has it been politicised in the past? Absolutely. 
Since the time of the Fenians and the Young Ire

landers before them, the language has been 

present in the political arena in one form or 
another. It has also simultaneously existed out

side of that arena, in everyday interactions. 
While combing the archives recently, I came 

upon a fascinating letter from a Protestant anti 
quarian, George C Mahon, to the Gaelic scholar 
and militant nationalist founder of the Fenian 
Brotherhood, John O'Ma-hony. Written in the mid

nineteenth-century, the majority of the exchange 

deals with Mahon's curiosity at the origin of his 
surname and other Irish language words . Yet, in 
the opening of the message, he addresses the 
elephant in the room - his counterpart's political 
activities. 

He notes with great angst that many Protes
tants in Ireland, himself included, fear that the 

becoming a Fenian. 

As the example of their unlikely friendship 
conveys, the language has the capability to build 

mutual understandings and bring about dia
logue where it mightn't otherwise exist. This is 
the sort of historical framework in which Ervine's 

work could, and should, be viewed. Not through 
the sort of tit-for-tat lens of cultural superiority 
peddled by Edwards. ~ 

In both playing upon long-held tropes of elit
ism and stoking the current flames of 
discordance, Ms Edwards has done an equal dis
service to not only Irish speakers in "the south" 
but also both communities of the north. Echoing 
the earlier anecdote, her views should be placed 

back in a glass cage as a show piece. 

Though, in a nod to her final suggestion to 
Gregory Campbell, "if he had any imagination", 
that he should engage with rather than dismiss 
the language, perhaps she should brush up on 
her own Irish and start a column with an Irish
language news outlet like tuarisc.ie or nos.ie? 
You know, as she says so easily about Campbell, 

just to "give us all a good laugh". I!: 
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by Seamus Deane 

" 

Talk of universal 
rights conceals the real 
nature of 'might is right' 

H 
ANNAH ARENDT'S famous phrase 'the right 

to have rights' was coined in her 1958 book 

'The Human Condition'. The condition of 
being stateless, of being a displaced person, 

which began its modern history in Europe 
with World War I, has been experienced since by untold 
millions who have had to listen to the claim that ' human 
rights' are universal and fundamental - but not forthem . 

Once we had the glamorous figure of the cosmopoli
tan, the person who belonged to the world , the global 

community; that figure has been displaced by the refu

gee, who belongs nowhere, but is to be found everywhere 
in the paradigmatic settings of the modern and contem

Arendt's question was: how 
could an ideology of human 

rights be developed [as through 
the UN declarations] and 

simultaneously traduced [as in 
American foreign policy]? 

porary world - the prison camp, the 
internment zone, the refugee camp, the 
ghetto, the jail, the arena of suspension 

where people live in a place that is 
always outside the' country that it is 

inside. Arendt pointed out that the crea
tion of such places and cond itions is a 
political decision, not just a terrible 
catastrophe. It is the prevailing form of 
the penal colony, the new home that we 
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have built to house the theory of human rights. 
Since Arendt, and most especially in the indebted 

work of Giorgio Agamben, it has become clear that the 

concentration camp of the twentieth 
century was not some historical anom

aly, but that it is actually one of the 

paradigm sites of Western modernity. The 

internment camp is a zone of suspension, of 
'rendition', a place that is always outside the 

country it is inside - Guantanamo is the best-known 
example, although there many such places - our best
known example was The Maze in Northern Ireland . 

Those entrapped there expose the hollowness of any 

claim to universal human rights, to having rights just on 

the basis of being human. Arendt said it plainly: the refu

gee, the displaced person, has regularly been denied 
the right to have rights. The denial is a political decision . 

It takes its most popular form in the denial t hat there are 
any 'political prisoners' in the denying country, although 

enemy countries are full of them . Its political nature has 

been counterpointed more clearly since 1948, since the 
United Nations began its series of declarations of Human 

Rights, unabated since that date; rights of men, women, 

children, of minorities, of the disabled, of all indeed who 
can be characterised as having been 'excluded', which 
means that even the ' poor', a constituency which 
enlarges globally by the hour, faster than ever since the 
almost perpendicular rise of neo-liberalism in the dec
ades before and after the financial crash . Reading these 

rights, as 'declared' (whatever that means), in that bland 
United Nations universalistic rhetoric, it is hard to know 

whether to laugh or cry. Such noble vacuities , such 
actual atrocities - produced by the same state systems 

that have prevailed since 1945. 
It was part of Arendt's long argument, which began in 

1943 with her essay " We Refugees" (about Jewish 
migrants who had become 'stateless', that condition in 
which they had no rights) that asked why European 



civilisation had so successfully produced the bar
barism that made statelessness pandemic and 

human rights so unavailable to the millions of'dis
placed persons' of World War 11. Part of her answer 

was that this barbarism was so successful pre
cisely because it was so concealed within or 
behind the declarations of universal rights and 

justice which the West, in the case of the American 
and the French Revolutions, had made central to 
the powerful ideology of what mutated into West
ern 'freedom'. 

Arendt's question then was: how could such an 
ideology be developed (as through the UN decla
rations) and simultaneously traduced (as in 
American foreign policy)? It is too feeble an expla
nation to put it down to hypocrisy. Hypocrisy on 
this scale occurs when the people who most sin

cerely believe in the peaceful principles are those 
who most regularly betray them in violent action . 
The British spent three centuries in perfecting 
their international reputation as hypocrites, a 
nation that believed itself to be peaceful even as 

it waged endless wars. Now that role has been 

assumed, largely, by the Americans. But, to 
achieve world domination is one thing; world 
hegemony is another. That's what the World Wars 
were fought for. 

Arendt achieved notoriety with her reporting on 
the 1961 trial of the Nazi Adolf Eichmann, which 
was published in book form as 'Eichmann in Jer

sualem: A Report on the Banality of Evil', where 
she developed the central figure of the 'desk-mur
derer', the bureaucrat who administered the 
death-camps. But her key point was that this was 
a show-trial, that pretended to be an example of 
universal justice triumphing over universal evil. 

Rather, it was in fact a national victory of the Israe

lis over their Nazi persecutors. In this exemplary 

instance, we are shown how the language of un i

versalism can be used as a disguise for a state's 

policies. 
The jurist who had the ambition to do that for a 

successful Nazi state, Carl Schmitt (1888-1985), 
described in his 'Nomos of the Earth' (1950), how 
the European system of international law had been 
replaced by an American one, with the UN as its 

legislature and the International Tribunal or Court 

as its executive. In effect, the language of univer
sal rights was used to ratify the aims of American 
foreign policy; Nuremberg, Tokyo, Damascus, the 
Hague were, like the Moscow show trials of the 
1930S, elaborate pretences that something objec
tively true was being defended from the current 
version of sectarian betrayal- war criminality, ter
rorism, the new terms of 'war crime' and its 

flourishing neighbourly companions, such as 

'ethnic cleansing'. Danilo Zolo has demonstrated 
in Victor's Justice how the Kosovo war of 1999, that 
infamous intervention (to be followed by interven
tions in Iraq, Afghanistan, Libya and elsewhere, 
saving the 'people' of those countries for democ
racy, largely by killing and dispossessing them), 

with its International Court at the Hague, which 

THIS IS an excerpt from a lecture 
delivered by Seam us Deane on 14 
January 2018 in University Church, 

Stephen's Green, Dublin. It was the third 
in a series of three lectures under the 
general heading of 'The Right to Have 
Rights'. Seamus Deane is Professor 
Emeritus of Irish Studies at University of 
Notre Dame and the author of many 
books of literary criticism, among others. 
Next month, listeners to the Field Day 
Pod cast can hear Deane speak about 
Edmund Burke and traditions of political 
conservatism. 

The other speakers in the Seam us 
Deane Annual Lecture series were Judge 
Bryan McMahon on Direct Provision, and 
Or Conor Kenny of MEidecins sans Fron
tieres on migration in the Mediterranean. 
Videos of all of these lectures are on the 
Field Day website fieldday.ie. 

could try anybody butAmericans, 

is the most egregious example so 
far of how the language of univer
sal rights has been perverted to 
the ends of a warring state. 

If a civilian population is to be 

saved from violent, armed 

assault, then the Palestinians 

should have been saved from the 

phosphorous bombs of their 
Israeli aggressor. But that, too, 

demonstrates that rights belong 
only to those who are on the win
ning side in a series of wars that 
have nothing to do with justice 

" The European system of 
international law had been 
replaced by an American one, 
with the UN as its legislature 
and the International Tribunal 
or Court as its executive 

except as that is determined by superior force and 
disguised by a globally-disseminated ideology. 

In Ireland we have been reminded that it is not 

only people without citizenship who are denied 
rights. Those people in homes and orphanages, 
schools and ghettos of various kinds - religious, 
economic, gender, medical - have been denied 
their rights as vigorously here as what we may call 
the 'disabled' of all countries have been . French 

and American medical history supplied some ofthe 
terrible names, now almost joke-terms, for them 

- morons, idiots, even 'almosts'. These terms were 
once applied wholesale to the Irish also. 

Now, as we see migrants, victims of 'just wars' 
yet again, flee from the ruins of their homes, one 
would hope that we could recognise and act upon 

the crimes of the past in which we have been both 
agents and victims. I!: 
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MI5 grapples with anti-nuke Corbyn 

Corbyn Czech story 
replicates 1974 MI5 
Harold Wilson smear and 
recalls 1924 Zinoviev 
letter: against Labour 
leaders 

by Joseph de Burca 

It may now seem 
incredible to many 

people, but 30 years 
ago there really was an 

attempt to undermine the 
Government led by Wilson, 

detailed by Peter Wright 
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T
HE BRITISH Prime Minister, Theresa 

May, has accused Russia of meddling 
in elections and planting fake stories 

in the media in an extraordinary 
attack on its attempts to "weaponise 

information" in orderto sow discord in the West, 
but Whitehall has been strangely quiet about 
past attempts by Britain's own Intelligence Ser

vices to meddle in UK and Irish elections. 

42 years ago this March the British Prime 

Minister, Harold Wilson, abruptly resigned from 
office during a whispering campaign orches

trated by elements within the British Intelligence 

Services alleging that he was a Soviet agent. It 
is highly ironic, therefore, that during the past 
few weeks the British media have been domi

nated by the 'fake news' story that the current 

Leader of the British Labour Party, jeremy 
Corbyn, was an agent of the Soviet-controlled 

Czech Intelligence agency, the Statni Bezpec

nost (StB). Established in 1945, the StB was 
also closely linked with the Communist Party of 
Czechoslovakia. 

The media campaign against Corbyn relies 
entirely on claims made by a former StB officer 
jan Sarkocy, who ser:ted as a diplomat in Britain 

under the cover name 'jan Dymic during the 
1980S'. 

Despite the media frenzy, the current director 
of the Czech Security Forces Archive, Svetlana 
Ptacnikova, issued a formal statement making 
it clear that Corbyn was neither registered by 
the StB as a collaborator, nor does his alleged 

collaboration stem from anything in the archive. 
She said : "The files we have on him are kept 

in a folder that starts with the identification 
number one. Secret collaborators were allo

cated folders that start with the number four ... 
He stayed in that basic category - and in fact he 

was still described as that, as a person of inter
est - in the final report issued by the StB agent 
shortly before he [Sarkocy] was expelled from 

the UK in 1989". 
A Czech Republic Defence Ministry official, 

Radek Schovanek, who currently has responsi

bility for examining the old StB files, has also 

gone on record saying that the allegations 

against Corbyn are unfounded, as were the 
claims that Sarkocy signed up other members 
of the Labour leadership. 

ltis almost certain that anum ber of MPs from 

all the British political parties were "persons of 

interest" to Czech Intelligence at that time. It 
is a bit like saying tbat some MPs are persons 

interest to the press! 

The current story bears all the hallmarks of a 
similar disinformation exercise run by British 
Intelligence in the 1960s. In 1968, another 
Czech I ntelligence officer, josef Frolik, defected 
to the CIA and provided the CIA and British Intel
ligence with questionable revelations about 

operations run by the StB in the West. These 
included the alleged recruitment, or attempted 

recruitment, of British members of Parliament 
and Labour Party leaders. In his book: 'The 
Memoirs of an Intelligence Agent' Frolik claimed 
that there was a plot to blackmail Edward Heath 
over his sexual activities. According to Frolfk, 

another StB officer, jan Mrazek, working out of 
the Czechoslovakian embassy in London, had 



devised a plan in the mid-1960s, which aimed to 

expose Heath to homosexual blackmail. 
Froli k claimed that Mrazek had prepared a 

homosexual honey t rap for Heath, in the form of 
a personal invitation from a handsome (and sex
ua lly ersatile) young Czech organist, to visit and 

pia e famous organ of the Church of St lames 
in Prague. But Frolil< claimed that Heath was 

tipped off by MI5 at the last moment, and can

celled the visit. 
Despite these claims, the StB's archives have 

no record of any plot to trap Heath, nor do they 
contain any files on Heath. The fake allegation 
is interesting because it not only drew attention 
to Edward Heath's alleged sexual orientation, 

but also portrayed MI5 in a good light. 
Th e st rong rebuttals issued by the Current 

Czech Republic authorities have not stopped 
right-wi ng elements of the British press from 
promoti ng the campaign of disinformation 
aga inst Corbyn . So what is behind this fake 

e' s? 
To understand this, it is important to look at 

he events in the lead up to the 1974 General 
Election and to an uncanny similarity between 
the Corbyn smear and one used against Harold 
Wilson. It may now seem incredible to many 
people, but 30 years ago there really was an 
attempt to undermine the Government led by 
Wilson. One of the prime witnesses in support 
of that claim is a former Assistant Director of 

MI5, Peter Wright, who in his bestselling mem
oires, 'Spycatcher', explains how some of his 
colleagues set about underminingWilson at the 

election in February 1974: 
"In the run -up to the election which, given the 

level of instability in Parliament, must be due 

within a matter of months, MI5 would arrange for 
selective details of the intelligence about lead

ing Labour Party figures, but especially Wilson, 

to be leaked to sympathetic pressmen . Using our 
contacts in the press and among union officials, 

word of the material contained in MI5 files and 
the fact that Wilson was considered a security 
risk would be passed around. 

"Soundings in the office had already been 

taken, and up to thirty officers had given their 

approval to the scheme_ Facsimile copies of 

some files were to be made and distributed to 
overseas newspapers, and the matter was to be 
raised in Parliament for maximum effect. It was 
a carbon copy of the Zinoviev letter, which had 
done so much to destroy the first Ramsay Mac
Donald Government in 1928". 

The Zinoviev letter was a controversial forged 

document published by the Daily Mail newspa

per four days before the general election in 1924. 
It purported to be a directive from Grigory Zino
viev, the head of the Communist International 
(Comintern) in Moscow, to the Communist Party 
of Great Britain, ordering it to engage in all sorts 
of seditious activities. Current scholarship sug

gests it probably originated in a Russian 

F;xeeuth, Co.i ttee, 
'1b1.rd 

Communist IntB~national. 

Presidium. 

VERY SECRET. 

Sept. 15th, 1924. To the Cen tral Committ ee 
British Commun i ~t Party. Moscow. 

De~r . Comrades, 

. 'lh~ ·time i~ a.pproaohing for the Parliamen t of 
En£!;l~d t9 COlluder the Treaty ooncluded r.et"een the 
GoverlUl'lenta of Great Britain and the S.S.S.R. foI' the 
P\lrppee . Qf -!""tifice.tior;. '!he fierce cBJIlpaign raised 
t-y the - ~rit~sh j:\o~g~ouie around the que s tion 3hQWS 

that th~ _ maJorit1 of the same, together with rea cti on
ary cir~losi are ' against the Treaty for tile pur pose 
ot bre~ing off an agreement consolidating the ties 
h~V:UR "'·t.h. pP&'leW.pi&h ef tAetwe ee~t;pi88 . h a. 
ing ~o th~ restoration ot nOMna.l relations tatween 

land and the S.S.S.R. . 
The Zinoviev letter 

When Harold Wilson arrived in Downing Street, British Intelligence 
knew that during his time out of office, he had formulated a 
16-point prog ramme that was designed to pave the way for the 
unification of Ireland 

monarchist group. 

In May 1976 Wright's allegations about the 
plot were confirmed personally to two BBC 
reporters, Roger Courtiour and Barrie Penrose, 
by Harold Wilson . He told them that the then 
head of MI6, Sir Maurice Oldfield, had admitted 

to him that there was a group of MI5 officers who 
were "unreliable". 

Harold Wilson also told the reporters that he 
had called in Sir Michael Hanley, the Director 

General of MI5, who confirmed to him that within 

his service there was a " disaffected faction with 
extreme right-wing views". 

On 15 August 1976, the former British Cabinet 
Secretary, Lord Hunt, who investigated Wilson's 

claims, was interviewed by Channel 4 TV and 
said: 

"There is absolutely no doubt at all that a few 

malcontents in MI5 who were right wing, mali
cious and had serious personal grudges, were 
giving vent to this and spreading damaging and 
malicious stories about some members of that 
Labour Government". 

"I don't think they [MI5) were people who were 

in any sense evil. They we're people who, on the 

whole, followed a train of thought that the Rus
sians used to try and entrap everybody. They 
must have tried with him, [Harold Wilson). They 
must have succeeded". 

Lord Hunt was certainly not a supporter of the 
Labour Party. The implications of his admission 
cannot be overstated in terms of the democratic 
process. Even if the Intelligence Services thought 

Wilson was the agent of a hostile power, did 

they have either the lawful or moral right to 
attempt to topple his government? Evidence of 
such a plot has long existed, but Lord Hunt's 
statement put it on a firm historical basis for the 
first time. 

It is no surprise that Lord Hunt's report has 

still not been released to the National Archives. 

Despite the comments made by Harold Wilson, 

Sir Maurice Oldfield, Sir Michael Haney and Lord 

Hunt, MIS's website, devotes considerable 
space to a long rebuttal of the charge that it was 
behind the so-called "Wilson plot". 

When Harold Wilson first met the two BBC 
reporters, Courtiour and Penrose, he suggested 

that they should talk to a former Army Psycho

logical Operations officer, Colin Wallace, who 

had been in Northern I ~land during the 1970S 
and who had knowledge of the plot against him. 
From documents now in the public domain it is 
clear that Colin Wallace had been engaged in 
what are referred to as ' psychological opera 
tions', but he had become disenchanted by some 
of the political activities he was asked to under

take as part of a project known as 'Clockwork 
Orange'. 

Initially designed to target terrorism, the pro
ject had been turned against the Labour 
Government and other political figures when 
Harold Wilson and his govemment came to 

power in March 1974. 
In 1987, the Observer newspaper in London 

submitted Colin Wallace's original 'Clockwork 
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Orange' handwritten notes to Dr Julius Grant for 

examination. Dr Grant was one of the world's 
leading forensic document examiners. He exam

ined the wood -pulp fibres, starch and additives 

of t he paper, as well as the dye components of 

the ink, and concluded that the notes were con

sistent with being written in 1974. 

On 5 July 1987, the Observer newspaper 

reported: "Wallace's notes are explosive. They 

contain material known only to MI5 at the time". 
The paper when on to say that the notes 

"i ncluded 'slanted ' accounts of Wilson's refusal 

to act on earlier MI5 claims that Labour Minister, 

John Stonehouse, was under Czech control". 

When Harold Wilson arrived in Downing 

Street, British Intelligence knew that during his 

time out of office, he had formulated a 16-point 

programme that was designed to pave the way 
for the unification of Ireland . He proposed that 

a commission, formed from all parties in Britain, 

Northern Ireland and the Irish Republic, be set 

up to frame a new constitution for a united Ire

land to come into force 15 years after ratification 

by all three Parliaments. It is no surprise, there 

fore, that he was seen as, at the very least, 

sympathetic to the Nationalist viewpoint. 

Indeed, Harold Wilson 's private secretary is on 

record as reminding him that "our main trouble 

is from the Protestants". 

In May 1974, Harold Wilson was furious when 

the Ulster Workers' Council strike brought down 

the Northern Ireland Power Sharing Executive. 

In a televised speech, he referred to the "loyal
ist" strikers and their supporters as " spongers" 

who expected Britain to pay for their lifestyles. 

He now considered implementing a secret 

'doomsday plan' which he had init iated whereby 

Britain would cut all constitutional ties with 

Northern Ireland and transform the province into 

an independent dominion. This would also lead 

to the withdrawal of British troops. The idea was 

only shelved when his advisers warned him that 
such an initiative would not only lead to a civil 

war which would engulf the whole of Ireland, but 

also would likely draw in external forces and put 

the UK mainland at risk. 
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Although Wilson did not advocate the with 

drawal of the British Army at that time, in late 

1974 he communicated secretly with Ruairf 6 
Bradaigh, then President of Sinn Fein, putting an 

offer of British withdrawal from Northern Ireland 

on the table as part of a proposed ceasefire 

agreement. 

The Brit ish Intelligence Services were aware 

of Wilson's secret communication with 6 Bra

daigh via an intermediary. There were also 
aware that 6 Bradaigh and members of the Pro

visional IRA Council, who were then on the run 

from the Gardai, were due to hold a meeting on 

10 December 1974 with the leaders of the Prot

estant churches in Ireland at Feakle in Count 

Clare. In an attempt to undermine the peace 

talks and discredit both Wilson and participating 
clergy, British Intelligence Services leaked 

details of the meeting to the Gardai Special 

Branch. Although the meeting was raided and 

broken up by the Garda, the IRA leaders were 

forewarned of the raid and escaped . The Prot

estant churchmen passed on the proposals from 

the IRA leadership to the British government and 

a temporary ceasefire commenced in January 

1975· 
Given this background, it should come as no 

• Ocr Bundesbeauftragte rur die Unte.lagcn 
des Staatssiche.heitsdicnstes der ehcmaligen 
Dcutschcn Demokratischen Republik 

Federal Commissioner and authority 

From current occasion 

surprise that Jeremy Corbyn is likely to have 

been the target of fake news from the British 

Intelligence Services, but why has a former 

Czech Intelligence officer now surfaced after 

some thirty years to make these allegations? 

Surely, he could have made his claims years ago? 

At the last British General Election, few people 

believed that Jeremy Corbyn would ever become 

Prime Minister. However, even then, Whitehall 

and the Security Services were expressing seri

ous concerns about him. Within weeks of him 

winning leadership of the Labour Party, Chief of 
the Defence Staff, General Sir Nicholas 

Houghton, told the BBC that Corbyn's statement 

that he would not authorise the use of nuclear 

weapons "would worry me if that thought was 

translated into power". 

A few weeks earlier, an anonymous "senior 

serving general" told the Sunday Times that 

Corbyn becoming prime minister would bring 

"the very real prospect" of "a mutiny ... You 

wou ld see a major break in convention with 

senior generals directly and publicly challenging 

Corbyn over vital important policy decisions 

such as Trident, pulling out of NATO and any 

plans to emasculate and shrink the size of the 

armed forces". 
Other parts of the British media highlighted 

his alleged support for radical groups around the 

world and for the I RA. 

The British political landscape has now 

changed. The Conservative Party is seriously 

divided and the grassroots supporters are 

becoming disaffected with the leadership which 

is in a state of disarray over key topics such as 

the NHS and Brexit. Experience shows that the 

electorate does not support a divided political 

party. The Intelligence Services are now think

ing the unthinkable, that Jeremy Corbyn could 

gain the keys to 10 Downing Street. Perhaps 

they also felt that a new Zinoviev letter, such as 

the claim by former Czech spy, Jan Sarkocy, 

might help prevent that from from becoming a 

reality. I!: 

~ 
Czech Intelliegence 
Archivellenial regarding 
Jeremy Corbyn 

There is currently a'discussion in Britain about a possible documentation of Labor 
politician Jeremy Corbyn in §.t~.~! documents. The Federal Commissioner for the 
~J~u~.i documents ( .§,§,l.\,!, ) generally grants media and research applicants only 
access to personal documents in which an official or unofficial cooperation is 
documented. Otherwise there is no information. But as the speculation is 
outrageous. the ,§,§,ild announces the following in this case: 

The research on the traditions of the .M.f.S. have not produced any documents or 
other infomlation about Jeremy Corbyo"or Diane Abbot! 

Dagmar Hovestadt 
Press Officer .§§.1.\J, 
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ams, [53] is an Irish 'media personality: the hardest man~on N.ewstalk, 
who specialises in crime reporting 

, ,,' on!'!\(: The 'sto,ry_of the Criminal 

~,~. Inv~stigat~s - 'fh.e Battle for 
fhe Gas -Fieltls' ,licing '~f the (orrib Gas' protests. 

'Secret lo~e'~'fi995) with Phylis Hamilton told the story of her 
, secFet 20-year I~ve affair with Ireland's m·ost outspoken Catho

lic priest, Fr Mi,chael ClearY. Williams alw~ys tells it as it is, or at least as 

the gardaf see It. _ , 
He also writes-books: 'Gangland' (1998), 'Evil Empire' (2001), 'Crimelords' 

(2003), 'The Untouchables' (2006), 'CrimeWars' (2008), 'Badfellas' (2011) 
and 'Murder Inc' (2014). He is known for bravely confronting crimelord 

John Gilligan about the murder of journalist, Veronica Guerin. 

The Sunday Tribune said as long ago as 2008 thata common criticism 

ofWilliams is t~at he is ·"t'ittle more than a cheerleader for the gardaf" and 

noted Williams's tendency to steer away from any crime or corruption 
within the force. In 2013 he_told an interviewer that "most of my friends 
are police". He often explains that particular people are damningly "known 
to gardaf". 

Williams has been criticised for his tendency to give nicknames such as 

"The Tosser", " The Penguin", "Babyface" and "Fatpuss" to the criminals 
he is reporting on as it tends to glamourise the criminals. 

In 2011 he joined the Irish Sun, as 'Investigations Editor'. Since 2012, he 

has contributed to the Irish Independent where he's a mate of the editor, 
as 'Special Correspondent'. 

In 2016 Williams joined the newly revamped 'Newstalk' schedule as a 
co-presenter with Shane Coleman on the Breakfast Show. Accordingto the 
Irish Times: "Williams's chief asset remains his hard-boiled, fuming per

sona. It's not just the criminal fraternity and the Garda hierarchy he takes 
aim at, but anyone who smacks of being lily-livered or politically correct. " 

He talks about 'the snobby world of literature' and dismisses President 
Michael D Higgins's voluntary pay cut with a curt 'big bloody deal', while 

constantly making cracks about 'the Shinners'''. He described the Jobs
town protesters on-air last July as "assholes", "bastards", "thugs" and 
"bullyboys". The BAI didn't like it. 

The Charleton (or Disclosures) tribunal is looking into whether Sergeant 
Maurice McCabe was the target of a smear campaign. 

Last year Williams told the Tribunal that it was "absolutely false" that 

way ae:tintai a puppet .fPft 
an who made all~_gations 

-~:"",,, 'In 2014 when he 

gainst McCabe,in 
., ~n, 

as moved to other -
as launched after 

gJ,vith Superintendent 

Daye Taylor-oHlie Garda Press Office duriiig Whictt he said he was told 
"hundreds" :or".~thousands" of text messages had"been composed "bY e 
then"Commi~s.ioner Martin Callinan and forwarded to senior Garda ~ffic" 
ers, journalists, and politicians, on Callinan's ,orders. '~If there was an 

artiCle praising'me, Callinan would say 'use your phone, clo him down, he , 

has to be, buried'''. McCabe said Taylor said he would be encouraged to 

say that McC~be had been investigated for sexual ass'ault. 
Taylor has ~specifically told the tribunal that he never sent any negative 

texts about McCabe to journalists and conveyed it all verbally. 
Williams told the tribunal that he was never negatively briefed against 

McCabe but rather, off the record, that there had been an investigation in 

2006 into Ms D's allegation and that the director of public prosecutions 
had decided not to bring proceedings. 

In March 2018 McCabe told the tribunal that when in 2014 an article by 

Paul Williams was published just a few months -later containing an 
anonymised version of Ms D's allegations, McCabe said he knew "exactly 
who it was pointing at". He was not identified in the article, but said he 
knew it was about him and felt it was "payback". The article started: "A 
young woman who was allegedly sexually assaulted as a child by a serv" 
ing garda claims the incident was covered up through a botched 

investigation". 
"Sure, it was awful. I mean, I have been cleared, completely, and I should 

have been left alone", said McCabe. "I can't prove it, but I knew it was in 

relation to what I was doing, in relation to penalty points". TO Joan Collins 
has named Williams under Dail privilege as one of those to benefit from 
having their penalty points cancelled by gardai. 

Williams has previously given evidence that he was contacted directly 
by Ms D and was not negatively briefed about McCabe by Garda 

Headquarters. 
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